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Mr. BEEBE. It isnot competent for the gentleman to give any 
such advan to the other side. pi J 

Mr. D Isimply made that eet Sagem laboring under the 
belief I had the right to contro] debate under the order of the House, 
but objection being made, I withdraw it. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
New York to a few remarks I pro to make. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. you mean me? 

Mr. CONGER. I do. Inasmuch as he declined properly to an- 
swer—— 

Mr. DURHAM. Is debate going on under the five-minute rule ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
New York to some of the extraordinary statements he has made here, 
and to what seems to me the insufficiency of his reply to ques- 
tions asked. If I understood him rightly he said in his place on the 
floor that the Presidency was sold out 

Mr. EDEN. I rise to a question of order. I understand under the 
five-minute rule debate must be confined to the bill under considera- 
tion. I raise the point that the gentleman from Michigan is depart- 
ing from that rule. l ; 

e CHAIRMAN. It has not been observed during the discussion 
so far, although the gentleman from Illinois is correct in his con- 
struction of the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. I intend to observe it fully. I think it is pertinent 
to the bill under consideration and the remarks made on it we should 
know how far the remarks of the gentleman from New York apply 
to this West Point Mili Academy bill. 

Sir, the gentleman stated that the Presidency had been sold out. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Allow me just at that point—— 

Mr. CONGER. Wait a moment. I want to use my five minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes; but I will not allow any gen- 
tleman to put words in my month. 

Mr. CONGER. I am trying to keep words out of the gentleman’s 
mouth and have a chance to put inmy own. The lan I think 
was that no northern man had sold out the Presidency—intimating 
that southern men had. He made no reply in the time which the 
House very generously gave him as to that. 

There is another proposition to which the gentleman made no re- 
ply. The gentleman said a proposition was made to him to sell out 
the Presidency, not to buy. We all in this House were anxious and 
eager, and the House and the country were anxious and eager to learn 
this new development about the gentleman’s selling out. But he 
comes and reads or repeats what has been printed for months of a 

roposition to buy—of a proposition made to him to buy the Presi- 
eten The House wants to know and the country wants to know 
what proposition was made to him to sell the Presidency, not to buy 
it. He had just been charged with selling out, not — No 
can my friend from New York be satisfied to answer with that the 
charge made by the gentleman from South Carolina that he had sold 
out. And in reference to his own statement, that a proposition had 
been made to him to sell out, was it necessary for him to come and 
tell the House in so solemn a manner that he had a proposition to 
buy the Presidency which he did not t? Lask the gentleman 
to fill up his remarks and tell the House what proposition was made 
to him to sell the Presidency. That is what my friend from South 
Carolina spoke about, and that is what the country wants to know. 

Mr. ITT, of New York. The answer can be given just there. 


Nobody—— 

Mr. CONGER. I am not quite through yet. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. You do not want an answer. 

Mr. CONGER. Assuredly I do, and the whole country wants an 
answer. The gentleman said assurances were made to him that if 
the troops were to be withdrawn, and that if certain things were to 
be done in the South, the work of the commission and the voting 
could go on. What assurances could be given? He says he was 
shown a letter which has been published and which the country has 
known for months, a general letter of Mr. Hayes, stating what his 
views were as he had announced them in his letter accepting the 
nomination and in his speeches. Doesthe gentleman think that that 
statement will satisfy the country? When he announced with such 
a fiourish of trumpets that he was to make an important statement, 
we expected something more. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FINLEY. I agree with the gentleman from Ohio that this 
debate has not been confined to the question before the House; and 
I express the opinion that this day has been spent as foolishly by this 
House as any day since we have been in session. But since we have 
been taking so much latitude in the discussion of this question I want 
to add an a Aig to what has been stated by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. HEWITT, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] has disclosed to us 
that the proposition was made to him by Wells, of the returning board 


of Louisiana, to sell out the electoral vote of that State. I desire to | Poli 


add, Mr. Chairman, that the hoary-headed old rascal and his fellow- 
conspirators have been indicted in the State of Lonisiana for their 
rascality and one of them has been convicted; and yet we see to-day 
distingnished members of Congress, of the House and of the Senate, 
and a member of the President’s Cabinet 5 a convicted crim- 
inal letters of condolence. Not only do we see that, but, if the papers 
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speak truly, the proposition is being seriously discussed and consid- 
ered this very hour in the Cabinet whether or not to send a part of the 
Army of the United States into Louisiana to wrest from the hands of 
the civil anthorities—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York The troops never ought to have 
been withdrawn. That’s what’s the matter. 

Mr. FINLEY. To take by force from the clutches of the law the 
convicted criminal I have referred to. This may account for the read- 
iness of gentlemen on the other side to make themselves in an ne a 
manner the champions of the Army whenever this question is dis- 


cussed. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I understand the business before the 
House is the consideration of two propositions, one of which is the 
substitute offered by the committee for the third section of the bill 
which has been stricken out, and the other an amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 3 ; 

Mr. FRYE. I call the gentleman from Indiana to order. He is off 
the question entirely. [Laughter.] = 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
Maine is one hardly to be sustained by the Chair 
Mr. HANNA. I will state to the ee from Maine that I ap- 
prehend that so far as the mass of the democrats of the South and 
so far as the mass of the aumen of the North are concerned they 
do not care two cents for uel J. Tilden. Now, then, to business. 

The question before the House is simply this, whether or not the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas is any better than 
the third section, which has stricken out; whether it is not sub- 
prs the same objection as the original section. I submit it goes 

way in the same direction, and I hope it will be voted down. 

Then so far as the substitute offered by the committee is concerned 
I have simply this to say: in the first session of this Congress I voted 
against a e Hae of the Army. I will vote inst its reduction 
if that bill comes up hereafter. I voted to keep the Army at twenty- 
five thousand men. I think we ought to have a sufficient number of 
officers to well-officer an Army of that size and the substitute offered 
by the committee looks in the direction of keeping as many officers 
in the employment of the Government as will well officer an army 
as as that; beyond that, let the cadets retire into private life. 
That peed poem If I should see hereafter that an attempt should 
be discl in the House, an effort or an attempt to reduce the Army 
to a mere skeleton form, I shall vote against it. But if the Army 
be reduced to twenty-five thousand, why then we should have more 
officers in actual service under pay than will well officer that Army, 
and the substitute looking in the direction of keeping the number of 
officers within due limits appeals to my common sense. So far, then, 
as the pending questions are concerned, this is my position. So far 
as Mr. Tilden and Mr. Hendricks and the gentlemen of the South 
Peg gta I leave that to other gentlemen who are better posted 
than I am. 

Mr. SPARKS. The tleman from Mic! Lr. Couasel de- 
sires to know who nee or has r sell out the - 
dency. He refers doubtless to the rumored conference of distin 
gentlemen in this city during the count by the two Houses last winter 
under the electoral law, of which I know nothing beyond the rumor 
we get in the newspapers. 

But I now desire to direct attention to some letters in this printed 
report which I hold in my hand of a House committee of which I 
was a member, in regard to the attempt of the President of the Lou- 
isiana returning board to sell out the electoral vote of that State, 
which has been alluded to in this debate. 

A witness (J. H. Maddox) in substance swears that J. Madison 
Wells, the president of that board, got up a scheme by which the vote 
of Louisiana was to be sold out and that he was deputed by Wells to 
go to Washington, and, if necessary, to New York, and it ont. 

e also swears that he was a republican Government official. 

That after he got to Washington he got another man, (Colonel 
Pickett,) who was a democrat, to go to New York taking with him as 
a credential this letter of Wells, written in his (witness’s) presence 
and addressed to him, namely: 


NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA, November 20, 1876. 
My Dear Sm: You fully understand the situation. Can you not advise with 
te aid ns A 


J. MADISON WELLS, 


Pickett went to New York, saw Mr. Hewitt, showed him the letter, 
and we have just heard from Mr. Hewitt what he said to him, &c. 
Now, sir, the witness, Maddox, further swears that he had another 
3 bearing upon the same subject addressed to him by Wells, as 
ollows: 
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA, November 20, 1876. 
Understanding the political condition of matters here from association with both 
sedans pout fey ogous en tare vi aT 
i u once to 
delay as ible an ce —.— the President the condition and tone in fom 
gers of situation? Should you conclude on 
allow me to commend you to Senator West, who 
will freely communicate. 
our obedient servant, 


Mr. Josern H. MADDOX. 


t action in premises, 
my friend, and with whom I 


J. MADISON WELLS. 
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And also still another, written by Wells in his presence, in relation 
to the same matter, which was ed and addressed to Senator West, 
placed in the hands of Maddox for delivery, and which this report 
shows was delivered to West in the presence of the committee, and 
by him opened and redd to the committee at its request, as follows: 


New ORLEANS, LOUISIANA, November 21, 1876. 


My Drar Senator: I t not seeing you when here; I wanted to say much 
be at imprudent to put I 


foo great parton nen I 
wo ; may 

well as my duty to the 
sent shall this 


Yi truly, 
heir y J. MADISON WELLS. 

Now, sir, I repeat that this witness swears substantially that he was 
deputed by Wells to 125 to Washington, or, if necessary, to New York, 
with authority to sell the vote, or the counting of the vote, of Lou- 
isiana for the Presidency, and that these letters were written in fur- 
therance of that object. 

In connection with this I desire also to show from another report 
of a House committee what another republican United States Gov- 
ernment official of Louisiana (United States Marshal Pitkin) did in 
this matter of . a sovereign State of its electoral vote for 
the Presidency. ILread the dispatch of that official. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SPARKS. 1 ask to incorporate it in my remarks: 


New ORLEANS, November 17, 1876. 
Hon. J. R. West, Washington, D. C. 
Louisiana is safe. Our northern friends stand firmly by us. The returning 
board will hold its own. 
J. R. G. PITKIN. 


Mr. FOSTER, But for the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York I would not have troubled the committee at this time. 

It was not my good fortune to hear his opening remarks referred 
to by the gentleman from 3 There is nothing really in his 
statement but what has been published to the country time and again, 
unless it be the statement that he had reason to believe that some 


never knew any such bargain. I 
solicitude for the condition of the coun- 


confess for myself I felt 
solution of the electoral-count bill. I voted 


try. I desired a peacef 


for it t my own party friends from Ohio, because I believed it 
was of immensely more importance to the people of the country that 
this question should be peacably and quietly settled than that either 


Mr. Hayes or Mr. Tilden should be President. When we came to the 
filibustering movements of our democratic friends I became anxious 
about the result. I believed that I knew from long acquaintance 
what Governor Hayes’s feelings were upon the question of local self- 

vernment, and I 5 Fee of them here upon this 
ee and in my place. He saw that public proclamation and that is 
the letter to which reference has been made. 

I did not know at the time that the gentleman from New York was 

laying an im t part in the matter. He did come to me but I 
did noe regard im as a great feature in the movement. 

Another gentleman from New York had taken the reins in his hands 
and was controlling the anti-filibustering forces. I was laboring 
simply if possible for the execution of the electoral-count bill with- 
out exacting from anybody any promises and without making pledges 
as to what would be the policy of Mr. Hayes, and I defy mortal man 


to bring evidence that I pledged anybody to do anything in conse- 
5 anything that wight be done by others. * 
Mr. GARF . I want to say a single word in reference to a 


point that has been raised in this debate. When the decision of the 
electoral commission was announced there were between thirty and 
forty honorable gentlemen on the other side of this House, most of 
whom had been in arms against us, but who believed that they were 
bound in henor to stand by the result of the law they had enacted. 
They said so; and with high and patriotic courage they resisted every 
effort to break up the count and to plunge their country again into 
civil war. For that resistance their names will be forever held 
nl remembrance. 

I will not believe that after they had openly and boldly declared 
their purpose to resist the threatened anarchy they made merchan- 
dise of their honor by bartering it away in a political trade; and I do 
not believe it. The men who on that side of the House resisted fili- 
bustering did it as men of high character and co: „on the high 
ground of national duty. If there be a man in this world who says 
they traded, I believe that man has been miserably duped or he li 
Lapplause b Isay it for them. And if there be a man in this worl 
who says any man on this side of the House, or the President, 
or anybody for the President made a trade tosecure the defeat of the 
filibusters, I hope he will exhibit the trade and let the scoundrels 
who authorized it or made it be lashed naked through the world. 


| Great applause.] Let us have done with this nonsense about trading 

idencies and N What man here had a Presi- 
dency for sale or was in the market to buy a Presidency? Let the 
man who claims to have had such wares to sell show his title to them. 
Let him no longer “thunder in the index,” but let him open his whole 
volume and show that he owned the commodities in which he pre- 
tends to have dealt. 

Furthermore, in to what has been said about the with- 
drawal of the troo m the State-house of Louisiana, I disclaim 
for one man, in so far as my disclaimer is for anything, that the 
troops were withdrawn as a matter of policy or conciliation. The 
were withdrawn as a matter of constitutional duty [applause] an 
as such I defend the withdrawal without to the question of 
who was elected as governor. On the other hand, I say that the course 
which has since been pursued and the truculent spirit which has been 


and | exhibited by some men in Louisiana is a poor return for the efforts of 


our people to restore the spirit of peace and brotherhood in that 
State. < [Renewed W 

ar l en ill the gentleman say what that truculent 
spirit is 

Mr. GARFIELD. The persecution, the ou us persecution that 
is following the members of the 5 g ae ee officers of 
the United States in the city of New Orleans to-day [laughter on the 
democratic side and applause on the republican side] and is again 
involving the country in sectional animosity. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Does the gentleman object to it because it is 
another seven by eight tribunal. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. It was the ment that the ten minutes allowed to 
this side should be divided between the two gentlemen from Ohio 
[Mr. FOSTER and Mr. GARFIELD] and myself. 

Several MEMBERS., Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will bear out the statement of the 
ro gana from Maine, [Mr. HALE,] but the ten minutes have been 

aus 


Mr. HALE. The gentlemen from Ohio (each of them) were so much 
interested and so very interesting to the House that I did not feel in 
any way inclined to interfere with them. But as reference has been 
made by gentlemen on this floor to myself in relation to perenne 
C to be h 

TheC MAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] being allowed to speak at this time? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, and others objected. 

Mr. HALE. Then I rise to a personal explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to make 
a 33 explanation. 

. HALE. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY,] leaving his 
seat, came to the front and saw fit to refer to the gentlemen compos- 
ing the Louisiana returning board, one of them as an old rascal” 
and the others as his “confederates.” He then referred to certain 

tlemen, now members of the Cabinet and members of the other 
ranch and of this branch of Congress, who had been sending let- 
ters of condolence and sympathy to condemned criminals.” 

Now, sir, I was one of those invited to go to Louisiana after the 

residential election of 1876, with others, to see if there was there a 
ir count. [ hter on the democratic side and cries of ‘Oh, 
yes!”] I was sent there and I went there because I knew that the spirit 
which had for years prevailed in the democratic y there was 
such as would be sufficient at any time to rise n in its illegal 
spirit of wrath and make the streets of New Orleans run with blood 
and overpower any body of men who might be seeking to enforce 
the laws of Louisiana. 

Gentlemen from the other political went down there also for 
the same purpose. The sessions of the board were held in public. 
Everything was examined. The much-talked-about Vernon Parish 
returns were opened 8 and poe inthe newspapers there 
before any claim had been set up that there was any fraud or alter- 
ation perpetrated in regard to them. The result of all that was that 
the Louisiana returning board eliminated certain votes that were 
claimed to have been cast because of intimidation and fraud and the 
overawing influence of armed bodies of men in that State. 

[The chairman here raised his gavel.] 

In this matter of personal explanation, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
think I am limited as to time, although I will say but little more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that, under the epee 
tion of the five-minute rule, no gentleman in Committee of the Whole 
is entitled to more than five minutes at one time. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; that is correct in regard to amendments 
being discussed under the five-minute rule. I think that in regard 
to personal explanations that rule does not apply. ; 

hat action (and I trust I shall not be interrupted by the Chair or 
by any other gentleman) was sustained by the electoral commission. 
Following that President Hayes was inaugurated. I do not know 
what was the agreement ; I do not know that any existed. I doknow 
that, whether from constitutional reasons or as a matter of concilia- 
tion, the troops were withdrawn from Louisiana. I know that fol- 
lowing the withdrawal of troops the Nicholls legislature passed a 
resolution declaring that it would discountenance political persecu- 
tion. I believe that these prosecutions of members of the returning 


board are of that kind; and I so believed when, joining with others, 
I signed the dispatch which has been referred to. I do not believe 
that those men ought to be abandoned. The administration ought 
not to abandon them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] has expired. 

LLSWORTH. I rise to a personal explanation. I want to 
explain why it was that I put the question to the gentleman from 
New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that is not a personal 
explanation. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I want tostate that I have the utmost respect 
for the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair cannot recognize the gentleman as 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Iam going on with my personal explanation. 

ae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana has been awarded 
the floor. x 

Mr. ELLIS. I would like to know how much of the time alloted 
to this debate is left to me. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Deducting the time consumed by the gentleman 
from Maine in his“ personal ne goers A there remain seven and a 
half minutes of the time alloted by the House for discussion. Under 
aid rule the gentleman from Louisiana is entitled to occupy five 
minutes. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I rise to a point of order. I submit that a per- 
sonal explanation is not in order in Committee of the Whole, and 
hence the time occupied by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
cannot be deducted so as to reduce the time remaining to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes his point of order too 
late. The Chair, through leniency to the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. HALE, ] allowed him to proceed. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I propose to explain my point, if the Chair 


pleases. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no “personal explanation” pending 
before the committee. The gentleman from Lonisiana holds the 
floor in his own right under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to state my point so that it may be un- 
derstood. Time having been occupied by the gentleman from Maine 
in a “personal explanation,” which was out of order, that time can- 
not be deducted from the time of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not pro to make any such 
deduction, The gentleman from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr. SAYLER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] 
should have made his point when the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] undertook to speak, 

Mr. ELLIS, Mr. Chairman, in the very brief time allotted me, I 
cannot hope to say one-tenth of what I would like to say and at the 
first available occasion will say upon the question now under consid- 
eration. In the first place I desire to notice this ch of bargain, 
this charge of attempted sale of the Presidency of the United States. 
I desire to direct my attention to that c for it has fallen from 
democratic lips as well as republican lips. It has been mooted about 
all over the country; it has been in the newspapers; and I desire 
here and now to pay my respects to it. 0 

I happened to be in the Senate this morning when this question 
was sprung upon the House and when the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. 2 laid some charge or some responsibility for a bargain 
at the door of the State of Louisiana and of those men who repre- 
sented her honor and her interests. Let me say, that any man who 
utters the assertion that Louisiana orany Representative of Louisiana 
or any authorized agent of Louisiana ever for one moment bartered, 
or sought to barter, or entertained a proposition to barter away the 
interests of the democratic party or the interests of the whole people 
of the Union as involved in the election of Samuel J. Tilden to the 
Presidency, lies in his heart, lies in his foul throat. 

Mr. Chairman, when the electoral commission had solemnly adju- 
dicated the cases of Oregon, Louisiana, and Florida, the three cases 
which were the salient points of that whole controversy—when it 
was no longer a matter of doubt what the decision of that tribunal 
would be, when it was no longer a matter of doubt whether the stron; 
arm of the democratic party through an elective Executive a | 
stretch forth and shelter those two orphaned and cowering States, 
cowering so long beneath the whip and scourge of radical despotism 
and radical persecution—it was in that hour that a few of the Rep- 
resentatives of Louisiana took counsel together. Iwas among those 
who began this filibustering movement, determined to defeat this 
wrong if I could; and I was aided by sixty or seventy Representa- 
tives upon this floor. It was then that the celebrated Wormley Hotel 
conference was held, at which the South was represented by Mr. E. 
A. Burke, by Henry Watterson of Louisville, and by myself, and the 
republican party by the gentlemen from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD and 
Mr. Foster,] by a gentleman who had no seat here, Ex-Governor 
Dennison, by Senator MATTHEWS, of Ohio, and by the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, (then a Senator,) Mr. Sherman. These were 
the men who gathered at that conference. There was no b: in, 

m 


with to those two States. These gentlemen pledged nothing 
for Mr. Hayes; they bound him by no promise. The language they 


of acceptance. We know his sentiment with re; to the South 


wae CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. [Cries 
of “ Go on. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana whether there was any agreement that forgers and per- 
jurers should not be prosecuted? 

The CHAIRMAN Th pending that the gentle- 

e $ ere is no request i 
man from Louisiana shall be allowed to proceed. 7 i 

Mr. WAIT. I ask by unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Louisiana be allowed to go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana proceeding with his remarks? : ` 

Mr. DUR . All I ask is to know the limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I feel myself bound to call for 
the regular order of business, The two gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. 
FOSTER and Mr. GARFIELD] were refused a minute of extension, and 
I am for fair play and will not take less than I give. 

Mr. ELLIS. I$ will only necessitate then a personal explanation at 
some other time, ‘ 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I will endeavor, Mr. Chairman, in the two 
minutes allowed me, to bring back the thought of the House to the 
nding proposition moved by the gentleman from Pennsylvani 
Fur. CLYMER.] I have never supposed for one moment the Army o 
the United States was to be dispensed with under any circumstances 
unless human nature in the United States had changed, and 1 think 
we had some intimation here to-day it has not changed from that of 

other nations. 

Now whatis the proposition moved by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. CLYMER.) It seems to me it is the best 2 yet 
made to promote the future welfare and the growth in usefulnessof the 
West Point Military Academy. It furnishes an incentive, not referred 
to in my hearing, which will exercise the 1 influence upon every 
young man who enters that institution. The vacant positions of sec- 
ond lieutenants are to be filled by cadets at West Point who stand at 
the head of their class. It will necessarily produce the most benefi- 
cial emulation on the part of those cadets and where out of a class of 
sixty or seventy only twenty or thirty appointments can be made the 
other cadets to be discharged, the natural effect must be to secure in 
the service the very best talent in the class, 

The CHAT The gentleman’s time has expired and the time 
to which debate has been limited on the bill and pending amend- 
ments is now exhausted. 

Mr. ELLIS. Lrise to a question of personal privilege. 

The C . The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELLIS. In the course of the remarks I have just addressed 
to the House I used some very strong and pointed language, which, 
under the information I then had, I inten should be strong and 
should be pointed. Since I have left the floor I have been informed 
by friends and by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] him- 
self that I was totally misinformed as to the character of his re- 
marks. [Cries of “ Order!” 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. CALKINS. 1 hope order will be preserved so we may hear 
what is going on. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will state again I was informed, Mr. Chairman, 
when I came in after this debate, that the = hears from New York 

Mr. Hewitt] liad charged this bargain lay at the door of South 

arolina and Louisiana, and I used strong and pointed language. 
language I intended should be strong, and should be poin an 
should be empia about which there should be no mistake. Since 
I have left the floor I have been informed by friends and by Mr. 
HewrrrT himself that he did not use tke language I was informed he 
did use. In that view I withdraw, cheerfully and cordially with- 
draw, every syllable I uttered with regard to him or which was in- 
tended to have been applied to him. 

Mr. DURHAM. Now. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas, [Mr, REAGAN, ] which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. view of the excitement which 
prevails I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will recognize no one until there is 
order. [Cries of “Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Order having been restored, the amendment of Mr. REAGAN was 
again read. 

The question being taken, the amendment was not a to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] as an independ- 
ent section, which the Clerk will read. 


there was no talk of bargain. The only matter that transp 
that evening was an interchange of views eliciting on our 
these chosen, well recognized, close friends of Mr. Hayes his views 
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The amendment was read. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 133, noes 38, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I give notice that I will ask for the yeas and nays 
on this amendment in the House. 

Mr. D . Imove that the committee rise and report the bill 
as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the S er having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLACKBURN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the special 
order, being the bill (H. R. No. 2507) making appropriations for the 
7 of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1879, and for other purposes, and had directed him to report thesame 
back to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. DURHAM. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. : 

e question was seconded and the main question was 
orde: ‘ 

Mr. DURHAM. Lask that the amendments may be voted on as a 
whole, if separate votes are not called for. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand a separate vote on the amendments to 
sections 2 and 3. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
we may as well adjourn, allowing this to come up as unfinished busi- 
ness to-morrow morning. The yeas and nays are to be called. 

Mr. WHITE, of rag ed agar I move that the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 108, noes 83. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will not be 
charged with not pressing this bill. We will never get through with 
the business of the committee in the way we are going now. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to adjourn, 

On motion of Mr. BAKER, of New York, by unanimous consent, leave 
was given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case 
of Mary J. Mosse, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. CUTLER, by unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of 
David J. Scott, there being no adverse report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, leave was given to 
withdraw from the files of the Honse the papers in the case of James 
P. Worrell, there being no adverse report thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was given as follows: 

To Mr. CHITTENDEN, until Monday the 18th. 

To Mr. Warr, for one week, on account of important business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill anda 
joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (S. No. 702) for providing porani to accompany the memo- 
rial addresses on the late Senators Morton and Bogy; and 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 54) authorizing the printing and dis- wi 


tribution of the memorial addresses on the life and character of the 
late Edward Young Parsons, a Representative from the State of Ken- 
tucky. 


GALVESTON AND CAMARGO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- N 
of the Quarter- 


ter from the Secretary of War, 1 
master-General on the bill (H. R. No. 2067) in relation to the Galves- 
ton and Camargo Railway 8 which was referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Can 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report in relation 
to the officers and enlisted men and civilians on duty in the Subsist- 
1 Department; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

NAVIGATION OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to reservoirs to promote 
the navigation of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL ORDER NO. 32, 1873, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War,transmitting copy of General Or- 
der No. 32, 1873, and copy of House Executive Document No. 275, 
Forty-third e ary session; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military irs. 

QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting information showing 
stations and duties of officers of the Quartermaster’s Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PATENT OFFICE DEFICIENCY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting estimates of 
deficiency appropriations required for the service of the Patent Office 
for the year ending June 30, 1878; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

ARMY ALLOWANCES FOR FUEL, FORAGE, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the 
number and grade of officers who received allowances for fuel, for- 
age, and quarters in Washington, New York, Chicago, and Saint Paul; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES SEELEY, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of the 
Adjutant-General on House bill No, 2702, for the relief of Charles 
Seeley, late a first lientenant One hundred and ninety-eighth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers ; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

THOMAS D. STRIDER. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report on the claim 
of Thomas D. Strider, for extra work on Winchester National Ceme- 
tery; which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CLYMER. In order to facilitate business to-morrow, I ask that 
the Military Academy appropriation bill be printed in the RECORD as 
amended. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended is as follows: 

A bill making appropriations for the su of the Mili Academy for the 
E ie, and n “4 
Strike out parts inclosed in [brackets] and insert parts printed in italics.] 
i n sadorn ilos t of in th cee 
ereby, a „out of any mone e not otherwise a 
1 r 1 of the yeke pera forthe Aes) — 
For pay of three professors, at $3,500 per annum each, oan 


For of six professors, at $3,000 annum each, $18,000. 
For ad syd gs of service, $7,000.} 


ditio: y of professors for 
‘or pay of one ctor of itary engineering, in addition to pay as 
ur 3 8 of ordnance and science of in additi 
‘or pa; one 0 ce ce A on to 
eT y of eight aten t prof in addition t 3 tenants, ae 
pay oi essors. o pay as ou „84.000. 
For of three instructors of cavalry, artillery, sley Be tactics, in addition 
to yan tees lieutenants, $1,500. l * * 


‘or pay of four assistant instructors of tactics, commanding companies, in addi- 
sy a renee mentions 7 first lieutenant, $300: Provided, The 

r as : sum 
paid t said oficer not exceed $1,600 annum. 

For pay of one master of the sword, $1,500. 
„„. and no cadet shall receive more than at the rate of 

a year. 

Foppay of the teacher of music, $1,080. 
Fi can ERT Aa band, $8,999, which shall be in full for the pay 
8 for the year ending June 30, 1879, any law to the contrary not- 


t 
Te wall-strips, laths, 


i t, tur- 
ii ain bowe Ena 
similar 


009. 
furnaces, ranges, fire-bricks, 
For gas-pipes, fixtures, lamp-posts, gas-lamps, gasometers, and retorts, and an- 
Fi el for pee? mess-hall, shops, and laundry, $3,000. 


Tor — — blank book 1 steel rub’ Tasers, 
‘or onery, , enveloj ails, -pens, rubbers, o. 
pencils, wu wax, and Pdo. per he 


E 9 —.— tion discharged cadets, and ferriages, $2,000. 
ioe = g-type, materials for office, diplomas for graduates, 2 and 


For clerk to the disbursing officer and 1 $1,220. 

For department of instruction in mathematics, namely: For measuring-tapes, 
$12; Sensing and of instruments, $25; text-books and stationery for in- 
structors, $40 ; one spirit-level, $125; marking-pins, $6; 3 $50. 

For department of artillery, cavalry, and infantry tac namely: For tan-bark 
and camp - furniture, 


Nerd —.— t soi d military engineering: For models, b 
‘or of an g: For maps, purchase 
repels of instruments, 


For d ent of natural and 
55 the laws en optics, and acoustics, 51,000; books 
reference, text-books, roin and materials, $400; for pay of mechanic, $1,000. 
For driving. — the equatorial, 8800. 


ental philosophy: For additions to the 


tary en g: For mining materials and for 


profiling; rials; drawing materials, stationery, 
and text books; and repairs of ins 8 


truments, $200. 
For department of French: For text-books and stationery for the use of instruct- 
ors, books of reference, and 3 examination papers, $100. 
‘or 


For department of Spanish: books and for the use of in- 


struct 0. 
$ For dep si ent of law: For text-books and stationery and books of reference 
h f instructors, g 
frond 3 of deer and gunnery: For books of reference and text · books 
for instruo! K 
For ¢ CFT iron targets for cadet rifle 


$100. 

eeping i instrument and firing houses, $60. 
roa -A abe drawing: For varions erticles moat necessary for the course 
dra $250. 


For department of his 1 , and ethics, $25. k 
For expenses of the 0 r Provided, That 
hereafter the expenses allowed by section 1329 of the Statutes shall be 
paid as follows: each member e Board of Visitors shall receive not ex: 

eight cents per mile for each FFC 
dence to West Point and return, and shall 


For m tingent expenses: For gas-coal, oil, candles, matches, 
= woke for lighting the academy, cadet barracks, compres pos a 
ices, stable, an repairs, H 
cleaning public buildings, (not quarters, ) ; brooms, brushes, pails, tubs, soap, 
and 8. ; chalk, crayon, sponge, slate, and bers for recitation-rooms, 
CFT 
ven — for the academic „the 
and hilosophical Iding, Ne $1,200 ; 
pay of assistant of same, KD; pay of five firemen, $2,200 ; expense 
of the library, books, magazines, periodicals, and completing printing and binding 
of catalogues, $1,000. 
For pay of librarian’s assistant, $1,000. 
For Fornitore for cadet hospital, $100. 


For new stone front-pintle platform for fifteen-inch gun, $950. 

For 9 * 3 oftice, 880. = 150 

Buil an s: For repairing roads 5 

Fee tees a oe repai ie valle ob ten hesptial building, $600, oF 
so much thereof as may be ri 

For continuing system of sew $5,000. 

For repairing cadets’ bath-room, $125. 

Sec. 2. te tments of civilians, t such as are regular graduates of the 
United States Academy who have been discha: the service, 
to be second lieutenants in any of the regiments of the Army only be made 
in time of peace and when more vacancies exist in the Army than will be required 
in the 2 of the next graduating class of cadets at the United States Mil- 
itary Academy: Provided nothing herein shall prevent the Sor a com- 
mission in the Army of meritorious non-commissioned officers or 5 

Sec. 3. [That hereafter, when under Serra are a cadet is at large or 
to represent a congressional district at the United States tary — bra 
West Point, and such appointee has been matriculated therein, no other t- 


ment for such district or at large shall be made during the term for w 
cadet was appointed if a vacancy should occar therein for any cause other than 
eat or parlon ly), Taat oniy uk be of erodes end 
tes Milita y in any one year ‘i n 
lieutenants in the Army as are ired to fill vacancies of par grade existing on the 


lst day of July in each year. Those to a said vacancies to be 
determined by the academic board on the basis of their standing in the graduating 
class, and hereafter no supernumerary o, él eee orn. bed) od 
of Be Aree, ot ME ee e ad te discharged pan the on to 
rmy under the provisions of this act shall be upon the of their 


The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at four o’clock and fifty-seven minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, against the restoration of the income tax— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Two petitions of citizens of aerua, 
Kentucky, for the of the Texas Pacific Railway bill—to he 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Robert V. Bogart, of Beaver 
Dam, Wisconsin, for relief—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of M. E. Mosher and 52 other citi- 
zens of the sixth congressional district of Michigan, against the 
manufacture and importation of intoxicating liquors for use as a 
beverage, and until e the same be taxed $5 per gallon— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of the Massachusetts Total Absti- 
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Michigan, against reduction of protective duties and against taxing 
tea and coffee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The E of William Quail and 
other citizens of New York, against changing the tariff—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CRITTENDEN: The petition of Samuel M. Simpson and 
others, of Moniteau County, Missouri, against a reduction of the tariff 
on flaxseed, hemp, and jute—to the same committee. 


By Mr. D : A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route from Lawville to Adrian, Michigan—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, against any restoration of the income tax— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, 


Also, the petition of 650 citizens of Allegheny County, Pe lva- 
nia, for assistance in enab them to occupy the public lands as 
actual settlers—to the Committee on Public ds. 5 


By Mr. EVANS, of Indiana: The petition of D. Frame and others, 
against any reduction of the im duty on flaxseed and linseed-oil— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FIELD: Papers relating to the claim of Miss Annie Wat- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of John S. Gardner and others, forthe 
remonetization of silver and the repeal of the resumption act—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of Rev. E. W. Williams and othe: 
for the passage of an act incorporating the National Grand Lodge o 
Good Samaritans—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of citizens of the fifteenth ward of 
Rochester, New York, for the remonetization of silver and the repeal 
of the resumption act—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: Two petitions of Peter Pascal, George Wilson, 
and 200 other citizens of Republic Township, Marquette County, 
Michigan, against any reduction of or change in the present tariff— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of the Sherman Lumber Company 
and other manufacturers of lumber at Potsdam, New York, that 
tariff duties remain unchanged until thoroughly investigated—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. KNOTT: Papers relating to the claim of James A. Middle- 
ton and Thomas Chester—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry A. Miles—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of Roscoe L. Jackson and six 
others, against the reduction of duties on imports and against the re- 
imposition of the war tax on tea and coffee—to the same committee. 

Mr. LORING: The petition of Annie D. Rundlett, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of Richard D. Dumphy, for a. 
pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of J. B. Emery and others, of Bar- 
ton County, Missouri, regarding the finances of the country—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of James N. Yeamans, of Brook- 
lyn, New York, for the amendment of the homestead laws—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the claim of James P. 
Young—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition and pepan relating thereto of 
Jetrus M. Bryant,to be exempted from the law limiting claimants to 
five years in which to make application for pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the petition for relief of Charles E. Tup- 
per—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papara relating to the claim of Dr. C. E. Tupper—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of citizens of Carroll County, 
Maryland, against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the Medical Society of Harford County, Mary- 
land, for the removal of the duty on quinine and crude Peruvian 
bark—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of citizens of Elizabeth, New Jersey, 
that tariff duties remain unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of members of the Iowa Legislature, 
relative to the Pacific Railway—to the Committee on the Pacific 


nence Society, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic | Railroad. 


liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Helen and Mary F. Eastman, of Tewksbury, 
Massachusetts, for the removal of their political disabilities—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee: Papers relating to the claim 
of William G. Harwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: Memorial of the Board of Trade and 
Transportation of New York, opposing the remonetization of silver— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Lucius Beach and 38 other citi- 
zens of Port Huron, Michigan, for the protection of wool-growers— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John L. Dodson and 30 others, of Bay City, 


By Mr. SCALES: The petition of W. H. Hill, Thomas Cook, C. P. 
Mendenhall, and others, that tariff duties remain unchanged—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STARIN : The petition of William H. Gayler and 98 others, 
of Fort Plain, New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEWART: The memorial of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, for the extension of the grant to the Hastings and Dakota Rail- 
way—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SWANN: Sp relating to the claim of Mary B. Hook— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of 500 citizens of Sharon, Penn 
sylvania, and vicinity, against reducing the duty on iron—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ; 
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By Mr. WALKER: The 
tion for services in the 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petitions of citizens of Marion 
County, Oregon, of Linn County, Oregon, and of the n State 
Agricultural Society, that the time for the completion of the North- 
ern Pacific be extended—to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition and re relating 
to the claim of Mrs. Kate Settle—to the Committee on War Claims. 


tition of John T. Tucker, for compensa- 
nited States Navyy—to the Committee of 


Also, the petition of postal clerks, route agents, and mail- route 
messen, or an increase of compensation—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-R 


By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of David Coryell and 32 other cit- 
izens, and of W. H. Osborn and 36 other citizens, of Michigan, for the 
protection of wool-growers—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 14, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a copy of the record of 
the court organized to investigate the facts connected with the wreck 
of the steamer Huron, and also a copy of a letter from the comman- 
dant of the navy-yard at Norfolk, dated December 15, 1877, accom- 
panied by a report of Lieutenant-Commander James G. Green, who 
was dispa with a party, in pursuance of orders of the Depart- 
ment, to bury the dead; also a list of the lost and saved officers and 
enlisted men of the Huron, and a report of the chief of the Barean 
of Steam Engineering upon the construction and strength of that 
vessel; which were referred to the Committee on Naval irs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ae the petition of Washington Bur- 
nett and others, citizens of Liberty, Montgomery County, Ohio, pray- 
ing for a reduction of the tax on manufactured tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WITHERS. I present resolutions of a public meeting of the 
farmers of Louisa County, Virginia, urging prompt action on the 
proposition to reduce the tax on tobacco. 1 will say in this connec- 
tion that I think whatever is to be done in this direction shauld be 
done promptly. I believe that the present tax on tobacco is ruinous 
to the tobacco interests and will be found exceedingly prejudicial to 
the interests of the Government, it being a tax now of at least four 
times the value of the raw material. en that tax was imposed 
the average price of tobacco was from twelve to fourteen cents per 
pound; it is now from six to seven cents; but the agitation of the 
subject has paralyzed the whole trade in tobacco, whether in the 
hands of the producer or the manufacturer. Whatever may be done 
in the matter, it is important that it should be done promptly, in 
order 5 agas and revive these interests. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present a memorial of the banks and bankin 
institutions of the cities of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, an 
Baltimore, to the Congress of the United States, remonstrating against 
the passage of the pending silver bill. I desire to state that in com- 
mon with other members of the Senate I received several days ago 

printed copies of this memorial, but not having received the paper 
originally signed I did not present the copy sent me. I have received 
this morning, through the representatives of these banking associa- 
tions, a request that the memorial should be presented, and I take 
pleasure in doing so; and in commending to the respectful considera- 
tion of the Senate as authoritative the expressions of opinion of men 
who ps more than any other class in the country are charged 
with vast responsibilities for the pecuniary interest of large classes 
of our qien Bea having thus especial ch of the property of 
others, mere t is pret ign ar gr as the resul 4 ae t 1 kai 

ce and under a sense of their grave msibiliti 
Beat the memorial lie upon the table. Ee at 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie upon the table, the 


bill being before the Senate. 
Mr. AN presented the petition of G. De Rosset Lamar, ex- 
ecutor of the late Gassaway B. Lamar, deceased, praying for the 
passage of a law authorizing him to present a claim in behalf of the 
estate of Gassaway B. Lamar, and make proof thereof to the Court 
of Claims; which was referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented the petition of B. H. Wright, of Rome, New York, 
peyin for the early 5 of specie payments; which was re- 
the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. CONKLING. I present 25 petitions praying the remonetization 
of silver and the repeal of the act known as the resumption act. These 


8 are: 150 of them citizens of Kingston, Ulster County, New 
ork; 77 of them of Sandy Hill, Washi n County, New York; 44 of 
Luzerne, Warren County, New York ; 27 of Caldwell, Warren County, 
New York ; 14 of Stephentown, Rensselaer County, New York ; 10 of 
Halcott, Greene County, New York; 17 of New York City; 24 others 
of New York City; 44 of the city of Rochester; 51 of Rush, Monroe 
County, New York; 48 of Honeoye Falls, Monroe County, New 
York; 14 of Mount Morris, Livingston County, New Vork; 9 of Eden, 
Erie County, New York; 14 of Walton, Delaware County, New York; 
67 of Sidney, Delaware County, New York; 125 of Norwich, Chenango 
County, New York ; 136 of Horseheads, Chemung County, New York; 
80 of Catlin, Chemung County, New York; 66 of New Albion, Catta- 
r 5 County, New York; 67 of Chautanqua County, New York ; 39 
of Stockton, Chantauqua County, New York; 91 of Locke, Ca 
County, New York; 36 of Lisle, Broome County, New York; 46 of 
Almond, Allegany County, New York; and 10 of Cattaraugus and 
Allegany Counties. I move the reference of these petitions to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 1 

Mr. DENNIS presented a memorial of J. C. Rinehart and others, 
workingmen of Union Bridge, Maryland, remonstrating against a re- 
duction of the duties on foreign imports and against the reimposition 
of the war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented a memorial of Alfred Jones and others, 
workingmen of Cleveland, Ohio, engaged in the manufacture of iron 
castings, remonstrating ss ei a reduction of the duties on foreign 
imports and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented additional papers in 
the case of the claim of John W. ponpas, late collector of. internal 
revenue for the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, against the p of a law imposing a 
tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also | chine a memorial of P. C. Elberti and others, working- 
men of Middletown, Pennsylvania, engaged in themanufacture of iron 
stoves, machinery, &c., and a memoria) of John J. Davis and others, 
workingmen, of Sharon, Pennsylvania, engaged in the manufacture 
of iron, 2 a reduction of the duties on foreign 
imports and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and cof- 
fee; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented resolutions signed by the mayor and 
common council of the city of Elizabeth, New Jersey, in favor of an 
appropriation by Congress for the improvement of the Elizabeth 
River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of S. B. Dresser and others, citi- 
zens of Lawrence, Kansas, praying for the passage of a law granting 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of H. C. MeCoy and others, 
citizens of Anandale, Butler County, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of ee te concerning alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

. EUSTIS presented the petition of Bennett B. Simmes, of New 
Orleans, Louisiana, praying com tion for property alleged to have 
been taken and appropriated by the United States military forces 
during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. GENT presented the petition of Samuel Johnston, of New 
Orleans, praying c epg for proton used by United States 
troops under General Butler during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 742) in relation to the Japanese indemnity 
fund ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill(S. No. 743) to extend the time in which payment 
may be made of the final fee in cases of patents and allowed; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimons consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 744) granting a pension to 
Sarah McCooey; which was read twice by its title, and, together 
with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ; 

Mr. GROVER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 745) authorizing the survey 
of a water route from the Atlantic to the Pacific via the Upper Mis- 
souri and Columbia Rivers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SARGENT (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 775 for the relief of Samuel 
Johnston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 747) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 
AMENDMENT TO BILL. 

Mr. SAUNDERS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him in the nature of a substitute to the bill (S. No. 144) to estab- 
lish the Territory of Lincoln and to provide a temporary government 
therefor; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That A. B Meacham have leave to withdraw his tion and papers 
frem the files of the Senate. pets 


On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 


Canes. That the papers on file in reference to the petition of Henry S. Van de 
Carr and Elsie M. Roynolds, adm talatestor ena adminietretrix of Rensselaer Rey- 
nolds and of G. B. Reynolds, for a law authorizing the extension of a patent for an 
eee Deve Om be taken from the files and referred to the 


ttee on 
ISSUE OF RAILROAD BONDS, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer a resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolution of the Senate of the United States, directing the Committee on the 

Judiciary to procure certain information in regard to 
have been issued by certain railroad Nyon, ae 
of the lands of the Indians of the Indian ‘erritory. 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and the same is 
hereby, rr earliest convenience a a ae the rail- 
com 


road companies referred to by the acts of the ninth C ved 
respectively July 25th sith, and Tih 1806, and ented, respectively, act 


Union Pacific Railway and telegraph from Fort Rily, Kansas, to Fort ergo 
” and “An act ting land to aid in the construction of a railroad 
. of and Arkansas 
issued bonds of any kind predicated upon the condit.onal land of the lands 
of the Indians of e citing Comore thee por es under said acts. 
If it be ascertained that such bonds have been issued, then it shall be the duty of 
said committee to ascertain in whose possession the lands are, and for what pur- 


Resolved further, That said committee, in the discharge of its duties aforesaid, be 


authorized to call for and papers, and when m to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses in its investi 77. o ead reenit poo rpa 
to this body during the — 2 — of Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the resolution lie over under the rules. 
805 VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under the 

e. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be entered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I merely require the resolution to lie over for fur- 
ther examination. á 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand; and I think there is great pro- 
priety in that course, 

CHINESE CLAIMS. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That 
in his opinion incompatible with the public interest, an dence between 
our Government that of C relating to the Ward and claim of 
Charles E. Hill for the charter of the steamer Keor Jeor. 


PRINTING OF TREASURER’S ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Several days I reported from the Committee 
on Printing a resolution to print the letter of the Treasurer of the 
United States, transmitting, in compliance with law, copies of accounts 
rendered to and settled with the First Comptroller for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1877, and also a copy of the annual report of the 
Treasurer, unfavorably and moved the indefinite postponement of the 
resolution. The adoption of the report was objected to Dybe Senator 
from West Virginia, [Mr Davis.] Ido not see him in his seat now, 
but he told me yesterday that he withdrew his objection. I ask that 
the resolution be taken p and indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order for indetinite postponement 
will be entered, the Ch..ir hearing no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MAXEY. If there be nothing before the Senate I ask unani- 
mous consent to take up House bill No. 1142. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will allow the unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour to be disposed of first. There is a joint res- 
olution that was taken up and considered yesterday morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa calls for the reg- 
ular order. There being no business of the morning honr, the regular 
order is the unfinished business of the Senate, which is the bill (H. 
R. No. 2 8 authorize the free coinage of the silver dollar. 

Mr. FERRY, I ask the Senator from Iowa whether he desires spe- 
cially to insist upon the occupation by that bill of the rest of the 
morning hour. I desire to up the bill regulating the compensa- 
tion of postmasters, to remedy a growing abuse; and it ought to be 
done at once, the Senator at my left says; and the Senator from Iowa 
has had his attention also called to the question. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would remind the Senator from Michigan that 
the joint resolution of the House relating to the tax on distilled spirits 


g | hope it will be promptly disposed of this morning by its 


Was partially discussed yesterday morning. I donot think the further 

discussion will occupy any time. It is important that it should be 

Sapiani of. I suppose that is the unfinished business of the morning 
our. 

Mr. INGALLS. I call the attention of the Chair to the last clause 
of Rule 8 as bearing upon this subject. I do not think that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa is authorized under the rules of the Senate to call for 
the regular order of business, which is the bill for the recoinage of 
the silver dollar. The rule provides that— 

If any of the morning hour shall remain after the call for resolu 

ing Senate, in their order, resolutions 
concurrent resolutions introduced on any prior day, and the same may be pro- 
AS the expiration of the morning hour, unless by the 
ous consent of 
g Mr. CONKLING. The call of the Senator from Iowa is ont of or- 
er, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked distinctly if there was 
further business of the morning hour, and it was then the right of 
any Senator to call up business under the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for House joint resolution No. 90 as the un- 
finished business of the morning hour. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Let that resolution be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will of course be reported. 


TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
R. 2o 90) declaring that a reduction of the tax on distilled spirits is 
inexpedient. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I desire tosay in reference to 535 
have reason to think that the public interests are y suffering by 
reason of the uncertainties hanging over the question of possible legis- 
lation affecting the present tax on distilled spirits, in consequence of 
which a very hee stock is now in the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent, being withheld from market, paralyzing the in- 
dustries connected with it, and copa es a very large amount of cap- 
ital, the owners of it hesitating to deal with it on account of this ex- 
pectation. The revenues of the Government, in consequence, are fall- 
ing off. I think that in the interest of public prosperity the resolution 
meet to be passed so as to dispose of the question for this session of 


ngress. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, yesterday I announced that I 
would speak to-day on this subject. That announcement was made 
in good faith, with the sole desire that I might advance the interests 
of a large number of my constituents, who, as I coneeive, are the 
victims of deep injustice, I had intended to offer an amendment or 
substitute and to submit remarks upon the merits or rather upon the 
demerits of the resolution. But there are gentlemen now in the city 
who are largely interested in the manufacture and sale of whisky, 
and they have been seized with a sudden and an awful apprehension 
that if I make a speech somebody will be hurt. This is simply a de- 
lusion ; but I am too far advanced in life to undertake to emancipate 
the human mind from the influences of delusion. Although my self- 
esteem, which is exceedingly small, may be greatly reduced, if not 
wholly d ed, by the assumption that my advocacy is fatal to a 
just cause, still I yield my own opinion to the more enlightened judg- 
ment of those who only ask the charity of my silence. I hope the 
resolution will pass as these men want it; but I never can conceive 
how it is 53 or imp to do right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of the 
joint resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I have no idea of discussing the rela- 
tions that this description of property bears to the rest of the property 
of the country in the ratio of taxation imposed upon it; but I am 
very sure that our experience in the last ten years should satisfy almost 
any observer that we have passed the revenue point long since in the 
tax laid upon distilled spirits. Upon acommodity produced in every 
county in every State of the United States, probably more generally 

wn over the surface of the earth than any other product, there is 

id now an ad valorem tax, I think of some 1,500 per cent. The result 
of this is plain. All taxation has for its safety a certain basis of rea- 
son, a certain ratio and proportion, and where the tax is raised so high 
as to offer great inducements to its evasion the revenues necessarily 
will be decreased. The inducement to escape taxation must not be 
placed too high. The frailties of human nature, as well us its virtues, 
must be considered by wise law-makers, and in the present case, to 
reduce my aphorism to a practical conclusion, I would say that a tax 
of fifty cents per gallon upon distilled spirits wonld be found, steadily 
maintained for a course of years, to bring more revenue eventually 
than a tax of ninety cents. 

But there is another rule equally essential in legislation, and that 
is stability. A great cause of present distress in this country, of 
annoyance and loss to manufacturers of nearly every commodity, has 
been the instability of taxation. Let it rest long enough, and a tax 
which touches an article of general consumption will in the end dis- 
tribute itself; society will adjust itself to the burden; the channels of 
revenue will become well marked out and defined; and the commu- 
nity will accomodate its dealings to bear the tax im I take it 
that stability is sought to be obtained by this resolution and espe- 
cially by the constituents of my honorable friend from Kentucky 


Mr. MCCREERY] who, although they believe that the tax is undue 
er C let it remain 
us it is so that they at least may have certainty in their business 
operations. : ~ 

I say so much because I am very clear that it was an unwise 
thing when the tax upon this commodity was advanced about twenty 
cents per gallon, which I think occurred about two eee ago ; and 
yet perhaps it is safer and better for the revenues of the country and 
the parties engaged in this manufacture that stability should char- 
acterize its legislation than this eternal tinkering at laws without 
reflecting upon the principles which underlie them. 

The question being en by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 40, 
nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 

Chaffee, In Plumb, 
Anthony, Conkling, J Seeed Rollins, 
Barnum, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sa t, 
Bayard, Dorsey, Kernan, 
Beck, Eustis, MeMillan, Saunders, 
Booth, Ferry, Matthews, Teller, 
Burnside, Garland, Maxey. Voorhees, 
Butler, Grover, Mitchell Wallace, 
Cameron of Pa., Hamlin, Morrill, Windom, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Oglesby, Withers. 

NAYS—2. 
Bailey, Dennis, Merrimon, Randolph, 
Conover ran McUreery, Morgan, 
a 
ses ABSENT—27 

Armstrong, Ea Jones of Florida, Patterson, 
Blaine, Edmunds, Kellogg. Sharon, 
Bruce, Gordon, Kirkwood, § 0 
Christiancy, Harris, Lamar, ‘Thurman, 
Cockrell, Hereford McDonald, Wadleigh, 
Coke, ill, McPherson, Whyte. 
Davis of Illinois, Howe, Paddock, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 

THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following resolution: 

Monda; one o'clock the Senate will proceed to the 

eee e do hai De aken pp 

t en! once — 

alee only ill e end of the Calendar is reached, unless upon motion the Senate 
should at any time otherwise order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tò the present consid- 
eration of this resolution! ’ 7 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ithink there is no necessity for introducing 
such a resolution at the present stage of the session, and I therefore 
must object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to sug- 
gest that this ay as the session is the precise stage at which the 
resolution should paea, because when we get to the close of the 
session the Calendar no chance whatever. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am opposed to this limiting of debate. I 
think more harm is done by hasty legislation than by deliberate con- 
sideration of all questions; and until the necessity arises I am always 
op to putting any limitation upon debate. 

Ar. Davis. of West Virginia. The Calendar was referred to by 
the Senator from Rhode si peo moment or two It has been 
usual to have the Calendar placed upon the desks of ators. Ihave 
not seen a Calendar this year. oo us know what is = the Cal- 
endar now. I call the attention o roper person, whoever may 
have of it, to see that hereafter the Calendar is distributed so 
that we may know what is on it 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the Calendar has been put on our desks 
every Monday morning, according to the custom. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Senators here say they have not seen 
it this year. 

DISTRICT COURT AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I made a motion yesterday to reconsider the 
vote on the final p of the bill in reference to changing the place 
of holding the district court in Iowa from Keokuk to Burlington. My 
object in making that motion was to give an opportunity to certain 

ns in Iowa, who had telegraphed me to that effect, to be heard 
fn opposition to the bill. As the bill originated in the Senate and 
will cave to pass the other House before it becomes a law, and as 
there will be, as I am now satisfied after consultation with members 
of the Judiciary Committee of this body, a better opportunity for any 
such delegation to be heard in the House than there could be here, 
T now ask leave to withdraw the motion which I yesterday made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator may do that by unanimous 
consent. The Chair hears no objection, and the motion to reconsider 
is withdrawn. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. FERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 596) to regulate the i sense of postmasters, 
and for other purposes. Ihope there will be no objection to its con- 
sideration at the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object, provided it takes no great length 
of time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will announce the expiration 
of the morning hour promptly when it expires. 
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Mr. FERRY. When the bill is taken up I will state its contents, 
and I think there will be no necessity for any formal readin except 
of the amendments offered by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on taking up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 596) to regulate the com- 
pensation of postmasters, and for other pi 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, the Jast annual report of the Postmas- 
ter-General called the attention of Congress and of the country to 
the abuses that were being practiced by many postmasters of the 
fourth class in the irregular sale of stamps by which their 
compensation is increased. If what is left of the morning hour 
afforded time I would state in what way and to what extent these 
abuses are practiced, but I think most of the Senators have given 
attention to the report of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
wherein he cites to a 1 25 extent, and perhaps from almost every 
State and Territory of Union, examples of cases where abuses 
have occurred. 

Senators know that the compensation of postmasters at the first, 
second, and third class offices is fixed every two years, and is not 
changeable until the expiration of such two years; but the compen- 
sation of those of the fourth class is regulated by the sale of post- 
age-stamps, stamped envelopes, and other matter, and there is no lim- 
itation to that until the amount shall reach $1,000 or over. When 
reaching that point they are then classified as within the third class, 
and become presidential. The practice has been, especially near the 
large cities, at suburban offices, by different methods, to invite busi- 
ness men of the city to buy ream ee by which their commis- 
sion is increased, and their salary increased proportionately. I have 
from the city of New York a complaint made to the Postmaster- 
General that the sale of postage-stamps is decreasing daily within 
that metropolitan delivery, and will read what the postmaster of 
New York states in that regard : 


I desire to again call your attention to the remarkable decrease in the sales of 
Ps at this otiice, as shown by the following figures: 


for the quarter ending September 30, 18706 nenn onannanone $592, 614 
Sales for the quarter ending September 30, 18777 . 556, 487 
MAPON i. os 02 W ⁰ 1—¹Ü aA a 36, 127 


Let me cite the complaint of the postmaster at Saint Louis, another 
pore city of the Union, wherein he has given—and I think this 

been laid on the tables of Senators—a tabular statement of a 
quarterly sale of all stamps at that office. Heshows for the first qnar- 
ter a net excess of canceled over sold stamps for one week of $3,449, 
and this he says does not include any official or periodical stamps. 
This multiplied by fifty-two weeks in the year would make an excess 
of $179,369.32. This is given as showing an approximate excess of 
stamps sold at other offices and canceled in his own for a year. If 
the quarter on which it is based is a fair average of others the irreg- 
ularity is striking. 

The average commissions at the fourth-class offices on this amount 
would be about 50 per cent. Postmasters of the fourth class get 60 
per cent. commission on the first hundred dollars per quarter of their 
office revenue and 50 cent. on the next $200, inclading $300, and 
40 per cent. on over ; so that the average would be about as 
stated by the postmaster at Saint Louis, 50 per cent. 

By this method of selling stamps at fourth-class offices the sale of 
stamps at Saint Louis, where the salary of the postmaster is fixed, is 
so lessened and the Government defrauded of an amount aggregat- 
1ng per annum 889,000; and this is but a specimen of the fraud prac- 
ticed at qther prominent postal centers. ý 

I will cite instances to show how fourth-class offices defraud the 
Government by increasing the compensation of their postmasters. 
The postmaster at Eau Claire, Wisconsin, under date of October 30 
of this past year, writes as follows: 


toa bear movement among the little post-offices our stamp market 
haa beet greatly de during the past quarter. People seem disiuelin ed to 
pay the face value for stamps when they know where they can bay them 40 per 
cent. off. Our city is growing larger, as also the mails, while our sale of stamps 
grows beautifull 


ly less. 
Take a case in Maine: 
I have positive proof that some time ago she 


The lady postmaster— 
made arrangements to send postage-stamps to her son in Saint Louis, to be used 
ina manufacturing establishment of which he was book-keeper and cashier. 
She has sent him ey by mail since January, 1875, stamps as follows : 
BPG WD SURG BO ISIS 301 00 
R / os anida reaa as bab aser toyi 422 61 
pian Be I eR Sealer eb ang ps het gore pees ATP CTU Wed! ROP ott, 923 61 


Another glaring case I will cite, and then call the attention of the 
Senate to the bill : 


That of the post-office at a city of recently 
The oftice went into operation on the 9th of A 
the 30th of 


uired importance in Dakota, 

last, and its revenues up to 
tember (a little less than six months) amounted to $6,225.13, on 
which the ter realized a compensation (in the way of box-rents and com- 
missions) of $3,371.48. 


Existing law prohibits any postmaster, except in the case of New 
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York City, receiving more than $4,000 as his salary, which is the sal- 
ary for the first-class offices of the country, and in this case— 

postmaster’ ion for the entire will amount to $6,742.96, and 
thse upon which he will have received it Will entitle him to a Kro Sainey 
of only $2,800 per annum. 

For the purpose of increasing the compensation and getting froma 
fourth-class office into a third-class or presidential office, they increase, 
by the sale of stamps, their compensation to an amount in excess of 
$1,000 a year, and when reaching that are assigned to the third class. 
Instances are not rare when upon the basis of compensation for the 
third class they have been reduced again into fourth-class offices. 

This abuse is wide-spread. It not only defrands the Government, 
but is demoralizing the service. I do not say that postmasters gen- 
erally do this; nor do I say that in a majority of cases they do this; 
but I say that in very many instances postmasters have not only in- 
itiated this, but merchants and business men in different branches 
of the industries of the land have connived with them for the pur- 

of obtaining en sanpa at reduced rates. The law provid - 
ing for their sale, when passed, it would seem, did not anticipate that 
age-stamps would be sold at less than their face value, but pro- 
vided a penalty against their being sold above their face. The present 
bill, however, prohibits theirsale below, as well as above, their face, and 
rovides that they shall be sold for cash, and for nothing but money. 
The present phar fhe not guard against their sale for merchandise ; 
and it is the common practice to exchange goods for postage-stamps. 
Men in cities invite postmasters outside to collect stamps and sell to 
them at a discount, and others who 8 merchan offer pay- 
ment in stamps; and this is largely done in the interest of postmas- 
ters’ compensation as well as for that of the seller. AMOR 

I have perhaps said enough in re; to that, as I see my time is 
limited, and will recur to the bill. The first three sections of the bill 
are recitals of the present law, and it was deemed by the committee 
unnecessary to re-enact these, so that the first three sections are 
stricken ont. With the fourth follows the substitute offered by the 
committee, and I now ask that the first section of the substitute be 


read. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. I agree with much that he has said, in fact with almost all. 
Many cases similar to those he has named I have known personally 
of; but I should like to ask the Senator if he has the agare and 
I suppose be has, as he is chairman of the Post-Office Committee, 
whether or not he has ascertained the percentage between the officers 
below and abovea thousand dollars—in other words, the fourth-class 
officers—under the present system of the sale of stamps and that of 
canceled stamps which existed pins to the present In 
which is the greatest amount of abuse and what is the relative per- 
centage of the fourth-class and other offices ? 

Mr. FERRY. I can give that information more explicitly from a 
paragraph in the same report. I am fearful, however, that my time 
will expire if I read it. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This is an important bill, and it 
should not be rushed through because of a minute or two of time. 
The Senator can take it up another morning. 

Mr. FERRY. I will then consume the moments left and it ma, 
be the Senate will indulge me in a little longer time to the b 
I will answer the Senator by reading a ph in which he will 
see a comparison of three years prior to the Ist of July, 1874, when 
the present basis of compensation was fixed, with the o succeed- 
ing years, which will give what the Senator desires to reach, I think: 

The total amount of stamps sold at all the post-offices for the three years ending 
June 30, 1874, under the old law, when the compensation was not dependent upon 
sales, was $60,964,159.28, of which the salaried offices mentioned above 


The presidential offices, fifteen hundred and forty-seven in num- 


andthe remaining ( h-class) offices, $20,543,411.63, or 28.56 puns showing 
increase of $4,585,523.2s, or 9.7 per cent., at the presidential, and $6,390,162.64, or 45.1 
per cent., at the non-presidential offices. 

Putting the matter in a different light, the three last years “in- 
creased their ratio of the total sales, from the standard of the pre- 
ceding three years, just 5.34 per cent., or $3,841,587.73, at the expense 
of the presidential offices. 

It is fair to presume 

The Postmaster-General says— 


that the rate of commissions allowed on this sum did not average less than 50 
8 at which rate the amount of commissions lost to the Government would 


Showing that within the last three years that amount has been 
taken from the Treasury through fourth-class offices. I see the time 


has be v6 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. FERRY. Ihave nothing more to say and I think the Senate 
will be ready to gs right on with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the completion of 
the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. [call for the regular order. 


COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa demands the reg- 
ular order. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1093) to authorize the free coin- 
age of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender value, 
npon which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Joxes] is entitled to the 

oor, 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President, the discussion here and 
elsewhere upon the remonetization of silver in this country, and in 
respect especially to the payment of the interest and principal of the 
national bonds in silver dol of 4123 grains, has been e to turn 
almost entirely upon questions of equity. The naked, legal propa 
tion that all outstanding national bonds not specifically payable in 
lawful money or otherwise than in gold or silver are payable at the 
option of the Government ‘in either gold or silver coin of the old 
standard is so clear that but few have been found to squarely deny 
it and I ty I may not be deemed discourteous when I say no one 
has fortified his denial with arguments that have reached the plane 
of serious criticism. 

Bat it is vehemently urged that it would be a violation of every 
principle of justice to pay them in accordance with the strict letter 
of the law authorizing their issue, on account of the depreciation 
which it is np de has taken place in the value of silver since the 
enactment of the law and that the passage now of a law permitting 
such payment would dishonor the nation and swindle the public 
creditor out of a portion of his honest expectations, if not of his just 
demands, 

It is also claimed that with some modifications the same violation 
of equity would be involved in the payment in silver of private, cor- 
porate, municipal, and State indebtedness. 

This Lil orarin involves first a question of principle and next a 
question of fact. 

First. As a question of political ethics, are governments morally 
bound, in respect of their own debts or generally in respect of the 
relation between debtor aud creditor, to maintain not only invaria- 
bility in the coin standard, meaning anteng weight and purity of 
metal, but also to maintain invariability in the commercial value or 
purchasing power of such coin ? 

This question was never raised until very modern times nor until 
the purchasing power of metallic money manifested a decreasing 
tendency, and was never raised except by the creditors, fandholders, 
annuitants, and income classes of the world. It was not ice | 
the business and debtor interests during the forty years after 1809, 
when, according to recognized authorities, the value of metallic 
money, consisting of both gold and silver, rose fully 145 per cent. 
and when the pressure of debts was constantly increasing in corre- 
sponding ratio. The straggling debtor did not then raise this ques- 
tion of oqoy nor demand that creditors, public or private, should 
be compelled by law to accept such a diminution in the standard 
weight of dollars, francs, or sovereigns as would maintain invaria- 
bility m their commercial value, nor did they pro to effect that 
object by . number of the money me Nor did the 
representatives of the people or the public press then maintain that 
it would be dishonorable in creditors to exact from debtors payment 
in coin so enormously appreciated. 

The epithets of swindler and repudiator, according to modern ethics, 
seem not to apply when, through the vicissitudes of mining or other 
causes, money is rising in value and creditors are thereby enabled to 
reap where they have not sown, to exact more than they have loaned. 
Under all circumstances, as it would seem, the interests of the cred- 
itor classes are to be protected, and if possible enlarged. The epithets 
of swindler and repudiator are reserved for the debtor classes, when, 
from the operation of causes which they have not brought about and 
over which they have no control, a divergence occurs in the value of 
the money metals, in either of which they have the right to pay if 
they do not foolishly exercise their option by paying in the dearer 
metal. They are denounced as lunatics if they demand the privilege 
of paying in accordance with the precise terms of their contracts. 
The people are denounced in these dishonoring terms if they dare to 
resist attempts either to increase the weight of ‘the coins they have 
promised or to diminish the number of the money metals existing 
when the contracts were made. 

The doctrine that governments should guarantee the exchangeable 
value of metallic money as well as its weight and purity was broached 
for the first time when the sudden flood of gold from California and 
Australia had begun to make itself manifest through an increase in 
general prices. It was then that the creditor interest, which had 
never proposed prior to 1849 that the rise in the value of money which 
was then 8 should be prevented by legislation, were clamor- 
ous in the name of honor and good faith, national and individual, 
that the threatened fall should be prevented. The measures pro- 
posed to accomplish this end have been to diminish the volume of 
money in existence by demonetizing one of the metals, or when that 
was impracticable to limit the coinage of one of the metals. These 
measures they have induced several governments to adopt, and if 
they shall prove insufficient their next steps will be to propose to 
demonetize both the metals and to adopt some other kind of money 
which shall hold out the promise of greater scarcity. 

So far as this 3 of honor and equity is concerned, I shall con- 
tent myself at this time with declaring my deliberate conviction to 
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be that the metallic-money system loses the only recommendation 
which it has if its value is not remitted to the automatic limitation 
of production without any governmental interference whatever. On 
this point I agree with all the advocates of metallic money, from John 
Locke down to the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMuNDs.] In a 
See delivered in the Senate on December 5, 1867, Mr. EDMUNDS 
said: 


Our own gold and silver coins always have been and are still defined by law to 
contain in each be it a dime, a „or an n certain named 
pote may silver or gold. They are the ultimates of value, the money of the Gov- 
emm 


And he fortified his position by quotations from John Locke, whose 
works he declared to be a “boon to mankind,” one of these quota- 
tions being as follows: r 


mame ggg ah iy ck anor ten aah Prey pe taghan Senn grasa 
paymen 0 uantity or sum upon, Vithon 

any to the value 3 — . ee at the aifferent times 
of con and discharging of debts. 


This quotation, of his own selection, from his favorite authority, 
will, I have no doubt, be conclusive with the Senator from Vermon 
and ought to be conclusive with the Senate, upon the justice an 
equity of paying debts in strict accordance with the letter of the con- 
tract. The question of fact, whether or not silver has lost purchasing 
power in a corresponding ratio to the widening of the relation between 
it and gold since 1873, or whether it has lost purchasing power to an 
extent whatever since that time, is the particular question which 
now propose briefly to discuss. I think it will be made very clearly 
to appear that silver since 1873, although discrowned and shorn of 
its monetary function, denied rok oper throughout the entire western 
world, and degraded to the rank of a commodity, instead of having 
become less valuable has nevertheless increased in its command over 
services and all kinds of property; that both gold and silver have 
gained in purchasing power, and that silver only seems to have fallen 
in value because it has not risen to so an extent as gold. 

If these tions can be established, or if all the known facts tend 
to establish them, then the equitable objection to the payment of the 
national bonds in silver dollars of 4124 grains completely fails and 
must be abandoned. Even if it were true as a qu n of honorable 
interpretation of the contract and of the duties of the Government 
relative to its money, that it is bound to maintain the commercial 
value of its coin, the payment of its debts in silver dollars of the old 
standard could violate no rule of justice or honor if the power in ex- 
change of 412} grains of the commoditysilver is now as great or 
than was the power in ex of a coined dollar of that weight in 
S 8 was then both the legal and market equivalent of the 
gold dollar. 

Exchangeable value is the only kind of value with which econo- 
mists have to deal. What is it and where does it reside? This ques- 
tion has been often asked and variously answered. I will not elabo- 
rate the reasons supporting the definition of it which I shall give. 
Exchangeable value resides in the human mind. It is the mental 
estimation or appreciation of desirable objects or things, and is 
measured by the sacrifice which it is necessary to make in order to 
obtain them. Hence it follows that the value of the money in which 
debts are paid must be measured by the sacrifice which nations and 
individuals are required to make in order to obtain it. The question 
whether money has appreciated or depreciated between two given 


pence can be solved 7 y a . n s the er in labor 
an property. necessary for its acquisition at the two periods respect- 
ively. Under this definition, has silver depreciated in value within 


the last five years? Does it require less sacrifice of labor or property 
to acquire a silver dollar of 412} grains than it did when it was de- 
monetized? Is it a ninety-cent dollar ? 

Has the commercial value of silver diminished since September, 
1873, when its market price was fifty-nine pence in gold per ounce, an 
when, therefore, the silver and gold dollars under the legal relation 
in this country were coincident in value ? 

Will a given weight of silver exchange now for less, of not one 
or two but of the general range of commodities that enter into the 
consumption and use of mankind, than it would then? Has it lost 
since then purchasing power ? Will it buy less of labor, of houses, or 
of lands? Will it purchase less of the necessities, co conven- 
iences or luxuries of life now than then ? 

Bastiat, in his terse economical. definitions, says that value is the 
relation which services and commodities bear to each other in ex- 
change. Does a given weight of silver bear a lower relation in 
exchange to other things generally than it did when the silver dollar 
of f grains was the commercial equivalent of the present gold 
dollar? It is true that the gold dollar will now purchase 10 per cent. 
more silver than it would in the fall of 1873; is it not a true 
that it will purchase in every country an ave of oe 10 pee 
cent. more of all other things than it would then 

In deciding whether silver has or has not depreciated in value it is 
indispensable that all the facts ese Be ter e question be viewed 
from a proper point of observation. order to discover the direc- 
tion in which a boat ismoving when headed tothe current the shore 
and not the stream must be observed. Upon an alteration in the ex- 
change relations between two commodities or between a single com- 

e 


modity and money, it is apparent as between them alone that one has 
risen or that the other has fallen in value. But in order to decide 
correctly which has really risen and which really fallen, comparison 
must be made between their present relations respectively and their 
previous relations to all other things in reser 


A fall in the price of any one commodity would be justly regarded 
as a fall in its value and not as a rise in the value of money, and such 
fall might, to all appearances, overtake one commodity after another 
until the whole range of commodities and services would seem to have 
fallen and money would seem to have remained stationary. But all 
sound thinkers and writers on economical science agree that this is 
impossible and that a fall in general prices is the sure and only proof 
of a rise in the value of money. But to the casual observer it would 
seem otherwise, because a rise in the value of the “monetary unit 
comes in such an impenetrable disguise that probably few minds are 
even repared to entertain the idea of such an alteration having oc- 
curred. 

The ree meager who looks through spectacles made of gold sov- 
ereigns believes without a single doubt—in fact knows—that for the 
paes four years he has seen silver fluctua and falling in value. 

e citizen of this country, looking through the metallic monetary 
unit last in use here, and with which he is most familiar, or when he 
borrows the Englishman’s les, thinks he sees the same thing. 
But the East Indian, who looks through spectacles made of silver 
ru is equally confident that during the same period he has seen 
go fluctuating and rising. The occupants of railroad cars on con- 

ous and parallel lines, one of which is in motion and passing the 
other, may be easily mistaken,if they have no landmark to govern 
their conclusions, as to which car is moving. The occupants of cach 
would be sure that the other was in motion if the cars moved as 
silently and insensibly as do values. . 

If the cars were moving on east and west lines, they would be very 

t to differ as to the process by which one reached a point to 

e eastward of the other, and it might be true in fact, contrary to- 
their concurring opinions, that both had moved to the westward, the 
one having moved farther to the westward than the other. 

Countless generations of men have lived and died in the unhesitat- 
ing belief in the tric theory of the universe and with the fullest 
confidence that the sun always had revolved and would always con- 
tinue to revolve around the earth once in every twenty-four hours. 

One of the deputation of distinguished New York and Philadelphia 
bankers and merchants that visited this city for the purpose of sub- 
mitting arguments and protests against the of a bill remon- 
etizing silver energetically insisted, in a speech before the Finance 
Committee of this body, that silver was an unfit commodity on which 
to confer the monetary function on account of its eccentric tendency 
to fluctuations in value; that these fluctuations had been constantly 
occurring and had within a few years covered a range of more than 
20 per cent., while on the other hand gold had shown the most stub- 
born 3 not having changed in value more than one-fourth of 
1 per cent. in thirty 2 Upon being asked what standard he had 
used in measuring the two metals respectively in 8 that 
one of them fluctuated so ly and the other so slightly, he an- 
swered that he treated them alike, that he referred them to the same 
measure, gold. 

In other words, he sought to demonstrate the invariability of the 
value of gold, and consequently its superior fitness for money, by the 
astounding historical fact that the fluctuations in value between one 


ounce of gold and another had not been more than one-fourth of 1 
per cent. in thirty years. Western financiers may not be able to see 
clearly how gold measured by itself could in eons of ages fluctuate 


even as much as one-fourth of 1 per cent; and in their simplicity I 
am sure they will not doubt that measured in that way it will con- 
tinue for more than thirty years to come as changeless as the events 
of the past. They may, however, be dishonest and reckless enough 


d | to assert and maintain that had silver been used as the standard of 


a gold instead of silver would have seemed to be the fluc- 
tuating metal, while the value of silver would have seemed to re- 
main immovable. 

The idea that gold is the unmoving, unvarying center of value, 
around which all other values revolve in eccentric, irregular orbits, is- 
expressed in a letter from Mr. Royal Phelps, a distinguished New 
York merchant, to the United States monetary commission, in the 
following extraordinary statement : 

Gold never rises or falls; it is now the sole and universal standard of value. 

g else which is exchanged or traded for rises or falls in accordance with. 
the abundance or scarcity of this one metal. 

Literally translated, this lan conveys the idea that, while all 
other things may rise or fall in value relatively to gold, gold itself, 
rising superior to the economic Jaws that regulate and govern values, 
remains unchanged in its relations and unmoved in value. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury, in a public speech notlong 
snos elivered, referred to the value of gold as being ‘‘as fixed as- 
the sun. y 

Tn one section of this country no other doctrine is promulgated. 
An influential school of political economists dogmatically asserts 
that it is of no consequence that Germany has e a new and large 
demand for gold and that the United States is now making another 
and still larger demand for it, and that the same thing is being done 
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by other countries that have demonetized silver; and that it imports 


nothing that the yield of gold is diminishing year by year. 

This school shuts its eyes to the flood of light that facts and philos- 

hy are shedding all around it and stubbornly insists that the laws 
which govern and regulate all other values are s ded as to gold, 
and that gold never rises and falls, but is as “ as the sun.” So 
did not teach John Locke when he said nearly two centuries ago: 

If you increase or lessen the quantity of money current in traffic, in any place, 
then the alteration of value is in the money. 

And, again: 

being measure of other commodities, men 
Peay: fhe pea Ril buy 115 ee measure, though when it has 
varied its quantity it is plain it is not. 

And so have taught all the economists since Locke’s time, until new 
and strange doctrines were found to be necessary to justify the strik- 
ing down of one of the two money metals of the world, 

o rise or fall in the absolute value of gold and silver, respectively, 
cannot be determined by a comparison of their values relatively to 
each other. That can only be determined by a comparison between 
their present and previous relations to all other things in exchange 
by a comparison of their present with their previous purchasin 
power over land, labor, and commodities. A decrease of e 
prices signifies a rise in the value of money, and an increase es 
a fall. 

The same rule applies to any one single commodity, to the value of 
which the values of all other things are referred. This test by which 
changes in the value of money are detected is not, by reason of the 
incompleteness of statistics and of the difficulty of ascertaining the 
precise weight of all the disturbing circumstances surrounding the 
case, as exact as the tests by which weights, measures, and distances 
are determined. Money is the measure of the value of all other 
things, but cannot be the measure of itself. Its value is determined 
not by the price of one thing or many things, but by the average price 
of all things, by the general relations which it bears in exchange. 

If the value of all other things is measured by money and expressed 
in the units of money gh the medium of price, it follows that 
the value of money can only be measured by all other things and 
must be expressed in the units of pro and services. Thus ifa 
bushel of wheat or a yard of silk or a day’s labor is worth a dollar 
these three things only being considered, the value of a dollar would 
be a bushel of wheat, a y of silk, or a day’s labor. If a cup meas- 
ures a quart of liquid, e quart of liquid determines the capacity 
of the cup. If money measures all Singa ti is plain that all things 
measure money, and that to determine whether monéy has risen or 
fallen, during any given period, it becomes necessary to ascertain 
whether the quantities of all other on the average, offered 
in exchange for it are ter or less at the commencement and end 
of such period. This plain rule demonstrates how unreliable a meas- 
ure guid sions would be of the value of silver. Men are so accus- 
tomed, however, to refer the value of everything to money that they 
insensibly think and speak of it as if its value were invariable, just 
as they think and speak of the sun rising and setting, and of the earth 
as fixed, though they know upon reflection that such is not the fact. 

It is true that there may be a diversity of methods of determining 
what the average range of current prices is, and what it may have 
been at some anterior period. Practically, however, unless the change 
in prices has been very slight, there can be no difficulty in determin- 
ing whether they have generally fallen or risen. While there have 
been unimportant differences as to the extent of the fall which oc- 
curred in the value of metallic money after the discovery of America, 
the fact that a fall in its value did take place at that period has 
never been disputed, nor has it ever been disputed that money rose 
in value during the first half of this century, nor that it n fell 
after the opening of the mines of California and Australia. I do not 
hesitate to affirm that an examination of all the facts one Spon 
the case, a few of which I propose to refer to, will demonstra t 

ld again began to rise about ten years ago, and ially about 

ve years ago, as measured by commodities, land, and labor, and that 
its rise is still unchecked; and that this last rise of gold, as so meas- 
ured, has been so tly in excess of its rise as comp: with silver 
as to show that silver has not fallen in value; or, in other words, 
that the av fall in the gold price of commodities has been so 
much greater than the fall in the gold price of silver as to make the 
conclusion irresistible that silver instead of having depreciated in 
value during the last few years has actually appreciated, though not 
to the same extent as gold. 


The resolution of the German Empire to substitute a gold for asil- pe 


ver standard was adopted December 4, 1871, and although the Ger- 
man law regulating all the details of the substitution was not passed 
until 1873, the new gold coinage was commenced at once. By the 
end of 1872 this coinage had amounted to twenty-one millions ster- 
ling or more than $100,000,000. (See London Economist of March 
15, 1873.) This was a serious drain upon the gold markets of the 
world, and immediately tended to produce a fall in prices which was 
temporarily checked by corresponding extensions of credit. The 


effect of the German movement, which is still a continuing one, upon | d 


the value of gold and, consequently, upon gold prices, is erally 
well known, bnt a careful examination and comparison of market 
reports and prices-current since then, especially in gold-standard 


countries, will present the facts of the case in a more precise and 
definite form. 

The New York Public of May 18, 1876, published elaborate tables 
of the wholesale prices in New York City of the principal articles of 
commerce, foreign and domestic, as they stood on the Ist day of May 
in various years, and covering all the years from 1872 to 1876, both 
inclusive. As that city is the chief center of the import and export 
trade of the United States, and as communication with it from all 
parts of the country is raya prane in cheapness and convenience, the 
wholesale prices of any locality must substantially correspond with 
those in New York. As is well known, there is a diversity of opinion 
as to the true mode of deducing the average of prices from tables of 
prices of a large number of articles at any one period so as to equalize 
surrounding conditions and make a satisfactory comparison with the 
average of prices of some other period. 

The method actually adopted by The Public was to take quantities 
of different articles, proportioned to the relative quantities produced 
or purchased in this country, and to compare the a te cost of such 
quantities in different years, the quantities calc being of course 
exactly the same in each of the years compared. This method of 
deducing an average of prices has the indorsement of recognized au- 
thoritiesin this country and in Europe. The tables furnished by The 
Public show that the same quantities of breadstuffs, cotton, coal, iron, 
leather, tobacco, wool, butter and cheese, sugar and molasses, provis- 
ions, coffee and tea, which could have been bought at wholesale in 
New York on May 1, 1872, for $85, could be bought on May 1, 1876, 
for $69. This shows a fall in the average price of the articles named, 
between those dates of about 19 per cent. These were currency 
prices at both dates, but as the . on gold was almost exact] 
the same at the two dates, the fall in gold prices could not vary N 
from the fall in currency prices, and was in fact a little greater, as 
the premium on gold was three-eighths of 1 per cent. more in May, 
1872, than it was in 1876. 

The London Economist, commenting, September 23, 1876, on the 
tables of The Public, said: 5 

According to these would go as far in 1876 as $85 in 1872, and in 
opinion of 8 patie further . y 10 * 

The London Economist has never estimated the average decline in 
the wholesale prices of merchandise in England between 1872-73 and 
1876~77 at less than 20 per cent. 

The Economist maintains in respect to British exports that the 
decline in their aggregate values is the accurate measure of the 


decline in their prices, and that no reduction in the gnantity of ex- 
ports, taken „is shown. Thus on the 10th of February, 1877, 
this journal said : 


The exports possess the characteristics we have for many months past endeav- 
ored to bring out, that the diminution in the quantities of some of the chief 
articles is trifling as with the diminution of their values. In 
er cases there is a real and considerable increase in the quantities. 


several 

Since 1872 there has been a ual decrease in their value month by month. In 

that the mon . 221, 385.000. In 1873 it was E21, 264,000. 

In 4 it was 219,963,000. In 1875, £18,625,000, and during last year the gradual 
was continued. 


The tables of The Economist show that the average monthly eae 
for 1876 was £16,714,000. The prices of iron and coal have fallen 
very much more than .20 p cent., and very much more than the 
average fall in the prices of other commodities, in Great Britain since 
1872. From a comparison of the quantities and values exported, as 

iven in the board of trade returns, the 3 are shown to have 


n the av prices per ton during the year 1873 and the first six 
months of 1877, respectively : 
t six 
Commodities. 1873. | months of 
1877. 

RRR occa cc de sssesxnestvsccdcddescccustecaces $64 51 841 B 
Pig and puddled iron re 30 17 14 19 
Total iron and steel, raw and manufactured 61 84 42 34 
GCC cu snseanenosan nudes TA EPT N 5 05 257 


It e from these returns that during 1873 the total export of 
iron and steel, raw and manufactured, amounted to 2,957,813 tons, at 
a total valuation of £37,731,239, while during the first six months 
of 1877 it was 1,118,183 tons, at a valuation of £9,792,326. The ex- 
rt of coals during 1873 was 12,617,566 tons, at a total valuation of 
£13,188,511, while during the first six months of 1877 it was7,344,883 
tons, at a total valuation of £3,773,920. 

In order to bring down this record of falling prices in England to 
the latest accessible dates, I will read the following from an article 
on “The course of prices of commodities” in 1877, to be fonnd in the 
London Economist of January 5, 1878: 


, and coffee 
however, all down, g exceptional steadiness, the group of articles 
showing a general decline, Beef has fallen since the summer, and the 


of 
decline in coffee, together with the falling off in excise returns, reminds ns that 
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the laboring mass of the population has now less than of late to spend upon neces- 
sities and comforts of lif 


e. 
The close of the ane recess aoe Soper for pointing with effect to the 
steady, continnons and serious decline w. has affected the sarkate for the com- 


The following is a statement of the comparative prices in London 
at the close of the years 1873 and 1877 of articles selected for the 
purpose by the London Economist : 


Articles, 


I. Natixe products: 
Wheat, Gazette average quarter 
Flour, town made 

Beef, inferior; per stone . 
Beef, prime, per stone 


Tin, Straits, e 
Cation middling Upland RRO ets seria 


Sugar, Muscovado, undred-weight............ 18 0 14 6 19. 5 
Coffee, Ceylon, per bundred-weight . 5 70 449 20.8 
Natal, per pound th 45 38. 3 


The average fall in price of the above articles, taking them numer- 
ically and without reference to their relative quantities, is 24.9 per 
cent. During the same time the gold price of an ounce of silver in 
London fell from 57}d. to 53§d., being a fall of 7.11 percent. The 
silver prices, therefore, of the commodities named fell 17.79 per cent. 
The period covered by this comparison is somewhat different from 
that covered by the tables of the New York Public and the articles 
selected for comparison are somewhat different. Both comparisons, 
however, attest the same general fact that silver has recently risen 
rather than fallen in its exe ble value. 

As the wholesale prices of articles of commerce in all gold-stand- 
ard countries rise and fall in substantial correspondence with their 
rise and fall in Great Britain, it is thus conclusively established that 
the e ee (debe of gold over commodities generally has inereased 
in a very much greater ratio since 1872 than it has over silver bull - 
ion. I have not deemed it necessary to burden the record, as Imight 
easily do, with extracts from economical and miscellaneous publica- 
tions in every portion of every ene ee accounts of a stagnation 
of industry and commerce and a in gold prices as great if not 
greater than has been shown to have taken place in Great Britain 
and with forebodings for the future even more gloomy than those of 


the London Economist. This distress, felt ev here, presses with 
the most intense severity upon the gold-standard countries. 

The only great country which exhibits any de of prosperity is 
France, which maintains a silver circulation of „000,000, on a val- 


uation of silver equal to 400, instead of 412}, grains to the dollar, as 
pro in the bill under consideration. Asa proof and illustration 
of this is the fact, stated by the Moniteur des Intéréts Matériels of 
Brussels, the highest authority on such subjects, that the total new 
investments in all Europe in industrial undertakin eae A 
roads, during the year 1877 was $330,000,000, of Which $285,000,000 
was invested in France alone. And even in France there are now 
unmistakable premonitions of approaching stagnation in trade and 
industry, caused doubtless by the unwise suspension for a year and a 
half of the coinage of silver. The invasion of “hard times,” which 
has scarcely yet reached the shores of France, can be successfully met 
and resi only by a return withont reserve to its old policy of un- 
restricted coi: of silver. 

It is a proposition which cannot be overthrown by facts and figures, 
that the fall in silver relatively to gold since 1872 has never been as 
great as has been the fall in the price of commodities except on 
one single day, July 8, 1876, which was a Black Friday in the London 
silver market, when in the language of a circular issued by Pixley & 
Abell, London bullion brokers, there was an “ e astra sale at 46% 

nce” in gold per ounce. The general range of the recent so-called 
Sepreciation of silver as 8 in gold has been about 10 per cent., 
whereas the gold prices of the general range of commodities has fallen 
at least 20 per cent. Unless the facts cited as to the condition of the 
markets can be overthrown, the conclusion cannot be avoided that the 
real value of silver, which is measured by its purchasing or exchange- 
able power, instead of having fallen has toa very considerable degree 
risen within the last five years. 

The conclusion that silver has not fallen in value is further fortified 
by the fact, of which the proofs are decisive, that in India, contain- 
ing an industrious population of 237,000,000, with silver as their sole 
standard, there has been a general fall rather than a rise in the prices 
of commodities, including both imports and e Nor have silver 
prices risen in any other portion of Asia. A. A. Low, a leading mer- 
chant of New York, engaged in the China trade, testified before the 


United States monetary commission to the fact, which is otherwise 
well established, that since 1872-73 there has been a fall in the silver 
price of tea, the principal export of China. It is true that during a 
porso of that tims there was a rise in the silver price of raw silk, a 
ess important but still not unimportant article of export from China. 
This rise, however, is well known to have been attributable to the 
failure of the silk crop of Italy and France. Silk has since then very 
materially fallen in price, and its tendency is still downward. As to 
imports in China from Europe, their prices have necessarily fallen in 
the same proportion as in India. In those two markets having the 
same money standard there must always be a substantial correspond- 
ence in the prices of the same articles. 

In respect to the silver prices of the ie pes of India, the United 
States monetary commission pas from a letter (New York Evenin 
Post, October 26, 1876) from J. S. Moore, who had long been eee 
in the India trade and who has never ceased to take an interest in 
its condition, and who has carefully observed and collated the facts 
relating to it. In this letter Mr. Moore states, among other things : 


Indian productions are at present at their lowest ebb as compared during fifteen 
years. 


The monetary commission also note the fact that at a meeting in 
London in September, 1876, of the stockholders in the Oriental Bank, 
whose principal business connection is with the India trade, the pres- 
ident said that with few exceptions India products were so low that 
even a general war could not make them worse. The commission 
also quote the following as the reported sum: of the conclusions 
announced by the governor and council of India in a minute adopted 
September 22, 1876, on the subject of silver, and as an answer to the 
petition of the Bombay Chamber of Commerce that the coinage of the 
silver rupees should be limited: 


First. Gold has risen in value since March, 1873, and especially since last De- 


cember, 
Second. Itis not shown that silver has fallen in valne, i. e. as compared with 
commodities in general, either in London or in India during the same period, 


Nearly every leading journal, financial and otherwise, indorsed with 
scarcely any reservation the reasoning and conclusions of the gover- 
nor and council, ' 

The full text of the minute of September 22, 1876, has now been 
received, together with a note addressed by the governor general to 
the home government, bearing date the 9th of February, 1877. From 
the full text of this minute I extract the following: 


The recent change in the value of silver measured in gold may be due to changes 
of one metal or the other, or both. Before a fit remedy can be applied it is essen- 
tial to ascertain exactly what has happened, whether gold has risen or silver fallen, 
and how much the value of either metal has changed. It cannot be assumed with- 
out decisive he that the divergence of the two metals is due wholly or even 
chiefly to the fall in the value of silver. 

The long continuous equilibrium between the value of gold and that of silver is 
22 cares eet a 

e ent of ei i.e, the su, -tender 
r A This equilibrium has been disturbed by the rapid supersession 
of silver by gold in Europe and America as the standard of value, and, th 
as the material of ten on is cal 


since 
cember, 1875, and do not show any fall in the value of silver 
dities other than gold. 


On the 2d of February, 1877, the governor of India telegraphed to 
the home government as follows: 


Prices in India do not as yet show any fall in the value of silver. 


And on the 9th of February, 1877, as already stated, the governor 
addressed a note to the home government on the same subject. This 
note is gat ys ee by tables of the prices in silver in Bombay and 
Calcutta, of the leading articles both'of import and export, covering 
the entire year 1873 and coming down to February, 1877. Upon 
these tables he observes in respect to imports “ that the silver prices of 
imported goods in India have not risen, and the circumstances would ap- 

to have been unfavorable to importers.” And in respect to exports 
e observes that “upon the whole these tables do not appear to in- 
dicate any decrease in the value of silver.” 

Of the imports at Calcutta the only article which shows a rise of 

rice is spelter, (zine;) to that article are added in the Bombay ta- 
Pies Chinese silk and coffees from Mocha and Malabar. The fall in 
the prices in imports at both cities has e and in the lead- 
ing articles it fas been great between 1873 and the beginning of 
1877. Thus in gray shirtings it is 15 per cent. at Bombay and 18 per 
cent. in Calcutta, and in iron it is about double this. 

Ineed scarcely refer tothe condition of the iron trade of this country. 
It is graphically set forth in the columns of the Philadelphia Bulletin 
of the Iron and Steel Association of December 26, 1877. The prices 
given are currency prices, but after allowing for the fall in the gold 
premium, a reduction of gold prices during the year 1877 is still sho 
although the enormous reductions of price already reached in 1876 
created a general belief that they could not by possibility go any lower. 
The Bulletin says: 


The following table, which we have compiled from the remarkably accurate 
reports of Thomas Hobson, the Philadelphia correspondent of the New York Iron 


March, 1873, and especially since De- 


1877. 
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A range of prices of four leading iron and steel products | ia i, that gold has risen ld. Ta eee we put it into a fow words, 


iron in Refined bar at Ordinar 
Months. hiladel- | in Philadel: | Steel rails at | “fron “rails 
phia. phia. at works. 
248 72 $49 00 $24 50 
47 60 49 00 33 75 
47 04 49 00 33 00 
44 80 49 00 33 00 
44 80 15 33 00 
44 £0 46 50 33 00 
44 20 55 33 00 
44 80 44 75 3275 
44 80 44 00 31 00 
44 80 42 2 30 50 
44 80 40 50 31 00 
44 £0 40 50 32 00 
45 55 324 


erg trun stati 
len from 848 72 for 


ices ever quoted in this country, if we except the price of pig-iron in colonial 
eve: In later days, prior to 1877, 
was in 186), the 3 the war, when it was $20.25, the 


lowest 3 touched in the price of best refined bar iron was $52.50 per gross ton 


from 
in 1851. In April, 1877, best refined $44.80 a ton, 
January, 1868, th 


remained to the close of the year. The a price for the 
rails were first made on er În this country in 1807, and R, 

for steel rails wero mado at $40, 
price for the month was only $40.50. The a 


8 In December, 1877, con 
and the a 

ear was Previous to the present period of low prices the 
fonched in the price of iron rails wis $36.50 » ton in November 

and in January and February, 
was $41.75 in 1862. In October, 1877, iron rails fell to $30.50, and the average price 
for the was $32.54. 
The foregoin, eee cnn 

trade at the close of n ent. 8 


2 can 


The depression in nearly every industry in this conntry has been 
most severe, a e in iron it may be exceptionally great. Volumes 
might be filled with the evidences of falling markets and of the uni- 
versality of the business disasters since 187: 

No answer is made to these exhibitions of the fall of general prices 
since 1872-73 except the shallow and deceptive one of selecting here 
and there some isolated article which may have risen in price during 
that period from peculiar causes, or some isolated article which may 
have risen in price during a part of that period, such as wheat during 
the first part of 1877, from the breaking out of the Russo-Tur'! 
war, or the risein raw silk, which continued for a short time after the 
failure of crops in leading gg pacer 2 countries. Few will be 
deceived by answers of that kind, except those who wish to be de- 
ceived. The broad general fact, that within five years the general 
prices of commodities have fallen more than has the gold price of 
silver during the same period is written all over the market quota- 
tions of every part of the world and is known to everybody in the 
current ence of life, 

The Public, from whose tables I have quoted, is now behind none of 
the New York coe e in the glibness and flippancy which charac- 
terize a majority of them in affirming that the only wise and honest 
thing for this country to do is to pay its debts, national, corporate, 
and individual, in gold, which its own tables of prices as well as its 
own editorials, which I shall hereafter quote, show has been enor- 
mously appreciated by W gw silver of the monetary function and 
by 8 upon gold alone the functions before performed by both 
meta 

The Public now goes as far as those who go farthest in denouncing 
as a swindling scheme the proposition to restore to silver the func- 
tions of which it was shorn by legislation foolishly criminal, or crim- 
inally foolish, and in the denunciation of its advocates as the con- 
trivers of a debased, degraded, and depreciated money, and as idiots, 
swindlers, and lunatics. And I may here remark that this discussion 
has signally illustrated the long-known fact that the dernier ressort of 
the supporters of a bad cause is always to supply the place of solid 
arguments which they lack with ridicule, vituperation, and abuse, 
which are always as cheap as they are abundant. In the case of The 
Public there is added to the pique of a defeated casuist the zeal of 
a new convert, as will appear from the following short extracts from 
its columns in 1876: 


From The Public, August 3, 1876.) 
Prices of commodities generally have declined in all lands in which is the 
measure at least as much as 20 per cent. within four years. The power 
of silver in countries where that metal is the measure has not materially 


gold has 


per cent. 
but little, if any. 


purchasing power, while silver has fallen 


From The Public, August 10, 1876. 
Has silver fallen in value? Thousands assert it. Not aman has submitted a 
single proof. * * * Every intelligent man understands that if silver sold in 
1 


by ac rise in the value of gold. Gold will buy more of silver 
1 eveything else than it would in 1873. The decline in silver from fifty- 
nine and a quarter pence in 1873 to fifty-one pence in 1876 has been 14 per cent. As 
we have repeatedly shown, the decline in the price of other commodi generally 
has been about as much in other countries in which gold is the standard, and con- 
siderably more in this country, where prices have been in part by a depreciated 
currency. On the other hand, there is no proof that prices of commodities gener- 
ally have changed appreciably in those countries where silver is the measure of 

ue. Gold is relatively scarce and dear. Prices fall, industries are prostrated. 
Silver also falls in countries which have driven it from use as a measure of values, 
and deprived themselves of the protection which that use would give in such a 


rait. 

* From The Public, September 28, 1876. 

In t of fact there is a corner in Its price in silver and its purchas- 
ing Rast rise rapidly in the western fod pg pei z 

And yet to-day, when the cornerin gold is a closer one than in 1876, 
The Public echoes and re-echoes what is with a few honorable excep- 
tions the voice of the New York press, that all debts, public and pri- 
vate, shall be paid in the cornered metal in unblushing defiance of 
both the letter and spirit of contracts. 

It has been persistently urged that if silver has not yet depreciated, 
its tendencies are in that direction, and that if we remonetize it, we 
shall be overwhelmed by the discarded, refuse stock of other nations, 
and that this country will be cursed with a fluctuating, depreciated, 
unreliable, and worthless money. 

Look to whatever quarter we may for the source of this threatened 
flood, it cannot be found. France haas none to spare. The 8300, 000, 000 
of silver which she has is all urgently needed as a basis for her paper 
issues. She can only discard it by supplying its place with gold. If 
she enters upon that experiment now, or in the near future, it would 
poe ne indefinitely any attempt at gold resumption in this country. 

. must therefore be based on the idea that France must 
continue her present money system indefinitely. Reliable informa- 
tion from Germany shows that the disposable stock in that country 
does not now exceed $70,000,000, and the London Economist estimates 
it to be considerably less. This amount might be emptied into three 
or four of the Western States without producing a flutter in the 
financial atmosphere. England has not now and never keeps any con- 
siderable stock of silver on hand, but is constantly obliged, in order 
to meet the demands of her commerce with India, to telegraph orders 
for silver on San Francisco. 

There are no disposable stocks elsewhere either in Europe or Amer- 
ica, and silver never returns from the eastern world. 

never the prediction has been made that the markets were to 
be flooded with any other articles than silver, such as cotton or wheat, 
it has creda | been deemed n , if the object was to affect the 
prices, production, or use of those articles,to point out specifically from 
what quarter of the globe the flood might be expected. 

But in respect to silver, there has been a beating of gongs and a 
universal shout of warning to the people to maintain legislative 
dikes against the incoming floods of that metal, whose sources they 
have been unable or unwilling to point out. This Chinese system of 
warfare silver has proved ineffectual, because upon examina- 
tion the masses of the people could not see that any evil would result 
to this country even if the entire stock of German and French silver 
should be sent here. On the contrary, the people believe that a sil- 
ver flood of only that itude could result in no injury whatever, 
but would only serve to revive the s ant industry and commerce 
of the country, like rain upon the parched, thirsty, and sun-cracked 


As no dangerous quantity of silver existed in known localities the 
gold worshipers and bondholders have been obliged to cause it to 
invented or discovered, and in this, as might expected, they 
have not failed. The discovery was 3 made about a year a 
by a reliable e ov correspondent in the distant and inaccessible 
mountain ranges of Pera, which threatened, upon the completion of 
nearly completed tunnels, to pour through them in a deluging stream 
uncounted thousands of millions of that contaminated and contami- 
nating metal. These fabulous deposits were wisely located in such 
remote regions that it was safe to affirm almost anything in respect 
to them, but thus far they have stubbornly refused to leave their 
adamantine sepulchers. 

The stories concerning them were regarded at the outset as absurd 
by all who knew anything of the history of silver mining, and they 
have since been revamped so often that they have 9 to attract 
any attention. 

The Comstock lode, confessedly one of the greatest mineral-bear- 
ing veins ever discovered and in the hands of the most vigorous 

ushing, energetic, ingenious, and enterprising people, has yielded 

ess than $200,000,000 of silver since its discovery twenty years ago. 
During that time exhaustive explorations orn ees made along its 
entire length to a depth of two thousand feet. In view of facts like 
these something more immediately threatening to the value of silver, 
and more plansible than a deluge of that metal from the distant 
mountains of Peru, was needed to frighten the people from restoring 
their ancient money standard. 
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The fundholders of the world who deal in mortgages on past and 
future enterprises instead of inaugurating them, and who are exclu- 
sively engaged in the improvement of the value of debts, and never 
in the improvement of the value of property, fertile in expedients 
have been equal to the occasion. They have developed a new and 
imminent danger described in a startling and bewildering dispatch 
of a recent date to their organs in New York, which I : 

Up sheet 
8 
piping in use and extract a sufficient percentage of silver to 
make the operation largely profitable, and ae have already been made 
to reopen of pe Mec ping of poor ores under the new 
cupellating processes if the bill d pass. 

The process of cupellation applied to lead, as here described, might 
have been important in some remote ages of the world, but it is now 
so dwarfed by improved and more scientific applications of that pro- 
cess as to be of little consequence. 

Cupellation applied to paper in 1869 extracted fifteen hundred 
millions of coin out of paper-currency bonds, and a still later refine- 
ment of the process seeks to transmute seventeen hundred millions of 
coin into gold. 

The cupellators of 1869 made a clear profit of $500,000,000 without 
investing a nr dollar in lead or in any metal or material or mine. 

The ancient alchemists tried to transmute base metalsintogold. The 
cupellators referred to in the dispatch I have read hope to extract 
silver from lead. But by a practical application of their process the 
cupellators of 1869 extracted more coin out of paper than was éver 
yielded by the Comstock lode and Potosi combined. No talk about 
a process of cupellating silver out of lead will divert the people 
of the United States, who have suffered so desply by the double 
process of cupellating coin out of paper and gold out of coin, from 
ascertaining the exact nature of the operation. It may be that when 
its details are thoroughly understood the process may be reversed, 
and made to work in the interest of the masses of the people. When 
the exact nature and result of the process is ex it will not be 
surprising if the name of cupellator shall become as odious as that 
of inflationist and repudiator. 

I have so far considered the rise in the value of gold since 1872 as 
demonstrated and measured by the average fall in the prices of com- 
modities. But the rise in its value, as shown by the fall in the prices 
of land and labor, has been vastly greater and has contributed much 
more powerfully to the business prostration everywhere prevailing. 
Land and labor immeasurably overshadow in magnitude and impor- 
tance the aggregate of mere merchandise that was ever in existence 
at any pe period. Landin all civilized countries is the great basis 
and bulwark of credit, and a general or considerable fall in its price 
has never failed to be ruinous to every commercial and industrial 
interest. It constitutes a great if not a major portion of the 
sions of mankind. Cities are built upon it, and all the dwellings and 
structures of man. All the permanent works of utility for the amel- 
aana the condition of the race are constructed upon and become 
a part of it. 

rom its generous breast all the wants of man must be supplied. 
Land, together with all the permanent structures built upon it, con- 
stitutes what in law is dignified by the name of real estate. A gen- 
eral fall in the prices of real estate would not seem to be possible 
unless caused by an absolute appreciation in the value of the medium 
in which it is measured, except under the blows of great national 
calamities, or except under the influence of one of those mysterious 
cycles of national decadence which at long intervals in the past have 
frowned sn now upon one portion and again upon another of the 
civilized worl 

Adam Smith, if not the founder of the modern science of political 
economy, was at least one of its greatest exponents. In treating of 
labor, he said: 

Labor is the real measure of the exchangeable value of all commodities. 


This view he maintained with the most conclusive arguments, and 
the same view is maintained by all reputable economical writers 
whose works are either read or remembered. 

Testing the value of gold by these t measures, labor and real 
estate, what results do we find? Details need not be given. I hazard 
poaa in saying that under this crucial comparison it will be found 
that gold has very nearly if not quite doubled in value within the last 
five years. The most careless observer cannot fail to discover the gen- 
eral correctness of this statement, and the most careful scrutiny in 
every locality will confirm it. The universal experience of those who 
have real estate or labor to dispose of will attest its truth. The reason 
of this greater fall in the prices of Jand and labor than in commodities 
in general use is not difficult to discover. 

If the articles given in the tables of the New York Public, which 
show an average fall in price of 19 per cent., are divided into two 

ups, it will be found that the group consisting of breadstuffs, 
utter, and cheese, provisions and tobacco, and molasses, and 
tea and coffee, all of them under the habits of the people of the 
United States being articles of necessary consumption, fell in price 
only 13 per cent., while the other group, consisting of raw material 
for manufacture, coal, iron, cotton, leather, and wool, fell in price 
26 per cent, 

The inevitable consequences of a rise in the value of money, or in 

other words of generally falling prices, are stagnation of industry, 


decreased amount of employment, and shrunken wages. The luxu- 
ries of the rich and the comforts of the middle classes are at such 
times largely curtailed and in many instances cut off altogether, but 
the wage classes, even when they earn more than the needs of sub- 
sistence, rarely indulge in superfluities or extravagance in living. 
For the purpose of getting ahead in the world they pinch and save and 
live in most frugal manner consistent with health and strength. 

Hence during a period of falling prices the demand for the actual 
necessaries is impaired the least, and the demand for things not in 
exigent requisition is impaired the most. Changes in the prices of 
necessaries and luxuries, respectively, must be in correspondence with 
the changes in the demands for them. A constantly increasing pro- 
portion of the aggregate earnings of labor and capital must be appro- 
priated to the actual necessities of subsistence, and consequently 
the fall in their prices will be the least. 

The aggregate of wages will be largely reduced because there will 
be no incentive to the employment of labor beyond that decreasing 
amount required to produce the necessaries of life and to produce also 
such a supply of comforts and luxuries as will suffice for the few who 
may still be able to indulge in them; the profits of both these kinds of 
8 will be reduced to the lowest point consistent with their 

ing maintained at all. It is easy to perceive that a long- continued 
rise in the value of money and fall in general prices would destroy all 
credit, and that the resulting sufferings of the people would finally 
drive them to seek relief in a direct exchange of commodities. The 

rice of the raw material which enters into all kinds of manufacture 

Us in a greater ratio than do the necessaries of life, because the 
manufactured article can be dispensed with, while the coarse food 
essential to the existence of the laborer is indispensable. 

The tables of The Public do not give the prices of luxuries at dif- 
ferent periods, nor have I been able to find them elsewhere in reliable 
form. Nor do I deem it e to furnish them in order to illus- 
trate what is so familiar. The of prices is, of course, greatest in 
those articles for which there is the greatest decrease in the deman 
and all experience shows that the depressing effect upon the prices o 
property of an increasing value in money first in point of time 
and greatest in degree on luxuries. 

The wage classes lose half their accustomed earnings through a re- 
duction of their wages, and more especially through unsteady em- 
ployment and lack of employment altogether. This is not compen- 
sated by a corresponding fall in the prices of what feeds them. On 
the other hand such consumers of luxuries as are still able to com- 
mand them find a large offset to the diminution of their incomes in 
the very proas fall in the prices of what they buy. 3 

These obvious principles furnish an easy explanation of the present 
depressed condition of labor and real estate. Very little is being 
produced, especially in manufacturing industry, except what is ur- 
gently needed, and therefore sure of a market. As production declines 
wages decline, and, what is even more disastrous, employment becomes 
intermittent and precarious. The aggregate of a rer’s annual 
earnings depends quite as much upon the constancy of his employ- 
ment—the number of days in the year that he can get employment— 
as upon the rate of his wages when he is fortunate enough to find 
work to do, 

In respect to real estate, nothing is salable except what is actually 
and immediately wanted. Houses to the extent that occupants are 
ready to pay rent for them, and stores and warehouses within the 
limits of the restricted and still diminishing demand, will command 
a price, although a low one. But with the spirit of enterprise crushed 
out as it is now, by the striking down at a blow of one-half of the 
metallic currency of the world, by the absolute shrinkage in this 
country of accepted paper currencies, and by the still greater shrink- 
age of such currencies relatively to advancing population and com- 
merce, property having merely prospective value has ceased to be re- 
garded as property at all. Itis wholly unavailable, and when forced 
to the auction-block sells for little more than the value of the pipe 
on which conveyances of it are written. Unimproved lots in growing 
cities, undeveloped mines and water-powers, buildings for the mo- 
ment unoccupied, agricultural lands beyond the immediate demand, 
are all in thiscategory. Unless under exceptionable conditions, they 
are entirely unavailable as security for loans, 

Money is the oxygen of exchange, and when through a decrease in 
quantity it is rising in value, commerce and industry become asphyx- 
iated. The business of the world is now writhing and stifling under 
the exhausted receiver of a standard shrinking and shrunken to the 
constantly appreciating metal gold alone. 

Savings-banks, trust companies, and insurance companies are 
tumbling into ruin every day in all parts of the country. Inthe 
great majority of cases the real-estate securities, now sinking in 
value on their hands, were judiciously selected. Their mortgages 
are weak, not because they were dishonestly or unwisely taken, but 
because prices have been struck down by legislation impossible to 
have been foreseen and guarded against. The condition existing 
everywhere is faithfully described in the following language of the 
bank and insurance commissioner of Maine. Reporting January 2 
1878, upon a large ties ACi in Bangor, which was being pressed 
by its depositors, he said: 

Depositors must be aware that a forced sale of the assets, especially real 
at this time, when depression rests so heavily upon this class of property, woul: 
result injuriously to their interest and induce additional and needless loss. No 


1878. 


one can place his real estate upon the market at the present and get much above 
one-half of its actual value. 

Mr. A. J. Warner, of Ohio, in a collection of able essays lately pub- 
lished, predicts that if the gold policy is persisted in prices of prop- 
erty will fall to one-third of the valuation of 1874, and in reference 
to present prices adds: 

No small bap of the rty of the country has already fallen to that level, and 
notably tools and ery designed for reproduction. 

The fall in real estate is hardly greater in cities where it has been 
the subject of speculation, or in the newer and more heavily indebted 
sections of the country, than itis in the most staid and wealthy 
regions. For example, the blue-grass regions in Kentucky, where 
speculation in lands and mortgages upon lands are least known, have 
not escaped the general collapse. A recent number of the se PY 
(Kentucky) Press says, that at no time in twenty-five years has Jand 
in that section been so low, and that farms heretofore selling at from 
$100 to $150 per acre, will not now command more than from $60 to 
$90. 


From every city in the Union, from Galveston to Bangor and from 
New York to San Francisco, we have but one report. Of San Fran- 
cisco, where business has always been done on a coin basis, I can speak 
from personal knowledge. Outside property in all the cities has 
8 to be a basis of credit, while inside property is dull of sale and 
has very largely decreased in price. 3 

The columns of the local newspapers are filled with notices of fore- 
closures of mortgages and of sheriffs’ sales. More Ey rty is being 
sacrificed for taxes than was eyer before known in the history of this 


country. 

The fall that has taken place in the price of real estate under the 
menace and approach of gold payments is not confined to the United 
States. 

Wherever the gold standard has been or is being established, a 
similar depression prevails, . 

In the London Economist of December 22, 1877, its regular Vienna 
correspondent, writing four days previously in respect to affairs in 
Germany, says: 

Not even the news from Plevna and Paris has 
The stagnation of business still continues. Landed ing to feel 
the consequences of the crisis severely. It is said that in Berlin seventeen thou- 
sand to eighteen thousand private apartments are to be let. This statement may 
Compete Tap SI gg a 

culty. > 
2 . salo of their property takes place the produce the sale often 
realizes less than the mortgage. 

The Pomeranian . in Coslin has been 8 to an estate 
at the price of 300,000 marks, mortgaged to the amount of 1,200,000 marks. Sev- 
eral similar cases have occurred, and as the German mortgage banks have about 
650,000,000 marks in circulation, a crisis is generally feared. 

The fall in the wages of labor, measured in gold, has extended to 
every part of the western world and over all fields of industry. It 
has been greatest, as always at periods of stagnation, in the wages of 
unskilled labor, but has been great in all employments. It is scarcely 
an exaggeration to say that av wages, measured in gold, have 
fallen one-half since 1872-73. It is certainly no exaggeration to sa 
that the receipts of the wage classes have diminished to a muc. 

ter extent, if to the fall in wages are added the losses from en- 
orced idleness. The particular class of employés on the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad who commenced the disturbances of last summer 
did not complain so much of the reduction of their Ray: They prob- 
ably would not have risen in riotous assemblage if their employment 
been constant. The number of daysin the month they were un- 
employed was to them amuch more 8 burden. This reduction 
of employment is not confined to railroads, but extends to every in- 
dustrial department. 

The most deplorable accounts of the condition of labor in England 
and Germany reach us constantly. In Berlin revolutionary outbreaks 
have been kept down only by the bayonet and the breech-loader. 
In England large groups of laborers are on the verge of starvation, 
and that catastrophe has thus far been staved off only by straining the 
resources of public and private charity to the utmost. 

In this country the distress of labor, reaching a point never before 
known, has culminated in mobs which have given ominous expression 
to the despair of the people. The Army of the United States, never 
before used for such a pu „has been called upon within a twelve- 
month to perform police duty, to preserve social order, and to protect 
private property, The advocates of the gold policy, conscious appar- 
ently that it will make chronic this condition of things and perma- 
nently demand the same remedy, have insisted that the numbers of 
the Army should not only be kept up but e , not to resist for- 
eign enemies, guard forts, or enforce the laws of the United States, 
but to repress the riotous uprising ofa hungry, naked, freezing, and 
frantic populace. 

The New York Tribune of the7th instant editorially says: 

One of the most terribly significant incidents connected with the loss of the Me- 
tropolis last week was the fact that one hour after the news that the ship had gone 
down arrived in Philadelphia with all the exaggerated horrors of a 
the office of the Messrs. Collins was besieged with hundreds of hunger-bitten, de- 
cent men, begging for the places of the drowned laborers, In this 
been over a thousand applicants at the agency for New South Wales, to be sent out 
as laborers and mechanics on the clipper ship starting this month for Sydney. 

These people represent but a 5 of the t mass of unemplo 
the cities; shan Who 626 nos pers from 9 more than most re- 
spectable reader of the Tribune; honest, industrious, in the of 
cases heads of families, who are out of work, and are ready to go to the other side 


ucel W improvement. 
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e to get work to keep their wives and children 
from starving. It is useless to re miserable, gaunt fact, which stares us 


and the 9 which offers now as 
cities is farming. How the 8 mechanics 


and ve been greatly 
helped by the mild weather. But in three weeks will open, and what is 


tangible hl. “Are they all ch. cink: Gown POERA Ny fut CNAS and poapers? 
e he e; wn Lt 

Or, in case of arevival of the labor troubles of last July, are we to keep then saa 

eg ready, as then, to join, with terrible effect, the side of disorder, riot, 

an 

This simple description of the deplorable condition to which the 
laboring populations of New Yorkand Philadelphia have been reduced 
has about it a touching pathos which speaks straight to the heart, 
and with a power all the greater that it is but too easily recognized as a 
description of miseries everywhere prevailing. The woes and wretch- 
edness of war have been often portrayed; but have Senators consid- 
ered that their sweep is far narrower than that of the calamities 
which follow contraction and an appreciation in the value of money? 
The fiery pathway of revolution can be trod with less suffering than 
the burning plowshare of falling prices, decaying industries, enforced 
idleness, and destitution of laborers—conditions absolutely insepara- 
ble from contraction. 

The sacrifices of the people of this country in thecivil war have been 
the inspiration of eloquence since it closed, and will continue to be so 
as long as there is a slave to be freed or an imperiled right to be main- 
tained and wherever self-denial and heroism shall be considered hu- 
man virtues. Five hundred thousand of our choicest youth returned . 
from it no more to wives, to mothers, and to children. Others 
without number returned mangled and maimed. The substance of 
the country was consumed in the support of armies, and property 
was destroyed by millions upon the land and upon the sea. But the 
exaltation of the heroic sentiment made it all endurable, and pride 
mingled with and assuaged the grief with which the dead were 
mourned. On the one side was attachment to the Union and the be- 
lief that both liberty and country depended upon the struggle. On 
the other side was an e rated and, as I think, misdirected but 
none the less sincere attachment to local franchises and to long- 
cherished per theories of State sovereignty. 

But all the miseries and all the sacrifices of that war, incaleulable 
as they are, were small in comparison with the miseries. and sacri- 
fices inflicted upon the country since the war by the contraction of 
the currency and its inevitable results, the increased pressure of debts 
and the shrunken incomes of laborers. No exaltation of heroic senti- 
ment and pride aids in sustaining these later and greater sacrifices. 

Those whose husbands, fathers, and sons sink in the struggle with 
grim poverty or wander outcasts and tramps over the face of the 
earth have blow softened to them by noreflected luster of heroic 
deeds, Those whose accumulations, large or small, are swept away 
by mortgages insidiously swollen in mag ee by an appreciation 
in the value of money, are not consoled by the proud thought that 
their property has been a contribution to sustain the existence of the 
Government or the liberties of the country, or that they have been 
reduced to beggary in order that the nation might live. 

Have Senators considered the true significance of a reduction of the 
money incomes of the wage-earning classes by one-half? Have they 
sounded the . ? Have they gauged the proportions of acalamity 
like that? With all the mitigations of which it admits it is a pr 
tracted and corroding misery. The money cost of the things which 
workmen buy may be reduced, but not at all in proportion to the re- 
duction in their incomes. There is no reduction, however, in individual 
debts, nor in that enormous mass of public debts, national, State, 
county, municipal, the burden of which rests largely npon the always 
overloaded back of labor. When this Government pledges its credit 
the property in existence bears but a small of the burden of its 
redemption, compared with the portion which must be exacted from 
the future earnings of the people. The interest on the mortgage is 
paid not in money drawn from hoards, but from the annual produc- 
tions of the country. $ 

Let prices range as they may, interest and principal must be paid 
in the full number of dollars promised, without reference to their 
value. The lower prices fall, the ter will be the proportion of 
annual productions required to make payment, and the less will be 
the proportion which is left to reimburse capital and labor. In a di- 
vision of losses between these it is always capital which escapes with 
a minimum. 

The annual interest on public debts in this country is not far from 
$200,000,000—a vast amount to be taken out of the current earnings of 
the people. To double the weight of this obligation by doubling the 
value of money, and reducing money wages one-half, is to render a 
burden, already great, well-nigh insupportable. 

It is a comparatively small portion of the people of this or any 
other orang that obtain the gold and silver with which debts must 
be paid by delving in the mines. The vast majority work for gold 
and silver, not in the mineral regions but in the rice, tobacco, wheat 
and corn fields; at the anvil, forge, and lathe; in the seams of coal 
and iron; and in ships on the seas. The debt-paying power of the 
country is measured by the amounts of gold and silver for which the 
products of these and all other industries can be exchanged. This 
gauge measures the valueof money. These scales weigh the burden 
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of debt. It is only because the money function has been conferred 
on gold and silver, and that debts are expressed and solvable in them, 
that it becomes so transcendently important that their production 
should increase with the increasing population and money demands 
of the world. 

It is because of this, that any effort to deprive gold or silver, or 
any portion of either, of the debt-paying function, without fur- 
nishing something to take its place, is treason to the human race. 
Measured against the consequences of that treason, the disappoint- 
ment of what are called, whether bok Hn joke or not I am unable to 
say, “the honest expectations of itors,” public or private, sinks 
into utter nothingness. As commodities, whether in production, use, 
or amount of existing stocks, gold and silver are utterly insignificant 
factors in the world’s economy—the least useful and eee of all 
the metals. Stripped of the money function vested in them by legisla- 
tion, there are probably no two commodities whose entire destruction 
would interfere less with the happiness of the human race. How com- 
paratively insignificant the labor employed in their production is 
will appear from a single reflection. The aggregate annual produc- 
tion of both metals does not exceed $200,000,000, while the annual 
productions of this country alone, as measured in them, amounts to 
thousands of millions of dollars, and of the whole world to a sum 
too vast to be appreciated. In view of these facts it needs no close 
calculation to reveal the enormity of the crime of striking down any 
portion of the money metals upon whose volume depends the debt- 
paying capacity of individuals as well as of nations. If the money 
of this country be computed at $700,000,000, an addition of 10 per cent. 
to its value would be a 5 of 870,000,000 to the rs of 
money, and a gratuity of 10 per cent. to the creditors of the country 
on all debts due them. On the other hand, the property of the 
country, which is estimated at $40,000,000,000, would be valued at 
$4,000,000,000 less than before; and to that extent the credit of its 
owners and their ability to pay debts would be curtailed, to say noth- 
ing of its paralyzing effect upon industry and commerce, 

This is a direct premium to those who are engaged in swapping dol- 
lars and a ruinous tax upon those who are engaged in earning them. 
The effect of a diminution of the value of the metallic money of the 
world by striking down any portion of it may be illustrated by the 
dealings in the stock of an reat ae hgese nace re 0 as (say) Pacific 
Mail Company, whose capital stock is represented by two hundred 
thousand shares. Suppose that sales to deliver to a very large 
amount had been made on this basis, would it not be considered a 
bald robbery on biel ag of those who held the agreements for the 
delivery of the to procure the passage of laws to reduce the 
number of the shares by one-half, or by any other amount, without a 
co: nding reduction of the number of shares to be delivered? 
Would not those who had made promises to deliver shares be justified 
in renouncing and 8 their contracts, unless such corre- 
sponding reduction were made 

There can be but one answer tothis. Is asimilarj e with money 
any the less a robbery? It cannot be controve that whoever 
is in debt has, in the lan of the stock exchange, sold money 
“short.” In the first oP case parties had agreed to deliver in 
the future that of which they were not then in ion, to wit, 
shares of stock. In the second case they have agreed to deliver in 
the future that of which they are not in present ion, to wit, 
money. The distinction between the two cases is in the thing to be 
delivered, and not in the underlying principle. If half the money 
upon which the promisors have recourse for the fulfillment of their 
obligations were stricken down by legislation, would it contain less 
of the in ients of rascality than in the other case? And if the 
sufferers should make vigorous efforts to resist the operations would 
they merit the epithets of lunatics, swindlers, and repudiators ? 

ould not the epithet of swindler be more justly applicable to the 
other party ? 

The one of the Comstock lode yields in value about one half gold 
and one-half silver. If some evil spirit could by ic and incan- 
tation eliminate either all the gold or all the silver, the miner would 
have to extract and reduce double the quantity of ore in order to ob- 
tain the same results as before. It may not be so obvious, but it is 
just as certainly true that if by charms and wiles silver should be 
eliminated from the money metals of the world, one-half of the money 
pe and Lene Pay DE capacity of every species of industry would 

destroyed. 

The Aeh briefly summed up shows that while silver has fallen 
since 1872~73, about 10 per cent. as measured in gold, commercial 
commodities measured in the same way have fallen twice 10 per cent. ; 
and that w and real estate have fallen perhaps one-half in all 
countries which use the gold standard, or in which paper currencies 
are referred to gold and regulated by it. In other words the pur- 
chasing power of silver although impaired by demonetization has 
risen 10 r cent. in relation to commodities and 90 per cent. in rela- 
tion to land and labor. There is not a town or city in Europe or 
America where a given number of Mexican silver dollars, or of United 
States silver dollars, if their coinage were permitted, would not to- 
day buy more houses, more stores, more of general commodities, and 
more labor than they would have bought in 1872-73, 

In 1872~73 silver and gold prices in the western world were iden- 
tical. Now silver prices are ascertained by adding 10 per cent. to 
current gold prices. Making this simple calculation we find that 


in Lesa the entire mass of articles exported from England 
£18,385,000 in silver would go as far in 1877 as £21,355,000 of the 
same metal in 1872. We find that $75.90 in silver would buy as much 
at wholesale of the leading articles of commerce in the city of New 
York, May 1, 1876, as $85 in silver would buy May 1, 1872. We find 
that an average ton of iron and steel of all kinds, raw and manufact- 
ured, which in 1872~73, would command in England $61.84 in silver 
will now command only $46.57; and that a ton of coal which would 
then command $5.05 in silver will now command only $2.80. We 
also find that in reference to a large group of commodities, selected 
by the London Economist, the purchasing power of silver rose 23 per 
cent. in London during the four years ending in December, 1877. 

By what facts and arguments, then, is it proven that silver has 
depreciated except in relation to gold? Is not its command over the 
entire range of the objects of human desire greater than it was five 
years ago? Will it not in all markets of Europe and America 
exchange for more and better food, shelter, and clothing, and for more 
comforts and luxuries generally than it would five years ago? Must 
not greater sacrifices in sweat and toil and property be made to obtain 
412} nins of standard silver now than were required to obtain either 

old or silver dollar when silver was demonetized ? 

the face of these patent and accumulated facts, itis still claimed 
that silver has depreciated to such a de that it would be dis- 
honest to pay debts in it, even if it would legally discharge them. 
An eminent jurist once said of a certain legal proposition that he 
could not conceive of a human mind so constituted as to entertain it. 
I am equally incompetent to conceive of a human mind so constituted 
as not to see that silver has appreciated rather than fallen in value, 
and Se gala has been so enormously enhanced in value that to 
gratuitously require debts to be paid in it is either the most gigantic 
. or the most gigantic fraud of all the ages. 

President, in the remarks which I have had the honor of sub- 
mitting to-day, I have endeavored to demonstrate that silver has not 
5 ee in value since its demonetization, and that the general 
reference to the silver dollar proposed in this bill as a dishonoring 
medium of payment and as a depreciated coin, shows a strange mis- 
apprehension of the facts or a sinister perversion of the truth. Before 
taking my seat, however, I ask the forbearance of the Senate while I 
make brief allusion to matter personal to me and of special interest 
to my State. 

It is certainly not my wont nor agreeable to me to obtrude my pri- 
vate affairs upon the attention of the Senate or the public; but I am 
advised by those whose judgment I hold in high esteem that it ismy 
duty to notice charges persistently and extensively made. It has 
been widely iterated that I have special and individual interests to 
be subserved by remonetizing silver, and that my advocacy of it is 
influenced by sordid and ignoble motive. It is not needed to give my 
constituents assurance that these charges are false. The people who 
honor me with a seat in the Senate have universally treated such 
c with the derisive scorn that slander merits. And whatever 
may be the conflict of opinion on the Pacific coast as to the wisdom 
of my course, I am poe Po aay thas I do not believe there is to be 
found there a reputable man or woman of whatever shade of political 
faith who would asperse me with dishonorable motive. 

Iam not vain enough to suppose that anything relating to me could 
be of the slightest public in except in so far as it might affect 
the character of this high body which it is the universal wish to see 
maintained unsullied. 

I have not been unobservant of the efforts to create a general pub- 
lic impression that in advocating the rehabilitation of silver I am 
controlled by unworthy and sinister motives. Nor am I insensible 
to the labored endeavor to disparage my action by the repetition of 
the statement that I am one of the owners of these fruitful proper- 
ties known as the bonanza mines and that my personal gains would 
be directly and immensely enhanced by the remonetization of silver. 
To this I now proceed to make specific reply. I never had any con- 
siderable interest in the bonanza mines, and the little interest I did 
once have has long since been di of. The fact that I have not 
had connection with productive silver mines since the silver question 
was agitated other than occasional unimportant transactions in stocks 
in San Francisco by my business agent on my account, so inconsider- 
able that I did not keep informed of them, is well known to my con- 
stituents and to all others who have knowledge of my affairs. I do 
own stock in one of the very large number of non-paying mines on 
the Comstock lode. This mine ceased to be eee more than 
three years ago. A vast amount of money has been paid by its stock- 
holders to on the extensive explorations continuously made since 
that time. That it ever will again become a productive mine is a 
matter of only distant hope. I have no investment in productive 
silver mines, and my investments in non- productive silver mines are 
much less extensive than in mines which produce gold exclusively. 
Each and every statement to the contrary I declare here in this pres- 
ence to be utterly and unqualifiedly untrue. I advocate the remone- 
tization of silver because both justice and expediency demand it, and 
because, even if it does not restore a full measure of prosperity, it 
will check the rapidly spreading bankruptcy and poverty which 
threaten to overwhelm the country. 

In the summer of 1876 a law was passed here to substitute $50,000,000 
of subsidiary silver coins for the fractional paper currency. The direct 
effect of that law was to make the Goycrnment a large purchaser of 
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silver bullion and consequently to maintain or advance its price. Had 
I no other motive in advocating the restoration of silver than that its 
value might be enhanced, I should certainly have supported that law. 
I voted against it because I believed, as I then stated, that 

This sort of a scheme will in no wise relieve the wants of the country or remove 
the pall of doubt and uncertainty which now hangs over it, and causes complete 
stagnation and paralysis in every industrial 1 

We have had within twelve months three several accounts from the 
same newspaper press relative to the attitude of the principal owners 
of the bonanza mines on the question of 55 The 
first, and this was the report ebe in, was that they were 
in favor of it aud, without specifically stating how, that they were 
corruptly promoting it by every means in their power. Second, that 
they were opposed to it. This second report hardly had time to be 
echoed and re-echoed between New York and San Francisco before 
the press in the first-named city revived the original account, and this 
time with the addition that they had raised a fund of $500,000, to be 
corruptly placed and corruptly used. 

Al me I am personally acquainted with the gentlemen referred 
to and with all others on the Pacifie coast who are largely interested 
in productive silver mines, I have no knowledge other than such as 
comes to me through public ramor what their views and wishes on 
the silver question really are. I have not at any time held communi- 
cation with them, either collectively or individually, personally or 
through correspondence or otherwise on this subject. 

Of the four gentlemen composing what is known as the bonanza 


“firm, I believe, although I have no authority for stating it, that the 


two who have personally devoted all the years of their manhood to 

ld and silver mining are in favor of the remonetization of silver. 
They know by long practical experience the impossibility of flooding 
the world with cheap silver. The other two who have always been 
engaged in business parsuits in San Francisco and have never been 
themselves practically engaged in mining, I believe to be opposed to 
the remonetization of silver. Whatever their views may be, I be- 
lieve them to be honestly entertained. 

The statement that $500,000 or any othersum has been contributed 
by the bonanza owners or by anybody else to procure the remone- 
tization of silver, is, in my belief, without foundation, and was so 
known to be by those who uttered it. The charge that venal com- 
binations have been formed and mony i for such pee by 
those interested in silver mining would imply idiocy on the part of 
the mine-owners, if it be true, as is maintained by a majority of 
those who make the shade, that the remonetization of silver would 
tend inevitably to depreciate its value. I know of no money raised 
for such purpose, and it is my unhesitating belief that none has been 
furnished or attempted to be furnished for such purpose. I know 
that the State which I have the honor to represent in part upon this 
floor is too patriotic and high spirited to support ay measure, how- 
ever advantageous to itself, which would be prejudicial to the gen- 
eral interests, or to indorse its representatives in doing so. 

But denying as I dothat Iam personally interested in the remoneti- 
zation of silver, I wish to have it distinctly understood that I do not 
even by implication admit that my ngn to legislate on the subject 
would be lost or in po way impaired if the reverse were true. A fas- 
tidiousness of this delicate order would be more nice than wise, It has 
never been required of any one here except the alleged owners of silver 
mines. Has it ever been regarded as dishonorable for legislators, who 
may have personal interests in iron, copper, lead, and salt mines, in 
cotton factories, or in any other manufacturing industry, or in wool- 
growing, to vote for or against tariffs and other laws directly affect- 
ing those interests? Has this gauzy virtue restrained owners of stock 
in national banks from a controlling numbers for laws directly 
benefiting those institutions? Has the metropolitan press demanded 
that persons so interested should abstain from voting here on such 
questions? If such a rule were insisted upon might it not leave one 
or both branches of Congress without a quorum ? ht not the strict 
enforcement of such a rule render necessary the creation of an idle 
and privileged class to legislate for the country ? 

The silver miners of the United States have shirked no duty either 
in peace or war. They demand neither protective legislation nor ex- 
emptions from their full share in the burden of taxes, nor special privi- 
leges of any kind; but they have special interests in the production 
of silver, and it is a task equally easy and grateful to me to vindicate 
them. They are engaged in a lawful and honest industry, and who 


‘between the two oceans are better entitled to fair treatment than 


they? 

The ple of Nevada do not shrink from any comparisons to 
which they can be subjected. It was because they were known to be 
loyal and patriotic that Nevada was admitted as a State into the 
Union. It was admitted during the crisis of the civil war, as an added 
bulwark to the defense and liberty of the country. If their numbers 
were and are few they have maintained eee efficiently 
protected life and property, liberally endowed institutions of educa- 
tion and beneficence, and have so well ordered their finances that 
their governor has been recently urged to convene the Legislature in 
extra session to reduce taxes in order to prevent the accumulation of 
an inconvenient surplus in the treasury. 

Iam ready to meet here and everywhere any comparison between 
the vague, shadowy, and unsubstantial after-born expectations and 
understandings of the holders of bonds promising coin that they 
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shall be paid in gold. as against the equitable and lawful claim of 
my constituents that one of the money metals of the Constitution 
shall not be stricken down after they have crossed a continent to ex- 
plore for it and devoted their lives and fortunes to its development 
and production. I confront the charge that they seek an unjust addi- 
tion of 10 per cent. to the value of silver by its remonetization with 
the demand that the robbery of 10 por cent. of their just earnings by 
its demonetization shall no longer be persisted in. When they em- 
barked in the business of silver mining they had every right to ex- 
pect and understand that it would continue to be money, as it had 
always been as far back as history or tradition goes. They had no 
reason to believe that it would be denied the money function to which 
it had been consecrated by the unwritten law of all the ages, and to 
which it was dedicated by the Constitution of the United States. 

Have the recently formed expectations of bondholders to be paid in 
gold any foundation either in equity or antiquity comparable to the 
right of the miner of the Pacific coast to expect that silver would 
continue to enjoy its ancient franchise of coinage? 

The bondholders have invested their money upon a contract em- 
bodied in a law, which was constructive notice to them of its terms. 
Direct notice was also given them by the law itself being referred to 
on the face of each bond, together with the terms on which they are 
by that law made payable. The bondholders’ right to a faithf eper- 
formance of this contract is as earnestly insisted upon by the advo- 
cates of this bill as by its opponents. The miners have not only in- 
vested their money, bit have risked health and life upon the faith of 
then existing law, which was a solemn pledge to them that the pre- 
cious metals were both to continue to be used as money. The bond- 
holder asks that laws shall be continued in force which were enacted 
after his contract was made, and which changed its terms to his ad- 
vantage and to the disadvantage of the nation, and especially of the 
silver miner, whose industry it threatens todestroy. The miner asks 
that the Constitution shall be observed, and that the law under which 
his industry was organized and upon which it was founded shall be 
restored. ‘These two demands are incompatible with each other. To 
the impartial judgment of the American people the miner submits 
their comparative equity. The prizes in mining are few, the failures 
many, but there is always hope enough to inspire continued effort ; 
there is always doubt enough to check undue expansion. A compar- 
atively small number have reached the plane of success, while many 
have fainted and fallen by the way. Shall those who are now hope- 
1 be punished for the successes of the few? No braver or 
hardier men ever courted fortune by the straightforward road of toil, 
sacrifice, and privation. 

President Lincoln, in one of his messages to Con, , declared them 
worthy not merely of the ordinary protection of law and justice, but 
of “extraordinary ” measures of encouragement. 

The mining Lt ns of this country frown with the most forbidding 
aspectsof nature. In his restless wanderings in search of the precious 
metals the miner sees no stately forests, no smiling lawns nor lus- 
cious fruits to enchant the senses or soothe the mind; but it is in torrid 
valleys and on bare, bleak, and trackless mountains that gold and 
silver are neg 5 and only occasionally found. In this search the 
miner leaves behind him every luxury of life, every convenience of 
comfort, and every necessity cae’ 

The metal which the silver miner seeks to obtain is not as is usual 
in gold mane A yoann from alluvial sands by unskilled toil ; it ean 
only be wrenched from its embraces of adamant by exhausting labor. 
It can only be separated from its baser surroundi ngs by expensive 
machinery and the efforts of patient science. No dollar of gold or 
silver obtained by mining has ever involved the robbing of one man 
by another, but has been Sci won in a struggle between the rude 
forces of nature and the dauntless energy of man, and was an addi- 
tion to the wealth of the human race. My constituents have rights 
as sacred as those of the national creditor. It is my high duty and 
ee to defend them on this floor, and I shall make no apology 

or the ardor and 55 with which I discharge this duty and 
exercise this privilege. 

Does anybedy doubt that the Senators from Massachusetts would 
rise with indignation if anybody should stigmatize as blubber-gam- 
blers, whalebone-speculators, and members of an “oil ring,” the 
bronzed whalemen of Nantucket and New Bedford who, when fortune 
has favored, ne: safely into port the wealth which they have not 
obtained by wrecking railroads or by Seong See stocks or by 

nts and calls and short corners in stocks, but which they have created 

y straggling with the cold, the darkness, the storms, and the erush- 
ing ice-iloes of Arctic seas. And why should I restrain my indigna- 
tion when I hear the stigmatizing epithet of “ bonanza swindlers” 
mk a to my constituents who are to-day toiling in gloomy passages 
under exhausting heats, two thousand feet below the surface of the 
earth, away from the cheering Tight of day, in an industry which is 
believed to pay less profit upon the average than any other known 
to man? I do not shrink from the comparison of the ways and 
methods of the acquisitions of wealth in the mining industry on the 
Pacific coast with the ways and methods of its acquisition anywhere 
on earth, and least of all with the ways and methods of Wall street, 
where these attacks upon my constituents originate. 

Leaving personal and local matters aside, I will conclude with a 
brief reference to the frantic appeals that come to us from certain 
quarters to rally to the rescue of the ancient honor of the Republic, 
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which it is declared is now held aloft by less than a dozen States in 
the Union. It is said that this nation will lose the high position 
which it has maintained for a hundred years in the family of nations 
if the pending bill shall pass. It is said that even the discussion of 
a measure to restore to the country the power to perform its contracts 
in the terms in which they are written has to no inconsiderable 
extent disparaged us in the eyes of the world. 

Whence come the really dangerous assaults upon the good name of 
the nation? Is it not from certain members of Congress who de- 
nounce this bill as a “ pickpocket bill ” and as a scheme to issue clipped 
coins, forgetting that the clippings were stolen from the pockets of 
the people and are now found in the pockets of their creditors? And 
is it not frem the pacing metropolitan and eastern press, which de- 
nounces the supporters of the bill as swindlers and repudiators, and 
declares itself to have the honor of this nation in its special charge! 
By what title does any faction set itself up as being par excellence the 
guardians ef the honor of the country? Sir, that honor can repose 
nowhere so securely as in the keeping and hearts of the people. 
There is its shrine and there alone can it find protection. 

In what manner and by what methods has the New York and east- 
ern press sustained the honor of the nation of which it proclaims itself 
the special guardian? Only by libels upon the character and per- 
sonal motives of every public man who cannot see the justice of 
robbing the Government and people by enhancing the value of the 
money in which debts are to be paid; by open and shameless appeals 
to the President to make a corrupt use of hi patronage, to influence 
votes in Con against the silver bill; by the pretension, as false 
as it is humiliating, that Congress dares not resist the decrees of ur- 
ganized capital. ; 

The New York Tribune of January 7, 1878, said: 

‘The President knows that men can be held true to republican pledges as to finance 
if they know that their truth will mean favor as to appointments. 

Three days later the same paper said: 

The capital of the country is at last and we shall see whether Congress 
Be hyr konyen by is tes toon —— ci 

These newspapers claim to be read largely in Europe, and undoubt- 
edly the newspapers of the commercial cities are the only American 
newspapers read on the other sideof the Atlantic. What impression 
of our people and our public affairs and public men is likely to pre- 
vail in ee which sees only those American newspapers in Which 
the majority in Congress is daily denounced as made up of silver 
swindlers, 5 or lunatics, and in which it is daily repre- 

n 


sented that can be corrupted by the President's patronage 
and intimidated by the threats of o ized capital? at better 
than a roaring farce is it for the editors en in this work of 


defamation to style themselves the peculiar champions of the honor 
of the nation? 

The attempt to persuade the President to use his patronage as a 
corrupting agency seeming to have failed and Con by votes at 
various times and in decisive numbers having exhibited a determi- 
nation to “ fly in the face of the organized capital of the country,” the 
latest movement has been to defame those who could neither be pur- 
chased nor intimidated. No longer invoking the President to bu 
Senators, these gold organs ch that Senators have sought to se 
their votes, and they furnish us with lengthy homilies upon the decay- 

ing morality of this body. The same press that day after day has 
. declared that it was the most urgent duty of the Chief Magistrate to 
trade patronage for votes in favor of what is called honest money 
now shed bitter tears over a story of their own invention, that mem- 
bers of this body have been waiting, watching, hoping, and asking 

o be bribed. The New York Times of the 12th instant . 


It was Joab who said to Amasa: “ Art thou in health, my brother?“ 
and “sohesmotehim * * in the fifth rib.“ The journals from 
which I have quoted seem to have been equally solicitous 5 
the national honor, and while tenderly inquiring as to its health 
deadly stabs like these. 

How would British honor and credit stand in the world’s estimation 
if the London ne rs should combine to represent that the Brit- 
ish Parliament not resist the dictation of organized capital ; that 
the Crown could secure any ee by gifts of commissions to 
offices, and that the members of the Lords and Commons were wait- 
ing and eager to be bribed? How much of the British honor and 
credit would be left if these same newspapers should represent that 
the constituencies in a majority of the boroughs and shires of England 
were as corrupt as their representatives, and were fully in accord with 
them in the passage of laws ran ie and wickedly framed to rob 
creditors iy violate national faith? How much of British honor and 
credit would be left if these same newspapers should urgethe Crown 
to bribe the Lords and Commons with patronage, to pass laws or to 


refuse to pass laws in order that that honor might be protected against 
the knavish instincts and designs of the great mass of the citizens of 
Great Britain. 

But if the British Parliament should refuse to be bribed and, carry- 
ing out the wishes of the people, should enact the laws denounced as 
being dishonest, and if the world should discern that the laws so 
passed, instead of 5 contracts, promoted the fulfillment of their 
strict letter, would British honor then be tarnished? Would it not 
rather be the London press, that had vilified its own people, which 
would receive the brand of public reprobation ? 

In this country the national honor has never been tarnished and 
never has been in danger of being tarnished by those who propose to 
restore the ancient money in which every national bond is on its 
face payable. If the credit of this country is in any danger, it is 
from the charges of the opposing faction that a majority of the citi- 
zens of a majority of the States of this Union are innately dishonest. 

Let the gold press of this country net forget that while power usu- 
ally begets intolerance it always begets resistance. Itis boastfully 
dec that capital is now “organized at last, and that we shall see 
whether Congress will dare to fly in its face.“ How long is it since 
the slaveholders of this country, intoxicated by the long possession of 
absolute sway, declared that cotton was king, and that grass should 

w on the streets of northern cities if its royal prerogatives were 
interfered with? The southern men who hear me know thatit was the 
5 begotten of irresponsible power, the dominating spirit en- 
gendered by slavery, that provoked and precipitated the revolution by 
which it was destroyed. Are the same people who carried that revo- 
lution through fire and blood on the bayonets of three millions of men 
likely to be patient under the taunt that their chosen representatives, 
sitting here under the Dome of this Capitol, dare not fly in the face of 
the organized money-lenders and bondholders of the country ? Thank 
God and the Declaration of Independence and the patient heroism that 
made it a vitalizing forceand the Constitution thatcrystallized it into 
law, the people of this country are furnished with a better method of 
righting wrongs and asserting rights than a resort to arms; and with 
not less resolution and enthusiasm than wars against oppression 
inspire will they in peaceful methods and under the forms of law 
trample under foot any power that seeks through corruption or intim- 
idation to intrench itself in this citadel of their liberties. They will 
see to it that this remains a popu as government in fact as well as in 
name, and despite the craft of the cunning and the wiles of the wicked 
that their representatives in this Capitol register through constitu- 
aa laws their imperial will. [Applause in the galleries and on 

e floor. ] 

Mr. WADLEJGH. Mr. President, I shall add little to the length 
of this able debate and shall confine myself to the measure under dis- 
cussion. It is evident that the opinions of Senators are fixed, but 
the proposed legislation will so seriously affect the general welfare 
that I feel it a duty to express my views upon it. This bill, known 
as the “ Bland bill,” authorizes the coinage of dollars containing 412} 
grains of silver each and makes them a legal tender for all debts 
unless otherwise provided by contract. It grants to the owners of 
silver bullion the right to deposit the same at our Mints, to receive 
corn nestes of deposit therefor, and to take the product thereof when 
coined. ; 

As 412} grains of silver are now worth but ninety cents in gold, 
this bill would give to the silver-bullion owners a profit of 10 per cent. 
It would give to their ninety cents’ worth of silver the paying power 
of one hundred cents’ worth of gold. Who, sir, are to be the recipi- 
ents of this lavish bounty wrung from a toiling, distressed, and im- 
poverished people? The German Empire, with its hundreds of mill- 
ions of demonetized silver, and the millionaires of Nevada, whose 
luxurious extravagance is the wonder of the Old World and the New. 
This bill, as it came from the House, gives Kaiser William the right 
to load our mints with more than two years coinage and to rule eur 
money markets more despotically than he does that of Berlin. 

protest against this p injustice. If by our legislation 
ninety cents in silver is to be made a dollar and debtors forced to 
receive it as such I trust the friends of this bill will give the profits 


le | of the transaction to the tax-payers of the United States. 


But, sir, the advocates of this bill tell us that it gives the silver- 
owner only the same rights of deposit and coinage which the gold- 
owner now enjoys. The answer to that is that it takes one hundred 
cents’ worth of gold to make a dollar but only ninety cents’ worth of 
silver under this bill. Wecomplain not of equality but of inequality 
of the 10 per cent. profit pe to the silver-owner which the gold- 
owner does not receive. ides gold enjoys free and unrestricted 
coinage everywhere and did we not grant it we could get no gold to 
coin. Bnt the coinage of silver is restricted elsewhere, and the pre- 
merir this bill allows to it would deluge us with silver to our 

t loss. 

It is fitting, sir, that a measure which seeks to rob the people of 
this country for the benefit of the most powerful potentate and the 
richest capitalists of the earth should be supported by false pretenses. 
To divert the public gaze from the odious features of bill its 
friends raise the false cry of fraud. In the teeth of history, in the 
face of our own record, we are told that the “dollar of our fathers” 
was demonetized by stealth. 

Sir, that demonetization was not the act of a day nor even of ayear. 
It was discussed not here alone but on both sides the Atlantic. In 
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1865 France, Belgium, Italy, and Switzerland formed the Latin mon- 
etary union (which Greece afterward joined) to fix the amount and 
proportions of silver coinage by each. In 1867, before Nevada began 
to pour out her treasures and when gold was the chief precious metal 
produced in this country the Paris international monetary conference 
recommended by a large majority a single gold standard. In 1868 
Hon. John Sherman introduced here a bill demonetizing silver which 
was reported back by your Committee on Finance with an able re- 
port in its favor urging that gold was most available, best adapted 
for coinage, and mainly the product of our own country. In 1869 
and 1870 the Treasury Department prepared a similar bill and recom- 
mended its passage in a report toCongress. That bill was favorably 
reported by the Finance Committee and passed the Senate on the 
10th of January, 1871, by a vote of 36 to 14. Among those who voted 
for the bill were my honored friends the Senator from Ohio and the 
Senator from Delaware, both of whom now support this bill. 

On the 13th of January, 1871, the bill was printed in the House and 
referred. It was reported back on the 25th of February with a sub- 
stitute, which was recommitted. On the 9th of March, 1871, the bill 
was reintroduced by Hon. W. D. KELLEY, reported from the commit- 
tee by him on the 9th of January, and after discussion recommitted. 
In April, 1872, the bill was again discussed in the House and ably 
advocated by Mr. KELLEY, now one of the most zealous friends of this 
bill, who argued that the fluctuation between gold and silver made 
a double standard impossible. On the 27th of May, 1872, the bill 
passed the House by a vote of 110 to 13. 

In May, 1872, the bill was reported in the Senate by the Commit- 
tee on Finance and, after discussion, passed on the 17th of January, 
1873. It then went to the House, where it passed with amendments, 
and then went to a committee of conference whose report was agreed 
to. It became a law on the 12th of February, 1873. Under that law 
no silver dollar could be coined, and as there were none then in ex- 
istence it entirely demonetized silver. Now, it is claimed by gentle- 
men who were in Congress while for four long years those roports 
and bills were being presented, printed, ee iscussed, and voted 
on, that they knew nothing of what was goingon. Sir, there wasan 
old rule of the common law which forbade men to stultify themselves. 
I commend it to some of the advocates of this bill. 

„Ah!“ some of them plaintively say, “we only complain of the 
Revised Statutes which we swallowed in a lump, and which deprived 
silver dollars of their legal-tender quality.” 

Sir, the distinction between the two acts so piteously complained 
of and so vigorously denounced is purely imaginary and theoretical. 
In 1873 there were no silver dollars, and the act of that year prohib- 
ited their coinage. The Revised Statutes simply provided that a coin 
not in existence, and which could not lawfully be coined, should not be 
alegaltender. Yet, sir, one hearing the sentimental sobbings of hard- 
headed statesmen over the lost “dollar of our fathers” and their lond 
cries of fraud would suppose that in 1873 there were silver dollars 
enough to pay the national debt. The simple truth is, that during 
our whole national existence only 8,045,838 silver dollars have been 
coined, while up to 1874 our OR coinage amounted to $816,905,879. 
Long before 1873 the silver dollars had gone to the melting-pot. The 
legislation of 1873 and 1875 excited no attention nor interest, simply 
because nobody cared about it. Silver was then worth 3 per cent. 
more than gold in our coi and that fact was more potent in ban- 
ishing silver than any legislation could be. This affected weeping, 
wailing, and gnashing of teeth over a purely imagi grievance is 
a piece of grotesque humbuggery which may possibly divert the at- 
tention of the peeple while they are being robbed for the benefit of 
the “ bloated” German Empire and Nevada silver-kings. 

It is true, sir, that this bill will be shorn of some of its most ob- 
ectionable features if the amendment of ‘our committee is adopted. 
That amendment strikes out the silver bullion holders’ right of free 
and unrestricted coinage at 10 per cent. profit and deprives them 
of the power of using their silver as money through certificates of 
deposit on the day it goes to the mint. It requires the purchase of 
silver at the market price by the Government and gives it any profit 
resulting from coinage. It judiciously restricts the amount to be in- 
vested in silver bullion alone at any one time to $5,000,000, and pro- 
vides for a coinage of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than $4,000,000 

r month. These amendments in part justify the claim that the 

nate is the conservative force in our legislation. 

But, sir, while these amendments correct some of the monstrous in- 
justice of this bill they leave it, I fear, dangerously potent for mis- 
chief. It still remains a bill to debase our currency, to rob one class 
to benefit another, to curse business with the uncertainty which leads 
to disaster, to oppress the laborers of the country, hamper our grow- 
ing manufactures and commerce, and to lead us to ultimate financial 
distress and ruin. 

Sir, the friends of this measure have sought to befog this question 
by entangling us in a discussion as to our right to pay the national 
debt in silver. It is true that the law under which United States 
bonds were issued up to 1869 did not state how they should be paid. 
It is therefore true that a statesman with the sharpness of a police- 
court pettifogger, the morals of a thief, and the patriotism of a dem- 
agogue, might advocate the extinguishment of those interest-bearing 
bonds by an enormous ruinous flood of irredeemable promissory notes 
bearing no interest and bringing universal bankruptcy in their train. 
Iam aware that there has been elsewhere a good deal of inco- 


herent talk about the desirability of “absolute money,” mere paper 


or iron or chips or leather, not carrying even a promise, never redeem- 
able in anything, and forced into circulation by law as a legal tender. 
A distinguished statesman made a pilgrimage to New York to persuade 
the voters of that city that pieces of leatherstamped “This isa dollar” 
will restore confidence and prosperity. A distinguished Kentuckian, 
Rev. Petroleum V. Nasby, pirates that idea, and ingrafts upon it the 
free-coinage principle of this bill, so that under his plan every man 
can send his old boot-tops to the Mint and receive them back stamped 
asmoney. This would give the leather-owners 99 instead of 10 per 
cent. profit, though doubtless some will contend that boot-top cur- 
rency would rise in value and be as good as gold till the indebted- 
ness of the country was paid. I shall waste no more time upon these 
theories, since it is now generally admitted that only the precious 
metals or their representatives can be lawful money. 

Let me return to the question of how the bonds should be paid. 

In 1869 Congress d that the Government debt should be 
paid in coin, and all the bonds issued since July 14, 1870, have been 
by law and on their face payable in coin of the standard value of 
that date. Hence it is contended with great force that all Govern- 
ment bonds may be paid in dollars containing 4124 grains of silver 
each. I think it probable that a court of law might so decide. Yet 
there are some considerations which may affect the legality of such 
— and certainly have much to do with its justice and expe- 

ency : 

First. When those bonds were issued and negotiated silver dollars 
had practically become obsolete and ceased to exist, and no one sup- 
posed they would ever be used or that any one would ever desire to 
use them for the payment of the national debt. 

Second. Up to within a short period the Government of the United 
States, its agents who put the bonds upon the market, and the brokers 
who sold them, represented that they were payable in gold even when 
silver was the more valuable of the two metals. 

Third. The purchasers of such bonds acted upon such representa- 
tions, and must mainly have been ignorant of the provisions of our 
statutes upon the subject. 

Fourth. The demonetization of silver in 1873, after long discussion, 
contributed somewhat to its depreciation. 

The foregoing |e Aig are statements of well-known historical 
and undispu ts. Now, sir, there is a very wise and just rule of 
law that all contracts are to be construed in the light of surrounding 
circumstances. When these bonds were issued no one could have sup- 

they would ever be paid in a coin of which only about $3,000,000 
ad ever been made, which was more valuable than gold, which had 
ceased to exist, and which in 1873 was demonetized. There is no pre- 
tense that any one intended that the bonds should be paid in silver till 
since this agitation commenced. I ask if it is unjust to our people to 
pay the bonds in that coin in which every one expected and intended 
they should be paid? It seems to me that it is equitable to all par- 
ties to require the fulfillment of their contracts in the way they 
expected and intended to fulfill them, and that it is unjust to demand 
anything more, especially when it is done for the purpose of gaining 
advan from unforeseen eyents. 

There is another wise and just rule of law which seems pertinent to 
this question. It is that a party who in making a sale has the benefit of 
false or incorrect representations made by himself or by others with his 
knowledge and not corrected by him, shall be bound by those repre- 
sentations. Till within afew months, sir, the bonds of this Government 
were bought and sold upon the representations of its highest officials, 
its financial agents, and all bankers and brokers that they would be 
pne princi and interest in gold. In all the debates in Congress 

tween the champions of hard and 1 te money no one sug 
that the bonds would be paid or should be paid in silver. On the one 
side it was contended they should be paid in paper and on the other 
in ae Surely under these cireumstances it is not inequitable to 
hold the Government bound by the representations which it did not 
disown and of which it is now reaping the benefit even if they were 
made withont authority. This is particularly true of the 44 and 4 
per cent. bonds, which could never have been sold as they were as 

yable in silver. They were sold as gold bonds to the amount of 
5,000,000, and this Government which rea the advan of 
those representations and that belief, and neither contradi the 
one nor corrected the other, is being urged by the friends of this bill 
to play the part of Shylock among nations. 

There is, sir, a wise and just rule of equity that no one shall take 
advan of his on wrong. If itis true, ascontended by the friends 
of this bill that Congress by thedemonetizing act of 1873 depreciated 
silver, then it is hardly just to make the innocent bondholders suffer 
from that depreciation. 

It has been attempted, sir, to forward the passage of this bill by 
arousing prejudice against the holders of our national securities. We 
ste poe vaa they are “Shylocks,” “ bloated bond-holders,” “ gold- 

ugs, : 

1 have now no United States bonds and never owned but five hun- 
dred dollars’ worth of them. There were two good reasons for this. 
In the first place I did not have much money to invest, and in the 
second place I did not quite like a security upon which so many 
demagogues were waging war. But in that part of the country from 
which I come the bonds of the Government are mostly in the hands 
of those who can least afford to lose them. They are held by guardians 
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and administrators for widows and orphans; by aged, = ge and 


infirm people who feel incompetent to make more nee invest- 
ments; by national banks, very many of whose stockholders are such 
persons as I have just described, and by savings-banks, trust compa- 
nies, and life-insurance companies, in which are invested the savings 
and earnings of the poor and laboring classes. 

The number of depositors in the savings-banks of my own State 
is 98,683, the amount of their deposits $30,963,047, being an average 
of $314 to each depositor. The number of depositors in the savin, 
banks of New England, New York, and New Jersey is 2,203,272, the 
amount of their deposits $786,183,542, being an average of $357 to 
each depositor. ; 

These people of humble means are the largest holders of bonds in 
this country, and against them bitter epithets are hurled by ranting 
erry Mig because they are unwilling to discount 10 per cent. on 
their bonds for the benefit of the puissant conqueror of nee and 
the silver kings of the Pacific slope, or even for the benefit of the 
consumers of taxed and dutiable luxuries who so largely contribute 
to the national revenue. 

Besides, most of the present holders of these bonds have paid a 
sae premium for them upon the belief that they were payable in 
gold. The national debt is the price of our national existence; with- 
out it our great Republic would ere this have been but the shadow 
of a mighty name. Surely, it ill becomes the sympathizing friends 
or the generous foes of the cause in which that debt was incurred to 
malign the worthy, humble, and industrious classes by whom and for 
whom it is now mainly held. 

But, sir, even if it be right to pay our national debt in silver it is 
inexpedient to do so even in the narrowest view. This can be dem- 
onstrated even to the dullest understanding. When this unfortunate 

itation in Congress began our interest-bearing debt was being rap- 
idly refunded at 4 per cent. This discussion has killed the refunding 
process. The probability that the bonds and the annual interest 
thereon will be paid in silver, the display of bitter hostility toward 
the honest holders of our national securities, and the many symptoms 
of repudiation will prevent our selling in the future any bonds bear- 
ing less than 6 per cent. interest. I doubt whether even 6 per cent. 


bonds can be disposed of if this bill becomes a law. Our interest- 
bearing debt a in coin amounted on the Ist of January last to 
$1,726,933,750, classified as follows: 
Bonds at 6 per cent. $748, 667, 100 
Bonds at 5 per cent. 266, 650 
Bonds at 44 per cent. 200, 000, 000 
Bonds at 4 per cent 000, 000 
G. ĩðͤ 0 T 1. 726, 933, 750 


By paying all this in silver coin worth ninety cents on the dollar we 
shall gain $172,693,375. But we lose annually the difference between 
5 and 6 percent. in silver and 4 per cent. in gold on the bonds (bein 
4 of 1 per cent. on the 5 per cents and 13 per cent. on the 6 per cents 
which amounts annually— 


Ons Gis 6 per e toc. e eases 
On the 5 per centa tot tt tt 3, 514, 333 25 


Making G !; ͥͥ ̃ —T—T—x—— T S 13, 995, 672 65 
Thus we shall lose $14,000,000, in round numbers, in interest every 
ear, Which in twelve years and four months will without reckoning 
interest upon it amount to $172,693,375, our whole gain from paying 
the debt in silver at 10 per cent. discount instead of in gold. Now, 
sir, this debt will not be paid within the next quarter of a century, 
but if it should, our direct net loss by this bill cannot amount even 
then to less than $150,000,000. 

Bat, sir, this bill affects not the bondholders alone. It will cut off 
10 per cent. of the entire indebtedness of the country. Much of that 
indebtedness has been incurred on the basis of paper legal tender, 
which is worth 8 per cent. more than the silver dollar of 412} grains. 
Treasury notes and national-bank bills will if this bill becomes a law 
fall to the level of the coin in which they are redeemable. They are 
now worth 8 per cent. more than the silver dollar, and their holders 
will lose that amount. This legislation will also inflict great hard- 
ship upon all those who have fixed incomes from investments; the 
aged, the widows, the orphans, the laboring classes whose earnings 
are invested in savings-banks. The laborers of the country will be 
the first to suffer because they are compelled by poverty and by the 
superabundance of labor to work constantly for what they can get, 
and the prices of all the necessaries of life will rise sooner than the 
wages of labor. Ex-Governor Straw, of my own State, who is at the 
head of one of the largest manufacturing establishments in this 
country,and whose great ability and sound judgment make his opin- 
ions of much value, estimates the inevitable loss to the laborers of 
his own city, containing cay thirty thousand inhabitants, from the 
passage of this bill at $50,000 per month. Nor will the debtcrs of the 
country realize the benefit they expect. They will generally be obliged 
to pay their present debts with borrowed money, for which they will 
have to pay a much higher rate of interest than they do now. The 
increased rate of interest arising from the debasement of the cur- 
rency will everywhere outweigh any advantage they can gain from 
this legislation, which like the apples of Sodom will turn to ashes 
upon their lips. 

But, sir, there are those who argue, in the teeth of facts, that its 
remonetization here will raise the silver dollar to a par with gold. 
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e Spa to think that its demonetization here in 1873 was the prin- 
cipal cause of its depreciation, They forget that long before 1873 
there were no silver dollars, and that therefore the act of 1873 did 
not inerease the stock of demonetized silver nor much depreciate its 
value. That act had very little to do with the fall of silver. That 
fall was due to well-known causes, all which are now in fall opera- 
tion. They are, first, the demonetization of silver in Germany and 
other countries to the estimated amount of a thousand million dol- 
lars; second, the restriction upon silver coinage in France and the 
other countries of the Latin union; third, the lessened demand for 
silver from China and India; fourth, the hard times and threatened 
fall of silver, which impel the hoarders of coin and the owners of 
plate to part with their stores of that metal; fifth, the decreased de- 
mand for solid silver ware on account of the perfection which the art 
of electroplating has reached ; sixth, the increased production of the 
silver mines. 

It is absurd to suppose that the passage of this bill will carry silver 
to a par with gold while these the principal causes of its deprecia- 
tion exist. Its value may be temporarily enhanced by its ability to 
liquidate debts just as that of iron or leather would be if they were 
made legal tender, but I believe it will soon fall lower than ever. 

The passage of this bill will make this country the silver market 
of the world. The hundreds of millions now demonetized will come 
here in such abundance that it will continue to depreciate, and will 
inflict yet further loss upon our people. 

The proposition of the Senator from Maine to increase the weight 
of the silver dollar to 425 grains would, if adopted, somewhat but not 
materially diminish the evil consequences of this legislation. His 
proposed dollar would be worth to-day less than ninety-two cents and 
eight mills. It could not rise to an equality with gold; it would, in 
my belief, be sure to fall ultimately below its present value. 

Sir, the advocates of this bill ask for its passage chiefly upon the 
ground that they are in favor of a double standard such as will keep 
gold and silver coin in cireulation together so that we can have the 
advantages to be derived from both metals. The provisions of this 
bill give the lie to such professions. I amin favor of a double stand- 
ard if if can be maintained, but the passage of this measure will re- 
sult in driving all the gold from this country and giving us the single 
standard of silver. The cheaper metal will drive away the dearer. 
Two hundred millions of gold now in the country would, without this 
pernicious agitation, ere now have crossed the frail barrier of 14 per 
cent. which separated it from paper currency, and gone into our cir- 
culation to restore hope and confidence and give strength and vigor 
to all business operations. The success of this measure will drive it 
to other enlightened and commercial nations, and leave to us the 
debased and bulky money which nearly every pre ive nation in 
Europe has to coin and which supplies the few and degraded 
wants of the poor and ignorant millions of Russia, China, India, and 
Mexico. Even now there come from all parts of the country com- 
plaints of the burdensome accumulation of subsidiary silver coin 
which refuses to circulate. 

When gold shall have been driven by your votes from the country, 
when hundreds of millions of bulky and depreciated silver coins 
which cannot circulate abroad fill all the channels of business, when 
the legal-tender reserves of the banks consist of silver coins or cer- 
tificates of deposit which can afford little protection against ruinous 
inflation, these complaints will come to our ears in tones of thunder. 
We are told that business interests require the passage of this bill. 
I deny it, The business interests of the country require a stable cur- 
rency ; silver within five years has fluctuated more than 25 per cent. 
They require a currency which will retain and circulate with gold 
coin which the silver dollar will drive at once and forever from our 
shores. They require a currency for t transactions; silver is so 
bulky that it is everywhere only a subsidiary coin or much limited 
in coinage except among the poorest and most ignorant nations of 
the globe. They require a currency which will put themin communi- 
cation with commercial and manufacturing peoples ; silver has either 
been discarded or limited as money by every other commercial and 
manufacturing people, They ask for bread; this bill gives them a 
stone. 

Sir, when Congress came together in October last the business of 
the country was reviving. The rough and toilsome journey to the 
sear aye of specie payments was nearly accomplished. Gold was. 
steadily flowing into the country and was nearly at par with paper. 
The ingenuity and skill of our artisans was rapidly winning for our 
manufactures the markets of the whole world. Supremacy in manu- 
facturing would have given us commercial snpremacy at no distant 
day, and both would have furnished to agriculture new markets and 
in prosperity. This fatal. measure will, unless materially 
amended, compel our people to turn back into the quagmire, just as. 
they are reaching the solid earth. It will force us once more into 
wild inflation, mad speculations, panic, collapse, and rnin. The de- 
lusive rise in prices and the fluctuations of a depreciated currency 
will confine our manufacturers to home markets and our commerce 
will dwindle into insignificance. The great Republic will be dis- 
graced and dishonored in following the example of those odious des- 
pots mno; by debasing their coin, confisca: the property of their 


People. 
Mr. SARGENT, (after a pause.) I think it is very much to be re- 
gretted that the Senators who are so very anxious for the passage of 
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this bill are not here at this early hour of the day to continue the 
debate. I trust we may have a vote on the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, in the 
chair.) The present occupant has just taken the chair, and has in- 
govsa of the Secretary what. the pending question is. It will be 
stated. 

Mr. SARGENT. It seems to me there has been a great deal of pro- 
fession of anxiety for the passage of this bill; and it may have some 
effect on the action of Senators that so few of the friends of the 
measure are present. 

Mr, ALLISON, There having been yesterday an understanding 
that a vote was to be taken upon the bill with the amendments to- 
morrow; I presume that Senators have not expected that any votes 
would be taken to-day. 

Mr. EATON. They ought to be here. 

Mr. SARGENT. They ought to have interest enough in the case 
to stay. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to add, if Senators will allow me, that 
I know of no other Senator who desires to speak upon the bill gen- 
erally. If there are such other Senators, I am not aware of it, and 
therefore—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was about to state that | W. 


he finds upon the list of Senators who are to address the Senate, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.]} 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the Senator from Kansas intends to offer 
some remarks to-morrow upon some of the amendments proposed, but 
does not propose to 8 to the main bill. I now desire to move 
that the bill, with all the pending amendments, be reprinted in bill 
form for use to-morrow. It will be for the convenience of Senators to 
haye all the amendments before them when the voting begins. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa, that the bill and pending amendments be printed 
in bill form. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to submit a few remarks before the voting 
begins upon the bill, in reply to some of the tions that have 
been made. I will go on now if Senators prefer, or wait until to- 
morrow if such is the wish of the Senate. - 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I think it would be hardly proper that the Sen- 
ator who has chargo of the bill should be required to address the 
Senate at this late hour. I will move, therefore, that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. SARGENT. Before tħe Senator makes his motion, which, of 
course, cuts off debate, I should like to say a word. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SARGENT. Itisnow only half-past threeo’clock. The Senate 
has good-naturedly agreed that to-morrow at the conclusion of the de- 
bate, which, I suppose, will run for some time, it will act upon the bill 
and the amendments. Each amendment, of course, will be explained 
more or less by the Senator offering it, and paper combated by 
others who think it ought not to be adopted. I fear very much that 
we may be kept here until daylight from to-morrow night, and I very 
much prefer that any remarks which can be made, to save time to- 
morrow and to-morrow night, shall be made this afternoon. It seems 
to me it is proper it should be so. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD. I have just said that I thought it was hardly 
fair that the Senator who has charge of the bill should be required 
to speak at this late hour of the day. 

Mr. SARGENT. Would it be more fair for the Senator who has 
charge of the bill to speak on Saturday morning, say at half-past 
three o’clock? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD.. If the Senator from California thinks my re- 
quest is improper, of course he will vote against the motion to go 
into executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa insist 
upon his motion ? 

KIRKWOOD. I renew my motion to go into exectitive ses- 


sion. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SARGENT. I shall defer entirely to the wishes of the Senator 
from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON.) If he desires not to speak now, I will 
not insist upon the call for the yeas and nays, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator will understand that a 
motion to go into executive session is not debatable. 


Mr. SARGENT, This colloquy is proceeding by unanimous oon- 
sent. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from California will allow me a 


moment, I will state that I am entirely willing to go on to-night if 
it is thought necessary in order to make progress with the bill. I do 
not know that I shall occupy a great deal of time in the morning. If 
Senators prefer to go on with this bill to-night, when it is the under- 
standing that we shall finish it to-morrow, I will proceed now with 
what I have to say, and, if I can, complete my remarks to-night. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Iowa will be allowed to 
make his remarks upon the bill to-morrow after the morning hour. 

Mr. TELLER and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from California 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 


Senator from Iowa [Mr. KIRKWOOD] 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAINE. I move that the amendment, of which I Bare notice, 
in me nature of a substitute to the bill under consideration, be 
printed. ö 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After one hour and twenty-two minutes spent in executive session, 
the Het were reopened and (at five o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. 


the Senate proceed to the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 14, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal was read. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I rise to correct the Journal. According to the 
reading of the Journal, it appears that my coll e, Mr. BLACK- 
BURN, who is not now in his seat, reported from the Committee on 


the Judiciary a bill to establish a permanent form of government for 
the District of Columbia. It should read that he reported it from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be corrected. 

The Journal, as corrected, was then approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SymMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate requested the return of the bill (S. 
No. 701) to provide for holding the terms of the United States district 
court for the southwestern division of Iowa at Burlington, in said 
division. 

RAUNA CAMPBELL. 

Mr. VEEDER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3260) granting a pension to Rauna Campbell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DRY-DOCK AT LEAGUE ISLAND STATION. 


Mr. FREEMAN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and the same are hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of erecting a dry-dock at League Island 
station, Philadelphia, and to report by bill or otherwise. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to make a personal expla- 
nation. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Gipson] making a personal explanation? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr.GIBSON. I was absent yesterday until toward the close of 
the debate in which references were made to the Louisiana delegation 
in connection with the electoral count and the installation of Presi- 
dent Hayes. My E e 2g [Mr. . the opportunity to 
deny any participation for himself and his colleagues in any transac- 
tions repugnant to their individual honor or their allegiance to the 
national democratic party or to their duty to the honor and welfare 
of the State or of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I differed with many of my assotiates as to the course 
we should adopt with regard to the electoral count. Some of 
warmest and most esteemed friends persisted in filibustering, and 
give them credit for having acted from conscientious motives of duty 
to themselves and the country. For myself, from the moment the 
committee charged with the consideration and settlement of this great 
controversy brought their plan before us, I determined to abide by it. 
I felt in the first place, that such men as THURMAN and BAYARD, 
Payne of Ohio, and Hunton of Virginia, not to mention others, were 
entitled to the confidence of the party and of the country. I felt it 
was more Sen ae that the great dispute should be settled in ac- 
cordance with law than that either party should triumph. It is the 
part of a wise statesmanship to meet exigencies as they arise and to 
provide promptly, in seasons of intense excitement, for peaceful ad- 
justment. And, sir, I believe subsequent events demonstrated the 
good sense and patriotic firmness of the men who stood by the only 
mode that was discovered by the ablest men of both 1 to ascer- 
tain by legal methods the result of the disputed election. Wo of 
the South had seen enough of tumult and confusion ; we knew revo- 
lution was no cure for disorders. 

Iwas Learned to observe in the pro; of the count that the 
attitude held by most, by nearly all of the Representatives from the 
Southern States was thoroughly appreciated throughout the North 
and that they were warmly sustained by their own constituents. 

I believe it was the part of true statesmanship. This policy awak- 
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ened a retmi of confidence toward the South Mog the thinking 
and edu people of the North that had not existed for a quarter 
ofacentury. Instead of being reckless and extremist, as they imag- 
ined, they saw that we were really men of equal moderation and 
firmness, devoted to the peace, the prosperity, and the honor of our 
whole country. 

Not only was this change perceptible throughout the country, but 
it was 8 in this Chamber. A great advance was made in a 
few months toward, reconciliation and the establishment of pleasant 
and kindly relations between the Representatives of the sections so 
long estranged and lately so hostile. 

President Grant himself showed this feeling toward the close of 
his administration. He declared in language not to be mistaken to 
Mr. Packard (whose pretensions to be governor of Louisiana were 
inclosed by a line of infantry) that the time had come when he could 
no longer uphold a government in the State of Louisiana by Federal 
bayonets; and he did not hesitate to express his purpose sooner or 
later to order the troops from the vicinity of the State-house to the 
barracks. He did in fact convert his letter to Mr. Packard into an 
order to the military commander in that State for his information 
and guidanice. 

The universal sentiment of the country had become antagonistic 
to the further degradation and punishment of the South, and the 
distress and hard times prevailing in the North quickened this ap- 

rehension of the situation and of the necessity, absolute and imme- 
Ante, of restoring self-government to these stricken and impover- 
ished communities. The best markets were closed, and ruin had 
come upon all alike, 

Hence, sir, it will be seen from this survey of the situation that I 
had an abiding confidence in the result; that, let what might come, 
self-government would no longer be denied to the people of Louisi- 
ana. It was impossible that any American could lend himself to the 
cruel design of perpetuating any longer over the people of Louisiana 
a mere mockery of government; a conspiracy backed by troops, and 
unwilling and disgusted troops, against the , the property, the 
morality, the intelligence of the peuple of that State. I had not, 
therefore, any private conference with any of the gentlemen named, 
Messrs. Sherman, and GARFIELD, and others. Had I been invited to 
meet them, or had I met them incidentally, as I believe was the case, 
I would have done as my friends did, conversed with them fully and 
freely on the situation and listened with satisfaction to their individ- 
ual assurances as to the policy of President Hayes. N 

But, sir, I had always heard that President Hayes was a gentleman 
of the highest character. I placed confidence in the terms of his letter 
of acceptance. I was still more gratified when I read his inaugural 
address, breathing the broadest patriotism and the noblest senti- 
ments. Not a doubt was left upon my mind when I saw he had 
called to the chief place in his Cabinet a distinguished citizen of New 
York whose voice had been as emphatic and eloquent in condemna- 
tion of the excesses of military domination in Louisiana as even that 
i al standard-bearer of the democratic party himself, Samuel J. 

en. 


The letter of acceptance, the inaugural address, the constitution of | h 


Mr. Hayes’s Cabinet, gave assurances to the southern people above 
any guarantees that might be given by individuals that they should 
be secure in the Union in the enjoyment of all their constitutional 
5 and privileges. 

he President saw fit to appoint a commission to visit the State of 
Louisiana. He desired information and advice. Ho selected eminent 
citizens, and they eee to the city of New Orleans. 

Both parties to the controversy were invited to appear before them. 
They gathered information from every source. They saw for them- 
selves what the real facts were. They were republicans, but they 
had no sympathy with wrong-doing or with pretensions that were 
not founded on the 4's of the people. They felt they could not un- 
dertake to advise the ident to uphold any longer a government 
of mere force in which neither the property, the commerce, the in- 
dustry, nor the intelligence of the people had a voice. 

They advised the President that he could, without peril to any 
interest or class, with — safety to all, withdraw the troops from 
the State-house to the barracks, The order was issued for this pur- 
pose, and promptly executed amid the joyous and universal accla- 
mations of the le of all races and conditions. Thereupon the 
Legislature of the State passed certain resolutions, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution indorsing the policy of the President, und pledging co-operation 
with and support of the same. 


lina, to restore local self-governm: tates and and pros- 
perity to the whole country by the return to and rigid following of the wise prin- 
ciples of constitutional government: Therefore, 

ON 1. Be it by 0 
Louisiana in General Assembly convened, That we cordially indorse the policy of 
the President as enunciated in his „and we pledge our hearty co-opera- 
tion, aid, and support in the exeention thereof. 

SEC. 2. That the execution of said policy in Louisiana will prove the source of 
inestimable blessings to her ple, lift up their burdened spirits, heal their 
wounded prosperity, renew their wasted fields, bring happiness to their homes, and 
give to the whole poopie. amen distinction of race or color, a future of progress 
as well moral as materia 


the senate and house of representatives of the State of 


i p N an ese our eee 3 that it 
is an purpose e government o isiana, represent Francis 
T. Nicholls as its executive nih re 10 

1. a econ in good faith the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments 
to the tution of the United States, in letter and spirit. 

Second. The enforcement of the laws rigidly and impartially, to the end that 
violence and crime shall be suppressed and promptly punished, and that peace and 
order prevail, and that the hum laborer upon the soil of Louisiana hout 
poder lapten in the State, of * 5 teed srg Spe full and equal protec of 

e Jaws in person, property, ri and p viege, 

4 To the promotion of kindly relations between the white and the colored 
citizens of the State upon a basis of justice and mutual confidence. 

Fourth. The education of all classes of the people being essential to the preser- 
vation of free institutions, we do declare our solemn purpose tamaintain a system 
of public schools by an equal uniform taxation upon property, as provided in 
the constitution of the State, and which shail secure the education of the children 
of white and colored citizens with equal advantages. 

ifth. msions that have disturbed the State for 
es may be free from 


LOUIS BUSH, 
Speaker 79 575 House of Representatives. 
LOUIS A. WILTZ, 
Lieutenant · Gorernor and President of the Senate, 


FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 


Approved April 20, 1877. 


A tru i 
Will. . Srroxe, 
Secretary of 


Mr. GIBSON, Now this is the only transaction in the State of Lonis- 
jana with which I was acquainted. I know of no compact. I know of 
noagreement. I know of no understanding, express or — 7 lying 
behind or under these resolutions, These resolutions speak for them- 
selves. They show that Governor Nicholls and the Legislature of the 
State pledged themselves to a rigid enforcement and execution of the 
laws. The stability of civil society depends upon this as a condition- 
preta The general results flowing from the establishment of the 

icholls government have fulfilled the just expectation of the people 
of the State and of the country and vindicated the statesmanship of 
the President. Peace and order have prevailed, and no man or set 
of men have uttered a complaint. The colored people have enjoyed 
the completest protection and the freest and fullest enjoyment of 
equal rights and privileges. Every interest has advanced and economy 
in all departments of the government been enforced, while the 
2 of the State has steadily improved and now rests upon a. firm 

asis, 

Not a man among those who lorded it over the people while backed 
by the military forces of the Union has been disturbed for his past 
political conduct. Hundredsof citizens who were arrested upon friv- 
olous pretexts and handcuffed and conducted as felons away from their 
homes and neighborhoods to the distant city of New Orleans, thou- 
sands who have suffered wrongs and outrages at the hands of the in- 
struments of oppression, have buried their resentment in the hopes 
inspired by the new epoch of public tranquillity and 3 There 

as been no persecution. The only complaint is that certain mem- 
bers of the returning board have been arrested for a violation of a 
law of the State, for a misdemeanor under the State jurisdiction, for 
altering and forging a public document. The proceedings in these 
cases, so far as I have been acquainted with them, are in conformity 
with the criminal practice and the laws of the State. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GIBSON. Not now. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to ask a question upon which the gentleman 
is now touching. ; 

Mr. MORRISON. Let him ask his question. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman sustain the prosecutions that have 
been sna are now going on against the members of the returning 
board 
Mr. GIBSON. If there be evidence in possession of tlie officers that 
those men were guilty of a violation of the laws of the State, the 
authorities of the State are right in prosecuting these offenders—in the 
due enforcement of the laws against persons whom they have suffi- 
cient grounds to believe are guilty of crimes and misdemeanors. 

Mr. HALE. Then the gentleman does not disco e them. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the gentleman mean to say he thinks it wrong 
to prosecute violators of law ? : 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman asks me what I think about it, I 
think that the whole N is the greatest outrage that has ever 
occurred in American political history. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Why? 

Mr. HALE. Because I believe it to be a political persecution under 
the guise of a prosecution for an infraction of the law. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have not yielded for the purpose of allowing the 
gentleman to denounce the people of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. HALE. I was only answering the question of the gentleman 
on the other side. 

Mr. GIBSON. Since I have been in this House the gentleman from 
Maine has omitted no occasion, in season and out of season, to de- 
nounce the fore of my State, and thus far I have treated his denun- 
ciations as I shall treat this, with the contempt it merits. Sir, the 
proceedings in the courts are in conformity, as I have said, with the 
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laws of the State. Why, therefore, do gontam complain? I would 


like to know under what clanse of the Constitution or upon what 
grounds it is undertaken to review the proceedings of a State court 
upon this floor? Has the lower branch of Congress the power under 
the Constitution to alter or reverse or to interfere with in any way 
the tribunals of the States! 

Mr. HALE. With the leave of the House I will answer the gentle- 
man when he gets through. 

Mr. GIBSON. Our liberties depend upon keeping separate and dis- 
tinct the different depositories of power, one as a check upon the other, 
each operating in its own sphere. Mr. Speaker, for years past com- 
plaints of violence in Louisiana have been wide-spread ; that the laws 
were not enforced, that crime was not punished, and that property and 
life were not protected. Now, I know that the chief aim of the 
Nicholls government has been and is to bring about a better state of 
things, to restore harmony among all classes of the people, to re-enforce 
the conservative elements, and to punish with a firm hand all male- 
factors. The complaint we now hear is that the laws are being too 
rigidly enforced, that men accused of offenses of an extraordinary 
character should not be held amenable to justice. 

I admit there has been in this regard a complete change, Under 
the radical régime no guilty man was punished, for Government had 
formed an alliance with the vicious elements of society. The only 
people who were punished were the property-holders, the industrial 
and moral classes of the State. 

Mr. LEONARD. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GIBSON. Since Governor Nicholls went into the executive 
chair he has refused to extend the executive shield of clemency over 
criminals, except in rare cases. More men guilty of crime have been 
hung during the few months he has been in office, after fair trial, 
than during the whole ig years of his predecessors. 

Mr. LEONARD. May L ask my colleague a question right here ? 

Mr. GIBSON, Not now. 

Mr. LEONARD. I want to ask just this question—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. GIBSON. There can be no doubt that the proceedings are reg- 
ular and taking their usual course; that the guarantees for the secur- 
ity of property and nal rights are as ample under the jurispru- 
dence and gs opinion of Louisiana as in any State in the Union. 
I confess that human life is not regarded anywhere in the country 
with the sanctity that belongs to it. Sir, if there be any violation of 
the laws, any defects, any mistakes, any irregularities, any improper 
influences, in the proceedings of the lower court, a remedy may be 
had by new trial and by appeal to the higher courts. If there should 
sprees to be any merit in any case, entitling the party convicted to 
clemency, I have no doubt it would be fairly and kindly determined. 
Surely, if it should be manifest that any wrong had been done arem- 
edy would be found for it quite as promptly in Louisiana as in any 
other State; for her magistrates are just, humane, and high-minded, 
and her chief magistrate has again and again declared his purpose to 
see that injustice is done to no one. 

If the leaders of the republican party upon this floor or out of this 
House should, instead of crying out against the officers of the law 
and the courts, intervene, and, following the usual course, apply for 
executive clemency in favor of those of their friends who may be 
convicted, I doubt not but that the ant, patriotic, and ani- 
mous man who is at the head of the State government would give to 
their request a kind and generous consideration, and if it could be 
done without detriment to the general welfare, would accede to it. 
Sir, for one, I would have no fault to find with him if under these 
circumstances he should conclude to do so, for I believe his control- 
ling motive would be a high sense of duty andhonor. But, sir, I can- 
not understand this effort to prejudge the action of the authorities 
and to excite partisan and bitter feelin For myself I have sought 
during my brief political life to contribute all I could to a good un- 
derstanding between the j,cople of the North and South; and I have 
been gratified to observe: better feeling, a kindlier intercourse, a more 
generous disposition spriuging up. 

[Here the hammer fe}!.] 

Mr. LEONARD. I wuld like to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. BEEBE. I objec: to any further proceedings and ask for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Tho Chair desires to lay before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury which he deems—- 

Mr. HALE. The House gave consent to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. GIBSON] to make 8 which he has gone into a 


yuite extended political discussion. I have a right to ask 
[Cries of “ Regular order! “] 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine asks that he be al- 


lowed tomake a porn explanation. 
Mr. SOUTHARD. I object. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Then do not talk about reconciliation. 
Mr. SAYLER. I hope the gentleman from Maine will be allowed 
to proceed. 
Mig SPEAKER. The Chair hopes one gentleman will speak at a 
e. 
Mr. HALE. Will gentlemen hear my request before objecting ? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. = 
Mr. ATKINS. Go on. 


Mr. HALE. As this side has courteously yielded and allowed the 
gentleman from Louisiana to go on, I ask that I may be allowed an 
opportunity to reply to some things he has said, not to tako up much 
time. te 


Mr. SAYLER. I hope that request will be granted. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. 1 object. 

Mr. McMAHON. The gentleman from Maine made his explanation 
PR ' 

Mr. HALE. I will find an opportunity. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House a com- 
munication he thinks of the highest importance from the Secretary 
of the 3 which is a more necessary channel of discussion 
than the one which is again sought to be obtruded upon the House. 

Mr. HALE. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have this communication 


read. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order. ho 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us show the Chair the courtesy of having 
read the communication from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. It is one affecting the finances of the country 
and is a question irrespective of politics or partisanship. 

FALLING OFF OF INTERNAL-REVENUE RECEIPTS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communieation: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 13, 1878. 

Sm: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a communication this da 
received from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue setting out that the interne 
revenue receipts for the current fiscal year, including yesterday, as compared with 
the same — S of the last fiscal year, have suffered a decrease of 64, 909,218.56, 
and suggesting as one cause of this decrease the agitation for the reduction of the 
tax = spirits and tobacco. The attention of Congress is invited to his recom- 
mendations. 

It becomes my duty in this connection to urge Con in anticipation of 
the same . g during the 3 a e of the appro- 
priation to be made for the service of the Government during that year, or an in- 
crease of taxation in such form as Congress may deem best. 


e JOHN SHERMAN, 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


‘Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, February 12, 1878. 

Sm: Itake the liberty of calling your attention to the fact that the internal- 
revenue receipts for the current year, including this day, as com with 
the same period of last fiscal year, have suffered a decrease of $4,969,218.56. ‘This 
decrease commenced in July as a result of the railroad strike and has been greatly 
aggravated since the meeting of Congress by the agitation of the question of re- 
ducing the taxes on spirits and tobacco. I learn from many quarters that the trade 
in these taxable articles throughout the country is very much paralyzed and will 
continue so until the intention of Congress in regard to the reduction of the taxes 


is detinitely made known. 
I think is no probability that the amount thus lost to the revenne will be 
regained during the 8 of the present fiscal year, but on the con it will 


its former stability. 
A resolution has 


the present time. my opinion the passage of a similar resolution 

to the tax on tobacco would be highly beneficial. Irespectfully submit whether this 
question is not one of such great importance to the revenues of the Government as 
n your calling tbe attention = 3 to it. 

ery respectfully, your obedient servan 
GREEN B. RAUM. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, in moving a reference of this commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury it may be proper forme 
to say that it is an error to assume that the incidental circumstances 
which have caused this falling off in the revenue is of a character to 
entitle it to any very great consideration. If it is assumed by this 
communication that any congressional agitation of the repeal or 
change of a tax should not take place because it results in a decrease 
of revenue which always has accompanied any action upon the sub- 
ject here, then I take issue with the Secre If this were true, 
then it would follow that Con has no right to alter Jaws, how- 
ever bad or vicious they may be, lest the revenue should fall. This 
House early in the session took action looking to a revision of the 
whole system of taxation. It charged the Commiitee of Ways and 
Means with the duty of looking into the entire subject of taxation, 
and pending such inquiry and investigation which so great a subject 
requires, of course’ values and properties have been more or less 

ected and the receipts of the Treasury naturally fall off. The 
effect not only applies to our internal-revenue tax, but with equal 
force to goods imported from foreign countries. 

Therefore, if as a consequence of this proposition to report bills 
looking to a reform in the system of the collection of revenues inci- 
dentally and for a time the revenues may decrease, I attach ne im- 
portance to that fact; but if by this communication it is to be inferred 
that the Secretary intends to influence Congress as to what it shall 
do or not do on the whisky, tobacco, or any other tax, I hold it goes 
a little beyond the legitimate executive prerogative belonging to that 
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„however, with the Secre- 
falling off 
whether our expenditures may not be curtailed; and therefore I hope 
this communication will be referred in the first place to the Commit- 


branch of the Government. I quite 
tary of the Treasury that we may consider in view of this 


tee on Appropriations for the p of seeing whether those ex- 
pendituresmay not be reduced in order to meet the diminished receipts 
of internal revenue, and then to the Committee of Ways and Means 
as to any further action required. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York a 
question. Does it not occur to him that it would have been very well 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to have accompanied this letter 
with revised estimates of expenditures? 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Tennessee has made a very 

roper inquiry of me: whether it would not have been proper for the 
een of the Treasury to accompany this eee with a 
revision of estimates looking to a reduction of the expenditures; 
whether it is not his duty to see if he cannot curtail the expenses of 
the Government to meet this deficiency in the Treasury? en he 
has performed that duty, probably it will be well for us to attend to 


ours. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me for 
a few moments? 
Mr. WOOD, Les, sir. 
Mr. BUTLER. Ido not see how through the proposition of the 
tleman from New York the Secretary of the Treasury will meet 
the difficulty. The falling off, from whatever cause, is in the revenue 
of the present year. The appropriations for the expenditures of that 
year are already fixed and nade; and therefore if the expenditures 
next year are less, it will not give any relief for this year. So that 
the does not seem to me to be in that direction. The only 
duty which belongs to us which I can see, and which I hinted at the 
other day when the whisky tax was up, is, not for us to quarrel with 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to the wisdom or unwisdom of his 
communication, but tosee whether we cannot pass some law or some 
resolution which, by a unanimous or substantially unanimous vote in 
the House, will so far settle the question of taxation upon these two 
gross staples that business can goon. Iwill agree with my friend 
New York that this agitation about taxation always decreases 
values: but I want to call his attention to the difference between the 
internal taxation and external taxation. Our internal taxation on 
the great staple of whisky Sopena upon the capacity of the still to 
the amount of 80 per cent. Now if business falls off so that the still 
cannot be run, why then we lose that amount, although the still may 
start a week hence and run at its ſull capacity. It is like a man who 
earns three dollars a day and goes off one day on a frolic. The three 
dollars for that are forever gone. The man may earn three dollars 
the next day, but those three dollars are gone. And so if the busi- 
ness inthe manufacture of tobacco, but more especially in the manu- 
facture of whisky, is by our action suspended, we do a great wrong 
not only to the revenue but to the manufacturer himself. 
Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 
Mr. BUTLER. Ves, sir. 
Mr. ATKINS. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue states it may 
be the same next year. 
Mr. BUTLER.” I agree it may be the same next year. 
Mr. WOOD. Hasthe gentleman concluded what he wished to say? 
Mr. BUTLER. Not yet. I do not wish to occupy the time of the 
House. But this is a matter of so much importance that I desire to 
call the attention of the House to the su tion whether the remedy 
would not be for the House simply to declare by a definitive vote of a 
clear, absolute majority that neither should whisky aud tobacco have 
any less tax, nor that it should be apportioned in a different way, or 
that the burden should be relieved from the manufacturer and put 
upon the seller both in re to whisky and tobacco. I think it 
would be well if this were done. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker ` 
Mr. BUTLER. Wait a moment. But, as it stands now, both the 
tobacco manufacturer and the whisky manufacturer are being ruined, 
because nobody will buy in any quantity, and trade stops. And I for 
one suggest to my friend, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that the Committee of Ways and Means introduce a reso- 
aired upon the question of tobacco as well as upon the question of 


whisky. 

Mr. SAYLER. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
ask the gentleman from Massachusetts one question ? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYLER. My question is whether the argument the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has made would not be applicable at any 
period in the history of the country, and whether the mere fact of 
the pee of the question at this time, as affecting the revenues, 
should prevent us from changing a law that we all recognize to be a 
very great burden; whether it would not operate just as well next 
year or any other year; and whether now, when everything is de- 
pressed, at any rate it is nota very good time to get rid of that which 
is becoming a burden to one of the greatest productive interests of 
the country ? 

Mr, BUTLER. Iwill answer the gentleman. In the first place, 
until within the last fifteen years we have not had any whisky tax 
to give us experience, emer one, and then it raised a rebellion which 
Washington had to put down. That is the first answer: we bave 


not had experience. Then the same thing will always happen when 
this is agitated, and the first thing to do is to settle it beforehand 
one way or the other, and not have the manufacturer to be ruined 
while we are discussing whether there was or was not a bargain at 
Wormley’s on a given day. 

Mr. SAYLER. I to that; but does the gentleman want us 
to settle beforehand that we will continne to cling to a bad system? 

Mr. WOOD. The answer to the gentleman from Massachusetts is 
a very brief one. It is that it is an entire error to assume that we 
should legislate in an isolated piece-meal way upon this great ques- 
tionof taxation. We are interfering with a general system applicable 
to taxation of every character, internal and external. When we sim- 
ply, by resolution precipitated upon the House without discussion, 
without deliberation, without consideration, repeal one particular 
item of taxation, such as the tax on whisky or the tax on tobacco, we 
derange the whole machinery of taxation, which is now being con- 
sid as a whole. 

The Committee of Ways und Means charged with the consideration 
of this matter assumes that the Government requires so much money 
for its expenses and the interest on the publie debt. We are devising 
a scheme to raise that amount, partly by imposts and partly by direct 
taxation. We pro to do this in the best manner, and to report as 
soon as possible. Now, if this House will rush in and take the matter 
into its own hands, it makes itself responsible for the excitement 
which follows and delays the final determination. But with respect 
let me add that legislation of this kind and in this way will end dis- 
astrously and cause great injury to both the public interests and pri- 
vate interests of individuals. 

Without expressing any opinion whether we should reduce the 
taxes on these two articles, I object to this system of legislation with- 
out investigation, without deliberation, without seeing whether the 
reduction of these two taxes 55 not cause a greater amouut to be 
collected from other sources ; I believe that other gentlemen who 
have had the same experience that I have agree with me in this. 

Now, it has been ted to me, in answer to what I was saying, 
that we have already jurisdiction beyond that of the recommendation 
of the Seere of the Treasury. : 

Mr. TUC I regret to differ with the honorable chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, but I amobli to do so on this 
occasion. I believe that the proper reference of this communication 
sent to the House—without a request from the Honse—would be to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let it go to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. TUCKER. Nor am I impressed by the views which have been 
presented by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] that 
it is n that we should prejudge the question of a reduction 
of the duties on whisky and tobacco. That whole question is under 
the consideration of the committee at this time. 

The Secretary of the Treasury says that under the present rates of 
duty the revenues are falling off, and that is just the position which 
we who have been in favor of a reduction of the taxes on tobacco 
have taken all along—the tax is too heavy to bring in the requisite 
revenue. 

Now, the House the other day passed a resolution as an amendment 
to a joint resolution from the Committee of Ways and Means that it 
is not expedient to reduce the tax on whisky. Another gentleman 
may moye a resolution saying that itis inexpedient to reduce the tax 
on tobacco. Why not also a resolution that it is inexpedient to re- 
duce the duty on iron or on quinine? Are we to have resolutions of 
this kind introduced every day because the customs revenues or the 
internal revenues are falling off? Is everything to be taken out of 
the hands of the Committee of Ways and Means? 

You cannot change from a bad system to a good one without dis- 
turbing trade. The present system of external and internal taxation 
is » bad one, and you cannot change it without injuring some one who 
is engaged in business. I am tired of this cry against any change of our 
system of revenue, which has become permanent, because it requires 
the three branches of the legislative department of the Government to 
repeal any one of the burders of taxation. It is contrary to the sys- 
tem of the mother country, and is only permanent here because we 
make the law permanent until and unless repealed by the two branches 
of Congress with the concurrence of the Executive. 

The time has come when all the interests of the country must be 
relieved from the oppressive burdens of taxation or the prosperity of 
the country is at an end. Now, sir, I trust that nothing will be done 
with this communication but to refer it, although it has leen sent 
here without our request, not sent by the President of the United 
States—who under the Constitution may communicate matters to the 
Houses of Cong-ess—but sent here by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. I am perfectly willing 
that it shall be referred to the proper committee, and that is the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, where we are considering the subjects to 
which it refers, and which the Secretary of the Treasnry and Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue knew that we have been considering 
for weeks past. 

Mr. HARRISON. I rise to a question of order. The Constitution 
gives to the President of the United States the right to recommend, 
at such times as he may deem fit, to Congress what in his view are 
proper subjects for — The laws of the United States give 
the Secretary of the the right to give information when 
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asked for it by this House. We have not asked the Secretary of the 
Treasury to comment upon our action, and until this House asks him 
for his opinion I deny that the House should receive any unasked 
suggestion from him. I deny his right to read us a lecture, and to 
say to us that we are doing an injury to the revenues by agitating a 
change of law. To give him this right would be to make him a part 
of the legislative branch of the Government. 

It is the right of the House to eall for information from any of the 
Departments, but the head of a Department has no right to brin 
such information here, uuless called upon to do so; unless throng 
the President. 

Let the communication go back and give it no reference. If the 
present Secretary of the Treasury deems it right to bring to the notice 
of the House such information as this, let him go to the President, 
and the President under his constitutional right will come here; but 
ae consent that we shall allow any dictation of this sort from 

retary. 

Sir, the Secretary of the Treasury charges that our action here, 
done as the Representatives of the people and for the of our con- 
stituents, is reducing the revenues of the country. Sir, the da: 
is done by the man who sits in that building and who is 
bringing ruin upon this country by his financial policy; a policy he 
obstinately maintains though the country has repudiated it. Imove 
to lay the letter of the rey of the Troweary upon the table. 

Mr, SAYLER. I un that discussion upon the motion to 
lay upon the table is not in order; and I hope that motion will be 
voted down. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate ha without amendment the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 90) declaring that a reduction of the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits is inexpedient. 

The message further withdrew the request for the return of the bill 
(S. No. 701) providing for holding the terms of the United States dis- 
nn court for the southern division of Iowa, at Burlington, in said 

vision. 

FALLING-OFF OF INTERNAL REVENUE RECEIPTS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois rises to a point of 
order and asks the House to vote upon the motion he made, that 
the communication be laid upon the table. That motion would bein 
order if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] yielded for such 


a purpose, 
. WOOD. No, sir; I do not yield, and 5 is to 
refer the communication to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I make my motion as a substitute for that 
one. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be entertained if the gentleman from 
New York does not yield for that p 

Mr. HARRISON. I stated my question of order, which was that 
this communication from the Secretary of the Treasury was not prop- 
erly before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order came too late. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask to have read section 248 of the Revised Stat- 


utes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 218. The Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to ti and 
pare plans for the waar Satay and 8 tof the 5 the abe 
paa the public credit; yen (in the collection of the revenue ; 

rom to time, prescribe the forms of kı and rendering all public accounts and 
making returns; shall grant, under the tations herein established, or to be here- 
after provided, all warrants for moneys to be issued from the ‘Treasury in pursu- 
ance of gh saree by law; shall make report and give information to either 


branch of the Legislature in person or in writing, as may be respectin 
all matters referred to him by the Senate or Howe of faa ately or which 
vo to 


shall appertain to his office ; and generally shall perform all such services relati 
“we shall be directed to parform. (See sections 3660-3665, 3669, 3670, 


Ate 5 Does the gentleman from Illinois submit the point 
of order 

Mr. HARRISON. I hold that the Secretary of the Treashry had 
no right under the law 

Mr. GARFIELD. “That a white man is bound to +.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the point of order comes 
too late, but he does not wish to evade the point. The point of order 
is not well taken ; it is made the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ay fe communicate to the House information. 

r. WHITTHORNE. “When required.” 

Mr. HARRISON. “When required;” not when not required. 

The SPEAKER. “Or which shall appertain to his office.” 

Mr. HARRISON, “When required.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the paragraph 
upon which the Chair bases his decision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Shall make report and give information to either branch of the Legislature, 
in person or in writing, as may be requi. all 
by the Senate or Hous of 883 575 

The SPEAKER. Or which shall appertain to his office.“ 

Mr. HARRISON. Permit me a word, Mr. Speaker. The phrase 
“which shell appertain to his office ” is a part of the sentence; which 
sentence is “ all matters referred to him by the Senate and House of 
Representatives or which shall appertain to his office.” When is the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1033 


Secretary to give information to either branch? “ When required,” 
and only then. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot concur in the construction 
which the 3 from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON} puts u the 
language of the statute. And, in addition to that, it has been an 
unvarying rule for the Secretary of the to communicate to 
Congress as he saw fit and for the House to receive, print, and refer 
such communications. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. FOSTER. I was a little surprised, Mr. Speaker, to learn from 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, [ Mr. 
Woop, ] and from another member of that committee, [Mr, TUCKER, ] 
that they did not consider the question of the tax upon whisky as 
already settled. I say I was surprised, because this House by a major- 
ity of 35 so instructed that committee. 

Mr. WOOD. So far as I am concerned the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. FOSTER] has not understood me correctly. 

Mr. FOST. I did certainly misunderstand the gentleman. Of 
course, then, my remarks apply now to the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. TEORIER 

Mr. TUCKER. What does the gentleman say he understood me to 


say? 

Mr. FOSTER. I understood the gentleman to say that this ques- 
tion of the whisky tax was not yet settled. 

Mr. SAYLER. The joint resolution to which my colleague [Mr. 
Foster] refers did not instruct the Committee of Ways and Means 
at all; it was simply an expression of opinion on the part of those 
who voted for it. . 

Mr. FOSTER. Well, I should consider myself pretty strongly in- 
structed by such a resolution passed by so large a vote as that. 

Mr. SAYLER. I do not understand that the word “ instruct” was 
in the p resolution at all. 

Mr. FOSTER. This House after fall debate adopted that reso- 
lution, and the other House has passed it, I understand, by a vote of 
40 to 9. Therefore I think that question may be regarded as settled. 
I regret that my two colleagues from Ohio [Mr. SaYLer and Mr. 
BANNING] should give it out to the public press that this question 
was not settled, and I also regret that any intimations should come in 
here from any of the gentlemen who compose the Committee of Ways 
and Means that this question is not settled. I regret it because it is 
doing this whisky interest untold injury. 

There are two systems of taxation in this country; one relates to 
the internal taxes and the other to external taxes or tariff duties; 
they are separate and distinct. I hope, I beg, in the interest of the 
revenues, in the interest of the manufacturers and business men of 
this country, that the Committee of Ways and Means will promptly 
bring into the House a proposition that will definitely settle the 
8 of the tax upon to also. Let them bring in a proposition 

ing the tax at twenty cents a pound, if you please, or at twenty- 
four cents, but settle it. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, as was his duty, has sent to us this 
morning @ communication showing that this interference with the tax 
upon these articles is reducing the revenue very greatly, is injuring 

these industries in their business ts. I think it is the duty 
of this House and of the Committee of Ways and Means to see to it 
that this question should be brought up at the earliest possible day 
and definitely decided. As to the Secretary of the Treasury, I want 
to say here in regard to him, inasmuch as he has been attacked, that 
I do not believe this country has ever had so able an administrative 
officer as Secretary of the Treasury as the one it has to-day. 

Mr. SAYLER. Will the gentleman except Alexander Hamilton? 

Mr. FOSTER. As my friend from New York [Mr. Woop] very well 
knows, the Secretary of the Treasury is as anxious to reduce expend- 
itures as any man on this floor or in the country can be. Ho urges 
such reduction upon our committees (the Committee on Appropria- 
tions) at all times and under all circumstances. He sees the revenues 
of the country falling off, and as was his duty has called our attention 
toit. Iagain beseech the Committee of Ways and Means, iu the inter- 
est of these great industries, to bring in at once a proposition which 
shall definitely settle this question. 

Mr. WOOD. It is right that I should say, Mr. Speaker, that there 
is no member of this House more responsible for this delay than is 
the gentleman who has just spoken, [Mr. Fosrzn, ] who anticipated 
the action of the Committee of Ways and Means by thrasting his 
joint resolution upon the subject before this House, and thereby dis- 
turbed and deranged a report which was almost ready to be made to 
this House covering this question. The delay that has been caused 
and the great injury that has resulted, especially to the whisky inter- 
est, may be traceable to this premature and inconsiderate action of 
the gentleman himself, ip the resolution which he offered. If they 
will let the Committee of Ways and Means alone, if they will not 
anticipate its action upon subjects referred to it, by endeavoring to 
legislate upon them piece-meal, the sooner will this whole question 
be settled and a bill be reported to the House. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a few 
minutes? 

Mr. WOOD. I will do so. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not believe that the agitation of the reduc- 
tion either of the tax on distilled spirits or the tax on tobacco is per- 
manently affecting the consumption of either. It is affecting the 
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revenue simply by postponing the collection of the tax, and no doubt 


injuriously affecting the trade, especially the manufacturers. Because 
I deemed it for their interest to have the question settled, I advocated 
the other day and voted for the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Fosrzn.] So far as the revenue is concerned, the agita- 
tion has simply suspended sales by manufacturers. From lack of 
purchasers distilled spirits and tobacco remain in bond at the dis- 
tillery or factory, and are not put upon the market, and the tax 
has not been paid. The stocks of the retail dealers as well as of the 
wholesale dealers are being reduced, and when the agitation ceases a 
larger amount must be purchased from the manufacturers and an 
increased amount of revenue will be collected. 

In my remarks the other day I called attention to the fact that up 
to December last, partly in consequence no doubt of this agitation 
the internal revenue from these two sources had been reduced. i 
believe, however, that as soon as the agitation is settled there will 
be an increased receipt from both of these sources to make up for 
the reduction. I do not feel, therefore, any alarm for the Treasury in 
consequence of that decrease, nor do I believe that it will perma- 
nently affect the revenue, ; 

The agitation has probably far less permanent influence than the 
efforts of Mr. Murphy and others who are interested in the temper- 
ance cause are now having upon the revenue. And if there is a de- 
creased consumption of distill ed spirits through the country, while 
it will no doubt affect the trade, the people generally are not going 
to mourn although in consequence of it the revenues of the Govern- 
ment may temporarily or permanently fall off. 

I hope.that there will be a prompt decision of this question. The 
Committee of Ways and Means should at an early day make some 
report, though I agree that it should not be fo immediately to 
present the question to the House. For one I consider the question 
of the reduction of the tax on distilled spirits as settled. It has been 
settled by the House and by the Senate, so far as the expression of 
their opinion is concerned ; and I do not think anybody will care to 
revive the diseussion—certainly not the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
kindly yields to me two minutes. 

Sir, I would be glad if the gentleman, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, would modify his motion so as to lay this 
communication on the table. I believe that this question should be 
left to the Committee of Ways and Means; but that committee should 
be untrammeled; and it is on behalf of the dignity of this House that 
I appeal for such treatment of this communication. The President 
of the United States has the constitutional right to come here with 
recommendations; but, sir, how can we know that the President and 
the Secretary of the Treasury when the Secretary comes, of his 
own motion, and forces upon us hisown opinion? We have not asked 
it. The law is explicit that all matters referred to him or which shall 
a ain to his office shall be communicated to this House—when ? 
W. en required of him. It does not give him the right to inject his 
opinions into our deliberations. The Ways and Means Committee 
has these questions under advisement. The Secretary could easily 
get into consultation with that committee; but he takes this means 
to get his views into the RECORD and before the country, so as to 
forestall public opinion and thus prejudice the public mind before that 
committee has been cnabled to present its views, thus virtually rob- 
bing this House of its constitutional right to originate bills for rais- 
ing revenue. j 

want this House to maintain its rightful position and its dignity. 
Let the Secretary of the Treasury, if he has particular views to y 
sent, submit them to the President, who, under the Constitution, has 
the right to come here and make recommendations to us. If it has 
been the practice to receive unasked communications from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, coming here in this way, then let the departure 
from that prastice commence now. It is a practice better in the 
breach than in the observance. Let us teach the Secretary of the 
Treasury to confine himself to his duties as defined by law, and to 
come before this House by such methods only as the law prescribes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that perhaps his view, 
which is that of a layman, upon the construction of the law may 
differ from that entertained by lawyers; but he is supported by the 
fact that the uniform practice of the House under existing laws has 
been to receive communications directly from the Secretary of the 
Treasury touching matters of revenue. Besides, the Chair thinks 
that, if the receipts of the Government suddenly and N fall 
off, from whatever cause, it is not only a matter of good policy, but a 
matter of duty with the Secretary of the Treasury to communicate 
the fact to the House 

Mr. HARRISON. Through the President. 

The SPEAKER. For the reason that such a deficiency of revenues 
may involve the good faith and credit of the country; and the Chair 
is at a loss to know from what better source information upon these 
rr a can be derived than from the Secretary of the Treasury him- 
self. Furthermore, such communications should certainly come to 
this House, which has the sole power of originating revenue measures. 

rar Piatt nt ip Will the Speaker indulge me just one mo- 
ment 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I trust, sir, that hereafter the precedent cited 
by the Speaker, and which he says is sustained by the practice of the 


House, will not be observed. Weshould maintain the independence 
of this body, and never permit the Secretary of the Treasury, directly 
or through any subordinate, to come before this House with an elec- 
tioneering document. If we countenance such a prostitution of offi- 
cial position no mawean tell what may be the custom and practice in 
the future. Let such communications be submitted through the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
when called upon, can answer inquiries either in rome or by letter, 
as is contemplated, I ully submit, by the law. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope that at least the Secretary’s right of peti- 
tion will be observed. 

The SPEAKER. The view has been entertained by some that the 
Secretary has the right to appear before the House in person. 

Mr. HARRISON. When required. 

The SPEAKER. When required. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make but one 
or two remarks upon this subject. Apart from the official position 
which the Secretary of the Treasury holds he has the right as a pri- 
vata eae feeling an interest in any public question, to present his 
thoughts. 

Mr. HARRISON. As a petition. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. To make any communication that 
touches the public interest. His official position as Secretary of the 
Treasury adds, I think, to that duty on his part. Hence it seems to 
me that my friends here on the left, who insist that such a communi- 
cation must necessarily come through the President, are rather ex- 
treme in their construction of the law. I know that it has been the 
custom ever since my entrance into Con for the Secretary of the 
Treasury or any other man connected with the Departments to com- 
municate freely with the House when it has been deemed important 
that this body should have any information. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do not such communications generally come 
pea members—not directly to the House, as privileged communi- 
cations 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Sometimes they do and sometimes 
they do not; that is wholly immaterial. Any citizen of the United 
States who feels it his duty to communicate to the House any matter 
touching the public interest has the right to do so. That is the whole 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has constantly recognized that right 
on the of a private citizen. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Has any citizen the right to present a communi- 
cation here and have it 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not see what would be the use of 
sending it if it were not read when presented. It is the right of an: 
member to ask for the reading of any paper presented, even a bill. 
It is the constant practice on Mondays to have bills read upon the 
mere demand of a single member. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I understand the Speaker, then, to decide that this 
communication was read by request, and not of righs. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair caused it to be because he con- 


ceived it to be a respectful paper, and that it was the duty of the 
Representatives of the people to know what it contained concerning 
the public interest. 


Mr. WOOD. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it a communication from John Sherman or from 
John Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury ? 

The SPEAKER. From John Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. STEELE. Then it is not from an individual. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is a petition, then, from a department of the 
United States. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It is a memorial-— 

Mr. SAYLER. I rise to a question of order. The Chair has de- 
cided this question, and unless some gentlemen takes an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair as to the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to communicate to this House information in reference to 
revenue receipts then discussion is out of order. 

The WEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the regular 
order. of business and the gentleman from New York calls for the 
previous question on the motion to refer the pending document to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISPOSITION OF MILITARY FUNDS. 
Mr. BUTLER. I wish to introduce a resolution for reference 


merely. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 114) relating 
to the disposition of certain military funds; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, DEAN VS. FIELD, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I rise for the purpose of making a report from 
the Committee of Elections. The reports of the subcommittee are 
so voluminous that it is necessary to have them printed, and I wish 
to report a resolution in that regard, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Is not the regular order which has been demanded 
my motion to adjourn? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Maine 
to withdraw his motion to adjourn, and it has not yet been renewed. 

Mr. ee I will renew it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask consent to have printed certain papers at 
the request of the Committee of Elections touching n election contest. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the of the subcommittee of the Committee of Elections 
in the case of Dean vs. Field, from the third congressional district of Massachu- 
setts, be printed for the use of the 


The resolution was adopted, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. e 


Mr. SAYLER. Iask to put a resolution on the Calendar, and I 
hope the gentleman from Maine will yield to me for that purpose. 

Ar. HALE. Irene wed my motion to adjourn, but as the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] who has charge of this bill and the 
next one has agreed to give me such time as I want, and that having 
been arran I now withdraw my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DUR I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask to make a personal explanation. 


Objection was made. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman after the 
pending bill has been di of. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Am I to understand that consent has been given 
to an eee or speech by the gentleman from Maine! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing about it further than 
what has been stated by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I de on the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. DURHAM. e gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STONE] has a table 
bearing on the Military Academy appropriation bill which he wishes 
to be printed in the RECORD, and I yield to him to make that request. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, during the debate on the pend- 
ing bill, such diversity of ana has been expressed with regard to 
the amount of pay received by Army officers while on duty at West 
Point as professors or assistant professors in that institution, that I 
have thought a tabular statement, showing at a glance the rank, du- 
ties, and Dey, of each officer assigned to duty at the West Point Acad- 
emy, would be useful to the members of the House. I ask that the 
statement of the Paymaster-General of the United States Army, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, be printed in the RECORD. 

The statement is as follows: 


Names of officers, professors, assistant professors, acting assistant professors, and instructors at the United States Military Academy, West Point, New 
eden York, with pay of each, in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877. : 


J. M. Schofield ......... | Major-general...........|............-...----| Superintendent ond commandant...... $7,500 00 | Assumed duties of superintendent Sep- 
tember 1, 1876. No additional pay for 
duty at Academy. 

Thomas H. Ruger. .. Colonel 18th Infantry. .. Superintendent and commandant. ..... Relieved as superintendent September 
128 No additional pay for duty at 

emy. 

Thomas H. Neill. . Lieut-col. 6th Cavalry · Commandant of cadets and instructor No additional pay for duty at Academy. 

artillery, cavalry, and infantry tactics. 

Alexander Piper Major 4th Artillery... TORR RERET 2 55 assistant’ instructor artillery No additional pay for duty at Academy. 

es. 

E. B. Beaumont Captain 4th Cavalry ....| Captain fener assistant instructor cavalry No additional pay for duty at Academy. 

¢ ics. 

L. H. Walker First Iieut. 15th Infantry. Captain Senior assistant instructor infantry Inclusive of $458.30 received on account 

tactics, e aa at Academy since September 

BME AA First licut. 5th Artillery. Captain Assistant instructor artillery and cav- peers 

3 eee 1,903 33 Inclusive of 8108.23 received on account 

S. M. Mills $ sir lieut. 5th Artillery.| Captain — ee ha com- of duty at Academy, July 1 to Sep- 

J. F. Stretch .... 220.244. First lient. 10th Infantry. Captain Assistant instructor infantry tactics. 1,898 33. | Inclusive of $98.33 received on account 
ves ae at Academy, July1 to August 

J. M. K. Davis First lieut. 1st Artillery. Captain Assistant instructor infantry tactics. 1,745 96 Inclusive of $90.13 received on account 

5 of duty at Academy, July 1 to August 
A. L. Norton ..... 1.4 Heut. Sch Artllerg] Captain ...... ...- Assistant instructor infantry tactics..| 2 260 00 | Inclusive of $503.06 received on account 
my of duty at Academy. Promoted first 

y lieutenant November 22, 1876. 

A. E. Wood Sosi First lieut. 4th Cavalry. nnn Assistant instructor infantry tactics. . No additional pay for duty at Academy. 

Otto L. Hein... . Second lieut. Ist.Cavalry.| Captain Assistant instructor infantry tactics. e account 

uty a emy, 

Ira MoNutt .............. 2d lieut. 3d Artillery... Captain Assistant instructor infantry tactics. 2,091 83 | Inclusive of $551.83 en on account 
1155 aie at Academy since August 30, 

A. S. Bacon e 2d lieut, 1st Artillery. Assistant instructor infantry tacties. 1,400 00 ä No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
Relieved August 30, 1876. 

C. H. Bonesteel -| 2d lient. Ast Infantry...|.......-.......-.--.| Assistant instructor infantry tactics..| 1,400 00 eee A dimer caer e 

e ugus 8 
John Pitcher 2d liont. 1st Cavalry Assistant instructor infantry tactics. 1,500 00 in ne naar pay tor bat at Academy. 
ev. ugusi r e 
James B. Wheeler 4 Lient. colonel essor of civil and military engi- | 4,000 00 | Entire amount from Military Academy 
A. M. Mill Captain engin Captain haste — 5 l military eat 
3 — Captain engineers PIAH. sasse. o0. stant prof. an eng 0 

T. H. Handbury .--- Captain engineers . Captain s- -.-- Assistant prof. civil and military — No rere re Ay duty at Academy. 

GB zich senses First lient. engineers. Captain. Assistant prof. civil and military eng. Inclusive of $269.40 received on account 
15 aces, at Academy since August 30, 

William H. Bixby First lient. engineer ꝗ . Aotg asst. prof. civil and military eng.| 1,60000 | No additional day for duty at Academy. 

WE TSY Second lieut. engineers -.| Actg asst. prof. civil and military eng.) 1,500 00 | No additional pay for — 2 Academy. 

P. S. Michie, Ph. D. 444 Professor 5 experimen’ 3, 600 00 „„ from tary ‘Acad: 

philosophy, emy appro) ion. 

C. W. Raymond Captain engineers Captain... Assistant professor ni naturaland ex- | 2,400 00 | No additions! pay for duty at Academy. 

perimental p 5 
R First lieut. engineers. 5 assistant Ds — — natural 1,760 00 No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
3 and experimental philosophy. 
8. E. Tillmann First lieut. engineers... . . Acting assistant professor of natural 1,760 00 (No additional pay cr EA 
and experimental philosophy. Relieved August 7, 1876. 
W. E. Birkhimer......... Second lient, 3d Artillery|..................-. Acting assistant professor of natural 1,540 00 (No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
and experimental philosophy. Relieved September 6, 1876. 
A. H. Russell. First Heut. ord. dep sem assistant Le — natural 
an experimen hiloso — z 
A. H. Russell First licut; ord. dept Acting assistant N ene la 70000 pbi rony pay 1 on acts 
A. E. church Colonel try, mineralogy, and geology. assistant 8 of chemistry, Ko. 
c auras an Professor of mathematics 4, 500 00 | Entire eee Military Acad - 
emy appropriation. 

J. G. D Knight. First lieut. engineers. Captain Assistant professor mathematics Inclusive of 9 received on account 
of duty at Academy. 

O. F. Falfre ß First lient. engineers Acting asst. professor mathematics . 1,760 00 | No additional pay for duty at Academy. 


20, 


g fiscal 
ending June 


1877. 


Remarks. 


Total pay received 


duri: 
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Names of officers, professors, assistant professors, acting assistant professors, and instructors, at the United States Military Academy, §-—Continued. 


| 
| 
| 
j 
Rank at Academy. | 
| 
| 
EEIE LEA 
f 


Name. Grade in Army. 
| First lieu ass 
eaten 
ft ee 
/ First lieut. 13th Infantry 
| First. lieut 1st Artillery 
John Forsyth, bb. ILD. .. 55 3 | Lieut. colonel ..... 
Rollin A. Ives .. Second lieut. 5th Art .. Captain 
H. L. Kendrick, LL. 7 . 8 Colonel 
D. D. Johnson First lieut. 5th Artillery Captain........... 
W. S. Wyatt H 
R. W. Weir, N. A... 


Charles W. Larned 
Charles W. Larned .....-./ 


First lieut. 2d Artillery. Captain .... ...... 
| First lieut. 3d Artillery. Captain 


ä —＋j⁊—ẽ3ĩI2᷑ 


— — Ae eer wnee 


| Second lient. 4th Art. 


Major and judge-adv.... 


.| Professor of dra 


engin 
4 9 0 


| 


On duty as— 


phy, an an 
phy, —7 ethics. z ' 


223 of chemistry, min- 
oting assistant prof 

S assistant essor of chemis- 

mineralogy, and geology. 


D ruwing 


Act'g assistant 


Assistant professor of French lan- 
guage. 
Assistant professor of French lan- 
guage. 


8 assistant professor of French 
Acting aasi assistant professor of French 
3 assistant professor of French 


Assistant professor of Spanish lan- 
Acting assistant professor of Spanish 


lan 
Acting assistant professor of Spanish 


Instructor mili engineering, 
nals, and — — “e: 
Assistant instructor practical military 
tant instructor practicalmilitary 
‘ordnance and science of 


A Atem instructor of ordnance and 


S. Q. Robinson First heut Med. Dept... R 3 Assistant surgeon sasaya 

R. F. O'Beirne............ Capt. Ast Infantry. . . A. P. C. no major-general an 
com: 

W. M. Wherry Capt. 6th Infantry ...... e sup T kas eae? ssp Cc. 3 major - general and 

| §2d Lieut. 5th Ca 

Frank Michler ---- eer 8 | A. D. C. staff of major-general and 
| 
| 

Respectfully submitted, 


PAYMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, February 13, 1878. 


53 
— 


Juno 


pay received 


during 
en 
1877. 


— — | Total 


ro - rr 
a 388885 8S 
8 83883 &8 


— ppr 
8 888 
S 8 8 8 


2,199 96 
1, 540 00 
3, 450 00 


3, 116 05 


2, 109 83 
1,780 13 


1,540 00 
3, 600 00 
2. 120 66 


1. 740 75 


1, 400 00 
1, 400 00 
1, 400 00 
4,500 00 
2,199 96 

937 63 
1, 400 00 
3, 600 00 
3, 000 00 
1, 760 00 
1, 542 22 
3, 250 00 
1, 706 52 
1,500 09 


per yw 
8 8882 § 
2 888 B 


2.800 00 
2,791 12 


1,919 98 


No additional pay for duty at Academy. 

No additional 21 n Academy. 
red Ape, te 

No addi 


— 
i 
22 5 
+e 
ae 
z 
3 


No additional Se aries at Academy. 
Relieved 18, 

No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
Relieved August 30, 1876. 

Entire amount from 


Inclusive of $495 received on account of 
— Academy since September 1, 


Entire a from Military Academy 
83 $549. 96 received on account 


. duty at Academy. 
‘additional pay forduty at Academy, 


8 rs to July 25, 1876, 


3 for pay of professor, $210.22 as 
1st Heutenant Tth Cavalry, July Lte 1 to 
pra at th — po pated cont 

18 raat at profoon, Xo a 
pinal pay for Tenet received — t 
Tof dutyat Academy since Aug. 30, 1876. 

Inclusive of $90.13 received on account 
of py fe at Academy, July 1 to Au- 

wena e pay on account of duty at 

Tan Military Academy appropria- 


e eee 
repr at Academy since September 


Inclusive of $90.13 received on account 
at Academy since July 1 to 


taty 
A 3, 1876. 
No 5 8 pay on account of duty at 
No additional payon account of duty at 
Academy. 
No additional pay on accountof duty at 
1 
All from itary Academy appropria- 
Inclusive of $534.07 received on account 
of duty at Academy. 
No additional pay, for for duty at Academy. 
No additional poy for ‘duty at Academ 
0 or du 
Died March 2 1877. ‘J X 
ogy kaban Military Academy appropria- 
Inclusive of $600 received on account of 
wo adati aa e 
e * Toned at Academy. 
No Reto pay for duty at Academy. 
No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
No additional pay for duty at Academy. 


All from Mili Academy approp'n. 
Inclusive of w received on account 


No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
| No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
| RENY $460 additional for duty of 


No additional pay for duty at Academy. 
| 2 $459 15 12 additional for duty of 


** 5 for duty at Academy. 

tional for duty of 

A, O. Presta first lieutenant 
eal 12, 1876. 


— 


BENJ. ALVORD, 


Paymaster-General, United States Army. 


1878. 


Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. Fan it to be printed in the RECORD or as a docu- 
ment 

The SPEAKER. The request is to print it in the RECORD. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish it to be noted that objection does not come 
from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DURHAM. I know that. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The House now resumes consideration of the un- 
finished business of yesterday, being the bill (H. R. No. 2507) makin, 
appropriation for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, reported from the 
Gommittee of the Whole on the state of the Union with sundry amend- 
ments, on which the main question has been ordered. If there be no 
objection the question will be taken in on all amendments re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, excepting those on which 
a separate vote has been requested. 

There was no objection ; and the amendments on which a separate 
vote was not requested were concurred in. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will now read section 2, on which a 
se te vote has been demanded by the gentleman from Michigan. 

r. CONGER. I withdraw my demand for a separate vote. 

The second section, as amended, was then concurred in. 

Mr. McCOOK, Let me ask whether it is too late to call for a sepa- 
rate vote on the amendment of the Committee of the Whole, depriv- 
ing the professors at the Military Academy practically of their lon- 
gevity pay? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late asthe amendment 
has been concurred in and passed from consideration of the House. 
The question next recurs on the third section, reported from the Com- 
mittee ef the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That only such number of the 
Academy in any one year shall be entitled to tment as second lieutenants 
the Army as are to fill vacancies of existing on the Ist day of 
July in each year. entitled gor to said vacancies to be deter- 
mined by the academic beard on the of their standing in the graduating class, 
and irae ere eee shall be attached to any company or corps 


of the Army, and of the Mili Academy who are not 


the Army under the provisions of this act be discharged upon 
tion of their class. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask to speak one moment on that section. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DURHAM. I should like to accommodate my friend from 
nee, but it will lead to other debate and I wish to finish the 

ill. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman cut off debate in committee. 

Mr. CLYMER. If the gentleman from Mic had only talked 
about the bill in committee yesterday he would have had nothing to 
say on it this morning. 

The question being taken on concurring in the amendment, there 
‘were—ayes 134, noes 32. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move to reconsider the votes by which the amend- 
ments have been concurred in; and also move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill as amended. 

Mr. CONGER. The order of business would have been to vote on 
the committee’s proposition to strike out the third section. Section 
3 was stricken out by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DURHAM. The motion as put was to concur in striking out 
that section and substituting the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER.] 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; the motion was not put in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The third section as it has now been adopted by 
the House was reported as asubstitute for the third section originally 
in the bill reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. The order in the committee was to strike out the 
third section. The question should be put on concurrence in that 


action of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must see how inconsistent that 
would be on the part of the House. If his theory is correct, the first 
vote should have been taken on striking out. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair has frequently said that the Chair could 
not decide on the propriety or consistency of any action on the part 
of the House; that it was for the House only to decide what action 
it should take. I ask the Chair to maintain the same rule here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion to strike out, if 
proper, should have been first pnt before anything is inserted. 

Mr. CONGER. The motions in the committee were put in that 
way, and I call for the production of the record if what I say is dis- 
puted. Ihad made the motion to strike out the third section, but 
when the committee came to that question the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky himself, who had charge of the bill, moved to strike it ont. 

The SPEAKER 


uates of the United States — 


gradua- 


. ‘Then the motion of the gentleman from Michigan 
to strike out, according to his own statement, did not prevail in the 
committee. 
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Mr. CONGER. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
DURHAM] to strike out prevailed. I ask for the record. 

Mr. DURHAM. When the third section was read I said I was in- 
structed by the Committee on Appropriations to move to strike out 
the section and that my colleague from Pennsylvania would move a 
substitute. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania made different motions. The Journal will show it. 

The SPEAKER. There is no journalization of proceedings in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CON GER. There is a minute kept of the proceedings, I sup- 


se. 
P The SPEAKER. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD will show what 
took place. The gentleman from Michigan himself did not ask for a 
separate vote. 

. CONGER. If the Chair pleases, I gave notice that I would 

demand a separate vote on the third section. > 

Mr. D . I will read from this morning’s RECORD, page 8, 
the statement of what took place: 


The Clerk read the third section, as follows: 


= * * 


Mr. Duruam. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to move to 
strike out this section. My friend from Pennsylvania „ CLYMER] will, by 
direction of the committee, offer another section in place of this. 

The motion of Mr. DURHAM, to strike ont the m, was agreed to. . 


That is poe the way it occurred. 

Mr. CONGER. That is just what I have said. I only wanted that 
the Recorp should be read to show the truth of my statement. 
Now, if the gentleman will read further it will be seen that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] made the next motion, 
which was to insert a new section. 

Mr. DURHAM. That is exactly what I said. 

The veces aa What does the gentleman from Michigan technic- 
all uire 

pA ONGER. A vote on the motion to strike out the third sec- 


tion. 
The SPEAKER. That has already been decided; the House hav- 
ing concurred in the amendment inserted by the committee, the Chair 


vote should first have 
been taken on the motion to strike out, 

Mr. ATKINS. It is too late to consider that point now. 

Mr. CONGER. Suppose, if the Chair pleases, the House should 
refuse to concur with the Committee of the Whole in its action in 
striking out that section. 

The SPEAKER. That would place the House in a very inconsist- 
ent position, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. I know it would. But will the Chair relieve the 
House of inconsistency by not allowing a vote to be taken upon the 
action of the committee in striking out the section? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is too late to take a vote 
u that. These amendments reported by the Committee of the 

hole have been adopted by the House, and a motion to reconsider 
has been made and laid upon the table. 

Mr. CON GER. The Chair decides, then, that the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole striking out the third section cannot be 
voted on here? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the House has practically 
concurred in the amendment of the committee, which was to strike 
out the original third section and insert something in its place, coup- 
ling the two motions. 

. CONGER. They were separate motions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not ask for a division at the 
time. The motion to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
were concurred in has been made and has been laid upon the table. 
The action of the House, therefore, cannot be trav : 

Mr. CONGER. Still there is an amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole which has not been acted upon, 

The SPEAKER. There was no separate vote asked on that this 
morning so far as the Chair recollects. 

Mr. CONGER. The record will show I repeatedly asked for a sep- 
arate vote on the third section. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will remember that he withdrew 
his call for a separate vote on all amendments except that to the 
third section and allowed a vote to be taken on that amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; I withdrew the call for a separate vote on the 
amendment to the second section. I do not think the Chair desires 
to place me in a false position, and I am sure he cannot do it. 

e SPEAKER. Then the wish of the Chair one way or the other 
would not amount to much. 

Mr. CONGER. I make these remarks that the RECORD may show 
that the Chair has ruled one vote of the committee has not been acted 
upon by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair puts in a disclaimer to be annexed to 
it. He denies the right of the gentleman to place him in any such 
attitude. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being DURHAM it was accordingly read the third time. 

3 RHAM. I move the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 
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The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and e thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. DU. moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panoa; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DURHAM. I move the House resolve itself into Committee of 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose of considering the 
bill (H. R. No. 3102) . Secretary of the Treasury to em- 
ploy temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; 
also, making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, 
and for bringing into market public Janda in certain States, and for 
other 2 8 7 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the pur- 
pose of taking up and considering the bill Fa R. No. 257) granting 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars 
therein named. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that the proper way is that 
ie 521 75 resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iam aware of that; but I only wanted to specify 
nd onpas for which I desired the House to go into Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And I simply wish to give informa- 
tion to the Honse that when we go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union I propose to call up the pension bill. 

Bh SPEAKER. That will be a question for the committee to de- 
cide. 

The question was taken on Mr. DuRHAM’s motion, and it was agreed 


And accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. SourHarD in the chair.) 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that the committee proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropriation 
for the same; also, making appropriations for e Ap ig ser on 

ublic lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain 
tates, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAYLER. I rise to a question of order. I submit that it is 
necessary to begin at the head of the Calendar, and the committee 
can then lay aside the bills in their order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read Rule 114 for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

The Clerk read Rule 114, as follows: 


In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union the bills shall be taken 
of in their order on the Calendar; 
majori the committ: 


to all o 
member, thi 
orders 

e measure under 


The CHAIRMAN. The remedy of the gentleman from Kentucky 
is to move to lay aside each bill in its order. 

Mr. DURHAM, I am aware of that; but I supposed there would 
be no objection to my motion to take up this, but if there is I will 
avail myself of the remedy suggested by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
is not in order. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


The first bill upon the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 257) grant- 
ing pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other 
wars therein named. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that the bill be laid aside. 

The question was taken on Mr. DuRHAM’s motion; and on a di- 
vision, there were—ayes 72, noes 80. 

So the committee refused to lay aside the bill. 

The bill was read. 

The report was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill No. 257, 
granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars 
therein named, have had the same under consideration and report it back with 
certain amendments thereto, and resommend the adoption of said amendments 
and the passage of said bill. 

The first amendment recommended is to strike out all next after the word on,” 
where it occurs in the ninth line of the first section, to and.“ where it occurs in 
the eleventh line of said section, and insert in lieu thereof the followin, $ 
** who served for thirty days in the Creek war, or of 1835-36, or in the 
Florida war with the Seminoles, from 1835 to 1842, or the Black Hawk war of 1832.” 
This amendment the committee thought would express more clearly the object of 
the bill, and relieve this section of a seeming ambiguity. ? 

The second and only other amendment recommended by the committee is to 
strike out all next after the word * repealed," where it occurs in the second line 
of the fifth section. The reason why the committee thought proper to recommend 
this amendment will be given he: er. 

The bill recommended by the committee is in substance the one which passed 
this House unanimously on 4th of January last, with the exception of the fifth 
section. The first sec uires the Secretary of the Interior to place on the 
pension-roll the names of all the surviving officers and men, including 
militia and volunteers, of the military and naval services of the United States who 
served sixty days in the war with Mexico, or for thirty days in the Creek, Florida, 
or Black Hawk war, and were honorably discharged, and such other officers and 


ever. 

The committee were of the opinion that such should not be pensioned. The 
National Association of Veterans of the Mexican War only ask pensions for the sol- 
diers who served sixty days. The bill, it will be seen, grants a pension to the 
soldiers serving thirty days in the Indian wars named in the bill, thus = 
distinction in favor of the latter as against the former. This was done in order 
that every soldier performing actual service in said wars might receive a pension. 
It was believed by the committee that sixty days would cover all the soldiers who 
performed actual service in the Mexican war, but that if sixty days’ service were 
required of the soldiers of said Indian wars, it would exclude from the provisions: 
of the bill many who performed arduous service for the country in said Indian 


wars. 

The bill excludes all widows who were married after the termination of the war. 
This was done in conformity to the act pensioning widows of the soldiers of the war 
of 1812. The committee saw no food reason why the widows of the soldiers of the 
wars mentioned in this bill should stand in higher favor with the Government than 
those of the second war of our Independence. 

‘The second section of the bill provides against the drawing of two pensions by 
any one soldier and fixes the pension at the rate of $8 per month from the passage 


of the act. 
The third section bes the proceedings by which pensioners are to be placed 
upon the pension-roll. It gives the Secretary ot the Interior power to ake all 
ry rul regulations for the efficient administration of the act, and 


necessa les and 

3 strike — — roll the name 5 any one 9 a are 
appear that such person n placed upon the roll throug! ani udu- 
lent representations. It also that nay one who falsely and 2 takes 
any oath authorized by this act shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and o to bo 


punished therefor as in other cases of perjury. 
The fourth section re-enacts sections of the Revised Statutes of the 


claim for pension or ent thereof, or who knowingly or willfully presents 
re 8 Say pennon agency any power of attorney > other 
required as a voucher in g 
on which it was actually executed, shall be punished by fine not 3 

yim ment not exceeding years. Section 4747 secures the ben: tof 
the absolutely to the pensioner, free from levy by 
legal process whatever, whether the 
the of any officer or t 

entitled thereto. 4748 

Pensions to furnish free of expense upon application 
such printed instractions and forms as ma necessary in establishing his claim 


aires the Commissioner of 
any claimant of a pension 


and to notify the applicant when the te is issued of the amount allowed 
and date thereof. Nation 4766 restrains the payment of a pension to any one exce 
ee oe thereto, or to the of such persons as are under 
ties. Roar pe nba — 4786 protect the pensioner from exorbitant fees of 
8 -agents. 

a for 1 rg bill vs parce tas peer hacen agen 
W prohi! 0 of a avy one who “ — an; 
manner in aid of the the erk vt the U. ted States.” 
pcb d Ban Feng committee t to recommend this section will be 

in the part of this uch are the ions of the bill. It has 

ly drawn, and its provisions are ple, and clear of all ambi- 

ity. There will be no intricate questions in its construction ; in fact, the 

objects of the bill are so clearly that nothing is left for construction. 


measure. The question arises why the bill should be 
those old soldiers upon the bounty and gratitude of theircountry? These questions 
the committee propose to briefly answer. To an intelligent understanding of the 
questions a knowledge of the of our country upon pensions is essential. 
The history of our pension shows that our Government from its inception 
to the present day two forms of pensions, invalid and gratuitous. In- 
valid pensions are such as have been and are ted to soldiers who were disabled 
disease the military service of the country 


du 0 tous pensions, are defined to be a reward litary 

services rendered, and is an evidence of a nation's gratitude to its defenders. There 

is no policy more firm] in the minds and © American people than 
of gran oe ta cae er a a = . 

country’s peril gave u ul avocations, tore themselves from 

and children, with R eir r peon and en ts, and endured without & mur- 


mur or complaint the trials of the march, the privations of the camp, the horrors of 
the hospital, and bravely bore themselves amid the dan of tho battle-field, not 
for money, but for the love they bear their country and their vag ta flag. 
FT... MOY TEID, ONIY. AUO FORA Orie ee ration of In- 
and while the rev: 9 still in This act prom- 
ised to all the military officers com ioned by Congress who were or thereafter 
might be in the service of the United States, and continue therein during the war, 
after the conclusion of the war, annually for seven years one-half pay. Two years 
after this act was another was enacted promising half pay for life to such 
officers as remained in the Army during the war. These acts confine the bounty 
of the Government to the officers, to the exclusion of the private soldiers. But in 
1818 Congress enacted a measure which wiped out this unwarrantable distinction 
which had been made up to this time in the bestowal of a national bounty. This 
act granted a pension for life to the officers and enlisted men alike who served in 
the war of the revolution to the close thereof, or for aterm of nine months or 
longer at any time during said war, and who were citizens of the United States, 
and who were then, or might thereafter, by reason of reduced circumstances in 
life, be in need of assistance from their country for support. 
It will be seen that this last act was passed hale vo years after the close of 
the revolutionary war. There were two other acts, May 15, 1828, and June 7, 1832, 


more liberal toward these old soldiers than the act of 1818. In 1871 an act was 
passed ranting pensions to the surviving soldiers of the war of 1812 who had 
served for sixty days and had been honorably discharged. 

Thus the committee has given a brief history of our legislation upon gratuitous 


1878. 
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ions to the soldiers of our different wars. 

e pension a of the 
“To pay our soldiers for havin, 8 rather than should fi; 
seems to have been the policy of our Government from its origin until now, an 
has commended itself to our statesmen as sound and wise. 

When the soldiers of the Black Hawk, Creek, and Florida wars volunteered 
to defend our citizens from the dep’ ons aud murders of the barbarous In- 
dians, and when the men at their country’s call marched to Mexico to sustain the 
honor and glory of the Stars and Stripes in that far-off land, they doubtless ex- 
pected that, as the soldiers of the revolutionary war were for in their old 
age, so in like manner they too wonld be remembered when old and in need of 
assistance. Many of these veterans are sadly in need of aid their Govern- 
ment. They come to the Representatives of the American people and request 
that the same aid which was given to the soldiers of other wars be extended to 
them. This bill ought to pass as a recognition by the Government of its obliga- 
tion to the Mexican veterans for the incalculable material benefits secured to the 
country by their valor. They secured to the country California, Nevada, Utah, 
New Mexico, Arizona, Wyoming, and Colorado, and established the boundary of 
the great State of Texas, covering an area of over 937,875 square miles. 

The value of this territory to the United States cannot be estimated in dollars 
and cents. There have been produced from the mines of California and other por- 
tions of this territory nearly two thousand millions in gold, which have diversified 
the industries of the whole country and given an impetus to the commerce of the 
world. Its acquisition extended our country from ocean to ocean, Seren opomini 
a great overland highway to the Pacific. “ can estimate,” said 
S. WituiaMs, a distinguished member of the present Congress, addressing the 
Michigan Association of Veterans in June last, with accuracy the accelerated 

and ircreased riches and revennes of our country that pe patriotic valor 
and your privations and sufferings, comrades, helped to create Surely we have a 
right to ask. in the language of this toast, May their services ever be held in 
memory by the poopie of the United States.“ ; 

This country * almost exclusively u citizen soldiery to maintain its 
honor and flag w involved in war. It should therefore liberally its old 
soldiers, so as to encourage its citizens to volunteer for its defense whenever their 
services may be needed. 

What amount of money will this bill draw annually from the Treasury of the 
United States? This question the committee will endeavor to answer. 

After mature reflection and a careful examination of the war records the com- 
mittee are of the opinion that $1,500,000 per annum will be more than sufficient to 
meet all the requirements of the bill. 

There were enrolled in the volunteer army of the Mexican war seventy-three 
thousand men. This was the number of enlistments, not the actual number of men 
engaged in the war. Pi 

There is no means of ascertaining the exact number of men whose names were 
duplicated in the above, and who would only be entitled to one pension under the 
pill. Yet the official reports show that there were 1,399 three-mauths' men, 11,211 
six-months’ men, (held for three,) and 27,063 twelve-months’ men. It is a well-known 
fact that numbers of three-months and twelve-months men, soon after their 
regiments disbanded, re-enlisted—in some instances by whole companies. Notably 
...... Indiana, and Ohioamong the latter. “Tt woald 
nessee, Kentucky, ois, o among the 3 
not be 8 to assume that one-third of these disbanded volunteers re-en- 
listed, namely, 13,231, whose names will be found duplicated on the roll, and who of 
course can only draw one on.“ P 

This quotation ismade Kenedy’s report to the fourth annual reunion of the 
national association of Mexican veterans. 

There were many enlisted in ents which went on to Mexico who were dis- 
cha in a short time, not serving sixty days, and who of course would not be 
entitled to a pension. These would not fall below 1,000 men, apd the committee are 
satisfied they would exceed that number. 

There were three regiments, one from Ohio, one from Missouri, and the other 
from Alabama, and one company from Iowa, 3,709 men who were not 
required to go on to the seat of war, and were out of service before the 
expiration of sixty days from enlistment. There were then 4,709 men enlisted who 
aid not serve sixty days, and who would not be entitled to a pension. The * 
of the Adjutan eral, December 3, 1849, shows that there were killed and died 

ved in battle in Mexico, 1,349 men, and that 10,885 died of disease 
while there; but the number actually killed and died of wounds and diseases will 
ber given in this 


. This legi demonstrates that 
e pee of our Government. 
d fight for pay, 


n 
it 


ment under Butler, of 900 men, lost over 400. Colonel Collins's 
Illinois regiment of 1,000 men lost over 300; Colonel W. B. Campbell, First Ten- 
nessee, numbering over 1,000, lost 217. Lieutenant-Colonel J. J. Seymour's Georgia 
Battalion of 400 lost 184. 


Wh 
larious clima' rr 
to war, and tae panier of hard-fought battles in which they were engaged against 
fallen short of 15,000 men. The 


under this bill. 

First, 4,709 men serving less than sixty da Second, 13,221 re-enlistments. 
Third, 15,000 deaths in Mexico, Fourth, 6,725 ions. Fifth, 11,000 
as invali These aggregating 50,655, deducted from 73,000, leave 22. This 
was the number thirty-one years ago who would have been entitled to pensions 
under this bill at that time. Now, ordinarily there could not have survived of this 
number up to this time more than twelve or thirteen thousand. But when the 
fact is taken into consideration that all these men were exposed to hardships inci- 


these veterans. 

In support of this estimate the committee quote from a letter written by Gen- 
eral George W. Morgan, of Ohio, December 15, 1873: 

After the maturest reflection itis my conviction, comrades, that of the men 
who served with us on the fields of Mexico less than six thousand are alive to-day.” 
sions under the bill will be small. 


has remarried, lea only one beneficiary under the bill. Ta this com 
. der unde 


The survivors of the Black Hawk war the committee estimate not ex: two 
hundred, including widows. This war was in 1832, forty-five years ao con- 
tinued but a short time, and there were not actually engaged more twenty- 
five hundred Sone including the militia from Illinois, 

The Creek and Florida wars could be classed as one war, as they grew out of the 


f 
the pension-roll. These men had, according to the ju 


same causes, and were under the direction of the same commanding general, and 
many of pe ponding th hm Fy in both wars. The Creek war, located in 
Alabama and near the Fl line, began in 1835 and closed in 1836. The 
Florida war, in Florida, began in 1835 and ended in 1342. There were en- 
rolled in these two wars not g thirty-two thousand aoe Many of these 
are counted as often as four or five times. The Florida war continued seven years; 
the troops were mustered for three, six, and twelve months, and, as in the case of 
the Mexican war, so in this, there were many ents, many contin 
through the entire war. The committee estimate the survivors, including widows, 
at not exceeding thirty-five hundred. The committee have not included in the 
foregoing estimates the surviving soldiers of the regular Army in the Mexican war. 
There were engaged in said war, of the regular not exceeding twenty-seven 
thousand. The loss in killed and wounded in e, from disease and desertion, 
were as great among the regular troops as the citizen soldiery. The committee 
therefore make the same calculation as to the survivors of the regular amy asit 
has made with tto the volunteer soldiers. The same calculution would show 
twenty-seven hun survivors. 

That the foregoing estimates 3 the numbers covered by the bill the 
committee have not the least doubt. 

To recapitulate: 
Sarviving citizen soldiers of the Mexican war. 
FCC ˙AVVVVTVTV0VGTTTTTTTTT 


Surviving soldiers, — aS FTA 
Surviving soldiers an widows of Black Hawk war 
Surviving soldiers and widows of the Creek and Florida wars 


that will receive a pension at the rate of $8 per month, or $96 per annum, aggre- 
gating $1,286,400 per annum, which sum will be constantly decreasing. The sur- 
viving soldiers these wars will average sixty years of age, with the 
. eighteen n FFF g 5 
seven or ej m o coy a of twenty-five or 
ears in the dis tof the same. aon antl of the sub- 
ect, with the official records before them, the committee are satisfied that the fore- 
g estimates will cover the entire amount of money required by the bill. 

The surviving soldiers of the wars named have strong claims upon the bounty 
and gratitude of their country. The committee have not 2 proper to enter 
on any encomium upon these brave defenders of their country. They need no eulogy 
from the committee. There is the im e go their privations, suffer- 
ing, and achievements in Illinois, Alabama, Geo: rida, and Mexico. That 
speaks far more eloquently for their cause than any language the committee can 
comman 


d. 
The committee have shown that in the light of past legislation this bill ought to 
pass. They have shown that the soldiers embraced in the bill had the right to 


expect, when volunteered to defend the country, that when old the Govern- 
ment would grant them the asked in this bi They have shown that as 
a matter of sound national 


cy the pps enter They have shown that the 
Government acquired by the sufferings and valor of the Mexican veterans 937,875 
square miles of er of incalcu wealth, which opened a highway to the 
Pacific Ocean and which holds in its arms the gateway to the eastern continent. 
They have shown that as a matter of justice, as well as national itude to the 
men who maintained so gloriously the flag of the country, this ought to 

Such an act, panong the brave men of tbe North and South who fought shoul- 
der to shoulder under Taylor and Scott, would strengthen the Government far 
more vary and formidable fortifications, grand and ificent navies, or 


g armies. The States of Indiana, ois, California, 
Louisiana, and others have instructed th eee 
this bill. It is a measure the whole people of the e untry will most h tily 1 —5 
prove and indorse. eee e old soldiers, far advanced be- 
yond the meridian of life, now in penury and want, whose sad bearts would be 


cheered and made to leap with joy at the news of the of this bill. Let 
their hearts be gladdened and thais declining years lightened by granting this pit- 


tance. 
Remember, they— < 
“Bore their country’s honors high, 
Resolved to conquer or to die,” 


and that their gallant deeds have reflected a blaze of imperishable glory on the 
American name.” 


The fifth section of the bill repeals section 4716 of the Revised Statutes, which 
Tohibits the pa: t of a pension “to any one who in any manner aided the re- 
Pelion against the authority of the United. States.” That this section should be 
e Gare opa Rew scarcely be a doubt. There has been a number of the old 
soldiers of the war of 1812 and invalid in the South deprived 
of their pensions, justly due them, by reason of this section, although their t 
8 cron elem pore ee Sager re ae 
a proceeding therein, and no standing N amn, 
of December, 1868. The pensions of soldiers disabled in the line of duty are in no 
sense a gratuity, but are supported re ey made by the Government with 
them at the date of their ent, that if disabled they should have a pension. 
The consideration is the service and blood of the soldier. The ies were com- 
petent to contract, The su matter of the contract was neither in contraven- 
tion of law nor of public policy, but was expressly authorized by law and promot- 
ive of the public good. It has every ingredient of a contract, as detined by all the 
law-books. The pension was predicated on the sole condition of the soldier’ dis- 
ability in the line of duty, and upon the happening of which condition the engage- 
ment of the Government became a puto vested right, and was the property of 
the soldier as much as any bond which he may have held on the Government or 
pac * in 2 which = ey mare Gee ye 1 = = re 3 575 
panion supported € opinion great and learn wyer Wil- 
Hess abet When A tornes Ge sin 1525, in speaking of an invalid pension, 
e š 


It is bottomed only on the single condition that the husband and father shall 
die in the service of his country, on the happening of which condition the public 
engagement becomes a debt which is as 9 of the widow and children 
* Th aber s pees 3 ask ovine er byi — 5 ed by his 

© ve m e Attorney-Gen was su uently aj y 
successor, Mr. B. F. Butler, in the case of Mrs. White. xine pe 1 

The distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, | while address- 
ing the House in behalf of his amendment to a certain pension bill in relation to 
the surviving soldiers of 1812, by which he was seeking to have the southern sol- 
diers of that war restored to the pension-roll, said: 

“Those who had not served for sixty days, or for any specific time, are put on 

. i ent of Congress, ren 
dered such service as to entitle them toa pension. It was their right, which had 
been granted to them. The pension was their property.” 

Thus it will be seen that this distinguished lawyer and statesman holds that what 
is termed a tous pension is given because the service of the soldier in the 
ju ent o 1 7 7 entitled him to it, and that it is his right which is granted, 
and that this right is his property, and that a refusal to grant this right to the sol- 


is 
diers of the South of the war of 1812 was a virtual confiscation of their property. 
Whatever orf be said of this latter proposition, the former is certainly well sus- 
reason and authority. If the invalid soldier's right of pension be 


tained by boi 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 14, 


„ has this been forfeited and confiscated N 
en in the on i authority of the U. States? No suo 
view is su by the law. The law forbids t of the pension with- 
3 t forbids the tayment of the proveeda af the 

TO} act for nt o; 0 
male nd — 8 pi ho Government became the 


pront of loyalty restored the 

eclared forfeited, but is held 

5 f of loyalty. 

feited without a proper p pand, judgm ent 
8 eC 


says: 
The 1 — of the insurgent States may be distributed in four classes: First. 
pas 9 5 longed to the hostile organization or was employed in actual hostil- 
on i 
gooey That which at sea became lawful . of capture and prize. 
ion. 


Third. That which became the subject of 
Fourth. A peculiar description, known only in the recent war, called captured 
and abandoned property. 
* * 


* 


* * * + 
Almost all property of the people in the insurgent States was included in the 
E Bat it will be observed 


third description, that tribunals and have 
been proved by which alone such f rani could be condemned, and without 
which it remained unaffected. Itis 


us seen that, except tty used in actual 
hostility, no titles were divested in the insurgent States 8 
judgment rendered after due legal pı gs.” 

The right of invalid soldiers to pensions has been shown to be a perfect vested 
right, and could only have been forfeited by the judgment of a court of competent 
j ietion in a proper ing therein. But, in addition tothis, they are cov- 
ered by the general on and amnesty of 1868. 

What was the effect of this so far as it related to them? It released them 
not only from all penalties incurred by reason of their 33 in the rebell- 
fon against the authority of the United States,” but it absolutely and forever 
“ blotted out,” “obliterated,” and effaced the offense itself, and made them, in con- 
templation of law, wholly “innocent” and loyal citizens. It supplies the proof of 
loyalty in all proceedings where such f is required. It forever closes the eyes 

all tribun: 5 © fact that they had “ icipated in the 
rebellion against the authority of the United States“ as an element in the judg- 
ment in any proceedings for or against them. It renders section 4716 inoperative 
so far as it affects them. The effect of the general pardon of 1868 is no longer an 
open question. It has been settled in a number of cases w the Supreme Court of 

e United States. Inthe case of the Ex parte Garland, 4 Wall., 381, the court said: 

7... arnt get gear TE a beef t 
of the offender, and when the on is it releases the punishment and blots 
out of existence the guilt, so t in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent 
as if he had never committed tho offense.’ 


in pursuance of a 


the commencement of the late war a citizen of the State 
of the citizens of the South aided in its 3 gle for a 
separate existence. He cee of ber, 
1863, by taking the oath and afterward observing the same. After the close of 
the war he brought suit in the Court of Claims to recover the proceeds of the sale 


act. 

and comfort to 

erate cause. The court held that the ion “purged him of whatever offense he 
” and no offense connected with the re- 


he bad given no aid or comfort to the rebellion.” 
In Kllen's case the court said: 
That pardon includes amnesty. It blots out the offense pardoned, and removes 


allits consequences. (13 Wall, 137.)” 

Again, in the case of Carlisle: 

It is true the pardon and amnesty do not and cannot alter the actual fact that 
f.. 
ception of that fact as an element in its judgment. has been some - 
ence of opinion the bers of the court as to 


er t for 

contemplation the offense itself.”—16 Wall., 151. 
‘The court in all these cases held that pardon not only releases the offender from 
punishment, but wipes out of existence the offense i ; that no offense growing 
out of the rebellion can be imputed to any one covered by the general pardon and 
amnesty of December, 1868; that a full and unconditional pardon restores to the 
offender his and po code Paes same extent as if he had never offended. 
The only limi to the effect of a pardon as thus stated is, “it does not restore 
offices forfeited and property or interest vested in third persons in consequence of 
the conviction and judgment,” and this “benign tive of mercy,” being con- 
ferred upon the President by the Constitution, is not subject to the legislative will, 
b; restrictions,” hereto- 


nor can 1t be “fettered by any legislative In Klein's case, 
fore cited, the court sald; if 

“The President's er of pardon is not subject to legislation. Congress can 
——— limit the e! of his pardon nor exclude from its exercise any class of 
offenders.” 

If section 4716 be enforced against invalid pensioners, then their is con- 
fiscated, and they are punished for their participation in the rebellion, notwith- 


standing their pardon. How can this be done if the law, as expounded by the 
an 1185 Court, is to be respected and obeyed by the Executive and his subordi- 
nates 

The Supreme Court, as it has been shown, has decided that their pardon releases 
them from all punishment and that no crime growing out of the rebellion can be 
imputed to them. Then this section necessarily comes in conflict with the effect 
of their pardon, ard, being a restriction of the s perdone power, is null and void 
so far as it affects their rights. The law says that every soldier, without a single 
aoa disabled by wounds or otherwise in the line of his duty shall have a pen- 

u. 


on. 
Why are not all, therefore, wounded or disabled in the line of duty entitled to a 
pension? only answer is that many who would be otherwise entitled to a 
pension engaged in the late rebellion, and section 4716 forbids the payment of any 
pension to them; they are therefore excluded solely on account of an offense of 
which they have never been adjud guilty te ong of competent jurisdic- 

and which has been pardu: in fall, bl out of existence, wholly 
obliterated. These soldiers thus excluded are as justly entitled to their pensions 
under the law as the soldier who lost a limb or an eyo in the defense of the Fed. 


eral Union. While the committee does not censure the Commissioner of Pensions 
for enforcing the provisions of section 4716, yet they feel constrained to say that 
he has mistaken the law, and that hc could have found high authority for disre- 


said section and following the law as expounded by the Supreme Court. 
iaee peer openge AF oi See 
1 but the tive duty of every executive 
gard it. e Commissioner of Pensions sh have followed the decisions of the 
court, holding that the on forever closed his eyes to the perception of the 
offense as an element in his judgment, and substituted the pardon for 


proof of loyalty, 
If the Government has restored the captured by the Federal forces to 
taken, by virtue of their pardon, then it should re- 
e property of its old soldiers who were disabled in battle 


le property ot its old defenders? was pending in 
this House during the Forty-third Congress, amending the act to pension the sur- 
viving soldiers of the war of 1812. Mr. BuTLER, of Massachusetts, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment thereto: 

“Provided, That the restoration and pension contemplated by this act shall take 
effect from the of this act.” 

And upon amendment he submitted the following remarks : 

The section to which this amendment is N 5 p to remove from the 
pensioners the disability imposed by the act of 1864. [The act alluded to was in- 
corporated in the Revised Statutes as section 4716.] Now it seems to me manifestly 
unjust that we should confiscate the pension d the intervening time. While 
oe eer . on, while the Union was still unrestored, it was a very 
eos the pension of those who were disloyal, but I cannot see why the 


on account of their 


pensions, on account of their participa- 
9 of the United States,” would be a total ror) 
by the Constitu- 

on of the Constitu- 


tion in the me the eus 
wanton disregard o; gracious prerogative of m re 
tion in the President, and a z and 8 


to repudiate tho sacred obligation of the Government to the widows and o: of 
the brave men who fell in the late war fighting for the perpetuity of the ral 
Union! There is searcely a man here or elsewhere in any section of our common 


„Which 
tells them, These were all received in upholding my 
flag; m es in arms ut the North, battle- scarred and wounded as 
all tenderly cared for by the Government, while I am left to starve or beg 
tenance because of my sympathy for my people and section in the late war.” Is it 


right! 

R AYD be Shh waite of sentiment between the North and South in 
FFC 
of the country so long as the disa soldiers of the North 

comrades in arms of the South who shared with them 


national A Sumner 
his famous resolution into the Senate of the United States to strike from the flags 
„F. battles between fellow- citizens. 


eee eee be assured onl: 
ces, and it is contrary to the usage of ci 
memory of civil war.” 

rant, bra bie understood when, in December, 1873, he recommended 
a full and uncondition: 


Congress pardon and amnesty for all offenses. growin 
out of the “ rebellion,” that onal 9 cot 


Con, join in this good work and “stimulate, not stifle, the uprising of 
footer aed affection " of the southern Let 


pon fee ae 10 


the permanent peace, and a unity between the once 
alienated sections of the TAa result which every patriot most ardently 

Mr, HEWITT, of Alabama. I now ask that all general debate on 
this bill be closed in two hours. I propose to occupy one hour on this 
side and to give one hour to the other side. 

na: JOYCE. I hope more time will be allowed for debate than 
that. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Upon the suggestion of other col-, 
leagues on the committee I ask unanimous consent to limit all gen- 
eral debate to four hours. One hour to the gentleman from Vermont, 
(Mr. JOYCE,] one hour to Mr. Powers, and I will dispose of one 
— on my side and allow Mr. Rice, of Ohio, to dispose of the other 

our. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. And vote on it to-morrow, 

Mr. CONGER. The committee cannot determine the time for de- 
bate, even by unanimous consent; it has no such power. 

The CHAIRMAN. The péint of order is well en, so that if the 
| gentleman desires to fix the time for closing debate he must move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest that the debate go on for the present and 
then the committee can rise and the House can close it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then at the expiration of the two 
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honrs I will move that the committee rise for the papos of closing 
debate. I now yield forty minutes to my colleague, [Mr. HERBERT. ] 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Before the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 
BERT] proceeds I would like to understand what arrangement has 
been made, 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been none. The debate can be closed 
at such time as the gentleman having charge of the bill chooses to 
move to close it. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Has any hour been fixed for taking the vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. No hour has been fixed. 

Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Chairman, at the proper time I shall move 
to amend this bill by adding to the repealing clause section 3480 of the 
Revised Statutes. The sole effect of the repeal of this section, as I 
understand it, will be to permit bounty-land scrip to be issued to 
claimants under the act of 1853, without proof of past loyalty. It will 
be seen on looking into the section that on its face it forbids the pay- 
ment of all claims and demands whatsoever 8 prior to the 13th 
of April, 1861, to persons who did not remain loyal. Pr its terms it 


covers debts due from the United States by contract. But as to this 
class of cases it is rendered inoperative by the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the Uuited States. court decided as far back as 1872 


in Klein’s case in 13 Wallace, that the pardon of the President restored 
rights of property, and that this effect was not subject to the control 
of Congress. This decision has since been followed and is the law of 
the land. There are very few confederates who have not been par- 
doned ; perhaps not one of these has a claim against the Government ; 
so that practically this law, as to such debts as are now due from the 
Government by contract, express or implied, is a nullity. But by con- 
struction of the Secretary of the Interior, this section still applies to 
applications for bounty-land scrip under the act of 1853. 

These cases cannot be very numerous. The act had been in force 
for more than seven years before the late war began. Most of the 
scrip due had been issued. Where the scrip had not been issued the 
repeal of this section will permit application to be made without ex- 
acting the test oath or proof of past loyalty. The repeal of section 
3480 is necessary to out and complete what is proposed in the 
bill by the repeal of section 4716. 

The repeal of that section 4716 is intended to allow those who were 
formerly in arms against the Union to receive pensions under the law 
es nsions to the soldiers of 1812—to place all soldiers who 

ave fought for our common country ona common footing. The other 
provisious of the bill speak for themselves; they are plain to be seen. 

It seems, sir, to me that the time has come to pass this measure. 

It is too late now, Mr. Chairman, to inquire whether it was wise 
for this Government to adopt the system of pensions. The system 
was inaugurated by our ancestors, and it has come down to usas part 

of the woof and warp of our institutions. Its value does not consist 
in the fact that it is payment for services rendered. You cannot es- 
timate the value of, and you cannot pay in dollars and cents, the sol- 
dier for his lost limb or the widow for her husband. Pension laws 
stand for their justification on broader and higher grounds than mere 
barter and sale. When the Representatives o a fres poopie; after the 
danger is past, freely consent that the people may be taxed to pay 
pensions, it is an expression of the gratitude of the people to those 
who defended their country when peril threatened or honor called. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the raia is something more than this. It is 
rooted in public policy. The founders of our Government provided 
no standing army to keep thé at home. They contemplated 
no hiring of Hessians to fight onr battles abroad; but they relied on 
the conservative forces of society to execute the law and on the 
patriotism of the volunteer to protect us from foreign enemies, They 
well knew that no people could be trne whose government was false 
and they had government set the example of honoring and cherish- 
ing those to whom honor and gratitude were due. The government 

| that does not live by force of arms must be founded in the affections of 
$ the people. It must be guided by the loftiest sense of honor; it must 
appen to the noblest emotions of the heart; it must dispense its 
blessings with equal and impartial hand; it must cultivate in its 
people a patriotism that is something more than love of lake and 
i river and fertile field and sunny homes; it must foster in their hearts 
mutual forbearance and good-will for each other and love and ven- 
eration for their common institutions. No system accomplishes these 
ends like pensions to the soldier and his widow. Every pensioner is 
in his neighborhood a land-mark of the past, a monument of the 
panto of the people and the fostering care of the Government. 
hildren clamber on the old man’s knees to hear him tell his battles 
over and young men take him for their model and their exemplar. 
He is a center, a Fon eh. sap for the conservative forces around 
him and he may be counted on with all his influence to sustain the 
Government in all times of trial. 

Tt has ite hn in debate here on finances that some members on 
this floor think the Government needs friends at the South to assist 
in maintaining its financial honor. If so pass this bill and you will 
get them. Pension alike the sontherner and the northerner wher- 
ever they have fought for the flag of our common country, and you 
will raise up everywhere powerful friends who will have a direct in- 
terest in maintaining the value and stability of our currency. For 
myself I utterly scout the idea that the South, by the votes it may 
east here on this floor, means repudiation. I resent the charge as an 
imputation upon our honor and our common sense. This Govern- 
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ment is our Government. Weare part and parcel of it forever. Its 
welfare is our welfare ; its glory is our glory; its shame would be 
our shame; its success and stability are the hope of happiness for our 
children. Unless the Representatives of the more powerful section 
here shall chill our aspirations for the common good | by denying us 
common justice, unless they shall make us feel the blessings of 
this Government are all for the North and its burdens all for the 
South, unless they shall persist in dishonoring and degrading ns by 
odious discriminations and infamous test oaths, we cannot be driven 
to dishonor the obligations of the Government. 

When during the late war Mr. Chase was selling Government bonds 
to raise money, he made every effort to place as many of them as pos- 
sible at home; this not only that the interest might be paid and the 
money kept in the country, but that the country might have an inter- 
est in maintaining intact the obligations of the Government. Mr. 
Chase understood human nature. We ask you, gentlemen, to take it 
into account. 

It might be well if the bonds of the United States were owned 
more generally throughout the Union. It would tend to prevent the 
sectional character our financial discussions have assumed. But we of 
the South are too poor to buy bonds. The war left us nothing bat 
lands burdened with debt, and we have made nothing since to invest. 
But give the South its fair share of pensions due its citizens for serv- 
ices rendered to the United States, and you raise up friends for our 
system of finance. This seems to me the plainest dictate of practical 
wisdom at this moment. 

But, Mr, Chairman, by the of this bill Con will do 
more, infinitely more even than this ; it will do justice—justice to the 
brave men of the North and the South who mingled their blood at 
Monterey, Buena Vista, Molino del Rey, and Chapultepec, and to 
¿nose gallant soldiers who fought in the Black Hawk, Creek, and 
Florida wars, now more than forty years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be that there are classes of men in the South 
to whom an appeal to support the financial honor of this Govern- 
ment sounds like a hollow mockery. It may be that to them the 
Government itself appears to have set the example of repudiation 
and that too to gain a pitiful, paltry sum of money. hat do all 
the claims amount to the payment of which was inhibited by section 
34807 First, there are the N for bounty lands under the act 
of eS prorina for by the amendment I propose. Peconi; at 
Greenville, Alabama, in my district, by mistake of some officer of the 
United States Goverment in 1856, now twenty-two years ago, a num- 
ber of entries of land were erroneously permitted. The entries were 
canceled, but the money was received by the United States and nearly 
$8,000 of it are in the Treasury to-day. Lastly, there are the southern 
mail contractors to whom part of a quarter’s pay is due for carrying 
the mails just prior to secession, The last Congress made an appro- 
priation to pay these contractors; but somehow they are not yet 
. I know of nothing else the Government owed in the South in 

861. Certainly every claim against it there then, bounty scrip, mail 
contracts, money erroneously received, and claims of every other de- 
scription would not amount to twenty days’ interest on the bonded 
debt of the United States. 

Yet to save this trifling sum Congress appears to the southern man 
to have resorted to repudiation. Tested by the theory upon which the 
war for the Union was waged, by the results of that war, by the Con- 
stitution, by the decisions of the Supreme Court, and by the practice 
of the Departments, the acts of Congress, I repeat, on which the re- 
fusal to pay these claims has been based, seem to southern claimants 
to constitute downright repudiation. He reasons thus: The war was 
waged for the preservation of the Union, waged to bring back the 
seceding States under the Constitution of the United States. The 
Union was preserved, all the seceding States were brought back and 
when rehabilitated, became, thereby, the equals of all other States in 
the Union. The equality of the States was absolutely fixed by the 
Constitution of their Union. 

It may not have followed from this that the citizen who had borne 
arms against the Government was restored to all his rights, but that 
same Constitution provided how that was to be done, and it was done 
by the President’s pardon. By this exercise of constitutional power, 
uncontrollable by Congress, the Supreme Court decided, in The United 
States vs. Klein, 13 Wallace, the President had restored offenders to 
all their rights of 1 ges Yet by the joint resolution of March 2, 
1867, now section „Revised Statutes, the Congress declared that 
pardon should not work restoration of rights, thus enacting literal 
repudiation. Claims by contracts, money demands for value received, 
were rights, legal rights, to which pardon worked full restitution; 
but when the President had thus taken away from Congress the power 
to deny that these were debts, it exercised its sovereign power of re- 

udiation, because it did not like its creditors; a dangerous example 

r Government to set. The decision in Klein’s case was upon a law 
of Congress enacting that the acceptance of pardon should be evi- 
dence of guilt, and that the Court of Claims, upon stich evidence, 
should deny the claimant’s application. In other words, one law de- 
nied the former offender his rights if he did not obtain a pardon, an- 
other denied him if he did. Here was Congress sééking to effect 
repudiation of national obligations by the attempted nullification of 
a constitutional act of the ident. TAIAT 2 

When the Supreme Court thus came, Mr. Chairman, to the reseue of 
the Cor stitution, it did appear to us of the South that the question 
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was at an end; that the Union of our fathers was restored, modified 
only by the amendments to the Constitution; that amnestied citi- 
zens of the South were restored, according to the proclamation of the 
President, to their 5 of property, and that justice would be done 
to them according to law; but it somehow happens that the contract 
claims I have been speaking of are yet unpaid, t 

These contract claims, Mr. Chairman, are not touched by the bill 
before us, because, as I have said, the decisions of the Supreme Court 
are admitted on all hands as to such claims to have practically nulli- 
fied the inhibitions of this section; but I have chosen to consider 
them with the pensions and bounties, becanse together they show in 
a clear and strong light the policy this Government has seen proper 
to pursue toward a portion of its people and the tendency of that 
policy. But claims for bounty lands, existing prior to the late war, 
will orai I have heretofore said, affected by the repeal of this sec- 
tion 3430. 

I had occasion recently to address a letter to the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Interior, inqniring, at the instance of certain claimantsin 
3 under what authority the Department felt itself authorized 

to exact of claimants for bounty land under the act of 1853 the test- 
oath and proof of past loyalty. I have a copy of his reply before me 
and he bases the right of the Government to refuse to issue the scrip 
upon the joint resolution of March 2, 1867, now section 3480. Tomy 
mind it a that this act does not cover the case; that in a penal 
act like th s, Which by every canon of construction is to be strictly 
construed, the word pay, when followed by the words claim, de- 
mand, &., must be held to mean what it means literally, a“ pay- 
ment” of money, and that it cannot be stretched so as to include the 
issuance of a land warrant. But such is the construction of the De- 
partment, and by this construction claimants must abide unless we 
repeal the law. 

e Secretary holds not only that the section in question does ap- 
ply to applications for bounty scrip, but that Congress had the right 
to re 
with him on that point, but I submit to this Con this question : 
Whether restoration to bounty right is not within the spirit of the 
President's pardon, which, as the Supreme Court declares, ‘ blots out 
the offense oned and removes all its penal consequences.” If the 

ardon had the effect to blot out all offense, what moral right had 

‘on thereafter fo affix apenal consequence? If you say it was 
confiscation, then I ask, even if you could confiscate without a judg- 
ment of court, why confiscate the rights of those who were entitled to 
bounties, of those who have fought for the flag, and not confiscate 
the rights of others? Is there any justice in it f 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to offend. Far be it from me to utter 
on this floor any word that would stir up angry discussion of the 

ast; but I have felt it my duty, in all kindness, to present to this 

Hours these matters as they appear to my constituents. This I be- 
lieve to be the duty of a Representative; this is in accord with the 
theory of our Government. I know that when these acts of which 
we ask a repeal were passed the fires of the war were still burning 
freshly. In March, 1867, passion was sweeping over the land like a 
hurricane. The seceding States had not yet been admitted to repre- 
sentation in Congress. The voice of the South was not heard on 
floor. The North was fresh from the contemplation of the horrors of 
the battle-field. A policy which may at that moment have seemed 
proper may well seem not to be proper now. The States have been 
ited: ; every district is represented, and time has brought heal- 
ing on its wings. We are here to legislate for the future, not to dis- 
cuss the past except in so far as it may throw light on the present. 

We of the South have accepted the situation, the logic of events. 
We ask you men of the North to do the same. Defeat brought to us 
its inevitable co uences. Victory and the reunion of tho States 
under the Constitution b ht to you results from which there is 
equally no escape. The indissolubility of the Union involves the 
perpetual participation of the South in all the affairs of this Govern- 
ment. On ey a question affecting its welfare the South is 

ealled to vote. You need our help, as we need yours. You need our 
‘friendship, as we need yours. - 

Take, for example, the system of pensions to the Union soldiers of 
the late war. The last report of the Secretary of the Interior shows 
that for the past year there were paid— 

n . ccs pbosnssecseccoddes 
To Army widows, & 
To Navy ‘nvalids.... 
To Navy widows 


In round numbers, nearly $27,000,000. 

The South is taxed to pay these bounties and we, the Representa- 
tives of the South, are expected to vote and do vote the taxes. The 
system is,in part at least, dependent upon us for its continuance. 

At the same time, among our constituents, who pay their share of 
these taxes, thousands and tens of thousands, victims of that unhappy 
war, are wearily draggin their mutilated bodies to their graves wit 
no government to help them. Our widows are in want, the children 
of our dead soldiers are growing 2 75 poverty, yet we ask no share 
in this 827,000,000 we help to pay. We will not ask this Government 
to pension ns for fighting against it. We know it cannot be. But 
while we help to support the pension system by our votes and our 


a bounty law. It is not necessary for me now to take issue | a fair 


money we do ask to participate in its benefits, wherever we have 
fought for the flag of our country. We ask simple justice, nothing 
more. 

Who are they, Mr. Chairman, that desire the test oath longer im- 
posed on southern men as a badge of exclusion from the benefits of 
the pension system and of inferiority in the Government? They are 
not, I am persuaded, the soldiers whom we fonght. And here l beg 
leave to read a letter from General Sherman. It isin reply to one 
from myself informing him that I desired information that would 
aid me to obtain a pension for a southern widow, Mrs. O’Brien. The 
gallant old General did not ask me whether she could take the test 
oath but replied as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. O., January 24, 1878. 
Dear Sm: I know will pardon my seeming delay in answerin: r letter 
of Jan 18, when 3 the time has been Feitized in preparin: STan 
Lar! “ Military history of Brevet-Major J. P. J. O'Brien, Fourth Artillery,” which 
I think, materially assist you in ocr e 7) sok! securing @ pension 
to the widow of O’Brien. Personally I know little of O „ but indirectly. from 
mutaal tances, much. He was familiarly known as Paddy O’Brien, being 
full of intlligence, wit, and a cow which made him universally ‘ed; Ihave 
say that 0 at Buena Vista did more to secure victory to 


nat 
Saip araman E 
whose battery the gorge 


there, but I have the above from witnesses, and I believe all the facts are of 
record in a trial demanded by O of a court of inquiry into the cause of tho 
loss of those “two guns.“ this occurred in France, O'Brien would have been 
honored and rewarded in life; but he was not. In the e Saasen military 
e deve ecg dlr ee owe eee, of man cholera, at his of 
ty. His widow is the widow — 


Alabama, Washington, D. C. 

These noble utterances indicate I believe the sentiments of the sol- 
diers of the North—I take it that General Sherman speaks for them 
and that they and their representatives here will not stop to ask 
where a man stood when we were divided, but will only ask where 
he stood when we were united and fighting in a common cause. 

It does not seem to me that a great Government like this ought to 
haggle over the price of justice, but how much will it cost? From 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior it appears that the pensions 
paid to the survivors of the war of 1812 were last year, $934,657.82, 
and to the widows of the soldiers of said war, $361,548.91. Wemay 
safely estimate that no more than half that sum would be required 
to pay the additional pensions for that war provided for in the bill 
because many from the South of the old soldiers of 1812 remained 
10 3 the war and have proven it since and been placed on the 
ro 

The other pensions provided for in the bill have been estimated 
carefully, and the basis of the estimates are given in the report of the 
committee. The estimate is $1,286,400 per annum. Adding $713,600, 
an overestimate for the survivors of 1812 to be admitted to the rolls 
under this bill, to this sum, and the outside annual ex under 
this bill is $2,000,000; but this sum will annually and rapidly decrease. 
The old men and women who would be pensioned for the war of 1812 
are fast passing away. They nearly all have passed the allotted time 
of three score and ten, If we pass this bill many of them will drop 
into their graves before their papers can be pre And time is 
telling rapidly on the survivors of the Indian and Mexican wars. 
Many a -haired veteran among them is asking himself to-day 
whether will spare his life till Con shall recognize his serv- 
ices. The sum we are asked to vote by this bill is a trifle compared 
to the twenty-seven millions we are paying now to pensioners of the 
late war alone. It is true that added all together the amount is large, 
but ze are forty-two millions of people in the richest country on the 
earth. 

Look at the other great nations of the world. Europe is an in- 
trenched camp. Germany with a population just equal to ours has 
a standing army in time of peace of 401,000 men; France, with a 

pulation of 38,000,000, an army of 430,000; Austria-Hun , with 
35000 000, has 278,000 men; Russia has a peace establishment of 
846,000 men; and even little oie, bens with only 5,000,000 people, 
keeps an army of 40,000 men in time of peace, while we, the repre- 
sentatives of 42,000,000 people, are discussing the question whether 
twenty or twenty-five thousand men are sufficient to defend our front- 
iers. Sir, we are a peace-loving people; we are united at home and 
respected abroad; we goonp the most favored position on the planet, 
yet we are not vain enough to imagine we can never be called on to 
meet a foreign foe; but the world knows that our pride and our 
strength is the volunteer soldier. He is the presiding genius of our 
institutions, and pensions to the veteran are the free-will offerings 
of a proud and grateful people. 


This, Mr. Chairman, is our system. Weexpect to maintain it. Why 


j 
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not make the system a just one? Why forget the brave men who 
forty years ago defended our women aud children and pushed the 
confines of civilization farther and farther into the wilderness? Why 
neglect those gallant soldiers who planted our flag in the capital of 
Mexico, and by the prowess of their arms gave us California, Nevada, 
Colorado, Wyoming, Arizona, and New Mexico? Why be so lavish 
of our money to the soldier of the North and have none for the soldier 
of the South, where he too fought the battles of our country. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is not a sectional measure; it proposes to 
legislate for our whole country. It isnot partisan; it rises above party; 
it appeals to all classes, to the soldier and the civilian, to the finan- 
cier and the statesman, to our veneration for a common past and our 
hope for acommon future. It is true there is a loud ery for econom 
coming up from the people; but the broad-minded, warm-h i 
eal vive American people do not expect us, their Representa- 
tives, to economize justice. 

You will perceive, sir, that although this bill benefits both sections 
I have yet in the course of my remarks dwelt much upon the idea of 
is thought has been eg erry in my 
mind. It is peers natural that this should be so; but if I am in 

e 


any sense able to lift myself above those natural predilections which 
bind me to the people of my own home, then, elevating myself to 
the loftiest plane of thought and feeling of which I am capable, look- 


ing upon this whole country as my country, and this whole people 
— people, I should say, better than all the gold of California a and 
silver of Nevada that the South should be made to feel once more 
that the Co of the United States legislates alike for the North 
and the Sou Then will reconstruction be complete. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it is right or expe- 
dient to pass this bill at the present time. I opposed it when before 
the committee, and I purpose here to-day, somewhat disconnectedly 

haps, to give the reasons in brief upon which that opposition rests. 
am confident that the time has not yet come when the Government 
shall grant gratuitous pensions to the soldiers of the war of 1846 with 
Mexico, There is, however, connected with this bill another scheme, 
or another pensioning, if I may use the term, that renders it still more 
objectionable. I refer to the 3 * to pension sol- 
diers or volunteers in the Black Hawk, Seminole, Florida, and Creek 
Indian wars on the basis of thirty days’ service. 

I know full well that the general tendency and the natural prompt- 
ingsof the heart are to give aud togive liberally in all cases of this kind. 
I sincerely trust that I recognize and duly appreciate the valor of the 
soldiers who fought our battles with Mexico. I know that they were 
valiant and true men, and I care not in what part of the United States 
they now reside or from what portion of our common country the 

ter number of them may have volunteered. I trust my opposi- 
fon is based npon no sectional or party considerations. I protest 
against this bill for the reason that I sincerely and honestly believe 
it opens wide a new door and proposes to take many millions from 
the Treasury, which under existing circumstances and in the present 
condition of this country we can ill afford to spend. I dissent from 
the report of the 3 of the committee and the conclusions to 
which they come as to the amount which this bill takes from the 
Treasury. They say that it will require but one and a half millions 
of dollars annum to pay the pensions of those soldiers provided 
for under it. Admitting this to be true, it is no very sum to 
add to our already heavily taxed industries and to our present large 
annual ion list of $28,000,000. 

I think, however, I can satisfy any one who will carefully examine 
the facts and the proofs that instead of taking one and a mill- 
ions only, it will during the first year Sy eye more than $7,000,000 
per annum to pay the pension list created by this bill, to say nothing 
of the claims for arrea extending back to 1861, resulting from 
the repeal of section 4716. The report of the majority of the com- 
mittee is erroneous and incorrect; I do not say intentionally wrong. 
I do not say the majority of the committee have e misrepre- 
sented as to the number of survivors, but they have mistaken the 
facts. By reference to that report gentlemen will perceive that the 
number of volunteer troops en in the Mexican war is 73,000, 
which is substantially correct, the number being 73,260. That does 


not include the regulars, amounting to 26,922, and the staff of 
272, or the marine and naval forces, estimated at 5,000. It is my a 
the number of volunteer troops that were e in that war, an 


the entire force was 105,454 officers and men. For the facts and fig- 
ures which I propose to present here to-day I do not rely upon any 
uncertain data. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question at this point? 

Mr. BOWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does the gentleman pretend to say 
that in the estimate made by the committee of the forees engaged in 
the Mexican war they included only the volunteers ? 

Mr.POWERS. Iwill reply to the gentleman very frankly. The ma- 
jority of the committee give the number of volunteer troops engaged 
in the Mexican war as 73,000, They deduct from that number all 
killed in battle or died from wounds or disease, and call the number 
15,000 instead of 12,896; also all the desertions. Pensioners, Mexi- 
can Veteran Association, estimate of re-enlistments, 11,000 pension- 
ers, instead of 6,525, the number actnally pensioned up to 1861, and 


4,709 for persons who did not serve sixty days, and arrive at 22,245 
as the basis of a pension estimate for volunteers in the Mexican war; 


jutant-General, w 


and the report then states that the same ratio of losses should be 
deducied from the regular forces, as they lost quite as heavily as the 
volunteers. 

Now, if gentlemen will refer to Executive Document No. 24, volume 
7, of the session of 1849 and 1850, they will find it stated on page 6 
of that document that the whole number of iosses sustained by the 
volunteer forces in that war, instead of being 12,896 or 15,000, was only 
7,088; that all the losses in both the regular and volunteer forces 
combined were 12,896. I have that statement here contained in a 
report of the Adjutant-General of the Army, furnished by meg W. 
Crawford, Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of the House 
of Representatives. 

Now, starting with the basis of 73,000, the committee deducted 
from it what? Not the 7,088, the losses sustained by the volunteer 
force, but they deduct from that number the entire losses of the vol- 
unteers and the regulars engaged in that war, and then make similar 
and larger estimated deductions from the regular forces, and take 
even the number thus arrived at as a pension basis and estimate the 
survivors by the Carlisle tables, and I apprehend you will have more 
than double the number of pensioners that this report gives. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him another question ? 

Mr. PO I would prefer to finish this statement. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to say that if the gentleman 
will refer to the report of the committee he will find that it states 
distinctly that the number of the volunteer forces eee in the 
Mexican war was 73,260, and that the losses were 12,896. 

Mr. POWERS. If the gentleman will refer to Executive Document 
No. 24,in response to a resolution of this House, he will find that the 
losses of the volunteer forces were not 12,896, but 7,078 ; the loss for 
each regiment is given. The losses sustained by all our forces, vol- 
unteers and regulars, were 12,896. Am I right in that? If the gen- 
tleman will refer to the document he will find that it is so. And not 
only that, but the committee deduct also the number of 11,000 as 
having been pensioned. Now, I went to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and he informed me that the number pensioned was 6,525 up to 
1861, and I am not aware of many additions since. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. All I have to say is that if the gentle- 
man will examine a former report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
he will find the number stated at 11,000. And if he will examine the 
American Encyclopedia he will find the number stated there at 11,000, 
corresponding with what was stated by a former Commissioner. 

Mr. POWERS. I have the letter of the Commissioner here before 


me. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, And I will also state that the very 
estimate that the Commissioner now makes is taken from that very 
report where the number is stated at 11,000. Í 

r.POWERS. Does the gentleman deny that the number of losses 
deducted from the 73,000 of the volunteer forces includes not only 
ani yaan of the volunteer forces, but those of the regular forces as 
we 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have this to say to the gentleman, 
that if he will examine the report from which he reads he will find 
that it states that all of the losses are not included. 

Mr. POWERS. I will read from the report and the gentleman can 
see how full it is: 

Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 3, 1880. 

Sm: By a resolution of the H f tatives of July 31, 1 the Secre- 
237 tequired 90 couse to DO proparsdiend IA TORO Conpieea oy the 
second Monday of December, of that year, certain information relative to the mili- 
tary forces empl in the late war with Mexico. In a communication from this 
Department Decembor 14, 1848, the House of Representatives was informed 
that the required information could not be fully prepared within the time desig- 
nated, and „ unless otherwise directed, the report would be delayed until full re- 
turns should have been received by the Adjutant-General, embracing all tho par- 


ticulars required by the resolution. 
The report of the Adjutant-General being now completed, I have the honor to 
transmit it herewith, in compliance with the resolution. 


Very respectfully, your t servant, 
197 GEORGE W. CRAWFORD, 


ry of War. 
Hon. Howett Cons, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The figures I rely upon are the official report which he made after 
having taken time to insure that the report should be full and cor- 
rect. 4 think that is a very fair answer to the gentleman. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman will find that the num- 
ber of killed and died of disease in the Mexican war will far exceed 
the number given. 

Mr. POWERS. I have found nothing of that kind, and I have read 
the statement W. Pisgah I have the statement of the Ad- 

he says he has complete information upon the 
subject. I have found nothing that induces me to believe there 
is an error. Now when the gentleman deducts all these, there is still 
a balance of over twenty-two thousand, and how he reduces that to 
six thousamd I do not understand. 
now to state carefully what I believe is the fair number 
of persons entitled to pensions under this bill.’ If this were a matter 
of precedent or right, if this were following the action of Congress in 
reference to soldiers of the Revolution or the soldiers of the war of 
1812, if the soldiers of the war with Mexico could come here and 
plead, “ We are entitled to this in accordance “vith usage ‘and the 
precedents that the Government established,” J care not how much 
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it would cost, I would vote for it. But, Mr. Chairman, such is not 
the case. There has never yet been an instance where men of an 
average age of fifty-six years have been granted gratuitous pensions 
by any Congress for service in any war. 

This bill proposes to 117 nsions not to those who were wounded, 
(they are a ppro ded for,) not to the widows and orphans of 
those who died, but to men many of whom are in the prime of life; 
not to those who are poor and needy alone, as did the act of 1818 
pensioning some revolutionary soldiers, but to men who occupy posi- 
tions on this floor, who are officers in this House, who are members 
of the other House, who 5 8 15 prominent positions everywhere, 
many of whom are in comfortable circumstances and are not in need 


of pensions. 
I it has never been the policy of the Government to t per 
sions cases of this kind; and I could refer to the debates both 


when pensions were granted to revolutionary soldiers and when they 
were granted to the soldiers of the war of 1812, I will read from 
those debates to satisfy gentlemen that I am correct in my conclu- 
sions and views before I close. 

The average age of the soldier who enlisted in 1861, the first year 
of our late war, was 25.1 years. I assume the same mean age for the 
soldiers in the war with Mexico, and I believe in this I do not differ 
from the report of the committee. As the average time of the Mex- 
ican war was 1847, the average age of the Mexican soldier to-day 
would be fifty-six years. What was the av age of the soldiers 
of the war of the Revolution who had received little or no pay for his 
hard services, and who was required to show six months’ service be- 
fore he could be entitled to a pension under the act of 1832? What 
was the average age of the revolutionary soldier at the time a pen- 
sion was granted to him? Over three-score years and ten. What 
was the average age of the soldiers of the war of 1812, to whom gra- 
tuitous pensions like those proposed in this bill were granted in 1871 
Over eighty years. Admit him to have been twenty-five years of age 
at the time of enlistment, the pension having been granted in 1871. 
he must have been over eighty years of age at the time of receiving 
the pension, or rather the passage of the act. 

It has never been the policy or the practice of this Government to 
grant gratuitous pensions to any class of men who were not indigent 
or who were not in the“ sere and yellow leaf” and who had not passed 
the age of three-score and ten. ile I admit the gallantry of the 
soldiers of the war with Mexico, I submit frankly that we have had 
equally gallant soldiers in other wars, and that other wars have been 
equally important to the welfare of the Republic and the interests 
of liberty and free government. 

This measure opens a new and a very wide door. I shall hereafter 
show that it will take at least $7,000,000 from the Treasury the first 
year and more than $100,000,000 in tearm, J years, To show that I 
was right in declaring that this measure initiates a new policy, I 
promised to read somewhat briefly from the debates upon the 
of previous pension acts, Let me refer for a moment to what was 
said by Senator Sherman in the debate upon the bill granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers of 1812. He says: 

act of 1832, which was a general pension act, gave pensions to all 
ss do widow: Widows were not provided for en 1 23 
the date of the act providing for ged to the widows of revolutionary soldiers, 
33% ͤ ²ää suldiges Goat having pasd olf and lige’ 
dated the debt of the Government— ; 

Are we so fortunately situated to-day ? 


and baving a surplus, we were then bound to pay the debt due to the revolu- 
Anery ald promised 


ers for back pay which had been to them, but not paid. 
He said further: 
The nd upon which the pension law of 1832 was passed was first that 
the soldiers of the Revolution never been tolaw. They had re- 


ceived paper money which was itself repudiated during the war, and consequently 
all ises made to them during the Revolution had violated. Again it wus 
claimed, in regard to those soldiers that had never been paid, that money was lying 
idle in the Treasury; at that time there was accumu’ 

The man who was among the foremost to champion the act of 
1871, pli ig to the soldiers of the war of 1812, was Senator 
Morton, of Indiana, Let us see what he said upon this question, for 
by consulting these debates we can obtain some information as to 
what was the guiding motive that induced Congress to pass this act. 
That, it will be remembered, was after the men to receive the pensions 
had attained an averageage of overeighty years. He did not pro 
to establish a precedent to pension men a tin the prime of life, 
and of an average age of fifty-six years, as are the soldiers of the Mex- 


ican war to-day. Morton said: 

It is now nearly fifty-six years since the war of 1812 was closed. Very few of 
those who ici in that war are under seventy-five years of age. More of 
them are eighty seventy-five. What is called 


ong, er of this bill 
will require any one of those old men, in order to enjoy fit of it, to prove 
that he is substantially a pauper. 

1t is said that if we pass the bill with the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky it will constitute an unfortunate precedent. If fiity aaee from this 
time, if fifty-six years after the end of the late war, the country, then so vastly in- 
ereased in porns and wealth, should choose to pension who shall then 
survive, who took part in the war, it will not be a heavy burden upon the country. 
There is no danger to arise from this ent, for the precedent establishes 
noihing but this: that after a war shall have euded fifty-six years— 


Not thirty, as in the case of the Mexican war— 


when nearly all the soldiers of that war have died and but a few old men are left, 
it is then proper to pension them, without regard to their pecuniary condition. 


I therefore very confidently assert that this bill is not sustained by 


any such reasons or based upon any such grounds as the acts of 1832 
and 1871; that the pension law of 1832, granting pensions to the sol- 
diers who fought our battles in the Revolution, was based upon the 
argument that they had received no pay; that the money in which 
Shey had been paid was not worth more than ten cents on the dollar, 
perhaps not more than one cent on the dollar; that it was a debt 
which we owed them, and which it was the more incumbent upon us 
to pay as at that time we had a surplus of money in the Treasury, 
and Co could well afford to be generous, or at least just, toward 
those old soldiers who had established by their valor the independ- 
ence, the freedom, and the institutions of this country. 

The pension act of 1871, as stated by its strongest advocate, Sena- 
tor Morton, was passed upon the principle that when fifty-six years 
had ela after the conclusion of a war, and when but few of the 
soldiers survived, when the youngest must be seventy-five years, it 
was proper and right to give those few men in the declining years of 
their life a gratuitous ion. 

How is it now? Let us look at what it is proposed to do here. In 
the first place I have stated to you, and I think it will not be denied, 
that the average age of the Mexican soldier would be about fifty-six 
years. Most men at fifty-six years of age are fully competent and 
able to care for the ves. We hear much about economy, re- 
trenchment, and reform. Does this attempt to take so many millions 
from the Treasury to pension men of this age and for this peculiar 
purpose correspond with the loud profession I have so often heard 
and read in the public prints emanating from the democratic va 
about economy? As this measure is oy supported and champi- 
oned by the democratic side of the House, I have felt like asking if 
seeking this new and strange avenue to the Treasury is a part of 
your retrenchment and reform policy. 

Have any men of that age who served in other wars ever received 
such pensions as this bill proposes to give? When the soldiers of 
the war with Mexico shall have attained the same age; when they 
shall have waited the same number of years with the soldiers who 
fought the battles of the Revolution and those who fought under 
Jackson and Perry and Scott and others in the war of 1812; when 
that number of zan shall have elapsed I will cheerfully follow the 
precedent and gladly vote with gentlemen on the other side. I will 
not say that I care not how much our finances may be embarrassed, 
I care not how theindustries of the country may be burdened, or tho 
laborer crying for bread, or his family shivering and starving around 
the fireless hearthstone, yet I will vote to give them the same pension 
and mete out to them the same measure that has been meted out and 
given to those who fought our battles before the Mexican war. I 
admit their valor, but I say es are entitled to no better treatment 
and no different than that which the Government has given to others. 
This country has ever been kind and generous to its soldiers. 

What this bill proposes is no part of the original contract, but it 
simply addresses itself to our sense of what is right and proper in 
the present condition of the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me call attention for a moment to the 
number of survivors to be pensioned under this bill, for this question 
of cost is an element we are to consider. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I have listened with a great deal of interest to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Maine, but I would like to know 
whether we are to understand from what he has said that we are to 
wait until all of these survivors die before we make any provision 
for them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POWERS. I understand this, if the gentleman from Califor- 
nia pleases and will answer him. I would wait as long before I pen- 
sioned the soldiers of the war with Mexico as the Government waited 
when it had funds to spare before it pensioned those men who fought 
for eight long years to secure the independence of thiscountry. The 
gentleman understands that this bill does not purpose to pension only 
men poor and needy, but is to j AAAS men in almost every walk of 
life, and to tax the industries of this country for the purpose of rais- 
ae ve with which to pay them. 

r. LUTTRELL. Let me ask the gentleman a further question, 
whether he forgets that the valor of these men was the means of ac- 
quiring for this country a great addition to the public domain ? 

Mr. POWERS. I understand that a few soldiers under Fremont 
and some American settlers succeeded in wresting California from 
Mexico. I know that $30,000,000 (the expenses of the war) and the 
valor of our troops gave us a cog st and valuable territory; but I do 
not forget that it is not always the men who conquer foreign terri- 
tory who have done the greatest service to the Republic. I think the 
soldiers of the revolutionary war, by wresting from the English Crown 
the thirteen colonies and laying the foundation of our Republic, and 
I believe that the soldiers of 1861 by preserving the integrity of this 
Republic, the brave men who brought back into this Union and pre- 
served to this nation every State and every foot of our territory, are 
not less entitled to our thanks than those soldiers of the Mexican 
war for their conquest. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let me say, if the gentleman will 
allow me—— 

Mr. POWERS. Let me answer one at a time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. I have said that I would treat the soldiers who 
fought our battles in the war with Mexico as generously. I would 
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treat them as liberally as the Government did the soldiers who fought 
the battles of our independence, and as the Government treats the 
soldiers of the war of 1861 or of the war of 1812. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
he would make any difference between them ? 


Mr. POWERS. No, sir. I was proceeding to consider the number 
to be pensioned, for I desire that this be fairly and correctly under- 
stvod. I have taken some pains to ascertain this, and I have taken 
pains to ascertain and to satisfy myself whether the estimate is cor- 
rect or not. I asked the Commissioner whether there was any esti- 
mate as to the probable number of the survivors of the war of 1812 
when they were pensioned in 1861. He informed me it was esti- 
mated that 40,100 would apply, and more than that number have 


applied. 

FYon will find by examining the record that nearly thirty thousand 
have been sioned as old soldiers of the war of 1812 and widows 
entitled * the act. Yet gentlemen wonld have us to understand 
that we can find only some ten or twelve thousand surviving soldiers 
of the war with Mexico. Whoever will look around will find in his 
own district in most cases four soldiers who were in the Mexican to 
one now surviving of the war of 1812. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. In my county I know of but two. 

Mr. POWERS. In my county I apprehend I can find more than 
two. I know a member in the Le of my State from my 
county who served in the war with Mexico. 

Let us know exactly what we are doing, and whether when they 
say we are only to take a million and a half dollars out of the Treas- 
ury per annum we will not in fact take three or four times or even 
tive times that amount. 

Let us see if there is any reliable method by which we can esti- 
mate this. First, I make this statement: that those gentlemen who 
were so constitutionally enfeebled as to succumb to disease are in- 
cluded in the twelve thousand and odd hundreds that are deducted 
on account of deaths. Now, the whole number of soldiers engaged 
in the Mexican war, including the estimated number of persons in 
the naval foree, is 105,454. This you will find by ref g to the 
same executive document from which I have heretofore quoted. The 
number of deaths was 12,896; the number of desertions, 6,725. The 
number honorably discharged was 85,853. The war closed in 1848, 
and the deaths to that time are included. The ave age I assume 
was twenty-six years in 1848, thirty goa ago; admitting the aver- 

age in 1847 to have been twenty-five years, the ave age now 
would be fifty-six years. Now, a calculation by the Carlisle tables 
ought to give you almost to a certainty, certainly near, thenum- 
ber of survivors. But the Mexican Veteran Association estimates 
that the number of re-enlistments is 13,321. On what basis they put 
it I know not. But as there were re-enlistments, and as it is abso- 
lutely impossible for us to know how many there were, I accepted 
their statement. The number of persons pensioned from 1846 to 
1861 were 6,525, as appears from the records of the Pension Office. 
Deduct the re-enlistments and the number pensioned and you have 
66,087 persons left of the 105,000 persons who went to Mexico or are 
counted as enlisted to go. 

Now, sir, thirty years have elapsed since 1848. According to the 
Carlisle tables, if you take the average of men aud women as you 
find them in this country—and in this case those had been elimi- 
nated who would easily succumb to disease while nearly seven thou- 
sand had been pensioned—I say, according to the Carlisle tables of 
the number of persons who had attained the age of twenty-six years 


31 per cent., if I recollect correctly, will die when they attain the 


age of fifty-six. Taking that asa d we have a right to as- 
sume that it is a correct method of calculation—and we arrive at a 
result that the number of survivors of the Mexican war is 45,600, 
to say nothing about the widows, who are estimated at 1,000, in 
the re but cannot fall short of 5,000, I believe. Now take the 
number that enlisted, take every casualty, desertion, death, ion, 
re-enlistment as estimated by themselves, and then calculate t 
survivors by the Carlisle tables, ard you have 45,000; and I think 
that the number of deductions on account of soldiers not serving 
sixty days,on account of those who will fail to apply, will not be 
than the number of widows who will receive pensions and I 
eem it safe to assume that the Mexican soldiers and their widows 
will give 45,000 pensioners. 

You will find by the records in the Pension Office, if I mistake not, 
that the number of widows of the soldiers of the war of 1512 who 
were pensioned are almost one-fifth or quite one-fifth of the number 
of the other pensioners. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. How many of those thousands received a cent of 
peusion who live south of the Potomac River? 

Mr. POWERS. I ask the gentleman to repeat his question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The gentleman seems to be very well in 
the statistics of who are receiving pensions. I want to know how 
many have received pensions south of the Potomac River; and we 
furnished more troops than you did. 

Mr. POWERS. this measure, then, an account in set-off to the 
pensions of the soldiers of the war of 18617 Is that what this bill 
means? Is it an account in set-off to the pensions now ted to 
the invalid soldiers and to the widows and orphaus of the dead sol- 


diers of the wars of 1812 and 1861? For if the gentleman’s question 
means anything, then it seems to me that he regards it in that light 
and gives it that interpretation. 

Mr. HEWITT, of bama. If the gentleman from Maine will 
allow me, I will answer. It is not so, nor so intended. 

Mr. POWERS. If it is, then we had better understand it as such. 
I did not intend, and I disclaim any desire or purpose to allude to 
anything that would stir up sectional animosities. Iam coming to 
another part of this bill, and upon that I shall declare myself more 
liberally than perhaps most of the men of my party. But I want the 
gentleman to nnderstand when he asks me a question of this kind 
that I cannot forget this one fact, that more than three-fourths of the 
soldiers, when I include those of the Indian wars, that are to be ben- 
efited by this =e act, I think more than seven-eighths of them, 
are from the South. I did not purpose to refer to that, but it has 
been called out by the gentleman’s question, and it should have no 
consideration or Tegn in determining what we ought to do. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the r a ques- 
tion. Does the ee base his opposition to the bill on the fact 
that haik will be more southern men benefited by it than northern 
men 
Mr. POWERS. I have distinctly stated, and I repeat, that I do not 
place it any 3 at all. 

Mr. HE , of ma. I believe you do not; but I asked you 
the question that you might put yourself right. 

Mr. POWERS. When we shall reach and consider the bill intro- 
duced yesterday by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions you will find that he proposes to remove the inhibition and to 
pay the invalid pensions to those soldiers of the Mexican war and the 
war of 1812 who have been refused payment for disloyalty under 
section 4716, Revised Statutes. Iam of those who believe that it is 
lawful and right to pay these pensioners their pensions back to De- 
cember 25, 1868, the time of issuing by President Johnson of the proc- 
lamation of pardon and general amnesty. And that proposition very 
properly comes up for consideration in the arrears bill introduced by 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and assigned fox 
consideration one week from next Wednesday. 

I have endeavored to show you the number of persons who I be- 
lieve would be entitled to pensions under this act by reason of serv- 
ice in the Mexican war. 

Let me turn to another feature of this bill and Lask the gentleman 
to consider it. Now, sir, I would respectfully ask when has this Gov- 
ernment ever pensioned men engaged in fighting Indians under a 

neral gratuitous pension bill before this? We have had many In- 

ian wars from the first settlement of the colonies down to the present 
time. When the bill was before the Senate to pension the soldiers of 
the revolutionary war, a Mr Robinson, then a Senator from Illinois, 
I believe, offered an amendment to pay pensions to soldiers who servel 
under Wayne, Clark, St. Clair, and others, against the Indians. That 
was sg, ney on the ground that they would have to pension the 
whole Northwest if they adopted the amendment, and the proposi- 
tion was defeated by a large majority. 

By this bill it is proposed not only to pension the soldiers of the 
war with Mexico, while they are yet but fifty-six years of age, as if 
there was such a plethora of money in the y that we did not 
know what to do with it, but also to pension men who served thirty 
days in the Black Hawk, Seminole; Florida, and Creek wars, so that 
wherever there was a burning or murder or massacre by Indians and 
during the many years of trouble and disturbance with those Indians 
and men were called out to serve in a company for thirty days only in 
any voluntary organization, without special reference to what they did 
or how they served, they are to be pensioned. - This is a new depart- 
ure in more respects than one. In all other pondon bills the shortest 
time of service required was sixty days, and it is now proposed to 
out it down to thirty days in this new move to pension men who have 
been out fighting Indians. And why? I think I could assign the 
reason; certainly one su ts itself to my mind; but I prefer to let 
the advocates of this bill explain and answer. We have means of 
ascertaining quite correctly how many of these men there are to be 

msioned. They have all received land warrants for their service; 
in fact the only soldiers who have not received land warrants are the 
soldiers of the war of 1861. 

I find from a paper sent to me by the Commissioner of Pensions 
that the number of men who served in the Seminole war was 5,911; 
the number who served in the Black Hawk war was 5,031; the num- 
ber who served in the Florida war was 41,112; those serving in the 
Creek war were 13,418. Computing the survivors by the Carlisle 
tables and we find of the 65,472 persons serving in those wars 30,552 
now survive to be pensioned, not counting the widows of deceased 
soldiers, It costs 906 to pay the pensioners and the expense of pay- 
ing and other incidental charges will bring it up to over $100 per 
man, cash, to the Government. 

Now, if you pass this bill you cannot Ray the pension-roll for the 
first year after its passage with $7,000,000, Therefore I could not 
believe that in the present 8 condition of the country, when 
I look through the land and behold labor unemployed and see almost 
every industry paralyzed by the burdens of local, State, and national 
taxation which they are compelled directly and indirectly to bear; 
when I reflect that the expensesof the late civil warand extravagance 
it engendere1 has mortgaged our future and made onr present bur- 
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dens almost greater than we can bear, it seems to me that our high- 
est duty is to lighten taxation and decrease expenditures, especially 
when, according to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, there 
will be a deficit of some $2,500,000 for this year and a large deficit 
for the year of 1879, and there are more than one hundred thousand 
nsion claims pending in the Pension Office to-day for men who 
onght in the war of 1861 and whose claims are delayed fourteen 
months to get a report from the Surgeon-General’s Office; in some 
manner and for some cause—when I comprehend and consider all 
this, I believe that it is in the interest of economy, and certainly right, 
not to pass this bill at this time. And I oppose it on that ground. 

I have said, and I repeat it now, that so far as the invalid pensioners 
are concerned who have been refused payment and who are now 
entitled to be paid, as I believe, I am willing that they shall receive 
it. Iunderstand that a proclamation of amnesty and pardon blots 
out an offense and relieves from all further punishment; and when 
we come here for arrears of pension for the war of 1°61 you will find 
me voting for that measure, for I believe it to be proper, right, and 
just. 

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question? . 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN. I want to inquire of the gentleman from Maine 
whether he does not make the calculation himself by which he arrives 
at the cost of these pensionsif the bill passes and puts it at 87,000,000 

Mr. POWERS. I have endeavored to make it from a statement I 
obtained from the Commissioner of Pensions and from the executive 
documents heretofore referred to. 

Mr. MARTIN, I want to say that the Commissioner of Pensions 
in response to a letter addressed to him by our committee, which em- 
braces the revolutionary pensions and war of 1812, and all the Indian 
wars and the war with Mexico, after making his calculation accord- 
ing to the Carlisle table, and from the information that he has re- 
ceived, says that the additional cost for two or three years to come will 


tleman seems to belong to a committee 
that has a wide field of duties or privileges, and if he has such as ate- 
ment from the Commissioner of Pensions 1 would like to see it. 

Mr. MARTIN, I have it, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. The figures which I have given were either fur- 
nished to me by the Commissioner of Pensions or taken from the 
executive document to which I have referred. There have been 
nearly thirty thousand persons pensioned as surviving soldiers and 
widows of the war of 1812, bread Abe will find that there are seventy- 
five thousand beneficiaries claiming pensions in all the wars that you 
pro to include in this bill. 1 admit that there will be some who 
will not apply, and perhaps small errors in the calculation; but when 
you say that it will only take $7,000,000 annum to meet this ex- 
pense, you have it below what it will actually cost. 

Mr. LUTTR As a question arises between the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Powers] and the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. 
Martın, I I would like to know how it is they arrive at two conclu- 
sions and what is the date of the two communications from the Pen- 
sion Office to which they refer? 

Mr.POWERS. [not only take the calculation of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, but I have taken the number of persons reported in the 
executive document to which I have already referred, and upon com- 
puting them by the Carlisle table I reach the result that Ihave stated. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, Will the gentleman please state the date of the 
communication that he reads from. I do not think that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions could make such a wide difference as $6,000,000. 

Mr. POWERS. There is no date upon the paper; but it was given 
to me after this bill was introduced. : 

Mr. MARTIN. Have you a written communication! 

Mr. POWERS. I have, and here itis. The gentleman can come 
here and examine it whenever he wishes. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The gentleman’s word will be sufficient for it. 
I wonld like to know of the tleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Martin] what is the date of his communication, for I believe that 
this is acing mhe Commissioner of Pensions in an awkward position. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, sir, you have only to take the executive doc- 
ument to which I have referred and calculate for yourselves, and you 
will come to the same results; you will need no man to make the 
calenlations for yon. I trust the gentleman from California [Mr. 
LUTTRELL] will take them and calculate them, and see if he can 
come to any different coziclusion. 

Another feature in this bill to which I wish to call the attention of 
the committee (I have but a short time left and must do so briefly) is 
this: it is not proposed by section 5 of this bill simply to restore to the 
rollsthe invalid ioners, but itis to repeal absolutely sec- 
tion 4716 of the Revised Statutes. As I understand the law—I may not 
understand it correctly, but I think I do—section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes issimply an inhibition upon the payment of the pension; the 
laws ting the pension remain the same. When yon remove that 
inhibition, as this section 5 proposes to do, every man to whom the 
Government has refused payment of his pension on account of his 
disloyalty can claim his pension not only back to the time of the proc- 
lumation of pardon and general amnesty, but back to the time when 
the last payment was made to him; cap claim his pension dnring the 
time perhaps when he was fighting against the Government. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to state to the gentleman that 
I do not understand the law as he states it; but I have no objection 
on earth to an amendment which will cure that defect, if there be one. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman says that he intends to move an 
amendment to the section? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will say that such was not the inten- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. POWERS. Ithink I have stated the conclusion correctly, that 
such is the n result of passing this bill as reported to the 
House. As I have dy said, I would restore these men to the pen- 
sion rolls. But Ido not believe the time has yet come, I do not be- 
lieve we owe such a debt of gratitude to men who were educated at 
the expense of the Government of the United States and then turned 
against it, that it is necessary now for us to pay them pensions because 
forsooth they were engaged in the Mexican war. 

This bill if passed pension very many men whose names I will 
not now repeat, but who will readily be recalled to the minds of gen- 
tlemen here, who, educated by the Government, deserted and fought 
against it in its hour of peril. Ay, more, whenever Jefferson Davis 
himself comes forward and has his disabilities removed he will under 
this bill be entitled to a pension. I have looked at this measure and 
endeavored to view it dispassionately and candidly. I am confident, 
as I stated in the commencement of my remarks, and I now repeat 
it at the close, that this bill will be opening b and wide the door 
of a new avenue to the Treasury and establishing a dangerous prece- 
dent. It will not be pensioning men because they are in the decline 
of life; it will not be pensioning men because they are aged and in- 
firm, because they are poor and but few of them are left, or because 
they have received wounds or contracted disease in their country’s 
service ; it will not be pensioning these men because we have a pleth- 
ora of money in the Treasury; we are not pensioning these men be- 
cause our resources are great and because we are not already taxed 
almost beyond the power of endurance, but for reasons which I ut- 
terly fail to ery ry end. 

The effect of this bill will be to establish a dangerous precedent of 
granting pensions for some other reason than that those who receive 
the bounty of the Government have been wounded or have sustained 
injuries in the service or have passed into the decline of life. I will 
vote as cheerfully as any man to carry ont every contract and obli- 
gation of this Government. I am willing, as I said before, to pen- 
sion. these men when they or those remaining of them shall have 
reached the same age which we have required our other soldiers to 
attain to before we granted them pensions. But if you are to give 
gratuitous ions to men to-day ess of whether they are in 
poverty or have reached old age, then we shall most assuredly have 
eee upon a new and unwise course. 

The average service of the soldiers in the Mexican war was not 
more than one-half of the length of service of our soldiers in the war 
of 1861. The soldiers of the war of 1861 have already waited nearly 
or quite one-half the time that the soldiers of the Mexican war have 
waited. Why not, then, put them upon the pension-list to-day, if 
this new principle is to be established? 

Pe RIDDLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDDLE. The gentleman has discussed the proposed repeal 
of section 4716 of the Revised Statutes. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman, and I wish him to give me a candid answer, whether or not 
he believes that section to be unconstitutional and void and ought 
to be repealed ? 

Mr. POWERS. I believe that ever since the proclamation of par- 
don and general amnesty these men were entitled to receive their 
pans, and they ought to be paid them, and I will cheerfully vote 
to do 80. 


Mr. RIDDLE. Under the law, then, the gentleman thinks they 
shonld be paid? 

Mr. POWERS. I believe that section of the Revised Statutes is 
really a limitation upon the pardoning power granted to the Presi- 
dent by the Constitution of the United States, so far as those invalid 
pensioners are concerned. 

Mr. Chairman, I have already 
this committee than I expected. The number of questions which 
gentlemen have asked me have led me, perhaps, to answer with some 
zeal. I trust that if I have said anything which is not appropriate 
to this discussion it will be attributed to the excitement of debate. 

I oppose this bill simply because I believe it is not for the best 
interest of the country as a whole. I believe it would not be for the 
interest of any section that we should establish this new and dan- 
gerous ent and take these millions from the Treasury in the 
present condition of the finances of the country. For these reasons, 
and for no other reason whatsoever, I could not conscientiously con- 
sent siat this bill shall become a law without entering my protest 

inst it. = 
“er. Chairman, how much time have I left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes of his hour 
remaining. i 

Mr. POWERS. I will reserve that for some other time. 

Mr. JOYCE obtained the floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


assed longer upon the time of 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr, SOUTHARD reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No, 257) granting pensjons to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mex- 
ican and other wars therein named, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

PAY OF ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
3261) to fix the pay of certain enlisted men in the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT IN TIME OF PEACE. 


Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3202) 
to regulate the military establishment of the United States in time 
of peace; which was rend a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. BRAGG also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3263) to regulate the pay and allowances of the officers of the 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF RACINE HARBOR, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, requested to transmit 
to this House at his earliest convenience so much of the report of Colonel D. C. 


Houston, major of engineers, for the year 1870, as relates to the establishment of 
lights and the improvement of the harbor at Racine, in the State of Wisconsin. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OFFICERS, PROFESSORS, ETC., AT WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa. I understand that the gentleman who ob- 
jected this morning to the printing of the statement which I offered 
relative to the pay of officers, professors, &c., at West Point, has with- 
drawn his objection. 

Mr. BRAGG. When I made my objection I did not know that the 

mtleman from Iowa desired to include the report of the Paymaster- 
General as a portion of his remarks; and therefore I made objec- 
tion which I now desire to withdraw with this statemont; that the 
report made by the Paymaster-General to the gentleman from Iowa 
does not, if I understand it correctly, give the pay which is received 
by the staff of the major-general who acts as superintendent at West 
Point; nor does it give the money value of the allowances of oflicers 
in charge there, for fuel, rent, and quarters. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bears no farther objection to the print- 
ing. 

[The statement will be found in a previous part of the proceed- 


ings.] 

55 STATISTICAL ATLAS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SAYLER. I ask that the joint resolution (H. R. No. 94) au- 
thorizing a further edition of the statistical atlas of the United States, 
which was reported adversely yesterday by the Committee of Ac- 
couuts and laid on the table, be placed upon the public Calendar. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move, then, to reconsider the vute by which the 
bill was laid on the table. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYLER. I now move that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the public Calendar. 

The motion was to. 


CAPTAIN BENJAMIN GLEADELL. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to report back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 75) pre- 
senting the thanks of Con to Captain Benjamin Gleadell, of the 
British steamer Celtic, and to move that it be laid on the table. I 
will merely state that a fund has been provided by Congress in the 
State Department for the recognition of these services, and a watch 
and other tokens of recognition have already been tendered to the 
officers of this steamer. 

The motion to lay the bill on the table was agreed to. 


CAPTAINS W. M. WHERRY AND W. E. HOPKINS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, reported back from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs the joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) 
authorizing Captains William M. Wherry and William E. Hopkins, 
1 oy Army, to accept decorations from the King of the Hawaiian 

slan 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes Captains William M. 
Wherry and William E. Hopkins, of the United States Army, to ac- 
cept the cross of officers of the Order of Kamehameha I, conferred 
upon them by the King of the Hawaiian Islands as evidence of his 
majesty’s appreciation of these officers in connection with his visit 
to Washington, District of Columbia. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 


to make the bill read: “That Captains W. M. Wherry, of the United 
States Army, and William E. Hopkins, of the United States Navy,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was poea; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS, 

Mr. CARLISLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3264) to prescribe the time for the payment of the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits, and for other purposes ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. WELSH, by unanimous consent, presented resolutions of the 
Omaha Board of Trade, the Exchange Club of Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
and the citizens generally of both cities, adopted at a mass conven- 
tion held at Omaha, Nebraska, Feb 6, 1578, protesting against 
the passage of a bill introduced in the Senate of the United States 
by Hon. J. B. CHAFFEE, of Colorado, assuming to be an explanatory 
amendment or definition of certain acts from which the franchise 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company is derived; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

CAMP DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. CANNON, of Utah, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3265) to authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish and 
turn over to the Interior Department certain parts of Camp Douglas 
military reservation in the Territory of Utah; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Militury Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT THE HYPOCRITES, BOOTH BAY, MAINE. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2708) for the 
establishment of light-house and fog bell at or near The Hypocrites, 
eastern entrance to Booth Bay, Maine, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

DALTON HINCHMAN. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3266) granting a pension to Dalton Hinchman, late a private 
Company G, Second AEEA og Cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH WILLIAMS, 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 367) granting a pension to Sarah Williams, mother of 
James Williams, late private Company K, Massachusetts Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEPHONE CONNECTION WITH PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee of 
Accounts: 

Resolved. That the architect of the Capitol be authorized to have a wire con- 
nected with the wire from the Senate wing of the Capitol to the Government 
Printing Office, so as to establish the connection between the office of the Clerk of 
the House and the Printing Office by hone, provided that the cost of said con- 
nection and telephone not exceed the same to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House. 


TRAFFIC IN INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have numerously signed a memorial of citizens in 
relation to the traffic in intoxicating liquors, and as it is late in the 
day and the reading would take up too much time, I ask by unani- 
mons consent it be printed in the RECORD., 

Mr. THOMPSON. I object. 

PETER SCARDEN, 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, moved to take 
from the table a bill (H. R. No. 461) for the relief of Peter Scarden, 
late corporal of Company K, Twelfth Indiana Volanteer Infantry, 
the same having been reported on adversely, and that it be again re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, new testimony having 
come to light. 

The motion was serosa to. 

The SPEAKER. Not to be brought back bya motion to reconsider. 
CHARLES R. BRAYTON, POSTMASTER AT PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask by unanimous consent to submit the fol- 
lowing report from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tion of J. H. Kendrick and 67 other citizens of Providence, Rhode Island, g 
er o 


said city, having had the same under consi y report: 

charges said Brayton with 888 indecently intoxi- 
cated while on duty in the said post-office and elsewhere in public places, and also 
with being guilty of retaining in his employ in said post-office clerks who are fre- 
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quently intoxicated while on duty, and that said Brayton encourages them in the 


using of intoxicating liquors. 

Your committee is of the opinion that this matter is one of d. ental disci- 
onal investigation. Should Congress attempt 
to investigate every charge of character which may be brought before it by 
affidavits or by petitions, it might be overran by such matters. It is the duty of 
the Department of the Post-Office to examine into such matters and to see that its 
servants properly perform their duties. It may at any time be the right of this 

vi 


1 the 2 itself. This petition does not c that 
the Post-Office ent failed or refused to look into the matter, nor that 
to perform his official duties. 


said Brayton has 
Your committee would ully recommend that this petition and the af- 
‘erred to the Postmaster-Gen: and that the com- 


davits accom it be 
mittee be preteen d from further consideration 

The report was adopted. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. HARRISON also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back the memorial of William D. Arnett, of Morri- 
son, Colorado, proposing amendments to the Constitution: First, to 
enable the States to abolish the jury system; and second, to prohibit 
corporations and others from issuing false or fictitious stocks, bond 
or other evidence of indebtedness, and moved the same be refe 
to the Committee on the Judiciary ; which motion was agreed to. 


NORTH LOUISIANA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. REA, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 286) to authorize the North 
Louisiana Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the Ouachita 
liver, at or near Monroe, Louisiana, and a bridge over the Red River, 
at or near Shreveport, Louisiana, with a substitute. 

The substitute was considered as a new bill, (H. R. No. 3268,) read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed with the accompanying 
report, and recommitted. 


IMPROVEMENT OF OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. KENNA, by unanimous consent, presented the memorial and 
accompanying resolution of the board of commissioners for the im- 
provement of the Ohio River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 


pline aud not one proper for con 


NEW RULE, 


Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Rules: 

Resol That the following be adopted as a rule in this House: 

Rule,—The Clerk of the House is required to prepare and print for the use of 
the members of the House an index of House and Senate bills, on Monday of each 
week, showing the number of each bill, whether House or Senate, the object of the 
same, and the committee to whom referred. 


FRANK 8. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. STENGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 

sideration the preamble and resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas char; ed by affidavits ofrespectable citizens of Philadelphi 
in the State of per e have been preferred against Frank 8. eon 
clothing inspector at the United States arsenal in said city, alleging an illegal ex- 
penditure and diversion of the moneys of the United States by his authority and 


4 — consent, and in other ways seriously ty as such officer : 
erefore, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the War t be, and 


are hereby, directed to inquire into the official conduct of the said Frank S. John- 
an LOAN oan oe e re said charges, and make report thereon to 
ouse. 


Mr. O'NEILL. I object. 


PENSIONS OF REVOLUTIONARY WAR AND WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions reported a bill (H. R. No. 3269) amending the laws 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the War of 1812 and 
to their widows and to widows of revolutionary soldiers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask that a day be fixed for the consideration of 
this bill some time next week, say next Thursday, if it be agreeable 
to the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman to except appropriation bills. 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly; I do not want to interfere with appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think there is a special order for the day named 
by the gentleman, 

The SPEAKER, There are two 3 special orders. The 
Chair would suggest that a later day be named. 

Mr. MARTIN. My only reason for tiaming that day is that I will 
be absent on a later day. I think it will not take long to dispose of 
this bill if it be made a special order. ? 

The SPEAKER. Is there 9 to making fhis bill a special 
order for next Thursday after the morning hour and from day to day 
until disposed of, appropriation bills excepted ? 

There was no objection. 

NANCY A. WEST. 


Mr. DICKEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3270) granting a pension to Nancy A. West, of Adams County, Ohio, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
3 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JEREMIAH SMITH. 


Mr. DICKEY also. by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3271) for the relief of Jeremiah Smith; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

VALERIN C. PENROSE. 


Mr. MAISH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3272) 
granting a pension to Valerin C. Penrose, widow of William M. Pen- 
rose, late lieutenant-colonel Sixth Regiment Infantry, Pennsylvania 
Reserve Corps; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT CHARLES WILKINSON. 


Mr WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask that, by unanimous consent, 
House bill No, 119, with an amendment by the er be taken from 
the Speaker's table, and that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
cu in. The bill is to remove a charge of desertion against a sol- 
dier, which passed here unanimously. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 119) to remove the 
cha against Lieutenant Charles Wilkinson, late of Company K, 
One hundred and second Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers, on file 
in the War eee with an amendment by the Senate, was 
taken from the Speaker's table. 

The amendment of the Senate was read as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following : 

And that the sentence of the court-martial by which he was cashiered be, and 
the same is hereby, set aside. 

Mr. MAISH. I wish to inquire whether that bill has been consid- 
ered in this House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Certainly; it has been considered 
and passed in this House. 

Mr. MAISH. Where does it come from? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It was A ARET unanimously from 
the Committee on ety Average by myself. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 

M. F. CLARK. 

Aea eng motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in the case of M. 
F. Clark; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

CAPTAIN J. W. ECKLES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a petition from Captain J. W. Eckles, of the 
Fifteenth Infantry, praying for reimbursement for private property 
3 fire at Fort Wingate; which was referred to the Committee 


on tary 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, in compliance with the eighth section 
of the act of June 8, 1872, entitled “An act to revise, consolidate, and 
amend the statutes relating to the Post-Office Department,” first, a 
report of offers received for carrying the mails; second, a report of all 
land and water mails established or ordered in the year ending June 
30, 1877; third, a report of all allowances made to contractors during 
the fiscal year 1877; fourth, a report of all curtailments in the service 
and pay of contractors for the year 1877; which was referred to the 
5 ar eek on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
prin 

APPOINTMENT ON A COMMITTEE, 

The SPEAKER announced that he had appointed Mr. PATTERSON, 
of Colorado, a member of the Committee on Public Lands, vice Mr. 
CLARK, of Missouri, who asked to be relieved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. EWING, until Tuesday next. 

To Mr. GARDNER, for ten days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CARLISLE, leave was granted to withdraw from 
the files of the House papers in the cases of T. R. Eubank and Anthony 
& Eubank there being no adverse report in either case. 

On motion of Mr. PRICE, leave was granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House papers in the case of Jacques Clay Morgan and 
Peter Proverichise, no adverse report having been e. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr, TOWNSEND, of 
Ohio, and it was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, Ero. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 
By the SPEAKER: Papers relating to the claim of William Moore, 
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late colonel Seventy-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BACON: The petition of George hase and 44 others, for 
a drawback in case the tax on tobacco is reduced—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of officers and soldiers of the 
late war, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
“Oy Mr. BUCKNER: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
route from Femme to Dayton—to the Committee on the Post-Offioe 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CABELL: The petition of citizens of Henry and Franklin 
Counties, Virginia, for the establishment of a mail-route from Mar- 
tinsville, via Shady Grove, Snow Creek, and Sydnorsville, to Rocky 
Mount, Virginia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petitions of William F. Clark and of John 
M. Bailey, for compensation for horses taken for the use of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of David M. Kanouse, for a pen- 
sion from the time of his discharge from the Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: The petition of John Burton, for arrears of 
pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, for an 
appropriation for the improvement of Hiwassee River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORT: The petitions of J. H. Dungan and others, and of 
J. W. Jerome and 160 other citizens of Ford County, Illinois, against 
any change in the tariff on flaxseed and linseed-oil—to the Committee 
EN js FULLER. Th f William Th 

y Mr. F : The petition of William Thompson, su, 
amendments to the land laws—to the Committee on Public rad 
By Mr. HASKELL; The petition of citizens of Bourbon County, 
Ka against a reduction of the tariff on linseed and linseed-oil— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A paper relating to the establishment of a 

route from Point Clear to Bon Secour, Baldwin County, Ala- 
aria—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of Ohio, for the 
reduction of tariff on linseed and linseed-oil—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of the Editorial Association of 
Pernsylvania, relative to the amendment of the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the several States of the United 
States that the 12th day of February, the birthday of Abraham Lin- 
coln, be made a! holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, California, favoring an appropriation for a post-office 
se in said city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of 104 citizens of Michigan, forthe 
retention of the duty on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Francis Reichert, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Sherman Blocker and others, 
for an amendment of the law relating to pensions for soldiers of the 
war of 1812—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of Robert Allyn, president of the 
Illinois Teachers’ Association, for the printing of the report of the 
Bureau of Education—to the Committee on er 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of 59 citizens of Ohio, against any 
opausa of the tariff—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of Mrs. Mary E. A. Furey, for an 
increase of Sepa te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Larned, via Pleasantville and Livingston, to Inka, Kansas— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The Po of Benjamin Emmerson and 15 
other citizens of New Phi iphis, Ohio, against the reduction of 
the tariff on woolen to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of 60 citizens of Ionia 
County, Michigan, against any reduction of the duties on wool—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON : The petition of citizens of Palo Pinto 
County, Texas, for the establishment of a post-route from Palo Pinto 
to Stephensville, Texas—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petitions of citizens of 
Belle River, Illinois, and vicinity, and of citizens of Wayne County, 
Illinois, for the retention of the present tariff on castor-beans and 
castor-oil—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of L. H. Camp—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of David Norton, A.J. Long, F. H. Leatherwood, 
and others, for ee trom Highlands to Webster, North Caro- 
lina, via Upper Hamburgh, Cullowhee, and Little Savannah—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALSH: The petition of Jacob C. Hartman, for compen- 
sation for services as second lieutenant, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin : The petition of the vessel-own- 
ers of Buffalo, New York, for the establishment of a lake-coast light 
and fog-si station on Racine Point, Lake Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WREN: A paper relating to the establishment of certain 
post-routes in the State of Nevada—to the Committee ou the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


IN SENATE, 
FRIDAY, February 15, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
form the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, transmitting, on 
behalf of the Board of Regents, the annual report of the operations, 
expenditures, and condition of that institution for the year 1877; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I offer a resolution in connection 
with that report; and I will say that it is a transcript of the resolu- 
tion adopted by this body last year. 

the Senate of the United States, (the House of Representatives con- 
curring. ) That 10,500 A of ina copes of TA PNE E ANIES JERCA fon tee 
year 1877 be printed ; 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the 3,000 
copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, and 6,500 
copies for the use of the Smithsonian Institution: Provided, That the aggregate 
number of shall not exceed five hundred, and that there be no illustrations, 
except those furnished by the Smithsonian Institation. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WHYTE presented the memorial of the Medical Society of Har- 
ford County, Maryland, in favor of the removal of the duties now 
imposed on imported Peruvian bark and quinine ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I nt a resolution of the Board of 
Trade of the City of Elgin, Illinois, praying, as England admits all 
American dairy products free of duty and as English salt is largely 
used in the manufacture of American butter and cheese, that the 
tariff on said salt be removed. I move the reference of this resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Wabash County, 
Indiana, praying that the present duty on flaxseed and linseed oil be 
een to remain as it is; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented a memorial of workingmen residing at 
New Philadelphia, Ohio, engaged in the manufacture of woolen g 
remonstrating against a reduction of duties on foreign imports an 

inst the reimposition of the war tax on tea and cotlee; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. GROVER presented resolutions of the Oregon State Agricult- 
ural Society, ur; the importance of the extension of time for the 
completion of the Korthern Pacific Railroad; which was referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Grand Division of the 
Sons of Temperance of Minnesota, praying for the appointment of a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the executive officers of the State 
of Minnesota, and a large number of influential citizens of the State, 
urging an appropriation for the improvement of the Red River of 
the North; hie was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of John B. Story, Frank 
Osborn, and others, citizens of Middletown, New Jersey, and the peti- 
tion of the Baptist Church of New Jersey, signed by the pastor and 
officers, praying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Elizabeth, 
New Jersey, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the improve- 
ment of Elizabeth River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented five petitions of citizens of — 
pra: g for an amendment of the pension laws; which were 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I present the memorial of a committee of the 
Merchants’ Excbange of Baint Louis, in favor of the of a law 

ing the Union Pacific Railroad and branches to obey the obli- 
gations of the twelfth section of the act of 1862, and the fifteenth 
section of the act of 1864, in relation to said railroad and branches, 
Lask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can be done by unanimous consent. 
Is there objection to the reading of this memorial ? 

Mr. WH and Mr, ALLISON. I object. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. It will be referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, where the bill already is. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 
Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Southwestern Col- 
orado, praying measures be instituted for the extinguishing of 
the title to certain lands in that State now held by the Ute tribe of 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 528) to authorize the Moringe and Sioux 
Falls Railroad Company to extend its road into the Territory of Da- 
kota to the village of Sioux Falls, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DENNIS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 1923) to © the name of the steam-tug 
C. M. Whittaker to Caroline, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, The Committee on Pensions have instructed me 
to report a substitute for the bill (S. No. 181) to provide for the exam- 
ination of claimants for pension, and for the appointment of a corps of 
examining surgeons, and to ask to have the substitute, with a com- 
munication on that subject from the Commissioner of Pensions, printed 

and re-referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Ihe VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. WITHERS from the Committee on Pensions to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mrs. Emma J. Crain, (late 3 daughter of 
George Smith, a private in tps ps C, . llinois Regi- 
ment, praying payment to her of pension and bounty and pay due to 
her father, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was ordered 
to be pene and the Committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of William C. Shimoneck, praying for an increase of pensio 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, an 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 97) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
grant permission to the proprietors of salmon fisheries now located 
on Three Tree Point military reservation, on the Columbia River, in 
Washington Territory, to remain on said reservation, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE AMENDMENT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution to print the proceedings before the Committee 
on Lith ep and Elections on 1 sundry 33 praying for 
asixteenth amendment to the Constitution, have instructed me to 
report it back without amendment and to recommend its 8 
~~ cost will be $38. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 

ution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 


ceedings before the Committee on Privileges and Elections in the matter of sundry 
petitions and memorials praying for a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 745) to amend an act approved March 3, 
1873, entitled “An act authorizing the award to the Vincennes Uni- 
versity of certain vacant and abandoned Jands in Knox County, In- 
diana ;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 749) to enable the Secre of the Interior to 
make final settlement with the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan 
and Indiana, under treaty stipulations existing with them; which 


was tead twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, gross, 


referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 751) for the relief of John Charles 
Black, late colonel Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, a memorial accompanies 
this bill, which with the leave of the Senate I will briefly state the 
contents of. At the outset of the war John Charles Black, a mere 
eee of high attainments and great pein his college, where 

was pursuing his studies, in response to the call for troops and 
enlisted in the months’ service as a private soldier. At the ex- 
agen of this time he re- enlisted for three years, and was success- 
vely major, lieutenant-colonel, and colonel of the Thirty-seventh 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry. In January, 1864, this regiment re-en- 
listed for the veteran service, Colonel Black continuing in command. 
From November, 1864, to February, 1865, he commanded the Fourth 
Brigade, Reserve Corps, Military Division of the Mississippi, and in 
March following was commissioned brigadier- ral by brevet for 
gallant conduct in the assault on Blakely batteries. At the termina- 
tion of the war he resigned and was honorably disch 

General Black did not go through the war without injury. At the 
battle of Prairie Grove, Arkansas, which occurred in December, 1862, 
he received a gun-shot wound in the left arm, which permanently dis- 
abled him. Previous to this, at the battle of Pea Ridge, Arkansas, 


he had been wounded in the right arm, but this wound was not 
thonght to be so serious as it afterward proved to be. Recently by 
skillful medical treatment and through heroic suffering the arm has 


been saved, but the elbow-joint was removed; and it is a question 
whether amputation would not have been preferable. For several 
years prior to June, 1874, General Black enjoyed a lucrative practice 
at the bar in IIlinois, but since that time he has been an invalid aud 
utterly unable to transact any business, and should his general hoalth 
be restored it is evident his ability to pursue his profession is perma- 
nently impaired, if not practically destroyed. 

In June, 1865, he obtained a pension of $30 a month, based solely 
on the injury to the left arm. Recently this pension has been in- 
creased to $50 a month in ecnsequence of the injury to the right arm; 
and the object of this bill is to get this increased compensation from 
the date of the original application. By some oversight the injury to 
the right arm was not mentioned in the original application, and the 
omission to do so is the reason, as I am advised, why the Pension 
Office has not given the increased pension from 1865. 

No history of Ilinois, Mr. President, can be written without hon- 
orable mention of the name of John Charles Black. Ennobled by 
nature and distingnished alike for his gallantry and sufferings, he 
Pipes with confident hope to the justice of cry. stow 

he bill was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 750) to provide for experi- 
ments and the purchase of movable torpedoes for military and naval 
defense; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 752) for the relief of W. H. 
Newman and L. A. Van Hoffman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 753) to confirm a certain pri- 
vate land claim in New Mexico; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
ae a ve Satish ira ee a 8 to Richard O' Neale; 
w was read twice by its title, and, with the accom ing pa 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. e 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 558) declaratory of the meaning wh) intend- 
ment of the fifteenth section of the act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,” a gute July 2, 1864; 
and also to amend the act of Congress approved June 20, 1874, enti- 
tled “An act making additions to the fifteenth section of the act ap- 
proved July 2, 1864, entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacifie Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for tal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862,’” and for other ? ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 

Ordered, That J. M. Keeler have leave to withdraw from the files his petition 
and papers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the petition and accompanying papers 
of John P. Thomas, administrator of the estate of Robert 8. Thomas, 
of Missouri, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. There was an adverse report in the Forty- 
third Congress, and since that time, during the Forty-fourth Con- 
the necessary papers were filed and no action taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be made. 

EUROPEAN SHIPS OF WAR. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the ‘the House of Representatives ing,) That there be 
printed 1,008 copies of Hester Taten 2 tao neport of Cie Heiner King on 

pean ships of war, for the use of the Navy Department. 
NAVAL OBSERVATORIES. 

Mr. SARGENT submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


to the Secretary of the Navy, upon the “ Uses of 


ISSUE OF RAILROAD BONDS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. [offered a resolution yesterday, which went over 
under the rules, calling for certain information respecting the Indian 
Territory. I ask that it may be brought up now for action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks the Sen- 
ato to consider at this time a resolution, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution of the Senate of the United States, directing the Committee on the 
Judiciary to procure certain information in regard to certain bonds alleged to 
have been issned by certain railroad companies on certain contingent land grants 
of the lands of the Indians of the Indian Territory. 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and the same is 
hereby, instructed to ascertain at its earliest convenience whether or not the rail- 
road #upanies referred to by the acts of the Thirty-ninth Congress, approved 


the Naval Observatory, 
observatories.” 
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respectively July a 26th, and 27th, 1966, and entitled. 

granting lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of 

and Neosho Valley Railroad and its extension to Red River, 

lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of a southern bran 

Union Pacific Railway and telegraph from Fort Rily, Kansas, to Fort Smi 
Arkansas," and An act krotia ina to aid in the construction of a railroad an 
telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast,” have 
issned Teads of any kind predicated upon the conditional land ts of tho lands 
of the Indians of the Indian Territory, claimed by said com er said acts. 
If it be ascertained that such bonds have been issued, then it shall be the.duty of 
said committee to ascertain in whose possession the lands are, and for what 

Resolved further, That said committee, in the discharge of its duties 8 
authorized to call for persons and papers, and when necessary to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses in its investigation, and to report the result of said investigation 
to this body during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to substitute the “Committee on Ter- 
ritories” for the “ Committee on the Judiciary,” as the proper com- 
mittee to make these inquiries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 

Mr. DORSEY. Before action is taken on this resolution I desire to 
offer an amendment to it. I think the resolution itself ve proper, 
Dut I desire to have the amendment I now offer in with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be re 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the resolu- 
tion the following: 

And that said committee be further required to ascertain the expediency of ex- 

Sagat aie solos tat oar aha tights OF tts adenn aai sen be ey: 
same does not now and whe can 
erly maintained Shoah wach territorial z 


Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the subject of that amendment 


ought not to be attached to this resolution of inquiry. I think the 
amendment involves very important considerations, and I submit to 
the Senator from Arkansas that he had better have that amendment 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs as a separate proposi- 


tion. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Committee on Territories now have before them 
some four or five bills relating to this subject, and I believe that it 
has been considering the subject of providing for this Indian country 
a territorial form of | government. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not hear the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas; my attention was diverted at the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again reported 
for information, 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Isee no objection to that inquiry. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator from Indiana consent to make it 
part of his resolution? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think, myself, it is not © to the pur- 
ose of the original resolution. That is the only objection I have, 
Vhen I said I had no objection, I meant I had no objection to that 

inquiry being made if it were made in the proper way. 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to the Senator from Indiana that 
it is an entirely separate subject. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir; and I suggest to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas that he make it a separate resolution. 

Mr. DORSEY. I do not see why it is an entirely different subject 
from the resolution of the Senator from Indiana. I understand his 
resolution is for the purpose of inquiring into the movements which 
have been made to organize this Territory and for that pu the 
friends of the organization of the Territory have drawn up this 
lution and had it introduced here. That is my understanding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; the original resolution is about certain rail- 
road bonds. 

Mr. DORSEY. Certain railroads run through that Territory; and 
the point of the resolution is, as I understand, to show that these rail- 

are so interested in lands in that country, now held by the In- 
dians, that it is not the proper thing to do to o the coun 
under a territorial form of government, for in that event the rail- 
road companies would become entitled to the grants of land which 
were made to them contingent upon the extinguishment of the In- 
dian title. That is the idea of the resolution, to ascertain whether 
these railroad companies have anticipated the use of these lands or 


not. 

Mr. VOORHEES.. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
make a suggestion? Let this resolution be postponed, and I will 
call it up perhaps on Monday in the morning hour. It is taking time 
which is dedicated to another purpose for to-day and which ought 
now to be te by the unfinished business, With the consent of 
the Senate I will 958 2 it. 

Mr. CONKLINGd. I beg the Senator from Indiana to take into con- 
sideration between now and Monday also whether he will not let this 
resolution go to the Committee on Railroads. I cannot help feeling 
all the time a suspicion that the committee of the Senate on railroads 
was organized to deal with matters pertaining to that subject. That 
rests upon my mind despite the practice of the Senate, which seems 
to be to find some committee other than the Committee on Railroads 
to take charge of Ayers much everything relating to that subject. 
Now I think we had better try the Committee on Railroads once and 
see whether it cannot act. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I will say to the Senator from New York that I 
will consider that, and see whether it should be done or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 


Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had to the amend- 


ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 119) to remove the charges 


£ | against Lieutenant Charles Wilkinson, late of Company K, One hun- 


dred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on file in the 
War Department. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bill and joint resolution ; in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2507) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fi year ending June 30, 1879, and 
for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) authorizing Captain William M. 
Wh and William E. Hopkins, of the Navy, to accept decorations 
from the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The e further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and ther resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

A bill (8. No. 72) providing portraits to ee the memorial 
addresses on the late Senators Morton and Bogy; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 54) authorizing the printing and dis- 
tribution of the memorial addresses on the life and character of the 
3 Young Parsons, a Representative from the State of Ken- 
tucky. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHYTE. Lask unanimous consent to take el dee bill (8. No. 
18) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company. 
It will take but a moment. It passed the Senate last year and was 
merely lost in the House by want of time. It was reported favor- 
ably in the House and is only to pay a small sum of money to the 
Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal begs th 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill named by the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ver 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill cannot 
be considered at this time. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask that the remainder of the morning hour be 
consumed in the disposition of the bill in relation to the compensa- 
tion of postmasters, which was under consideration yesterday morn- 
ing and which was not completed at the expiration of the morning 

our. 

Mr. WHYTE. I object. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object, Mr. President, and call for the regular 
order. Iam sorry to interfere with the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY. On what basis does the Senator object, on the gen- 
eral understanding that the whole of to-day should be consumed 
with the silver bill? 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the consideration of 
the unfinished bnsiness, being the bill (H. R. No. 1093) to authorize 
the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal- 
tender character, on which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the morning business has been 
completed. Therefore I called for the re order. I yield to the 
3 from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLs,] who desires to submit some 
remarks. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the financial system of this country 
has hitherto suffered much more 

FROM ITS DOCTORS THAN FROM ITS DISEASES. 
It has had seg instead of nutriment. It has had constant change, 
when it needed stability and re Since the assembling of Con- 
gress in October, we have been burdened with pamphlets, addresses, 
essays, memorials, letters, A. and petitions urging specific legis- 
lative action as a cure for the deplorable ills with which the country is 
afflicted. Men who bave distinguished themselves by conspicuous 
incapacity to manage their own affairs with prudence and success 
have not hesitated to assume that they are qualified to control the 
concerns of everybody else. We have been offered : 
PANACEAS AGAINST PANICS, 

and patent empirical processes by which universal prosperity is to 
be restored to the people. Some prescribe gold, some silver, and 
others paper, as a currency. Some want bullion and others want 
coin. Some want a dollar that will not go abroad and others a dol- 
lar that will not stay at home. Some want to limit the amount that 
shall be issued. Opinions as to the weight of the silver unit vary 
from 400 to 454 grains. One eminent Senator pro to establish a 
sliding scale of valuation to be determined monthly by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, so that if coin is too heavy at any time the debtor 
can put it in a lathe and turn off the superfluous grains, and if it 
is too light he can keep it until the price up again. The Sen- 
ator from Maine inveighs against the invidious and unpatriotic dis- 
crimination of issuing a more valuable dollar to pay the barbarous 
laborers of China and India than that which is employed for the 
wages of the intelligent American voters who make Presidents, while 
no one knows better than he that the workingmen of those countries 
do not earn on an average sixty cents per week, and the trade-doliars 
are coined not to pay for labor but to enable merchants and capital- 
ists to effect their exchange. 
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to offer. Upon a subject that has engaged the attention of mankind 
for thousands of years and is still open to debate, I may well distrust 
the soundness of. my conclusions, and hesitate to submit them for 
consideration; but so much has been said in this debate with which I 
agree, so much has been said from which I wholly dissent, and so 
much has been left unsaid which I believe to be true, that I shall 
venture to detain the Senate by a few observations in explanation of 
my vote. 
ere the proposition to discontinue the coinage of the silver dol- 
lar and deprive it of its legal-tender power submitted now for the 
first time to the people of the United States, 
IT WOULD BE REJECTED. OVERWHELMINGLY 

in every State in the Union. I doubt if a single county even could 
be found, outside a few in the northern Atlantic States, where such 
a proposition would receive a majority of the votes of either political 
party. Even in the Senate, where conservatism is the law of actio 
twenty-two States favor the restoration of silver. Eight are o wed 
and eight are equally divided, Of the latter, if we can ja ge by 
their Representatives in the lower House and the tone of the press, 
we must include Georgia, eee and South Carolina in favor 
of the pending bill. I understand that the junior Senator from Mis- 
sissippi concedes that his State is against him, and I believe Georgia 
has formally 8 against the position taken by her Senator who 
spoke on Friday of last week. Estimating their populations by the 
average ratio of increase since 1870, we have twenty-five States, with 
nearly thirty-four million people, in favor of the restoration of silver; 
eight States, with aang nine millions, against it; five States, with 
a population of abont three millions, divided upon the proposition. 

see no proof of the assertion that the demonetization of silver in 
1873 was accomplished by corrupt or fraudulent means. 

THE ACT WAS IMPROVIDENTLY PASSED. 


The attention of the people was not called to the subject. It was 
not discussed nor understood. Though it was done at a time when 
the public mind was intensely interested upon financial subjects, and 
methods of relief were assiduously sought, the demonetization of sil- 
ver was never suggested by any one as likely to ameliorate the pecu- 
niary distress of the nation, But there is strong evidence that the 
destruction of the legal-tender power of silver was the culmination of 
a scheme long entertained by the holders of the public debt of this 
country, devised by them for the purpose of appreciating the value of 
their investments, regardless of the rnin and desolation which it would 
bring upon the laboring and productive classes of the nation. 

In a report made to the Senate June 9, 1868, to accompany a 
“bill in relation to the coinage of gold and silver,” Mr. Sherman, now 
Secretary of the Treasury, said: 

The single standard of gold is an American idea, yielded reluctantly by France 
and other countries where silver is the chief standard of value. 

No statement emanating from authority so respectable could well 
be more devoid of truth. The original American idea was a single 
standard of silver. Gold was an innovation, and in my judgment a 
grave mistake. The assertion of Senator Sherman that the single 

ld standard was an “ American idea” is so singularly incorrect that 

t seems almost like a premeditated preliminary to the fatal error of 
1873. 

No doubt there must be a money unit which should have a standard 
value regulated by law. This unit should be established in the precious 
metal which is least subject to fluctuation, which is must abundant, 
and has the widest uses. 

HAT METAL Is SILVER. 
If we are to have a monometallic standard, I believe silver to be 
immeasurably preferable to gold. Itis less subject to fluctuation; its 
production is more steady; its cost more uniform. 

No enduring fabric of national prosperity can be builded on gold. 

GOLD is THE MONEY OF MONARCHS; 

kings covet it; the exchanges of nations are effected by it. Its ten- 
dency is to accumulate in vast masses in the commercial centers, and 
to move from kingdom to kingdom in such volumes as to unsettle 
values and disturb the finances of the world. It is the instrument 
of gamblers and e and the idol of the miser and the thief. 
Being the object of so much adoration, it becomes haughty and sensi- 
tive and shrinks at the approach of danger, and whenever it is most 
needed it always disap At the slightest alarm it begins to look 
for a refuge. It flies from the nation at war to the nation at peace. 
War makes it a fugitive. No people in a great emergency ever found 
a faithful ally in gold. It is the most cowardly and treacherous of all 
metals, It makes no treaty that it does not break. It has no friend 
whom it does not sooner or later betray, Armies and navies are not 
maintained by gold. In times of panic and calamity, shipwreck and 
disaster, it becomes the chief agent and minister of ruin. No nation 
ever fought a great war by the aid of gold. On the contrary, in the 
crisis of greatest peril it becomes an enemy more potent than the foe 
in the field; but when the battle is won and peace has been secured 

gold reap and claims the fruits of victory. In our own civi 

war it is doubtful if the gold of New York and London did not work 
us greater injury than the powder and lead and iron of the rebels. 
It was the most invincible enemy of the public credit, Gold paid no 
soldier nor sailor. It refused the national obligations, It was worth 


most when our fortunes were lowest. Every defeat gave it increased 
value. It was in open alliance with our enemies the world over, and 
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I do not propose to add to this confusion. I have no prescription 
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all its energies were evoked for our destruction. 
danger has been averted and the victory secured, 
GOLD SWAGGERS TO THE FRONT 
and asserts the supremacy. But silver is 
THE MONEY OF THE PEOPLE. 

It is the money of wages and retail. Its tendency is toward diffusion 
and dissemination. It enters into the minute concerns of traffic, and 
is exchanged day by day for daily bread. It penetrates the remotest 
channels of commeree, and its abundance, bulk, and small subdivision 
prevent its deportation in sufficient amonnts to disturb or unsettle 
values. If it retires at the approach of danger, or from the presence of 
an inferior currency, it still remains at home ready to respond to the 
first summons for its return. During a late visit to a remote portion of 
Arkansas I was surprised by the great amount of old silver in circula- 
tion, including Mexican and pillar dollars and American halves and 
quarters coined half a century ago. Seeking an explanation I was 
told by the merchants that upon the withdrawal and retirement of 
the fractional paper currency these old coins immediately ae 
in sufficient quantities to supply all the needs of trade; conclusivel 
showing that when silver vanished at the beginning of the legal- 
tender paper period it had been hoarded among the people and fad 
pona y returned to circulation when its presence was required. I 

aye no doubt that two hundred and fifty millions of silver would 
be thus readily absorbed eid the people of the United States, 
forming a vast, permanent, stable accumulation which would be au 
enduring basis of prosperity, less liable than any other currency to 
the mutations and vicissitudes of financial panics and disasters, 

Mr. President, money is one of 

THE SUBTLEST INVENTIONS 

or discoveries of the human intellect. A rude and unproductive people 
having no intercourse with other communities would confine them- 
selves to a simple exchange of those commodities which each individ- 
ual required for his convenience or consumption. As some exhibited 
greater skill in weaving cloth, others superior dexterity in the chase 
and others more capacity for cultivating the soil, avocations would 
gradually become special, and the earliest transactions of trade would 
consist in the pany, 2 of one commodity for another, based upon the 
amount of labor or skill required for the production of each, 

So long as merely enough of any commodity was produced to meet 
the needs of all, no money would be nec ; but as soon as there 
was excess of production, when exchan noreased, transactions 
multiplied, and interests became more diverse and mS inge- 
nuity would devise some method by which traffic should be simpli- 
fied and rendered less complex, expensive, and inconvenient, and by 
which accumulations could be preserved. The obvious suggestion 
would be to select some one commodity which should accomplish two 
purposes: one to represent the comparative value of all commodities, 
and the other to make a medium by means of which they could be 
exchanged without actual manual transfer. i 

There is scarcely any commodity which has not at some time or 
other been used as money ; but with the development of civilization 
and the introduction of credit as an element of commerce the idea of 
intrinsic value to the article employed as money has been abandoned, 
and nearly all extensive business transactions are conducted by means 
of paper in the form of bank-notes, checks, drafts, and bills of ex- 
change. Bank-notes were originally issued in amounts ia 4 equal 
to the representative value of the gold and silver in the vaults, and 
they were intended merely to preserve the metals from loss by abra- 
sion from use and from the depredations of thieves. But gradually 
they were issued largely in excess of this in order to release for more 
remunerative p a greater amount of productive capital. If 
by any process all business were compelled to be transacted on a coin 
basis, and actual specie payments should be enforced, the whole 
civilized world would be bankrupt before sunset. There is not coin 
enough in existence to meet in ie one-thousandth part of the 
Semi obligations of mankind. Specie payments, as an actual 

ty 


But as usual, when 


WILL NEVER BE RESUMED, 

neither in gold nor silver, in January, 1879, nor at any other date, here 

elsewhere. The pretense that they will be is either dishonest or 
elusive. 

The American people have no special reverence for coin. They be- 
lieve that all money, whether of metal or paper, is a creation of law, 
and has precisely the value that the Government issuing it declares 
it shall possess. The creation of money is a power del to Con- 
gress by the people. Its unit must necessarily be arbitrary, and its 
value rests upon the consent of the nation. The relative value of 
silver and gold to each other as compared with other commodities 
cannot be eee me affected by a meaty ee 
that operate eve yand hour. Production, demand, peace, war, 
famine, the eee of other nations—all are factors in the insoluble 
problem. Monetary commissions, whether national or international, 
can do nothing except to agree upon an arbitrary ratio that shall be 
accepted by the parties tothe alliance. The ratio of the silver dollar 
of 412} grains to the American gold unit is as 1 to 15.988; the ratio 
of our subsidiary coin is 1 to 14.52; the ratio of the trade-dollar is1 
to 16.27; the ratio of the Latin union and of Austria is 1 to 15.50; of 
England, 1 to 14.2; of Germany, 1 to 13; of Portugal, 1 to 14; of 
Mexico, 1 to 16}; of Russia, 1 to 14.75. In some nations the ratio 
has semained unchanged for centuries, as in Bogota, where it is 1 to 
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12.50, and in Egypt, where it is 1 to 12.30. There are also different 
standards of fineness established by different nations. Ours is 900, 
while that of England is 925. Congress has not only exercised its 
constitutional power to coin money and regulate the value thereof, 
and of foreign coins, but it has repeatedly changed their value by 
different enactments, diminishing their weight, and debasing them 
with alloy while retaining them at the same nominal value. 

The Spartans made money of iron. Con has exercised nearly 
the same prerogative. The gold value of the nickel five-cent piece 
is exactly four-sevenths of one cent; and the Government has made a 
profit to this date of four million six hundred and eighteen thousand 
dollars by this coinage. I have heard these pieces called “ tokens.” 
They are “ tokens” just as the silver dollar or the double eagle are 
“tokens.” They are convertible into any other lawful money. A 
nickel worth four-sevenths of one cent will purchase five cents’ worth 
of any commodity just ascertainly and cheaply as five cents’ worth of 
gold, because the nation hasso decreed. The same is true of our sub- 
sidiary silver coinage, which bas been alloyed to such an extent that 
the Treasury is nearly six million dollars richer by the seigniorage. 

The value of any commodity, Mr. President, is an expression of 
the relation which it sustains to the needs, the appetites, or the tastes 
of man. 

THERE IS NO SUCH QUALITY AS ABSOLUTE VALUE. 
All value is relative and comparative. A thing may be valuable at one 
time and valueless at another; to one person it may be priceless and to 
another worthless, 

Money which represents and measures all values is a creature of 
law. Gold and silver require labor for their production ; they have 
their uses in the arts and for ornament, but as coin no person wants 
them, except to enable him to obtain other commodities. The holder 
of a paper dollar does not prize it because he can exchange it for 
gold, nor does the holder of the silver dollar value it because it con- 
tains a certain number of grains of metal, but because he can procure 
for it a certain equivalent in food, clothing, pee land, or labor. 
If it were possible that all the currency of this country could be 
pera in the absolute possession of one individual, and he be con- 

ned in an uninliabited desert, without shelter, raiment, or food, who 
would be the richer man, the possessor of all this treasure or the hum- 
blest artisan who had a roof to cover him, rags to clothe him, and a 
crust to keep him from starvation, but without a dollar, either in 
paper or silver or gold? 
all the 1 tender and bank-notes of this country were stacked 
up and burned at the Treasury, and the ashes committed to the Poto- 
mac, the nation would be just as rich as it is to-day. The only loss 
would be the paper and paint and the labor which executed them. 
If all the gold and silver coins were 


MELTED INTO BARS AND INGOTS, 


and buried in the earth, the world would be no poorer, save by the loss 
of the labor which was required to raise the met ils from the mines 
and stamp them with the devices which designated their relative 

ition in the scale of representative values. The result would be 
inconvenient; commerce would be deranged. Instead of purchase 
and sale, its transactions would be by barter and exchange, corn 
would be given for cloth, wheat for beef, and labor for all, but beyond 
this there would be no change. 

The theory that there is any universal money, a money of the world 
as the antithesis of money that is local or circumscribed in its pur- 
chasing power is totally baseless. A Congress of nations duly em- 
powered might establish a universal currency, but till this is done 
the money of every country, whether gold or silver, copper or paper, 
beyond the territorial limits of the jurisdiction that creates it, is as 

urely an article of merchandise as cotton, beef, or hay. British gold 
is not money here, nor is American gold money in England. If any 
one doubts it let him try the experiment of purchasing a pair of gloves 
or paying a hack-fare with a guinea or a sovereign on the Avenue. 
It could be converted into money at a broker’s, but it has no purchas- 
ing power. And not only is this true of foreign coins, but it is equall 
true of our own as soon as the stamp of the Government is obliterated. 
Take a new double eagle, just coined at the mint, lay it on an anvil 
and strike it with a sledge, effacing the image and superscription. 
It weighs as many grains as before. It has the same standard of 
fineness. It is identically the same substance, but it is no longer 
money. It should be worth as much, 

BUT IT WILL PURCHASE NOTHING, 

It has lost that subtle quality which makes it current as money. It 
has become commodity or merchandise and nothing more. 

One noticeable feature in all the arguments of the monometallists 
is an elaborate effort to surround apne with some peculiar sanc- 
tity; to hedge it abont with special divinity; to separate accumula- 
tions from wages; to distinguish between the dollar that was earned 
yesterday and the one that is to be earned to-morrow ; to place capi- 
tal on an equality with labor, or else above it in the social and polit- 
ical system. They are willing to permit silver to enter into the 
monetary circulation, but insist on limiting its paying power to 
insignificant sums for specific purposes. They insist that it shall re- 
main the handmaid, 

THE BASE AND COMMON DRUDGE OF TRADE, 
restricted to petty services and incapacitated for the nobler functions 
of commerce. Some are willing that it should be legal tender for 
sums less than $5. Others would magnanimously consent to $20 as 


the boundary; but all insist on a limitation. They think it is just to 
pay the laborer who earns a dollar by a day’s labor in the degraded 
metal, but not the man who holds the coupon of a Government bond 
for the same amount. Silver may buy a loaf of bread, but not the 
barrel of flour from which it is baked. Silver may buy a steak, but 
not the steer from which it is cut. Silver is good enough for the 
laborer, but not for the capitalist. 

The truth is, Mr. President, that 

LABOR IS ANTECEDENT TO CAPITAL 
and independent of it. Capital is the result of labor, and not the 
cause. Society could survive without capital, but not without labor. 
Both have rig ts and are entitled to protection, but labor is superior 
to capital and should have the first consideration. 

1 * these general considerations, I will briefly notice some 
specifie objections that are made against the pending bill. 

It is urged that the faith of the nation is ae to the payment 
of our bonds and other obligations in gold. If this be true there is 
anend of argument. For nations no less than for individuals, honesty 
is the best policy. That nation is 

Naked, though locked up in steel, 
conscience with injustice is corrupted. 

If we contracted to pay in gold we must do so though it leave us 
beggars. But did we so ? 

The act of February 25, 1862, authorizing the issue of 5.20 bopds, 
provides that the interest shall be paid 

NOT IN GOLD, BUT COIN. 

That act also provides that duties on imports shall be paid not in 
gold, but in coin. The same act created the sinking fund, payable 
not in gold, but coin. 

Lt het of February 17, 1862, makes its obligations payable not in 

„but coin. 
unde act of July 11, 1862, makes its obligations payable not in gold, 
ut coin. 

The act of March 3, 1863, providing for the issue of $900,000,000, 
makes them payable not in gold, but coin. 

The act of h 3, 1864, for a loan of $200,000,000, makes it pay- 
able not in gold, but coin. 

The act of June 30, 1864, to borrow $400,000,000, makes it payable 
not in gold, but coin. : ii 

The act of March 3, 1865, for $600,000,000, makes them payable in 
“ coin or other lawful money;” not gold, but coin or greenbacks. 

The act of March 18, 1869, “ An act to strengthen the public credit,” 
“to remove any doubt as to the p of the Government to dis- 
charge all just obligations to the publie creditors, and to settle con- 
flicting questions and interpretations of the laws by which such 
obligations have been contracted,” solemnly pledges “ the faith of the 
United States” “to the payment” “ of all the obligations of the United 
States not bearing interest, known as United States notes,” “in coin 
orits equivalent,” and of all interest-bearing obligations of the United 
States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any such 
obligation has expressly provided that the same may be paid in law- 
ful money or other currency than gold and silver.” 

All our debt is payable in coin. Silver was legal coin when the 
debt was contracted. Therefore 

THE DEBT IS PAYABLE IN SILVER. 

The odious cant about repndiation and dishonor is a knavish device 
to intimidate a people who have always respected their obligations. 
The great journals of Europe entertain no such opinions. The Lon- 
don Times recently said: “It could in no sense be called repudiation 
if silver were made the sole standard of the United States to-morrow.” 
The London Economist, the special organ of British financial opin- 
ions, in speaking of the same subject uses the following language: 

If, at the present moment, America would become a silver country, the interest 
and principal of herobligations would be paid in silver. The evil, of course, would 
not be whatthe momentary circumstances of the market would now suggest. Silver 
would not be at fifty-four pence per ounce if America was a conntry-with a sole 
silver currency. So a demand as her coin requirements would send up the 
price very rapidly. ps to its old amount. 

There can be no doubt of the constitutional authority of Congress 
to create a silver-dollar unit, containing any number of grains greater 
or less than 412}. The only question to be determined is, what shall 
the weight of the dollar be? I am clearly of opinion that while the 
dollar of 412} grains is required by the terms of our contract, it will be 

TOO VALUABLE FOR DOMESTIC USES. 

One of the gold organs of New York says: 

It was the fact that in these countries (that is, the states of the Latin union) 15 
ounces ofsilver could be exchanged for 1 of gold that caused our dollar of 412} grains 
to be exported as fast as it was coined, as that coin was based upon 16 to1, and was 
therefore worth 3 per cent. more in Europe than at home; and if silver should re- 
cover its lost value and be remonetized on the basis of 412} grains, it would for the 
same reason be impossible to keep it in the country. 

But even this condition of affairs will not be without its consola- 
tions. The advocates of gold have endeavored to leave the impres- 
sion that this drainage of silver would be like blood spilled upon the 

und to be drunk by the thirsty sands, But if silver goes abroad 
it will travel as merchandise and not as money. At the distance of 
three marine leagues from the shore it becomes commodity, and will 
sell for what it is actually worth in the land to which it Foes. and 
it will send back gold, bonds, silk, wine, eutlery, broadcloth, to the 
land from whence it came. 

The issue of silver will also tend to remedy the evils which have 


' resulted 
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@ FROM THE CONTRACTION OF OUR CURRENCY, 


not by operation of law alone, but by those t natural causes which 
are apparent to the most casual scrutiny. I do not refer solely to that 
actnal diminution in the volume of the currency by law, but to the prac- 
tical withdrawal of it from the channels of circulation, so that it ceases 
to be available for the perpos of commerce and trade. This condi- 
tion has resulted from the sudden and unprecedented expansion of our 
industrial areas; from the vast extension of our western boundaries; 
from the economical restoration of the South by which the enfran- 
chised slave has become lord of himself and master of his met Hr 
The Great column of emigrants that moves westward with irresistible 
impulse, peopling the go of Montana and Colorado and the val- 
leys of the Republican and the Arkansas, bears with it a vast volume 
of currency which reduces by millions the amount that would other- 
wise be available to effect the exchanges of the conntry. 

Were other argument needed to show the wisdom and the justice 
of the measure before us, it could be found in the tactics of the oppo- 
sition. The advice of an eminent lawyer to his pupil was: “ When 
you have a bad case, abuse the witnesses and counsel on the other 
side.” For months the air has been dense with the din of denuncia- 
tion. The vocabulary of vituperation has been exhausted. No epi- 
thet has been too atrocious to be applied to the people of the West 
and South by the salt-water despots who are endeavoring to fore- 
close their mortgage on the whole country. 

Mr. President, the State which I represent is almost exclusively an 
agricultural community. 


ITS HISTORY IS A MARVEL 


even in an age of miracles. Its growth is unprecedented. Its develop- 
ment has uo pees Twenty years have seen its population increase 
from a few thousand adventurous oo along its eastern border to 
three-quarters of a million of peop e who are rearing to the remotest 
bounds of its fertile area the enduring fabric of a Christian society. 
Already it has 7 Hy counties that produce annually more corn than 
any State in New England and more wheat than all the States of New 
England combined. It has made the most liberal provisions for educa- 
tion, the most heroic sacrifices for liberty. Men of all races and creeds 
have assembled there from Rei continent, amid tbe most favorable 
conditions of nature, assimilated and blended by a common pose to 
build a stately edifice, where they and their children and 
liberty and order and law may dwell in Keaen perity. They 
are a tolerant, thoughtful, progressive, and laborious people; and yet 
they are habitually stigmatized by gentlemen whose only claim to 
superiority is based upon a difference of opinion, as maniacs, lunatics, 
repudiators, violators of public faith, robbers, destroyers of the na- 
tional honor, because they ask that silver may be restored to the 
place which by law it occupied till 1873 in the monetary system of 
the United States. 
Like all new communities 


THEY HAVE BEEN BORROWERS 


and were eng oom to anticipate their revenues and pawn the future. 
They had to buy their land, to build houses, to make highways, to 
bridge streams, construct churches and school-houses, and lay the 
foundations of the State. 

The capitalists of the East, captivated by the prospects of secure in- 
vestments and large interest advanced money to the farmers and took 
mortgages on their farms ; pot | sommes tax-titles ; they induced 
cities and counties to issue bonds for the construction of railroads and 
court-houses and works of public improvement. They loaned their 
capital at exorbitant rates, beginning at 10 per cent., and thence rang- 
ing through the various gradations by which interest into 
usury, usury into extortion, and all into ny and spoliation. Even 
under these conditions, so long as money was abundant and exchanges 
easy the country thrived; great enterprises were stimulated; new 
industries were devel , and States grew opulent and prosperous, 

But soon the circulating medium of the nation began to be dimin- 
ished by law. The public debt was declared to be payable in coin, 
and then the money power of silver was destroyed. The value of 
property diminished in proportion. Wages fell and finally employ- 
ment ceased. The value of everything was depreciated except debts 
and gold. The mortgage, the bond, the coupon, the tax, have retained 
immortal youth and vigor. They have not depreciated. The debt 
remains, but the capacity to pav has been destroyed. The accumula- 
tions of years have disappeared under the hammer of the sheriff, and 
the debtor is homeless while the creditor obtains the security for a 
fraction of what it was actually worth when the debt was contracted. 

As a satisfactory solution of the difficulty we are assured that our 
prosperity was unreal; that there had been an unnatural expansion of 
values; that our towns and cities sprang 

LIKE AN EXHALATION FROM THE DESERT; 
thatthis new empire beyond the Mississippi with itsdense populations, 
its harvest-fields, its permanent institutions, was merely a deceptive 
mirage which lifted its fragile phantoms above that distant horizon. 

At every new crisis in publie affairs, Mr. President, the American 
people give fresh evidence of their capacity for self-government, and 
of their ability to comprehend any subject, however abstruse, that 
mt be presented for their consideration. 

hey will not be deterred by threats nor deluded by sophistries. 
They know that an abundant and stable currency is the essential 
foundation of national prosperity. They know that had not 


who love | X 


THE CREDIT OF THE NATION 
been utilized as the basis of a circulating medium the Pacifie Rail- 
road would have been to-day the unrealized dream of Benton’s brain ~ 
that the Pacific States would have been accessible only by sea or 
by the ox-wagon and the slow-stage journeying for weeks through 
the alkali and wood of the plains, and that the footsteps of 
the pioneer would yet have faltered 8 the imaginary confines 
of the Great American Desert. They know that our legal-tender 
period previous to enforced contraction was not, as the gold-wor- 
shipers would maintain, a frenzied epoch of wild and eager specu- 
lation like that of John Law, when the holders of yer, Ses ased 
upon church revenues or the confiscated estates of an exiled nobility, 
having no faith either in the permanence or the honor of the nation, 
recklessly sought to invest a worthless rig ona | in any scheme that 
offered a prospect of ultimate reward, but a healthy era of legitimate 
enterprise, attended with the most beneficent results, not to this nation 
alone but to the whole limits and boundary of the civilized world. 
They know also that their distress is chiefly due to the efforts of those 
who own the debt and money of the nation to enhance its valne; 
who are rapidly obtaining fatal control of the railroads, the forests, 
and the fertile lands of the South and West, through colossal monop- 
olies, which threaten with arrogant menace not only the material 
prosperity but the social order of the country. 

We cannot disguise the truth that we are on the verge of an im- 
pending revolution. 

THE OLD ISSUES ARE DEAD. 
The people are arraying themselves upon one side or the other of a 
portentous contest. On one side is capital, formidably intrenched in 
pri „arrogant from continued triumph, conservative, tenacious 
of old theories, demanding new concessions, enriched by domestic levy 
and foreign commerce, and struggling to adjust all values to its own 
standard. On the other is labor, asking for employment, striving to 
develop domestic industries, battling with the forces of nature, and 
subduing the wilderness; labor, starving and sullen in cities, resolutely 
determined to overthrow a system under which the rich are growing 
richer and the poor are growing poorer; a system which gives to a 
Vanderbilt the possession of wealth beyond the dreams of avarice and 
condemns the poor to a poverty which has no refuge from starvation 
but the prison or the grave. 
Our demands for relief, for justice, have been met 
WITH INDIFFERENCE OR DISDAIN. 

The laborers of the country asking for employment are treated liko 
impudent mendicants begging for bread. The Senator from Con- 
necticut informs us that hun of millions of dollars are lyin 
idle in New York and Hartford, which can be borrowed on good 
security at 4 per cent., and asks with something like a sneer how 
the coinage ofa dollar worth ninety cents will benefit the poor unless 
they can give good security for their loan. The laborers of the West 
do not want to borrow ; . 
THEY WANT TO EARN. 
They do not wish to pay interest on other men’s capita), but to sell their 
laborand if possible acquire some capital of theirown. The producers 
of the West want a market in which the value of their products will 
not be consumed by the cost of transportation over railroads that pool 
their earnings and combine to keep their rates at a point where the 
carrier grows rich and the farmer poor. 

The Senator from Wisconsin, in that admirable speech which left 
so little for others to say, declared that this was not a 

CONTEST BETWEEN THE EAST AND WEST. 
Let us see. inst silver, as indicated by the vote on the Matthews 
resolution, are New York, New Jersey, New Hampshire, Maine, Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts, Vermont, and Rhode Island. For it are every 
Western State but Michigan, California, and Oregon and every South- 
ern State but Maryland and Delaware, and these are divided. 
The Senator from Wisconsin was right. It is not the East against 
the West. Itis the : ‘ 
EAST AGAINST THE WEST AND SOUTH COMBINED. 
It is the corn and wheat and beef and cotton of the conntry against 
its bonds and its gold; its productive industry against its accumula- 
tions. It is the men who own the public debt against those who are 
to pay it, if it is to be paid at all. If the bonds of this Government 
are ever paid, 
THEY WILL BE PAID BY THE LABOR OF THE COUNTRY, 

and not by its capital. They are exempt from taxation and bear 
none of the burdens of 3 

The alliance between the West and the South upon all matters 
affecting their material welfare hereafter is inevitable, Their inter- 
ests are mutual and identical. With the removal of the causes of 
political dissension that have so long separated them, they must co- 
alesce, and united they will be invincible. The Valleys of the Missis- 
sippi and Missouri, with their tributaries, form an empire that must 


have a homogeneous population and a common destiny from the 
Yellowstone to the Gulf. These great communities have been alien- 
ated by factions that have estranged them only to prey upon them 
and to maintain political supremacy by their separation. Unfriendly 
2, oy has imposed intolerable burdens upon their energies; in- 
vidious discriminations have been made against their products; un- 
just tariffs have repressed their industries. While vast appropria- 


tions have been made to protect the harbors of the Atlantic, and to 
erect beacons upon every frowning headland to warn the mariner 
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with silent admonition from the “‘merchant-marring rocks,” the Mis- 
sissippi was left choked with its drifting sands till the daring genius 
of Eads undertook the gigantic labor of compelling the great stream 
to dredge its own channel to the sea. The opening of this avenue of 
commerce marks the epoch of the emancipation of the West and 
Sonth from their pone to the capital of the East, and in askin 
the age of this bill they are asking less than they will ever as 
again. hen Irefiect upon the burdens they have borne, the wrongs 
they have suffered, I am astonished at their moderation. [Applause 


in the 1 

Mr. HONY. I give notice that if this disorder is repeated I 
shall move that the galleries be cleared. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, debate upon this question has been 
exhausted and I do not er that I shall be able, in the few closing 
remarks I shall make, to add anything new to what has already been 
said. There are some things, however, which have been disclosed in 
the debate that I think ought to be a subject of congratulation toall 
of us. This is the first great measure that I have seen discussed in this 
Chamber that has not met with constitutional objections; but it seems 
to be conceded by the friends and the foes of this measure that we 
have a clear and undisputed pore under the Constitution to legislate 
as we will with reference to the coins which shall circulate as money in 
this country. The men who framed that instrament gave to Congress 
exclusive power and sole power “to coin money and regulate the value 
thereof and of foreign coins.” It was ably by the honorable 
Senator from Texas Fur. Maxey] that under the several provisions of 
the Constitution there does not exist in Congress the power to reject 
either of the precious metals as money under the Constitution, and the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE ] expresses the same view. Tt seems 
to me that the fathers intended at least that the precious metals then 
known to the civilized world should be the constitutional money of 
this country, and that Congress is bound to so legislate as to provide 
for the circulation and use of both gold and silver, 

Most of the arguments that have been made against remonetization 
have been directed against the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and not to the bill as amended by the Committee on 
Finance, and Senators upon that committee opposed to this bill have 
not taken the pains to explain the amendments proposed nor to show 
that those amendments materially changed the operation of the bill 
as it came from the House, but have pressed their opposition as though 
the amendments do not materially change the effect of the measure. 

The House bill contemplates the immediate unrestricted and un- 
limited coinage of silver, at the ratio of 16 to 1, without cost to the 
owner of silver bullion. It does not take into account in any way the 
changed conditions of affairs sincethe demonetization of silver in 1873, 
the chief of which is the reduced price of silver bullion measured in 
gold, nor does it take into account t preceding paves de this country 
which clearly discloses thet prior to 1873 silver was driven from the 
country from the fact that we undervalued silver in our legislation; 
nor does it propose to take care that the two precious metals shall 
circulate side by side in this country, but it leaves that question to 
share the fate of the bullion market in London; nor does it seek to 
prevent silver from being driven out under the ratio fixed by the bill, 
as it was expelled from circulation because of the relation of 16 to 1; 
nor does it contemplate any agreement or understanding in the future 
with other nations using silver to secure uniformity of value or fixed 
relation with gold. 5 

The House bill provides that any owner of bullion shall be per- 
mitted to bring that bullion to the mints of the United States and 
have it coined into dollars, thus giving to him the profit, if profit 
there be, derived from the difference between the bullion price of 
silver and the mint valne of coined dollars struck at the mint. To 
the bill unamended there are objections which the proposed amend- 
ments seek to cure, 

The Finance Committee of the Senate believed that under the ex- 
isting condition of things it was not wise to at once open the mints 
of this country to the free and unrestricted coinage of silver. There- 
fore they have proposed two or three amendments, (two of them really 
incorporated into one amendment,) which are intended in the first in- 
stance to restrict and limit the coinage of silver; not only to limit the 
coinage within prescribed limits, but also when the silver is coined 
to so place it that it will pass current side by side with coined dollars 
in gold; and if these limitations and amendments do not effect this 
object they fail to secure the object intended. The amendments fur- 
ther propose that whatever profit, or gain, or seignio or what- 
ever it may be, between the bullion and the mint Calne shail go into 
the Treasury of the United States; and unless these provisiotis are in- 
serted there will be a loss to the ‘Treasury measured by the difference 
between the bullion price and the mint value after coinage. 

Free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 will keep closed the 
mints of Enrope that have the relation of 15} to 1 and place upon us the 
whole responsibility of restoring silver to its old value and relation. 
Free coinage here now will bave a tendency to place the double-stand- 
ard nations upon the single standard of At and place us wholly 
upon the single standard of silver by taking away oar gold and giving 
us silver in return. 

Another amendment proposed by the committee is that after we 
shall have established a policy which shall include the utilization of 
silver as well as gold we shall invite other nations who believe with 
us in the utilization of both metals to meet us in conference and 
agree upon a prescribed ratio between the two metals so as to secure 
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uniformity of circulation and value. The Senate amendments look 
to the use of both metals; the utilization of both as the metallic 
money of the country, not only now but in the future, by limitations 
in the beginning, to be followed at an early day eree unrestricted 
coinage of both metals and full legal tender of both. If they ac- 
complish their intended purpose they will secure the circulation of 
both on a par with each other, each interchangable for the other, 
while the House bill will place us wholly on a standard of silver, 
which I think is not desirable ; but if we are to have monometallism 
now, I agree with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IxGa.is] that our 
best interests for the future would lead us to the single standard of 
silver rather than monometallism of gold, because if we adhere to 
ld alone all other nations must in time follow, and silver would 
isappear from the world’s circulation. But the bill as reported by 
the Committee on Finance does not propose monometallism, but pro- 
poses the utilization of both metals. It contemplates that by an 
ent of nations such a fixity of value or relation can be made 
as will enable silver and gold to circulate side by side, and when 
such agreement is made then the amendments contemplate that there 
shall be a free and unlimited coinage of both metals in this country 
as well as in the countries who unite with us to maintain both met- 
als. This amendment contemplates that a sufficient number of na- 
tions will join to create sach a demand for silver as will keep the 
commercial and Mint values of the two metals at par with each other 
at the ratio fixed. 

Now what is necessary under these amendments? The first amend- 
ment provides that the coinage shall be on Government account. 
The first object of that provision is that the gain upon this coinage 
shall go into the , and not into the hands of the owner or 
holder of bullion ; but that is only part of the object, because under the 
free-coinage provision the gold would naturally be expelled and sil- 
ver come in to take its place until all the gold is driven out, or until 
an equality between silver and gold is established on the ratio of 16 
tol. Therefore the object of coinage on Government account is two- 
fold: it means to retain the gold we have in the country as well as 
to provide for the profit upon the silver coinage. 

It is objected by many Senators, notably by the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] and by the honorable Senator from 
California, [Mr. SARGENT, ] that even with these amendments the in- 
evitable effect of this bill will be to drive ont gold and substitute a 
silver coinage ; that a limited coinage upon Government account will 
not have the effect to retain gold in the country. Lask Senators who 
believe that this will be the result to answer me why it is that in 
France, and Belgium, and Holland, and all the Latin union states 
gold and silver circulate side by side and are exchangeable for each 
other day by day among the people and in all the banks upon the 
relation of 157 to 1, a satin which overvalues silver 3} per cent. as 
compared with the dollar provided for in the bill. 

Mr. EATON. Does the Senator desire an answer now? He said 
he desired an answer; or shall I wait until he gets through, because 
the answer is an ample one! 

Mr. ALLISON. I will take the Senators answer now. 

Mr. EATON. It is this: It has been said here by distinguished Sen- 
ators that there was$300,000,000 of silver in circulation in France. It 
is not true. There is no such circulation. Iam prepared to tell what 
the circulation of silver in France is, and that will give the reason the 
gentleman asked for. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator can do that, he can do more than 
anybody I have ever heard of. 

Mr. EATON. I am very happy to be able to instruct my honor- 
able friend from Iowa. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt you can. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EATON, It has been said by the United States monetary com- 
mission as a maximum estimate that there is $413,500,000 silver in 
circulation in Frauce. Mr. Seyd reckons the quantity at 8350, 000, 000 
“in Franee,” not in circulation; Cernuschi, at about $286,000, 00 “in 
France,” not in circulation; Leroy Beaulieu and Victor Bounet agree 
that the amount of silver in France is 8240, 000, 000 —“ in France,” 
not in circulation. Last July the Bank of France had $154,626,000 asa 
reserve fund, leaving, therefore, in circulation in silver but $36,000,000, 
while the paper of the Bank of France was more than seven times 
that amount; and I undertake to say to-day, this very day, that the 
silver in France is 1} per cent. below the paper of the Bank of France, 
and the cable will so tell you. 1 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut is 
sticking in the bark. When I say there are $350,000,000 of silver in 
France, I do not say it all circulates from hand to hand. I mean to 
say it furnishes a basis of paper circulation equal in value to and ex- 
changeable for gold; and the fact that there is only 8150, 000,000 of 
it in the Bank of France and $270,000,000 or $250,000,000 of gold in 
the bank shows that the two together form the metallic basis upon 
which the bank circulates over $450,000,000 in paper money. It is 
true that if you carry one of those notes to the Bank of France you get 
either silver or gold, as you may choose. It is true that if you carry 
either silver or gold into any store or shop or business place in France 
you may pay either without diminutionor discount. It is true that all 
the government revenues are received in silver and gold interchange- 
ably. It is true that French rentes, the obligations of the Republic of 
Frauee, are paid in silver and gold interchangeably and that they 
make no distinction or difference in the country with reference to their 
transactions of any character between silver and gold; and yet the 
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money equivalent of their silver franc or five-franc piece is 3} per 
cent. less than the money equivalent of oursilver dollar as compared 
with the gold dollar and as proposed by the bill under consideration. 

At this point I think I must call attention to the remarks made by 
the honorable Senator from California upon this subject. He quoted 
briefly from an article in the London Economist of January 19, 1878, 
to show that silver money in France was depreciated as compared 
with gold money. I have that article before me. I can gather no 
such conclusion from the article. On the contrary, what was the lan- 

of the governor of the Bank of France in replying to the Cham- 

r of Commerce at Bordeaux, who complained not “ that silver was 
being put in circulation,” but that they could not get notes of the 
Bank of France? They were like some of our friends; they 
wanted more paper money. That was what the Chamber of Com- 
mee of Bordeaux wanted. The governor of the bank in replying 
said: 

I am unable to concur altogether in your opinion as to the inconvenience of main- 
taining silver iu circulation, and I eee hesitate to aoe you rather to use your in- 
finence in causing it to permeate among the still numerous classes who desire it 
but who are prevented obtaining it in consequence of the reluctance of inter- 
mediaries to burden themselves with it. 

Here is a complaint coming from one of the cities of France that 
silver is being substituted for paper, and they ask that the paper 
may continue in circulation. Now the editor of the London Econo- 
mist in closing the article says: 

We are informed that much of the inconvenience of which the Chamber of Com- 
merce complains arises from the uncertain action of the bank. One day the Bor- 
deaux branch, which draws daily its supply of money from Paris, will issue notes 
freely ; another day it will pay only gold ; and on another there is perhaps noth- 
ing to be had except silver. Merchants are thus needlessly and a stable 
policy on the part of the bank might do something to lessen complaints. 

A stable policy on the part of the bank is what they desired. 

Mr. PAD. K. I should like to interrupt the Senator a moment 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is it not true, in accordance with the statement 
just made by the Senator from Iowa, that the Bank of France exer- 
cises a sort of dictatorial policy in respect to the legal-tender quality 
of silver? Is it not true that there is with it a discretion that it may 
make arbitrary rules in t to the amount of silver that may be 
received by it as a legal tender, which operates, so to speak, as a lim- 
itation of the legal-tender force and quality of silver? I do not ask 
this question because I antagonize the position of the Senator from 
Iowa, but because I seek light. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I understand the inquiry of the Senator from 
Nebraska, I answer that the Bank of France has no power, absolutely 
no power, over the question of legal tender. It is a public bank. It 
receives deposits. It is the depository of the republic. It must take 
the silver that is paid in as taxes, and receives it. The honorable 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] bas just shown me the London 
Economist of February 2, which I not seen, which answers most 
thoroughly the question of the honorable Senator from Nebraska, 
namely that silver is accumulating in the vaults of the Bank of France, 
showing that they have no power over legal tender, or at least they 
cannot reject silver offered by the public. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does not the very fact of the accumulation show 
and prove that the Bank of France has absolute control over the sil- 
ver currency and over its legal-tender force? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me a mo- 
ment, I am in a position from having read the whole of that issue of 
the paper to state in answer to the question that the Bank of France 
has so little control over the question of what it will or will not re- 
ceive in respect to silver coinage, that by the terms of the Latin union, 
which forms a of the law of France, it cannot even refuse to 
receive the five- c pieces which are coined in Italy or in Switzer- 
land or in Belgium, and that in consequence of there being no domes- 
tic demand in Italy for the use of silver coinage by reason of the fact 
that they have an inconvertible currency, all the . the mint 
in Italy goes into the Bank of France without their being able to 

ject it. 

Ar. ALLISON. And this article distinctly states that that is the 
reason for the accumulation. Of course under the monetary union 
established in 1865 the coins of those countries are interchangeable 
in all, so that the five-franc piece is received in Belgium and in Italy 
and in Switzerland, and the reverse. But the fact remains the same; 
and I have heard it controverted here so often and so stoutly that I 
have been amazed, when the facts are so conclusively and incontest- 
ably otherwise. Here is a country that has the double standard, sil- 
ver and gold, with a constant and continuous accumulation of both 
silver and gold, when both are a full legal tender, and yet we are told 
in the face of this indubitable testimony drawn from the experience 
of other countries that if we establish silver here with the same lim- 
itations and under the same conditions the effect will be to drive 
gold from our country. 
£ Now, pa will not go from this country except upon two condi- 
tions. e first one is that the sum of the two precious to- 
ther shall constitute more of a metallic money basis than is needed 
in this coun When that oceurs then, of course, one or the other 
of these me will go to some other country to restore the equi- 


librium, and it will be that metal which at the moment is most valu- 
able. But I understand the opponents of this bill to be in favor of 
a return to specie payments immediately. If we are to come to specie 
payments, I should like to know how long it would be before we should 


have a superabundance of both metals so as to drive out one of them. 
The other contingency which will take gold from this country is that 


the balance of trade or the exchanges s be i us. If that 
shall occur at any time, of course the most valuable metal will go out, 
and that will be very likely gold for the present. While the exchanges 
are in our favor it will be otherwise. I believe the honorable Senator 
from Delaware, or perhaps some other Senator, stated the other day 
that for the last two years the exchanges have been over $350,000,000 
in our favor, comparing our exports and imports. But if the ex- 
changes are against us, will not gold go ont any way, with or with- 
out remonetization? That certainly does not affect the exodus of 
gold, Our ability to retain either gold or silver or both rests upon 
our ability to keep the exchanges in our favor, because if they are 
against us the precious metals will inevitably go out. ÁI might say 
here that if we are to resume specie payments upon the single metal 
of gold we probably would not maintain specie payments; it is not 
likely that we could maintain ie payments for any length of time. 
A short cotton crop or the foreign demand for cereals failing for a 
single year would turn the exchanges against us, and $50,000,000 of 
export of gold coin would drive us into a panic and into a suspension 
of specie payments. Yet Senators here are rushing us on to specie 
payments upon the single metal of gold and say that we will be able 
to 3 specie payments with 8650, 000, 000 of paper money in cir- 
0 on. 

Of course if France had an unlimited free coinage of silver then 
her gold would likely go out and silver take the place of it; but 
France haying restricted the coinage of silver, when Germany, or 
California, or Nevada present their silver bullion at the mints of 
France they have got to take for it the bullion price, and cannot draw 
from it flve- franc pieces at will. It is this restricted coinage on gov- 
ernment account that enables France and the other countries of the 
Latin union to maintain their specie, both gold and silver. It is our 
coluage upon Government account that will enable us to retain our 

Id here, and also any accumulation of silver that we may eecure 

y coinage, unless one of the two conditions which I have named 
shall take place, namely, that the two metals together shall create a 
surplus of metallic money; or, secondly, in case the exchanges shall 
run against ns, In either of these two events gold or silver, which- 
ever at the moment may be the most valuable, would be expelled 
from the country. 

But then we are told that the effect of this measure will be to 
bring home to us our bonds that are now held abroad, and that by 
this process the exchanges will be turned against us. That also de- 
pends upon another fact, which fact is not likely to take place, 
namely, that the people who hold our bonds can with the money 
that they would receive for them reinvest in a better security. Where 
can that be done, or how can it be done? Our bonds held abroad 
are five percents and six percents. It is a singular fact that of the 
$75,000,000, which we find in the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury negotiated at 4 per cent., only $10,000,000 of them were 
taken The remainder were subscribed by our own people at 
home. Therefore our bonds will not return unless the people return- 
ing them can reinvest the money they receive in a better security. 

I have heard it stated upon this floor that the effect of the agitation 
of the silver question has been to bring our bonds back to us and 
that they are coming now in large sums to our country. Do not our 
friends know that that is not the reason why our bonds come back to 
us? They come back to us because our exports are largely in excess 
of our imports, and if these countries who take these products from 
us do not return to us something else instead, they must return to us 
gold. England, Germany, and France are not prepared to return to 
us gold. ey have not the gold to spare, and hence they send us 
our own securities. 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. : 

Mr. EATON. They would certainly return the gold if the bonds 
had not depreciated in value. They would have kept that security 
unless that security had depreciated. That is a plain mercantile fact 
that nobody will deny, I apprehend. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far from that being a plain mercantile fact, it 
is a notorious fact that there isa struggle going on in Europe for the 
retention of gold there. The moment the Bank of England raises 
the rate of interest, the same moment the ap reion bank at Berlin 
raises its rate, so that gold may not flow from Germany to England. 
This process has been often repeated within the last year, because Ger- 
many and England both are struggling to-day for gold, and France, 
this silver country, is drawing away gold from both. Why? Because 
the exchanges are in her favor as compared with other countries. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The Bank of England refused to send gold here. 

Mr. ALLISON. My friend from West Virginia reminds me of what 
has been so often said in this debate, quoting from the late honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Boutwell, with reference to the fif- 
teen millions that were awarded to us by the commission at Geneva 
and with reference to an accumulation of twenty-one millions of gold 
in the vaults of the Bank of England some years ago in our manipu- 
lations of United States bonds. Mr. Boutwell tells us that the Bank 
of England, a private monetary institution, notified the Government 
of the United States that that institution would not permit this 
country to draw $21,000,000 in gold coin from its vaults. It is prob- 
able that a hundred million of these bonds have been returned to us 
during the last year. Why? Chiefly for the reason I have named, 
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that they would not spare the gold. The struggle for gold is the chief 
reason for sending our bonds home and it is not any question of silver 
agitation. Our bonds will continue to come to make exchanges so long 
as our exports so largely exceed our imports. Upon this very point, 
and I may as well allude to it now as elsewhere, the London Economist 
of January 16, 1875, shows that whereas the average annual produc- 
tion of gold in the years 1852~56 was £29,176,000 it had fallen in the 
three years 1872~74 to £18,713,000. It proceeds to point out the 
channels into which this gold production has gone and states : 

That Germany and latterly France have evidently absorbed the larger part of 
the available supply from the production aboye recorded and that the distant coun- 
tries which we (England) provide with a gold currency have like ourselves been 
stinted in their supplies. In other words, the supply has been obviously 
stinted everywhere, and there can be no stock in any quarter to be drawn upon. 
The present a of the gold question is thus a very simple one. The anunal 
production of all the mining regions which are worth oning is at the outside 
about £20,000,000; but in this sum the Russian production is reckoned at about a 
fourth or fifth, and this does not really come into the general market of the world, 
being either retained in Russia itself to support the paper circulation or absorbed 
in Germany, without fully supplying the extraordinary demand for that quarter. 
Of the 215,000,000 a year, — 9 which appears to be generally available, the an- 
nual supply n for England alone is 25,0 0,000; for France on a specie basis, 
which is now returning, it was always more than that, or say 28,000,000; and at 
least £5,000,000 was required for other countries which we coin for. This makes 
£18,000,000 a year; and how isthe amount to be supplied, even without an extra 
demand for Germany and without any resumption of specie payment in the United 
States? At some point or other we venture to say the pressure in the money mar- 
ket must again become severe, or one of the great gold-valuing countries must 
abandon its standard, or the supply from tho mines must be increased; and the 
8 we fear, are altogether against the concurrence of either of the two lat- 

r alternatives. 


Thus measured the Economist, the special organ of the gold-stand- 
ard party, three years ago. All that has since transpired in respect to 
the production and demand for gold goes to confirm its wise predic- 
tions in 1875; the annual gold production has not since exceeded 
£20,000,000, aud the absorption by Germany and France has gone on 
in increasing proportions. Whereas the new gold coinage of Germany 
amounted in January, 1875, to only £55,000,000, it now amounts to 
£74,000,000 ; whereas the Bank of France held at the earlier date 
only about £53,000,000 in coin, it now holds nearly £80,000,000, of 
which about three-fourths is gold; whereas the estimated annual 
absorption of gold by France, according to the Economist, was only 
£8,000,000, that country actually absorbed in the first eleven months 
of 1877 more than £16,000,000. 

The Economist at various dates during the last year has complained 
of the decline in the English stock of gold, fixing the amount last 
Au at £9,000,000, as compared with the same date a year earlier, 
an has complained of an absorption of its new gold coin- 
age by Russia. The four largest banks in Europe, those of England, 
France, Germany, and Belgium, lost an aggregate of bullion between 
the beginning and end of the year 1877 (chiefly gold) amounting to 
nearly £10,000,000, equal to more than half the year’s production of 
£19,000,000. Whether this has gone into the hands of the French 
people, or to Russia, or into the United States Treasury is merely 
matter of conjecture. The fact so accurately predicted by the Econ- 
omist remains, that the supply of gold has not been sufficient to sup- 
ply the demand of the countries already using it as a standard. Eng- 

and and her tributaries have been stinted, aud the Bank of England 
has kept up a constant war upon commerce by establishing excessive 
and unnatural rates of discount, in a vain struggle to keep gold from 
going to Germany and in a still more fruitless attempt to win it back 
again. So small are the means at the command of that once despotic 
ius itution, as compared with the mass of loanable capital centering 
in London, that with a rate of interest of 5 per cent. in November it 
failed to attract gold from Germany, while Paris, with a rate of 2 per 
cent., was all the time drawing gold from that country. The explana- 
tion is that the English Bank rate was not a true indication of the 
price of money iu the London market, and foreigners knew it, and 
were not to be beguiled into sending it thither, while in France a con- 
tinual probable balance of trade has steadily drawn gold to Paris. 
The two great gold banks of the world, those of England and Ger- 
many, have watched each other with Argus eyes and regulated their 
respective rates of discount not by the conditions of the home mar- 
ket, but by the rates established by each other, in order to prevent 
the success of any artificial movement against their accumulated 
stock of gold. Only once during the year,” says the official 
journal of the Berlin Bourse, “was an alteration in the rate of dis- 
count on the part of one of these banks allowed to pass without a 
corresponding movement by the other.” 

And all this strife for gold has been going on without, to repeat 
the language of the Economist, “an extra demand from Germany 
and without any resumption of specie payment in the United States.” 
The supply of gold has not lessens though the pressure in the 
money market to influence its movements has been as severe as the 
prostrate condition of industry and trade would it. Which of 
the t gold-using countries (to recur again to the Economist’s ar- 
ticle) is prepared to abandon its standard in order that the United 
States may be able to resume specie payments on a gold basis with- 
out plunging thecountry into ahopelesscrisis? Neither England nor 
Germany seems as yet disposed to do so. Therefore I only follow the 
statement of the London Economist when I say that a struggle is 
going on in Europe to retain gold, and, if so, it follows that whatever 
we may do with silver our bonds will continue to return to us until 
this straggle ceases and that other causes than silver agitation are 
at work to send back to us our own securities. 
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Mr. President, if we are tocome to specie payments, as we all hope to 
do, we must have a metallic basis in this conntry of not less than from 
three to four hundred million dollars, I haye shown that we can- 
not largely increase our stock of g Id because we cannot draw gold 
from Europe. If this bill passes as proposed it will take four years 
to coin one hundred and sixty millions of silver dollars, only sixty 
millions more than Great Britain now circulates, depreciated 7 per 
cent. below the standard of 154, and with a limited legal tender amount- 
ing only to forty shillings. Does any one believe that gold will go 
out of the country until this point at least is reached ; always bearing 
in mind that while we continue to coin on Government account it 
will not be profitable to import silver and export gold in exchange? 

Before I leave this point I must thank my honorable friend from Del- 
aware [Mr. BAYARD ] who spoke so well and so ably upon this ques- 
tion some days ago for furnishing me an argument on this subject. 
My honorable friend undertook to give a reason why silver and gold 
remain together in France. The reason he said was that in France 
they have a restricted coinage of silver on account of the govern- 
ment, which is just what we propose in this bill. The Senator said: 


And let me say that Belgium in the last although authorized to issue a 
certain number of millions of francs did not do so because they knew that unless 
they controlled the emission of their silver, it being cheaper relatively than gold, 
it would drive the gold ont of circulation and thorefore they would not let silver 
pass into circulation with the gold. 


The Senator from Delaware has stated the exact trath, namely, if 
the coinage of silver is limited in amount and on account of the Gov- 
ernment the effect will be to keep both gold and silver in circulation 
side by side. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have been under the impression that there was a 
ood deal of concurrence in actual opinion between the mind of the 
onorable Senator from Iowa and my own. At the same time in re- 

gard to this subject of the power of the French government to main- 
tain two metals in circulation at a declared equivalency of legal value 
when their bullion value is divergent, the honorable Senator scarcely 
states all the facts necessary to give the reasons for that state of 
thin In the first place, this 9 an unlimited coinage on 
behalf of the Government, restricted only in its volume by the simple 
mechanical capacity of the mints; that is all. So far as the bill is 
concerned, with the amendment reported by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee, the power of the Government is as to the amount of its silver 

i unlimited. Now, the difference between the relations of the 
Government of France and of the United States to the question of 
coinage of silver will be this: that France will be restricted by a 
monetary union with other nations in regard to her silver see 
unknown in the United States; so much so that last year under the 
system and under tho arrangement between France and other mem- 
bers of the Latin union, so called, the amount of silver coin, under 
the joint commission between those countries that met to determine 
how much of silver coin it was safe to put in circulation at a declared 
legal valne to circulate with gold, awarded to the thirty-five million 
people of France was not much more than a single month’s coinage 
that would be accomplished under the present bill by the United States 
Government. Even the amount of $5,000,000 that was authorized to 
France under the terms and stipulations of this monetary union was 
not availed of, and the amount of coin was actually not struck; and 
yet that would not be more than one month’s coinage, or at the ut- 
most two month’s coinage, by the United States Government under 
the present bill. 

Further, this fact comes in, Mr. President, that the whole monetary 
system of France and the United States, owing to their machinery of 
banking, is 8 They have but one bauk in France, with 
its seventy branches, all controlled by a single will, having the power 
to lower or raise the rate of discount, if they please, except where the 
loan is to the government. How can you compare the circulation of 
such a country with the circulation of a country like our own, where 
we have banks by the thousand in addition to private banks? Indeed 
there is no parallel as to the fact. When my friend talks of our main- 
taining a cireulation of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, when 
we know the bullion value is 18 to 1, I think he is counting without 
regard to the comparatively restricted coinage under their laws in 
France, and the whole system and habits of their people. Let me ask 
my friend would he to-day vote for a bill that should place us upon the 
basis of the Latin union as to the relative value of the two metals? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I will answer some of the su 
tions made by the honorable Senator from Delaware, and then I will 
answer his question. The Senator from Delaware mistakes one essen- 
tial element in this problem. He says that the government of France 
refused to coin the twenty-five millions of francs awarded to them 
under the annual meeting of the monetary union. Why? Because 
they had already in existence from $350,000,000 to $400,000,000 of full 
legal-tender silver coin, and therefore they did not think it wise to 
increase the coinage under the existing condition of things. 

As I said awhile ago, it will take four years to reach $160,000,000 
of ie sss 2 then have 8200, 000, 000 Jess than France esky med 
wi ter faciliti er area of territory, ter ulation, 
and —— means 8 coined e than Pranon hak: Sa 
that at the end of six years, if this bill goes into full force, our situa- 
tion with reference to the volume of silver money will not have 
reached the present situation in France, 

The remark made by the Senator from Delaware brings me to 
another point with reference to the position of Frauce. France had. 
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a full and free coinage of silver up to 1874. There was no limitation 
upon the free coinage of silver under the Latin union in 1865. The 
only limitation was with reference to subsidiary coin, the token coin- 
age, and not with reference to the full legal-tender silver. Any 
citizen of any country in the world could take silver bullion or 
silver material to the mints of France and secure five-frane pieces 
prior to the readjustment of the monetary union in 1874. Under that 
readjustment they limited the coinage of full legal-tender silver. 
The Senator from Delaware quoted a few days ago a telegraphic 
dispatch with reference to the action of France recently upon this 
subject, and he did it with some little exultation, I thought. He 
stated that the senate of France had just passed a unanimous vote 
suspending the obligation of the French mint to coin silver. Now, 
what is that obligation? It was a temporary suspension simply ex- 
tending for another year a law that was passed last year temporarily 
suspending the free coinage of silver. 

It was in oe of the Latin agreement; but there is in this 
very dispatch a most significant statement, to which I beg to call the 
attention of the Senator from Delaware. It is that this temporary 
suspension is made n —by what? Made necessary by the 
“American situation.” That is what the finance minister of France 
says is the reason why he urges the temporary suspension of the coin- 

of silver. It is the American situation. What is that situation! 
It is that the people of this country desire the utilization of both sil- 
ver and gold, and that there is only one barrier in the way, namely, 
a statute passed in 1873, demonetizing silver, passed without public 
deliberation in the country although fully discussed here, and with- 
out the attention of the people of this country being called at the time 
especially to the effect of its . Mr. Léon Say, the finance 
minister, very clearly indicates that if the American situation will 
justify it the mints of France will be again open, and it will justify 
the opening of the mints of France when the bill under consideration 
shall be enuctedintoalaw. That is the situation to which he alludes, 
pang meaning that if we adhere to our declared policy they must 
eep their mints closed; if we change our policy and coin silver 
France will remove the restriction and follow our example. 

Mr. MERRIMON. What is their volume of silver? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is variously estimated. I believe the best au- 
thorities state that they have in coined silver full legal tender from 
$350,000,000 to $400,000,000. The report of onr own monetary com- 


mission fixes the sum at $413,000,000. Mr. Ernest Seyd estimates from 
$300,000,000 to $350,000,000 in all. : 
Mr. MERRIMON. What is their volume of gold? 


Mr. ALLISON. Their volume of gold is much larger, probably twice 


as large. 

But there is another advan in the bill as proposed to which I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate; and that is, that if we coin 
on Government account the probability is that France, or rather the 
monetary union, will at once commence the recoining of silver on 
povemmeni account. This they can do as long as the bullion price is 

low the mint price on theirrelation. They cannot open their mints 
to free coinage if we open our mints to free coinage, because their 
relation is different from ours. If they open their mints to free coin- 
age our mints will close to free coinage, whether we will or no, because 
they will have not only their own silver but ours. Therefore, Mr. 
President, it seems to me 1 clear that for a long period of time 
under the bill as proposed gold and silver will travel side by side as 
coin money, whatever may be the bullion price of either metal in the 
London money market. 

The Senator from Delaware asked me if I would vote to-day for a 
bill which should propose the coinage of silver at the rate of 15} to 1. 
I unbesitatingly answer yes; and if this bill is to be amended so as 
to provide for free coinage it ought to be amended so as to provide 
for a free coinage at the rate of 400 grains instead of 412}, in order to 
put ourselves upon the relation which these two metals bear to each 
other in the countries that use and have the bimetallic standard. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
if we had a dollar of 400 grains any part of the coin would be used 
to pay the interest or principal of the public debt? 

. ALLISON. If that were done so far as the public debt is con- 
cerned the law of 1870 stands directly in our pathway, and that pro- 
vision was inserted in the law of 1870 to cover the exact contiugency 
named by the honorable Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are only three items of the public debt 
now under the act of 1570. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well. Whatever they are, in that act a pro- 
vision was inserted for the reason that it was proposed then in this 
body and in the other House to pae ourselves upon the relation of 
15} tol. But when the secret history of this bill of 1873 comes to 
be told, it will disclose the fact that the House of Representatives 
intended to coin both gold and silver, and intended to place both 
metals upon the French relation instead of our own, which was the 
true scientific position with reference to this subject in 1873, but that 
the bill afterward was doctored, if I may use that term, and I use it 
in no offensive sense of course—— 

Mr. SARGENT. It was amended in the Senate and went to a com- 
mittee of conference, if that is “doctored ;” and the report of the com- 
mittee of conference was concurred in by the two Houses, I should 
like to know if the word “ doctored” applies to our legislation here 
where there has been three or four days’ debate. 

Mr. ALLISON, I said I used the Word in no offensive sense. It 


was changed after discussion, and the dollar of 420 grains was sub- 
stituted for it. “I have here, if the Senator from California doubts 
what I say, the report of Mr. Ruggles to the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of New York, showing that it was the original intention 
of the promoters of the bill of 1873 that both silver and gold should 
be coined, and that they should be placed upon the French ratio. 


He says: 

The bill as introduced to reduce the weight of the silver dollar frtm: 
8 he Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York on 
0 ing and considering that provision by resclution, duly transmitted to Con- 
8 une pn x pent recommended that the weight of the silver dollar 
res be made y equivalent to that of the five-franc silver coin of Europe, 

Mr. SARGENT. I am not doubting the Senator’s facts; I was 
simply objecting to his epithet. I wish to say that although the 
original draft of the bill, and as it passed the House in its substitute, 
did provide an extremely undervalued dollar, it is doubtful whether 
it would have been well to have adopted it, or whether any one in the 
country would have been in favor of . a dollar of American 
currency that would be worth no more than the five-fraue piece. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not suppose any one would be in favor of 
ado ting a coin of 385.8 grains. 

T. SARGENT. That is what it was. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what it was then; but I was only stating 
the history of this legislation in answering a question of the Senator 
from Delaware. Of course if we were to adopt the French ratio, 
which would be a dollar of 400 grains, and not a dollar equivalent to 
the five-franc piece, justice not only to the public creditor but justice 
to every existing creditor would require that it should apply to all 
future contracts only and not to existing contracts or debts, whether 
public or private. Therefore if we reduce the coined silver dollar 33 
per cent., as that would do, of course we must for the existing debts 
pay three and one-third dollars additional upon each hundred dollars 
provided for under existing contracts. That would be the solution 
of the question so far as all existing contracts are concerned, 

Now, Mr. President, at the risk of repeating what has been said at 
some length before, I desire right here to review briefly some of the 
legislation in our own country upon this question of money. We 
have from the very begi popit seems made mistakes in this 8 
In 1792 we fixed the relation between silver and gold, and fixed it by 
a distinct section of the statute, saying that the relation should be 
15 to 1, and now it is claimed that because we did that and because 
of the subsequent legislation of 1834 silver has never played a prom- 
inent part in our currency. 

I cannot understand why it is that this objection has been made so 
eee, and 80 e Fl We had nothing but a silver cur- 
rency until 1834 practically. e debts of the Revolution and the 
debts of the war of 1812 were paid almost exclusively in silver coin, 
because we overvalued silver and . the latter disa 
fence and left us only silver. We notonly e our own silver dol- 

rs and half dollars and all fractional silver a full legal tender, but 
we made all the silver coins then current in the world’s commerce 
legal tender in our country. From 1792 up to 1827, and again by the 
legislation of 1834, silver coins of Mexico and the South American 
States and of France and Spain were made a full legal tender in this 
country, and some of them continued to be a full legal tender until 
1857. Therefore for nearly seventy years of our country’s history 
we not only had a legal tender of our own silver, but the silver of 
other nations was a full legal tender in our . 

Yet Senators say silver has played but an insignificant part in the 
great work of distributing the pronaos of our country, and in our 
exchanges; and they triumphantly say there were only eight millions 
of silver dollars coined at our Mint from 1792 to 1873. We had of full- 
coined silver money more than a hundred millions coined at our Mint 
between those periods, I think $140,000,000, and we had all the silver 
of the world made legal tender in addition, Mr. Moore, the Director 
of the Mint at 8 stated in his report of 1832 that there 
were only $500,000 of gold money in the United States and that all 
the rest wassilver. Yet we have the insignificant pretense made here 
day by day that silver has never played a prominent part in the his- 
tory of our money. With reference to the legislation of 1834 the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS ] the other day said that 
the object of that legislation was to fix exact commercial equivalents 
between the two metals. Was that the object of the legislation of 18347 
Does not every Senator know that we clipped the gold coin in 1834? 

Mr. Webster reduced the gold dollar from 244 grains to 23.22 grains 
of fine gold, thus reducing the gold dollar in 1834 6 per cent., and 
made no 8 with reference to the beget SA class in this 
country. In other words, there was a debasing of the coin to that 
extent by actual reduction of the metal in the gold dollar. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Curistiancy] prophetically said the other 
day that these debasers of the coins would themselves become de- 
based. Who is there that from 1834 to the present moment has ever 
raised one word of adverse criticism with reference to the reduction 
of the gold standard in 1834? Yet it proposed a reduction nearly 
equivalent to the reduction that isnow proposed under what is known 
as the Bland bill with reference to silver and gave a free and unlim- 
ited coinage. So careful was that law that the creditor class should 
not take advantage of this matter, and that no class should, that 
they provided that the gold coins then in the country should be re- 
ceived as legal tender at the new rate fixed. What was the object 


of making this change? Every commiltee that reported upon that 
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qnestion reported in favor of a relation of abont 1 to 15.625, and the 

Dill was so reported from the committee, but it was changed at the 

last moment and the relation of 16 to 1 was fixed, and the late Hor- 

ace Binney, then a member of the House, and others, stated in the 
debate that the effect of this overvaluation of gold would be to ex- 
pel from our country all the silver coinage. 

That was the precise effect of it, and the result was that in 1853 
we had no silver coin in existence in this country or very little, and 
Congress that year provided for a debased subsidiary coinage in order 
that this subsidiary silver might continue in circulation. 

But the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] made another state- 
ment to the effect that no matter what we do with the coin here in 
an attempt to add to its value or take away its value by legislation, 
it is the commercial value that fixes the value of coin in circulation. 
That is true generally under a system of free coinage, but that only 
half states the case. What is it that fixes or establishes the commer- 
cial value of money? Gold and silver are commodities, and like 
other commodities their value is regulated by supply and demand. 
The annual supply of the precious metals exerts very little influence 
over their value, becanse the annual supply is very small compared 
with the total quantity actually in use. It cannot be truthfully said 
that the insignificant increase in the production of the mines of the 
Comstock lode exert any material effect upon the value of silver. 
The annual production of either silver or gold or both amounts to 
little or nothing compared with the great sum of gold and silver 
already in existence. : 
4+ ‘Therefore the annual supply of the precious metals has little or 

nothing to do with their value, What is it, then, that affects their 

value chiefly? It is the demand. The commercial value is controlled 
by the demand. What constitutes the demand? Why is it that we 
have silver quoted every day in the London market? Is it sold to 
be worked up into plate by the silversmith? Not at all. Its present 
demand in the London market is for shipment to India or China. 
What is it that constitutes the demand for gold? Is it for use in the 
arts? Very little of it can so be used. Therefore it is its use as 
money by so many civilized states that creates a demand for it and 
gives it its value. If all the European states and our country were 
to-day simultaneously to demonetize gold and remonetize silver, 
would not these two metals immediately change 2 and would 
not gold depreciate vastly below the fall of silver in 1875? Silver is 
used by six or seven hundred millions of people living in oriental 
count while Es is not used by them at all, or scarcely at all. 

Therefore, if gold were demonetized, if the laws of legal tender were 

taken away from it, it would be the metal to depreciate instead of silver. 

Now, if that be true, what is it that creates the commercial value 
of the precious metals? It is legislation. Legislation gives value 
to the precious metals, and the commercial value simply records the 
condition of legislation with reference to the precious metals. It is 
said here that you must go to the moncy markets of the world to as- 
certain the value of the precious metals. Where are they? You go 
to London, and the value of silver is quoted in gold. You go to Ham- 
burg, or rather had you gone there before 1873, you would have 
found gold quoted in silver. In all the states of Germany they then 
had an exclusive silver legal tender. In Great Britain they had an 
exclusive gold tender. 

Now, if legislation creates the chief demand for money, if we legis- 
late so as to utilize silver, we increase the demand and thus increase 
the value of silver. All the authors concur in stating that it was 
the action of Germany that primarily depreciated silver as meas- 
ured in gold. Germany in 1873, with an exclusive silver standard, 
changed her policy and provided an exclusive gold standard. What 
was the effect of that? She had in circulation from $350,000,000 to 
$400,000,000 in silver. By a single act of her imperial parliament and 
council she said that silver should not be money and that gold should 
be the sole legal tender in Germany. That had the effect to create 
at once a new demand for $250,000,000 at least of gold. It had the 
effect to suddenly throw upon the market $250,000,000 at least of 
silver money, making a 9 by a single legislative act of 
$500,000,000 in the money of the world, a necessary displacement of 
$500,000,000 in coin. Every writer since that time of any note agrees 
that the action of Germany is the sole cause of the depreciation of 
silver, and I want to quote from one of our own careful thinkers on 
this subject, Mr. Francis A. Walker. He says: 

The extensive fall in the value of silver since 1873, which is often referred to a8 
ving the unfitness of silver to be joined with in the office of money, appears 
me to show most strikingly the power of lation in keeping the two metals 
together. If gold and silver actually held a courses through three centuries so 


nearly parallel: yet, when silver was demonetized by the United States and Ger- 
many, and the Latin union ceased to, coin silver in un amount, the price 
of gold, expressed in terms of silver, mounted upward in four years from 15.63 to 
17.77, rising momentarily even to 20.17. These two facts taken in connection would 
seem to a very strong proof of the effects of their in use as 
money. 

Now I read from the foot- note: 

That the changes in the comparative purchasin 
tween 1873 and 1876 were wholly or mainly due to changes in supply, or to changes 
in demand disconnected from the acts of governments dealing with the legal rela- 
tions of gold and silver, I really cannot conceive any intelligent and candid man 
as now maintaining. That it was so held in perfectly good faith, for a year or two 
after demonetization, I do not doubt. 

And so Mr. Ernest Seyd, who is an acknowledged authority on this 
subject, states in the most distinct terms that 


wae true cause of tho depreciation in the value of silver is its demonetization by 


power of the two metals 


Mark the language— 
and that only. England took the initiative in 1616; but as long as German 
maintained silyer the equilibrium was main Germany having followe 
England's course that equilibrium is lost. 


So, Mr. hot, in his testimony before the British commission, 
agrees that the primary cause was the act of Germany substituting 
gold for silver. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if he finds any 
author, even as late on the science of political economy as Mr. Francis 
A. Walker or any other, that does not lay down the broad proposi- 
tion that coin will bear a proportionate valuo to the whole bullion 
and coin existing at the time in the world? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly that is true. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then if there has been a large increase does it 
not follow as a logical inference that a large increase must necessarily 
depreciate its value? 

r. ALLISON. Yes; but, Mr. President, my honorable friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, does not find such an increase 
lately. The total sum of the two precious metals annually now is 
less than it was ten years ago; it is continually declining, taking 
ae and silver together. It is estimated that there are some seven 

ousand millions of the two metals together. You add only 1 per 
cent. to that stock and you have $70,000,000, or nearly one-half of the 
entire sum of the annual production of the precious metals in the 
world to-day, and yet the best political writers—I need not name 
them—all concur in saying there ought to be added to the total sum 
of coinage for growth in civilization, growth in trade, growth in com- 
merce, at least 2 per cent. to the whole supply in existence at the 
time. So that, if you take the 2 per cent., you would have a demand 
for coinage alone of $140,000,000 without any appreciable decrease in 
tho value of the total quantity. 

The annual consumption of the precious. metals kas long been a 
subject of speculation by writers on the subject. This consumption 
cannot be stated with exactness; many estimates have been made 
varying largely in statement; but taking the mean of them all, it is 
quite certain that the two metals taken together are not likely in the 
near or distant future to fall in comparisou with commodities. There- 
fore the creditors who hold evidences of deferred paraat, whether 
maturing in the near or remote future ,canuot be injured by the con- 
tinued nse of both metals as money. Mr. McCulloch in his commer- 
cial dictionary estimates that there should be an annual addition to 
the stock of money in Europe, Australia, and America of $50,000,000 
to keep pace with the increase of business, industry, and commerce, 
e en A civilization. Aud that in Europe, 
eee e America some $60,000,000 are used annually for pur- 
poses of the arts. Then about $30,000,000 more must be allowed for 
abrasion or loss of coin, or a total req for these countries annu- 
ally of $140,000,000 in order to keep their value stable as compared 
with commodities. Not only that, but the Senator from Vermont 
takes no account of the fact that those great populations living in 
oriental countries form E 70 reservoirs for the use of silver, and 
have annually swallowed up large quantities for erations of 
time. caverns a very year there has been exported, I see by the 

ublic print, to India and China, 6105, 000, 000 of the precious metals, 

$5,000,000 more than the total production of silver in the world 

Can it be said in face of these facts that there is or 

to be such an inerease in the supply of the precious metals 

as can diminish their value as compared with the commodities which 
ey exchange? 

o, Mr, President, if cannot be claimed for a moment that any sup- 
ply or probable supply of the precious metals, taking into account 
the most sanguine is of the explorer in the mines, can cause 
such an increase in their volume as to materially change their value ; 
and it is still a question among political economists whether the great 
influx of gold from 1849 to 1867 did actually change values, whether 
the value of fold fell or not during that period. I know it is estimated 
that gold did fall in value some 20 per cent. compared with values; 
but Mr. McCulloch, a careful writer on these subjects, states, in his 
article on precious metals in the British Encyclopedia, that all this 
rise in commodities can be accounted for upon other considerations 
than the increase of the total quantity of go d from the mines of our 
country and Australia from 1849 to 5 Mr. President, taking 
the estimate of Hector Hay, au nndoub 


aome the year. 
is likely 


authority upon this sub- 
ect, there was exported from Europe and America to China and tho 
t Indies from 1852 to 1875, inclusive, £199,815,000 of silver, and 
the total production of silver from 1852 to 1875 was only £241,890,000, 
leaving but £42,075,000 of silver between 1852 and 1875 to be coined 
as money in European and American states and used in the arts, as 
silver is known to be used more largely in the arts than is gold, And 
yet we are met here with the strange argument that it is the supply 
of the precious metals that com us to demonetize and discard 
nearly one-half of the total metallic money of the world’s circulation. 
No, Mr. President, it is legislation that has destroyed silver and 
egislation can restore it n. Why, how often have I heard here 
that the Latin union had abandoned silver and that the Scandina- 
vian States and others had followed Germany? Why did the Latin 
union temporarily, as is shown, discard the coinage of silver? It was 
she was driven to it in self-defense by the action of Germany 

and ghe still clings this day to her double standard and to her silver 
and suspends from year to year the coinage for what? Waiting for 
the “American situation,“ is the language of Monsieur Léon Say in 
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the French senate. Then we are met again by the statement that 
silver and gold cannot be made equivalents by legislation ; that is to 
say, that any standard we may fix is subject to fluctuation and change. 
I do not undertake to say that there can be established an absolute 
equivalent between the two metals. As was said so eloquently by 
my honorable friend from Nevada [Mr. JONES] yesterday, and so well 
by my honorable friend by my side [Mr. INGALLS] to-day, the value 
ot these two metals depends upon so many other considerations that 
it is impossible for us to say what their value will be compared with 
commodities from day to day. $ 

Gold 8 was a half per cent. hp than it was the day be- 
fore. hat was the reason of that? Was it because my honorable 
friend from Vermont made a speech against this bill? Not at all. 
It was because the situation at the Golden Horn and in the Darda- 
nelles is a doubtful situation ; it is because there is impending there 
a possible conflict between the great nations of the world, and, there- 
fore, the value of the metals with reference to commodities may 
change by the * conditions of nations or things. Who does 
not believe that if thi mapen fabric of ignorance, superstition, and 
8 which until recently and perhaps now has an existence upon 
the Black Sea shall be overthrown by the nations of the world, 
whether by conjoint action of the European pores or by the single 
power of the Muscovite, there will be a new demand and a new crea- 
tion for the precious metals that will far more than occupy and ntil- 
ize any increased supply that is likely to take place in the near future. 

But it is said we cannot maintain the double standard. The double 
standard is maintained to-day by seventy-two millions of people upon 
the ratio of 153 to 1; and taking even the London market as a guide 
with reference to this standard, I have here a table taken from the 
best English authority which shows that from 1817 to 1873 the varia- 
tion of these precious metals in the London market stood between 15 
aud 16 less than 1 per cent. in the ratio for a period of more than sixty 
years, and during that time there was first a great decrease in the 
production of the precious metals beginning in 1809 with the revolu- 
tions of the South American states and ending in 1829, and again 
beginning by an increase of the precious metals in 1849 by the dis- 
coveries of gold in California supplemented by the great discoveries 
in Australia in 1852, which last very in four years added four 
hundred millions of coined gold dollars to the world’s circulation 
from Australia alone. Here is a statement showing that under the 
double valuation for a period of sixty years, with all these great 
changes in the production of the precious metals, there was a varia- 
tion of less than 1 per cent. in the ratio between gold and silver as 
fixed by European states. If this large increase had taken place in a 
single year it would doubtless have had a marked effect on prices, but 
being extended over a considerable iod of time it only had the 
effect to stimulate enterprises and industry and create new dewands 
for money, which kept prices very nearly what they were before the 
great influx began. } 

Mr. President, this war on silver began in 1867 and culminated in 
1873. It was the Paris conference that inaugurated this disarrange- 
ment of the precious metals. We had a representative at that con- 
ference, one of our distinguished citizens from the State of New York, 
familiar with this subject, who represented this Government as being 
in favor of a single gold standard ; and the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Finance of this body, Hon. Mr. Sherman, only 
echoed the sentiment of the Paris conference when he said that 
America demanded the single standard of gold. The monetary dis- 
turbance which followed began at Paris in 1867. I have here a state- 
ment of the prime minister of England (Mr. Disraeli) alluding to 
these monetary disturbances, and tracing their causes directly to the 
conference at Paris. He says, speaking in November, 1873: 

T attribute the nt state of affairs much to a commission that was sit- 
bition. That was a commission the 


object of which was to establish a uniform coinage arte ae 88 v 
7 w m; 


erance of England were to be attributed to her gold 
standard. e various statesof Europe suddenly determined to have 
a gold standard, and took steps to carry it into effect, it was quite evident we must 
prepare ourselves for great convulsions in the money market, not occasioned 

culation or any old cause, which bas been but toa new cause wi 
-which we are not yet sufliciently acquainted, and consequences of which are 
very ew g- 

He uses also these significant words: 

Our gold standard is not the canse of our commercial prosperity, but the conse- 
e our commercial prosperity. 

Or, in other words, if England had not enjoyed great commercial 
prosperity she could not have maintained the gold standard, Yet 
we are asked now, in our depressed commercial and monetary condi- 
tion, to imitate her example. 

Mr. President, the Paris conference began the war on silver, and 
Germany completed the evil work in 1873. 

Now if we plant ourselves firmly in favor of the policy of the utili- 
zation of silver, we take measurably the place of Germany in this 
regard, because by our own legislation from 1834 to the time of abso- 
lute demonetization we banished silver, and if we restore it we shall 
require very nearly as much silver in our circulation as German 
has lost by demonetization. And the equilibrium in the value of sil- 
ver as compared with gold will be rapidly restored. But this bill 
proposes not only that we shall do this, but that we shall invite the 
other nations who favor the use of silver to join us in fixing a uniform 


— 


ratio between the two metals; and if that is done, as I believe it can 
be very soon—if a concurrence of those nations shall take place, then 
it will be but a brief period until the restoration of silver will be 
complete and absolute. 

It follows from this that the dollar of 412} grains is the highest 
standard dollar that we ought to adopt. If we could this day come 
to the relation fixed by the Latin union, there would be a likelihood 
that the Union would again join us in restoring silver to its old rela- 
tion withont a conference with them, but this seems impracticable 
now; and the further we de from the standard of 15} to 1 so 
much the more difficult it will be for us to come back to the relation 
which must be established if silver is to be used continuously as a 
part of the money circulation of the world. 

But, Mr. President, it is said, and has been often said here, that this 
conference of nations should precede our remonetization of silver. 
The honorable chairman of the committee stated that to remonetize 
silver and then call a conference was like calling a council of physi- 
cians after the death of the patient, and it has had other similar 
characterizations here. 

Why, Mr. President, our policy to-day is monometallism of gold; 
and with what face can we ask the bimetallic nations of Europe to 

oin us in a conference with reference to the fixing of a relation 
tween the two metals when we have a declared policy of mono- 
metallism? Our interest is first to declare our own policy and then 
invite the nations to join us in that policy, and by doing so we shall 
have weight in such a conference. Without it we shall have little 
or no weight. We can force, if I may use that term, the nations of 
Europe to the use of silver again. They have been driven from it 
with great difficulty in Germany and have not been driven from it 
at all in the Latin union as has been so often said here. Germany 
finds it v difficult to get rid of her silver, and she has in circula- 
tion now a large amount of silver full legal-tender at the ratio of 154 
to 1. If we readopt silver, I think it is quite probable ; more, Í think 
we may feel certain that the Latin union nations will join us in con- 
tinning the use of silver. I do not see how they can discard silver. 
They have still from five to six hundred millions of legal-tender sil- 
ver in circulation, or forming the basis of circulation. If this silver 
is discarded, gold must take ity place, and from whence is that gold 
to come? This struggle for gold is now going on. You add new 
demand for $500,000,0U0, and what will be the effect ? Certainly to 
ly advance the price of gold and make it impossible for all the 
nations to secure it. 

Mr. President, there are other questions in connection with this 
subject which I would gladly discuss, but I feel sure the Senate is 
wearied with debate ek would gladly vote on the questions involved, 
and I will not occupy the attention of the Senate longer, and will 
conclude by calling attention again to the fact that the question now 
before us is, whether we shall place this country upon the gold stand- 
ard alone and with it compel the nations of Europe to discard silver 
and thus secure r monometallism of gold in all European 
states and in America, or whether we shall change our posui policy 
and utilize both silver and gold as metallic money and thereby sus- 
tain and uphold the Latin union and other states in the continued 
use of silver. 

5 55 cannot stand alone against England and Germany and the 
United States. If we do not use silver they must discard jt, and it will 
be banished as money from Europe and America except as a token 
coinage, and the world’s commerce must be conducted upon the 
an standard of gold. Mr. S. Dana Horton, one of the most learned 
and careful writers in our country, predicts the fatal effects of such 
a policy upon civilized states to be universal bankruptcy and destruc- 
tion of all values. All values will be reduced from 30 to 50 per cent., 
measured in gold; credits in this country will be scaled up from 30 
to 40 percent.; the means of debtors to pay those debts will be sealed 
down in like proportion. That is the effect of the proposition of uni- 
versal monometallism of gold; and it will not do to say we are in 
favor of a limited — of silver or of a token coinage of silver, 
because when the nations are placed upon a limited coinage of silver 
it will be but a few years until silver must be discarded entirely. It 
is certain that if it should fall 30 or 40 per cent. below its present 
value it would be impossible to keep it in circulation as a token coin- 

re. We are called upon to defeat this bill and thus lend our aid and 
intiuence to complete this work of destruction. 

I believe, and the people of my section believe, in fulfilling every 
national and individual obligation. We believe that the creditors 
of this Government and the creditor classes should be paid accordin 
to the contract and stipulation made with them; but we do not fee 
ourselves called upon by legislation to at once strike down one-half 
of the means of payment of these debts and by legislation increase 
the value of debts to the creditor. We feel that when we have main 
tained our obligation according to the letter and the spirit of it at 
the time the contract was made, we have done all that we can be 
seguid to do. The single standard of gold means a reduction in the 
volume and an increase in the value of money. The double standard 
means that the present volume and value shall be maintained as near 
as may be; that the same commodities which at a given price and 
the same labor will pay a debt to-day will pay it next year; that our 
debts shall not be ed up for the benefit of creditors nor scaled 
down for the benefit of debtors, but that each shall stand on the 
values fixed when the obligations were incurred. 

Mr. President, I believe that if we shall adopt the amendments 
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roposed by the Finance Committee, first limit coinage in amount on 
8 account, then provide for a conference of nations to 
agree upon a standard, it will be but a brief space of time until silver 
and gold, with free and unrestricted coinage of both, will circulate 
side by side upon a common ratio, and each will be exchangeable for 
the other and each an equivalent of the other. 

Mr. President, this demand for remonetization does not come from 
our country alone or any section of it. It receives the support of the 
best writers and thinkers in our own and in other countries. It does 
not have its origin in petty malice toward the public creditor, nor is 
it a dishonest demand e by debtors. It receives the sanction of 
the many men who have devoted their lives to the study of economic 
subjects, and if we follow such guidance we are not likely to be led 
astray. Those who favor this measure do not propose to violate any 
promise, and least of all to tarnish or impair the public credit, but 
rather to establish it upon more enduring foundations by increasing 
our ability to pay according to promise the heavy public burdens 
which now weigh us down. 

We see on every hand loss of confidence, loss of security, and loss 
of employment. The cure for all these evils is beyond legislative 
control. We can do something to relieve this general depression by 
removing the apprehension that by legislation the value of money is 
to be enhanced at the expense of all other thi We will check 
the rapid fall of prices by stopping this crusade against one of the 

recious metals which with the other, until recently, has formed the 
Pasis of all contracts. Those who predict evil from this legislation 
will be disappointed; those who pepe tees it any present relief from 
our monetary troubles are likely to be disappointed as well. 

That it is a wise, propor, and necessary measure for all classes and 
sections of our country I do not doubt; and I trust it will in the near 
future receive the universal sanction I believe it deserves. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to ask a question of the Senator from Iowa. 
A few days ago, in a few remarks which I submitted on this bill, I 
referred to a statement in the London Economist of January 19, 1878 
which published as a matter of news that the Bordeaux Chamber of 
Commerce had objected to the Bank of France to the withdrawal of 
the one-hundred-frane notes and the substitution therefor of silver, 
and expressed the opinion that by withdrawing £20,000,000 of those 
bank-notes and substituting silver therefor a depreciation of 
silver currency would take place. I understand that during my tem- 

rary absence from the Chamber the Senator from Iowa has read 
From a succeeding number of the Economist, which I hold in my 
hand, some statements, which I fail to find in it, wherein, as I under- 
stand the Senator considered, the Economist takes back its previous 
statement upon this matter. If he will be kind enough to read tome 
the ge Which takes back the remarks of this paper of January 
19, U shall be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret that the Senator from California was not 
present, because I did not quote from the London Economist handed 
to me except for one pe ; but I read and commented upon the 
article alluded to by t: nator from California to show that, in my 
opinion, the conclasions which he drew from that article were not sus- 


tained by its letter. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is another proposition; but this certainly is 
sustained, and it was all that I deduced from it, that the Chamber of 
Commerce of Bordeaux expressed a fear, and I now read their own 
language, that— 

Substituting for the nodes £20,000,000 of silver which is not called for by the 
public needs, there is not 4 danger that from that factitious causo there will result 
an excessive fall in the vaine of the metal similar to that which has been 
during recent years by the demonetization of silver in Germany. 

And they ask again: 

Is it not to be feared that this new depreciation of silver will 17 the difi- 
3 ye which aro necessarily involved in the maintenance of our bimetallic stand- 


The only inference I drew from this statement was that they rea- 
soned from the facts before them, and we were reasoning from anal- 
ogy and reaching the same conclusion. 

. ALLISON. I understood the Senator in his remarks the day 
before yesterday to state that those who maintain that silver and 
gold now circulate in France simultaneously and without discount or 
premium were mistaken, and that silver was at a discount in the cir- 
culation of France as compared with gold; and then the Senator pro- 
ceeded to quote from the London Economist of January 19 to prove 
that statement. Now I understand from that article that it is only 
an apprehension to be derived from a withdrawal of $100,000,000 of 
paper money and the substitution of $100,000,000 of silver money. I 
so understood the Senator, and I only meant to quote from this arti- 
cle with the view of showing that the article itself, in its context and 
in the letters written by the governor of the Bank of France, and the 
statements made by the Chamber of Commerce of Bordeaux all con- 
cur in ees that silver does cireulate with gold side by side. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, having already expressed my delib- 
erate opinions at some length upon this very important measure now 
under consideration, I shall not trespass upon the attention of the 
Senate further. I have, however, one other duty to perform—a very 
painful one I admit, but one which is none the less clear. I hold in 
my hand certain resolutions of the Legislature of Mississippi, which 
T ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read by the Sec- 


retary, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Concurrent resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our Representatives 
in Congress to vote for the acts remonctizing silver and repealing the resumption 


act: 
Whereas, in the judgment of the Legislature of the Stato of Mississippi and the 
pop whom they represent, the acts now ding before tho Congress of the 
nited States remonetizing silver and repealing the resumption act will restore 
pee confidence and relieve the existing public distress, and will not violate the 
aith of the General Government nor impair the national credit: 

„1. Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Mississippi, (the house of representa- 
tives concurring,) That our Scnators be instracted 
quested to vote for the acts remonetizing silver and 
and to use their efforts to secure their passage. 

2. Be it further resolved, That the secretary of state transmit immediately a copy 
of these resolutions to our members of Congress, 
Adopted by the house of representatives, February 4, 1878. 


and our Representatives re- 
g the resumption act, 


se: w: A. PERCY, 

Speaker Ouse Representatives. 

by the senate, Jam 29, 1878. 

e l f WM. H. SIMS, 
President of the Senate. 


Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, between these resolutions and my 
convictions there is a n I cannot pass it. Of my love to 
the State of Mississippi I not speak; my life alone can tell it. 
My gratitude for all the honor her peoplo have done me, no words 
can express. I am best proving it by doing to-day what I think their 
true interests and their character require me to do. During my life 
in that State it has been my privilege to assist in the education of 
more than one generation of her youth, to have given the impulse to 
wave after wave of the young manhood that te into the 
troubled sea of her social and political life. Upon them I have al- 
ways endeavored to impress the belief that truth was better than 
falsehood, honesty better than policy, courage better than cowardice. 
To-day my lessons confront me. To-day I must be true or false, hon- 
est or canona faithful or unfaithful to my people. Even in this 
hour of their legislative displeasure and disapprobation, I cannot vote 
as these resolations direct, I cannot and will not shirk the responsi- 
oy which my position imposes. My duty, as I see it, I will do, 
and I will vote against this bill. 

When that is done my responsibility is ended. My reasons for my 
vote shall be given to my people, Then it will befor them to deter- 
mine if adherence to my honest convictions has disqualified me from 
representing them; whether a difference of opinion upon a difficult 
and complicated subject to which I have given patient, long-contin- 
ued, conscientious study; to which I have brought entire honesty 
and singleness of purpose, and upon which I have spent whatever 
ability God has given me, is now to separate us; whether this differ- 
ence is to override that complete union of thought, sympathy, and 
hope which on all other and, as I believe, even more important sub- 
jects binds us ther. Before them I must stand or fall. But be 
their present decision what it may, I know that the time is not far 
distant when regs will recognize my action to-day as wise and just; 


and, armed with honest convictions of my duty, I shall calinly await 
eee believing in the utterances of a great American, who never 
trusted his countrymen in vain, “that truth is omnipotent and public 


justice certain.” 

a 4 cai Mr. President, what is the first amendment to be 
voted on 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance is in section 1 after the word “ contract” in line 12to 
strike ont “ and any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at 
any United States . mint or assay ofice, to be coined into 
such dollars, for his benefit, upon the same terms and conditions as 
gold bullion is deposited for coinage under existing laws;” and in 
lien thereof to insert the following: 


age: Provided, That 
bullion, exclusive of sach resulting coin, shall exceed $5,000, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. To this the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
ORGAN] pro an amendment, which will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK, The proposition of the Senator from Alabama 
is to make the amendments just reported read: 


And the owner of any silver bullion may deposit the same at any United States 
coinage mint or assay oftice in quantities of tho value of not less than $100 in u sin- 
gle de and not to exceed the value of $100,000 daring any calendar month, to be 
coined into such dollars, 

And the gs expense in charge of such coinage mint or assay office shall, under 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, issue certificates to 
such owners of silver bullion so depositing the same, in which cortifleates the weight 
of the bullion so ited, and its valno at the then market price in legal- t. nder 
notes of the United States, shall be stated; and such bullion shall be coined into 
silver dollars of the weight and fineness before prescribed. 

And e hal the 5 required, within not less than thirty days nor 
more than ninety days after tho date of such seine ty a , or cause to be pai 
to the owner of said certificates the sam stated in sach ificates, as the valno o 
the bullion so deposited, in legal-tender notes of the United States or in silver dol- 
lars, which are made a legal tender by this act, at the option of the Government. 

And all the existing laws applicable to theassaying and minting of gold bullion, 
and in reference to gains and seigniorage therefrom, except as herein otherwise pro- 
vided, are made applicable to the coinage of silver bullion. And after twelve months 
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e approval of this the cot of silver bullion shall be reg- 
8 Py the same laws that relato to the coinage of gold bullion. 
Mr. MORGAN. That amendment has not yet been offered, Mr. 
President. My object in submitting it to the Senate and having it 
printed was to secure the further consideration of the subject. From 
the beginning I have been in favor of the bill as it came from the 
Honse with amendments adding to the bill the sections which have 
been proposed by the Senator from CAUTA [Mr. Boors.] I pre- 
3 the amendment just read to the consideration of the Senate 
in order that it might be ascertained whether there was any possible 
und on which those who opposed the bill as it came from the 
ouse and those who agreed to that bill might meet in reference to 
the method of bringing the bullion intocireulation throngh the agency 
of the Mint. In the ebates which have been had upon this question 
there seems to have been no direct attention given to the subject of 
devising any middle ground upon which Senators could stand who are 
0 to each other upon the merits of the controversy ; and finding 
that that amendment will not effect any particular ot and may only 
embarrass that view of the question for which I am disposed to vote, 
I ask leave to withdraw my amendment, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is at liberty to withdraw 
the amendment. The next in the order is the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck.] 


Mr. THURMAN. Is the amendment proposed by the Senator from- 


Kentucky an amendment to the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment tothe committee’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have not so understood it, Mr. President, but I 
shall say nothing at this moment upon the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky. I wish to occupy not over five minutes of 
the time of the Senate upon the amendment first reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky desire 
that his amendment shall be considered as pending? 

Mr. BECK. For the time being, yes. 

Mr. THURMAN. To what I have to say on this subject I particu- 
larly invite the attention of my friend from Iowa who has charge of 
this bill. First, however, I wish to say that among the resolutions 
of the General mbly of Ohio that I presented to the Senate a few 
days since is the following: 


Resolved, That we approve of the Bland silver bill, by the lower House of 
Con and that our Senators in Congress — and they are hereby, instructed 
and Sor Hopresen tani ves requested to support said bill without any amendments 
limiting free coinage. 


Mr. Presiden upon a question of mere policy I feel bound to re- 
spect the will of the people of Ohio as expressed by her General As- 
sembly, particularly when I believe that that will is truly expressed, 
as I have no doubt it is in this resolution. It is very true that in my 
qopa the practical effect will be very little different between the 

land bill, as it is called, if passed as it came from the House, and if 
passed with the amendment reported by the Finance Committee of 
the Senate, if always the amendment reported by the Finance Com- 
mittee shall be faithfully executed in the spirit in which it was framed. 

This amendment of the Finance Committee authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase in every month not less 
than two nor more than four million dollars of silver bullion, and the 
same shall be coined into silver dollars of 412} grains. If we suppose 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall exercise that power in its 
least de and purchase but two millions a month, making twenty- 
four millions in the year, and coin twenty-four millions a year, that 
will very nearly exhaust the capacity of the mints if they are to coin 
an pit fora at all. Then, practically, there is very little difference 
8 the amendment reported by the Finance Committee and the 
bill as it came from the House. 

But I want to call the attention of my friend from Iowa and the 
attention of the Senate to more than one obscurity that is in the 
ria reported by the committee. That amendment declares 
that — 


The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed, out of money in 
the Treasu 3 otherwise appropriated, to PETAD N time to time, silver 
bullion, at the market price — not less $2,000, month, nor more 
than $4,000,000 per month, and cause the same to be coined into such dol. 


That is the dollar of 412} grains. The first verte I notice is 
that it is not perfectly clear from this provision whether the Secretary 
is to employ $2,000,000 or $4,000,000, “ not less than $2,000,000 per 
month, nor more than $4,000,000 per month,” in the purchase of bull- 
ion; or whether he is to purchase bullion that when coined will make 
$2,000;000, or when coined will make $4,000,000. The difference will 
be readily at apnoea My own impression is that the true inter- 
pretation of the provision, taken in connection with what follows, is 
that he is to employ not less than $2,000,000 in the 1 of bull- 
ion, not more than $4,000,000 in the purchase of bullion in any one 


month. 

Mr. ALLISON. This provision, the Senator will see, is somewhat 
with a view to the capacity of the Mint. If the Secretary of the 
Treasury were to purchase two million dollars’ worth of silver bullion 
and ei that silver bullion into dollars, it would be more than 


ur es URMAN. But if he buys two million dollars’ worth of sil- 
ver bullion—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is any ambiguity it shall be changed. 

Mr. THURMAN. A or Fa word will change that: “that he shall 
buy not less than two million dollars’ worth, nor more than four mill- 
ion dollars’ worth.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which kind of dollars, according to the present 
standard, or according to the new standard; according to the gold 
rate of valuation, or the silver rate ? 

55 THURMAN. Whatever the dollar commands for the time 
ng. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not relieve the obscurity. 

Mr, THURMAN. The next obscurity is more marked, and that is 
this: the amendment provides that he shall purchase not less than 
two millions nor more than four millions of silver bullion in any one 
month, “and cause the same to be coined into such dollars;” but it 
does not provide when the coinage shall take place, and with a hostile 
Secretary in the Department I am not quite willing to leave it in this 
obscure condition. I am aware that the proviso to some extent may 
be supposed to remedy this obscurity, for the proviso is: 

That the amount of money at any one time invested in such silver bullion, exclu- 
sive of such resulting coin— 

That is, resulting from seigniorage— 
shall not exceed $5,000,000, 


Now, as the Secretary is compelled to invest at least $24,000,000 a 
year in the purchase of bullion, and the amount to be invested at any 
one time shall not exceed $5,000,000, it would seem to follow as a 
plain matter of arithmetic that he must coin at least $19,000,000 a 
year; and that it seems to me is all this bill with the amendment will 
require him to coin—$19,000,000 a year. That is, a hostile rita 
would not be compellable under this bill to coin more than $19,000, 

a year, 
ere is another thing that bears upon this question of how much 
will be coined if this amendment be adopted, and that is this: 

And the of the Treasury is authorized and directed, out of any mone; 

the not otherwise appropriated, to 2 from — . time, * 
bullion, at the market ig thereof, not less $2,000,000 per month nor more 

$4,000,000 per mon 

“Out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise Fee 
The amount, therefore, of purchases will depend upon the amount of 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in view of 
the fact that our revenues have been decreasing so far this year, both 
from customs duties and from internal- revenue taxes, it is hardly safe, 
I think, to leave this provision as it now stands ; because when you 
come to consider the great amount of what are called permanent 
appropriations, the decreasing customs revenues, and the decreasing 
internal-revenue taxes, it may well be doubted whether or not you 
would have $24,000,000 surplus not otherwise appropriated with which 
to purchase this bullion. 

r. KERNAN. The five-million-dollar provision regulates it. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is true no more than $5,000, is to be in- 
vested at one time. e you purchase $5,000,000 and coin that, 
and that coin is all paid out; then you want $5,000 000 more, and so 
on. So it is not simply $5,000, una ropriated, but it will be 
$5,000,000 again and again 5 ; or, if Iam mistaken in 
that, it may be said that the $5,000,000 are purchased and then the 
are repaid; and perhaps upon reflection the Senator from New Yor 
one in his suggestion to me, Still there is an uncertainty of 
$5,000,000 of the surplus . 

These are all the remarks that I care to make about this. Practi- 
cally I really think there will be found to be very little difference 
between the amendment of the Finance Committee and the bill as it 
now stands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There is the question of seigniorage. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is the question of seigniorage. That I am 
not prepared at this moment to speak about. In the technical sense 
there is a seigniorage even in the coinage of gold; that is, if the Gov- 
ernment purchase gold bullion and the money coined from that is 
worth more than the gold bullion and the expense of coining it, the 
difference is called in the technical language of the Mint seigniorage. 
It is also true that if a man deposit bullion and the Mint to 
give him so many dollars for that bullion and the Government can 
make more dollars out of the bullion than it agrees to give him in 
return for his bullion, that is also called seigniorage. In respect to 
gold there is no Be beam charge; and as to the term “seignior- 
age” here, I do not know whether it refers to the charge upon the 
coinage of subsidiary silver money, or whether it means simply that 
profit which the Government might make in purchasing silver bullion 
and coining it into dollars of 413} grains. I suppose it is in the lat- 
ter sense the word is used. 

I said that I do not believe practically there will be much differ- 
ence whether the amendment be adopted or whether it shall not be 
adopted; but I am not very willing to leave the matter in the hands 
of a hostile Secretary. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
if we are coming to a vote on this bill; but there is one point, not, 
I think, of any special importance, but I have received possibly 
twenty-five letters addressing an inquiry to me, and I have had the 
inquiry addressed to me very often verbally, in re rd to a point 


which I say is not of any importance really, but which has been mag- 
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nified to a very considerable degree, until it at last has formed a pub- 
lic opinion ; and that is in regard to the mode of the passage of the 
bill in 1872~73, in which the silver dollar was demonetized or its 
coinage forbidden ; and the inquiry addressed to me was in 7 to 
the reading of that bill, and whether it the House of Repre- 
sentatives without being read, and the pane has been addressed 
to me because at that time I happened to be the presiding officer of 
the House and was in the chair at the time the bill was pending. 

Of course it would be rather a venturesome matter for any man 
after five years to put forward his mal memory of & transaction 
of that kind, and, although I thought I had an accurate personal rec- 
ollection, yet I would not ask any one to rest-his belief or faith upon 
it; but any one who will read the Globe, as was done by the Senator 
from California [Mr. SARGENT] in a discussion that took place here 
the day before 8 , Will see very plainly that the bill was read 
in the House. e Clerk began its reading, the report states. There 
is nothing else in the Globe to show that the ing was anywhere 
interrupted, but in the subsequent notes which the Senator from 
California called attention to, a member from Missouri, Mr. McCor- 
mick, called for ‘the reading of the nineteenth section again,” which, 
of course, implied that it had been read once. I took the pains this 
morning to examine some files of newspapers of that day, and I find 
in the Washington dispatch of the New York Tribune the following: 

Mr. Hooper called up the voluminous bill to codify and amend the mint and 
coinage laws, and offered a substitute, which ho asked the House to pass without 
having it read. The tion was then voted down. An hour was then con- 

rts in reading the bill. 

The Washington Republican and Chronicle, which do not contain 
the regular Associated Press dispatches of congressional proceedings, 
or did not then—for the dispatches that went abroad to other papers 
did not state whether the bill was read or not—but the report made 
for the local papers—I do not know whether they have the iated 
Press report now or not but they did not in those days—in both the 
papers of the morning of the next day this is reported: 

Mr. Hooper called up the bill to revise and amend the laws relating to the mints 
and coinage of the United States. The bill was read at length and was then passed 
under a suspension of the rules by a vote of 110 to 13. 

I think that settles it definitely. I do not think the matter is of 
great importance, but a great deal has been made of it, as though 
there been something very furtive or stealthy done in the matter. 
In the same debate Mr. McNeely, of Illinois, the day it passed, whom 
Senators who were members of the Honse at that time will remember 
as a very bright, active, intelligent member from the State of Illi- 
nois on the democratic side of the House, states just after the bill 
had been read: 

As a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, ha 
carefully examined every section and every line of ths bil and 81 . 
standing the subject before us, I am satisfied that the bill ought to pass. 

So that all that has been made out of that, all that has been 
attempted to be made out of any stealthy effort to pass that bill, 
has no foundation whatever. The truth is, nobody cared about it; 
there was no general attention called to it. Weare alla t deal 
wiser about it to-day than we were then. I remember a little inci- 
dent when Dr. Johnson, I believe in the first edition of his dictionary. 
defined the pastern joint of a horse to be the knee, and a lady asked 
him why he did that. Said the gruff old moralist: “Ignorance, 
madam, pure ignorance.” Now let us all be Be Sages frank. We 
were in pure and absolute ignorance of that whole subject. It was 
not known. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Was the Senator from Maine equally ignorant 
with the rest of us? If he will say he was we shall be somewhat 
content. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not mean ignorance of this particular pro- 
vision, but I mean ignorance of its effect. At that time there was no 
attention called to silver question ; there was no dollar circulat- 
ing. I do not imagine my friend from Indiana had had one in his 
pocket for twenty years, 

Mr. VOORHE No, I prome not. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. BLAINE. So that there was not any such thing as a silver 
dollar. The question was merely one of administration of the law ; 
it was a mere change of the departments of the Mint at Philadel- 
phia and its relations to the Treasury Department, and there was no 
attention called to the silver question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now I will ask my friend from Maine 

Mr. BLAINE. Undoubtedly we must admit that it was legislation 
conforming to the then existing state of facts. I think now ve 
clearly, with the light before that it was a great blunder. 
think that then was the time, if the Senator from Indiana and my- 
self could have foreseen what we now see, for this Government to 
place the ratio at 154 to 1; and if it had done so at that time, when 
silver was a little above gold, had gone upon the basis of the French 
unit, and had unified with the Latin union, we should not have had 
this trouble now. All I want is that there shall be nothing of public 
opa based on that and, therefore, that nothing shall be reflected, 
if anything has been, npon the memory of a gentleman who was then 
chairman of that committee, the late Mr. , Of Massachusetts, 
who was a faithful, extraordinarily intelligent, and very industrious 
member of the House of Representatives, who did a t deal of 
valuable work, did it well, did it conscientiously, and there was not 
aman in the House at that time on financial subjects who was his 
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peer in intelligence. I say that without reflecting on any other gen- 
tleman of the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I want to ask my friend from Maine, whom I am 
glad to designate in that way, whether I may call him as one more 
witness to the fact that it was not generally known whether silver 
was demonetized? Did he know, as Speaker of the House, presiding 
at that time, that the silver dollar was demonetized in the bill to 
which he alludes? 

Mr. BLAINE. I did not know anything that was in the bill at all. 
As I haye before said, little was known or cared on the subject. 
. And now 1 should like to exchange questions with the 

nator from Indiana who was then on the floor and whose business 
it was, far more than mine to know, becanse by the designation of 
the House I was to put questions ; the Senator from Indiana, then on 
the floor of the House, with his power as a debater, was to unfold 
them to the House. Did he know! 

Mr. VOORHEES. I very frankly say that I did not. I do not 
claim to have been as attentive a participant in the proceedings of 
the Honse at that time as perhaps others were. I cite the nam 
however, of men whose business at the heads of committees calle 
them to look especially after matters of this kind. I was in a mi- 
nority. I had no charge of a committee. I cite such men as GAR- 
FIELD, and the Senator from Maine himself, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. 83 as proof that the bill demonetizing the 
silver dollar was not read, and its provisions not known if it was read. 

Mr. BLAINE. Very well. Now, how does the gentleman reconcile 
that with the fact that the member from Illinois with whom he was 
very well acquainted, and for whose intelligence and capacity as a 
legislator he must have had a high rd, Mr. McNeely, stated on 
the floor, probably to compose some tronbles in the minds of the demo- 
cratic side, that he had examined every section and every line of the 
bill, and so stated on the very eve of its passage ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Did he in that connection state to the House 
what was in the bill? 

Mr. BLAINE. I read exactly what he stated. 

Mr. VOORHEES. He was a member of the committee that had 
charge of the bill, and had examined it for himself; but he did not 

rociaim to others what was in the bill. If he was satisfied with the 
ill, it was his own affair, but he did not declare his knowledge to 


others. 
Mr. BLAINE. The bill was by the House and was read, 
at the Clerk’s desk aloud. 


every section and every line of i 

Mr. VOORHEES. at was tho necessity for Mr. McNeely, of Nli- 
nois, announcing that he was satisfied with it if it had been read to 
the House so thut everybody else could determine as well as he what 
was its effect ? 

Mr. BLAINE. On that day the debate was very brief; but on pre- 
vious days by Mr. KELLEY, by Mr. POTTER of New York, now amem- 
ber of the House, and b. Hooper, I think you will find that the 
whole subject was unfolded. , 

Mr. VOORHEES. They never spoke to the bill that was passed. 
The bill that was passed was a substitute for the bill they had spoken 
to six weeks before. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the question they spoke to was as to dropping 
the silver dollar and the double standard. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Six weeks beforo the substitute was offered by 
Mr. Hooper and six weeks before it was voted on. 

Mr. BLAINE. Precisely, and the dispatch in the other papers, 
notably in the papers that have taken very prominent ground for the 
pending bill, those I have read show the fact I stated; and a dispateh 
in such papers as the Cincinnati Commercial, known to be a very ear- 
nest advocate of this bill, says: 

This bill was substantially identical with the one which had been before dis- 


They state so in their dispatches, that it was substantially identi- 
cal; and the Washington dispatches of those dates state so. The 
Senator from Indiana will see with me that this is certainly not an 
important point, but it is a point which for a man in his grave might 
involve an idea that he had attempted to deceive and palm something 
upon the House. There is no ground whatever for that. There isno 
possible ground for making any such imputation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I with the Senator from Maine that it is 
not of vital importance; but inasmuch as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWES] yesterday read a portion of the speech I had 
the honor of making a few days ago in the Senate I thought it was 
not improper for me to vindicate the correctness of my views. Ifthe 
question is sufficiently important to justify an assault it will cer- 
tainly justify a defense. But since the Senator from Maine agrees 
with me that neither he nor I knew when this great financial revolu- 
tion was accomplished, I am content with the situation. 

Mr. BLAINE. But if both the Senator from Indiana and myself 
had neglected our duty as attentive listeners, it certainly ought not 
to be laid at the door of any other person. Let us take onr share of 
the neglect openly and publicly, and do not saddle it upon anybody 

lse. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly; but so many others share in our ap- 
parent neglect of duty that our responsibility in that respect becomes 
very light indeed. Therefore it becomes a matter of email 
aster as he and I individually are concerned. 
Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from Maine allow me a word? 


importance 


Mr. BLAINE. I only rose on a single point to respond to an in- 
quiry which has been so frequently addressed to me whether that bill 
was read, and I think the Senator from Indiana will agree with me 
that it has been very widely stated and has been the hinge on which 
the accusation has hung that that bill never was read in the House; 
that it was passed stealthily and furtively. Now, I maintain that I 
have utterly disproved that charge. 

Mr. THURMAN. I beg leave to state that this is a very curious 
catechism that has been passing here. The Senator from Maine asks 
the Senator from Indiana “Did you know that the coinage act of 
1373 demonetized silver?” The Senator from Indiana says “ no,” and 
then repeats the qnestion, “ Did you know it?” The Senator from 
Maine says “no.” Now, Mr. President, neither of them knew it, and 
no other human being knew it, because it did not do it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAINE. That is quite true; I accept the correction; but it 
forbade the coinage of the silver dollar. That is all. The Senator 
has said so all through. I do not know whether the Senator from Ohio 
bas taken any stock in this widely spread rumor that the bill was 
stealthily passed in the Honse of Representatives. I do not know 
whether he has or not; nor do I know whether the Senator was any 
better informed as to the provisions of that bill when it reached the 
Senate than my friend from Indiana was when it was pending in the 
House, 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot say what took place in the House, but 
I know when the bill was pending in the Senate we thought it was 
simply a bill to reform the Mint, regulate coinage, and fix up one 
thing and another, and there is not a single man in the Senate, I 
think, unless a member of the committee from which the bill came, 
who had the slightest idea that it was even a squint toward demon- 
etization. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Ohio will agree with me in this, 
and he has served in the House, and will therefore know the point 
of my remark, that in the House when a bill is passed under a sus- 
pension of the rules, and under the snap of the previous question, a 
man may have some excuse for not knowing all it contains, but the 
leisurely way business is done in the Senate, when no motion can be 
put until e man has had his say, until every paper is read, no man 
in the Senate has any excuse for not knowing exactly what was in 
that bill. So, if the Senator agreed with me on that point, I have 
no further difference with him. [Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, there was one thing I wished to 
say, that I omitted in respect to the amendment offered by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. It has been said that if the bill pass as it came 
from the House, it will be a bonus of 10 per cent. to the owners of 


the bonanza mines, to the bullion holders. It seems to me that a | bill 


very little reflection will show that whatever profit the owners of 
silver bullion may make, it will be substantially the same whether 
the bill pass as it came from the House or whether it pass with the 
amendment proposed by the Finance Committee. I think there is no 
real substantial difference between the two, because if 7 pass the 
bill with the amendment of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
then to the extent that bullion shall be needed by the Government in 
order to comply with the provisions of the bill, to that same extent 
will the price of bullion rise; and on the other hand, if you allow 
the bullionists to deposit the bullion, it can only rise in price, so much 
of it as can be coined in the ordinary transactions of the Mint, 
$25,000,000 or $30,000,000 a year, of which they will get the benefit; 
and they will get the benefit of the rise in bullion if the Government 
buys the bullion and coins it itself. There is substantially very little 
difference between the two propositions. 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator from Ohio certainly misunderstands 
the intent of the Finance Committee. The bill as it came from the 
House provides that any owner of silver bullion, whether an Ameri- 
ean citizen or an ane vo of German silver, may deposit his silver at 
the Mint and have it coined into dollars. On the other hand, the 
amendment of the Finance Committee provides that the Government 
itself shall buy the bullion that is to be coined into silver dollars, and 
that all the difference that is made between the price of the bullion 
and the value of the dollar when coined shall belong to the Govern- 
ment, not alone as seigniorage, but the words are, “ gain or seignior- 
age,” and this is to pay for the use of the mints and the expense that 
is put upon the bullion. In addition to that, under our laws it gives 
the Treasury the opportunity out of that ae, to distribute 
the dollars, thus coined, throughout the country. The dollars with- 
out that power will remain in the subtreasuries or at the mints, while 
by the power given to the money realized from the seigniorage thus 
made, the Treasury can dis these silver dollars to every locality 
in the country, and when Jegal-tender money is sent here or gold coin 
sent in exchange for silver dollars, the express companies are made 
use of and the cost of transportation is paid out of the seigniorage. 
Thus the money finds its way to the extremities of the country and 
is disseminated for us in every locality in the country. 

Then again at once in the mints silver bullion accumulates to a 
large amount, millions of dollars are stacked in the mints in the form 
of bullion bricks. That is there, and of course “the earliest come 
the earliest served.“ Those who come first with their bullion will 
have their dollars coined first. Thus the market caused by the bill, 
the law of demand and supply, is absolutely given, while under the 
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amendment of the Finance Committee there is a continnous monthly 
demand which causes an increase in the price of the bullion. We do 
not buy one hundred millions at once, but buy each month. There 
is a continuous demand graded ahead for $2,000,000 to $4,000,000 a 
month on the part of the Government. The Government will take 
but two millions or four millions whichever it may determine to coin, 
and of course it would be foolish for it to spend more money than 
was needed. As that demand pos on month by month, it is ander- 
stood by the owners of silver bullion that they have that opportu- 
nity to dispose of it, and it increases the value of the silver bullion. 
It seems to me that the provision pnt upon the bill by the Finance 
Committee is a very important one for these reasons, 

Mr. BECK. I ask that the Secretary may read the amendment 
that I offered. I wish to say a word upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend- 


‘ment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike ont after 
the word “Treasury” in line 16 of the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance to the end thereof, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is directed, out of any money in the Treas 
not otherwise ap; 3 to —— from time to time silver bullion at the 
market price thereof, not less than $3,000,000 per month, and as much more as ean 
be coined at the mints of the United States, and cause the same to be coined into 
such dollars. And any gain or seigniorage arising from this coinage shall be ac- 
counted for and paid into the Treasury as 8 under existing laws relative to 


subsidiary coinage : whenever the market price of silver bullion is 
such that it cannot be purchased by the Secretary of the Treasury as herein pro- 
vided at less than par with tender notes of the United States, he shall give 


public notice of that fact; and then any citizen of the United States who is the 
owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at ro car ge States coinage mint 
or assay office, to be coined into such dollars for his benefit, upon the same terms 
and conditions as gold bullion is deposited for coinage under existing laws. 
Sec. 2. That hereafter all the silver half dollars, quarter dollars, and ten cent 
pieces coined at the mints of the United States shall contain the same relative 
quantity of pure and standard silver as the dollar authorized to be coined by this 
act, to wit, the half dollar one-half, the quarter dollar one-fourth, and the ten-cent 
piece one-tenth part of 4124 grains, troy, of standard silver. 
Mr. BECK. Mr. President. 
Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senator from Kentucky to give way for 
a moment until I ask the Senate to apply the five-minute rule now to 
debate on the amendments. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Not a bit of it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
free} BECK. Mr, President, I am very willing that it shall be ap- 
plied to me. 
Mr. ALLISON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I had no special ap- 
plication to him. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no five-minute rule that applies to this 


ill. 
Mr. BECK. I will endeavor to act as though it did, at any rate. 
The reason why I offered the amendment I did as a substitute for the 
amendment of the committee was—and I want to say before 1 begin 
that if all the amendments are voted down, I shall vote for the bill 
as it came from the Honse; but I prefer that the Government of the 
United States should have whatever seigniorage there may be, and 
when I say “the Government,” I mean, of course, the people, in the 
3 of bullion so long as it is worth less than legal-tender notes. 

t is said to be now 8 per cent. or 10 per cent. below par. If it is, I 
am unable to see why any man in Enrope or America or any Euro- 
pean government shall have the right to furnish bullion to our mints 
and demand coin for it, when we can buy it 8 per cent. cheaper than 
they offer it in open market. But my amendment provides that as soon 
as it comes to par with our legal-tender notes, which I have alwa 
endeavored to make as good as gold as soon as possible then I would 
allow any one owning silver bullion to make a deposit of it at the 
mints and have it coined on the same terms as gold now is. 

Another objection to the Finance Committee’s amendments is that 
they limit the coinage to not less than $2,000,000, nor more than 
$4,000,000. I propose not less than $3,000,000, and that the maximum 
shall be limited only by the capacity of the mints of the United States. 
I want the coinage to go on as rapidly as possible. 

Again, I object to the committee’s amendment, because it allows, 
what was so well said by the Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] the 
other day, the representatives of the German empire, either through 
their agents or ministers, and they are the people who hold our bon 
to pour their silver into our mints and demand coin for it. I object 
to their throwing their silver into our market and getting the bene- 
fit of the seigniorage, instead of the people of the United States. I 
object to our Government dealing with anybody but our own citizens, 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask my friend, suppose some for- 
eign governments or individual should ask for coinage to the full 
extent of the Mint, if they got there first could they not have it done 
to the exclusion of the people of the United States? 

Mr. BECK. I think beyond all question they could under the 
House bill or the amendment of the Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then it may be that the United 
States would not have power to coin any for itself. 

Mr. BECK. I spoke fully to this question before, and said then 
that I did not want the people of the United States to feel that the 
Senate of the United States had allowed any man in California or 
Nevada or anywhere else, who had an immense amount of bullion, to 
take possession of the mints of the United States and make aseignior- 
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age of 6 per cent. or 8 per cent.; and especially I did not wantto allow 
the German government or any foreign power or citizen to take 
session of our mints and have the benefits of that seigniorage, when 
we could obtain and apply it for the benefit of the tax-payers of the 
country. 

In the coinage of our fractional currency, as shown by the report 
of the Director of the Mint, we bought enough bullion for $34,500,000 
to make thirty-nine million and odd dollars of fractional currency, 


and the Government (the agent of the Lp obtained $5,500,000 of | beginning. 


seigniorage, which relieved us of that much other taxation. Aslong 
as there is such a difference, I feel that the people ought to have it, 
and not any individual in Europe or America, or any other govern- 
ment than our own. That was the object I had in view. In addition 
to that, I did not want to deal with foreign nations; I did not want 
to deal with citizens of foreign nations. I wanted our mints andthe 
directors of them to deal with our own people; and if any compli- 
cations arise, let them be at home. I desire especially that no for- 
eign complications arise in our dealings with our mints, I want, in 
other words, silver to be coined as rapidly as possible for our own 
people to circulate at home. There can be no danger of a currency 
that is based upon either gold or silver, and in that view I desire to 
say that I will vote for the amendment of the Senator from California, 
pir Boorn, I which I regard as more valuable even than that which 
offered : 

That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the same with 
the Treasurer or any t treasurer of the United States, in sums not less 
than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, corresponding 
with the denominations of the United States notes. . Tho coin deposited for or rep- 
resenting the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury for payment of the 
same on d . Said certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all 
public dues, and, when so received, may be reissued. 

I regard that amendment as the most valuable provision of the 
whole bill. I had prepared a similar amendment that silver may be 
deposited, when it is coined, by any holder of it with the Treasurer 
of the United States or any assistant treasurer or any depositary, and 
that a certificate shall be issued based upon it, which shall circulate 
as money, so that neither gold nor silver need be used or carried from 
hand to hand, but those certificates shall be taken on demand by the 
Treasurer, by the assistant treasurer, or by the depositaries, and 
gold or silver paid for them, so that the paper so issued shall pass in 
all business transactions as money among the people and for all cus- 
toms dues and all taxes due to the United States. That done we have, 
based on our silver coinage, the product of our own mines, a paper 
currency which will be readily taken all over the world, as it is re- 
ceivable for every demand of the United States and so arranged that 
any holder of it may go and demand coin upon it at any*depository 
wherever he may happen to be. There can be no inflation about 
that; there can be no better basis for a paper circulation, and there 
can be no danger about its absolute security; there will be no two to 
one or three to one, or any other basis of metal credit, but it will 
stand dollar for dollar, and all the talk about tons of silver and tons 
of gold being an obstacle in the commercial relations of the world 
will be conveniently dis of by the fact that the people can de- 

it coined dollars at all times in the Treasury and use the paper 
upon them and thus have a silver dollar on deposit for every 
paper dollar that is in use. 

Eutertainiug these views and believing that to be the effect of the 
amendment, I shall certainly vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from California, which, as I said, I regard as a valuable adjunct to, 
indeed as more important than, my own amendment. I would not 
make the prr thus issued a legal tender for private debts and obli- 
gations. eed I deny the power of the Government to make a legal 
tender of anything but gold and silver. 

Mr. WHYTE. Will the Senator from Kentucky let me ask him a 
question? 1 should like to know how by his amendment he prevents 
a foreigner from selling his silver to the United States. Is there any 
provision against foreigners selling it? 

Mr. BECK. I use this language: 

That whenever the market price of silver bullion is such that it cannot be pur- 
chased by the Secre of the Treasury, as herein provided, at less than par with 
legal-tender notes of the United States, he shall ates public notice of that fact; 
and then any citizen of the United States who is the owner of silver bullion may 
deposit the same at any United States coinage mint or assay office, to be coined into 
such dollars for his benefit, upon the same terms and conditions as gold bullion is 
deposited for coinage under existing laws, 

Mr. WHYTE. Would that prevent a foreigner from transferring 
bullion to a citizen of the United States ? 

Mr. BECK. I do not desire to prevent that; bat I ask the Senator 
from Marylaud would it not prevent our Government from having 
any contracts or any complications with any forei verument or 
with the citizen of any foreign government? Our ings under my 
amendment will be with our own citizen, will it not? ere is no 
trouble about it, I think, if any foreigner sees fit to give bullion to 
our citizen or sell it to himor make him the bona fide owner of it; then 
we deal with our citizen, and no complication can arise with any 
foreign government. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to make 
a suggestion which I think is in the line of the policy he desires to 

ursue and will improve hisamendment? After the word “ bullion” 
pro to him to adopt the words “produced from the mines of 
the United States.” 


Mr. BECK. No, I do not care even about going that far. Iam 


willing that all the gold and silver in the world may come to us, 80 
it comes into the hands of our own citizens and is owned by them. I 
want all the bullion ible, no matter where obtained, made into 
United States coin; but, as I said, I want our Government to deal 
with our own citizens. I want the day to come and come ily 
when the silver coinage shall be put on the same footing as the gold 
coinage; but if I cannot get my own amendment adopted I will vote, 
as I said, for the House bill that makes coinage unlimited from the 

inning. The only fear I have of the amendment of the Finance 
Committee is that, as we have a hostile Secretary and a hostile Di- 
rector of the Mint, both of whom I would like to remove from their 
places if I had the power; but not having the power I would put 
upon them all the orders possible to make them coin silver to the 
utmost capacity of the mints; and if they fail to do it by any chican- 
ery, by any misconstruction, by any device whereby under the mere 
letter of the law they can get clear of it, I would use whatever power 
there is in Congress to put other men in their places who will execute 
the popular will. 

I mean no personal nevis FE to those gentlemen ; they differ with 
me, and I would get clear of them if Icould, I have no concealment 
about this matter. I believe in obtaining the largest amount of gold 
and silver coin, and paper upon such gold and silver coin, and 
I believe that the moment you make the silver coin of the same stand- 
ard that it was when it was demonetized and put itin the same posi- 
tion where it was then, it will bear the same relation to gold coin 
that it did then. 

I do not want to discuss again the question of how the bill was 
passed striking down the silver dollar. I made a speech on the 10th 
of January. I stated the facts on that subject then and they cannot 
be denied; one fact stands out in that connection which no man can 
deny, that every man who sought to demonetize it in the House did 
it because_he urged it was then 3} per cent. above gold, and that 
when the bill reached the Senate the silver dollar was made eight 
grains more valuable than the dollar they were demonetizing, al- 
though the dollar they were demonetizing was claimed to be 34 per 
cent. more valuable than gold. The Senate amendment was inserted 
into the bill without one word being said in the Senate upon that sub- 
ject and a conference report was put through both Houses without 
one word being said to either House that such a change was made, 
If the argument was, “ You cannot keep your silver dollar,” as Mr. 
KELLEY and Mr. Stoughton said,“ because it is 3} per cent. more 
valuable than gold,” why did they put upon us a silver dollar of 420 
grains instead of 412} grains, as the old standard dollar had been, 
and put it through that House of Representatives without even say- 
ing to the House “ We have reversed your policy, and instead of re- 
ducing it to 3} per cent., at which you pretended it was necessary to 
keep it, we put in 74 grains more?” Nothing of that sort ever was said, 
and the record shows it, and now it is admitted that neither the then 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, nor the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, nor the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, nor myself, nor my friend, [Mr. VooRHEES,] nor 
Mr. Holman, nor anybody else knew what was in that bill. I never 
have spoken of myself and did not intend to do so, but I watched 
legislation in the House as closely as most men, and I never suspected 
that such an act was being passed. 

The President of the United States did not know it, nobody knew 
it, and as was well said by the Senator from Kansas to-day if it had 
to be done now it would not be indorsed by the vote of a single 
county in any State in the United States. Mr. President, I intend if 
Lean to restore it to the position it occupied when that act was passed, 
and then if we have not made a proper adjustment of it, lam willing 
to consult any body of men or any other nation as to what is the 
proper thing to do, but I will first secure silver money, actual money, 
and not silver bullion, against gold coin before I go into that settle- 
ment, Under no other circumstances can we go into conference on 
fair and equal terms. 

But I did not expect to occupy so much of the time of the Senate. 
The only reason I offered the amendment was that I believed it was 
an improvement on the committee amendments. I now believe itis. 
If it is voted down, I cannot help it. I am willing if I cannot do 
any better to let anybody take the seigniorage. I intend to have 
the silver dollar restored if my vote can restore it and put it back 
where it was in the beginning, even if ] have to take the bill just as 
it came from the House. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
a question. Would it not meet his views as well to adopt the amend- 
ment of the committee increasing the amount of money to be coined 
per month from two to three millions, making the minimum three 
millions instead of two? : 

Mr. BECK. I have done that. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. But would not the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance with that change in it meet his views as well 
as his own amendment? 

Mr. BECK. I understand the Committee on Finance have limited 
the minimum to two millions. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. But if that should be changed to“ three” would 
it not suit the Senator as well as his own amendment! 

Mr. BECK. Then there will be three for the minimum and four 
for the maximum. I propose to make three the minimum, and the 
limit of the capacity of the mints the maximum. 
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Mr, ALLISON. But my friend from Kentucky for a maximum 
must still trust the present Secretary of the Treasury and the Direc- 
tor of the Mint. ~ 

Mr. BECK. I know that, and I am sorry I am compelled to do it. 
eee, I do not want it understood that I am impeaching the 
integrity of the present Secre of the Treasury or of the present 
Director of the Mint. They differ radically with me as to what is 
best to do. Therefore they will do as little as they can. I desire as 
much done as possible and I want to put all the power and all the 
orders upon them to make them do all that we can. That is all I 
meant to say in making the remarks I did about these gentlemen. 
I have differed with the gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber 
on many, many things, but I do not impeach their integrity—of 
course not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I cannot believe that any man who 
has read or considered anything upon this subject will be able to find 
an instance where an pk lang as republican or monarchical, under- 
took to mint coin and declare its value superior to its bullion value, 
and not do it solely on government account. I think if the Congress 
of the United States shall set the example of giving a minted value 
to coin over and above its bullion value in the world, and do that 
for private account, it will set the example, and it will be the first 
of which we have any knowledge. I cannot imagine that so foolish 
a thing will be attempted. 

Now, Mr. President, it is very plain that we must make our laws 
for affairs as they exist. There is not a man in or out of the Congress 
of the United States who will deny that there is this large divergence 
of 10 per cent. to-day between these metals; and if you pro to 
legislate, in the face of this fact, to declare ninety cents in silver to 
be the equivalent in legal value of one hundred cents in gold, then 
retain for your own Treasury the benefit of that declaration and do 
not give it to other people or to private account, 

Next, as to thé second section. The honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky avers in one breath, with others who think with him on this 
floor, that this free coinage of the silver dollar and the declaration of 
a minted value of its equivalence to a gold dollar will of itself re- 
store its value to that of gold. If this be so, then, Senators, all the 
experience of your forefathers or your predecessors of the necessity 
of retaining a subsidiary coin by taking from it a portion of its value 
in order to keep it as a currency for your people, will have gone for 
naught. All the lessons you have had on that point given you by 
the report of Mr. Hunter in 1852, and the experience of your own 
Government that led to that report, the successful working of the 
coinage law of 1853 which took 6.7 per cent. from your fractional sil- 
ver coins for the purpose of enabling you to retain them—all that you 
have been taught and all that you have learned is to be thrown 
away by this suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky, because it is 
true that if you l by your action propose or hope or assert that 
you will restore these metals to an equivalency and make your frac- 
tional coin equal in value proportionately to your unit of value, then 
you may be sure that whatever difference between you and Europe 
sweeps your units of value from you will sweep your fractional coins 
with them. If for the sake of the convenience of your poopie you de- 
sire to retain these fractional coins as you did retain them under 
the act of 1853 until the unhappy issue of paper money and the aban- 
donment of the specie stan in 1862—if you wish to retain them, 
then let your fractional coins bear a less proportion in value to the 


_ units than the units bear to each other, unless you desire to see that 


which shall sweep away either unit sweep away the fractional coin 
which you have made for the convenience of change among your 


own people. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I shall vote for the Bland bill pure and 
simple, because it brings us back to the first act passed,after the adoption 
of the Constitution, making gold and silver exactly equal. It leaves 
us where the act of 1837 left us, with gold and silver, a low seignio 
only paying for the impurities to be removed from the bullion. To 
require our silver to pay a seignio and gold to go free is to put 
the Saxon’s collar of servitude on silver and let gold go free like the 
Norman. I look on them both as free metals of the Constitution, and 
if you make one pay seigniorage, make both. Therefore, as gold does 
not pay seigniorage, I am opposed to sagt | silver the servant of gold 
and to making it pay that which the gold does not have to pay. 
Hence I say I shall vote against every one of these amendments so as 
to get back to the Bland bill, which is in effect the bill passed by the 
first Con after the adoption of the Constitution. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask leave to withdraw the second section 
of my amendment relative to the subsidiary coinage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has a right to modify his 
amendment. 3 

Mr. BECK. I withdraw that part of the amendment. 

Mr. KERNAN. I want to make one suggestion to those who favor 
the coinage of the silver dollar, and I make it in favor of the Finance 
Committee’s amendment. All who have advocated this recoinage of 
silver have that if it turned out that silver bullion did not 
appreciate tothe gold standard, we should have to change our law as 
to silver coinage. Under the original. bill, the Government would 
allow individuals to have their bullion worth less than par coined 


and make 3, 4, 5, or 6 per cent. for their own pockets. That would 
not be right But, again, if it turns out that silver does not appre- 
ciate, and we have to change our coinage law and make the silver 
dollar worth more than 412} grains, the Government, if it acts as 
every honest government has acted that ever issued a depreciated 
coin and made it a legal tender, would have to make that legal-tender 
coin receivable by the Government for its dues at par, as it had been 
put upon the people as a full legal-tender coin, 

By theamendment of the Finance Committee the Government would 
make the profit of putting out the dollar made ont of silver which 
was purchased below par. The Government would in good faith have 
to make good to the holders of the depreciated coinage by receiving 
it at par, because it coined it and put it on the country as a legal- 
tender dollar worth one hundred cents. I suggest this as a reason 
why we should in the view of those who want to remonetizo silver 
let the Government have the benefit of purchasing bullion at less 
than par for the benefit of the Treasury, because if the coined dol- 
lars do not come to par the Government will have to take them in 
from the holders at par and not let them lose, whenever, if at all, 
we have to change our loan and make the dollar intrinsically worth 
more than 412} grains of silver. 

Mr. WITHERS. I would say a word in reply to my friend from 
New York. If the silver Bas Hee ge in value equal to gold none of 
the evils which he has predicted will occur; and if we so legislate as 
to produce such a result we must start silver in a condition to keep 
up with gold in the race. What prospect is there of making silver 
coequal in value with gold when yon start it out in the race handi- 
esepet by the cost of seigniorage, which gold does not bear? 

r. CHRISTIANCY. In reply to the suggestion just made by the 
Senator from Virginia, and a little before made by the Senator from 
Texas, as to yyy, aree coinage of goll and refusing it to silver, 
I agree with them. I agree that neither of them should receive free 
coinage at the mints of the United States. Whatever additional 
value is piven by the coining the United States ought to be entitled 
to. Iwill vote for an amendment to strike ont the free coinage of 
gold and pet them both npon an exact equality in that respect. There 
is where I think they ought to stand. 

The effect of free coinage of silver, which is worth some 9 or 10 
per cent. less than gold, is to p that into the pockets of (he owners 
of the mines, That is the whole effect of it. Why subsidize them 
more than subsidize any other branch of business in the United States? 
Let us test it by one single example. Here are the owners of a mine 
and they are receiving this value for their bullion, some 8 or 10 per 
cent. more than it is worth. They are paying the very men who dig 
the ore from the mine in depreciated currency. The miner does not 
get the same value as the owner of the mine from the same amonnt 
of silver. The producer or owner of the mine makes somewhere from 
8 to 10 per cent., while the poor workman who is digging it out of 
the mine ay only his ninety or ninety-two cents, 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator please state where that hap- 
pens? Do I understand the Senator to state that in California where 
gold is dug the workman is not paid in gold? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I am speaking of silver, not gold. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Nevada can answer as to that. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish some one would show me some good 
reason why the owner of the mine shonld be allowed to receive more 
for his silver than the man who digs it from the mine. 

Mr. COKE. In the action on this bill I will vote for the bill as it 
came from the Honse; I will vote also for the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from California, [Mr. Boorn.] The amendment of 
the Committee on Finance, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK,] and other amendments which discrim- 
inate against silver, already depreciated and needing a helping hand 
rather than discrimination against it I shall vote against, as against 
all measnres having that effect. All the amendments excepting the 
amendment of the Senator from California, as was remarked by the 
Senator from Virginia, handicap silver in its race for equalization 
with gold. The argument upon which it is songht to defend these 
. is, that bullion can be bonght at ninety-two cents, aud 
that the Government should make the profit. If I believed this to be 
a sound argument I would not vote for the dollar of 412} grains; I 
would pnt more silver in it. The theory on which I shall vote for the 
dollar of 412} grains is, that it will be worth one hundred cents in 
gold, and if that dollar is worth one hundred cents in gold the bul- 
ion, with free coinage, will spring up to par with the coined dollar. 
If the coined dollar of 412} grains which we make a legal tender 
ought to be made a legal tender, give silver bullion a free coinage 
and it will come up to par with the coined dollar. When it does there 
is no margin for profit to the Government. 

These amendments are a legislative declaration of a policy against 
the coinage of silver, because gold coinage is free. They are a le 
lative declaration of a distrust of the value of the dollar of 412} 
grains. They are a legislative discrimination against the silver dollar 
and a tax upon its coinage, and to that extent a disparagement to its 
coinage, while gold, already above silver, is coined free. The English 
policy is to build up the gold standard, and they tax the coinage of 
silver and coin gold free. The amendments which pro to do this 
thing further the English policy, when we desire not to build up gold 
but to build up silver until it is equal to gold. 


Ishall vote against all these amendments. I shall do it because 
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they tend to depreciate thesilverdollar. They declare the legislative 
mind to be that the silver dollar ought not to be coined, or that its 


coinage ought not to be encouraged like that of the gold dollar, which 
is coined free. I do not believe that it is the sense of the people of 
the United States, who demand the remonetization of silver, that this 
shall be done. T believe that the people demand a restoration of the 
old constitutional relation existing between gold aud silver, and that 
is, that they shall be equal before the law, equal so far as they can be 
made in value. i 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I expressed my views the other 
day upon this question of the amendment o theCommitteeon Finance. 
Iam in favor of that amendment above all amendments which have 
been offered. In reference to what has been said by the Senator from 
Texas, [Mr. CoKE,] every one here knows that to-day silver bullion 
is 8 per cent. below poa With that knowledge, is it not apparent 
that if we coin the dollar of 412} grains and say toevery man “ bring 
your bullion and take dollars for it,” we are giving him as a gratuity, 
as a subsidy, all the profit that will be made. I am against all subsi- 
dies for railroads or steamships or any other interest. I want our leg- 
islative action, whatever value it may impart to the silver, to result 
in turning the increased value into the Treasury of the United States. 
I shall vote, therefore, against all these amendments, except the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance to the House bill. While 
I concede that there are not any very grave objections to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky, I prefer the amendment reported 
by the Finance Committee. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I suggest to the Senator having charge of this bill 
that he make three or four slight amendments to meet the suggestions 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. TouRMAN.] After the word “ dol- 
lars,“ in lines 20 and 21, the word “ worth” should be inserted. I 
think he will a to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senate. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. In order to perfect the committee’s amendments, 
I ask the Senator from Iowa to agree to it without any action of the 


Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator from Colorado will yield to me, I call 
the attention of the Chair to the motion of the Senator from Colo- 
rado that he proposes to amend the text which is to be stricken ont, 
which would have precedence over an amendment to the amendment 
or the amendment itself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand the 
Senator from California. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to the amendment suggested 
by the.Senator from Colorado, but I think the Senate must vote on it. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask the Serator who has ch: of the bill to 
accept the amendment. I propose after the word “ dollars” in lines 
20 and 21 to insert “ worth ;” so as to read: 

Not leas than two million dollars’ worth per month, nor more than four million 
dollars’ worth per month, &c. 

And then in line 21, after the word “ coined” to insert the words: 

Monthly, or as near as may be. 

So as to read: 

And causo the same to be coined monthly, or as near as may be, &. 


I make these suggestions in order to meet the objection raised by 
the Senator from Ohio. I wish to vote for this amendment of the 
committee, and I should like to haye it perfected in this manner. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the Senator 
from Colorado pro to perfect that part of the amendment which 
the Senator from Kentucky proposes to strike out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is admissible. 

Mr. FERRY. I wish to make a su on to the Senator from Col- 
orado. I had the same thing in mind. I su t to him, after the 
word “coined,” instead of the language which he proposes to use, to 
insert: 

Monthly, as fast as so purchased. 


So that it will read: 
And cause the same to be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such 


That question is not now before the 


The amendment directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
not more than $4,000,000 per month and not less than $2,000,000 per 
month, and simply directs him to coin that much, but does not direct 
him when it shall be coined. There is nothing in the phraseology of 
the amendment to prevent the Secretary of the Treasury from with- 
holding coinage one year. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. My suggestion remedies that: “the same to be 
coined monthly.” 

Mr. FERRY. But how fast ? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. As near as may be the amount that is purchased, 
a Bagan 000 per month or $4,000,000 per month. 

r. FERRY. Idid not hear that language. “As near as may be” 
would not be as definite as “ as fast.” 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I suggest that this amendment be made to meet 
the anions of the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Colorado will be reported by the Secretary. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the questions will be taken one at a time. 
Fs eee a fe They will be reported separately and 

en v. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 20, page 2, of the amendment of the 
committee, after the word “ dollars,” it is pro to insert the word 
s wara and in line 21, after the word “ dollars,” to insert the word 

wort 

Mr. FERRY. What is the other amendment, Mr. President ? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. After the word “coined,” in line 21, to insert 
“monthly, or as near as may be.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado as to that 
last amendment, that he modify it so as to read “ monthly, as near as 
may be.“ I do not regard this proposition, as it stands, as in any 
sense ambiguous. I think the plain interpretation of the language, 
as it now stands, is to require the Secretary of the Treasury to coin 
this bullion as vid pros as he purchases it, and especially that he shall 
not keep on hand more than $5,000,000 of bullion at any one time. 
Bat for the | peig of getting rid of what appears to some to be an 
ambiguity, Lam quite willing that words may be inserted which will 
leave no doubt with reference to the construction of the language 
employed. Therefore, I think the two first amendments of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado might be agreed to, and I suggest a modification 
of the last amendment so as to read “ monthly, as nearly as may be.” 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on this amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado, in line 20, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert“ worth.” 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me inquire of the Senator from Colorado if 
his purpose is to diminish the amount of the purchase? If it should 
be made in gold, of course it would be two million dollars’ worth in 
gold. If it is made in silver, it will be so much less as the silver may 
be less than gold. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. My hey is to buy just as much silver bullion 
as can be purchased wi $9,000,000 a month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of silver or gold? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It does not matter which. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I do not care if it is greenbacks. 

Mr. ALLISON. With the money that is appropriated by this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then that is silver? 

Mr, ALLISON. Certainly. It may be nbacks. 

Mr. EATON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not object to 
this amendment. Everybody knows that it is not dollars, but that 
it is dollars’ worth that we are to buy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the committee. 

She Aner was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 37, 
noes 11, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will report the next amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. CHAFFEE] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21, after the word “dollars,” it is pro- 
posed to insert the word “ worth ;” so as to read: 


Nor more than four million dollars’ worth per month, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report thenextamend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. CHAFFEE] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The Cnikr CLERK. The next amendment is after the word “coined,” 
in line 21, to insert “ monthly, as near as may be;” so as to read: 


And cause the same to be coined monthly, as near as may be, into such dollars. 


The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. GORDON. Is an amendment now in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment to perfect the amend- 
ment of the committee would be in order. 

Mr. GORDON, Then I move in line 20 to to strike out “two” and 
insert “ three;” soas to read “three million dollars’ worth per month.” 

Mr. FERRY. I think the Senator from Colorado upon reflection 
will see that the words “ as near as may be“ will appl „monthly“ 
instead of to purchase. The object is to make the De explicit, so 
that there can be no ambiguity and no question of construction ; for, 
as has been said hy tbo Senator from Kentucky, if there is no dispo- 
sition to execute this law there will be a disposition to evade its pro- 
3 therefore it is necessary for us to express just what we in- 
tend. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You have got it admirably now. 

Mr. FERRY. Yes, the Senator from Vermont says we have got it 
admirably now. We want to frame the measure so that it will ad- 
mirably be enforced, and in order to do that I recall the attention of 
the Senator from Colorado to the lan of his amendment, that it 
will apply to “ monthly” rather than to the purchase of bullion. If 
be would use language something like this “ to be coined monthly, as 
fast as so purchased,” then it would be confined to the purchase of 
bullion, whether it be four millions a month or two millions a month. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Michigan to the fact that the words inserted on the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado, “to be coined monthly, as near as may be, into 
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such dollars,” apply to dollars; they are to be made as near as they 
can be into such dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. FERRY. Now the colleague of the Senator, the senior Sen- 
ator from Vermont on my left, gives another constraction to the lan- 
guage suggested by the Senator from Colorado, showing the necessit 
of carefal expression now upon this bill and such as we intend. 
say “we.” I take it for granted that the bill is to pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the amendment is very proper. 

Mr. FERRY. I may say just here, Mr. President, all that I intend 
to say, in a general way. I have hitherto refrained from express- 
ing my views upon this bill becanse as is well known I have been 
one of the earliest advocates of the remonetization of silver and its 
use as part of the coin of the country. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, I was in favor substantially of the limitation here 
placed, and believed that the maximum limitation was not objection- 
able—as the amount of four millions a month was greater t the 
capacity of our mints, and the minimum limitation was beneficial in 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase $2,000,000 a month. 
I became satisfied that if there was no such limitation upon this bill 
the Secretary might or might not in his discretion make the pur- 
chase, and could well afford to acquiesce in the maximum in order to 
secure the enforcement of the minimum purchase and coinage. 

Not being present in the committee when the form of the amend- 
ment was reported, being absent from the city, I subsequently calied 
the attention of the Senator, the member of the committee who re- 
ported the amendment, to the ambiguity of the expression referred 
to, and I hope now that it will be modified. I will take an early 
occasion to further amend the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Colorado. I desire to put it in the language I have proposed, 
which I think will be clear, explicit, and give rise to no doubtful 
construction. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I am satisfied myself upon reflection that the 
suggestions of the Senator from Michigan are good, and I shall vote 
myself for such a moditication of the amendment as he suggests. 

. FERRY. If amended as I propose, it will read thus: 

And the of the is authorized and di out mone 
in the . to „ as — * 
bullion, at the market price thereof, not less than two million dollars’ worth, per 
month, nor more than four million d worth per month, and cause the same 
to be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars, 

Whether it be $2,000,000 per month or $4,000,000, the coinage must 
be in the same proportion as the purchase. Now, it would seem to 
me that that is clear and explicit, and there can be no ambiguity by 
which any Secretary of the Treasury can misapprehend the intent 
of the framers of the law. I hope the Senator from Colorado will 
move to reconsider the vote so that it can be reopened and passed as 
Lhave suggested. 

Mr. C EE. Imake the motion to reconsider the vote, if it is 
necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is necessary, because it has been agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY. It can be done, perhaps, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go regularly, because I think as it stands 
it is better to move to reconsider. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, I ask unanimous consent that the last amendment 
on line 21 be so amended as to read, Monthly, as fast as so purchased.” 
I think there can be no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We must have it reconsidered in the regular 


way. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator from 
Vermont to object. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido. I think it better to proceed in the regular 


way. 
; a FERRY. Then will the Senator from Colorado move to recon- 
sider 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment to the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado moves to re- 
consider the vote by which his amendment was adopted. 

The motion to reconsider was a to, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. FERRY. I suggest to the Senator to insert after the word 
“coined” in line 21 “ monthly, as fast as so purchased;” so as to read, 
“and cause the same to be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, 
into such dollars.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment with the amendment moved thereto. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment which was adopted and recon- 
sidered and upon which the question now recurs is to insert after 
the word “coined” the words “monthly, as near as may be.“ It is 
proposed to amend the amendment so as to read, “ monthly, as fast as 
so purchased, into such dollars.” 

Mr. HOWE. I was about to suggest to the Senator from Michigan, 
and to the Senator from Colorado also, that it seems to me that this 
amendment or any amendment in that place is entirely 8 
It seems to me the bill as it stands is entirely intelligible, is not likely 
to be misunderstood by the Secretary of the Treasury or by anybody 
else. There is an express command to him to purchase a certain 
amount of bullion monthly and to coin the same. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator will allow me, while the language is 


strong and forcible enough and direct and explicit enough as respects 


the purchase, I ask him, under this p logy as reported by the 
committee, when is the Secretary of the r to coin 
that money? As it reads he is to purchase $2,000,000 or $4,000,000 
per month and cause the same to be coined into such dollars, when ? 

Mr. HOWE. I will answer the Senator when I think he or any 
honest Secretary would have that coined, and that is as fast as the 
Mint could coin it. He is told to purchase two or three millions a 
month and to coin all that he purchases into dollars. The argument 
or suggestion is that the Secretary may purchase $2,000,000 this month 
of bullion, $2,000,000 the next, $2,000,000 the next, and let it lie in 
the Treasury or in the Mint as bullion rather than to turn itinto coin 
and disburse it again. 

Mr. FERRY. I remind the Senator that it is not a question of 
integrity, it is a question of judgment, of construction. We might 
possibly have another Secretary of the Treasury who might be adyerse 
to the enforcement of this law and would seek every pretext to evade 
it. While the Senator cannot escape the fact that the committee have 
sought to make alterations both as to the maximum and minimum in 
the purchase, if that was deemed essential under even the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, why not limit and direct whoever may be 
the Secretary in reference to the coinage as well as to the purchase? 

One moment more, and I will not interrupt the Senator long. The 
language is plain, and I put it to the Senator from Wisconsin if any 
Secretary of the Treasury should be adverse to enforcement of this 
law, or rather be against the use of silver as a part of the coin of the 
country, might he not purchase the bullion and allow the bullion to 
lie in the vaults a twelvemonth without coinage. This bill says he 
shall cause the same to be coined, but does not say whether it shall 
be this month, next month, or twelve months from this time. 

Mr. HOWE. Let me answer the question of the Senator from 
Michigan by putting to him another question. If the Secretary of 
the Treasury does not coin in March the bullion he purchases in 
March, but piles it up in the Mint, and adds two millions to that in 
April, and two millions to that in May, and still goes on purchasing 
two millions per month, when is he going to coin it? By and by 
he finds six or twelve or twenty-four millions of bullion in the Mint 
with a capacity to coin but two millions per month, and he is pur- 
chasing two millions a month still. Evidently he has got to coin as 
he eee or he has got to disobey the law. 

. FERRY. In what respect, I ask the Senator? The language 
is “ cause to be coined,” but does not say when or how fast. f 

Mr. HOWE. pimply by not coining what he purchases. 

Mr. FERRY. Ah! But there is no limitation as to the time he 
shall coin it. He may keep the two millions a month accumulating 
until there are twenty-four millions and still not coin it, and having 
a lease of several years of administration he might not hasten to 
cause the coinage. He might—I do not say that he wonld—commit 
such a violation of the plain intent of the statute by postponing coin- 

„and allow the bullion to accumulate. As long as he coins it 
within the limitation of his tenure of office, I think he would comply 
with the e of the bill, if the language is not made more clear 
and mandatory. 

Mr. HOWE. If the Secretary shall be as dishonest as is stated 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator will pardon me; I make no reflection 
upon the present Secretary of the Treasury. I put the supposititious 
case that if there were a Secretary of the Treasury who was adverse 
to the enforcement of this measure. 

Mr, HOWE. If the next Secretary 

Mr. FERRY. That is better. 

Mr. HOWE. Should be as dishonest as it is conceived a Secreta 
might be ander this bill, and would, therefore, rather than coin sil- 
ver dollars go on packing bullion into the mints, how long would it 
be before he would exceed the limit mentioned here in the proviso? 

Mr. FERRY. I bave anticipated that. I propose as we go along 
to make the bill perfect. I understand that at the close of the amend- 
ment there is a limitation that he shonld not invest more than 
$5,000,000 in bullion at a time. I understand that there is a limita- 
tion to that extent, but where we are to provide for the purchase of 
bullion of not over four millions per month, and not less than two, I 
think the clearest, the most satisfactory way is to direct the Secre- 
tary also to coin as fast as he purchases, so that we may get in coin 
what he is authorized to pu in bullion. The limitation in the 
proviso even would allow two millions a month to be purchased for 
two months and a half without coining a dollar and keep within the 
terms of the statute if enacted as it now reads. 

Mr. HOWE. If the object of the Senator from Michigan is to put 
in an amendment here which will make this bill perfect when some- 
thing else is stricken out, I do not know but that he had better per- 
sist in the amendment that he has made here. I was judging the 
amendment urged by him in reference to its position in the section 
as it stands, 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator will allow me a moment, suppose the 
Secre of the Treasury purchases $2,000,000 next month, if this 
bill should become a law, He could under this limitation fail to order 
the coinage for one month longer. He could purchase bullion for two 
months, which would be but $4,000,000, and extend tò two and one- 
half months to meet the limitation of $5,000,000, so that he would 
not necessarily be coining as fast as he purchased nor as fast as the 
people need the silver. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. He could not be compelled to coin but $19,000,000 
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a year, because he could purchase for two months and a half before 
he coined any bullion, and then afterward coin $2,000,000 a month, 
and thus only coin $19,000,000 a year. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator is correct in that. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to make a 


tion ? 
r. FERRY. Certainly. 
Mr. BECK. I propose to add at the end of line 6 of the amend- 
ment I offered, line 22 of the amendment of the committee, after the 
word “ dollars,” the words: 


As rapidly as possible; and the amount of money necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions Tf this act is hereby appropriated. 


Mr. FERRY. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me the 
nestion would then turn on a possibility left to the judgment of the 
8 I propose to make it definite without latitude for his dis- 
cretion in the matter; and in express terms require the coinage as 
fast as the limitation proposes, $2,000,000 or $4,000,000 a month. 

Mr, MCDONALD. If the Senator from Michigan will allow me to 
make a suggestion, I think this whole question can be settled by 
striking out inline 20 the words “nor more than $4,000,000 per month,” 
and inserting in line 22 after the word dollars: 

And there shall not be less than thirty-six millions of such dollars coined in any 
one year. 

It seems to me that sach an amendment would obviate the difficulty 
and clear this question of any ambiguity. 

Mr. FERRY. I have no choice of phraseology. The substance of 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana meets in the gross sub- 
stantially what I wish to reach in detail. I was only offering an 
amendment whieh was in harmony with the phraseology of the bill, 
that as fast as the Secretary of the Treasury purchases, whether it be 
$2,000,000 or 84,000, 000 a month, he shall be directed to coin pro rata 
that amount, or to the amount of his purehase. 

Mr. McDONALD. If it is in order, I will offer the amendment, that 
it may be considered by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The Chair 
will inform the Senator from Indiana that his understanding is that 
the amendment at the place where he proposes it will come in after 
disposing of the amendment moved by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I then submit it to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. FERRY. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that his amend- 
ment, not being an amendment to the amendment proposed by the 
ag from Colorado, will come in after the word dollars“ in 

ne 2 

Mr. McDONALD, My first amendment is to strike ont in line 20 
the words “nor more than $4,000,000 per month,” and then to insert 
in line 22, after the word “ dollars,” “and there shall not be less than 
thirty-six million of sach dollars coined in any one year.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 

Mr. FERRY. The amendment is not in order. It is not an amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. It 
will be in order after the vote has been taken on that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so stated to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. The question is upon the amendment proposed 
to the amendment adopted and reconsidered on the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. FERRY. As I understand, the Senator from Colorado accepts 
my modification, and it becomes his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is 
not in order for a Senator, without unanimous consent, to accept an 
amendment to an amendment, although proposed by him, which bas 
once been adopted by the Senate and reconsidered. It is a mere 
matter of form. 

Mr. FERRY. It has been reconsidered and stands de novo, I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not so understand. 
The Chair understands that after being once adopted by the Senate 
and reconsidered it does not remain in the power of the original 
mover. The Chair understood the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS] to object to a de ure from the re rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only objected to its being done by unanimous 
consent without a formal reconsideration. I do not object to the 
Senator from Colorado oe the modification proposed if he likes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection being made, the Sena- 
tor from Colorado will be permitted to modify the amendment origi- 
nally moved by him as he pleases. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask that it be read as proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read as modified by the Senator from Colorado. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is pro; to insert in line 21 of the amend- 
ment of the committee after the word “coined” the words “monthly, 
as fast as so purchased;” so as to read: 


5 the same to be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dol- 


Mr, MORRILL, I desire to call the attention of my friend from 
Michigan to the grammatical constraction of the amendment as pro- 
posed by the Committee on Finance. He will see that the Secretary 
of the ury is authorized and directed to purchase this coin 
monthly, and cause the same to be coined into such dollars. There 
can be nothing more plain than that it is and will be as much the 


Su 


duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to have this bullion coined as 
to purchase it. 

. FERRY. I desire to put a question to the Senator from Ver- 
mont who has just spoken. This clause refers entirely to the pur- 
chase, that the tary of the Treasury shall purchase monthly. 

Mr. MORRILL. And cause the same to be coined. 

Mr. FERRY. And cause it to be coined when? 

Mr. MORRILL. Monthly. 

Mr. FERRY. At what time? 

Mr. MORRILL. Monthly, of course. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator says monthly, of course ;” but that 
is a question of construction. We propose to put it in such dengue 
as toat not only he shall purchase monthly, but that he shall coin 
monthly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, once a month. 

Mr. FERRY. Well, once a month and twelve months in a year, 
which would be monthly. Now let me read: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed * to purchase 
from time to time silver bullion, at the market price thereof, not less than two mill- 
ion dollars’ worth per month, nor more than four million dollars’ worth per month 


That is, the purchase of that amount— 
and cause the same to be coined into such dollars. 


But it does noi say when he is to coin that amount. The proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado is to say that he shall not only 
3 so much per month, but he shall coin that much per 
month. 

Mr. ALLISON. The objection that I have to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Michigan and accepted by the Senator from 
Colorado is that it does not seem to be in accord with the idea of the 
amendment of the committee. In the first place, there is a graduat- 
ing scale of coinage varying from two to four million dollars a month. 
Why? It is to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to coin as many 
silver dollars as the present mint capacity will enable him to coin 
in any single month. It may be that this month two millions can be 
coined, and next month three, and another month, when all the mints 
are in good order and gold coinage is not required, that four millions 
can be coined. But now it is proposed to provide that he shall pur- 
chase from two to four millions a month and shall coin as fast as he 
purchases. Suppose that isan impossibility. Suppose this month he 
purchases $4,000,000 of bullion and the miut capacity will only sufiice 
to coin $3,000,000. Then the amendment of the Senator from Colorado 
would absolutely fail. What we propose here is certainly so plain 
that a wayfaring man cannot mistake it, namely, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall keep bullion on hand sufiicient to coin according 
to the capacity of the Mint $4,000,000 a month, if he can, and if not it 
shall not be less than $2,000,000. He is to keep the mints up to that 
capavity, and so coin as to have only on hand $5,000,000 of bullion at 
any one time. 

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question! 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FERRY. I desire to ask the Senator, as he has the credit, and 
it is an honorable one, of introducing the amendment 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FERRY, I ask the Senator what the intention was in making 
this limitation? Why not have it left entirely to the discretion of 
the Secretary of the ury to purchase bullion and coin it into 
silver dollars? But the Senator from Iowa thought fit to restrict the 
Secretary of the Treasury; in other words to direct him that he shall 
purchase $2,000,000 per month, not leaving it in his discretion, and fur- 
thermore directing that there shall be no more than $4,000,000 coined 
per month. I was on general principles opposed to the maximum 
limitation; but with a beneficial minimum limitation I am willing 
to vote for the maximum, in that it compelled the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase at least two millions per month, and if we have 
but twenty-four millions per year that would at least come near the 
capacity of the mints at the present time. 

r. ALLISON. The committee consulted the Director of the Mint 
with reference to the reasonable capacity of the various mints. He 
said, as I remember, to the committee, or to gentlemen who made the 
inquiry of him, that we could coin each aud every month at least 
$2,000,000, and that if the New Orleans mint were opened he could 
probably coin half a million more per month. Therefore we placed 
the limit so that the reasonable capacity should be used month by 
month for these p of coinage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me ask my friend a question in this connec- 
tion. I think the Senate would like to know, and the people of the 
country as far asthey have anything to do with it, would like to know 
on the topic of which he is now speaking, whether this amount of 
coinage of the dollar merely is to suspend or diminish the gold coin- 
age and the coinage of the subsidiary silver coins, or is that to go on 
as it does now ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is undoubtedly to go on as it is now going 
on, from time to time as gold may be carried to the mints or as the 
requirements for subsidiary silver coin may call for additional coinage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if I understand the Senator, this maximum 
of four millionds not so great as to exclude from the operations of the 
minta subsidiary silver and gold according to the necessities of busi- 
ness i 
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Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Am I right about that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator allow me to put him one question, 
and then I think Ishall be done? Suppose this provision to become a 
law, I ask him if the Secretary of the Treasury should purchase for 
the months of March and April 8 of silver bullion each month, 


making four million, there being no limitation in the latter clause of 
the amendment, would it in his judgment be a violation of this sec- 
tion if the Secretary of the Treasury should not coin one dollar of 
those four million during those two months ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Plainly and clearly it would be a violation of the 
letter and spirit of the section. I do not believe that any Secretary 
of the Treasury, in the face of this law, would fail to carry it out 
according to its reasonable intendment. I am snre the present Sec- 
retary of the will do so. The object of the provision is that 
the mints of the United States shall be usefully and constantly em- 
ployed in the coinage of silver dollars as seme as they can be 
coined consistent with the other coinage necessarily p ing at 
the mints. That is the spirit and intent of the bill with the amend- 
ments of the Finance Committee, and within its reasonable require- 
ments I have no doubt the Secretary of the Treasury and the Director 
of the Mint will faithfully carry out its provisions. 

Mr. FERRY. I am not so sure that the question of consttuction 
will turn upon the spirit of the statute. -My experience thus far in 
regard to the construction of statutes is that the construction is 
usually upon the letter, not the spirit. We have had occasion in that 
respect to pass judgment upon the construction of statutes that have 
been passed recently in regard to the financial affairs of the country. 
I take it that when the Secretary has this statute before him, he will 
constrne it as it reads. He does not enter into the Senate to learn 
what was the spirit under which it was framed, but he considers what 
it reads plainly in black and white; and it will be the fair, plain con- 
struction of the language which will control his judgment. Let me 
illustrate. We passed a statute here in relation to the retirement of 
what is known as the greenback currency of the country in propor- 
tion to the issue of national-bank currency. The language of the 
statute was “redeem ;” yet the construction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was not only to redeem but to retire and cancel. I call the 
attention of the Senator to the report of the Secretary of the Treasu 
upon that point, where he uses the additional language “redeem 
retired, and canceled ” under the statute which expresses simply the 
word “redeemed.” I think Lam notover-tenacious in asking that this 
language should be made clear and in sustaining the amendment 
now proposed by the Senator from Colorado so that the coinage of 
this metal shall be in proportion to the purchase of bullion. 

Mr. MERRIMON. About this subject we ought to be very cireum- 
spect and understand exactly what we are wee i it seems to me. I 
have heard something said about the capacity of the mints. One pro- 
vision contained in the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] is in these words: 

And as much more as can be coined at the mints of the United States. 

lf you take the literal meaning of those words it is that you are to 
coin silver dollars and nothing else. Is that what is contemplated ; 
or is the coinage of subsidiary coin to go on because it is necessary, 
and is the gold coinage to be carried on at the same time? What is 
meant, in other words, by “the capacity of the mints?” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam opposed to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky and therefore do not propose to interpret it 
for him; but it is certain that our mints will be called upon to coin 

old from time to time and they may be called upon to coin subsid- 
jary silver. It is not the intention of the e ee proposed by 
the Finance Committee to interfere with the ordinary and 
coinage of gold and subsidiary silver; and therefore this maximum 
and minimum were fixed so as to afford a play to the mints, there 
being perhaps one month more gold to be coined than another, and 
the mints could in the mean time be occupied in the additional coin- 
age of silver. x 

Mr. MERRIMON. I beg to ask this question : Can the coinage of 
silver dollars and the gold coinage go on at the same time ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I have understood, I think from the Director of 
the Mint himself, that the capacity of the mints was about $40,000,000 
a year. Now, if he is to coin thirty-six million silver dollars he will 
have very little margin to coin gold dollars and subsidiary coin. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is now speaking of the amendment 
8 by the Senator from Kentucky, which is not a part of the 
ill as recommended by the committee. 5 k 

Mr. MERRIMON. I understood the Senator to accept an amend- 
ment res the minimum from two to three millions. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has not been voted upon. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I thought that was accepted. My inquiry was 
as to what is meant by “the capacity of the mints.” That seems to 
be a subject that we ought to understand in order to know exactly 
whether this pova is intended in auy way to interfere with the 
coinage of gold or of subsidiary silver coins. 

Mr. ALLISON. The pn in the amendment of the Finance 
Committee is not intended to interfere with the ordinary and regular 
coinage of the mints, 


Mr. MERRIMON. But will it do so? I take it that you are inter- 
fering on that subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Director of the Mint says it will not. That is 
all I know about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. CHAFFEE] to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Let it be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “coined,” in line 21, it is pro- 
posed to insert “monthly, as fast as so purchased ;” so as to read: 


And cause the same to be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, there being 
on a division—ayes 23, noes 16. 

Mr. McDONALD. Is it in order for me now to move an amend- 
ment to this same provision! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order. 

Mr. McDONALD. Then I move to amend the amendment reported 
by the committee by striking out in line 20 the words “nor more 
than four million dollars’ worth month,” and in line 22, after tho 
word “dollars,” inserting “and there shall not be less than thirty-six 
millions of such dollars coined in any one year ;” so as to read: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed, out of any mone: 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to purchase, from time to time, silver 
dollars at the market price thereof, not less than two million dollars“ ee pae 

suol 


month, and cause the same to bo coined monthly, as fast as so hased, 
millions of such dollars coined 


dollars ; and there shall not be less than thirty-six 
in any one year. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I think the Senator from Indiana will see that 
that is inconsistent with the first part of the amendment in the 
twentieth line. The amendment of the committee provides that not 
less than two million dollars’ worth per month shall be coined; and 
afterward to insert a provision that there shall not be less than 
$36,000,000 a year coined, which is equivalent to $3,000,000 a month, 
would be inconsistent. 

Mr. WHYTE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry just here. 
Are not these two amendments instead of one, the motion being to 
strike out a portion of the amendment of the committee and to insert 
words in some other portion of the amendment? ~ 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not see an inconsistency in the amendment 
which I offered, The coinage of two millions a month, if simply kept 
up at that standard, would be twenty-four inillions a year, whereas 
the amendment that I propose is that, while there must be two mill- 
ions coined each month, there shall not be less coined in a year than 
thirty-six millions. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator does not move to strike out two 
millions per month, which is the minimum. He leaves that in, and 
afterward provides that there shall not be less than three millions a 
month coined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would say in reply to the 
parliamentary inquiry of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] 
that the amendment being in a single sentence and designed to effect 
one object, it will be Ay ese as one amendment, subject to the right 
of any Senator to call for a division. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then I call for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland calls 
for a division upon the amendment to the amendment, and the ques- 
tion will be first taken on striking out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Indiana in reference to his amendment. I see that he desires 
5 effect a coinage of not less than $36,000,000 per annum of silver 

ollars. 

Mr. McDONALD. Les, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that be true, I suggest to him to allow the 
amendment of the committee to stand as it is, and then at the end 
of line 27 to add: 

Provided, That the total coinage in any one year shall not be less than $36,000,000. 


In that way he will cover the exact point he wishes to reach. 

Mr. McDONALD. I have no objection at all to the amendment 
going in at the point suggested by the Senator from Iowa, as that 
effects the purpose I designed to accomplish. I accept the sugges- 
1 . by the Senator from Iowa, and will move to add after 

ine 27: 

And that the total coinage in any one year shall not be less than 636, 000, 000. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Iowa whether, if the 
mints are compelled to coin $36,000,000 annually, it will not prevent 
their being used for the coinage of subsidiary coin and for the coin- 


age of gold? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am suggesting to the Senator from Indiana where 
he should insert his amendment. I am not expressing an opinion as 
to the merits of the amendment at this moment. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like very much to have an expression 
of the opinion of the Senator from Iowa at this moment on that 

int. 

225. ALLISON. If the Senator from Vermont desires my own 
views, I think that the Director of the Mint can coin $36,000,000 per 
annum, and still not interfere with the reasonable requirements of 
the mints with reference to other coinage. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you intend that he shall interfere with the 
other coinage? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I do not myself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then we shall offer an amendment that will 
secure that, aud get your vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDoNALD] to the amendment of 
the committee, to insert at the end of line 27: 

And provided, That there shall not be coined less than $36,000,000 of such dol- 
lars in any one year. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McDONALD. Now I move to strike out the limitation in line 
20, being the words: 

Nor more than four million dollars’ worth per month. 


In offering this amendment I wish to say simply that, while it is 
very proper to fix a minimum I can see no reason why the maximum 
should be stated in the bill. The provisions of the law carrying this 
into effect will certainly not cause coinage more rapidly than the pub- 
lic demands, and therefore I desire to see the maximum the Senate 
committee have reported stricken out, as there can be no purpose in 
8 it in. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, there are several Senators who 
have engagements to-night. I believe that the friends of this bill 
wish to sit it out to-night, and in fact that was the understanding; 
but yet as we ought to do all we can to contribute to the convenience 
of our brethren in the Senate, I move, if I may do so, or ask unani- 
L 1 to move, that at six o’clock we take a recess until eight. 

“ o! “ o! » 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; let us stay and finish it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion requires unanimous con- 
sent under the understanding of the Senate, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make no objection to the Senator trying the 
sense of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. WHYTE. I object, so far as unanimons consent is concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the motion 
to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I do not object to this motion if it re- 
lates to the convenience of Senators, and if it is understood that we 
shall come back here at eight o’clock and finish this bill before a final 
adjournment to-day, as we have already unanimously to do; 
but unless every Senator distinctly understands that, I rather doubt 
the propriety of taking a recess now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa, who has 
charge of the bill, and whom I intend to follow to the close of it, 
whether there can be any serious objection to adjourning until to- 
morrow at noon and then going on, with the understanding that there 
shall be no reopeving of the general debate, but that the five-minute 
rule shall be applied, so that we may go on and finish the bill to-mor- 
row instead of staying here until after midnight probably f 

Mr, 155 pared You cannot have a five-minute rule on this bill, 
my friend. 

r. VOORHEES. I only make the suggestion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It is proper to suggest it, but this is not the bill 
to make such a rule on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN,] that at six 
o’clock the Senate take a recess for two hours. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator from Iowa stated just now 
that there had been an understanding that when the Senate met to- 
day it should not adjourn without having acted upon this bill finally. 
I was not present when any such arrangement was made, but I hold 
myself bound by it if such was the understanding. 

Ar. EDMUNDS. There is nothing on the Journal about it. 

Mr. ALLISON, On Wednesday it was unanimously that on 
this day the Senate was to continue in session until a final vote should 
be taken upon this bill. I think very likely the Senator from Dela- 
ware was out of his seat at the time. 

Mr. BAYARD. I never beard of it before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will examine the Rec- 


ORD. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was just before the Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. MerrimMon] made his remarks. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, (after a pause.) What amendment 
is pending? Why do we not go on? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary is examining the Rec- 

ORD in ce to the e 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand no one makes a ques- 
tion npon it. My friend from Delaware does not question the fact. 

Mr. BAYARD. I question the statement of no one in the Senate, 
of course; but I do not understand that the arrangement was made. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the Rec- 
ORD, with the leave of the Senator from Indiana. 
65 7 Chief Clerk read as follows from the debates of Wednesday 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to the understanding that a 
vote shall be taken upon the pending bill on Friday before the adjournment f 
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Mr. ALLISON. And on the amendments. 
The 


‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. And upon the amendments. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and it is so understood. — 


Mr. McDONALD. I simply propose to suggest whether it cannot 
be so arranged that we need not stay here to-night. The general 
debate on these propositions has been closed, and certainly no great 
deal of time will be taken up hereafterin discussion. Having reached 
a point, it seems to me, where we need not l keep ourselves 
here to-night in order to complete the bill, we might adjourn until 
Ar. WHYTE. I h assage 

; . I amas much opposed to the p of this bill in 
the form in which it came from the House of Representatives as any- 
body can be, but I believe the public interest is suffering as much by 
the delay in the action of the Senate upon the Dill as it will suffer 
when the bill is Under those circumstances I, for one, am 
ready to stay here if it takes all night to dispose of this bill, that the 
business of the country may be adjusted to meet its requirements. I 
woe there will be no adjournment until it is disposed of. 

r. BLAINE. Does the Senator from Maryland think that the 
passage of this bill to-night, as it has to go back to the House in all 
probability, will e ite its final passage a single hour or minute f 

Mr. WHYTE. I do not know whether there is any chance forany 
amendment whatever to be put on this bill. My impression is that 
it is going through pure and simple as it eame from the House, and 
will probably be disposed of without debate in the other House even 
if we amend it and send it there with amendments. 

Mr. BLAINE. I cannot persuade myself that there is enough im- 
portance in that issue to make us all uncomfortable for a whole night, 
when we can dispose of the measure with perfect ease and leisure 
to-morrow. 

Mr. WHYTE. I will say to the Senator from Maine that I was 
made uncomfortable during 1268 and 1869 a good many nights in this 
Chamber when we were but seven or eight on this side of it. 

i Mr. BLAINE. The Senator need not revenge it on me; I was not 


ere then. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the pend- 
ing amendment. 
roposed to strike 


‘he CHIEF CLERK. In lines 20 and 21 it is 
out the following words from the amendment of committee: 


Nor more than four million dollars’ worth per month. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amendment 
5 the Senator from Indiana to the amendment of the Committee on 

nance, 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, there being on a 
division—ayes 13, noes 30. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be reported, 
being the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr BECK.) 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If it is not too late, I should like to have the 
yeas and nays upon the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. I 
am not one who is afraid of paving ie ee! good dollars, and I do 
not see why we should put into the bill a limitation of that kind 
that would go out as ough we were afraid of having too many. 
Although we may not be able just now to coin any more than the 
$4,000, a month, still we expect greater facilities for business in 
a few years. If this bill is worth anything it is worth standing upon 
the record for a few years to come. Therefore 1 think the words 
ought to be stricken ont. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands, the re- 
quest for the yeas and nays comes too late. The Chair understands 
that the amendments reported by the committee come first in order, 
subject to the right of Senators te move a amendment thereto. 
The amendment pro by the Senator from Kentucky is an amend- 
ment to strike out the entire amendment re by the committee 
and substitute something else. That will be in order after the com- 
mittee’s amendment has been voted upon. 

Mr, EATON. I beg the pardon of the Chair. An amendment to 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance would be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Any amendment to that amendment 
will be in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] 
moved to strike out the word “two” and insert “three,” before the 
word “ million” in the twentieth line. He is not in his seat now, 
however. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My impression is that the Senator from Georgia 
does not intend to press that amendment in committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notice has been given of such an 
amendment, 

Mr. FERRY. To which amendment does the Senator from Con- 
necticut refer? 

Mr. EATON. The next amendment following the one that we have 
adopted, the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHYTE. That is another section; that is section 2. 

Mr. EATON. Undoubtedly, but it is the succeeding amendment 
in the printed amendments. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is to insert another section. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Chair held that the amendment of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] was an amendment to the 
amendment reported by the Senator from Iowa, 
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Mr. FERRY. As I understand, the Senator from Kentucky pro- 
to perfect the amendment suggested by the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I did not understand the order of the Chair. 

Mr. EATON, The Chair ordered that as there was no amendment 
to the amendment offered by the Committee on Finance, therefore the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky was in order. I then said 
there was an amendment to be offered to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time for that amendment is the 
Present time, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. EATON. I so sopo thatit wasin order. The proposed 
section 2 is in these words: 

That immediately after the passage of this act the President shall invite the gov- 
ernments of the countries composing the Latin union, so called, &c. 

I move to strike ont in the second line, the letter “s” from the 
word “ governments,” and insert “of Great Britain, and,” so as to 
read: 


That immediately after the passage of this act the President shall invite the gov- 
ernment of Great Britain and of the countries composing the Latin union, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposed that the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut designed to propao an amendment to the com- 
mittee’s amendment, which has n already under consideration, 
when he informed the Senator that the present was the time to offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. EATON. Not at all. K 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that an 
amendment to the second section PS from the Committee on 
Finance will not be in order until all the amendments proposed to 
the first section which are now pending have been disposed of. The 
Chair understands that an amendment by the way of a substitnte to 
the amendment of the committee has been moved by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.] Therefore that will be in order before the 
amendment i i by the Senator from Connecticut, The Chair 
was led into his error by supposing that the Senator from Connecti- 
cut proposed an amendment to the first section of the committee’s 
amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Would it be in order to offer an amendment as a sub- 
stitute to the amendment of the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BECK. I offer an amendment to add at the end of line 6 of my 
amendment—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator cannot offer a further amendment 
to the amendment. We have an amendment in the third degree 
already. The Senator can modify his amendment to suit himself. It 
has not been voted upon yet, nor the yeas and nays ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I never knew much about parliamentary law, and 
therefore my error. Iwill modify the amendment which I proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky is in 
order. He gave notice of his purpose to offer an amendment at this 
time, which was printed for convenience. 

Mr. BECK. I move to strike ont all after the word “ Treasury,” in 
line 17 of the amendment of the committee, and in lieu of the words 
proposed to be stricken out to insert: 

t of in the Treasu: t otherwise ted, to pur- 
hata: oes tices tn tse MIYE ballads se the wears PODS UNAT tek Lats Gana 
$3,000,000 month, and as much more as can be coined at the mints of the United 
States, and cause the same to be coined into such dollars as 7 geet as possible; 
and the amount of money necessary to carry ont the provisions of this act is hereby 
appropriated. And any gain or seigniorage arising from this coinage shall be ac- 
counted for and paid into the Treasury as provided under existing laws relative to 
subsidiary coinage: Provided, That whenever the market price of silver bullion is 
such that it cannot be purchased by the Secretary of the Treasury as herein pro- 
vided at less than par with legal-tender notes of the United States, he shall give 
public notice of that fact; and then any citizen of the United States who is the 
owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any United States co mint or 
assay ofice, to be coined into such dollars for his benefit, upon the same and 
conditions as gold bullion is deposited for coinage under existing laws. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. WHYTE. Iunderstand, then, by this amendment that the coin- 
age of these dollars is to exclude the coinage of subsidiary silver and 
ot gold dollars. 

Ir. BECK. It is not. 

Mr. WHYTE. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. BECK. The effect of it is not to do that. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then I should like the Senator from Kentucky to 
explain if coining 83,000, 000 a month and as much more as can be 
coined at the mints of the United States, and to cause the same to be 
coined into said dollars, would not occupy the whole capacity of the 


mints. 

Mr. BECK. The meaning of it is to occupy the capacity of the 
mints without serine tak it shall interfere with gold coinage at all. 

Mr. SARGENT. at would be the necessary effect of it. In the 
State of California there will be some $12,000,000 of gold dug out 
this year, and you would have every dollar of it sent to England be- 
cause it would be excluded from coinage by this provision, and the 
Senator hopes it will! I protest against it because that will be the 
necessary result. I insist on behalf of my constituents, who produce 
gold in quantities, that the amendment shall not be to and 


sat the doors of the United States mints shall not be closed against 
em. 

Mr. BECK. There is no danger of the Secretary of the Treasury 
sotting off the coinage of gold by any interpretation of the provision 

propose. 

Mr, WHYTE. It is to be compulsory. 

Mr. BECK. The capacity of the mints is what he can coin in the 
mints and carry on the other legitimate business of course. 

Mr. SARGENT, The Senator's amendment does not say 80. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then it leaves him to do what he can with the gold 


coinage. 

Mr SARGENT. There is another point. The effect would be thut 
by speculative men, the holders of bullion, greenbacks and bullion 
would be approached. So that anybody may put their bullion in 
although it may fall afterward below the price agreed on. You sim- 
ply provide by this amendment that if bullion comes to a certain value, 
after that anybody who holds it may coin it free, notwithstanding it 
may, fall below that value, 

Mr. WHYTE. In one hour. 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir; in one hour. The amendment is imper- 
fect, and for both the reasons I have given it should not be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The effect of the proviso to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky will be in my opinion to make this free coin- 
see Don instantaneous with the passage of the bill, The provis- 

on is— 

That whenever the market price of silver bullion is such that it cannot be pur- 
chased by the Secretary of the r herein provided at less than par with 
legal. er notes of the United States, he shall give public notice of that fact; 
and then any citizen of the United States who is the owner of silver bullion may 
deposit the same * * * to be coined, &. 


Inasmuch as the bill in the first part of it makes this silver coin 
the money in which the United States may pay its debts, legul-tender 
notes, when it gets enough of it, instead of gold, as the law now stands, 
in my opinion the moment this bill has passed, or as soon as business 
adjusts itself (that is what I mean by “ moment”) the legal-tender 
notes of the United States will be alittle below the par of silver bull- 
ion, because they are to be redeemed in that silver bullion when it 
is turned into coin; and inasmuch as there isnot enough of that sil- 
ver coin to redeem them immediately they will be at adiscount from 
that fact, just as now they are at a unt as compared with gold, 
because they are not presently redeemable in gold. Therefore, the 
effect of this will be that n after the passage of this bill, the 
event will necessarily happen under a business operation that the 
occasion will have arisen when any citizen of the United States will 
be entitled to his free coin That is what it will amount to, and 
with our eyes open to that fact, if a majority of the Senate like it, I 
have nothing to say. 

Mr. BECK. I merely desire to say that while I am not sure that 
will be the effect I hope that will be the effect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It certainly will be. 

Mr. BECK. And very properly. I desire to come to the House pro- 
vision just as rapidly as I can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; that is candid and fair, and we know 
exactly what it means. 

Mr. BECK. That was the intention; but I desire to say that J had 
no idea of excluding the gold coinage by the words “as rapidly as 

ible.” I think the construction it bears is that this silver is to 
coined as rapidly as possible consistent with other legitimate obli- 
gations of the mint. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust that the friends of the bill will not vote to 
strike out the words in the amendment of the committee now pro- 
poes to bestricken out and insert the words suggested by the Senator 

rom Kentucky. I do not think the amendment suggested by him is 
any improvement upon the amendment proposed by the committee. 
THURMAN. Mr. President, I am not quite sure that the price 
of silver bullion and of greenbacks will be precisely the same should 
this bill pass, It will cost about 1 per cent. to coin silver bullion 
into “the dollars of the fathers,’ and although I feel very certain 
that the silver dollar, if this bill passes, will be worth more than the 
greenback, whether it will be worth 1 pr cent. more and also 
added to that the cost of transportation of the silver dollars, when 
they are to be had at the mints, which is also to be taken into ac- 
count, Iam not exactly prepared to say; but if that should be the 
case, then my friend from Kentucky will see at once that his amend- 
ment in its practical effect is simply the House bill. 

Mr. BECK, I desire to come to the House bill at the earliest pos- 
sible moment, but as long as silver bullion is 6, 8, or 10 per cent. below 
gold, I do not want this Congress to so vote as to mre any private 
citizen, or any foreign nation, or any foreign corporation that seignior- 


age. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ihave no fear from any foreign government, 

Mr. BECK. Or any private man from Europe. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no fear of any private man from Europe 
bringing here too much silver for us to absorb; and, therefore, that 
will not trouble me. With respect to the silver and the greenback, 
for the reason that I have stated, it seems to me that there is no 
necessity for this amendment of my friend; but there are two serious 
objections to it that have been noted. One is that it looks to exclud- 
ing from the coinage gold and the subsidiary silver coins. I hope my 
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friend from Kentucky will reconsider the matter and let us stand by 
the bill. 

Mr. BECK. All I have to say is that the amendment looks neither 
to the exclusion of gold nor of subsidiary coinage as I understand it; 
but, if it is thought it does, a very simple remedy is to vote it down. 
I want the bill passed in some shape. I will vote for the House bill. 
I prefer the amendment I have offered, but if that is not right, vote 
it down, and I will vote for the House bill pure and Fre if I can, 
and if the California miners, the Nevada miners, and the combi- 
nations of bullionists make four or five millions a year and the people 
have to carry it, it is not my fault. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendufent to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McDONALD. I now move that the Senate take a recess antil 
eleven o'clock to-morrow. [“ No!” „No!“ ] I do not think that any- 
thing can possibly be lost by taking a night's rest to-night and com- 
pleting the bill to-morrow. i 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Indiana will not press 
that motion. 

Mr. McDONALD. I certainly shall press it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate now take a recess until to-morrow at eleven o’clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not debatable, but the Chair 
will hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the motion is not debatable, is it in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear any point of 
order that any Senator may raise. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to transgress the rules of the Sen- 
ate, although I am o to this recess. If these gentlemen want 
a postponement until Monday I shall not object to it for one, but 
some of us have important business to-morrow and it would not be 
pleasant to be subjected to attendance upon the Senate when there 
is no oceasion for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to debate the question, but I submit 
to my friend from Indiana that his motion is a pe delicate way of 
avoiding a direct motion to adjourn until twelve o'clock to-morrow, 
baler would not be in order under the agreement that we have 
made, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be in order, but it would be against the 
understanding. : 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be against the understanding, certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we all understand the motion, and I 
object to any discussion. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that no order 
of the Senate is entered on the Journal in respect to the matter spoken 
of by Senators. x 

Mr. McDONALD. Idonot think it would violate Any understand- 
ing of the Senate to take the recess I propose. I apprehend at the 
time that understanding was entered into it could not be told how 
long a time would be occupied in general debate on this question. 
That debate has been entirely closed, and we have nothing to do now 
but to complete the questions that are before us by voting upon the 
various amendments that are offered and upon the bill finally. I do 
not see that it would be any violation of the agreement or understand- 
ing for us to take a night’s rest and complete the bill to-morrow, 

r. CONKLING. en let us adjourn until Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on tho motion of the 
Senator from Indiana that the Senate now take a recess until to-mor- 
row at eleven o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 18, 
noes 35, 

Mr. MORRILL. I movethat we take a recess from now until seven 
o'clock. [“No!” “Nol” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CONOVER. I move to amend by saying nine o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. CONOVER. ] 

The amendment was not d to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE The question recurs on tlie motion 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] that the Senate take a 
recess until seven o'clock, 

The motion was not to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment 1 by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EDM Let it be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment of the committee is to 
strike out of the bill, commencing in line 12 of section 1, the follow- 
ing words: 

And any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any United States coin- 
age mint or ray Ae to be coined into such dollars for his benefit, upon the same 
terms and conditions as gold bullion is deposited for coinage under existing laws, 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to from time to time, silver 
bullion, at the market prico thereof, not less two million dollars’ worth per 
month, nor more than four million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to 
be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars, And any gain or 
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seigniorage arising from this coinage shall be accounted for and paid into the Treas- 
ury, a8 provided ter e en relative to the subsi — $ ü 
That the amount of money at any one time invested in such lion, exclus- 
ive of such resulting coin, shall not exceed $5,009,000. 


Mr. MORRILL. At the end of the pro amendmené on the 
part of the Committee on Finance, after the word “ dollars,” in line 
27, I move to insert: 

Provided further, That for the first year after the of this act not more 


than 25 cent., and for the second year not more cent. of an a 
ments of duties shall be receivable in the coinage hereby — Tey 


I offer this amendment in good faith, for the purpose of having the 
silver 425 1 cones at our us west ie all 3 the coun- 
try, and for the further purpose of allowing all parts of the country 
to be equally well served in the payment’ of duties. I understand 
that unless an amendment of this kind shall be incorporated into the 
bill, the amount of silver that will be coined will be immediately 
grabbed at one or two places, and then that all the duties that are 
payable at any other places will have to be paid in gold. I desire per- 

ectly fair play in reference to the payment of these duties. If they 
= paa a portion in silver, let all parts of the country enjoy equal 
ilities. 

Mr. WHYTE. I hope that this amendment will be adopted. This 
is a grand opportunity of getting these silver dollars for the poor man 
and to keep them out of the hands of “salt-water ain pa on the 
seaboard who will be looking for them to pay duties with. 

Mr. HOWE and Mr. SAULSBURY addressed the Chair, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 
The tendency of the measure is to degrade the silver dollar 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Wisconsin. f 

Mr. HOWE. I ayniy rose to inquire of the Senator from Vermont 
whom they are that he suspects of a wish to grab up this debased 


currency. 

Mr. MORRILL, Those persons who understand it to he worth 8 or 
10 3 cent. less than gold and who have to pay duties. 

. HOWE. They are ae to grab it? 4 

Mr. MORRILL, course they will if they have an 3 

Mr. HOWE. Oh, they are too honorable to do that. I would not 
suspect them for a moment. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and naye. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was cal'ed.) On all these ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from K \nsas, [Mr. INGALLS.] I 
understand him to be in fg zor of the bill Pte and simple, as it came 
from the House, and I do not know but tat I shonld if we are to 
have it at all. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 21, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—21, 
Anthony, Conklin Lamar, Sargen 
4 Dawes, © MoPherson, Vale, 
Blane.” Hamlin, Morrill, Rae 
e, 
Burnside, Hoar, Randolph, 
Butler, Kernan, Rollins, 
NAYS—47. 
Allison, Davis of Illinois, Jones of Nevada, Plum 
Armstrong, Davis of W. Va., Kellogg. ——.— 
Bailey, Dennis, Kirkwood, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Dorsey, MoC: Saunders, > 
Booth, Eustis, MeDonald, Spencer, 
Bruce, Ferry, MoMillan, ‘eller, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Matthews, ‘Thurman, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, Maxey, Voorhees, 
hatfee, Hereford, Merrimon, Wallace, 
l, Howo. Morgan, Windom, 
Coke, Johnston, Oglesby, Withers. 
Conover, Jones of Florida, Padd 
ABSENT—8. i 
Christiancy, Gordon, Hill, ` Patterson, 
Edmunds, Harris, Ingalls, Sharom 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. d 

Mr. BLAINE. It occurs to me that the voting on sundry amend- 
ments that are pending would be simplified if the vote of Senate 
were first taken upon an amendment which will bè offeređ-in its 
order, but which if put now would clear away a good deal of doubt 
about other amendments; that is on fixing the number of grains in 
the dollar. I suppose there is no doubt whatever that the Senate 
indicates one way of voting, but I should like to move now that the 
amendments on that question be disposed of. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Maine to wait until 
the amendments of the committee are disposed of. 

Mr. BLAINE. I thought they were disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, they are not di of. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will wait until the amendments of the committee 
are dis of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
of the committee, as modified. 
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Mr. WALLACE, I move to amend in line 22, after the word “ dol- 


lars,” by adding the following : 
And one hundred million of such dollars shall be coined during three from 
this date, and if the average mon paid for said silver a 


thly gold price 
the last twelve months thereof shall be less than ninety-seven one-hundredths 
a gold dollar, the Secretary of the Treasury may suspend such coinage until fur- 
ther action by Congress. 

The Senate will at once see that this is the logical result of my 
position so far as I have been able to impress it on the Senate in 
regard to this question. I believe that silver bullion will appreciate 
by use, and by the debt-paying power impressed upon it. I want to 
test that question by coining one hundred million of legal-tender 
dollars available for all purposes. If, during the last twelve of the 
thirty-six months during which these $100,000,000 are being coined, 
the actual monthly average of cash paid for silver bullion shall be 
more than 3 per cent. below a gold dollar, then action should come 
by Congress to the value of the two forms of money; in 
other words, that then we will haye ascertained by practical experi- 
ence the real difference between gold and silver as money. I need 
say no more to the Senate on this question, but simply ask a vote 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. FERRY. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, if he will permit ? 

Mr. WALLACE. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRY. Would it not be as wise to wait until the end of 
three pi for a modification of the value rather than to anticipate 
it now 

Mr. WALLACE, It seems to me that there is something due to the 
sentiment that we have heard from a good many sections of the coun- 
try represented here. I want to meet by a practical answer the alle- 
gations that have gone to the country from this floor and the ch: 
that we are attempting to put cheap. money upon the owners of the 
indebtedness of the Government or to provide a debased currency for 
payment of labor. I wish to do nothing of this kind. I want to re- 
store both gold and silver as the measures of value. I desire to make 
both these moneys legal-tender money. I believe that $100,000,000 
is enough to test that question upon. I think that three years is a 
proper period of time to test it; and when we shall have had practi- 
cal experience, during the last twelve months of those three years, 
by means of our own purchases monthly, of what the real price of 
silver bullion is, then we shall have reached a point from which we 
can the value between the moneys. Why shall we wait 
until that period comes to make this declaration? Can we not say 
now that we believe no harm can come, that we intend to do none? 
It is my belief, it is the belief of those who act with me and of man 
whom I represent on this floor, that these two metals will ee 
mate each other in value when silver is made money and the use of 
bullion is fairly tested. Why should we not say we mean to test this 
question experimentally and fairly, as a practical question, doing no 
violence to any interest and carefully and — trying the future ? 

Mr. FERRY. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania will not the 
effect be, by anticipating at this time, upon the public mind as much 
as though we said that there would be a depreciation ? 4 

Mr. WALLACE. Ithink not. 

Mr. FERRY. I believe there will not be a depreciation, and I would 
be unwilling at this time in advance to say that there may be a depre- 
ciation, My judgment is that silver will a bape the moment this 
bill is passed ; therefore I am willing to abide the future; it will be 
time enough when it arrives to correct the evil if there be any. 
judgment is that there will be no evil, and if there be any modifica- 
tion needed it will be on the other side, to reduce the value rather 
than to enhance the value. 

Mr. WALLACE. We shall meet the evil when it comes; there is 
to be no danger in that on 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLISON. I trust this amendment will not be adopted. It 
makes provision for what shall be done three years from now. Con- 
gress is very likely to be in session several times between now and then, 
and if any modification is required, of course the men who come after 
us will be as intelligent as we are on this subject, and can make the 


n modifications. 

“Mr. BLAINE. Does not the Senator from Iowa think that would 
hea strong expression of confidence on the part of those who 
believe in a dollar of 4124 grains? a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But 1 they have not that confidence ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Does not the Senator think that no form of confi- 
dence could be stronger to go out from the Senate of the United States 
than that which the Senator from Pennsylvania has proposed, and 
pre a pr pe havo a very large effect in appreciating the value of the 
do! 


Mr. ALLISON. I can imagine a very much stronger method of ex- 
pressing our confidence, and that is by resolving by our votes that we 
believe that gold and silver will be equal to each other. 

Mr. . That is faith, but the Senator from Pennsylvania 
pro) 


B 
works. ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But make faith a legal tender, and it is just as 
good! There is no trouble about that! 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I should not trouble the Senate 
with a word on this question if the yeas and nays had not been 
ordered; but as they have been, I wish to state why I shall vote 


against the amendment offered by my friend from Pennsylvania. I 


am very sure there is no one in the Senate who has more respect for 
his opinions than I have, and I know he is a sincere friend of the 
remonetization of silver; butit does seem to me that this amendment 
ought not to be ps on this bill. I think just the opposite of the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine. I think the effect of adopting 
this amendment, instead of being a defiant boast that silver will be 
equal to gold and a challenge and defiance to those who hold the 
other view, will be to cast doubt and distrust on the point whether 
it will be equal to gue. I think the American people do not expect 
their Congress to brag, to utter defiance, to say in the face of the 
people, „We will show you that we are right.” I think they expect 
the legislation of Congress to be deliberate, considerate, and wise. 

Now, Mr. President, what must be the effect of this amendment 
should it be adopted? It must be to say to the people of the United 
States, as suggested by the Senator from Michigan,“ We are not con- 
fident of the results of our own work; we distrust what we are doing.” 
But that is not all. I submit to my friend from Pennsylvania whether 
if his amendment be adopted we are not putting ourselyes in the toils 
of the gold-brokers of the city of New York, who may corner gold or 
corner silver, who may bull or bear gold or bull or bear silver, and 
thereby affect the legislation of the United States. No, Mr. President, 
it seems to me that if we are right in this business, there is but one 
way to do, and that is to say to the world, “Silver shall not be de- 
monetized in the United States.” Its purchasing power, as demon- 
strated by the Senator from Nevada yesterday, is more than 10, ay 
nearly 20 per cent. more than it was when it was demonetized; an 
that is enough. It is enough for this country to pay 10 or 20 per 
cent. more in wheat and corn and beef and pork for the silver dollar, 
without requiring it to pay still more; and if we are in earnest in 
this bill, if it is not all a sham, if it is not all demagogism, if it is not 
all an art of political adventurers, if it is the earnest work of earnest 
and truthful men, do not Jet us throw discredit upon it, 

Mr. HOWE, Mr. President, I am very sorry that this motion is 
made. I shall have to vote against it. I do not want any one to say 
that I advertise by my vote on this amendment that if a certain con- 
dition of things shall happen three years hence I will not meet that 
condition justly. But I make this one suggestion to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, that it is not for us to say what shall be the law of our 
coinage or of anything else three years hence. We can say what it 
shall be to- day or to-morrow or while we are here. It is another body 
of men very different who will be empowered to say what it shall be 
three years hence. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not propose to say by this amendment what 
shall be done three years hence, but I simply propose to declare that 
when we shall have tested during that period of time the question as 
to whether the two metals as money will approximate, or whether 
the divergence will then be so great that Congress must readjust the 
relative value between the metals coined —— 

Mr. HOWE. Will you not allow the amendment to be read! 

Mr. WALLACE. rtainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It provides that coinage shall cease. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


One hundred millions of such dollars shall . 
this date, and if the average ONAN e ver during 
less than seven 


My | the last twelve months thereof shall one-hundredths of a 
gold dollar, the Secretary of the Treasury may such coinage until further 
action by Congress. 


Mr. WALLACE. We give to the Secretary of the Treasury the 
power to suspend it if there be a difference between gold dollars and 
silver bullion exceeding 3 per cent. after three years 8 and 
I put it to the Senator from Wisconsin whether he would not ask the 
Secre of the Treasury to suspend the coinage under such circum- 
stances 

Mr. HOWE. I answer that there will be another body of men here 
then, and if they think the condition of things requires that this 
coinage shall be Feces they will suspend it, no matter what we 
say, and if they think it should not be suspended it will not be sus- 
pended, no matter what we say. 

Mr. WALLACE. Do I understand the position of the Senator? 
Is it that if this is to be a vice, as the opponents of those with 
whom I have acted up to this point contend it is to be, that vice is 
to be continued? I do not believe in any such continuance, if it 
shall so result, and I believe if it is found to be a good it ought to be 
continued. My opinion is that it is to be a good to the country. If 
it be the reverse of that, I and my people want it to cease at the ear- 
liest moment at which we have demonstrated its evil results. Hence, 
I say, when we shall have proved during a period of twelve months, 
the last twelve of the thirty-six, by ac practical experience in buy- 
ing the bullion needed, that there is a gap that keeps two values upon 
our metallic legal tenders, then the time will have come when we 
should suspend the coinage of silver dollars and readjust the values 
thereof. 

And, Mr. President, we have, besides that, the opportunity to sub- 
mit this matter to the le between this time and the end of the 
thirty-six months named in two important canvasses. But, sir, I do 
not believe that corners in gold or corners in silver can be made b 


virtue of this provision. y, sir, the coinage of silver dollars wit 
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the full capacity of the mints is to run for two years before we begin 
to test the value of silver bullion as compared to gold coin. There 
is unlimited coinage of thirty-three and one-third millions of dollars 
a year for two years before we even think of adjusting values. Will 
not this period of time, with the necessary use of the metal under the 
law of demand and supply, increase the value of the bullion? Will 
not the debt-paying power of the money coined and used increase 
its value? Your practical experiment goes on for two years before 
your monthly average commences to run, and if during the then suc- 
ceeding twelve months you practically find that the difference is 
more than 3 per cent. between the two me reason and right both 
say we ought to cease the coinage of silver dollars until Congress can 
readjust relative 8 
Mr. WHYTE. . President, there is nothing extraordinary in this 

roposition limiting the coinage to three ma I cannot lay m 

and upon the act of either 1834 or 1837, but I am sure that the b 
reported by the Committee on Coinage in 1834 contained the very pro- 
vision limiting that coinage to three years as proposed here. I have 
seen it. 

Mr. WITHERS. My objections to the amendment offered by my 
friend from Pennsylvania are three. I object to it in the first place 
because it is a virtual admission of weakness in our law. It is an 
admission that by three years possibly the silver may not have appre- 
ciated to a value equivalent to that of gold. 

Mr. EATON. Is not the admission true? f 

Mr. WITHERS. Iwill tell you three years hence. I feel no appre- 
hension of weakness. I feel just as confident that it will be worth 
the full value of gold as the Senator from Connecticut feels that it 
will be of less value than gold. 

In the second place I object to it because it offers a premium for de- 
preciation. It is a proclamation to tho gold bullionists everywhere, 
“Tf you can by any manner of means so arrange as to produce a cor- 
ner in gold at the expiration of three years then we will do away with 
this silver coinage.” 

The third objection has been su by the Senator from Wis- 
consin very properly, that it is entirely useless, for if a condition of 
things shall have arisen by the expiration of three years that renders 
it necessary, the Con in session at that time will so legislate as 
to provide for the difficulty; and if we should have this law now the 
ni “esd for sits three years hence, if the contingency require it, 
will Tepeal-our action and so legislate as may in their opinion best 
subserve the interests of the coun But my greatest objection to 
it is the admission of weakness which it implies. Just as well tell 
an army advancing to the attack, “If you fail to carry this position 
pr must fall back and form the army at a certain place in the rear,” 

o army would take a position upon earth that had such instructions 
from its commandin ee 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. dent, I 5 ol the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE.] The only criti- 
cism I would make is that the time when we shall cease to coin depre- 
ciated dollars is postponed too long, I would much prefer that the 
coinage should cease at the end of two years if this dollar does not 
prove to be equal to the standard dollar of the commercial world. 
Any vote that I shall give to-day upon this bill and amendments shall 
be given with the hope at least that the silver dollar to be coined will 
be equal to the gold dollar. And so far from this amendment express- 
ing a want of faith, as feared by some Senators, I its passage 
as the strongest expression not only of our faith, but of an honest 
intention on the part of this Senate to show its faith by its works. 
Senators seem to fear that we shall depreciate this proposed financial 
creation by a disclosure of our own lack of faith in it, just as if our 
expression of faith, or our determination as to what it shall be worth, 
would in the slightest degre affect the market value of the dollar 
when coined. It will be governed by other considerations than the 
confidence in its value of those gentlemen who vote for or against it. 
Tam in favor of the remonetization of silver, provided the dollar is 
equal tothe gold dollar. Senators declare their belief that it will be. 
Let us then give the world an expression, not only of our faith in it, 
but of our honest intention to it so hereafter, if we fail to-night 
to fd he the right quantity of silver to accomplish that object. 

e great difficulty I have encountered throughout this debate 
and I confess I bave had difiiculties—has been to know just how many 
grains of silver shculd compose the silver dollar. I think that is the 
58 and marrow of this whole question. I have not troubled the 

ate with many words an the subject; but I have been a very at- 
tentive and patient listencr for the last six weeks, and have earnestly 
sought to arrive at the truth with reference to it. Some Senators 
tell us, doubtless in gool faith, that a silver dollar of 412} grains will 
be equal to the gold dollar. They assume that the mere act of coin- 
ing ninety-two cents’ worth of silver and making it a legal tender 
will advance its value from ninety-two to one hundred cents. 

Mr. EATON. Ninety cents. 

Mr. WINDOM. I wn very much afraid it will do no such thing. 
If the depreciation of cilver could be attributed wholly to the act of 
eee; this Government, the proposed remonetization 
might be expected to reinstate its former value; but unfortunately 
for that theory there are many other causes of its decline even more 
potent than that. ‘i hey have been so often stated I will not weary 
the Senate by their repetition. Many causes having contributed to 
a given result, it may not be unreasonable to assume that the removal 


of one of these causes will not certainly remove the effects of all the 
others. I am therefore willing to give evidence of my disposition to 
make a full-sized honest dollar by voting for the sneer proposed. 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend from Minnesota allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I will; but I beg to assure the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, in all modesty and candor, that he can apply to no poorer 
source for information on this subject. I will try to answer the pee 
tion, but will first say that I am probably the only man in this body 
who is conscious of the fact that he does not know anything about 
financial matters. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have very high respect for the Senator. Will 
he please tell me why he takes the gold dollar as the standard apart 
from the act of 1873, and why it would not be just as right, just as 
specific, just as fair to reduce the number of grains in the go 
as to increase the number of grains in the silver dollar? 

Mr. WINDOM. My answer is briefly this: that several of the lead- 
ing commercial nations haye already adopted the gold dollar as the 
standard of value and others are rapidly tending in that direction. 
If we are to compete for the commerce of the world and to trade on 
equal terms with those nations we must adopt a similar measure of 
values. Whether the instrament by which values shall be measured 
be gold or silver makes no difference, in my judgment, providing the 
standards are alike. If, as assumed by the Senator’s question, that 
great instrument of trade and commerce known as the dollar has no 
recognized value, and one thing may be called a dollar as properly as 
another, why waste 412} grains? Why not call 206} grains a dollar, 
and have twice as many of them? 

Mr. THURMAN. I will say to my friend because we promised our 
creditors 4124 grains, and we cannot in honesty give them less, and 
they promised to take them. Whenever the time shall come that 
the States of the Latin union and the United States shall „ as 
they ought to do, to the ratio of 15} to 1, making provision so far as 
we are concerned that that shall only apply to future contracts, we 
ought to adopt it and then the dollar would be 400 grains. 

Mr. WINDOM. Then I will say to the Senator if there is no reason 
for making the dollar 412} grains except that we may pay the credit- 
ors whom we owed at the time silver al ac , Why not settle 
with those creditors at 412} grains and then make a dollar of only 
206 grains for our own use. By such a brilliant financial achievement 
we could at least double the number of our dollars. So remarkable an 
invention for making money cheap and plenty 9 607 to immortalize 
the inventor and certainly would do so if the of the commer- 
cial world has no intrinsic and recognized value as an instrument of 
exchange. I believe there is that which the commercial world does 
recognize as a dollar and I want ours to conform to it. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of expansion, (not inflation,) but I 
want it to be an expansion of good dollars. I do not want inferior 
ones. And while I am on this subject I will say one other thing. 
The t difficulty in this question I apprehend is that if we author- 
ize the co of an inferior dollar refuse to make the p. 
now pro by the Senator from Pennsylvania, that it shall be 
good in the future if it is not so now, it will be the only dollar in cir- 
culation. It has been admitted on all sides in this discussion that a 
superior dollar, one of greater value will not circulate with the in- 
ferior. If that be true, what will be the result? Suppose that by 
this bill we secure a depreciated dollar. Our mints cannot coin more 
than about thirty-three million silver dollars per annum. The fact 
that a depreciated dollar is authorized will cause the gold, just uow 
beginning to make its appearance, to hide itself away from the com- 
panionship of its dishonored rival or to seek some other nation where 
itis appreciated. 

Mr. ISON. Now I will ask the Senator from Minnesota to tell 
me why the gold dollar will go out if we coin the silver dollar on 
Government account ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Suppose the Senator himself has two dollars in his 
eae, one worth ninety-five cents and the other a fall dollar, and he 

as a debt to pay, which will he use? He will pay out the ninety- 
five-cent dollar and keep the one-hundred-cent dollar in his pocket. 
Everybody else will do the same thing. And further, I will say to 
the Senator from Iowa, that if we coin an inferior silver dollar and 
make it an unlimited legal tender, the metallic or bullion value of 
gold will be greater than its money value, and of course it will be 
sent to the melting-pot, or be gold as an article of merchandise. 

Mr. ALLISON. My friend will pardon me a moment. The propo- 
sition that is made in this bill for a limited coinage on Government 
account does not recognize a distinction between silver dollars and 
gold dollars. One tea oes exactly the same functionsas the other, 
and they will be eq sa phan i and the gold will not go out any 
more than the silver will go out until there is a superabundance of 
both metals for the wants of our country. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ah, Mr. President, your depreciated silver dollar 
may be made to pass as a dollar so far as our local commerce is con- 
cerned, but it be the only dollar in use, and the moment you cross 
the water and in to trade with other nations of the world it will 
pas only at its real value. It will not be a dollar in the markets of 

ve l when the Senator’s constituents and mine cross the ocean 
to sell their wheat in the markets of the world. The farmers of Min- 
nesota have some twenty-five million bushels of wheat to sell this 
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year, Its value at the place of sale will be measured by the gold price 
in Liverpool, while it will be paid for in the inferior coin of this coun- 
try; it will besold for gold in Europe and paid for in silver at home. 
If Congress shall authorize a dollar worth only ninety-two or ninety- 
five cents, the difference will have to be borne mainly by the producer. 
The Senator from Wisconsin smiles disapprovingly. I suppose he does 
not believe the story, but I tell him that the speculators, the middle- 
men between the market in Liverpool and the wheat fields of Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin will see to it that this margin between the gold 
dollar of England and the silver dollar of America finds its way into 
their own pockets. I am therefore ready to say by this amendment 
that if 412} grains of silver will not make a dollar which shall be the 
be salen of the commercial dollar of the world, I will add enough 
ilver to make it so. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] just 
now said the 3 thing that I was afraid would be said out of 
this Chamber, but did not fear would be said in the Chamber, in u 
little stronger terms than Leven apprehended it would be said ont 
side. His language was, “Then it is intended, if this be a vice, that 
the vice shall continue.” The Senator is not authorized to infer any 
such purpose on my part, although I vote against this amendment. 
I vote for the bill because I believe it is not a vice, but a virtue. 
Whether the Congress which shall sit here three years hence will 
consider it in the same 8 5 or not, I do not undertake to know, nor 
do I A yira I assume that if they think it a vice they will correct 
it; if they think it a virtue, they will adhere to it; butIam utterly 

opposed to our undertaking to say to-day what shall be done three 
years hence with reference to this matter, for two reasons: We have 
no power to say that; it would be a mere brutum fulmen if we did 
say it; and, secondly, if I knew that this silver dollar would not 
approximate to the gold dollar within three years, I would never 
agree to command the mints to suspend the dollars at that time. I 
certainly, if I had anything to say about it at that time, would think 
I was called upon to take some step to bring the two dollars into rela- 
tion to each other, but not to stop the coinage of silver. That coin- 
e must go on upon some relation, at some ratio. The one crime 
t I never will agree to is that of py nan, Be of the great metals, 
the commanding metals of the world, from the measure of value. If 
it is not worth twenty-five cents an ounce in three 1 55 I would not 
to nd the coinage of silver, but I would agree to change 
the relation between our present coinage and the coinage of gold. 
Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, I may have used stronger langnage 
than I intended to use, but I can give the Senator from Wisconsin 
this consolation at least, that if the Senate shall not adopt the amend- 
ment I have had the honor to propose and shall adopt the commit- 
tee’s amendment I shall be found voting for the bill with that in it; 
if it be a vice to do this I shall bog ani with him in that vice. If 
it be a virtue, I shall share it. Nay, further, I think I shall support 
this bill in whatever form it may take, even if it be the bill as it comes 
from the House, in justice to those I represent, and in obedience to 
the sentiment which exists among some of my own people, which 
is based upon the thought that we ought to have but one dollar in 
value, let its forms be numerous as they may. Our dollars, whether 
in legal-tender paper, in gold, or in silver, should be one in value, I 
have attempted to ingraft this amendment upon the committee’s 
amendment to the House bill, in orderthat I may thus express the log- 
ical results of my own positions taken here in the Senate and honesty 
entertained by many of my constituents as well as myself. I donot 
seek to weaken the force of remonetization but to assure its success, 
to reimpart confidence, and to demonstrate our earnest and honest 
purpose to give a common value to all our forms of legal-tender 
money. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the amendment of Mr. 
WALLACE to the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Kansas, Mr. IX GALILS. He would 


vote against the proposition and I should vote in its favor. 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 25, nays 40, as follows: 
YEAS—235. 
Anthony, Christiancy, Lamar, Wadleigh, 
Barnum, Conkling, MP. Wallace, 
Bay: Dawes, Mitchell, Whyte, 
Burnside, Eaton Morrill, Windom. 
Butler, Randolph, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Rollins, 
Cameron of Wis., Sargent, 
NAYS—40. 
Allison, Davis of Ilinois, Johnston 
Armstrong. Davis of W. Va., Jones of Florida, Oglesby, 
Bailey, Dennis, ones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Beck, Dorsey, Kellogg, 
Booth, Eustis, Kirkwood, Saunders, 
Brace, Ferry, McCreery, Spencer, 
Chaffee, Garland, McMillan, ‘eller, 
Coe Grover, Matthews, ‘Thurman, 
Coke, erefi Maxey, Voorhees, 
Conover, Howe, M „ Withers. 
ABSENT—11. 
Maine, Harris, McDonald, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, Hill. dock, Sharon. 
Gordon, Ingalls, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SARGENT. Is the question now upon the amendment reported 
by the committee? 9 0 i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. SARGENT. And an amendment subsequently on line 11 
would be in order, I su ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Line 11 of what part of the bill? 

Mr. SARGENT. On the second page, the first section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a separate amendment to 
the bill not embraced in the question of the amendment of the com- 
mittee, which is the first question. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have an amendment I wish to offer at line 11, 
but I will wait. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is this vote on the amendment of the committee 
as amended? P 

Tne PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the vote. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr, ALLISON. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand, this is the amendment of the 
committee with the addition of the words proposed by the Senator 
from Colorado, | Mr. CHAFFEE.] I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That isa curious way of starting the yeas and 
nays, making a speech first and then voting. I wish to reply to the 
Senator from iowa. 


Mr. ALLISON. | had a right to yom to my name. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC The Secretary will proceed with the 
The roll-call was proceeded with. 


Mr. BAYARD, (when his name was called.) I have endeavored 
since the roll- commenced to attract the attention of the Chair, 
but the conversation has been so loud on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, that I have been unable to make myself heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For what purpose? 

a Tea BAYARD. I was endeavoring to attract the attention of the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For what purpose does the Senator 
from Delaware rise ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not know that my remarks would have any 
effect upon this amendment, but I merely wish to draw the attention 
of the Senate—— ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection is made. The Senator 
from Delaware states that he rose before the roll-call commenced to 
address the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So did I. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He was not heard by the Chair. If 
no objection be made, the Chair will now hear the Senator from Del- 
aware. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I object. ó 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call must go on. 

The Secretary proceeded with the roll-call. 

Mr. BAILEY, (when Mr. Harris’s name was called.) Mr. Presi- 


dent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For what purpose does the Senator 
from Tennessee rise ? 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to be recognized by the Chair. My colleague, 
Mr. Harris, has been confined, as is known, for some days to a 
of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Georgia, Mr. HILL. 
If my colleague were here, he would vote “nay” on this amendment 
and I eer ea the Senator from Georgia would vote “yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 49, nays 22; as follows: 


5—49. 
* 
Allison, era Kernan, Randol 
Anthony, Davis . Va, Kirkwood, — 
Barnum, Dawes, Rollins, 
Bayard, Dorsey, Matthews, t, 
Blaine, Eaton, b 
Booth, Edmunds, McMillan, Teller, 
Bruce, A McPherson Wadleigh, 
Burnside, Merrimon, Wallace, S 
Butler, Hoar, Mitchell, Whyte, 
Cameron of Pa., Howe, orrill, Windom. 
Cameron ot Wis., In Ogleshy, 
Chaffee, . Jo! 
Christiancy, Kellogg, Plumb, 
NAYS—22, ‘ 
Armstron; Davis of Illinois, Jones of Florida, Spencer, 
Bailey, 2 Dennis, Jones of Nevada, Thurman, 
Beck, Eustis, ey, Voorhees, 
Coo! Garland, McCreery, Withers. 
Coke, Grover, „ 
Conover, Herefo 5 Saunders, 
ABSENT—5. 
Gordon, Hill, Patterson, Sharon. 
Harris, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. I wish to move an addition to the amendment just 
adopted. I had risen to make that motion while the Senator from 
Iowa was making a speech and voting at the same time, and sup- 
posed I was in time, but it turned out I was not. I move toadd at 
the end of the amendment just adopted these words: 

But nothing in this section contained shall have the effect to disturb the néces- 
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ay chip ye cojn ago of gold and of the subsidiary silver coins as now authorized 
Ww. 


So as to make it clear that the operation of this act is not to stop 
the coinage of gold coin or to stop the coinage of the subsidiary coins. 
The P. SIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 


from Vermont that strictly his amendment would be in order at a 


later time, but the Chair will submit it at this time, if no objection 
be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not wait until it is regularly in order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That comes with great grace from my friend from 
Iowa who mado a speech and closed the opportunity of anybody 


getting the floor at the same time by voting“ yea” or “ nay ” as the 


case may have been. Iam very much obliged for the courtesy of the 
su ion of the Senator from Iowa. 

r. ALLISON. Inasmuch as the Senator from Vermont has seen 
fit to refer to that, I will say to him in reply that I made no speech 
whatever. In response to an inquiry, I simply stated what the ques- 
tion was, namely, the amendment of the Committee on Finance, with 


the verbal suggestions of the Senator from Colorado incorporated 


therein. 


did. 
Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly it will, but I made no speech. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Vermont; which will be put in writing and read. 
The Chief Clerk read as the amendment of Mr, EDMUNDS: 


But nothing in this section shall be construed to interfere with the ceinage of 


gold coin or to stop the coinage of the subsidiary coins. 

Mr. FERRY. If the mints of the country are employed in coining 
gold there will be no silver coined. If it is not to interfere with the 
coinage of gold, it is a limitation then upon the coin 
I understand the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 
If so, I am opposed to it. 

Mr, EDM S. The Senator from Iowa in e e of this bill 
stated, and I believe publicly and in the debate, certainly to me, that 
as he understood from the Director of the Mint and other authentic 


sources the coinage provided for in this section of the silver dollar 


was not intended to interfere with this ordinary and customary 

operation of the mints as to the gold and the subsidiary silver coins, 

and that the 5 of the mints of the United States would be 
ual to both. I right about that? 

r. ALLISON. In order that I may not make a mistake, if the 

will read exactly what the 


Senator will yield to me a moment 
Director of the Mint says. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the point. Am I not right in stating 
tare Senator from Iowa stated to be the effect of the section as 
it st 

Mr. ALLISON. Why, Mr. President, the Senator is exactly right. 
I made that exact statement and I took it substantially from the re- 
port of the Director of the Mint. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. And therefore it was a truthful statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. I have no reason to doubt the fidelity of 
the Senator from Iowa. But in order to make it certain on the 
of the law and not leave it to probabilities, I propose that this shall 
be stated, that we are not to have the 412} grain dollar to the ex- 
clusion of everything else, but that each is to have its fair chance in 
the mechanical operations of the mints for the benefit of the people. 
That is the object of the amendment. 

Mr. WHYTE. May I ask the Senator from Vermont whether he 
will not par the word which he first used, “ necessary,” before “coin- 
age ef gold 

aN, MUNDS. I changed that out of deference to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Virginia. I thought “necessary” was prefera- 
ble, but jt seemed to be objectionable to the Senator from Virginia 
that it left it open so I now merely leave it under the authority of 
the law. The law, then, if this amendment be adopted, will apply 
to gold, to the silver di , and to the subsidiary coinage in exactly 
ual degree, according to the necessities and the demands and oper- 
ations of the affair. 

Mr. McMILLAN. May I inquire of the Senator from Vermont 
whether there is any limitation upon the coinage of gold under exist- 
ing laws; and if there isnot, whether or not amendment being 
introduced in the nature of a proviso to this section, does not take 
away the effect of the section by providing that gold shall be unlim- 
ited in coinage, and until the coinage is exhansted in gold no silver 
coins shall be issued from the mints? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, that is not the effect. Any 

old may be coined that is brought to the mints to be coined now 
y law undoubtedly. There is what is called free coinage in gold 

thongh it is not free absolutely. The charge is, I believe, only one- 
fifth of 1 per cent. The Senator from Michigan who knows all about 
it can tell us exactly. I wish to continue the ordinary coinage of gold, 
if that is as good as silver, and I have always been taught to sup 
it was so considered. Even in this debate my silver-tongued friend 
from Nevada does not contend, I believe, that gold is any worse than 
silver, and admits that it israthera good thing to have. The present 
laws provide that it may be coined, and this law which you are now 
to pass declares that not less than two and not more than four mil- 
lion silver dollars per month shall be coinedin the mints. The Sena- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Recorp will show what the Senator said and 


of silver, as 


tor in charge of the bill has stated that that may be done, and not 
interfere with the customary usual of gold EA as the 
demands of the people who haye gold bullion call for, or of the sub- 
1 coins. Now I wish this law to say, if we are to have it, 
that this 412}-grain business shall not exclude from the people through 
the mints the subsidiary silver coins that are so necessary in every 
part of the country now that the fractional currency is taken away 

and shall not exclude the gold coinage which is still thought to be o 

some value, I suppose. The Senator from Iowa says that he under- 
stands that practically it will not do it. I wish to have this law say, 
if we mean that, that it shall not do it, but that each shall stand its 
fair and equalchance. If we mean to say that every ening snail stop 
but the silver dollar, let us say so in plain terms. If we do not mean 
that, say so. If we mean to say that the coinage of the gold dollar 
and the gold two-and-a-half-dollar piece and three-dollar piece if that 
is still provided for, and the five-dollar and the ten-dollar and the 
twenty-dollar piece may still go on, and that the coinage of half 
dollars and quarters and twenty-cent pieces and dimes and so on may 
still go on, then let us say so, so that there shall be no doubt about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN, As I understand the effect of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, it is this: Under existing laws 
gold coinage is unlimited, so that the Government may occupy the 
entire capacity of the mints in coining gold. If that be the case, 
then the amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont in the 
nature of a proviso to this section which provides for the coinage of 
silver dollars makes the coinage of silver de altogether on the 
exercise of the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury whether 
he shall occupy the mints of the United States to their capacity 
in the panene of gold. z 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would not the Senator just as lief have gold as 
silver if it is coined and put out? 

Mr. McMILLAN. What my preference in the matter may be is not 
a question of importance. I only want to know what effect is to be 
given to this law. If it is intended not to have silver coin then the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont is very effective; but as I 
understand the effect it would be to make the coinage of silver de- 
pendent 1 the Secretary of the Treasury entirely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Minnesota I think is mistaken. 
If the whole capacity of the mints can be employed in the coinage of 
gold dollars instead of silver dollars, inasmuch as we all that 

old dollars now are worth more than what silver dollars there ag 
it will not hurt the public; but we all know from the condition o 
silver to gold in the world that they cannot be, and this hill proceeds 
upon that proposition. Now, all the effect my amendment has is to 
put these two metals upon an entire equality in respect of the mech- 
anism of the mints that this silver dollar shall not exclude the coin- 
of gold dollars and not exclude the coinage of the necessary sub- 
diary coins. That is all. Of course if gold were to rush in faster than 
silver and the Secretary of the Treasury therefore were occupied all 
the time with gold, it would be for him to say whether he would 
coin gold or silver, although Tam not sure that I am right in going 
as far as that, because the first part of the act requires that he sh 
coin silver dollars ; but if my amendment be adopted, the ordina 
authentic coinage of, gold would still be allowed to go on and it 
would be rather a stretch of dl in the Secretary to say if silver 
and gold were both ordered, “ I will coin no silver, but will coin gold.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to read what the Director of the Mint says 
on this subject in his annual report found in the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury: 


With our present min ey we could, with a full working force, coin 
silver dollar pieces at 3 22050 000 per month, and at the —.— time mann- 


facture the necessary gold, trade, and fractional silver co The issue of silver 
dollars for circulation to the amount above stated, F000, 00 per month,) would no 
nm 


doubt prove of much benefit to the public, and a stimulating the revival of 
business, 


I desire simply to call attention to the fact that the Director of the 
Mint here in the most explicit terms says that the coinage of $2,000,000 
a month can go on and provision still be made for the trade-dollar 
and the subsidiary silver and the gold coin that is required. The 
trade-dollar is e the control of the Secretary of the 
Treasury under existing laws. The subsidiary silver coin is limited 
to $50,000,000, nearly all of which has been coined. So I submit to 
the Senator from Vermont that there is not the slightest reason why 
his amendment should be adopted. e 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there the slightest reason against it? 

Mr. ALLISON. A very slight reason against it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very slight indeed. 

Mr. FERRY. In my judgment, the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont is a qualification of the requirement to coin 
$2,000,000 a month of silver. Now the statement just read by the 
Senator from Iowa shows that the capacity of the mints is some 
$46,000,000 a year. If the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
prevails, the Secretary of the Treasury might employ the capacity of 
the mints and coin $46,000,000 gold and that would shut out the coin- 
age of silver, 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. How is he going to get the gold to do it? 

Mr. FERRY. If he can go into the market and buy the gold with 
bonds, he can find gold enough. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the law authorize him to do that? 

Mr. FERRY. It does for resumption. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. What! To buy gold bullion ? 

Mr. FERRY. To exch: bonds for gold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For fa coin, but not for gold bullion. 

Mr. FERRY. If the of the Treasury can employ the 
eapacity of the mints to coin gold, he can then shut out the coinage 
of silver. On the other hand if the bill is left as it is, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is compelled a — coin $2,000,000 a month of silver, 
leaving a in of over $20,000,000 for the coinage of the necessary 
gold. Sol if the bill is left as it is without the amendment, it 
will secure the end sought, namely the coinage of both silver and 

ld. 

91 COKE. Mr. President, the last vote taken adopting the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance to the House bi in my humble 
2 emasculates the bill of three-fourths of its efficacy. It 
eaves an amount of discretion to the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
is known to be hostile to the bill, which may be used for the defeat 
of all the benefits which those in favor of the bill supposed would be 
derived from it. It places a limitation upon the coinage of silver, 
puts the brand upon that metal already inferior to gold in market 
quotation, and taxes the coinage of the silver dollar in a way that 
must create the impression upon the country and upon the world that 
the American Congress believe that the coinage of the silver dollar 
should not be encoura I have many regrets that it should have 
been the pleasure of the Senate to adopt that amendment. The bill 
as amended will fail to meet the demands of the American people, 
The equality in value which is being sought between silver and gold 
is ftivel denied by this bill as amended. Silver is branded as the 
inferior dollar. In addition to this the amendment of the honorable 
Senator from Vermont seeks further to postpone the silver dollar at 
the mint, as I understand-it. It proposes that the subsidiary silver 
coinage shall have precedence of the silver dollar provided for in this 
bill, if I understand the amendment properly. I hope it will not be 
the pleasure of the Senate to adopt that amendment, If adopted it 
adds another weight to those already placed by eee amendments 
upon the silver dollar that the bill provides shall be coined. . 

I had supposed that it was the purpose of the Senate to 1 8 5 for 
the coinage of a silver dollar of 412} grains, which should be J 
if it could be made equal by legislation, to the gold dollar. The 
enemies and opponents of silver remonetization have ingrafted an 
amendment upon this bill which insures the inferiority in public esti- 
mation of the dollar that we declare shall be a legal tender. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont comes in to com- 

lete the inferiority of the dollar that the people, as I understand 
Pheir demands, say shall be made equal to the gold dollar. This bill 
degrades the dollar that we all seek to exalt from its present depre- 
ciation to an equation with gold. The amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont is the only step that is necessary to complete this degra- 
dation. 

Mr. President, I am instructed by my constituents to vote to place 
gold and silver coin, the only constitutional currency, the only con- 
stitutional tender for mtg b n an equal footing, upon the same 
plane, to make them equal before the law, and as nearly as possible 
equal in value. 

Mr. EATON. One word, if my friend will allow me. 

Mr. COKE. I will 7 05 

Mr. EATON. The Senator spoke of the view of his le in mak- 
ing gold and silver equal. Do they ask that there should be a less 
fin — of grains in the silver dollar to make it equal to the gold 
dollar ? 

Mr. COKE. If I were to be entirely prudent and wished to create 
a silver dollar certainly equal to the gold dollar, I would diminish 
the dollar of 412} grains by 3} per cent., because the dollar of 412} 
ins was worth Sy yay cent. more when it was demonetized than 
the gold dollar. Through abundant caution, in order that we may 
not make a tender for debt of a dollar that is not worth a dollar, I 
advocate a dollar of 412} grains, one that was from the foundation of 
the Government a legal tender up to 1873, and when demonetized 
was worth three and a half cents more than the gold standard which 
was then erected, 

As I remarked before, this bill, as amended, will fail to meet the 
wishes of the people; it fails to come up to their expectations. The 
amendment last 9 emasculates the House bill, and I rely upon 
the representative character of those who sit elsewhere, upon the 
pape of the people of these States with their Representatives in 
the other House, to see to it that the people of the United States have 
the dollar as they demand it. The other House sent us a bill which 
secured it, and we have simply taken all the life out of it by an 
amendment that has been adopted, and the other amendment now 
proposes to finish it. I shall vote for the bill as it is amended upon 
its final passage, but I shall do so in the hope and in the belief that 
when it goes back to the Honse, where the people are more directly 
represented, the voice of the people will be asserted and heard. 

. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I must confess my astonishment 
at the speech of the Senator from Texas. Ido not understand that 
the amendment adopted by the Senate has any such effect as that sug- 
gested by him. It only contains such provision as gives the Govern- 
ment the advantage of any difference between the coined silver dollar 
and the gold dollar, if there should be any difference, and it provides 
for the coinage of as many dollars as the capacity of the mints will 
allow. How that is to prejudice the people I cannot understand. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, Iam bound to say that I think the 
Senator from Texas is to a large degree right and that my friend from 
North Carolina is wrong, The amendment that has been adopted is 
in direct opposition to theory of the bill. The bill goes upon the 
theory that private persons are to profit at the expense of the peo- 
ple, and the amendment goes upon the theory that the Government 
is to profit at the expense of the people. It changes the wrong from 


the ket of the private person to the responsible representatives 
of the people. That is what it does. E 
Mr. IMON. The Government belongs to the people. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the Government belongs to the people as my 
friend says; but a robbery committed by the Government upon the 
ple does not always inure to the benefit of every man that is robbed 

y a wrong decree. i 

Mr. President, the real truth about this business is that the whole 
spirit and animus of this bill goes upon the ground that silver is not 
worth as much as gold in the . in which they are stated in 
this bill of 16 to 1, or whatever 4124 grains may be to the dollar; and 
the House bill going upon that theory, and led by its spirit and noth- 
ing else, just like paying in depreciated paper, proceeded to declare 
that the private owners of bullion should pocket the profits while the 
laboring-man and the business man should suffer the loss. We have 
modified that, and have done the great boon to the working people 
of the United States (and there are a t many more working 
ps who arè creditors than there are of the bloated bondholders and 

ankers) of providing that, instead of allowing the private owners 
of bullion to rob the people, we will doit ourselves. That advan 
is gained and the Treasury profits by the performance instead of the 
private owners of bullion. 

Now, Mr. President, the simple question here at this present moment 
is—which is the point I arose to s about—whether you intend to 
leave the bill in this shape, that the coinage of four millions of silver 
dollars a month, which is the maximum, is to prevent the coinage of 
gold and the coinage of the minor silver coins. The Senator in e 
of the bill says that is not the intention. He said it before. He has 
read from the report of the Director of the Mint to show that is not 
the purpose and is not to be effected. Now, when I offer an amend- 
ment that states explicitly it shall not have that effect, to guard against 
any ible mistake or perversion or whatever might happen under 
the bill up to four millions a month, Senators say, “Oh, no; that 
will not do.“ The pu then, it necessarily follows, is to exclude 
the coinage of gold, althongh it is worth about ten cents on the dollar 
more than silver, if it be necessary to put off on the people four mill- 
ions a month of the silver dollars. In other words, it amounts to say- 
ht we will banish gold if necessary in order to get out four 
millions a month of silver dollars. That is the ground of the opposi- 
tion to this amendment, and I want the workingmen, to whom appeals 
have been made, the small traders, the farmers who have things to 
sell, to ponder upon what kind of friendship it is to their interest 
which says they shall not have coined for them the gold which is 
worth now ten cents more, whatever it may be worth hereafter, but 
that they shall have silver to the exclusion of it. If that is a benefit 
to the people, then the Senators who are in favor of this bill will 
have the advantage of the benefit. I move this amendment in order 
that there shall be no misunderstanding of the purpose of this body 
in a direct vote upon the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to 8 ; but my opposition 
to this amendment is not based upon the idea that farmers or me- 
chanics or any set of people are to be robbed, nor upon the idea that 
any gold that is carried to the mints to be coined will not be coined 
under the provisions of the bill as it now stands. The Director of the 
Mint tells us that he can coin $2,000,000 of silver a month, We have 
given him a limit of from two to four millions, in order to cover the 
exact point made by the Senator from Vermont, namely, thatif gold 
comes in more rapidly for coinage silver shall not be coined up to the 
maximum of $4,000,000, but if gold is not presented for coinhge then 
the present capacity of the mints shall be used for silver coinage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Then you ought to vote for my amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, Perhaps I ought, but I shall not vote for it, for the 
reason that I do not wish to prescribe specific rules for the Director 
of the Mint or the Secretary of the Treasury. But the Senator from 
Nevada has suggested to me another most excellent reason why the 
amendment is unnecessary, namely, that every holder of gold bullion 
ean carry that bullion to the Mint and secure for it stamped bars, 
and the Treasury issues certificates for those stamped bars, and those 
certificates have the power of coined money; they are receivable for 
all dues and exchanges. Therefore it is not likely that a consider- 
able amount of coinage of gold will be required. 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. Then why not adopt the amendment, as the Sen- 
ator from Michigan so wisely said a little while ago in putting in the 
„dollars“ worth” and “as fast as it can be done monthly,’ &, to 
guard against any possible misapprehension or mistake into which 
we may fall? 

Mr. ALLISON. The honorable Senator from Vermont will remem- 
ber that I opposed the amendment of the Senator from Michigan for 
substantially the same reason that I oppose this one, that I am will- 
ing to trust the Secretary of the Treasury and the Director of the 
noe eine! or otherwise, to faithfully carry out the provisions of 


Mr. EDMUNDS. But how can you trust a man when you are to 


U 
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trust to breaka law? As your bill now stands it says, he shall coin at 
least two millions a month. Suppose it happens that a mint breaks 
down somewhere so that he can only coin a million and a half; you 
all the gold coinage and all the subsidiary silver coinage, 
r. ALLISON. No law would be broken by it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator’s: pardon. The law says he 
shall coin two millions a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. But no law would be broken if gold and subsid- 
wy coinage were not coined in any particular month. A holder of 
bullion can carry bullion to the Mint, but the Government of the 
3 ete has not provided that the next day or that day it shall 

coined. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly. The Senator has stated the 
case, and it is as the friends of this bill undoubtedly intend it shall 
be, and as the Senator from Texas has so well stated it ought to be; 
and that is that this two million or four million shall be put ont upon 
the people if it does exelude the coinage of gold; and if two men 
bring $100,000 in gold bullion, and another $100,000 in silver bullion 
to the Mint, the silver shall be preferred, although it is only ninety 
eents on the dollar, in order that either the Government or somebody 
else may make a profit at the expense of the people. 

Mr. SARGENT. The second reason given by the Senator from Iowa 
has rather a comical aspect to my mind; but, as he was prompted 
thereto by the Gnasiolad ee of my friend from Nevada, Fate. 
Joxxs, ] I hesitate somewhat to laugh at it. He says that the con- 
solation which the miner who has dug out his gold bullion has is that 
he can take that bullion, have it run into a bar, and get a certificate 
for it, and that the certificate is good to pay all Government obliga- 
tions. What good does that do him, as all Government obligations 
can be paid in silver under this bill? The Government can redeem 
that certificate to him by Paying him in these silver dollars which by 
this very bill are made legal tenders for everything, for all dues and 
demands. So he takes his gold, worth 8 or 10 per cent. more than 
silver, to the Government; it gives a certificate that he has deposited 
so much gold, and then, when the Government redeems that certifi- 
cate, he has got to take silver dollars for it worth a great deal less, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not so understand this bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Are not these silver dollars made receivable for 
all Government dues of every kind, even the payment of interest on 
the public debt, payment of the bonds, of customs, payment of any- 
thing whatever? 

Mr. ALLISON. But the laws providing for those certificates pro- 
be that they shall be redeemed in gold coin or in stamped bars of 
gold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but this is the last law on the subject, which 
repeals the other. 

. SARGENT. This is the last law on the subject; and, further- 
more, by this very bill you stop receiving gold at the custom-houses, 
and the Government will soon have no gold whatever. But the law 
authorizing those certificates does not, in terms, make them redeema- 
ble in gold, and that is m 


int. 
Mr. ALLISON. I shou Alike to have the Senator from California 


show me where we stop receiving gold at the custom-houses, 

Mr. SARGENT. By providing that the duties can bepaid in silver, 
these very silver dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do we say that gold shall not be received at the 
eustom-houses? Is that a provision of the bill? 

Mr. SARGENT. No; but you say that coin of less value than gold 
shall be received, and common sense gives the commentary that that 
excludes gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. Common sense shows the v 
that these silver coined dollars will be equal to the gold dollars, 

Mr. SARGENT. Ah! The argument all the way through has been 
that we ought not to exclude one of the metals, made money by the 
Constitution, from the enrrency; and it has been insisted that a 
great wrong has been done by excluding silver. Now the Senator 
comes in and insists that you should exclude gold. That is just the 
effect of it. In other Words, he proposes that the Senate refuse to 
adopt an amendment the effect of which would be to prevent the 
exclusion of gold. Let me tell the Senator that so sensitive is gold 
that the slightest obstruction putinits way sends it out of the niet 
The Senator from Neva a says to me, soto voce, that he wishes it would 
go. I have no doubt of it, and I have no doubt that he would like to 
exchange for it an irredeemable flood of legal-tender paper or paper 
without the legal-tender quality. Ihave not the slightest doubt of it. 
He and I differ entirely. I agree with his ideas of four years ago, 
wnen he made the echoes of this Chamber ring with his denunciation 
of any one who would insist upon any money except gold. I 
with the ideas which he then expressed, and I have not followed him 
down, step by step, step by step, until I worship this rag-baby. I 
do not receive it nor acknowledge it. I stand where the Senator 
then did and believe as I then did, and as the fathers of the Republic 
always believed and declared, and I do not wish that gold should be 
banished from the country. I believe that that is the true standard, 
and that if we wish to retain any commercial relations with the rest 
of the world we must have some respect for that standard; and I say 
agajn that gold is banished from the country by any obstructions 
whatever put in its Ta: We fo that when we had only a coinage 
charge of one-fifth of r cent. for the coinage of gold at the mints 
then our gold went to England, and we took off that charge in order 
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that the gold might remain in the country, and it was to do 
so in order that gold might remain in the country. In Eng’ they 
coin gold without charge though there is always a coi on 
silver, and we were compelled in order to keep it in the country to 
do the same. But now we make an inferior coinage of these silver 
dollars; inferior at this moment it is admitted. Senators say a Gov- 
ernment stamp is to bridge the difference between the two. You make 
the inferior dollar receivable for all Government dues, Do you say 
that then a man will come forward with his gold coin, admitted to be 
worth more at present, and pay it into the Treasury of the United 
States when he can get in your ninety-two-cent dollar? Yowrequire 
the Government to pay for this bar of gold for which he receives a 
certificate in gold coin, and yet you take away any means by which 
the Government can pay that gold coin unless it goes into the market 
and buys the gold; and how many of your dollars will it take to buy 
the gold to pay it to this man? There will be the test of value of 

our silver dollar; there will be when it must be brought down to 
its intrinsic worth. 

There are certain propositions which cannot be disputed, which 
amount almost to axioms, You say you want silver equal to gold. 
How much silver equal to how much gold? Is the proposition that 
a eae of silver coin shall be equal to a piece of gold coin? Then 
why not take a silver half dollar and say it shall be equat to a gold 
five-dollar piece? That would drive the gold ont, of course, if the 
half dollar could be taken for the function of the five-dollar piece. 
If you say that that is an unfair comparison, then take the half dol- 
lar with the single gold dollar, and why is it an unfair comparison 
still? Because there are not grains enough of silver in the half dol- 
lar to bring it up to the gold dollar. You must keep increasing it in 
order to make the equality, until there are grains enough of silver 
in the piece to equal in value according to the judgment of the world 
in commercial transactions the gold dollar. 

I think this amendment is necessary for the protection of a t 
interest. The Senator from Nevada read a long lecture to us here, 
studied under the midnight oil, about the miners who delve down in 
the mines two thousand feet below the snrface, and repelled any in- 
timation on them as though anybody accused them of making a cor- 
ner in silver or gold or having speculative ideas. I feel for those 
men who mine on the barren hills of California and dig out their 
gold, and I say that they have just as much right to consideration as 
the hardy miners of Nevada, and they are both equally entitled to 
consideration. If the miners of Nevada produce silver, the miners 
of California produce gold. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him? Will the Senator allow them both to be put on an equal level 
K = coinage is concerned? Will he put them both on the same 

ane 
p Mr. SARGENT. I will if you will make your silver dollar of the 
same value as the gold dollar and not ask for a pinched coin, an 
attenuated thing called a dollar. I want the dollar to be an honest 
dollar, and then I will vote for a bill to try your experiment of bi- 
metallism. I believe the two would draw apart through the ordinary 
laws of commerce, necessarily. I do not believe that yon can main- 
tain equilibrium, but I would start them fair at least; and if the 
5 1 friends will so naana a bill as to ro into me silver 

ollar which it is proposed to the country enough grains 
of silver to make it equal to the standard dollar of gold as now pro- 
vided by law I will vote for his bill and admit then that he proposes 
an honest thing. Such equality I am in favor of. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Ratify the fraud that has been commit- 


! 
Mr. SARGENT. I say there has been no fraud committed; I do 
not know of any fraud; and points are not gained by calling hard 
names. Fraud does not exist use a suspicion of it may exist in 
Senators’ minds. Let those who talk about fraud show fraud. I 
know of no fraud in former legislation, and I admit none so far as I 
myself am concerned, and I do not believe there was any on the part 
of Congress. Fraud in what? Senators have got up here and said 
they were members of the other House and did not know what took 
place there when a bill was printed eleven times over, when it was 
considered at five different sessions of Congress, when there were 

ages on pages of debate in both Houses on the bill, when it was 

ully explained, when it was read in their presence as was shown by 
the extracts read here by the Senator from Maine, immediately be- 
fore its passage in the House, They come in here and say they did 
not know that any such legislation was in progress. Why, I have 
no doubt there may be members and Senators who are never in their 
seats and never know what is going on in Congress; but there was 
no excuse for any man doing his duty by the people not to know it. 
Whether he might remember four or five years after that he did 
know it at that time is another question, but there was no exeusefor - 
him at that time not to have known what was proceeding. 

I deny the fraud because a creditor of the Government or any other 
ereditor could not have desired not to be paid in silver coin, because 
as was confessed all through the debate then that it was worth three 
or four cents in the dollar more than the gold; and why should he 
conspire and maneuver in order not to be paid in the most valuable 
coin? That in itself repels the idea that there was any evil animus 
in that legislation ; and it is a sham, an appeal of demagogism to 
talk about frand in any such connection as that. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from California allow me to say 
in this connection what I should have said when the Senator from 
Ohio spoke an hour or two ago, that I remember distinctly when the 
act of 1873 about the coinage and what is called demonetization 
passed this body, that it was read according to our usual method at 
the desk, section by section, listened to by everybody in a qia Sen- 
ate, and passed without any debate, because I supposed, and I thought 
everybody else did, that it was obviously proper, that there was no 
occasion to go into debate about it, silver being above gold in value, 
and the desirability of one single standard that should be uniform 
being so obvious, as Alexander Hamilton in his day had stated it 
ought to be. 

. SARGENT. I would like toask the Senator from Nevada why 
be wishes the gold to leave the country? He has said here in reply 
to me that he desires the gold to leave the country. I should like to 
inquire why he wishes the gold to leave the country? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Twill tell you when you get through. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator says he will tell me when I get 
through why gold should leave the country? I will give him a 
chance to do it, and the chance is now. I say gold is an American 
product, at least equal in value to the amount of silver produced, 
and we have no more right to legislate to banish one from the coun- 
try than we have to banish the other. 5 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It seems to me that this is a tempest in a 
tea-pot. As I understand the proposition of the Senator from Ver- 
mont as advocated by him and the Senator from California, it is to 
render absolutely secure the coinage of all gold bullion offered at the 
mints, notwithstanding the fact that if the prophecies of the Senator 
from Vermont with reference to the pending bill should prove true 
not a dollar of such coin would or could remain in the country, that 
instead of keeping the mints employed in coining money that will cir- 
culate they shall be occupied in coining undervalued tokens and med- 
als that cannot circulate, that can be of no sort of use to the people, 
that will be excluded from circulation just as much as the trade-dol- 
lar is now and as the silver dollar was in 1873, and if the silver dol- 
lar shall continue, as Senators who oppose the silver bill predict it 
will, below the value of the gold dollar, there could be no object what- 
ever in minting gold dollars in this country. There would be no use 
for gold coin here and it would be a needless expense to fabricate it. 
Whenever the silver dollar shall become the equivalent of the gold 
dollar, is it not apparent to the humblest intellect that it will make 
no difference whatever which dollar is coined ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How will it be in the mean time until it does 
become gof 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. In the mean time it must be idle in hoards 
or perform duty in the import trade. Ceasing to be useful here it 
might go to help sustain the price of our exports. I ask the Senator 
from Vermont why he cares to make such particular provision for a 
coinage which will not circulate and which when coined is in no 
better shape for use than is bullion. The mints should not be re- 
quired to coin the dearer metals which will not circulate, but their 
operations should be directed exclusively to the coinage of the cheaper 
metal, the money that will circulate. Upon a divergence in the rel- 
ative value of two different legal-money units the dearer becomes at 
once a Sana 0 the cheaper only remaining as money. 

Mr. EDM Ah! The Senator is always for coining the cheap- 
est money. He had better go on the full greenback theory because 
that is cheaper still. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. That is exactly what I am in favor of doing. 
Our money system was not based on the idea that we should have 
both metals always and concurrently in circulation, but upon the 
idea that there might occur occasional variations in their value and 
that it would always be to our advantage in every respect to make 
avail of the cheaper of the two. The great feature of the double or 
optional standard is not the actual use of both metals but the right 
to use either. The option of using either metal was enjoyed by the 
United States without let or hinderance until 1873~74. It then hav- 
ing been exercised by a formal legislative act, it requires a formal 
legislative act to exercise it now, but the right to exercise it now is 
as unquestioned as was the right to doso then. This right of option 
of choosing either metal in which to make payment sufficiently ac- 
counts for the fact that after about 1840 gold, then having practically 
become the cheaper metal, largely predominated in the coinage. It 
was upon this very theory that our coinage laws were framed, and 
when silver became the dearer metal the demand for its coinage di- 
minished. Was it ever charged in 1873 that the gold dollar was a 
depreciated dollar, a . dollar, because at that time 
its value was 3 per cent. below the value of the silver dollar? 

Mr. EATON, Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr, JONES, of Nevada. Certainly. 

Mr, EATON. Will he have the kindness to answer his own gold 
ar ent of four years ago ? 

JONES, of Nevada. I have tried to do that several times and 
think that Ihave very effectually succeeded in doing so. If my opin- 
ions are different now from what they were then it demonstrates the 
possibility if not the probability that I have learned something during 
the last four years; that I may have made some advance while my 
friend from Connecticut and those who agree with him have barely 
held their own. 7 i 

Mr. President, we are told that, because we did not coin silver very 


largely when it was the dearer metal, our option to do so now, when 
it is the cheaper metal, has thereby been forfeited; that our option to 
coin and use the cheaper metal has been lost because we were not 
foolish enough to coin one hundred and three cents into a dollar 
when one hundred cents would serve the purpose. The instinct of 
thrift is too keen in this country and in every other country that I 
ever heard of to coin a dearer dollar when a cheaper dollar would 
answer the same . The money system of this country was 
based on the principle of averages. Its and founders knew 
very well that a scarcity of metallic money had at various periods in 
the world’s history caused nniversal and almost immeasurable disas- 
ters to the human and that it would be to the last degree dan- 
gerous to remit the industry, commerce, and credit of this growing 
nation to the uncertain measurement of a single metal whose pro- 
duction might at any time be yastly curtailed or cut off altogether, 
whose production depended upon the accidental discoveries of mines, 
to the vicissitudes of fortune in mines already discovered, and toa 
thousand other contingencies. They had never seen anything but 
blessings flow from a plentiful supply of metallic money, and there- 
fore, to ward off disaster from an insufficient supply of money and to 
be in a condition to reap the advantages to flow from a plentiful sup- 
ly, they refused to chain our money system to one metal alone. 
hey preferred to take the chance of the yield of both metals with 
the privilege of using either or both, Our money system was based 
on an average of chances rather than on a single chance. A danger 
of a deficiency in the supply of money, even with both metals used 
as such, has for the last hundred years attracted the attention of 
thoughtful men, and many plans have been proposed to avert it. 

Among others was a proposal by Richard Cobden which provided 
that a commission 1 for that purpose should estimate and 
publish the N of à large number of the leading articles of com- 
merce, and that all payments should be equitably adjusted by refer- 
ence thereto. This, it was believed, would protect the business and 
industrial interests against a corner which might be easily made in 
any one commodity. Is it because we did not choose to coin silver 
dollars in t quantities at a time when we had no object in coin- 
ing them that we have lost the right to have them coined? It is not 
disputed that ever since the Mint was established, in 1792, the people 
of this country enjoyed the privilege of aning 3 their option either 
gold or silver do in the payment of all their debts, nor is it dis- 
puted that they always exercised it by choosing for that purpose 
which ever happened to be the cheaper dollar, Is it maintained that 
by exercising the option and exercising it wisely we thereby lost it? 
Do the lawyers of this body maintain such a proposition as that ? 

If I have charged that the work of demonetization was the work of 
fraud, I will retract it. It would be difficult to make me believe that 
there was or ever will be a respectable minority in either branch of 
Congress that would perpetrate such a swindle on the people of this 
country ; but I do charge that the stripping of the money function 
and the debt-paying attributes of one of the two metals in which the 
debts of the country were solvable was a blunder which in govern- 
mental action is worse than a crime. 

The mint law of 1792 reserved to the people the right of paying 
debts in either of the two metals. The law of 1873-74 was not only 
an exercise of that option, but was something more. It did not destroy 
the option, but it made the future exercise of it impossible 3 
the repeal of that law or by the enactment of a new one. it 
clai that we have not had the same right to exercise our option 
in 1875, 1876, and 1877 as we had to exercise it in 1873-742 Or that 
we have not the same right now as then with regard to the option; 
that law, equity, or logic would permit the impairment of the rights 
of the people in 1873, but would not permit the wrong to be righted 
in 1878? It is not a matter of surprise that even if the demonetiza- 
tion act had been tediously and elaborately discussed when it passed 
it did not attract public attention. No act had been passed for the 
resumption of ie payments, and for the one ange purpose for 
which the use of either of the metals was required gold was selected, 
because it was then, as it had been for a number of years previously, 
the cheaper of the two; but small as was the demand for it then, any 
proposition for the demonetization of ee would have attracted 
attention and arbused opposition. Al h under recent defini- 
tions a ninety-seven-cent dollar, it was a dollar which the people had 
a right to the use of. 

If severe censure is visited on those who engineered through the 
bill demonetizing silver when to n it deprived the peo- 
ple of no right and when the silver dollar being the dearest it in- 
flicted for the time being no practical injury, and when it might be 
urged as an excuse by its advocates that the experience of nearly a 
hundred years justified them in believing that under our relations of 
value the silver dollar would continue indefinitely to be the dearer 
dollar and consequently the dollar out of use, and that they could 
not foresee the change in the relations of value between the metals 
that has recently taken place nor the influence their action was 
likely to have on the value of the metals, respectively, will not our 
action on the pending bill, now that the dimension of the N in- 
flicted by the demonetization act is plainly before the eyes of all, be 
subjected to severest criticism and censure if we do not promptly 
restore to the people the valuable option of which they were unjastly 
deprived ? 

f, as has been said many times in this debate, the demonetizing 


. — ee 


— 


— 


1878. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1081 


law of 1873-74 was an exercise of our option, it can be said in miti- 
tion of the offense of ing a law to do that which we always had 
one freely and always could do, that the cheapest metal was retained. 
The right of option having been neither im nor destroyed, why 
do we hesitate to exercise it in the same direction in 1878 and restore 
to the people absolutely and unconditionally the rights belonging to 
them? 

I am asked why I am willing that gold should go out of the coun- 
try. I answer that if the confident predictions of the gold-standard 
advocates prove true that notwithstanding the remonetization of sil- 
ver gold will continue to be the baser metal, then there could be no 
possible good in its remaining here. It could nof remain here as 
money ; it would be to all intents and purposes a commodity. We 
could just as well spare it as wheat or anything else. It would go to 
countries where it would circulate as money and would tend to in- 
crease the gold prices of our exports. If it goes, it will go freely and 
without compulsion. No holder of gold coin or bullion will be obliged 
by law to send it out of the country, and if he does so it will be 
because he can make a desirable exchange of it for something else. 

Mr. President, there has been an immense amount of property 
thronghout this country confiscated in the last ten years by an in- 
crease in the value of money. If an equivalency between the two 
metals and their concurrent circulation is desirable, why not produce 
that result in the same way as in 1534 by diminishing the weight of 
the dearer metal, which no one owes, sufficiently to establish an 
equivalency between it and the dollar of the contract, the dollar in 
which all debts are expressed. Why raise the burden of debts? Why 
increase gratuitously the wealth of those who deal in nothing but 
td and by the same act and more than to the same extent 
smite with poverty the masses of the pene! 

Returning to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, I repeat 
what I before stated, that if the view of the Senator is correct the 
effect of the passage of the pending bill will be to drive gold from 
the channels of circulation, and there can then be no necessity what- 
ever for his amendment. y coin gold for export? The seven or 
eight hundred millions coined in this country since 1862 have been 
worse than useless. A vast amount of money was ded in coin- 
ing it and most of it has gone by the shortest ible route and 
without halting on the way to foreign countries, where it was melted 
and recoined. 

Mr. SARGENT. In an interruption to me the Senator said he hoped 
gold would go out of the country, he hoped the effect of this legisla- 
tion would be to force it out of the country. I asked him why he 
hoped so, and he promised that he would reply to me and give me 
the reasons why he hoped it. Now he has given those reasons why 
he wants to banish one of the money metals out of the country. The 
first of those reasons is that when the fathers adopted the Constitu- 
tion and acted under it in the first few years they had both metals 
in the country and insisted on keeping them both here and coining 
them both in order that both metals might be used, and if a corner 
was raised in one the people might resort to the other; and because 
the fathers did this the Senator is in favor of forcing this metal out 
of the country, That is one reason. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. If I remember aright, I did not give as a 
reason the fact that the fathers insisted upon both me being 
coined. The reason I gave was that the fathers insisted that either 
metal should be coined, not both; but that the cheapest metal should 
be coined and that the people of this country should have the privi- 
lege of coining that metal which they could procare with the most 
facility, not that they should make both metals circulate as currency. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ah, Mr. President, I do not see that that makes 
any difference in idea. The fathers did not intend by any legisla- 
tion they used to force either metal out of the country, consequently 
it seems to me rather a strange example for the Senator, who desires 
that this legislation shall force out gold. 

But that was not the only reason the Senator gave why he desires 
to banish gold from the country. Another reason was that in 1873 a 
blunder, not a fraud but a blunder which was worse than a crime, 
was committed by forcing out silver, and that is a reason why he is 
in favor of forcing out gold. Ishould like to ask the Senator if ac- 
cording to the same logic it is not just as much a blunder to force out 
gold now as it was to force out silver; in other words, if they are 
not both money metals and if he is not himself pleading a previous 
bad example for his own? 

The Senator said that the fathers wanted to maintain a principle 
of averages, and he wants to destroy that principle by taking away 
any opportunity for an ay by having only one thing, the gther 
which is to average with it being sent out of the country, This may 
be very logical, but it is not very convincing. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I must ask the Senator from California 
not to misrepresent me, 

Mr. SARGENT. Oh! not at all; I do hot wish to do so. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. If the laws of trade, if what is called 
Gresham’s law, shall force one of the metals ont of the country, it is 
because it is to the advantage of the people of the country that it 
should go out. What is proposed by the advocates of the silver bill 
here is to force neither out of the country, but to give the people of 
the United States the privilege of coining either at their option. If 
they do not desire to coin because it is the dearer metal, they 
have the privilege of shipping it out in the shape of bars, If they do 


not desire to coin silver because it is the cheaper motal, they can ship 
that out in the shape of bars. It does not force gold either way when 
we make no such legislation against gold as was made against silver. 
In fact, we make no legislation at all against gold. As to silver, Con- 
gress demonetized it and e its coinage; and now Senators rise 
here in their place in affected indignation that we do not give to gold 
the ae ontans of silver in coinage. We simply propose to put it 
back right where it was, each to take its chances in the mints andin 
the markets of the world. If silver shall continue to be the cheapest 
metal, silver will be coined in this country. If gold, on the . 
shall be the cheapest metal, gold will be coined in this country. My 
own opinion is that at the relation of 16 to 1, eighteen months will 
not have elapsed before silver will be back at its old place where it 
stood before demonetization took place, at 2 or 3 per cent. above gold, 
and that it will be the metal that will be excluded from the country. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does the Senator in that case desire to exclude 
it? wa he say it is best that gold shall be banished from the 
coun 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Undoubtedly I do. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I have only to say that the Senator has not 
by his citation from the fathers and his citation from the legislation 
of 1873 given any justification or excuse for it; that he has not given 
any good reason why it should be banished from the country, or 
shown what good it would do to banish it, or explained his hostili 
toit. For myself I have no hostility to either metal, and do not wi 
to have either banished from our circulation. In regard to the other 
n why coin gold if it will be banished from the conntry? 

should like to assure the Senator that there are three States in the 
Union that have all through the troubles of the war, all through the 
settling of business since the war, down to the present moment, used 

ld coin as currency. One of those States in part I represent. I 

ow that the people of that State are attached to that currency, 
and I do not desire for their sake that gold shall be driven out of the 
country. I do desire for their sake as they produce the gold, if they 
wish it coined, that they may have a chance to coin it. They have 
a peculiar law called the “ specific-contract act,” which enabled them 
to maintain the circulation notwithstanding the inflation of green- 
backs, and I hope it will enable them to maintain it notwithstanding 
the inflation of silver. But I do not wish to take up any more time 
in this discussion. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. If I understood the Senator from California 
rightly, he fell into an error in respect to the terms of the bill which 
I think it is important should be corrected. If I understood him 
rightly, he made the assertion that in case the bill became a law 
what are now known as gold-coin certificates, which by the terms of 
the law and by the terms of the certificates are redeemable only 
either in gold coin or in gold bars, would then become redeemable in 
silver do coined under this act. I wish to call his attention to 
the express provision made in the bill pending here as it came from 
the House, wherein it is provided that the legal-tender quality of the 
silver dollar authorized to be coined under this act, if it should be- 
come a law, does not apply to the solution and payment of contracts 
that by their terms are payable in gold coin or bars. I submit to the 
Senator that he has misinterpreted the terms of the bill and given an 
erroneous impression of its effect. 

2 SARGENT. I haye not the slightest doubt that the effect of 
this bill is to violate the solemn contracts of the United States, and 
I have no doubt that its operation will be to violate them still far- 
ther. I do not think that any contract will be construed as standing 
against the effect of such a law. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator from California evades the point. 
It is a matter of very little consequence what any individual opinion 
is as to the general effect of the measure; I his attention to its 
express language, and that is, that these silver dollars “shall be a 
legal tender, at their nominal value, for all debts and dues, public 
and private, except where otherwise provided by contract.” 

Mr. SARGENT. Has the Senator a copy of the certificate here ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I have not, but I take the gentleman’s state- 
ment of those certificates, and upon that statement I convict him of 
the inconsistency which he alleges. I say that this bill is not at all 
subject to the imputation which he puts upon it, but that on the con- 
trary it preserves the faith of every contract made either before or 
after its passage, wherein it is provided that that contract shall be 
repaid in pther coins than the silver coins provided by this bill. 

Ir. T MAN, I ask that the pending amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the 
amendment of the committee the following: 

But nothing in this act contained shall be construed to interfere with the coinage 
of gold and the subsidiary silver coin, as now authorized by law. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, that is offered as an amendment 
to the amendment reported by the Finance Committee, which has 
been adopted. The amendment of my friend from Vermont must go 
upon the ground that if the bill pass it will repeal by implication 
some law regulating the cotning. of poe coin and the subsidiary coin. 
There is certainly nothing in the bill that expressly repeals any law 
for the coining of gold coin or subsidiary coin, and it must be some 
eee in the mind of the Senator from Vermont that the bill 
if passed, will by implication repeal the provisions of law in refer- 
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ence to the coining of gold coin and of subsidiary coin, which induces 
him to offer his amendment. I should be very glad if the Senator 
from Vermont would fre out how there is any such manifest repug- 
nancy between this bill and 8 statute as would uce 
snch a repeal. Noone knows better than the distinguished chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee that a repeal by implication only exists 
where the bigs ge between the first and the su ent statute 
is manifest; where the two statutes cannot be reconciled upon any 
reasonable interpretation. Therefore I would thank him to tell me— 
for I seek information—where there is such manifest repu, ce be- 
tween the existing statutes and this bill as to make the bill repeal 
any statute for the N of gold or the coinage of the subsidiary 
coin. If there is any such repugnancy as that, then I do not choose 
to limit the coinage of silver under the bill in that way, through fear 
that the Secretary of the Treasury might limit the coinage of gold 
and of subsidiary coin already anthorized by law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I assume from what the Senator from Ohio has 
said that he is not in favor of 3 sears i of the gold coins 
or of the subsidiary silver coins under the operation of this bill. 

Mr. T The Senater is quite right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being so, on the Senator's own views there 
can be no possible harm in the adoption of the amendment. It would 
then be only to exclude the possibility of a misconstruction by a Sec- 
ime or of such effect under this act in the operations of the Mint as 
should require the coinage of the silver dollar to the exclusion of the 
gold dollar and of the subsidiary coins. That is all that the amend- 
ment says, that these two millions a month, or, as it may be, four mill- 
ions a month, shall not come in to the exclusion in its due order of 
the other coinage. Those who wish to have it come in to the exclu- 
sion of the other coinage will of course vote against the amendment. 
Those who do not wish to have it come in to that exclusion ought to 
vote for the amendment even if they did not see the necessity for it. 
But there may be a necessity if it should turn out in the practical 
operations of the Mint that the four millions a month that may be 
coined of the silver dollar would exclude from the coinage at some 
particular interval gold that might be offered or the necessary sub- 
sidiary coin. 

That is the sole ground on which the amendment rests. The Sen- 
ator from Texas and the Senator from Nevada have clearly stated 
that they oppose it on the ground that they wish to exclude the gold 
and that they wish to force the silver dollar of 412} grains upon the 

le of this country to the exclusion of the other to this extent, if 
correctly understand them. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, I must correct the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 


dearest me 
tinue and I desire that the dearest metal shall do as it always has done, 
leave the country. But I do not wish that any law shall be passed to 
exclude either metal from the country. This is exactly what we com- 
plain of, that a law was passed toexclude silver from the country. We 
simply propose to bring silver back again, and, if the lawsof commerce 
or the laws of trade shall permit it to circulate here, then let us permit 
it to circulate squarely on an equality with gold. We do not want 
to do anything more. If gold is the metal, the Senator from 
Vermont will readily see that it will not circulate. He has said so 
in very able hes on this floor. If silver shall chance to be the 
dearest metal I do not believe it will circulate. I presume perhaps 
the reason why silver was demonetized in 1873 was that it was then 
the dearest metal. In fact, in an elaborate speech the other day in 
this body, the Senator himself said that at one period silver had not 
circulated in this country, and gave as the reason why it would not 
circulate that it was the dearest metal; but he now insists upon an 
i seta that by law we shall force gold and silver to circulate in 
country. We propose to re-establish the laws of 1792 and then 
let the laws of e te the rest. I do not propose to vote for 
any measure that shall exclude either metal; but I pro to vote 
for a measure that shall restore the old unit of value in this country, 
and then let the two take their chances in the trade of the world. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator is right in his proposition, he will 
vote for my amendment, because the effect of the amendment already 
adopted by the Senate may be, as it is plainly stated by the Senator 
from Texas, and now again by the Senator from Nevada, to exclude 
the coinage of gold. you go back to 1792, and so on, as the Sen- 
ator sa 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask to correct my own remarks one mo- 
ment. I wish to say that instead of proposing to re-establish the law 
of 1792 Te arnan to re-establish the law of 1837. 

Mr. ED S. Then my honorable friend is not so much for the 
dollar of the fathers as he is for the dollar of a nearer race of people, 
the pepe of 1837. 

Mr. ALLISON. The dollar of the fathers, the silver dollar, was not 
changed by the act of 1837. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senator from Nevada says he does not 
wish to go by the act of 1792; he wishes to go by the act of 1837. 

Mr. J of Nevada. As relates to gold, and the law of 1834, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As relates to gold; but the act of 1834 is just the 
same, it does not change either. 

Mr. JONES, of Ne It relates to silver exactly the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What the Senator says does not help his case an 
atom and scarcely touches it. As he says, and he is perfectly right, 
you cannot have two metals of unequal value circulating as a legal- 
tender coinage at the same time, although they can circulate as com- 
modities, just as wheat and corn circulate as commodities in the mar- 
kets of the world, although they are of unequal values. That is one 
thing; but if he says, as is true, that they cannot circulate when they 
differ in fixed and arbitrary values, that are imposed upon them b 
statute, then why does he want two? One must be driven out. He 
10 wants it evidently, as he has stated, in order to have what he 

an avi of values; that is, there shall be a walking - beam that 
shall go up and down, a state of absolute uncertainty all the time, and 
the debtor class is trading at the expense of the creditor class all the 
time upon the chances of thefuture. Now, does that benefit the debtor 
class, Mr. President, supposing we are all debtors? Is it any advan- 
tage to a debtor who comes to the Senator from Nevada to borrow 
money to know that the Senator from Nevada thinks that ten years. 
hence the debt is to be paid at the option of the debtor either in wheat 
or in potatoes? No, sir; my friend who lends that money will put the 
rate of interest so 5 as to more than overbear any possible chance 
of advan to the debtor, and instead of its being an advantage to 
him, it will be, as it has been proved in all the world, the means of 
his ruin instead of his benefit. at the people who are honegt want 
is certainty when they make their engagements as to in what de, 
they are to be performed and what kind of performance is to be called 
for, All the rest is mere speculation; it is what the honorable Sena- 
tor has himself styled in another connection the jugglery of business. 
It is the thimble-rigging, which I believe, in the shows I have gone to, 
always requires two thimbles, and the pea is put under the one that 
always cheats the public. That is your double standard, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and it is cae. Boar 

Now, Senators say that this is all for the benefit of the debtor class, 
the poor. I wish to repeat more emphatically, if I can, what I said a 
little while ago, that the creditor class of the country embraces more 
of the poor and needy, whom the laws are bound to protect, than it 
does of the rich and the prosperous, Every laboring-man who earns 
his daily bread by the sweat of his brow and goes home at night with 
his dollar, or half dollar, or two dollars, in his pocket to buy bread 
for his children, is a creditor for that day. He is selling his labor for 
pay; and he is a creditor of the “bloated” manufacturer or bond- 

older, as my friend is so fond of styling them, for that occasion. 
Therefore in that sense, and in the true sense, the creditor class is 
always in the large majority, and that large majority is not com 
of the rich but of the poorand the needy, It is in the interest of that 
creditor class that I speak, to protect them against this thimble-rig- 
ging jugglery of two standards of value, two measures for cloth, two 

alf-bushels for the corn that the man has to buy, two measures for 
his wheat and his flour, and to have him know that when he sells his 
labor of the day exactly what he is to get for it at ADS That is 
the class of people I am speaking for, the class of people who are in 
a great majority in this country, and whose interests are not diverse 
from those who employ them, Whose interests rightly understood are 
in harmony with the persons who have occasion for their labor; but 
that harmony can only be preserved and that justice can only be done 
when the laboring-man knows in the morning when he engages to 
sell his labor exactly what he is to get for it at night, and not leave 
the bulls and bears of Wall street or Lombard street the opportunity 
to change the value of what he is earning during that day from one 
dollar down to ninety cents, as they may bull or bear any double 
standard that you ¢ for payment, 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. V 

Mr, EDMUNDS. You may bull and bear a ie oe standard, and if 
you bull and bear that single standard which is the best the man 
always gets exactly what he contracted for, and gets exactly what 
he knows the possible chance may be, without doubling the chance 
of the cards in the gamester’s hands, which may be stocked for the 
occasion to cheat him. 

Now, I will come back again to the precise point of this amend- 
ment, and that is that nothing in this act, which now commands the 
Secretary of the Treasury to coin two million of these dollars in each 
month, and it may be four, shall operate to exclude the coinage of 
the gold and of the subsidiary silver. That is all there is to it. If 
Senators mean that it shall or that it may have that effect, then say 
so, and reject this amendment; but if you mean to reserve the abso- 
lute ee of coining gold whenever it is offered and of coining 
the smaller silver whenever it is necessary, then say so, and do not 
leave it open to the chances of trade, or the possibilities of policy, or 
the accidents of mechanics to exclude one metal from the coinage for 
the benefit of the other. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont wan- 
dered a long way from the question presented by his amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had to do so in order to find the Senator from 


y not a single standard? 


Ohio and the Senator from Nevada. 
Mr. THURMAN. I agree that the Senator had an excuse for his 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1083 


digression, but I come back to the amendment. I put the question 
to the Senator from Vermont, and if any man in the world can answer 
it he can, where is the manifest repugnance between this bill and 
any existing statute which makes it necessary to adopt his amend- 
ment. What is his answer? Not that there is any manifest repug- 
nancy, which every lawyer knows must exist before there can be a 
repeal by implication, but that out of abundant caution, or as the old 
lawyers used to say ex abundanti cautela, he offers his amendment. 
Now, Mr. President, I beg you to listen for a moment to what the 
existing statutes are to see whether it is possible for any lawyer to 
suppose that there is any such repugnance between this bill and the 
existing statutes as makes this amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont necessary. Lask that his amendment may be again reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ALLISON in the chair.) The Sec- 
retary will again read the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the amend- 
ment of the committee the following: 

But nothing m this section contained shall be construed to interfere with the coin- 
age of gold and of the subsidiary silver coin as now authorized by law. 

Mr. THURMAN. There are two things referred to in that amend- 
ment; first the coinage of gold, and second the coinage of subsidiary 
silver coins. Let us look as it is first in order, at the coinage of 
gold and see what the existing law is on that subject. It is found in 
section 3519 of the Revised Statutes: 

FF.. same at any mint, to be formed into 
coin or bars for his benefit. It be lawful, however, to se any deposit of 
less value than $100, or any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for the o ms 


such small on that it cannot be ted advan no allowance 
shall be sales ise depositor for its Yana ttt spine) 

That is all of it. The whole force of it, however, is in the first 
sentence, Any owner of gold bullion may deposit the same at any 
mint, to be formed into coin or bars for his benefit.” When is it to 
be formed into coin or bars for his benefit? At the option and con- 
venience of the Government; that is all. There is no provision that 
in any one year, in any six months, in any three months, in any one 
month, in any particular time, this formation into bars or this coin- 
age shall take place. It is simply a right to V gold bullion and 
to have it formed into bars or coined at the discretion and conve- 
nience of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a question ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will not this later act, if it provides for an abso- 
Inte coinage of so many millions a month, override the former law, 
which is merely permissive? Or if the former law were absolute, 
will not this later one override it to the extent that the law provides 
that there shall be coined at least two, and there may be coined four, 
millions a month of silver bullion ? 

r. Beyond all question this latter law, so far as it 
is mandatory, will require the silver coinage to take place to the ex- 
tent that the law commands; and if we shall abridge the coinage of 
gold under this other section, certainly that phridement will take 

lace. But where is there the repugnancy, where is there the repeal 

y implication, where is there the provision that secures to any man 
depositing gold bullion, that he have his gold bullion coined 
into eagles, ar half eagles, or quarter eagles, or dollars, within any 
specified time? Nothing whatever. 

Now, I come to the subsidiary coin. That is provided for in section 
3528, which is as follows: 

For the purchase of metal for the minor authorized by this title a sum 
$50,000 in lawful money of the United States shall be transferred by 


the credit of the superintendent of the mint at 
erwise ded by law, such 


not ex 
the Secretary of the Tr to 
Philadelphia, at which establishment only, until oth provi 

coinago shall be carried on. ‘The seperinvenden with the approval of the Director 
of the Mint as to price, terms, and eer purchase the metal required for 
such coinage b publ advertisement, and the lowest and best bid shall be 2 
the fineness © metals to be determined on the mint assay. Th 


distribu $ 
remaining to the credit of this fund, and any balance of profits accrued fronrminor 


der fi shall be, from to d at least twi z 

porns. aa AE aon T time, and a twice a year, 
That is the provision in the sorte act for subsidiary coin, In 
another section the amount is limited to fifty millions. at is the 


amount of silver bullion which may be purchased, and we are in- 
formed that forty-two millions, if my recollection is right, of that 
appropriation have been expended. ere, then, is the necessity in 
respect of the remaining eight millions of that appropriation, for the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont? It belongs to the domain 
of de minimis non curat lex, 

I do therefore humbly submit to my chief of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee that there is no necessity in the wide world for his amendment. 
There is nothing in the provision which authorizes the owner of gold 
bullion to deposit it which would be repealed by implication by the 
passage of this measure, for there is nothing which gives the depos- 
itor of gold bullion any right to the coinage of his gold bullion in any 
particular time or in any particular amount. It is all left to the dis- 
cretion of the Government. As to the subsidiary coin, we have alread 
expended forty-two millions out of millions which we are author- 
ized 7 expend, and as to the eight millions, I repeat, de minimis non 
curat lex. 


* 


y | penses of foreign 


Several SENATORS. Question. y 

Mr. SARGENT. Iassure Senators there is aie: Sm tr in time 
by arg, F Question ;” but I do not wish to delay the debate. The 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MaTrHEws,] with a judicial air, informed 
the Senate and me that I had totally n the effect of the 
bill so far as certificates issued for gold coin or bullion is concerned, 
and that I had reap aie the intent of the bill in some way, by 
holding that under the bill silver dollars could be paid out at their 
nominal value in extinguishment of the obligations of the Government 
recognized by those certificates. I must confess that I was somewhat 
disposed to yield the point from the assured air with which my friend 
rebuked me. However, I concluded it was best to look at the statute, 
and having looked at it I recur to my former opinion, notwithstand- 
ing what the Senator may have said. 

suppose it will not be denied by the Senator that anything that 
may be contained in the certificate itself, unless warranted by the 
statute, would not be binding to compel the Government, in view of 
this proposed statute, to pay anything but silver dollars. J suppose 
there is nothing in the practice of the Government in heretofore rec- 
ognizing its obligations to redeem those certificates with gold coin 
that would be binding in view of the argument which wo had from 
the Senator the other day, that the principal and interest on the pub- 
lic debt could be paid in silver, and all the acts of the Government 
short of a statute to show its intention to pay in good faith gold coins 
were of no account. He insisted upon the strictest letter of the bond; 
that unless the statute expressly stated that the party should be pai 
in gold he had no right to claim if; that the Government had aright 
to exercise the option and to pay in silver coin. I believe I do not 
misrepresent the Senator in the statement. ‘ 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator does, however. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I should like to be set right. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. - My position was simply this, that the contract 
to which the Senator now refers being for the payment of coin of the 
standard value of July 14, 1870, and the coin of the standard value 
of that date bein expressly by law of two kinds 

Mr. SARGENT. ich contract does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The bonds the Senator was speaking of just 
now. There was an express contract for the payment of those bonds 
in either gold or silver coin, The Senator represents me as stating 
that if it been merely for the payment of coin I would have re- 
anas the express exclusion of the right to pay in one or the other. 

t was because the contract was expressly payable in either coin that 
I insisted upon the right to pay in either coin. 

Mr. SARGENT. It was the practico of the Government to pay the 
interest on the bonds in gold from the time that the bonds were first 
issued. The representations made by the Treasury Department, the 
fact that the Government received gold for the bonds, all the acts 
of the Government in the way of inducement, except the particular 
wording of a statute, are excluded as giving no equity to the holder 
of those contracts of the Government. It makes no difference either 
in the consideration that those bonds originally issued, and not funded, 
have changed hands a thousand times since and are not now held by 
the men who originally A psi nbacks for them. They are held by 
the men who have paid gold or its value since. They have passed 
into all the saxings-banks, &c. Ido not care to go into that state- 
ment, I say that all equities founded upon the practice of the 
Government count for nothing unless there was the wording of a 
statute which held us down strictly to pay gold coin. That was the 
logic of the resolution brought forward by the Senator which was 
passed through here and which passed through the House under a sus- 
pension of the rules. Then, nothing can bec ed unless it is in the 
statute. The statute in reference to gold certificates does not any- 
where provide that the certificates shall be redeemed in gold coin; 
and if the certificate issued by the Treasury De ent does no 
provide that it shall be paid in gold coin, the holders of that certiti- 
cate will be as badly off as any other holders of the obligations of the 
Government who for sixteen years have been Jed to suppose that they 
wong be paid in gold. Section 254 of the Revised Statutes provides 
that— 

The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to receive deposits of gold coin and 
bullion with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States in sums 
not less than $20, and to issue certificates therefor in denominations of not less than 
#20 each, corresponding with the denominations of the United States notes. 

There is nothing there authorizing the issue of certificates payable 
in gold coin, or declaring that the certificates shall be paid in gold 
coin. In the spirit of Shylock in which we now pro to acttoward 
our creditors we can say for the want of those words of vital mean- 
ing, of plain signification, these porne shall be paid in silver coin. 
There is, however, a security fund provided out of which these cer- 
tificates may be paid, as strictly construed, to secure their payment. 

The coin and bullion deposited for or Pad abaya e certificates of deposits 
shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of the same on demand. 


No one will contend that this same coin or, if it is offered, bullion 
is to remain in the Treasury. That has not been the construction of 
the Department. The coin is paid out for any cause the 
Government wishes, either for interest on the pnblic debt or-for ex- 
intercourse abroad payable in gold. The only 
meaning of that provision as may be well argued and in fact as is 
interpreted by the action of the Treasury Department is that it shall 
be a security or pledge for the payment of the certificates. 
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The Section continues: 

And certificates represen Treas: be issued of 
interest on the public debt, — ä ath seit those a p — 
and bullion deposited, shall not at any time 20 per cent. beyond the amount 
of coin and bullion in the Treasury; and the certificates for coin and bullign in the 

shall be received at par in payment for duties on imports, 

The last provision, by giving to these certificates the power of pay- 
ment of duties on imports, gives to them under present laws the 
value of gold. Under the operation of this bill they become merely 
of the value of silver, for silver will pay those duties. It is not any- 
where nominated in this statute and cannot legally, according to the 
construction of Senators who are in favor of the bill or by the reso- 
lution which passed the other day, be paid in gold coin. They were 
8 loans to the Government in gold coin and bullion, and the 
vernment gave certificates which are receivable for duties now 
only payable in gold coin. That function you degrade to the silver 

level by this bill, and so take away the value of the function 
tanto. But as that statute makes no provision for their redemption 
in gold, and by this bill you make silver a tender for all debts not 
etly declared by law payable in gold, the Secretary of the Treasury 
must pay them in silver or be liable to impeachment. Therefore 1 
differed with the Senator from Iowa, and on so much ground the 

Senator from Ohio rests his judicial decision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I omitted to state in endeavoring to be as brief 
as possible in reply to my honorable friend from Nevada who spoke 
about making corners in gold and bulling one single standard, what 
I ought to have stated in that cognection. I did state that taking 
that for ted, it would be so and so. I do not wish to repeat what 
I then said, but I wish to state now, 9 I do not desire to pro- 
voke discussion or take time but so that I shall not be misunder- 
stood, that in any substantial sense you cannot bulla single standard 
or bear it, as the saying is; you cannot push it up or down in any 
effective sense as it respects the value of the labor that the working- 
man performs. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor a double one, either. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the jugglery again that says you can 
have the pea under both thimbles at the same time. That is all there 
is to that. I have nothing more to say about the donble-standard 
uestion; but I shall object to have any ies e, as to what 

said in tof appearing to admit what the Senator from Nevada 
had stated about the capacity of squeezing up or squeezing down a 
single standard of value. : 

e PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Ep- 


MUNDS. b 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. SAULSBURY called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON, (when Mr. Hs name was called.) Iwish to state 
that my colleague [Mr. HILL] is paired with the Senator from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Harris.] If my colleague were here, I presume he would 
vote “ yea,” and the Senator from Tennessee would vote“ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 23, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Anthony, Conkling, Kernan; Rollins, 
Barnum, Dawes, Lamar, — — 
Bayard, Eaton, McPherson, Waudleigh, 
Burnside, Edmunds, Mitche Whyte, 
Butler, Hamlin, Morrill, Windom 
Christiancy. Hoar, Randolph, 
NAYS—46. 

Allison, Davis of Illinois, Johnston, Paddock, 
8 Davis of W. Va, Jones s 2 Sar 

ey, Dennis, ones of Nevada, y 
Beck Dorsey, ellogg, Saunders, 
Booth, Eustis, Kirkwood, 5755 
Bruce, Ferry, eller, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, M d, Thurman, 
Cameron o Gordon, Matthews, Voorhees, 
Chaffee, Grover, ey, Wallace, 
Cockrell. Hereford, Merrimon, Withers. 
Coke, Howe, 
Conover, Ingalls, Oglesby, 

ABSENT—7, 
Blaine, Hill, Patterson, Sharon. 
Harris, McMillan, Ransom, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC The questionrecursupon the amend- 


mens Se ties from the Committee on Finance as the second section 
of the bill. 
Mr. Se Have all the amendments to the first section been 


0 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
amendments reported from the committee have precedence of other 
amendments. The amendment of the committee to the first section 
has been disposed of, and the question now is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] as the second sec- 
tion of the bill. 
Mr. EATON. Ihave an amendment to offer to that section. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment to it is now in order. 
Mr. EATON. The amendment of the Senator from Iowa proposes 
to insert : 
That immediately after the passage of this act the President shall invite the 


governments of the countries the Latin union, so called, and o 
other European nations as he H advise to join the United Sateen 
conference to adopt a common ratio of legal tender as between gold and silver, &c. 

I move to strike out from the word “governments,” in the second 
line, the letter “ s;”: so as to read ‘ government ;” and to insert “ of 
Great Britain.” I desirethe governmentof Great Britain to be named 
in the section in connection with the invitation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willsay to my friend that if he will examinethis 
section he will see that the President is authorized to invite and 
undoubtedly will invite the government of Great Britain to join in 
the conference or commission, because under the provisions of the 
section he can invite such other European nations as he may deem 
advisable. Therefore, it becomes a mere question as to naming the 
Nr EATON. ‘That does no I th 

r. N. at does not answer my purpose, 0 at 
the government of Great Britain should be first 5 that 
is in my judgment as acommercial nation the most important. There- 
fore I submit the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. COKE. I wish to offer the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. BooTa] with a modification. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Is there not a pending amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] to the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER, It seems to me the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
is not in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas had not 
stated his amendment. The Chair will rule on the amendment when 
the Senator from Texas shall have submitted it. 

me COKE. Whenever I can get the floor I will offer my amend- 
men 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


reported by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] from the Com- 
mittee on Finance as the second section of the bill, which will be 
reperies: 

he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That immediately after the passage of this act the dent shall invite 
the governments of the countries com the Latin union, so and of such 
other European nations as he may deem advisable, to join the United States in a 
conference to adopt a common ratio of legal tender a between and silver, 
for the pepas of establishing, internationally, the use of bim ic money and 
securing fixity of relative ‘een those metals; such co: to be 


int 

of nited 

States, and shall report the doings thereof to the President, who shall transmit 
the same to Congress. 

Said commissioners shall each receive the sum npr Agen his reasonable ex- 


to be approved by the of State; amount necessary to 
pay such compensation and expenses is appropriated out of any money in 
not otherwise ap 


The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question on the amendment 
and declared that he was unable to decide by the sound. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wero ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not know what the indication was from the 
vote we had just now, but I hope the Senate will pause before those 
who are, I do not say who profess to be, but who are in favor of the 
restoration of a double standard in the values of this country, will 
omit the only feature in my judgment which this bill contains tend- 
ing to accomplish their desires. I have never yet been able to find 
in print, I never yet have been able to hear orally, from any man 
who has made this subject a study, the least pretense that any nation 
single-handed and alone, without the tion and consent of 
other members of the t family of nations, could pretend to create 
a double standard of its own. Therefore, as I say, this is the only 
feature of the bill which has to my mind the faintest chance of 
probable success in leading this people back to the double value of 
gold and silver as their s ; and I hope the Senate will not 
reject it. 

1 do desire that silver shall be used to its widest possible extent as 
a money for the people of this country. I have said so before, and 
probably it is not n to repeat it now. I am very sure that 
this amendment not only is proper, is well to be adopted now, but in 
my judgment it should have been the precursor of the whole move- 
ment intended by this bill. I fear we shall be guilty of a violation 
of the good sense of the proverb in locking the stable after the steed 
is stolen if we pass the bill first arbitrarily fixing our mint values 
upon these coins, regardless of their bullion value, and then send 
abroad to know whether we can possibly maintain the two in circu- 
lation, It would be like providing the medicine after, I am afraid, 
the patient is in his coffin. Still it is better to have the examination 
and the opportunity of retracing our steps should it turn out that the 
bill is erroneous, 

I hope, therefore, the Senate will at least permit this comparison 
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of views upon this highly important subject to be made in the only 
way that can give us the benefit of the experience and the advice of 
others, who no matter what may be the form of government under 
which they live have the same human interest with ourselves, to 
whom profit and loss fall as painfully or as pleasurably as they do 
upon us under a republican form of government, and that we may 
get a little bit over this American idea that we can have principles 
of political economy bounded by the jurisdiction of our own Govern- 
ment. 

I hope that the amendment will be adopted. It can do no harm; 
it may do some good. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the bill now having been amended, 
I cannot perceive that there should be any possible objection on the 
part of any one to the further amendment proposed by thé Commit- 
tee on Finance. Certainly those who are most earnestly in favor of 
the bill must desire its ultimate success, and there can be nothing 
that would be more potential in contributing to its success than to 
secure the co-operation of other and distant nations, I shall there- 
fore regard it as a test of the sincerity of those who vote for the bill 
as 843 whether they really desire to bring silver up to the value of 

ld or not. 
ir. SAULSBURY. I wish to occupy but a moment. I expressed 
the other day my own idea, and I believe it to be correct, that it is 
utterly impossible for this country to agree with the European gov- 
ernments in reference to any common representative of money. I 
believe that the whole matter of a convention for that purpose is 
unnecessary. It would be attended by expense. Acommission would 
be appointed which must be paid, and it would result as former con- 
ventions have resulted on this subject, in no practical benefit to the 
country. 

Besides, if it is a proper measure it ought to be distinct and inde- 
pendent, unconnected and separated from this bill. The purport of 
the bill is to reauthorize the coinage of the silver dollar. That is to 
be again, according to my understanding of the bill, the policy of this 
Government. If it is desirable to have an international convention to 
ascertain whether it is possible to put ourselves in unison upon the 
money system with the European powers, why not submit it to Con- 
gress as a separate and distinct measure? Why connect it with this 
measure embracing the new policy which we are about to adopt? I 
do not know that I should object very seriously to the proposition if 
it were offered as a separate and distinct measure; yet I cannot re- 
frain from Spee my opinion that such a measure, whether con- 
nected with this bill or as an independent and distinct proposition, 
would amount to nothing practical and effective so far as this country 
is concerned. What are the grave questions which our representatives 
would have to meet in such a convention ? One of the very first ques- 
tions they would have to meet would be whether we would give up 
our standard of value, the dollar, and adopt the franc of the Latin 
union, or whether we would adopt the sovereign of England. We 
should have this question to meet, and independent of that, the ques- 
tion of pure metal and alloy to be fixed as the common representative 
of money. So far as I am concerned, I shall vote against this amend- 
ment, it being connected with this measure. 

Mr. ALLISON, I regret to see that the Senator from Delaware, 
(Mr. SavLsBury, I who has generally favored this measure, now finds 
it necessary to o the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I beg the Senator’s 2 it is not a of 
the measure to recoin the silver dollar. I am not opposing ae i 
shall vote for the bill, but I oppose this amendment which proposes 
to add in a separate section a distinct question, to appoint a commis- 
sion to confer with other powers. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regard this amendment as of vast importance 
to the success of silver coinage. The monetary commission that re- 
ee upon this subject reported in favor of a conference of nations. 

his subject has been discussed over and over again by the scientists 
and the men who study the N of money in all the nations. The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] first upon this floor in 1876, in an 
able and exhaustive speech upon the value of silver, had the honor 
of 133 an international monetary conference for the purpose 
of fixing a monetary unit and relation between these two metals. 
We simply propose here, not to say whether the United States will 
adopt the sovereign, or the franc, or the rupee of India, if you please, 
or any other coin. We simply propose that this conference shall con- 
sider one subject, and one subject only, namely, the expediency and 
feasibility of establishing internationally the use of bimetallic money 
and securing fixity of relative value between these metals. Now, 
why is such a conference necessary? We, by our legislation here, 
fix the value of a silver dollar at 412} gomos, which is at the relation 
of 16 to 1. The bimetallic nations of the world to-day have the fixed 
relation of 15} to 1, which overvalues silver 3} per cent. as compared 
with the monetary unit which we propose to establish by this bill. 
Every dollar of silver coin in existence, whether in the form of francs, 
rupees, or German thalers, has a relation to gold bearing 34 per cent. 
more than the relation which we fix by this bill. Then what will be 
the result if we persist in this monetary unit? The result will be either 
that the bimetallic nations of Europe will keep their mints closed; 
or when they open their mints to the free coinage of silver, every 
silver dollar that is in the United States will flee in to Europe, 


as it did after the unfortunate and mischievous legislation ef 1834, 
because we then established a wrong relation between the two metals, 


If we are to loosen these two metals and have them circulate side 
by side, I agree that we must have some fixity of relation so that the 
mints, not only of our own country but of other nations, will be open 
to the free, unrestricted, and unlimited coi of silver. Therefore, 
the friends of silver, those who believe that it is wiser for the civil- 
ized nations of the earth to utilize $2,250,000,000, or about that sum, 
of coined silver money, should unite in making an honest endeavor 
at least to secure and establish a fixed relation between this silver 
to be used as money and the coined gold which many of the civil- 
ized nations will adhere to, whatever we may do in such a conference 
as is proposed. I do not expect that Great Britain will join in this 
conference and agree to adopt the double standard, but I believe that 
the influence of that great government will be thrown on the side 
of bimetallic money. She has two hundred million people in India 
who have to-day a thonsand million of silver rupees, which is the 
only coined money of that country, and it is not reasonable to sup- 
pose that Great Britain will adopt a policy now which will destroy 
this thousand millions of coined money belonging to her subjects. 
Although England may not adopt the bimetallic system, she will 
encourage other nations and our own to persist in the use of silver as 
well as the use of gold. 

I say, then, that if gentlemen on this floor are serious and earnest 
in the use of silver money, I beg of them to initiate a proceeding here 
which will have the efiect of making the use of silver money per- 
petual in our own country or for a series of years. I trust this amend- 
ment will not be voted down by the friends of silver. If it is to be 
crushed let it be crushed by gold monometallism, because the mono- 
metallists of gold have no desire to see legislation either in this coun- 
try or internationally that will secure the use of silver. 

r. MERRIMON. The amendment looks to a league with foreign 
nations. It seems to contemplate no other purpose. It proposes to 
provide a conference for that very purpose. I wish to say that I am 
opposed to all foreign alliances and entanglements, Let other nations 
fix their money standard as they will ; let us fix ours as suits our con- 
venience, Ifit turns out that they make a standard of value that 
suits us to conform to, we will take advantage of the occasion and 
circumstances that present themselves when the time shall come for 
us to change our own and fix some other. 

Mr. BAILEY. I Mr. President, that the measure under con- 
sideration has been offered by the Committee on Finance as an amend- 
ment, and that it was not 15 7 as a separate bill, for I much fear 
that if we shall continue to load the bill as it came from the House 
with amendments made by the Senate it may give rise to contrariety 
of opinion and differences between the House and Senate such as 
will result in something not very pleasant at all events to the friends 
of the measure; and that we should seek to avoid. 

Moreover, this is a bill to regulate simply the coinage of the Gov- 
ernment and people of the United States. It is purely a domestic 
bill in its operation and effect, having reference alone to our own in- 
ternal wants, and having no reference whatever, in its main features, 
to the existing coi laws of other countries. 

For these reasons I feel constrained to vote against the amendment 
that is offered by the committee, and yet I cannot do so without 
declaring at the same time that, if it shall be brought forward as a 
separate measure, I will cordially support it, and for the reason that 
I recognize that there is much foree in what has been said by the 
Senator from Iowa, that there will be a necessity of co-operation on 
the part of those countries that may adopt silver as part of their coin- 

with reference to the regulation of the ratio of value which 
should exist between gold and silver. 

I make these remarks simply by way of explanation of the vote I 


shall give. 

Mr, FERRY. Mr. President, I was inclined to support the amend- 
ment that has just been advocated by the Senator from Iowa, reported 
from the Committee on Finance, and shall be disposed to support it 
still unless the Senator seeks to rest the utility and stability of the 
silver bill upon the sanction and co-operation of forei owers. I 
confess that I was a little surprised at the admission o the Senator 
from Iowa that its stability does substantially depend on such co- 
operation. If that be the case, in the judgment, of the Senator, then 
I am not dis to admit that my confidence in the utility of the 
bill is so far dependent upon the force of the amendment that I must 
make it indispensable by my support. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know that I in any sense stated that this 
measure would depend upon such co-operation, I stated that unless 
we had co-operation, either the mints of Europe would be closed 
against silver, or, when opened, our own mints would be closed 
against silver, as they were closed from 1834 to 1873 practically, be- 
cause we adopted a relation different from the relation of the bime- 
tallic nations of Europe. 

Mr. FERRY. Does the Senator from Iowa admit that this Gov- 
ernment has no power to fix the standard for itself irrespective of 
foreign nations! . 

Mr. ALLISON. On the contrary, I know we have a perfect right 
to fix any standard we choose. We can make it 1 to 10 or 1 to 80; 
but when we do we take the choice of either having all silver or all 
gold, as the case may be. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, What is the present relation established. 


in Europe! 
Mr. ON. Fifteen and one-half to 1. 
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Mr. JONES, of Florida, And that proposed in the bill now before 
the Senate is 16 to1? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FERRY. I did not mean to imply that this Government had 
not the legal authority to do it, but whether or not it had power to 
give this value irrespective of foreign powers. Can we not, in other 
words, maintain it without the sanction and co-operation of other 

wers? 

SM ALLISON. We cannot maintain it and maintain gold if the 
mints of Europe are closed to silver. 

Mr. B . should like to ask the honorable Senator from 
Michigan a question. Does he think the co-operation of foreign 
nations would weaken the movement? 

Mr. FERRY. I do not. Iwas disposed to support the amend- 

ment, but when the Senator from Iowa, who reports it, bases it upon 
the sanction and co-operation of foreign powers in order to make it 
operative, then I take issue with him, 
Mr. BLAINE. I do not see why the Senator should change his 
ground unless he believes that would weaken it. Whatever may be 
the motive of the Senator in supporting the measure does not change 
its effect. Does the Senator from Michigan believe or desire us to 
understand that with the single fact of the United States alone main- 
taining a silver standard and all the rest of the world abandoning 
it we can kee p the value of silver. Does he take that ground? 

Mr. FERRY, I take this ground, that I am satisfied this Govern- 
ment has not only the right but has the effective power to maintain 
silver as a part of its coin ive of any other power. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is evading the question. Does the Senator 
believe that our doing it will keep up its value in the markets of the 
world as money, if all other nations fail to do it? 

Mr. FERRY. LI answer that by saying that the declaration of this 
Government by statute carries with it all the moral as well as legal 
force of this Government, and in my jndgment sufficient to maintain 
it within its jurisdiction if not beyond. 

Mr. B E. “Moral force” does not weigh in the money market. 

Mr. FERRY. I am aware that it does not in the scales of money 
traffic, but coupled with law it is potential in fixing the money value 
of the world. 

Mr. BLAINE. I beg the Senator's pardon. If he takes the ground 
that asking the co-operation of forei overnments will weaken 
this movement, then he is logical; but if he admits that it will 
strengthen it, as he must certainly with his logic, then I think the 
motive merely of the Senator from Iowa does not afford sufficient 
ground for him to change his view. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Maine evades the point when he 
pas the question. My view is this, and I stated it at the outset, that 

was disposed to support the amendment; but when the Senator who 
reports it bases it upon the co-operation of foreign powers to make it 
vital and operative, then I say I must differ withhim. I am satisfied 
that the co-operation of foreign powers is desirable, but I do not feel 
that their co-operation is indispensable. That is the pona I take. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to make myself understood, if I can, by the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY. I am trying to understand the Senator, and that is 
why I am trying to draw him out on that point, for this reason: If 
the Senator who reports this amendment gives it to the country and 
the world that it ds) based finally upon the co-operation of foreign 

wers, then I cannot agree with him. My view is that it is desira- 
Bie to secure their co-operation, but, if they decline it, we can stand 
alone, HEROS AR of other powers. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator from Michigan mean when 
he talks about banog this upon co-operation? Basing what? 

Mr. FERRY. Basing the maintenance of 412} grains of silver as 
the silver-dollar unit and as an equivalent part of the coin of the 
conntry. 

Mr, ALLISON Let me ask the Senator a question. Is it nota 
fact that at one Weenies because we put 412} grains of silver in the 
dollar all our dollars were expelled from this country and were re- 
minted and recoined in France and we were left exclusively to a gold 
standard after the act of 1834? Now, that same condition of thin 
will take place 1 125 and the Senator from Michigan, who loves the 
silver dollar, will find himself in a few years without a silver dollar 
and thrown back again upon a single gold standard, unless other na- 
tions discard silver, and in that event we can of course maintain it; 
but if they reopen their mints to silver our silver goes away from us, 
as it has often gone before. 

Mr. FERRY. I do not confess to such fear that silver or gold is 
going to leave this country because we happen to change the rela- 
tion. It cannot leave without giving us an equivalent. : 

Mr. ALLISON. With free coinage it must go. 

Mr. FERRY. We have stricken ont free coinage in this bill as far 
as silver is concerned. The Senator from Iowa in his own amend- 
ment has stricken out the free-coinage feature of the silver bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. But my friend from Michigan does not suppose 
that that provision is to last always. The very basis of this amend- 
ment is that,when we have fixed the relation that silver shall have, 
it will be open to free coinage in this country, and not only in our 
own country but in the other countries using bimetallic money 

Mr. FERRY. I then answer the Senator from Iowa in the same 
way that I met the Senator from Pennsylvania. I do not believe in 


legislating to-day and inscribing on the face of the statute fear of 
the efficiency of that legislation by asking the future to condone 
such folly. I believe in legislating for the present and for the futuro 
without question. Others who follow us will take care of the un- 
foreseen needs of the future. My judgment is that 412} grains is the 
i standard for silver to hold its equivalent relation to gold. 

eving this, I do not wish to commit myself to any proposition 
that weakens it by indispensable co-operation with other powers. 
That is the 
fe k of the Senator, while I stand by the measure as embraced in 
the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, vote the argument down and vote for the 
amendment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FERRY. That is What Lam after. I Want to antagonize the 
views expressed by the Senator as the correct interpretation of the 
character of the bill. If it depends upon foreign support, to vote 
Se the amendment, but if it means simply a proposition to invite 
the co-operation of other governments, that may be advisable. 

Mr. BLAINE, There are two points that have struck me in this 
debate. Those who go for a single gold standard, if you address them 
the question, Do you think silver ought to be given up entirely as 
money!“ answer, “Oh, no; other nations will keep it as money, and 
we shall have plenty of market for the product of our mines by other 
nations keeping it up.” Now, on the other hand, the Senator from 
Michigan, who desires silver to be 8 says he does not want the 
co-operation of other nations. The go d monometallist says other 
nations will provide for our silver by their making it money. The 
silver monometallist (for the Senator seems to put himself in that 
position) says he wants no co-operation from other nations. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not. 

Mr. BLAINE, The Senator does not want any on cotton, It is an 
entangling alliance to take cotton to England and get pay for it; it is 
an pages, gam alliance to send tar, pitch, and turpentine across the 
ocean and get money for them; it is a very entangling alliance to 
have commerce with other nations. It seems to me there would be 
just as much force in saying you want no entangling alliances or an 

terchange whatever as to say it of that which is the basis of 
interchange. 8 

Mr. FERRY. I trust the Senator from Maine does not wish to mis- 
represent my position. I stated, and I repeat, that I would desire, if 
my desire would accomplish the ed vag the co-operation of other 
powers; but, in the absence or refusal of such co-operation, I do not 
admit that we must thereby confess that legislation will be 8 
tive. Lean say again, if the Senator from Maine desires it and wishes 
to properly represent me, that foreign co-operation would be wel- 
come, but if it is refused we can prosper independently of it. I can- 
not admit that it isan indispensable requisition. That is the ground 
of my support. 

Mr. BLAINE. It is not so popon 

Mr. FERRY. But that is the way in which the Senator from Maine 
has not put it, and I desire to be placed rightly in that respect. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, the examples put by the Senator 
from Maino are not apposite at all. We send cotton to land or to 
France or to wherever we will without the consent of England or 
France as nationalities, if we can find somebody there who wants to 
buy our cotton. So of any other product that we desire to send abroad. 
We do not want a commission to regulate the price that we shall re- 
ceive for cotton, tar, piteh, turpentine, or anything else, We are per- 
fectly free to sell when we will and where we will and as we will. 
This case is very different from the one he puts, and therefore the case 
he puts does not weigh anything at all in the argument. The prop- 
osition embraced in the proposed amendment contemplates an alli- 
ance with foreign nations on the subject of money, from which, if it 
is engaged in, we cannot recede at will. It is to last for a number of 


ears; forty or fifty years. 
i Mr, BLAINE. T Sia r the better. 

Mr. MERRIMON. In the mean time, if it should suit the conven- 
ience of this country to recede from it and change our money stand- 
ard, wo should not be at liberty to do so without a breach of that alli- 
ance which might involve us in war or other difficulties. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
that the commission is Sie to make a report for the future action 


of 5 Roel 

Mr. IMON. But that does not vary what I stated in my re- 
marks a while ago, that it looks to a foreign league, to a foreign alli- 
ance, to foreign entanglements, to which I am utterly opposed not only 
in this respect, but in every other. I want to maintain the absoluto 
independence of this country. 

Mr. BLAINE. And I suppose the Senator from North Carolina, then, 
is opposed to a pound in his State being a pound in Liverpool,or a 
bale of cotton weighing the same, or to weights and measures being 
the same between any two nations. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I am entirely unless 

Mr. BLAINE. He is for one weight for cotton in North Carolina 
and one in Manchester. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Iam unless it suits the business of this country 
to do it. If it does we will conform our action to the measure of 
vane in that country and we will do it without a league, without an 
alliance. 

Mr. BLAINE. Therefore the Senator thinks on the whole, if it is 


und I take. I am opposed, in other words, to the ar- 
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better to have fourteen ounces make a pound here, we shall have it 
despite the world. 
. MERRIMON. Certainly. y 

Mr. BLAINE. Well, it is a great free American right we ought to 
maintain. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MERRIMON. And then we could adjust them as exchanges 
are regulated now. A dollar is not equal to a pound, and yet we can 
resolve Federal money into English money and English money into 
Federal money. There is no difficulty at all about that. The Sen- 
ator from Maine a while ago asked with an air of triumph if moral 
considerations had anything to do with money transactions. I tell 
him yes, they have everything to do with transactions such as the 
bonds of this country or any country. What but the morality of this 
country, what but the honor and good faith of this country, gives 
value to our securities in foreign lands or in this country ? 

Mr. BLAINE. That is the application of money. > 

Mr. MERRIMON. We cannot be sued on our bonds. There is 
nothing but the morality of this people that gives them credit. The 
morality of a man adds weight to the value of his personal bond, his 
personal security, it adds to it and makes up the very essence of the 
contract. 

But, sir, my objection was that this proposition looks to an alliance 
with foreign nations, and Iam opposed to that, and I predict now 
that when the vote is taken ten minutes hence it will be found that 
every one in favor of a single standard votes for this proposition. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he con- 
siders in this amendment in its scope that there is anything beyond 
the inquiry authorized by the amendment? 

Mr. IMON. Certainly Ido. It looks to an alliance. That 
is the very point. It is the point that the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. FERRY] made a moment ago. It looks to an alliance. That is 
the object. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is there a single letter or word in the amendment 
that looks to anything like an alliance or complication with foreign 
nations? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I think it means that or nothing. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It issimply an inquiry to ascertain whether silver 
coin may not be incorporated as an article of commerce between 
nations. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from North Carolina, I think, not in- 
tentionally of course, misrepresents what I said about moral worth 
not being of any value in the money market. What I meant and 
what I answered the Senator from Michigan was this: That Senator 
was maintaining that regardless of tha weight of this dollar the 
moral weight of this Government beneath it could float it. The Sen- 
ator when he comes to argue refers to the application of money. If 
von owe a debt yon have got to pay it; but does the Senator say that 
however great the moral worth of this Senate or the moral worth of 
the nation that the Senate represents, it can throw that moral worth 
into the scales to throw up or weigh down an indifferent or short 
dollar ? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not. 

Mr. BLAINE. At what 8 per cent. in the dollar does the 
Senator put moral worth? Is it 8 or 10? What is the component 
part when you come to the one hundred cents that make up a dollar, 
that the moral worth of any nation gives it? 

Mr. MERRIMON. When the Senator gets through I will state my 
understanding of this subject. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am through. 

Mr. MERRIMON. What I mean to say is this, that while it would 
be convenient to have a universal standard of value, as I admit, while 
it would be desirable, I would not compromise this country by mak- 
ing an alliance with England or any other, or any number of foreign 
nations. What I desire is that we shall preserve our absolute free- 
dom and independence. But while it is convenient to have a uniform 
standard of value, the world has never hadit. I believe it is utterly 
impracticable that the world ever should have it. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask the Senator if when France paid her indemnity 
to Germany that coin paid over to Germany was not recoined in Ger- 
many, and then when it returned to France was recoined again in 
the French mint? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I take it that it was. I say further that while 
it was useful and convenient to have a uniform standard of value, it 
is not absolutely essential. No one ever did exist, and I do not be- 
lieve any one ever will exist. The laws of exchange must exist while 
there are different nationalities on the face of the earth. We under- 
stand how we resolve Federal money into English money and ae os 
money into Federal money. But this difference in point of value I 
am satisfied has been greatly magnified in this debate. I admit that 
it is a convenience, but it is not essential, and I am not sure that it 
is practicable at all to establish a universal standard. I doubt if it 
is in the very nature of things. 

But, sir, I want to make the point in, and I am glad that the 
Senator from Michigan has seen it—it is the one I endeavored to call 
the attention of the Senate to a while ago, in two or three words. I 
object to it on the ground that this looks directly to an alliance with 
foreign nations, which will result as certainly as we negotiate a treaty 
in foreign entanglements. 

Mr. ALLISON. What sort of an alliance? 

Mr.MERRIMON. Just such an alliance as this Latin union. This 


country agrees with England and France and Germany and Italy 
and Spain and a half dozen other nations that we will put so many 
grains of pure gold into a dollar, called by perhaps some other name 
that does not suit us, and that we shall agree that a pound shall be 
so much and that our yard-stick shall be so much, and so of all our 
measures. It looks to that era of universal peace and quiet and 
equality that is utterly impracticable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does not the Senator know that the yard-stick is 
an English invention and that the Winchester bushel is our bushel, 
a bushel two or three centuries old? All we propose here is that the 
relation shall be the same. We make no alliance with anybody; we 
simply agree with France that if she insists on 15} to 1 we will adopt 
15} to 1 in the silver coined at our mints. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Ihen if it is not to be a league, I ask what good 
it does. Let England fix her measure, France fix her measure, Ger- 
many fix her measure, and if upon experience and observation we 


find it suits us to make our measure conform to theirs we can do it 


without consulting them, In the exercise of our free right we can 
pees We have nothing to gain by such an alliance, but everything 
to lose. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In addition to what has been said by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, this fact looks us in the face: when we 
meet the Latin union upon the question of the relative amount of 
silver and gold which shall constitute the coins, we shall be met by 
the fact that there are about two hundred and fifty million people 
to-day who use coins at the relation of 15} of silver to 1 of gold, and 
we, bode ie population of about forty-four million people, would nec- 
essarily have to yield to their views upon that question ; and involved 
in that is the recoinage of all our silver dollars and all our subsidiary 
coin. Now if the people of this country are a to be put to the 

nse of the recoinage of all their silver do or the purpose of 
being in harmony with the Latin union, you may commence to put 
your convention in operation to-morrow, and it will take two years 
at least before they will arrive at any proper conclusion in reference 
to this matter. Do you think the representatives of this country 
would agree to the recoinage of all the silver dollars and all the sub- 
3 coin of this conntry or that the Latin union would agree to 
abolish the five-frane piece and come to the dollar of America? You 
have got innumerable ee of difficulty to be met whenever you 
undertake to create such a league. My opinion is that the passage of 
this amendment of the Senator from Iowa sends out this bill with 
some distrust of its being a proper bill to be passed. I am therefore 
op to it upon that consideration. 

MORGAN. Mr. President, the whole pith of the amendment 
offered is contained in that part of it which terminates with the eighth 
line. The provision is: 


That immediately after the passage of this act the President shall invite the gov- 
ernments of the countries composing the Latin rp ee called, and of such 

European nations as he may deem ble, to join the United States in a confer- 
ence to adopt a common ratio of legal tender as between gold and silver, for the 


urpose of establishing internationally the use of money and 
Bxity of relative wale between those 5 


The first suggestion that strikes my mind in regard to this amend- 
ment is that the friends of silver remonetization upon that standard 
of value maintained at the time of its demonetization are apprehen- 
sive that this measure will not meet with public acceptance unless we 
go abroad for an indorsement of our policy. In that respect we do 
not give to the judgment of the legal tribunal of the United States, 
the Jongress of the United States, that sort of value which belon 
to the dignity and grandeur of our own country. I think that the 
American people have as much right to prescribe for themselves the 
standard of currency, the standard of value between the two metals 
used as currency, as they have to prescribe for themselves a tariff or 
any other institution orestablishment that belongs to American affairs. 
I think it is hardly necessary to consider whether we are engaging 
ourselves in entangling alliances with foreign nations when we come 
to consider our own policy or not, because when we consider our re- 
sources, the magnitude and grandeur of our country, we must come 
to the conclusion that we have the right to prescribe a policy for 
American affairs, which is peculiar to our own affairs, to our own situ- 
ation. 

But without reference to this broad scope of the question which 
relates to our-interests as they may be involved with the interests of 
other and 3 nations, there are some points contained in the first 
eight lines of this amendment which it seems to me must strike the 
attentionof those who are disposed to consider it deliberately as being 
very objectionable to be enacted in the form of legislation. 

In the first place, the President is authorized to invite the gov- 
ernments of the countries composing the Latin union, so called.” I 
should not object to the words “so called,” because they have been 
applied to the State which I have the honor to represent, for in- 
stance. I do not know what the states composing the Latin union 
might think of that term “so called,” as applied to them; they may 
not have the same feeling of criticism that strikes my own mind in 
reference to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will strike that out if it will please my friend 
from Alabama. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishall not move to strike it out. The association 
is “the Latin union,” not the so-called Latin union, but that is a mere 
verbal criticism and amounts to nothing whatsoever. I referred to it 
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as a mere matter of pleasantry connected with our past historical 
reminiscences. 

The President has the right to invite the governments of the coun- 
tries composing the Latin union and “such other European nations 
as he may deem advisable ;” that is to say, a President of the United 
States, in favor of remonetization, in favor of the dollar of our fathers, 
in favor of the re-establishment of that ancient institution which 
worked so long and so well, and so favorably to American affairs, 
might invite those nations which are favorable to his views, leaving 
the others entirely unnoticed, or leaving those aside he may go to 
England and Germany who are opposed to the bimetallic system, and 
invite them to the conference, leaving it entirely in the discretion of 
the President as to whom he will invite into the conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. He must invite the Latin union. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no doubt about that, but as to the other 
uations it is entirely discretionary with him. Now, if we are going 
abroad to seek wisdom and advice in regard to our own internal af- 
fairs, I suppose we had better commission the President of the United 
States to go to all the t nations abroad who have an interest in 
this question of bimetallic currency, and we had better make it com- 
pulsory upon him to go to all nations instead of to the Latin union, 
and afterward to such as he may deem proper to invite into the con- 
ference. I do not see any substantial reason, any public or American 
necessity for leaving to the President of the United States, when he 
comes to form this t convention, the discretion to invite first the 
Latin union and rward such other nations as he may think are 
worthy to be invited into a conference of this magnitude and this 
importance on this grave question. So I think the amendment is 
entirely objectionable in that feature. 

Now we come to another feature of it “in a conference to adopt a 
common ratio of legal tender as between gold and silver.” Now let 
us consider this question. Let us suppose that Italy and Switzer- 
land, to say nothing of France and Belgium and the more important 
states, are invited into a conference to determine what shall be a le- 

tender for debts in the United States. Let me ask you, Mr, Pres- 
ident, what would they do with our legal-tender notes in this coun- 
try? What would become of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States which, after a great strain and it is said after a re- 
organization of that grand tribunal, has resulted in the establish- 
ment of the law in this country that greenbacks, so called, are legal 
tender for debts as between the citizens of the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. My friend does not read quite far enough. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have read it far enough. 

Mr.ALLISON. Common ratio of legal tender as between gold and 
silver,” is the language. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good; “legal tender as between gold and sil- 
ver.” That excludes the greenback, so that if these nations should 
come into the conference we should be compelled as a matter of 
courtesy and deference to them to say that the legal-tender notes of 
the United States should not be considered in the arbitrament or de- 
cision. Those notes would be entirely excluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not with a view of saying to this country 
what shall be a legal tender here; it is only saying that whatever 
nations adopt this relation if they shall constitute gold and silver 
legal tender shall have so many grains of gold and so many grains of 
afresh the relation of 153 to 1 or 16 to 1 or 17 to 1, as the case may 
be. It does not affect the legal tender at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, the question of legal tender has no reference 
to this subject at all. It is the question of relation between the 
keine of gold and the value of silver, compared the one with the 
other. 

Mr. ALLISON. As money. 

Mr. MORGAN. As money, and not as legal tender. 

Mr. ALLISON. Legal tender makes money. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, it does not, because we have a great deal of 
money in this country to-day that is not legal tender. 

Mr. ALLISON, Circulating? 

Mr. MORGAN. Circulating as money that is not legal tender, a 

t deal of it. There are many Spanish dollars that were formerly 


egal tender, Peruvian and Mexican dollars that were formerly legal | p 


tenders, that circulate as money to-day in the United States which 
are not legal tender. If the amendment is to be adopted the lan- 
guage of it certainly ought to be changed, because the United States 
of America ought not to admit the arbitrament of Seny powers in 
any respect whatsoever in the regulation of that which shall be a 
legal tenderin the solution of debts or the payment of debts between 
its own citizens. l 
Mr. BUTLER. Then my friend will permit me to ask why does the 
United States ever make any commercial treaty with foreign powers? 
Mr. MORGAN. Because they relate to commercial affairs, and are 
not for the Burpee of regulating internal affairs. Now, the doctrine 
of legal tender and the laws regulating legal tender in Italy, in Switz- 
erland, in Germany, in France, and in the United States are local 
laws. ‘They are not international laws. The United States of Amer- 
ica, in this Congress by the concurrent action of the two Houses, has 
determined that a certain commodity, if you please, is allowed to be 
id in the discharge of the interest-bearing obligations of the United 
tates; that is to say, that which was coin of the standard value of 
rest ilar of July, 1870. That has not any reference at all to legal 
tender. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to my friend that if he desires it and 
this amendment will be thereby more acceptable to him, I am quite 
willing to strike out the words “of legal tender as;” so as to read: “to 
adopt à common ratio between gold and silver for the purpose of es- 
tab E internationally, the use of bimetallic money.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, will 
the Senator from Iowa also be willing to strike out that provision 
which limits this conference to a double standard and to allow it to 
consider the expediency of a single standard ? 

Mr. ALLISON, That I cannot consent to do. That is the very 
thing we are struggling for here now and I do not propose to treat it 
away. 

Raa 1 RUNON, Is it treating it away to be willing to talk 
about i 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so too, because you cannot stand on the 
reason of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, the Senator who offered the 
amendment is willing to change it so as to strike out the legal-tender 
feature and to accommodate the amendment so as to set forth the 
relation between gold and silver; that is to say, how many ounces 
of silver are worth an ounce of gold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That amounts to the same thing as legal tender. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, because the Senator from Vermont will remem- 
ber that we have made that in the United States a legal tender which 
is neitber gold nor silver but a mere promise to pay, and if Italy or 
Switzerland or France can interfere with our local interests so as to 
prescribe to us a rule whereby we are prohibted from using our legal 
tender as the solvent of debts between our own citizens, then have 
we not permitted their intervention in our local affairs? 

I am perfectly willing to have all due respect to foreign countries 
in reference to those transactions in which we have corresponding 
interests, so that they shall know and we shall know whatare the 
values of the different interchangeable coin currencies, if I may use 
the expression, between the various countries; but I am not willing 
that Italy or Belgium or any other foreign country shall come to the 
United States and interfere in any respect whatsoever in prescribin 
to us what shall be a legal tender im solving debts between individ- 
uals in the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I will strike that out to please my friend. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good; then I have accomplished that much 
by the few remarks I have made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senator from Alabama will allow me to 
suggest that if yon strike tHat out, I think it leaves it the same thin 
as it respects the two coins. Iam not now speaking of what eac 

vernment may make a legal tender outside of these two metals; but 
in respect of the two metals, if you agree by a conference to have 
them bear a certain relation to each other, it results in effect in mak- 
ing them a legal tender on that standard if you carry out your con- 
ference, whether the word is in or out. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that should be so, we might have a standard of 
copper and nickel, and consult the nations how much nickel should 
be a legal tender for under $5 or copper a legal tender for under twenty- 
five cents. The truth is that itis an abdication of that sort of author- 
ity and power which we ought to exercise over our own affairs with- 
out reference to foreign consultation upon the subject. 

Now, there is a purpose declared in this amendment, and I have 
always understood that the purpose of law when explicitly declared 
in the body of the law was the controlling influence in its construc- 
tion. Here is a distinct and 78 purpose declared in the body 
of this amendment. What is it 

For the purpose of . the use of bimetallic honey and 
securing fixity of relative value between those metals. 

That being the real and the prominent purpose of the amendment 
and of the convention that is proposed to be called between us and 
the Latin union and such other states as the President may select 
to establish now internationally the use of bimetallic money, why 
should we leave that great purpose, which I confess is a legitimate 
urpose of governmental action, and come down to the question of 
regulating in Italy, Belgium, or elsewhere, and in the United States 
corresponding arrangements in reference to the legal-tender value of 
silver or coin in our own country? 

The amendment is involved, difficult, hard to be understood, and 
incapable of execution—these “reverend seigniors” will allow me to 
make use of that expression—in any convention which might be held 
between these foreign countries. When your commissioners got there 
to execute the p of this convention they would find themselves 
trammeled and inthralled with difficulties involved in the very lan- 
guage of the law itself, which they could never overcome, and never 
properly explain to foreign governments. It would be a beautiful 
subject for a great international commission to go abroad to visit 
these various governments, and ask them to send their delegates toa 
conference to be held at the places and times mentioned in this amend- 
ment, and that we should submit to them what should be our law in 
reference to legal tender! 

Now, with due deference to the honorable Senator who proposed 
the amendment, I must say that I can see no consistency and no pur- 
pose in it when we come to compare the language of the amendment 


with the purpose declared to justify us in passing the amendment. 


R 
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That is the only criticism I propose to make upon the language of 
this provision, upon what I conceive to be the conflicting parts of 
the different provisions in the amendment. 

There is another subject, however, which stands outside of these 
considerations and these criticisms, which strikes my attention very 
forcibly; and that is, that after we have resolved, after weeks of 
debate, upon certain propositions of law and certain propositions of 
public policy connected with the remonetization of the silver dollar 
of 412} grains, we should find ourselves necessitated to go abroad to 
find some sanction for our conduct in the esteem and approbation of 
foreign countries, If there is so much doubt hanging about the 
action to be taken by the Senate on this occasion and in reference to 
this great subject as that we hesitate to adopt it without reluctance 
and without finality of purpose, then we ought not to adopt it. If, 
after we have adopted an international monetary system, includin 
within the currency of this country gold, legal-tender notes, an 
silver dollars of 4124 grains, including further the subsidiary coins 
of this country, there is so much doubt resting on our action that we 
must immediately urge on the President, in his discretion, to call in 
such nations as he may think proper to consult and confer with us 
upon the propriety of our conduct, then it is time that the Senate 
had halted — paused until it considered well and maturely its own 
action in the premises. I have no such embarrassment in my own con- 
victions, allow me to say. I will not urge these convictions on the 
Senate of the United States as the convictions of a man learned and 
skilled in finance; and I have but one appeal to make besides those 
legal rights which God has given me to pass on subjects that come 
before my attention. I allude to that a ag which was made so elo- 
quently by my friend from Delaware, i r. BAYARD,] the light of 
seventy y experience. I plant my feet upon the seventy years’ 
experience in which the American people have realized in every 
sible sense and in every possible way the utility of gold and silver 
combined in currency for all public and private ente 

Mr. ALLISON. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 
Is it not a fact that by the misguided and mistaken legislation of 
1834 silver was driven from our country! 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think it was driven from our country; 
but I know this, that if silver has ever been driven from our country 
its place has been supplied by a currency of equivalent value, and 
the people of the United States have suffered nothing by the depri- 
vation. But I do know, Mr. President, that in times past the law- 
makers of the United States have found themselves compelled, on 
one occasion if not more, to debase the silver coinage in order to re- 
tain it on this continent. They have been compelled to make the 
subsidiary coins of this country of less actual standard value than 
what I may call the unit so far as respects silver, and they have been 
compelled to do that in order to keep among send e of the United 
States that coin which was absolutely essential to the discharge of 
the current business of the common poor popa of the land. 

If it be n in the policy of the United States Government 
to debase the subsidiary coins or to lower them in value in order to 
keep them in the United States, is not that an argument which states- 
men ought to regard when they come to consider the wants of this 

ple? Fractional currency printed on the printing-press was not 
nown until during or since the beginning of the late war. Iam not 
repared from personal experience to state the very hour or the very 
— 5 when fractional currency from the printing-press in the United 
States first came into circulation as a substitute for silver coin; but 
whenever that may have been, or whatever may have been the oc- 
easion for bringing such currency to the use of the people, it is a 
mere argument to show that the Government felt itself bound to 
supply those who deal in small amounts of money continually day by 
day and hour by hour with a circulation suited to their convenience 
and necessities. 

I have not been able from my e ience, I have not been able 
otherwise than by reference to the history of public affairs in the 
United States, to determine that silver money has been always accept- 
able among the common laboring people of this ganag: san that 
when it was driyen out by the exigencies of public affairs the Gov- 
ernment always found it n to make some substitute therefor. 
But I do know that silver money has been of such common accept- 
ance as that the common people of the e Bike by this I mean 
the daily laboring people of the country-have supplied through 
the wisdom of the Government either by subsidiary coins of reduced 
value or by the substitute for them ed stamps or fractional cur- 
rency, and the Government has always found it necessary to supply 
this sort of coin or currency to meet this sort of demand. 

Now, Mr, President, what does this all argue? It argues simply 
that there is a demand in this country among the common laboring 
people, who toil day by day and who earn to-day what they have to 
expend to-morrow, there is a common impression, a belief, a faith 
among them that silver coin is necessary for their comfort, their 
maintenance, their support, and their daily use. That is what it 
argues. If this has been the case in reference to the wants of the 
great populace of this country, is there any occasion for us to deny 
to them this coinage, and deny to them this coinage of equal value, 
of actual metal, with the round dollar authorized to be coined by the 
United States of America? I see every reason why it should be done, 
why these people should be supplied with coin. 

Sir, I will venture one more expression in the presence of the learned 
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gentlemen who surround me, some of whom are called doctrinaires, 
some of whom have great experience in public affairs which I cannot 
at all boast, I will venture in their hearing this idea in connection 
with the subject before us: It has been urged on the floor of the 
Senate time and again that the best unit of value was silver, and not 
gold. Without entering into any learned disquisition based upon 
Statistics with regard to this matter, I will undertake to present this 
simple proposition in connection with the subject: unless silver is 
overproduced, unless there is too much of it, unless it is coming from 
the bowels of the earth too rapidly for the convenience of mankind, 
unless it has been demonstrated here that too much silver is being 
produced by the labors of those men who toil two thousand feet be- 
neath the earth, so beautifully and eloquently represented by the 
Senator from Nevada, unless these things be so, then the unit of value 
is that unit which reaches to one hundred cents in the dollar and 
above one hundred cents in the dollar. It isthat unit which you can 
take at one hundred cents in the dollar and divide into decimals and 
bring down to five cents; so that, when a laboring-man has a five- 
cent piece in his possession and it is laid in the palm of his horny 
hand, made so by the toil of his life, a breath of wind will not blow 
it into the air. The honest, natural, indispensable unit of value is 
that which was ordained in the beginning of our Government and 
has been sustained from the beginning of our Government down to 
the time that great capitalists desired to use more money power to 
absorb and control the property-owners of the country, the silver unit 
of value, which may be divided into decimals and made convenient 
for the handling of those men who labor day after day for the sup- 
port of this entire country. 

I do not desire to go abroad to ask foreign nations what they will 
do in establishing a proper unit of value, or a proper. standard of 
value either, for any p of the currency of the United States, 
whether it be gold or whether it be silver. there anything within 
the reach of the ibilities of human knowledge and human exer- 
tion that cannot be accomplished by the enterprise and wisdom and 
intellectual power of the American people? You, sirs, have proved 
your power in this world by one demonstration which centuries will 
pass e without affording to this country or to any other nation in 
this world an opportunity to prove, You have proved the power of 
a free, constitutional, liberal Government in the maintenance of the 
. of States and of individuals amid the struggles of a war the 
like of which has never been seen on any other continent or in an 
other age. You have demonstrated that the greatest power that 
possessed by any people in the world is that power of liberal consti- 
tutional Government which is by the American people. We 
have suffered by it, but we come to acknowledge the authority and 
the grandeur and the andor of that authority erected in the Cun- 
stitution of the United States, the like of which is not to be found in 
any other government among civilized men in this or any other age. 
Now, sir, having demonstrated this power, this capacity, this capabil- 
ity, this moral, intellectual, and political grandeur, why yield your 
power to foreign countries and invite them to come in here and 
participate with you in the administration of your local affairs? Sir, 
you surrender the grandeur of the American character when you re- 
sort to schemes and expedients like these. Let me conjure you, 
Mr. President and Senators, that we should now adopt, South, North, 
East, and West, that grand idea of American independence and Amer- 
ican power, intellectual, moral, and physical, which is the result of 
the ours of the past and the view of the capacities of the pres- 
ent. I do object, in common with the Senator from North Carolina, 
to 3 1 bara e pe foreign associations. 

Mr. EY. Mr. President, I find m; compelled to differ with 
the action of an able committee which has deliberated long and re- 
ported to the Senate the result of its deliberations. Idoso with very 
great diffidence; and yet, believing as I do in a strict construction of 
the Constitution of the United States, I find that it is impossible for 
me to with the committee in this amendment. The Constitu- 
tion : Congress shall have the power “to coin money, regulate 
the value thereof, and of foreign coin.” Congress s have the 
power. The Constitution contemplates that the act of judgment in 
regulating the value of coin is to be exercised by Congress and not 
by foreign powers; and yet, Mr. President, this amendment declares, 
“ that immediately after the passage of this act the President shall 
invite the governments of the countries composing the Latin union, 
so called, and of such other Enropean nations as he may deem advis- 
able, to join the United States in a conference to adopt a common 
ratio of legal tender as between gold and silver.” Does not the 
Constitution contemplate that Congress shall adopt that “common 
ratio” bereon gold and silver in the exercise of its own unrestricted 
judgment 
4 . ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? I call 
his attention to the fifteenth, sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, and 
nineteenth lines. 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir. I will come to them before I get through. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly, they leave the whole question to Con- 

88. 
en MAXEY. The Constitution of the United States declares that 
Con shall coin money and regulate the value thereof. In reg- 
ulating the value of that money thus coined it adopts and regulates 
the “ratio between gold and silver.” If Congress adopts the ratio, 
it does so upon its own judgment, and it cannot be controlled an 
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should be wary of influence, in the exercise of thut judgment, by any 
foreign power. I grant you that we should bave a right to send out 
a commission to gather information and lay that information before 
Con for its action; but do we not know that tho Latin union, 
whith is specially called for in this amendment, when it had its con- 
vention, adopted a ratio between gold and silver, and cach of those 
nations was bound by the ratio thus found? I ask the Senator if he 
desires the United States Government to enter into a combination 
with any nations on this earth whereby the United States will be 
bound to abide by the ratio thus formed by foreign nations until they 
in a congress of nations sball make a different ratio. 

Mr. ALLISON. Surely not. 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well. Then if you do not intend to do that, 
this amendment means nothing, because you do ask that the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall invite the Latin union and such other 
countries of Europe as he deems advisable “to join the United States 
in a conference to adopt a common ratio of legal tender as between 
gold and silver.” What for? „For the purpose of establishing in- 
ternationally the use of bimetallic money and securing fixity of 
relative value between those metals.” Sir, it is the Congress of the 

“United States that has the power to regulate the value between these 
metals, and whenever Congress goes into such a conference as this, 
if it is to be bound by it, it abdicates the power which the Constitu- 
tion confers upon Con If it is not to be bound, then these 
nations, if notified of that fact, would enter into no convention with 

us. So that at last the proposition results in this: the President is 
to invite“ the Latin union and such other European nations as he 
may deem advisable to join the United States in a conference to adopt 
a common ratio between gold and silver, for the purpose of establish- 
ing internationally the use of bimetallic money and securing fixity of 
relative value between these metals.” It is true, as the Senator from Iowa 
Mr. ALLISON] says, these commissioners are to be appointed by and 
that they report their doings to the President, “who shall transmit 
the same to Congress.” The object of the amendment, it will be 
observed, is twofold: First, to establish internationally the use of 
bimetallic money. So far so good; but, second, to secure“ fixity of 
relative value hetween these metals.” ‘Now, that is the exact duty 
of Congress. How can any conference with other nations result in 
international use of bimetallic money “and fixity of relative value be- 
tween these metals” without all the nations engaged agreeing to be bound 
by it? If bound, does not Congress, however its action may be coy- 
cred ap by legislation, really designed to carry out the agreement, 
virtually abdicate its power to coin money and regniate the value 
thereof? If all are not bound then the whole movement is an abor- 

lion. 

Mr. SARGENT. Allow me to call the Senator's attention to a 
clause of the Constitution, I understand the Senator to be making 
a constitutional argument. I should like to call his attention toa 
clause of the Constitution in connection with that on which he has 
commented. It says Congress shall have power “to coin money, reg- 
ulate the value thereof, and of foreign coins, and fix the standard of 


weights and measures.” Further on it says “to establish post-oftices | 


and post-roads.” At this very session we have made an appropriation 
for our delegates to attend an international con gta toregulate post- 
offices and post-roads, to regulate the transmission of mails across 
this continent, to regulate the price that shall be paid on our letters 
deposited in this country going to foreign countries. Also they have 
power to regulate in reference to money-order offices, everything in- 

eidental to or connected in any way with post-offices and post-roads, 
which by the argument of the Senator are exclusively conferred upon 
the Congress of the United States by the Constitution. 

Mr. MAXEY. The law to which the Senator from California refers, 
and for the carrying out of which he says an appropriation was made, 
is not familiar to me. It was passed, as I understand, several years 
ago, and I never bad occasion to examine, but if “tape alee over agreed 
that the rates of postage for this country, for England, for France, 
for Austria, &c., or by the parties whoever they were, were fixed by 
international agreement by which we are bound, it was an unwise 
agreement. ; 

If I understand this matter to which the Senator refers as an illus- 
tration, it and the point I am considering are not on the same footing ; 
and yet I think if wea with other nations to limit directly or 
indirectly the constitutional power of Congress over the matter of 
post-offices and Sink AA eed we would do an unwise thing. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is exactly what we have done. 

Mr. MAXEY. Not at all, as I understand it. 4 

Mr. SARGENT. And by treaties we make them binding. 

Mr. MAXEY. We do not propose to regulate them by uniform 
postage here and there, and to continue this regulation until other 
nations agree. If we have done so we have done what we ought not 
to have done. 

Mr. SARGENT. We regulate it by conference with them, by agree- 
ment with them, 

Mr. MAXEY. I undertake to state that the tage will continue 
to be regulated by the Congress of the United States by law. 


Now, as I stated before, Congress shall have the power to coin 
money aud regulate the yalue thereof. If the regulation of the value 
of this coin is not to be in this Congress of the United States, but is 

to be in a convention of states—and by the word “states” I mean 
nations—then, in order that that may have any force or effect what- 


ever there must be some permanency and some power in that con- 

of nations to make this regulation thus fixed effective. How 
can that be done? Only as was done in the Latin union, when each 
one of those nations which went into that combination agreed to 
abide by the regulation thus fixed, and not to issne any more coin or 
any different coin from that agreed on by the union. Then you would 
get the United States into the condition that Congress does not “coin 
money and regulate the value thereof,” but you confer that great 
power on a congress of foreign nations, into which we go as an agree- 
ing party. But to show whether it amounts to anything or not, do 
we not all know that, when that conference was gone into, the Latin 
union was organized, and they invited Great Britain to go into it, 
and the twenty-fraue piece was upon as the gold coin? Did 
England agree to it? No, sir. While assenting that the arrangement 
was wise England refused to become a party. She refused to surren- 
der her right to coin her sovereign. She kept her sovereign and her 
pound note. 

Now, there is a perfect and absolute inconsistency, it oceurs to me, 
in this whole poruon The five-franc piece would make the dollar, 
according to the Latin union, a dollar of 400 grains. Gentlemen who 
will support this proposition of the Finance Committee tell you, some 
of them, that it will require 430 grains to make a good dollar; others, 
425 grains to make a good dollar; er: grains; and I do not 
remember whether they go further than that; and yet every one of 
those gentlemen will vote for this proposition, which, according to the 
opinion of the Senator from Iowa, will bring down the dollar from 
412} grains to 400 grains, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I shonld like to inquire of my friend from Texas 
if he does not admit that it would be to the advantage of this coun- 
try, as it would be to the advantage of every other commercial coun- 
tas ag there could be a uniformity of standard? 

r. MAXEY. Undoubtedly, yet the fact exists that coins, weights, 
and measures of different nations have always differed. The French 
have the kilogram. Are we to be bound by that? We have here the 
troy weight and the piles: set weight. e Spanish have the vara. 
Are we governed in our yard-stick by that? And so I think as these 
coins, weights, and measures of different peoples are those they are 
accustomed to they will be apt to retain them. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Lask a plain, straightforward question. Would 
it not be advisable, if we could do so, to have a uniformity of stand- 
ard fixed among the commercial nations? Would it not be to our 
advantage? 

Mr. MAXEY. Of course it would be avery great thing, if it could 
be done, as I think it never will be, and numerous abortive efforts 
strengthen this belief. 
ites aranan If it would be advisable is it not worth the effort 

try 

Mr. MAXEY. Efforts have been made timeand again. You might 
as well talk about having all nations speak the same language, of hav- 
ing every nation use the same pound weight, the same -stick, as 
to talk about regulating nations about their coin. Every nation that 
has any independence of character about it has its own standard of 
weights and measures, its own standard of coin, and the Constitution 
of the United States contemplates that we shall coin money and reg- 
ulate the value thereof. 

In 1792, when the fathers who made the Constitution were living, 
did they in that Congress of 1792 call to their aid the wisdom of Europe 
to tell them how many pran they should put in their silver dollar? 
Did they again in 1834? Did they again in 1837 or in 1853 when the 
coinage laws were reorganized after the d flood of gold had come 
from California and Australia and the Ural Mountains? Did our prede- 
cessors then call on foreign nations to tell us how much gold to put in 
the gold dollar or silver in the silver dollar? Not at all. Congress did 
not so far as I know ask of Europe the privilege of trying to dethrone 
silver in 1873. They donot seem to e upon Europe, or heav- 
ily on their own judgment. 

But, as I was going to state, we to-day owe a vast amount of money 
which we have promised to pay in a dollar of 412}grains. It matters 
not what sort of an arrangement you make ina conference with other 
nations, that debt has to be paid in dollars of 412} grains. Thus 
you would have two classes of legal-tender money, one operating on 
debts already created, the other operating in futuro, which would be 
a very great inconvenience. 

But it is said by Senators who will vote for this amendment that 
we are trying to make ninety-two cents pay one hundred cents. If 
412} grains is only equal to ninety-two cents, 400 grains is not so 
much. Yet they support a measure which the Senator from Iowa 
hopes will result in a four-hundred-grain dollar. 

Mr. President, the proposition we have before us has nothing to do 
with international conferences, but is a substantive, distinct propo- 
sition, What is it? That we shall restore our coinage laws to What 
they were before this strange, mysterious process was gone into 
whereby the silver dollar was eliminated from the coinage of the 
country. We want to put it back where it was. Let us do that. 
Then hereafter, as a substantive and distinct proposition, if it may 
beimportant to consult with other nations in the direction of uniform 
coinage, it may be done; but it has in my judgment no business here. 

It may be said that this commission is only designed to gather up 
information, which seems to be the view of the Senator from Iowa, 
for the purpose of laying before Congress, for Congress to act on, the 
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phraseology of the amendment I think will not limit the object to 
merely gathering information, but, as was remarked by the Senator 
from Delaware, [Mr. Baxanb, J and it does seem to me that was a 
wise remark, having agreed to pass the bill to coin a dollar of 4123 
grains, we are now simply locking the stable-door after the horse is 
stolen. After we establish a standard by law, then, having established 
that standard, we invite other nations to come forward to say whether 
or not we have acted wisely in that and why cannot we better do this 
after we have seen the effect of our legislation in restoring the old 
silver dollar? It would be an intimation to the whole world should 
we pass this amendment that we doubted our own wisdom, onr own 
jndgment, and perhaps our own honesty in making the dollar as we 

ave made it; and for the reasons I have given, differing as I do from 
the committee with all deference, because it is never pleasant to me 
to differ with an intelligent committee, I am compelled, from my 
views of right of the Constitution and of the true and sound policy 
of this Government, to vote against this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I ask nnanimous consent now that 
at eleven o’clock the debate on these amendments may be confined 
to five minutes, applying the usual rule in reference to five minutes’ 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the remaining debate on the bill and amendments 
in Committee of the Whole be confined to five minutes. 


Mr. MORRILL. I object to iton all amendments. I do not object Chaffee, 


to debate being curtailed on this one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the request 
again. The Chair thinks the Senator from Vermont misapprehends 
tho request. It is not that debate be now closed, but that the length 
of speeches hereafter be limited to five minutes on each amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To that I object. I do not intend to have some- 
body when this operation turns out to be disastrous to every honest 
man in the country, tell us hereafter, as we are told now about the 
action of 1873, that it was hustled through and people did not have 
an opportunity to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. As to the objection made we bac Senator from Ver- 
mont, this question has only been debated abont three months, and 
I think it might be open to that objection after some time perhaps. 
[Laughter. i 

Mr. EDM S. It might. Ihave no doubt in three or four years 
we should hear the Senator from Iowasaying that the thing was not 
perfectly understood, that debate was choked off. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that now to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator is quite right. I doubt if it 
is understood. [Laughter.] I judge by the votes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Surely the Senator from Texas, who has just 
spoken, totally misapprehends the effect of the amendment under 
consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The more reason for debate. 

Mr, ALLISON. He thinks the provision for appointing three com- 
missioners who shall cross the ocean will bind this great nation to a 
standard of value for all fnture time, whereas all we propose is that 
these three men shall confer with other bimetallic nations and report 
to eg herd and until Congress acts of course nobody is bound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall vote against this amendment not upon 
the groand that it is not proper to have a conference—I think the 
Senator from Iowa is entirely right about that; the constitutional 
objection to my mind is untenable—but this conference is limited on 
our part in advance to the question of adjusting a bimetallic stand- 
ard. There is no authority to consider the fitness of establishing for 
all these nations a common unit of values in one metal, be it silver 
if you like it better, or gold if you like that better; but the commis- 
sion is tied up; the matter is decided in advance so far as it affects 
the interests of the people of this country and those of others, to this 
thing of a double standard of sca Bi ch the experience of this 
country and every other has shown from the beginning to be only 
fraught with disaster to ev pede coat engages in it, because under 
a double standard one metal will constantly depart from the other 
and therefore constantly cheat aud wrong somebody. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Michigan proceeds, I ask 
him to yield to me till I offer a modification of the amendment by 
striking out in lines 5 and 6 the words “of legal tender as.“ I want 
to arrange this amendment so as to secure the popport of my friend 
from Alabama, and therefore I hope there will no objection to 
striking out those words, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the modifica- 

tion proposed by the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and the amendment will be so modified. The Senator from 
Michigan. 

Several Senators. Let us vote. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I would suggest that the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Cnnisriaxcx] had the floor before the roll-call commenced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Michigan. He gave way to the Senator from Iowa and after 
the Senator from Iowa concluded the Chair announced that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [ Mr. CHRISTIAN C] was entitled to the floor. He 
was not then in his seat, 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I did not hear the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator was not then in his scat, 
and the Chair did not perceive that he was in the Chamber. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The roll-call has commenced. 

Mr. CONKLING. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The regular orderis to complete the 
calling of the roll. 

The Secretary continued the calling of the roll. 

Mr, EATON, (when his name was called.) I vote “yea” with the 
privilege of moving my amendment. 

Mr. GORDON, (when. Mr. Hizu's name was called.) I desire to 
state again that my colleague [Mr. a is paired with the Senator 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Harris.] My colleague, if here, would vote 
“yea,” in all probabil 5 

The roll-call havin — concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 40, nays 30 ; as follows: 


YEAS—40, 
Allison, Christiane: Kellogg, Paddock, 
Anthony, 8 17 Kernan, Randolph, 
Barnum, Davis of IIlinols, Kirkwood, Rollins, 
Bayard, Dawes, Lamar, Sargent, 
Blaine, Dorsey, * MeMillan, Saunders, 
Eaton, McPherson, Teller, 
Batler, Ferry, Matthews, W. 
Cameron of Pa., Hamlin, Mitchell, Wallace, 
Cameron of Wis, Hoar, Morrill, Wh 
Howe, Oglesby, Windom. 
NAYS—30. 
apee open my E, 
e: Imun: ones ù 
Beck Eustis, Jones of Nevada, 8 . 
Cockrell, 8 M i Voorhees? 
Jockrel 
Coke, Grover, Maxey, Withers. 
Conover, Merrimon, 
Davis of West Va., Ingalls, Morgan, 
ABSENT—6. 
Bruce, Till, Plumb, Sharon. 
Harris, Patterson, 


So the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments to be 

ro in Committee of the Whole! 

r. MCDONALD. I desire to offer an amendment to line 12 of sec- 
tion 1, to strike out the words“ provided by“ and insert “expressly 
stipulated in,” so that the section will read: 

Shall be a legal tender at their nominal value for all debts and dues, public and 
private, except where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. 

My object in offering the amendment is to clear this of the sec- 
tion from anyambiguity. It has been said that the public debt of the 
United States that has been negotiated since 1873 is payable in gold 
coin by reason of the fact that at the time it was negotiated the sil- 
ver dollar had been omitted from the list of coins and that we had 
no silver coinage except that which was legal tender for sums of $5 
and under. We have adopted a resolution, which has passed the 
Senate and House, that the public debt is payable in coin of the 
standard value of 4123 grains; but that is only a simple resolution. 
I desire to have this amendment inserted here, so that there can be 
no question that the principal and interest of the public debt now 
authorized shall be payable in the coin provided by this act, because 
there is no 1 gg in the contract to the contrary. 

Mr. EDM S. Sup the legal effect of the contract should be 
by a just and lawful implication that it a that these bonds that 
mI friend i toare payable in gold, does he mean to repudiate that 
obligation 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir; but I mean to express precisely what 
the resolution by the Senate and House of Representatives 
has already declared, so that thero will be no controversy when this 
8 to be executed as to what its provisions are and what it 
applies to. 

r. EDMUNDS. Tho Senator, then, says that he does not mean to 
repudiate any implied contract existing by force of the circumstances 
and the state of the law, but he only means to say that it shall not 
be carried into effect—that is all—so that if in a suit in the Court of 
Claims, where a suit may be brought I suppose, and appealed to the 
Supreme Court of the Unitec States on one of the bonds issued since 
1873 it should be decided that those bonds are payable in gold, the 
Senator now means to say that they shall not paraolio in gold. 
Well, that may be honorable in the western sense, but I do not see it. 

Mr. McDONALD, I apprehend, Mr. President, that whatever is 
honorable in the western sense will be honorable anywhere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That must beso, Mr. President. Then I say that 
it cannot be honorable in the western sense if the legal construction 
of what has taken place is to make the force of the contract between 
ourselves and our creditors or between private debtors and creditors 
that the debt is payable in something beside the silver dollar of 412} 
grains. To say that unless that is declared in words in the contract 
such a contract shall be Payers in these dollars is just as gross a re- 
pudiation as anything can But the Senator is evidently not will- 


ing to trust the Supreme Court of the United States to interpret tho 
laws as they stood when these bonds were issued and these private 
contracts were made. He chooses by an edict of Congress to declare 
that unless the very letter of the contract without any regard to its 
spirit or legal effect provides for a payment in gold or in whatever 
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else it may be, then we by this force of our will declare that it shall 
be payable in what we choose now to say. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana only makes more certain what the bill already de- 
clares. As to the objection made by the Senator from Vermont, that 
has been determined by more than two-thirds of each branch of Con- 
[Bees Each branch of Congress has determined that it is not a vio- 

ation of public faith or of the legal obligation of the Government 
to pay the public creditor in dollars of 412} grains. That I think for 
the present parpose settles that question, and the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana only makes more certain, only frees from am- 
biguity the provisions of this bill. 

itr. SARGENT. I think the amendment proposed * the Senator 
from Indiana gives more point to the objection that 1 made before 
relating to coin certificates and certificates for bullion bars. The 
statnte, as I read it, does not in express terms provide that they shall 
be redeemed in gold coin. It does not mention the kind of coin in 
which they shall be redeemed. The strong implication is that as the 
Government received gold coin and bullion, they shall be so paid. 
This draws the line so closely that, unless expressly stipulated in the 
contract, and that contract must hig i warrant of statute, they 
shall not be so paid. For that reason I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Indiana 
if he understands that this Government can make any distinction 
between its express and its implied contracts in any forum of honor 
in this world. siren 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana. ji l 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand that this Government is at lib- 
erty to disregard its implied contracts any more than its express con- 
tracts. If there is any contract of this Government of any kind, 
whether express or implied, to pay in gold or to pay otherwise, I do 
not understand that it is possible for the Government to make an 
distinction with any sort of regard to its honor and good faith. 
may be mistaken about it, of course. . 9 

Mr. McDONALD, Mr. President, this section reads in the original 
bill— : 

ver dollars heretofore coined by the United 
Staton pr- les seis * Pontiac Shall be a legal tender, at their — value, 
for all debts and dues, public and private, except where otherwise provided by con- 
tract. 


Of course the simple purpose of that was that this money thus au- 
thorized to be coined should become a legul tender; but, at the same 
time, it was not intended that parties might not stipulate that they 
should receive something else, specific articles; but so far as the 
money quality of this coin was concerned it was to be unlimited. 
Now, I do not understand that the amendment I propose makes any 
distinction between what the Senator from Massachusetts calls im- 
plied and expressed contracts, but it simply leaves open to the par- 
ties, if they see proper, to stipulate for the payment of their contracts 
in anything they please, gold or produce, wheat, corn, or anything 
else; but unless there are those express stipulations in the contract 
this is money and to have the office and perform the functions of 
money. 

Mr MITCHELL. How in regard to contracts already made ? 

Mr. MCDONALD. As to contracts already made, we have, as I 
have already said, by the declaration of this Senate and the other 
House declared that as to our publie contracts they are dischargeable 
in this coin of 4124 grains. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose it happens to be decided otherwise? 

Mr. McDONALD. That was a legislative construction of the con- 
tract as it stood, so far as that legislative construction could be given; 
but, to clear this of ambiguity, I desire that it shall be here expressed. 
that such contract must appear in the stipulation between the par- 
ties before the money-quality or legal-teuder power of this money is 
to be interfered with or taken away. 

Mr. BLAINE. I sheuld like to ask the honorable Senator a ques- 
tion before he sits down, because I would certainly take his judgment 
on a question of honor as quick as that of any man in the country. 
If the Senator had borrowed at a very low rate of interest $10,000, 
and he asked the lender of the money to give it to him in gold coin 
for he must bave gold coin, and he a it because of his undoubted 
credit at a low rate of interest, and he only paid 4 or 4} per cent. in- 
terest on it, would he consider himself as an honorable man, by any 
action of any other body, governmental or corporate, absolved from 
paying in as as he got? 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir; I would not. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then would he 

Mr. McDONALD. But let me state 

Mr. BLAINE. Then would the Senator apply a lower standard of 
honor to the Government of the United States than he would feel 
bound to exercise in his own case? 

Mr. McDONALD. That is precisely what the Government applied 
in the instance of declaring the legal-tender notes of the Govern- 
ment lawful money, 

Mr. BLAINE. Ah, that involves quite a different question, which 
I do not propose to go off into. 

Mr. McDONALD. That was the precise effect in thousands of cases 
of the authorization of Treasury notes and declaring them lawful 


money and a legal tender in the payment of private debts. 


Mr. BLAINE. That was in time of war under public necessity. 

Mr. McDONALD. Hundreds and thousands of private debts wero 
paid in that way, where gold coin had been deposited at a low rate 
of interest. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the Senator will observe that there has been a 
good deal said, and said truly, as to a large number of Government 
bonds having been purchased for thirty, or forty, or fifty, or sixty 
cents on the dollar; but he will admit that certainly since July 14, 
1870, largely since the act of 1873, there have been $783,000,000 of 
United States Government bonds placed, for which $100 in gold was 
paid for each one-hundred-dollar bond, and the coin was exacted; 
nothing else would buy them. We went into the markets of the 
world and exacted it, and we said to the lenders, “ You can afford to 
buy these bonds at a very low rate of interest; our credit is now out- 
running that of any nation on the globe, England alone excepted, 
and we want you to pay gold coin and we will pay you gold interest 
and you shall have back as good as you give us.” The whole world 
understood it so; the Treasury Department said so; your agent said 


80. 

Mr. HOWE. What authority had any one to say so? 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not care if nobody said it. I submit,on what 
law of honor does the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Howe] take the 
eana 9 5 he would borrow in gold coin and pay back something 

eren 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I say I will borrow when I want to bor- 
row, and I will pay what I a to pay. You must not look at the 
commodity I get the loan in inorder to determine what I haye prom- 


ised to pay in, 
Mr. INE. I do not think the Senator from Wisconsin answers 
quite as frankly as the Senator from Indiana did. He states a general 

roposition, He does not come square up and say that he as a man 

olding in his hand a loan of $10,000, which he exacted in coin and 
because of his great credit got at 4 per cent. interest, will, if he from 
any cause has the power, evade under the law its full payment, and 
that he has no power to declare differently for himself that the Gov- 
ernment would feel justified in that t court which is above laws 
and above nations and above individuals, the court of honor. 

Mr. HOWE. Ah, Mr. President, there is no opportunity to apply any 
such ethics as that here. When we go into the market we go into the 
market to get what we want. If it is gold, gold; if it is sheep, sheep. 
toe ssi NE. And pay back for the sheep in puppies, I suppose. 

aughter. 

Mr HOWE. If it is horses, horses. 

Mr. BLAINE. And pay back in mules. 

Mr. HOWE. And, Mr. President, we pay back in either case what 
we promised to pay back, not what we asked for or what we got. 
Every-day observation of every business man shows that. Look at my 
contract in order to determine what I have agreed to pay, not look at 
the bat 5 gos in my pocket. 

Mr. BLAINE. Aud not look at what your creditor understood, only 
look at the bond; that is, what is“ nominated in the bond ?“ 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, Mr. President. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is not an honored phrase in this world’s history. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr, President, it is not so much honored in this 
world’s history as it ought to be. I thought my friend from Maine 
was inclined to honor the face of the bond and to be content with 
what is nominated in the bond. When he puts the question to mo 
whether my express stipulation shall be interpreted according to the 
understanding of the holder of the stipulation, he must allow me to 
say that I respectfully decline to have contracts measured by any 
such standard, 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes, sir; but let the public creditor come faco to 
face with you and he can say to you, “ silver and gold were equally 
meant in that bond ;” I so hold; but be can say to you that yon rep- 
resenting the Congress of the United States have destroyed the value 
of silver in the markets of the world. It was your demonetization 
that discredited it. It was your act. 

Mr, MATTHEWS. We put it back. 

Mr. BLAINE, Ah, but you cannot put back the same thing. You 
havo done what yon cannot undo. The public creditor can come face 
to face with you and say that when you, with your power, by your 
act, discredited silver, it was more valuable than what you agreed to 
give him, but that by your sovereign power, over which he had no 
control whatever, you destroyed the money value of that article; 
and after you had destroyed it, after you had taken out its paying 
and its purchasing power, you turn around and say, “ we will restore 
it because it is below what it was, and we will force it upon you 
because it is nominated in the bond.” 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 
from Maine has neither stated nor the Senator from Wisconsin met 
the reul question before the Senate in reference to the matter which 
they have been discussing. Suppose that I goto a Wisconsin farmer 
who has $10,000 that he wishes to invest and carry to him a ten- 
thousand-dollar 4 per cent. United States bond. I say to him: 
That bond is payable, principal aud interest, in gold.“ Ile examines 
the bond. He finds that the bond says it is to be paid in coin of a 
certain dale— July 14, 1870— of standard value. There is not, probably, 
a copy of the Statutes of the United States in the county in which he 
lives; he knows nothing abont the laws of the United States in refer- 
ence to that matter, as nine out of ten of those who bought bonds did 
not know. He believes that by law it is payable in gold; he believes 
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that that is the law stated in the bond itself, as he has the right to 
do if I tell him that is so. Now the agents of the United States, the 
officials of this Government, the brokers who put these 4 per cent. 
bonds on the market, have told the world that they are payable in 
gold. They have been bought in foreign countries where the pur- 
chasers had not access to the statutes of the United States and where 
they did not know what the standard coin of this country at any 
particular day was; and the men who thus bought 1 72 the repre- 
sentations of the officials and agents of the United States and the 
bankers of the world, without contradiction from this Government 
or any of its . peck and e for those bonds in gold, will be swindled 
if they are not paid as promise was made. 

I understood the Senator from Wisconsin to say that in the case I 
have na if I should induce one of his constituents to invest 
$10,000 in a bond of the United States, telling him that the law of 
the United States was that that was payable in gold, and he sup 
it was and he bought it, it would not be fair and just and right to 
compel me to make that good. 

Mr. HOWE. No, Mr. President; I should say it would be exactly 
right to compel him to make it pood; but it would not be exactly 
right to compel the ogne to the bond to make it good. 

Mr. WADLEIGH, But, Mr. President, in this case the Govern- 
ment put these bonds upon the market; their agents everywhere 
represented that they were 3 in old; and it is a piece of 
dishonesty, it will be a reach of good faith for this powerful 
Government of this country, rich in resources as it is, to swindle any- 
body in the way in which this bill roposes. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, it will be a gross act for this Govern- 
ment to swindle anybody, its creditors or its people; but the only 
way it can swindle the creditor is by paying him less than we have 

to pay him, and the only way we can swindle the people is by 
making them pay more than they have agreed to pay. 

And now, sir, I want to call the attention of my friend from New 
Hampshire to this one fact, that nobody makes contracts for the 
United States except the Congress of the United States. The United 
States has no other agent to contract, and if he or any friend of his 
or any other officer of the Government has undertaken to contract 
for the Government beyond the letter which is found in the laws, he 
has gone beyond his jurisdiction and no more binds the Government 
than I could. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, I am talking not about legal ob- 
ligation, I am talking of honor; and I say that when the agents of 
this Government, when the officials of this Government represented 
without contradiction from any quarter to the capitalists, to the 
money-holders of the world, that these 4 per cent. bonds were paya- 
ble in gold, and they were bought upon that representation, those 
who bought them not knowing what the statutes of the United States 
ata certain day were, and it not being stated in the bond expressly 
that it was payable in silver, it is a gross breach of good faith for the 
Government now to draw itself up and say, “To be sure we have got 
the value of this bond as a gold bond from you by the representation 
that it was payable in gold; we have got the money that that repre- 
sentation brought in our pocket; butif you will examine the statutes 
of the United States you will find that at that day the bonds were 
not payable in gold; that was a lie; we got the money on a lie; our 
agents lied about it, and although you supposed on the representation 
of our agents when you let us have the money that it was to be paid 
back in gold as you paid it to us, inasmuch as you were such a fool 
that you did not examine the statutes to find out what the lawful 
coin of the United States was at that day, you shall lose it.” 

Mr. KIRK WOOD. Mr. President, I have but a word to say. The 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States has no more right to 
vary the law of the United States than I or the Senator from New 
Hampshire; and he did not dare to do it; he did not doit. He has 
carried upon the face of e bian issued by him under the law of 
1870 the express words of the law; and if he had not doneit he would 
have been liable to impeachment. If it be the law that since 1873 
these bonds were not payable in gold and silver, but were payable 
in gold alone, why did not the Secretary of the T. omit from 
the face of the bonds the words that are written there? Just because 
lie dared not; he knew he dared not; he knew that if he had done it 
he would have been impeached and hurled from his high office, never 

gain to hold office under this Government; and the men who took 
these bonds knew it as well as he did, and therefore it was not done, 
and therefore every bond issued by him contains on its face the words 
of the Jaw. The Senator from New Hampshire tells us that the men 
who bought these bonds did not know what that law was. Why, sir, 
I believe they had as much to do in making that law as Con had. 
The Senator from Maine talks abont receiving gold for the bonds. 
We did receive gold for the bonds issued since 1870, but for all the 
bonds issued before that date we received nbacks. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have spoken of the bonds issued since, 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I know, because it suited the gentleman’s con- 
venience to speak only of the bonds issued since. It did not suit his 
convenience to speak of the bonds issued before that date, because 
he and I both argued to the people of this country that our obliga- 
tion was measured by our promise to pay and not by what we re- 
ceived. If we had received the subscriptions in whetstones, our obli- 
gation is just the same, no more and no less. 


Mr. HOWE, But we did not insist upon our right to pay in green- 
backs on those bonds because we took nbacks for them. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No, sir, we decided that we could not pay 
them in greenbacks. Why? Just because the letter of our bonds 
promised to pay in dollars, We promised to pay so many dollars; 
and the world understood and we meant when we said a dollar so 
many grains of silver or so many grains of gold, and because we 

romised to do it we have done it and intend to do it. We intend to 

o just what we promised in regard to the 5.20 bonds and God help- 
ing us we intend to do justexactly what we promised in re tothe 
bonds issued since, no more and no less, and Iam not willing to aid 
in swindling the people of this country by these false notions of 
honor ont of millions and millions of dollars earned by their hard 
labor. When we do just what we agreed to do, no man can find fault 
with us, at least no man whose opinion I intend to follow. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, there is a case within my own 
knowledge which will perhaps illustrate what I mean to my friend 
the Senator from Iowa more strongly than any theoretical case that 
J can put to him. I know a widow whose husband left to her and 
two children about $10,000. She desired to invest $7,000 of that 
amount. She saw in the newspapers which she read that then United 
States 4} per cent. bonds were payable in gold. The statement was 
made over and over again by the officials of the United States and 
not denied by anybody. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD. What authority had they? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. All the bankers and brokers who were nego- 
tiating those bonds published in the newspapers that they were pay- 
able in gold, and no man disputed it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, Who had the right either to make the promise 
or to dispute it? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I am coming to that in a moment. Accordingly 
she invested $7,000 of money, $7,000 of all that she and her children 
had, in these bonds. She now asks and believes that she ought to 
receive gold for the interest and gold for the principal, But she is 
met by my friend from Iowa who says: “ Why we have not a 
to pay you gold; we e to pay you simply what was coin of the 
United States of stan value on the 14th of July, 1870; it is so 
stated in your bond.” It is true that that is in the bond. She would 
tell my friend from Iowa “ that is in the bond I know; but how did 
I know what the statutes of the United States required; when the 

nts of the United States were stating everywhere without contra- 
diction that these bonds were payable in gold, had I not a right to 
suppose that that was the coin in which the bonds provided that they 
themselves should be paid? When the United States receives from 
me what the value of these bonds was if they were payable in gold, 
principal and interest, upon such representations as that, can it be 
satisfactory to me to be told, ‘ you should have known what the stat- 
utes were; the agents who made those statements had no authority; 
we have got the price of those ie eee in our pockets ; it is 
in the Treasury, but you ought to have studied the statutes and found 
out what the bonds really required.’” 

Mr. McDONALD. Lask my friend from New Hampshire if that 
statement of his would change the legal obligation of the contract? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. And I should ask him 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Let me answer my friend from Indiana first. 
If I had a piece of land which I wished to sell to my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, which contained fifty acres, and I should state to 
him before the deed was made that it contained one hundred acres, 
and then should make a deed describing a certain tract of land which 
really contained only fifty acres, not stating in the deed any amount 
whatever, in that case there would be no written contract under 
which he could claim any damages of me, He might say, “ It is not 
in your deed; to be sure the representation was made that there were 
one hundred acres, but it was not put into the deed so.“ But, Mr. 
President, the responsibility lies, the obligation of honor lies on me 
to make good my false representation, or my incorrect representation ; 
and if that was fraudulent and deceitful the law would give him the 
right to claim damages of me. 

i BROK: Will the gentleman allow me to make one suggestion 
to him 

Mr. WADLEIGH, Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I want to say this to the Senator. Here is the case: 
the Government of the United States issues to your widow this bond, 
dated Washington, July 1, 1877: 

The United States of America is indebted to tho bearer in the sum of $50. 

Or $500, as the case may be. 

This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress en- 
titled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” approved July 14, 
1870, as amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is r at the 
pleasure of the United States after the ist day of July, 1907, in coin of the stand - 
ard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in such coin 
from the day of the date hereof at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, 8 
terly on the first days of October, January, April, and July in each year. The 

N and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the 
he: sah . as well as from taxation imposed by or under State, municipal, or 


When you put that bond into the hand of your widow, could not 
she or any friend of hers understand the meaning of that langu ? 
Mr. WADLEIGH. I will answer my friend, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. Suppose that in the case he names I had been an agent of 
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the United States, of course having no lawful authority to bind the 
United States topay in gold, but that I had carried that bond to her as 
an agent of the United States and told her to her face it was payable 
peepee and interest in gold, and had obtained from her a price ac- 
cordingly —— 

Mr. BECK, You would have obtained it as such under false pre- 
tenses, but the United States would not be bound. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Wait a moment. The United States takes the 
money obtained by that false representation and puts it in the Treas- 
and it isno hardship to the United States to pay that bond in 
go d. They have pot the money for it; sey cere got the price of it; 
they have got it by the representation of their saom and it is dis- 
honest and a breach of faith not to pay it. My friend tbe Sena- 
ies Lena Kentucky in bis private affairs would never be guilty of such 

onest y. 

Mr. BECK. I ask tho Senator if the United States did not obtain 

it on the faith of their own law and upon the faith of the bond that 


they gave to the widow ; and the agent who misrepresented them was 

himse lty of a great wrong in making that representation, but the 

rinci 17 only bound by the contract he made, which is just as I 
ve read it. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Iam not unaware of the law to which my friend 
from Kentucky alludes. 

Mr. BECK. I know that. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. But does not my friend from Kentucky know 
that all over this country and all over Europe where these bonds 
were purchased the individuals who purchased them understood from 
tho agents of the United States Government and from the officials of 
this Government that they were payable in gold? 

Mr. BECK. I do not. 

i They were advertised everywhere as payable 
in gold. 

r. BECK. No; but every man who purchased these bonds under- 
stood from the very face of the bonds, and he could not be mistaken, 
that they were payable in the standard coin of the United States 
as it existed in July, 1870, and no man could be such a fool as not to 
know it, and the men who bny bonds are generally men well advised. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The declaration that the bond was payable in 
coin means not silver, not gold; it meant that coin which according 
to the laws of the United States was coin on a particular day. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Now the point I make is this: that all over 
Enrope and all over the country men and women bought these bonds 
and paid what they were worth as gold bonds upon the representa- 
tions of the agents of the United States and its officials that they 
were payable in gold, upon the advertisement of bankers everywhere, 
uncontradicted by anybody, that they were payable in gold, and not 
knowing and having no opportunity to know, except by an examina- 
tion of the statutes, that they might be paidin silver. Now, what I 
say is that the Government, having taken the 9 1 of those represen- 
tations, having in its Treasury just what bonds aro Worth if 
payable in gold, and having obtained that on such representation 
should be held in honor if not in law to pay according to the rea 
contract as shown by the statements of the agents of the Govern- 
ment and as shown by the price paid for the bonds, 

Mr. BECK. The r from New Hampshire, I suppose, will 
surely admit that no agent of the Government could cither set aside 
Hel aw or change the character of the bond as set forth in the bond 
itself. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes; but it is not unlawful to pay these bonds 
in gold. The United States can pay them in gold if it chooses. Its 
agents have represented that they are payable in coin. The pomni 
wince ‘ht of them, very many of them, did not know to the con- 
trary, and the Government got the benefit of the representations and 
now proposes to pay in the other coin, silver, and swindle these 


le, 
Lis ALLISON. Now let me ask unanimous consent that at twelve 
o'clock, midnight, we may limit the debate upon these amendments 


to five-minute 8 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mons consent that at twelve o’clock the debate shall thenceforth pro- 
ceed under a limitation of five minutes for each speaker. Is there 
objection ! í 
r. ARGENT. I think we are nearly through with the amend- 
ments, and I think we can dispose of tho whole matter in an hour 
an M way. 
r. BLAINE. Let it go for a few moments. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 


the request. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam obliged to do so. The Senator from Califor- 
nia 8 and I understand it requires nnapimous consent. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. WADLEIGH] isa bold man. He was a bold and a brave man 
when he entered this Chamber and stood by that portion of his party 
which was willing to do justice to the South. He was a bold and a 
brave man when he changed his position and joined with those who 
were not willing to do justice to the South. But of all his exhibi- 
tions of boldness that ever I have seen that which he just now ex- 
-hibited to-night was the greatest when he said that the people who 


have bought the bonds of the United States which on their face de- 
clare that mer are pa able in the standard coin of the United States 
of July 14, 1870, wi swindled if they are required to receive pay- 
ment in anything else than gold, and when he said that two-thirds of 
this Senate and two-thirds of the House of Representatives, who havo 
declared that it is no violation of the honor of the Government or of 
honesty or of equity to pay them in the silver dollar of 412} grains, 
are a set of swindlers when they make that declaration. ‘Ah, Mr. 


President, it requires t courage, such courage as the Senator from 
ew Hampshire exhibited on the battle-field, to enable a man to stand 
up in the Senate and say to two-thirds of it and to two-thirds of tho 


Honse of Representatives,“ The bill that you pass is a swindling bill 
and you are a set of swindlers.” I have never had such courage as 
that. I have thought in my humble way that I had an average amount 
of courage; but, so help me God, I never had courage enough to say 
to two-thirds of the Senate of the United States, “ You aro a set of 
swindlers,” 

The Senator from New Hampshire supposes some New Hampshire 
widow buying a bond of tho United States after July 14, 1870, and 
he 12 tee some agent of the Government telling her it was payable 
in go If he did, ho swindled her, for then silver was worth more 
than gold! If he told her in 1871 that it was payable in gold, he 
deceived her, for silver was then worth more than gold. If he told 
her in 1872 that d was payable in gold he swindled her, for silver 
was then worth more pan or If he told her in 1873 that it was 
8 a in gold, he swindled her, for silver was then worth more than 


805. EATON. Does not the agent pay her in ir now? 

Mr. THURMAN. He does pay her in gold, nse you demone- 
tized silver. The silver which in 1873, when the coinage act was 
passed, was worth more than 3 per cent. over gold, was a better metal 
for a person who purchased a bond of the Government of the United 
States to receive payment in. 

So much for my friend, the Senator from New Hampshire, for whom 
I entertain the highest respect; I ig am almost say, except that Iam 
not a very gushing, sentimental man, for whom I entertain the test 
affection. So much for him. Now, I have a word to the Senator from 
Maine. He talked abont the amount nominated in the bond. He is 
a scholar, and he knows full well the story of Shylock. You must 
have the amount “ nominated in the bond,” “the pound of flesh,” but 
“not one drop of Christian blood.” 

i Mr. ee E. May I ask the Senator a question before he sits 
own 

Mr. THURMAN. I have sat down. [Langhter.] 

Mr. BLAINE. May I ask the Senator a question after he has sat 
down? [Laughter.] I think I heard the Senator from Ohio the 
other day, in an argument which I greatly admired, enforce the view 
that it was the demonetization of s:lver which had taken its value 
away. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. THURMAN. I say so now. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I think the Senator will admit that it isa 
matter of discretion with this Congress whether silver is remonetized 
or not. It is a matter of majority. I ask the Senator a very direct 
question. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will hear the Senator through with all his ques- 
tions before I answer him. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask the Senator whether it is not within the com- 

tency of this Congress to refuse to remonetize silver? Does the 
Benator answer that question! 

Mr. THURMAN. What is that? 

Mr. BLAINE, Is it not within the competency of this Congress to 
refuse to remonetize silver, and to keep it demonetized ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator from Maine think I am an 
idiot? [Lau ctl 

Mr. BLAINE. at depends altogether on how the Senator an- 
swers the question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THURMAN, I have too much respect to suppose that the Sen- 
ator intended—— 

Mr. BLAINE, The Senator spoke in a joking way, and of course 
must expect a joke in return. . 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Maine knows very well that 
this Congress can refuse to remonetize silver. 5 

Mr. BLAINE. Now one more question, with perfect respect to the 
Senator 

Mr. THURMAN. I have not finished my answer. But whether 
this Senate ought to refuse 

Mr. BLAINE. Ah! That is not the question. The Senator from 
Ohio stated, as I said with t force, that it was the demonetiza- 
tion of silver that impaired its value. I believe him. It is quite 
within the power of the Con of the United States to keep it de- 
monetized ; and I am suro the Senator would agree with me that if 
it is kept demonetized its value will grow lower and lower. There- 
fore the argument of the Senator is that, no matter what may be the 
descent in the value of silver by the act of Congress demonetizing it 
and keeping it there, yet the bondholder is bound to take that which 
is “nominated in the bond” utterly regardless of what we may do here 
to destroy his property. If Congress has inflicted this great blow upon 
the value of silver and continues to inflict it, and is the only power 
on the face of the globe that can restoro its value, then I understand 
the Senator from Ohio to maintain that regardless of this deprecia- 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1095 


tion and regardless of this destruction by our own agency the bond- 
holder has no claim except that which is “nominated in the bond.” 

The Senator from Ohio knows that I do not speak the language of 
mero compliment when I say I have great respect for him. I have 
great respect for his ideas of honor, personal and public, and I put 
to him the question, taking up what the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire said, if the United States through all its agents everywhere 
solicited and obtained gold, the Senator sitting at his honored desk 
as a consenting party knowing that was going on, conscious that 
every day millions and tens of millions were asked from the Ameri- 
can ton A in gold coin, never issuing a protest or objection on his 
behalf or on behalf of another, never intimating from his great posi- 
tion of power and authority in this country that the people who were 
asked to pay gold and who have been paying gold for many years 
might be paid off in some other metal and that they might be paid 
off in a metal which the Senator himself had consented to impair—— 

Mr. THURMAN. What does the Senator say I consented to? 

Mr. BLAINE. You said to-day, as I understood, that you knew 
the bill d, and zon sat here and made no protest. 

Mr. THURMAN, No, sir, I beg pardon. 

Mr. BLAINE, I understand the Senator did not make a protest. 
The fact is so, whether the Senator will acknowledge it or not. Now, 
I say that the Senator has sat here for eight years and seen that 
forward, and the Senator from Ohio would put his right hand in the 
fire and follow it with his left and have them both burned off before 
he would start an agent in the field for himself to take from the 
farmers in Ohio gold coin, his agent representing all the time that 
they should be repaid in gold coin, and then turn around and say: 
“Why, my friend, there is not a word in my note about gold coin; 
to be sure my authorized agent said so to you; to be sure I got it, 
and got its full value, but when you come to read my note”—like 
the small print in an insurance policy that almost covers the rascality 
under which the company escapes its liabilities—“ when you come to 
read my note, or when you come to read the Government note, there 
is not a word about paying you back in as good as you gave, and I 
am going to take advantage of it now to pay you back in a great deal 
less than you gave.” The Senator from Ohio might stand here and 
protest until to-morrow’s sun shone forth and set again that he would 
not do it, and I wonld believe him; I know he would not do it; he 
would never dishonor a name that stands as high as his own, and I 
only ask him to apply to the credit and faith and honor of the Gov- 
ernment the same measure that he applies to himself. Sir, all this 
discounting and dishonoring what the agents said and endeavorin 
to show that they had no authority is unworthy of being present 
here, becanse if you give that argument its utmost scope and ve 
it only says that the Government was not the buyer but was simply 
a receiver of stolen 8. 

Mr. THURMAN. . President, I shall not enter into any contrast 
of dramatic performance with the Senator from Maine. He was born 
an actor, and if I was born anything, I was born a plain, simplo lawyer. 

Mr. BLAINE. You were born an honest man, as I represented you 


to be. 
Mr. THURMAN. But being born or at least educated a paia, sim- 
ple lawyer, aud being aecustomed, therefore, both at the bar and on 
the bench as a judge to call for the facts, I now call for the facts. 
I demand of the Senator from Maine what agent of this Government 
ever declared to any syndicate, to any man or set of men who pro 
posed to lend money to the United States, that the bonds would be 
W in gold until the present Secretary of the Treasury lately 

id so, 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Sena tor will permit me to interrupt him just 


there, 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think none ever did 

Mr. THURMAN. True. 

Mr. BLAINE. Nor do I think it ever was intended that they should 
be limited to gold. Not at all. I go with the Senator and say that 
silver was just as good a payment as gold at the time, but I say also 
that it was the part of the Government of the United States to main- 
tain the value of silver as much as of gold, and that when the United 
States itself stepped forward and by its own act impaired and largely 
destroyed the value of silver it has no right then to force its own 
depreciated currency, depreciated by its own act, on the holders of 
the bonds. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ah, Mr. President, then the Senator from Maine 
has quite given up all that he talked about of the representations of 
the agents of the Government that these bonds were payable in gold, 
and he has put it upon the ground that the United States has itself 
depreciated the value of silver by its demonetization. Let me say to 
the Senate of the United States that this bill will bring back silver to 
its true value. 

Mr, BLAINE. But will the Senator say that if it does not do that 
then gold shall be paid? 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will take his seat and possess his 
soul in patience I will give him another answer. 

Mr. BLAINE, That is what I want to have explained. . 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator shall have an answer that will suit 
his case and that of his friends, the bondholders. What a miserable 
view of this subject is that which is presented by the Senator from 
Maine, that a great Government like the United States should regu- 


late its legal tender by the question of what shall be paid in discharge 
of its bonds thirty years hence. I fecl almost ashamed to speak of 
this after the perfectly conclusive argument of the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN] delivered almost a month ago. Why, sir, do you 
know that we might pay these bonds in British sovereigns or in French 
francs when they mature? 

Mr. SARGENT. How about the interest? 

Mr. THURMAN. About the intervening interest, it is very true that 
we must ore money according to our contract. 

Mr. BLAINE. What is the contract ? 

Mr. THURMAN. To pay them in the standard coin of the United 
States of July, 1870. That is all that it is; and the idea that a great 
Government should regulate its Jegal-tender laws between its citizens, 
between its corporations, between it and foreign governments, accord- 
ing to what it may have to pay thirty years hence, is the simplest 
abnegation of sovereignty that I ever heard of in my life. I feel 
almost ashamed to say these’ words after the conclusive argument and 
demonstration of my friend the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLAINE. What does the Senator mean by thirty years hence, 
when $280,000,000 are due in three years? 

Mr. THURMAN. What $280,000,000 f 

Mr. BLAINE. The sixes of 1881. 

Mr. THURMAN. The five percents ? ; 

Mr. BLAINE. No, the Senator is mistaken; the ’81 sixes issued in 
1861 for twenty years. 

Mr. THUR . The 1881's are payable at the time when it was 
declared at their issue we would pay them. 

Mr. BLAINE. What in? 

Mr. THURMAN. We will pay them in the coin in which it was 
promised that they should be paid. 

Mr. BLAINE. What was promised! 

Mr. THURMAN. Nothing in the wide world but gold or silver coin. 

Mr. BLAINE. Exactly. Just now the Senator said he would not 
vex his soul about what should be done thirty years hence. Here are 
$280,000,000 that will be at your door three years hence. What are 
you going to do with it? 

Mr. THURMAN.. In three years hence not your silver dollar of 425 

ins, not any other man’s dollar of 435 grains, not any other man’s 

dollar of 485 pains, but the dollar of 494 grains will pay them at 


par with gold. 

Mr. BLAINE. Although they were paid for in gold coin twenty 
years ago ? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, they were not. 

Mr. BLAINE. A See portion of them were. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not any such thing. 

Mr. BLAINE. I beg yourpardon. The Government of tao United 
States did not suspend specie payments until the winter of 1861~62. 
The 1881 sixes were negotiated in the summer and autumn of 1851, 
and negotiated on the gold basis, and paid for in gold coin. There 
is the exact case, and I want the Senator to answer it. 

Mr. HOWE. How do you know theywere paid in gold? 

Mr. BLAINE. It was notorious. It was a gold basis. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I venture to say to the Senator 
from Maine that in 1861, when what are called the bonds of 1481 were 
negotiated, they were paid for in the currency that was then in tho 
conntry. At least that is my understanding. 

Mr. BLAINE, That was on a gold basis. 

Mr. THURMAN. They were most of them paid in bank-notes. 

Mr. BLAINE. On a gold basis, 

Mr. THURMAN. A gold basis, when silver and gold were the basis 
of the currency, and whenever you-demanded of a bank coin for its 
notes there was no coin to pay! What was the currency? What do 
we know abont the old bankingsystem? Whatdoweknow aboutthe 
pretended specie payments of the old banking system? It was very. 
much as the old—I will not repeat the anecdote, for itis not worthy to 
be repeated to the Senate; but we know perfectly well that under the 
banking system we had prior to 1861, when we demanded the coin it 
was not there, and specie payment was a delusion, Sir, of all the 
misfortunes that have ever tan ned to this country the misfortune 
of what is called by Amasa Walker in his Science of Wealth “a mixed 
currency” has been the greatest, because there was under it a paper 
currency, nominally convertible into coin, but never in fact converti- 
ble into coin. When the Senator from Maine says to me that the 
bonds of 1881 were paid for in gold, he is totally mistaken. They 
were not paid for in gold. A few more words and I am done, for I 
have been drawn into this discussion very unexpectedly, and very 
much against my will. I do feel that of all the cries for pity and ap- 
peals for mercy and justice that have ever been offered in this country 
this appeal of these poor, oppressed bondholders is the most con- 
temptible. 

Mr, President, I have never indulged in demagogism. Noman ever 
heard me assert or say anything against the bondholders. I have 
thought that they were men who loaned their money to the United 
States to the very best advantage. I have thought that the United 
States was not very wise in accepting it Pon such onerons terms. 
I havo thonght that the legislation of the United States has given 
them very great advantages. I have thought that that legislation 
has enhanced the valne of their bonds amazingly and added to the 
burden of the public debt upon the people; but yet I have nothin, 
of demagogism to say against the bondholders. I have not denounce 
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them as “bloated bondholders” or “ Shylocks.” But when they come 
here in the attitude of men complaining of injustice, when they come 
here with their hands raised and say “Oh! do us no wrong,” then I 
must say they are the last people on the earth to utter any such ap- 
peal. Isay to my friend from Maine, and I say it for a certain rea- 
son that I will not utter because it would be hardly prudent, do not 
tie your chariot to the bondholders. 

Mr. WINDOM, (at seven minutes 
I think it is very evident that this bill will not be passed to-nig 

Mr. INGALLS and others. Oh! yes, it will. 

Mr. WINDOM. The question has been reopened that was discussed 
nearly a month under the resolution offered by the junior Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS, ] and there is evidently enough discussion in 
it to last until Monday noon. Therefore, I move that the Senate ad- 
journ until Monday noon. I“ No!” „No“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I rise toa point of order. The Senate by unani- 
mous consent agreed on Wednesday that this bill should be completed 
before the adjournment to-day, and a motion to adjourn is clearly in 
violation of the unanimous agreement of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator from Minnesota insists upon his mo- 
tion I shall be obliged to vote for it, but I want to state the reasons 
which will control my vote. I think I was here and wasa consenting 

arty to the arrangement which the Senator from Iowa secured, but 
i did suppose myself that there was to be an end of the discussion. I 
so supposed, and under that supposition I gave my consent. Now, if 
we can stop this endless discussion, I shall vote against an adjonrn- 
ment; but if we are not to stop it and I was acing under a misap- 
prehension when I gave my assent, I shall vote to adjourn as often as 
the motion is made, and I will do it because I did not understand the 
arrangement. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state with reference 
to the point of order, that the arrangement is not entered upon the 
Journal, it merely appearing in the RECORD, and is one which ad- 
dresses itself to the sense of the obligation of the individual Senator, 
but does not deprive the Senate of its right to ge bes under the rule. 

Mr. WINDOM. I withdraw the motion to adjourn for a moment, 
that I may say that I was not present when this alleged agreement 
was made, I know not what it is, but Iam confident that no unani- 
mous consent to sit out this bill would have been given had it been 
understood that the original question discussed two months ago, and 
for full two months, should be renewed here to-night. I do not feel 
that there was any understanding that would cover a discussion of 
that kind, and if it is to continue, I for one shall vote to adjourn, I 
renew the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let us have an understanding to limit debate to 
five-minute speeches. 

Mr. WINDOM. If we could have five minutes’ debate upon each 
proposition I would be perfectly willing to abide by the agreement. 

. EDMUNDS. . We cannot have any five minutes’ debate on this 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to 
adjourn, made by the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOM. ] 

motion was not a to. 

Mr. WADLEIGH and Mr. McDONALD addressed the Chair. 
Mr. WADLEIGH. I will detain the Senate but a moment. My 
friend, the Senator from Ohio 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I call the Senator from New Hampshire to order. 
The Senator has spoken more than once upon the amendment. I ask 
the Chair to enforce the rule. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is there any such rule? 

Mr. EATON. Not on this question. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Yes, sir, on this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I move to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I raise the point of order on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that it is not in order under the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes, it is. ’ 

Mr. WINDOM. To indefinitely postpone the bill ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; that di of the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. If it can disposed of in that way I have no 


twelve o’clock, midni ght.) 
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objection. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now thinks that the Senator 
froni New Hampshire is in order without a motion to me. No 


other Senator rose to address the Chair except the Senator from Indi- 
ana, who had also spoken more than once upon the same amendment. 
Mr. WADLEIGH., I feel impelled to say a few words in order to 
disclaim for myself the eredit which my affectionate friend, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, gave mo in assigning to me a distinguished part in 
the late war. It was not my fortune to be present during the battles 
of the war, nor to be in the military ce. I can only presume 
that my friend, the Senator from Ohio, in his affection and good-will 
for me, was somewhat anxious to attribute to me excellencies which 
[ did not possess, and that that anxiety led him to give me the com- 
liment which he did. But it — 55 that my friend from Ohio is 
aboring under a pardonable mistake. It may be that during the war 
he did not take that interest in what was done in relation to it that 


many of us did. He might have been studying the resolutions of 1798, 
or something of that kind, instead of paying any attention whatever 
to what yas re on in the country at the time; and on the whole 
Tam di to excuse and pardon him. 

I merely want to say a eee word more as to the point I made in 
relation to the character of this bill as to the 4 per cent. and 4} per 
cent. bonds. My friend, the Senator from Ohio, back to the 
time before silver had depreciated and inquires if representations 
that these bonds were to be paid in gold made at that timo would 
have been violated if they had then been paid in silver. That has 
nothing to do with thiscase. These bonds, the four percents, were not 
issued until after the depreciation of silver. At the time those bonds 
were put on the market silver had depreciated. Many of them wero 
sold within a year; they were sold up to the time of the last mect- 
ing of Con ; they were sold upon the representation of the bank- 
ers and brokers who sold them, who declared with the full knowledge 
of this Government and were never contradicted that they were pay- 
able principal and interest in gold. The people who bought them 
believed that the provision in those bonds requiring them to be paid 
in coin was a provision that they should be paid in gold, becanse 
they did not know what the statutes of the United States were in 
1870, and supposed that the representations made by the men who 
sold the bonds were correct. 

Mr. EATON. The savings-banks took them. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Certainly, the 3 in my own coun- 
try took them with that belief and upon those representations. Now 
what I say is this: It is not unlawful to pay the bonds in gold; and 
inasmuch as those representations made with the knowledge of every- 
body were never contradicted, inasmuch as the people who bought 
these bonds bought them in the belief that those representations were 
correct, inasmach as the Government of the United States has had 
the benefit.of those representations in the enhanced price which it 
obtained for the bonds on account of those representations, it is not 
honorable for the United States any more than it would be for me or 
for the Senator from Ohio to now take advantage of the letter of the 
law and say, “We will pay you not according to what you believed, 
not according to what was represented to you, not according to the 
price you paid, but according to what is contained in the bond,” 
which is simply a reference to a law which those who bought the 
bonds in most cases could have known nothing about. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, I desire to say just one word in 
reference to the amendment I have offered, in order that the p 
of it may be clearly understood, and inasmuch as this debate has 
wandered very far from the point involved in it. My pu was 
to put into this measure the substance of the resolution which the 
Senate passed but a short time since in regard toonr public debt. It 
was stated in the course of the discnssion on that resolution that we 
were debating an abstraction, and that it would be the proper time 
to bring that question forward when the act for the remonetization 
of the silver dollar should be under consideration. It seemed to me 
that there was some force in that statement; and now, as there seems 
to be an ambiguity, and not merely an ambiguity but a difference of 
opinion, which this debate has disclosed in reference to the meanin 
of the act as it stood before, I think that the amendment which 
have proposed is necessary in order to settle that question. We propose 
to make the silver dollar one of the legal-tender coins of the United 
States. The bill declares that it shall be a legal-tender in the pay- 
ment of all private debts. I submit this proposition—and I do not 
think any lawyer will controvert it, that there could be no implied 
contract after the passage of this bill between citizens to be paid in 
anything Seer the legal-tender coin of the United States or its law- 
ful money. There can be no such thing as an implied contract to 
pay gold, after the bill shall pass, as between citizens in private deal- 
ing; and I desire that that shall be made just as clear in regard to 
our public debt, so that there shall be no implied contract to pay ex- 
cept in the lawful money and legal-tender coin of the United States. 
The amendment which I have suggested will make the law clear upon 
that subject, and it seems to me it ought to be adopted in order that 
there may be no controversy over the question hereafter, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. MCDONALD. ] 

Mr. EATON. Let it be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed on page 2, line 12, to strike out 
the words “ provided by“ and insert “expressly stipulated in the;” 
so as to read: 

Which coins, together with all silver dollars heretofore coined by the United 
States of like mount and fineness, shall be a legal tender, at their nominal value, 
for all debts and dues, public and private, except where otherwise expressly stipu- 
lated in the contract, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Indiana if he means 
by this amendment that only those contracts are to be excepted where 
the express T Soper is made; and that where it is otherwise pro- 
vided by law the contract under the law shall not be excepted ? 

8 Mr. McDONALD. I do not exactly understand the question of the 


enator. 

Mr. MORRILL, I see by his amendment that the Senator proposes 
that this money shall not be a legal tender where it is specially pro- 
vided by contract that it is not to be so paid. I wish to inquire of 
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him if he means by that, that where it is otherwise provided by law 
the contract under that law may be discharged in silver? 

Mr. McDONALD. Undoubtedly parties may stipulate in their con- 
— pay in gold, or they may stipulate to pay in any other com- 
modity. 

Mr. MORRILL, What I mean to ask the Senator is this: if the ex- 
isting um i enforced, would be a gold contract, does he mean to pay 
it in silver 

Mr. McDONALD. L insist that after the poner of this bill, when 
silver shall be declared to be a legal tender and lawful money, then 
ne distinction shall be made between the money value of gold and 
silver. 

Mr. SARGENT. A gold contract will be payable in silver? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir; unless it is otherwise stipulated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. McDoNaLp,] on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 37, nays 
35; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Dennis, K Saund 
Hailey, Dorsey, Kirkwood, 80 . 
Beck, Gordon, McCreery, Teller, 
Bruce, Grover, Mc Donald, Thurman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hereford, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Howe, Maxey, allace, 
Coke, Merrimon, Withers. 
er, J Oglesby, 
Davis of Jones of Florida, A 
Davis of W. Va, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—35. 
Allison, Chaffee, Hamlin, 
Anthony, Christiancy, Hoar, Plumb, 
Barnum, Conkling, Kernan, Randolph, 
Bayard, Dawes, Lamar, Rollins, 
Blaine, Faton, MoMillan, Sargent, 
Booth, Edmunds, McPherson, Wadleigh, 
Dee Enstis, Mitchell, Whyte, 
y Ferry, organ, « 
of Wis., Garland, 
ABSENT—4. 
Harris, Hill, Patterson, Sharon, 
So the amendment was agreed to. ` 
Mr. MORRILL. In line 12, after the word “ contract,” I move to 
insert: 
And for all uncompleted contracts requiring money ts, such ents 
ball be made on the basis of the value represented by United States notes at the 


date of such contracts. 


The purpose of the amendment will be obvious to those gentlemen 
especially who have said that if the silver dollar was to be reduced 
to the amount of the five-franc piece, compensation should be made 
to those having previous contracts. There are a t many uncom- 
pleted, unexecuted contracts in this country at the present moment 
that have been made upon the basis of United States notes. Ships 
have been bought, contracts for the building of railroads havo been 
entered into, farms have been purchased; and it is 8 
that those contracts should be completed upon the same basis of 
money value as obtained at the time of the making of the contract. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I rise to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry, I had the honor some days ago of submitting an amendment 
to the bill. I wish to inquire if that amendment is not now in order, 
all the amendments proposed by the Finance Committee having been 
disposed of, and the amendment now offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont being an amendment to perfect the text of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin gave notice of an amendment to be by him 
moved in committee when the proper tame should arrive. Of course 
he could not move his amendment until the amendments 88 
by the Committee on Finance were first disposed of; but the Chair 
ks now submit the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin if he 

ires. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am not particular about submit- 
ting it at this moment, as we shall probably have to remain here all 


night at any rate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. heared : 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question on the amendment 
and declared that the noes prevailed. _ 

A division was called for, and the ayes were 12, 

Mr. MORRILL. We will give up the count. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I rise to a question of order. I wish to know 
whether after a division has been taken and the result announced by 
the Chair a Senator can then call for the yeas and nays. [“Yes.”] 
I had a case of that kind this afternoon myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Although the result had been an- 
nounced, the Senator from Vermont immediately demanded a division 
which he did in time, and then before the vote had been ascertained 
by the division the Senator from Vermont withdrew his demand for 
a division and the Senator from South Carolina immediately rose and 


demanded the and nays. The Chair thinks under the circum- 
stances the call was made in time. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have no objection to the call at all, but it was 
ruled differently awhile ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the case to which the Senator ad- 
verts, the question had been taken, the result had been declared, and 
the Chair was announcing the question upon another amendment 
when interrupted by a demand for the yeas and nays, and he held 
that the call came too late. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Just as in this case, I understand, precisely, for 
the Chair had announced the result and then afterward a division 
was called for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not at the time and 
does not now understand the fact to be as the Senator stated. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to have the amendment reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK read the amendment of Mr. MORRILL. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
45; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Anthony, Christiancy, Kernan, Randol 
— Dawes, m Lamar, Serra 
. — Hamlin, Mitchell W. igh, 
rn 
Butler, Hoar, Morrill, Whyte. 
NAYS—45. 
Allison, Davis of W. Va, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Armstrong, Dennis, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Bailey, Dorsey, Saunders, 
Beck, Eustis, — ae: 
Ferry, 0 urman, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis, Grover, Matthews, Wallace, 
Hereford, ey, Windom, 
. — Fore oe Withers. 
e Oglesby, 
Davis of Illinois, Jones of Florida, Paddoo 
ABSENT—II. 
Blaine, Edmunds, Hill, Sharon, 
Bruce, Gordon, Patterson, Spencer. 
Harris, Ransom, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I gave notice some 
days ago that I would offer an amendment to the bill. I propose 
on 4 to amend section 1, lines 4 and 5, by striking out the words 
„four hundred and twelve and one-half” and inserting “four hun- 
dred and twenty” in lieu thereof. I ask that the Clerk report the 
amendment in its connection with the residue of the section. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The section if amended as proposed will read: 

That there shall be coined at the several mints of the United States silver dol- 
lars of the weight of 420 grains troy, of standard silver. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, without going into 
a discussion of the pending bill, I want to say a word in support of 
this amendment and in explanation of the reasons which iniluenced 
me to offer it. 

The amendment pro to fix the number of grains of standard 
silver in tho dollar at 420 instead of 412}. Iam not 9 to the 
remonetization of silver I am not opposed to making it a legal ten- 
der. On the eontrary, I favor its remonetization, and favor making 
it.a legal tender to any amount. But if remonetized and made an 
unlimited legal tender, I submit, and in this doubtless all will con- 
eur, it ought to be done in a way that will be equally just to all per- 
sons and classes—to the laborer and to the employer; to the debtor 
and to the creditor ; to the rich and to the poor; to the producer and 
to the consumer, It seems to me this cannot be done unless the quan- 
tity of metal in the silver is sufficient to make the intrinsic value of 
that unit equal in value with the gold unit. 

It is claimed, I am aware, by the monometallists that the commer- 
cial value of gold and silver is so fluctuating that it is impracticable 
to maintain the double standard. This opens up a broad field for dis- 
cussion. I will not enter it, but will assume that the quantity of 
metal in the gold and silver units can be so adjusted by 8 
that their intrinsic value will be substantially equal. It has n 
argued during this debate that a full legal-tender silver dollar if 
worth intrinsically less than the gold dollar will expel the gold dol- 
lar from circulation. This has been denied by several Senators who 
have spoken in favor of the bill. I think light of experienee 
tends to show, if it does not conclusively prove, that if debts can be 
paid with either one of two coins, the Jess valuable one will be em- 
ployed for that purpose, and that the more valuable one will go out 
of circulation as money and become a mere article of merchandise. 

I favor a double standard, and desire to support such legislation as 
will secure to the country a gold dollar and silver dollar not of differ- 
ent but of equal intrinsic value, believing as I do that in no other 
way will the two metals circulate side by side. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIAN CV] favors the double 
standard, and thinks the value of the two units will be properly ad- 
Jure by making the silver dollar to consist of 434 grains of standard- 
silver. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] is willing to vote for a dol- 
lar of 425 grains, Now, while I do not feel confident that a silver 
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dollar of 420 grains will at once take its place in the business of the 


country as the equal of the gold dollar, there are many reasons for 
believing it will do so and it is of course perfectly obvions that it is 
more likely to reach that place than is a lighter dollar, 

Tho trade-dollar of 420 grains, which is not a legal tender, is to- 
day worth from ninety-seven to ninety-eight cents in New York. The 

le are acquainted with this coin, and many persons, esteemed 
bigh authority on financial questions, insist that if the trade-dollar 
were made an unlimited legal tender its commereial valuo would be 
so appreciated by the increased demand thereby created for it that 
it would circulate side by side with gold. If this be so, the dollar 
proposed by this amendment is large enough. 

I incline to the opinion that tho trade-dollar is as low a standard 
as can safely be adopted at this time, and hence I proposed and shall 
vote for this amendment. 

I assumé, but will not now stop to argue, that the gold dollar and 
the silver dollar onght intrinsically to be of the same value. I am 
not unmindful that the correctness of this assumption is questioned 
by many and positively denied by not a few. 

If it were true that the depreciation in the value of silver since 
1873 was caused solely by the demonetization of that metal by the 
United States, I would not have offered this amendment, but would 
willingly vote for the dollar proposed by this bill; that is, for a dol- 
lar containing 412} grains. But I think it has been conclusively shown 
during this discussion that many causes have combined to depreciate 
silver during the last five or six years, I will state some of these 
causes: first, the demonetization of silver by the German Empire in 
1871; second, by the United States in 1873; third, by the Scandina- 
vian states in 1874; fourth, the refusal of Holland in 1875 to coin sil- 
ver on private account; fifth, the refusal of Switzerland in 1875 to coin 
silver at all; sixth, by the refnsal of the French Republic in 1876 to 
coin silver for private persons; seventh, the closing of the mints of 
Spain in 1876 against private depositors, and a declaration by the 
Spanish government of its purpose to demonetize silver for all sums 
above $2, as soon as 5 eighth, the action taken by Holland 
looking to the adoption of the single gold standard; and last, but not 
least, the greatly increased production of silver in the United States. 

The amount of silver uced in the United States in 1873 was, in 
round numbers, (and it is not necessary for my 3 to be 
exact in this matter,) $23,000,000; the amount produced in 1877 was 
largely in excess of this sum. 

The causes which produced the decline in the value of silver still 
continue, and are likely to continue indefinitely. It is then, I think, 

bable that the present chasm between the value of gold and silver, 
instead of closing up, will continue stationary, if it does not grow 
wider and deeper. 

Can it then be successfully contended that the silver dollar of 412} 
grains, which in 1873 only s piot exceeded in valne the gold dollar, 
can now be made equal to it by the removal of only one of the many 
causes which have operated since 1873 to depreciate the value of 
silver? Up to this time the coinage of the trade-dollar has been 
$30,710,400; the coinage of the dollar of 4124 grains from the estab- 
lishment of the Mint has been only $8,045,838. A 

We cannot, I claim, have two silver dollars of different values. If 
the 412} grain dollar is brought to par by making it a legal tender, 
the trade-dollar, containing more metal, will be worth more than par 
and will go out of circulation, Thus over thirty millions will be 
withdrawn from circulation and the currency furthen contracted to 
that extent. It can of course be recoined, but with our present mint 
capacity such recoinage will require nearly one year. 

When this amendment was submitted some time ago, before the 
debate had progressed as far as it now has, I was inclined to the 
opinion that it would be accepted asa fair and reasonable compro- 
mise. I now ask for the yeas and nays upon the amendment, and 
the reenit of the vote will show how much, if at all, I erred in that 
opinion. 

— — ALLISON. 1 rise again to ask unanimous consent that the 
five-minute rule may be applied in Committee of the Whole. I think 
we have reached a point where perhaps we can all agree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent—— 

4 r I hope there will be no such agreement. L“ Yes!” 
es 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that further debate on this bill may be under the five- 
minute rule. Is there objection? [“ No objection.”] The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think it is necessary to enforce any such 
rule, and I shall object. 

. ANTHONY and others. The objection is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON ] he demands the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, no man denies that before the de- 


monetization of silver, whether that took place in 1874 or in 1873, 
every man who promised to pay money promised to pay in gold dol- 
ollars of 412} grains, or greenbacks, 

ition of the Senator from Wisconsin is that those who 
to pay 412} grains of silver shall be compelled to pay 420 


lars of 25.8 grains, or silver 
The pro 
pro 


grains. It is the same as if a man Daa peonia e pay one bushel of 
wheat and Congress should enact that he should pay one bushel and 
apeck. Now, Mr. President, I know of no right that we have to im- 
pose any such additional burden upon the debtor class of this country. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Ohio in what he has several times asserted, that the depreciation of 
silver since 1873 or 1874, as he pleases to fix it, is mainly, if not en- 
tirely, owing to its demonetization. But that is a fallacious state- 
ment of the question. To state tho question fairly, he should have 
stated it as the Senator from Wisconsin stated it a few moments 
since, that the demonetization was not only in this country, but it 
was in Germany; it was in effect in the Latin union by restricting 
their coinage of silver; it was in the Scandinavian states; it was in 
Holland; it was in Spain, and is so to-day; and what is the logic 
which contends that when that depreciation has been caused by six 
or seven causes the removal of one of them will bring it back to 
where it was before? 

I have listened with the greatest care to hear from the Senator 
from Ohio (because I may say without flattering that gentleman there 
is no man here to whose reasoning I pay more atténtion than I do to 
his, and if an answer could have been given to the proposition I 
should have expected it to have been given by him; but, so far from 
its being given by him, it has not been even intimated or alluded to 
by him or ysy other Senator on this floor) any answer to the prop- 
osition which I have just stated. But in lien of that we are asked 
to take it all upon faith. They say still and keep repeating: “It was 
the demonetization of silver that produced its depreciation; remone- 
tization will cure it.” Yes, if all those nations who have demone- 
tized it join in remonetizing it, then the reasoning is correct. Till 
then it is false and fallacious, whoever may use it, in my estimation. 
I do not mean that it is so intended, but in my estimation it is so and 
I want an answer to that Epona before I can give my vote based 
upon mere faith without works, 

Now further, Mr. President, I have looked into this question very 
carefully and endeavored to apportion the effect of these causes as 
well as I could and have come to the conclusion, as I indicated in tho 
speech I first made here the other day, at 434 grains. Since that time, 
I have carefully gone over the whole subject and have come to the 
conclusion that abont 430 grains might answer the purpose. I wish 
to be as liberal as my conscience will allow me to be. I prefer to 
err in favor of silver. I am in favor of silver coi prefer, 
therefore, when I err at all to err in favor of the silver coinage; and 
hence I nowsay that the amendment which I introduced here the other 
day providing for a dollar of 434 grains I shall propose to amend by 
making it 429 grains. I should readily vote for the amendment pro- 
pored y the Sonator from Wisconsin if I thought his calculation was 

igh enough. Ido not think it is. But I wish to say further that 
any attempt wo may make lero by an arbitary act of Con to fix 
at the present time what shall be the relative value of gold and silver 
is but a mere guess aſter all. We shall not hit it; it is not likely that 
we shall hit it. There is not one chance in a hundred that we shall 
hit within 2 or 3 per cent. 

Mr. FERRY. I should like, if my colleague will allow me, to put 
a question to him. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY } has expired. 

Mr. FERRY. Then his colleaguo will take the floor. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. What time, Mr, President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The five minutes to which debate 
was limited by the order of the Senate. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I did not understand such a rule was adopt- 
ed. There was no unanimous consent to my certain knowledge, I 
0 e to it myself. 

„ CONKLING. I beg the Senator’s pardon, there was unanimous 
consent. A Senator on his mip [Mr. Pabpock] rose to object, and I 
suggested that it was too late, and he acquiesced, the Chair having 
announced the decision. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I objected to that in a very audible tone, 
and so did the Senator from Nebraska, and I certainly did not under- 
stand that there was any limitation of debate here to five minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair paused upon the request 
for unanimous consent for some time. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. And I objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair paud and with great 
deliberation announced in a tone which must have been heard by all 
Senators in their seats who were giving their attention, that no ob- 
jection being made the order was made. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Isubmit that it did not require unanimous con- 
sent; a vote of the Senate was suffleient to pass the order. 

Mr. FERRY. Then I am entitled to five minutes. ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICRR. The Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. FERRY. And I will give my colleague the remainder of my 
five minutes after putting a question. My colleague said he had 
failed to hear from the Senator from Ohio an answer to the proposition 
that inasmuch as there were several causes leading to the deprecia- 
tion of silver in which the demonetization by the United States was 
one, by the remonetization by the United States silver could not be 
restored to its original standard of value. I ask my c<lleagne why 
upon the demonetization of Germany in 1871 silver stood at 3 per 
cent, premium up to 1873 when the United States demonetized it 
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Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I will say to my colleague that I never be- 
fore heard that Germany had demonetized silver in 1871. It did not 
really tako its effect until 1873. 

Mr, ALLISON. It has not taken its effect yet. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Oh, yes, 

Mr. FERRY. That is the trouble; it has not taken effect; it has 
not depreciated so rapidly by other influences as it has by demoneti- 
zation by the United States. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Ihave the authority of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Nevada, [Mr. JONES, ] who has a very elaborate report 
of the silver commission here, who states it as taking effect in 1573. 

Mr. FERRY. I yield my time to my colleague. 

Mr. DORSEY. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
one Senator cannot yield his time to another. 4 

Mr. FERRY. If that point is made, I will state in behalf of my 
colleague that he did object in my hearing, but my colleague did not 
T and when he rose to address remarks to the Senator from Ohio 

supposed then he was going to insist upon his objection to unani- 
mous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair trusts under the circum- 
stances that no objection will be made to the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. CHRISTIANCY] 3 

Mr. FERRY. Under the circumstances I hope the Senator from 
Arkansas will not object to my yielding to my colleague. 

Mr. DORSEY. I make no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to say a word about this matter as one 
of the voting and non-speaking members in this debate; and I wish 
to say, if I may do it without offense, that when the Senate unani- 
mously, as it did—I happened to be absent myself at the moment— 
agreed that on a day, which day has already passed by more than 
an hour, a vote should be taken on this bill and on all amendments 
praning that agreement followed by such a proceeding as we have 


had gives a right at least to me and to others who have occupied no | Barn 


time to inquire how it is that now a quarter of one o’clock in the 
morning of the next day we are waiting here for this vote. I am not 
going to deny that it may be suggested that it meant the parlia- 
mentary day, and that if we should on until next Christmas as 
the Journal would be made up all the time as of yesterday that would 
fulfill the agreement; but we did not so understand it and a good 
many members of this body have been put to serious and mortifying 


annoyance in respect to other engagements by being kept here to- | Bec 


night. 

Now, I humbly submit for one, without wishing to be disobliging 
to anybody, that as the Senate has unanimously agreed in the pres- 
ent instance that the debate shall proceed hereafter in speeches not 


haffi 
to exceed five minutes, as that agreement was made in the hearing | Cockrell, 


of the whole Senate and announced by the Chair, we ought to abide 
by it. I am free to say that I want a vote to be taken on this bill 
some time or other, and as one member of the Senate I want to be 
released and allowed to go home, in place of being compelled to stay 
here and hear (if I may say it without disrespect) many, many times 
sed sa over, arguments with which the Chamber has resounded for 
wee 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senate 
that the Senator from Michigan states that he objected. His ob 
tion did not reach the Chair, and of course cannot now prevail; but 
the Senator from Michigan has addressed the Senate under the under- 
standing that the order had not been made. The Chair failed to hear 
his objection. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Chair will allow me to state one thing. 
I objected in a very audible tone and lond enough to be heard any- 
where, as I thought. The Senators all around me will bear testimony 
to the fact. Then the Senator from Nebraska on my right [Mr. Pap- 
DOCK] also, after I had made the objection and taken my seat, rose 
and objected, and I did not know and did not hear the Chair declare 
that unanimous consent had been given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska did ob- 
ject, as the Senator from Michigan states. Thereupon he was appealed 
to by a number of Senators to withdraw his objection. He made no 
further statement, and the Chair again inquired for objection. Ob- 
jection was not renewed and the Chair announced unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. PADDOCK» I desire to state, as my name has been mentioned 
in connection with this matter, that as I rose to make the objection I 
found the sentiment of the Senate so strongly in favor of the rule 
proposed that I thought it my duty to subside, and I did so subside. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I want to supplement one word as 
to the action of the Chair, because I think it material and due to 
the Chair. I did not (and I was listening carefully) hear the objec- 
tion made by the Senator from Michigan. He made it certainly, as 
he says 80; but I did not hear it. After the Chair announced “there 
is no objection,” the Chair paused a second of time before he said “it 
will be so ordered,” giving to every Senator ample time to have in- 
terposed an objection after the Chair had said “the Chair hears .no 
objection, and it will be so ordered ;” and after the time elapsing 
when the Chair made that announcement, if there was then no ob- 
jection, the body is, I think, fairly bound by it. 

Mr. THURMAN, I understand what occurred precisely as the 
Senator from Maino understands it; but as m friend from Michigan 
did not so understand it I move that he be allowed fifteen minutes. 


— 
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Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I decline the privilege. I did not wish to 
occupy the time of the Senate another moment; but I know there 
are some others who may wish to speak more than five minutes, that 
are not now in the Senate; but I did object, and Isupposed my objec- 
tion was heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CAMERON, I upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not want to lose the only chance to get a vote 
onmy amendment. I move to amend the amendment of tho Senator 
from Wisconsin by inserting “425” instead of “420.” 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. WHYTE. I call for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EATON. Is an amendment to that amendment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine is in order. 

A 32 EATON. Would an amendment to that amendment be in or- 
or 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No further amendment is in order. 

Mr. EATON. I thought I might save time by offering one now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment in the second degree 
is . The question is on the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Maine to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, (when his name was called.) As a choice be- 
tween evils I vote for the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 46, as follows: 


YEAS—233. 
Anthony, Christiancy, Hoar, Randolph, 
um, Conkling, ernan, Rollins, 
Bayard, Conover, Lamar, Loo 
Blaine, Dawes, MePherson, Wadleigh, 
Burnside, Hanlin Mitchell, Whyte. 
Butler, Morrill, 
NAYS—46. 
Allison, Denris, Ransom, 
Dorsey, heed, Saulsbury. 
Bailey, Eustis, McCree: Saunders, 
k, Ferry, McDonald, Sponcer, 
Booth, McMillan, ‘eller, 
Bruee, Gordon, Matthews, urman, 
of Pa, Grover, 2 Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis, Hereford, Merrimon, Wallace, 
Chaffee, Howe, Morgan, Windom, 
; eres Oglesby, Withers. 
Coke, Johnston, k, 
Davis of Illinois, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
ABSENT—7 


Davis of W. Va., Harris, 
Edmunds, Hill, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CAMERON,] upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EATON. My amendment was to make this dollar 440 grains, 
as the RECORD willshow. I move tostrike out “twenty” and insert 
“forty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut. 
offer that amendment? 

Mr. EATON. I understand that my amendment was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, to amend the bill by 
striking ont “412}” and inserting “420.” Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut move to amend that amendment? 

Mr. EATON. I move to amend the amendment by making the 
amount 440. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
to amend the amendment by striking out “420” and inserting “440.” 

Mr. EATON, I will not detain the Senate over the five minutes. 
I have no idea that this amendment which I have offered will pre. 
vail, but I have offered it in good faith. I am no believer in the fact 
that there can be a bimetallic standard. I have said all I could sa: 
on that subject. There has not been a double standard in any civil- 
ized nation in the world in point of fact, and yet I am perfectly will- 
ing to go so far as I can with those gentlemen who think that silver 
and gold may be brought together. Four hundred and fifty-four and 
three-fourths grains are required to-day to make a silver dollar equal 
to the gold dollar. I put it at 440 grains. My friend from Ohio [Mr. 
THURMAN] asks me why I do not put it clear up. He puts it not only 
clear up, but clear over. 

4 Mr. * Why not cut the gold dollar down to the silver 
ollar 

Mr. EATON. I know this, and my friend knows it or ought to 
know it, that the Government stamp appreciates anything that it is 

ut on. He thinks it appreciates it 30 grains. I think it appreciates 
it 14} grains. Therefore I move my amendment. But I desire to go 
before the country not as the opponent of silver. That charge has 
been made over and over again here, and I deny it; and any man 
that makes it ought not to make it on this floor. I am for a silver 
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dollar worth one hundred cents, not ninety cents. It will not do for 
any man to stand on the floor of this Senate and talk to me as an east- 
ern man that I am op to silver. Iam for silver if you will put 
enough of it into a dollar to make it one hundred cents; otherwise I 
am not in favor of silver; and therefore I ask that the yeas and nays 
be taken on my amendment for 440 grains honest money ; an honest 
dollar for the workingmen of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
for the yeas and nays on his amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe there is nobody against silver in this 


Chamber; but a word in answer to what my friend from Connecticut | Bec 


has said—and there is no man in the Senate for whose opinions I 
have more respect. He says he is in favor of silver if you put enough 
grains in it to make it equal to the gold dollar. I only want to say 


that I am in favor of the gold dollar if you will not put any more | Cha: 


grains in it than are equal to a silver dollar. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 18, nays | Conover 


49; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Anthony, Conkling, Kernan, t. 
Barnum, wes, MeP Wi g 
Bayard ton, Mitchell, Whyte. 
Burnside Hamlin, Morrill, 

tler, Hoar, Randolph, 

NAYS—49. 
Allison, Conover, John Plumb, 
Armstrong, Davis of III., Jones of Saulsbury, 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va., Kellogg. Saunders, 
Beck, Kirkwood, — 
Blaine, A eCreery, eller, 
Booth, Eustis, McDonald, Thurman, 
Bruce, Ferry, Millan, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Penn., Garland, Matthews, Wallace, 
Cameron of Wis., Gordon, Maxey, Windom, 
Chaffee, Grover, Merrimon, Withers. 
Christiancy, H Morgan, 
Cock: Howe, Oglesby, 
Coke, In; Paddock, 

ABSENT—9. 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, Rollins, 
Hit Lamar, Ransom, Sharon. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON, (when Mr. HILLS name was called.) On this ques- 
tion my colleague [Mr. HILL] is paired with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. HARRIS.] My colleague, if present, would vote“ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Anth Christiane: Me 
om” Dawes,” Mehea, Welleizh, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Mitchell, Whyte, 
©, Hamlin, Windom. 
Burnside, A Paddoc 
tler, Kernan, Randolp! 
Cameron of Wis, Lamar, 
NAYS—4. 
Allison, Davis of IIlinoi Ingalls, D, 
Armstrong, Davis of W. Va, Johnsto Sr 
Bailey, Dennis, Jones of umb, 
Beck, A Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Eustis, ellogg, ers, 
rhein b Pa, awe 48 4 — r, 
ameron o ar! * 
E 
re rover, a 001 
Cok: Hereford, Maxey, al par 
Jonbver, Howo, M on, Withers. 
ABSENT—7. 
Conkling, Harris, Patterson, Sharon. 
Eaton, Hill, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHYTE. Although it is manifest that the Senate is not likely 
to adopt many amendments to the bill, still there is no reason why 
we should lose the value of the wisdom of the past, and, at all events, 
e propositions to the Senate which contain some of that wis- 

om. Lord Liverpool, who was the master of the mint, and one of 
the most distinguished financiers of his day, considered that the most 

rfect system of Sanne which made silver a legal tender for the 
ighest gold piece coined by the government. With a view of bring- 
ing about that perfection of coinage in this country, I propose to insert 
in line 11 on page 2, after the word “ private” and before the word 
“except,” the words “to the amount of $20 in any one payment; so 
as to read: 
reer ke 3 — | — on nominal value, for all ponia sma dues, public and 
o the amoun’ an 
—— ee y one payment, except w otherwise expressly 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask for the yeas and nays, 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
20, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Anthony, Christian: Ham Randol 
. — — — Howe? ” 
Bayard, wes, Ker Tent, 
Eaton, McPherson, Wadleigh, 
Butler, ands, Whyte. 
NAYS—4. 
Allison, Davis oV. Va., Jones of Nevada, Paddoe 
Armstrong, s, r Kellogg, imata 
Bailey, Kirkwood, Saulsbury, 
Booth ey MeCreery . 
+ erry, * 
— See, en e 
Cameron of Pa., McMillan, Voorhees, 
Cameron of W Hereford, Maxey, Wallace, 
lee. Howe, Merrimon, indom, 
Coko, Ingalls, Mitchell, Withers. 
s Johnston, Morgan, 
Davis of Illinois, Jonesof Florida, Oglesby, 
ABSENT—10, 
Blaine, H: Patterson, Thurman, 
Cockrell, Mal.“ Ransom, 
Grover, Lamar, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move to insert after the word “private,” in 
line 11, “amounting to sums over $500.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert the words “amounting 
to sums over $500,” in line 11, after the word except; so as to read: 

Shall be a legal tender, at their nominal valne, forall debts and dues, public and 
private, amounting to sums over $500, except where otherwise stipulated in the 
contract. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I said the other day, when I in- 
troduced this amendment, that it was in the interests of the working- 
men. I should have said that it is in the interests of all men, women, 
and children, who are dependent for their living upon their w 
salaries, f or incomes. It is evident to me that, if this bill is 
to become a Jaw of the land, it should be amended as I propose. 
The effect of this amendment, if adopted, will be to make silver or 
gold a legal tender for all sums above $500, and only gold a legal 
tender for all sums between five and five hundred dol I would 
be glad to have the present Jaw making silver a legal tender for the 
sum of $5 and under changed so as to make it a legal tender for all 
sums under 81. In this way the Government would establish a gold 
standard for all sums from one to five hundred dollars, which limit 
would embrace nearly all the ordinary transactions of life, In other 
words, it would free people who ordinarily deal in sums of less than 
$500 from the embarrassment consequent upon fluctuations in the 
relative value of gold and silver, 

Men and women of the classes named are not as a rule skilled in 
finance beyond the point which enables them to so calculate as to 
live within their means; and if accident, good fortune, or industry 
and economy make it necessary for them to deal in larger sums, they 
can by study become sufficiently skilled in finance or seek the advice 
and aid of those who are. merchants, bankers, and moneyed 
institutions would be able to meet all the evils which I think would 
be engendered by the passage of this bill, and in a very large degree 
turn them to their own pecuniary profit; but as the commissions and 
margins which can only be understood and handled by them will 
come from the pockets of the people it will be well to have them 
attach to as few transactions as possible. 

Take one of the many instances in which this amendment would be 
valuable, the small er or merchant of the agricultural districts of 
the West or the manufacturing districts of New England who goes to 
one of the commercial centers to purchase his and wares. He 
is required to either pay cash or give his notes for the goods, which 
he to his customers either for cash or on credit. Now, there is a 
lapse of time in any event; that is, whether he sells for cash or on 
credit, between his payment for the goods and the time at which he 
receives his pay for them; and whether he agrees to pay by one of the 
two stan or has the option to pay by either one, he will always 
add to his selling price a margin of profit large enough to cover any 
28 fluctuations, but he will not be likely to mark his goods 

own so as to meet a probable fall in the standard by which he is to 
pay. This same course of reasoning can be applied to all the smaller 

nancial transactions of life where either an irredeemable currency 
or unrestricted bimetallic standard is used. 

Let us have our system of finance so arran that the classes of 
whom I can always know the exact value of the money they 
receive. t the farmer who sells his hundred bushels of wheat 
know that the $75 or $100 or whatever he receives for it is sound 
money, not subject to fluctuations, and that no more has been 
deducted from the price than is necessary to cover legitimate business 
expenses. Let the mechanic, the day-laborer, and the salaried man 
feel when they receive their money on pay-day that they put sound 
money in their pockets. The only way this can be done is to establish 


for them the best known standard, and a currency suitable for their 

wants based upon that standard. 
Sir, a pent eal has been said about the creditor class. Senators 
ave lost sight of the fact that the classes in whose interest 


seem to 
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I am now speaking are great creditor classes. Few of them owe any- 
thing, but they all at the end of the week, the month, or the quarter 
are creditors, and the sums total due them at these periods amount 
to millions, They are large creditors in anotber way. Their savings 
are invested in our Government securities. But, sir, I forbear to 
touch upon this subject. 

The attacks upon our Government securities have been bravely met 
and exposed upon this floor, and no feeble words of mine will add to 
the force of the arguments presented here against that feature of this 
unwise, unjust, and dangerous bill. The bill will doubtless pass this 
body. We can only seek to strip it of its worst features before it 
reaches its final passage. The Senate has just done a good work in 
that direction by stripping from it the free-coinage characteristic, 
which would enable (were it a law) the silver-owners to put the 
margin of profit in their own pockets, instead of covering it into 
the Treasury of the United States: and another good work by in- 
serting in the bill a proviso substantially limiting the amount of coin- 
age. ell would it be for this country, in my estimation, if we could 

o further and defeat the bill. Could it be defeated and the country 

et alone for two years, specie payments would beresumed, confidence 
would be restored, and the country would be started upon an era of 
substantial prosperity. Some financial distress would be experienced 
in getting to a sound basis, but the whole would result in good health 
and spirits to the body politic. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I now move that the bill be indefinitely post- 


poned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. This country for a long period 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I am speaking to the motion just made and I 
desire to economize my time as much as possible. 

Mr. President, this country for a long period indulged in a financial 
debauch. As long as the exciting causes were sy in the spirits 
of the people were kept up and the dangers ahead were unseen or 


unheeded. As with individuals and communities, so with a great 


people, there must be an end, and a sad end, to all debaucheries; the | yaln 


extent of sadness is measured by the time the indulgence is allowed 
to exist. If it is stopped sufficiently early, recovery from its effects 
my occur. ey 
his great country of ours, sir, is suffering from this debanch; it 
has been bloated by inflation, which stole upon it at a time when its 
very existence as a nation was in peril, and when it felt willing to 
submit to anything to sustain itself. The people were seized by a 
spirit of speculation, and t intellect and labor were directed in 
that channel which should have been given to agricultural and other 
industrial pursuits; but notwithstanding all this the credit of the 
nation has been maintained. We have made great sacrifices in get- 
ting back to the position we now occupy. We are just on the eve of 
resumption. Afew more short months without further financial legis- 
lation will accomplish the work, Shall we take ayer or pia now? 
Shall we, like the timid debauchee, just on the eve of final reformation, 
ask for the one stimulant to aid in the final trial with the almost abso- 
lute certainty that the taking of that one will necessitate the indul- 
nee in more, or shall we spurn the temptation and courageously 
eclare that we will persist in doing right. 

If this bill becomes a law it will not produce the effect the people 
8 and they will be in danger of being led still further. 
Greenbacks will be called for without limit, 

Mr. President, if I wanted to answer this call under the semblance 
of law and with a view to creating temporary relief—for it can only 
be temporary—I would introduce a bill making appropriations to the 
extent of a thousand millions of dollars and providing for the issue 
of greenbacks with a view to a system of internal improvements 
throughout the whole country. But, sir, the people of the United 
States do not want this; neither would they want this silver bill if 
the issue could be prolon and fairly presented to them, They 
would not ask us to indulge in legislation which would only afford 
temporary relief, and leave to those who come after us the burden of 
responsibilities now rest upon us, 

President, I know not if it is right to refer to any action which 
the Chief istrate may see fit to take on this bill; but I have the 
example of the distinguished and senior Senator from Wisconsin 
before me who so referred to him, and I do not hesitate to follow him. 

I say, sir, that our hope is in the President. He may be inclined 
and able to prevent this bill becoming a law. I know not. We all 
remember, sir, the predictions and pas of the inflationists when 
our late President, General Grant, vetoed the inflation bill in 1875, 
I will venture to say that al number of those who voted for that 
bill will now say that he wisely in vetoing it; and I will also 
venture to say that the Senator from Wisconsin, who is so distin- 
guished for integrity of porgono; industry, and wisdom, will, if he 

ives as long as 1 hope he will, pronounce the project presented by 
this bill a bad one. 

Mr. President, my constituents, who are an honest, intelligent, and 
thrifty people, are almost unanimous in their opposition to this bill. 
Their General Assembly has requested me to vote against it, and the 
Board of Trade of the city of Providence, our great commercial cen- 
ter, has made a like request. I now beg to present the resolutions of 


those two bodies, and to say that I approve of every sentiment cx- 
pressed by them, and am glad to obey their wishes: 


STATE or RHODE IsLAxb, &C., N GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
January Session, A. D. 1878. 

Resolution in regard to the resumption of specie payments and other subjects, ` 

Resolved, (the honorable senate hercin,) That our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress be requested to continue to use their best endeavors to pro- 
mote any and all measures looking toward the resumption of specie payments by 
the United States at the earliest moment possible, to resist any attempt to re- 
peal the law known as the resumption act of 1875, and in Scher or? to oppose the 
so-called Bland silver bill now pending in the Senate of the Uuited States, or any 
other measure by which silver coinage may be made legal tender to an unlimited 
extent, and that the secretary of state be, and he hereby is, directed to send copies 
2 N to the several Senators and Representatives aforesaid through 

e ma 

I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution passed by the General 
Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, &., January 31, A. D. 1878. 

ry whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the scal of the 

State aforesaid, this 31st day of January, A. D, 1878. 


[sear] JOSHUA M. ADDEMAN, 
Secretary of State. 


Whereas the national House of Representatives, on November 5, 1877, passed an 
act known as the Bland silver bill, providing fox the remonetization of silver and 
a ee 5 coinage of the four-h -and-twelve-and-one-half-grain silver 

ar; an 

Whereas the relative value of gold to silver has been materially changed dur- 
ing the past few years by the depreciation of silver, and on July 13, 1876, was as 
1 is to 20.17, the lowest value on record of silver, which also fluctuated in value dur- 
ing 1876 trom 81.0248 to $1.2824 per ounce, is now worth 51.1837 ounce, a 
change equivalent to a variation in the gold value of the four-hundred-and-twelve. 
and-one-half-grain silver dollar from 79.26 cents to 99.19 cents, and makes its pres. 
ent value 91.55 cents; and . 


pay the 


gold and 
Legi ny o payments ou or 

before January 1, 1879, if the Bland silver bill does not become a law: Therefore, 
Be it That the Providence Board of Trade and the bankers and business 
men of Rhode d here assembled emphatically protest against the enactment 
of any law remonetizing silver, providing forits unlimited coinage, or forits use as 
money for any purpose, except as subsidiary coin with gold as the standard of 


e; an 
Be it resolved further, That a fluctuation of silver, causing the gold value of the 
four-hundred-and-twelve-and-one-half-grain silver dollar to vary nearly 20 per cent. 
in a single year, renders the bimetallic standard impossible; that the attempt in the 
present circumstances to maintain it would increase the premium on ; t 
one hundred pounds of silver being worth less than $1,500, its bulk alone unfits it 
for use as a standard; that the coin of a great commercial nation should be as far 
as possible of fixed value; that of all materials suitable for use as money, gold pos- 
sesses this quality in the highest degree; that it is fast becoming the stan of 
value forthe world, and that every consideration of public credit, of national pros- 
peri and of national honor demands that it be retained as the standard of 

e United States; and 

Beit resolved further, That the Government should make every effort to fund the 
national debt at the lowest possible rate of interest, every dollar of interest-money 

id being so much added to the principal of the debt; that the only obstacle to 

nding the debt at 4 per cent. is the Bland silver bill, which authorizes the pay- 
ment of United States bonds in coin worth to-day in the markets of the world g to 
10 per cent. less than its face value, thereby destroying the credit and dishonoring 
the name of the nation; and 

Be it resolved further, That we denounce the inflation element of the Bland silver 
bill as an unjustifiable attempt to violate correct financial laws that will inevitably 
retard the country’s return to prosperity; that the encouragement of the nation's 
fast-increasing foreign trade and welfare of all its industries demand the re- 
sumption of specie payments, as fixed by law, January 1, 1879, an event anticipated 
with pride by every honest and intelligent business man in the land; an 

Be it resolved further, That in view of the assertion often ted, that the South 
and the West are unanimously in favor of the remone on of silver, we havo 


friends ness men, opposin 

the largest city of the South and of the great grain 
Sheep ely efforts to preserve the crodit and maintain the integrity of the 
nation; and 

Beit resolved „That a of these resolutions, signed by the presidentand 
secretary of tide Boer’ of Trade be forwarded to the d i eee of New 
Orleans and of Chicago, and to each member of the n in Con from 
Rhode Island, aud that the State delegation in = , and they hereby are, 
requested to use their earnest efforts to defeat the Bland silver billand to prevent 
any measures tending to inflation from becoming a law. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CONKLING. I thought the question was on the motion to 
postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to withdraw 


the motion, the yeas and nays not having been ordered. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SARGENT, On page 2, line 11, after the word “ private,” I 
move to insert the words “except duties on imports and interest on 
the public debt and.“ 

Mr. MORRILL. I su to the Senator from California to take 
the phraseology which 1 have prepared for the same purpose. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will hear the Senator. 


Mr. MORRILL. After the word “legal tender,” in line 10, insert 
“to the extent and purposes for which United States notes are now 


a legal tender.” 
. SARGENT. I use the exact language that is printed upon the 
legal-tender note, and prefer the form which I have used for that 


reason, because it is very well understood. I ask that the amend- 
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ment be reported, and then I will give very briefly indeed my reasons 
for it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is after the word 
“private,” in line 11 of section 1, to insert “except duties on imports 
and interest on the public debt and,” so as to read: 


Shall be a legal tender at their nominal value for all debts and dues, public and 
private, except duties on imports and interest on the public debt,” &c. 


Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, Senators have urged this bill for 
the principal reason, according to them, that it will give the peoplea 
cheap money for the ordinary transactions of life. We have had 
drawn before us pictures of great debts secured by mortgages on 
western farms, and so forth, and we are told of the hardships of the 
debtor. Now, I understand that this is the principal n e they have 
in view. That object you have attained after the amendment which I 
have pro shall be adopted, while on the other hand the difficulties 
in the minds of those who have opposed this measure can be very 
largely obviated by this amendment. One of those difficulties is that 
this legislation has caused the funding of the debt to ceaso so that the 
people will be compelled to pay the difference between 4 and 6 per 
cent. interest upon about §600,000,000 bonds, amounting to $12,000,000 
a restoration of confidence in the intentions of the Gov- 


ayear, B 
t funding can go on and this enourmous amount can be 


ernment, 
saved, 

Second, it is a question certainly of serious import, and cannot be de- 
nied to exist, for it has been debated with great heat on both sides of 
this Chamber, whether or not this legislation is a violation of public 
faith. That question can be settled and settled as every question of 
that kind should be settled, with the most scrupulous to the 
public faith and the public honor. A nation cannot afford to have the 
question raised or discussed whether it meets its contracts or not. 

Another fact is that the effect of this bill without this amendment 
which I propose is to cause cheaper coin to be used, this coin which is 
good enough to pay off mortgages, to pay to eastern creditors, to be re- 
ceived for duties at the custom-houses, which causes an indiscriminate, 
unreflecting, horizontal reduction of duties to the extent of tho dis- 
count which is something like 8 or 10 per cent. We have had laid on 
our tables here day after day petitions from workingmen all over the 
country, embracing all industrial interests, against a reduction of tho 
tariff, stating that it would be an assault upon American industry; 
and a day or two ago there was held in one of the principal cities of 
Penusylvauia a great convention of people where fifteen thousand 
men marched in procession and the streets were lined with number- 
less people which sent resolves here against this reduction of the tar- 
iff, and in their resolutions they said that they 1 the people 
of Western Pennsylvania, of Western Ohio, of Maryland, and of 
West Virginia. And yet I find that most of the Senators representin 
those States are here voting for a bill the necessary effect of whic 
is to disappoint the expectations and deny the prayer of those men 
who —— this incidental protection to American industry may be 
continued, 

I believe, sir, they were sound in the view which they took upon 
that matter. But though it may be that this amendment which I 
p would not render the bill more palatable to those who do not 

levo in this incidental protection, I ask those Senators who do 
believe in observing the ice roe thus made by this immense and in- 
fluential body of their constituents and those who also believe in in- 
cidental protection of American industries, whether it is not an object 
to adopt this amendment in order to avert this result. For this reason 
I have offered it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | i 


offered by the Senator from California. 
Mr. SARGENT called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Dawes, McPherson, Sa 
Bayard, Eaton, Mitchell, W. igh, 
Burnside, Hamlin, Morrill, 
Butler, Hoar, Randolph, 
Jonkling, K Rollins, 
NAYS—45, 
Allison, Dennis, Jones of N. Saulsbury, 
evada, ary, 
Bailey, Eustis, Kirkwood, ` 
Booth, Ferry, MoCreery, Teller, 
Cameron of Pa, Garland, McDonald, Thurman, 
Cameron of Wis, Gordon, ‘Millan, Voorhees, 
Chaffee, Grover, Matthews, Wallace, 
Cockrell, Hereford, S Windom, 
Coke, lowe, M on, Wi 
Saria III. A lesb; 
vis oi 0 À 
Davis of W. Va., Jones of Florida, Ph * 
ABSENT—13, 
Anthony, Christiancy, Lamar, Sharon. 
Beck, Edmunds, Paddock, 
Blaine, i Patterson, 
Bruce, Hill, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MORRILL, Irenew the amendment I offered a little while ago 


as a proviso to come in at the end of line 27 after the word “dollars:” Jong of 


under this act there shall be redeemed and canceled by the of the Treas- 
ury an equal amount of hara Sennen notes of gored yra jien Ae $5. 

I have no speech to make upon this question, but it will be obvious 
to all who have studied the subject that the only way to get silver 
dollars into the pockets of the people is to retire the small notes, and 
I offer this amendment for that purpose and for no other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COKE, Mr. President, I offer an amendment to this bill which 
I hope the friends of the bill will not reject inconsiderately. I will 
read it before sending it to the desk. It is the amendment prepared 
by the Senator from California, [Mr. Boor, I with a modification that 
I have added: ‘ 
holder of the coin authorized by this act or of silver bullion 


SEC, — That any 
may t the samo with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United 
sums not less than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than 


ive 
$10 each, ding with tho denominations of the United States notes. Tho 
coin deposited for or representing the certificates shall be retained in tho 
F And the bullion shall be coined as rap- 
idly as the engagements of the Mint will allow. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask what kind of bullion? There is nothing 
said about the kind of bullion, and there are ali sorts. 

Mr. COKE. Silver bullion. 

Mr. SARGENT. But silver bullion sometimes is half lead, some- 
times th uarters. 7 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take the cheapest bullion, of course. 

Mr. COKE. I submit the amendment, and I present it with this 
view: We all know that the — capacity of the mints is very 
limited, and that it will take several years to get in cirenlation an 
amount of silver that will be appreciable in the commerce of tho 
country on account of our not being able to get it coined. If the 
owners of silver bullion can deposit it in the Mint or in the United 
States Treasury and receive coin certificates for it, these certificates 
will answer in the pison of money. They are receivable under the 
amendment for public dues, taxes, &c., and when taken up by the 
Secretary may be reissued. These coin-checks will aid very materi- 
ally in relieving the ama yey, was that is now prevailing. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I would ask the Senator from Texas if he will not 
withdraw that amendment and allow the amendment that was sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Californiato be read? I think if he will 
hear the amendment of the Senator from California read he will 
withdraw his own entirely. 

Mr. COKE. The amendment of the Senator from California an- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Treasury on the deposit of coin to issue 
certificates. I misread the amendment of the Senator from Califor- 
nia when I said earlier in the night that I would support it. I su 
posed then that it was to deposit bullion. I have simply taken this 
amendment and interlined words authorizing the deposit of bullion. 

Mr. SARGENT. A t deal of bullion extracted from silver mines 
is so extremely rebellious that it has to be sent to Swansea. Bullion 
is a term of the most extensive signification applied to silver. It 
may have 10 per cent. of silver or 90 or 95 per cent. of silver, and to 
require the mints of the United States to start manufactories like 
those at Swansea in order to separate chemically the lead and all 
other matters that are mixed in from it would require an enormous 
draught on the Treasury of the United States. It certainly ought to be 
qualified by some security as “standard bullion” or bullion of a cer- 
tain fineness. 

Mr. COKE. I am willing to accept any amendment that will qual- 
ify it, but I have simply taken the verbiage of the acts for gold ball- 


on. 
Mr. SARGENT. Then I move to insert after the word “bullion” 

the words “of the fineness of silver coin“ or “ bullion 925 fine.” 

: 17 ALLISON. Nine hundred and twenty-five fine is the standard 
ullion. 

Mr. SARGENT. Put it in that form. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Texas 
while the Government is compelled to receive these certificates for 
all taxes, what is the Government to have when it is required to pay 
out money for the expenses of the Government? He does not make 
the certificates a legal tender, and yet the Government is to become 
indebted for all that may be paid in so far as taxes and debts due to 
the Government aro concerned. The Seere is to absorb all the 
receipts of the Government and yet have nothing to pay out, 

Mr. COKE. I will answer the Senator that the certificates are is- 
sued only upon the deposit of coin or of bullion that can be converted 
at ~ pleasure of the Government into coin and that will be legal 
tender. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to modif. y a suggestion Imade, Nine hun- 
dred and twenty-five is the English standard of bullion, but the 
standard of American coin is nine hundred. I wish it modified so as 
to say “ nine hundred fine.” 

Mr. COKE. Say “ bullion nine-tenths fine,” 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I offer the following as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas: 


e eee. authorized to receive deposits 
Jꝗ9ꝙ0b . cx ert asean teemearée oF thee nited 
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redeemable in silver coin one year after date, c 
upon demand, compnted at tho rate of silver coin. Said certificates shall be re- 
eciyable at par for all dues to the United States, including duties upon imports, 


or in silver bullion or finesilver bars 


and when so received may be reissued. 


Mr. BOOTH, Mr. President, some days ago I gave notice that I 
would offer an amendment to the pending Dill, in the following 
words: 

Sec. —. That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the 
same with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in 
sums not less than $10, and receive thercfor certificates of not less than $10 each, 
corre: ding with the denominations of the United States notes. The coin de- 
posited for or representing the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury for 
the payment of the same on demand. Said certificates shall be receivable for cus- 
toms, taxes, and all public dues, and when so received may be reissued. 


If I understand the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas 
and the substitute offered by the Senator from Colorado, it simply 
changes my amendment by allowing bullion as well as coin to be de- 
posited and certificates issued thereon. Is that correct? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOOTH. While that amendment may be perfectly consistent 
with the bill as it came from the House, in my judgment it is incon 
sistent with the amendments that have been adopted by the Senate. 
Is that the view of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. BOOTH. The amendments that have been adopted by the 
Senate provide that all the profit or the seigniorage that accrues by 
the coinage of silver shall belong to the Government of the United 
States. Now, if certificates are to be issued upon bullion as well as 
coin, the result will be that there will be no silver coined of any 
amount, but silver bullion will be deposited with the subtreasurers 
of the United States and certificates issued thereon which will eireu- 
late as silver. That is N consistent with the Bland bill, but 
entirely inconsistent with the bill which is now before the Senate; 
and I concur with a remark that was made by my friend the Senator 
from Vermont, that the result will be that these bullion certificates 
will find their way into the Treasury of the United States to the ex- 
elnsion of other collections, and when the holders of coupons present 
their claims to the Treasury there will be only the certificates of bull- 
ion to pay them with. They will have the right to demand coin. 
It is perfectly true that if they knew coin was there they would pre- 
fer the certificates, but knowing that it was not there, they would 
have a right to demand gold coin. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Can they not have fine silver bars? 

Mr. BOOTH. -No, because their contract is coin. Therefore I be- 
lieve that with the bill as it is before the Senate, as it has been per- 
fected by the amendments which have been adopted, this will destroy 
the efficacy of the bill as it is now presented to us, while it would be 
consistent with the Bland bill, though I confess for a year it would 
be ino ive. 

While I am on the floor I may as well say that a sear hence, when 
we shall have silver coin in abundance flowing out through all the 
channels of business and flowing into the Treasury from all the chan- 
nels of business, that amendment would be perfectly prope. Nay, 
more; then an amendment to the section of the Revised Statutes 
which makes certificates issuable upon gold bullion and certificates 
for 20 percent. more than gold bullion deposited in the Treasury 
ought to be made applying it also to silver. Then it will be perfectly 
practicable to place gold and silver upon the same exact level. While 
theoretically we may desire to do so to-day, I do not think it is prac- 
ticable at this time. Therefore, I prefer my amendment; and so pre- 
ferring it, I shall vote against the substitute in hope that my amend- 
ment may be accepted by the friends of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON, Lonly desire to say one word. Of course if the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas is adopted, or even 
the substitute of my friend from Colorado, all the amendments thus 
far agreed to by the Senate are nullitied absolutely, because under 
the proposition of the Senator from Texas this silver bullion so de- 

ited is to be coined into money as rapidly as it can be coined. 
herefore, as a matter of course, the profit, the seigniorage, what- 
ever it may be, on coin, will go directly to the holders of the bullion; 
so that it is in effect nullifying what we have already agreed to with 
reference to this bill, namely, a coinage the pron upon which shall 
ere to the benefit of the Government and not to the holders of 
on. 
Mr. MORRILL. Let me call attention to another thing. While the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. BootH] is 
unquestionably an improvement upon the proposition of the Senator 
from Texas, [Mr. Cokk, ] yetit will be seen that we are to have three 
kinds of paper 1 one of United States notes, one of national- 
bank notes, and now these certificates of deposits. 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall have four, let me remind my friend, for 
we still have the gold certificates also. 

Mr. MORRILL. Say four. I think we have quite enough paper 
currency authorized without inaugurating anything that is new on 
the present occasion. 

Mr. COKE. So far as the certificates are concerned provided for 
by the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado, or that 
offered by myself, there can be no safer currency afloat than they 
would be. They would be based upon the actual deposit of coin in 
the Treasury, which would be payableondemand. The Senator from 
Iowa says either the amendment or the substitute will nullify the 


provisions of the billas already adopted. I grant that somuch of the 
administration of the Mint as would come under either the substi- 
tute or the amendment, if adopted, would not come under that clanse 
of the bill already adopted, which provides that seiguiorage shall be 
paid upon the coinage of silver. 1 grant that. So far as I am con- 
cerned it is not objectionable to me for that reason. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is. 

Mr. COKE. I believe that the tax upon the coinage of the silver 
dollar is going to hang upon it like a millstone. It will keep it down 
and help to verify the predictions that have been made by the ene- 
mies of remonetization that it will be a cheap, depreciated dollar. I 
believe the dollar that will be secured through this process untaxed 
will not be depreciated in the same way. 

There is no real conflict between either the substitute of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado or the amendment offered by myself and the other 
provisions of the bill, It is simply a different and another mode of 
getting silver into circulation.. That is all. The first mode already 
adopted pays the tax upon the coinage. The mode that is suggested 
by my amendment, or by the substitute of the Senator from Colorado, 
does not pay the tax; it is a deposit of bullion for which the parties 
do not receive coin when they deposit it. The issnance of certificates 
would add another safe element to our diminished circulation, which 
would add materially to the prosperity of the country and would be 
a material stimulus to all its enterprises. 

Mr.CHAFFEE. Idid not intend to offer this amendment until the 
Senator from Texas offered his, and I offered it thinking it would per- 
fect his idea better than the one he offered himself, for the reason 
that the substitute I offered provides that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall have one year in which to pay the silver coin for the bull- 
ion deposited. If the certificate is presented within the rear he has 
a right to pay it in bullion, and the computation is made upon the 
basis of 4123 grains to a dollar. 

Mr, COKE, I am willing to accept the substitute of the Senator 
from Colorado, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question then is on the amend- 
ment as pro by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Iam in favor of the proposition of the Senator 
from California to deposit coin and receive certificates, and I can per- 
ceive no reason why bullion should not be deposited, giving the Seo- 
retary of the Treasury a year to pre the coin to redeem the cer- 
tificates if demanded in coin; but if demanded in bullion he has the 
bullion to pay, and if he pays in fine silver bars the computation can 
be made 12775 the basis of the dollar of coin. 

Mr. BOOTH. I understand the Senator from Texas accepts the 
substitute of the Senator from Colorado so that that is the amend- 
ment now pending. I now move mine as a substitute for his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California moves 
to amend the amendment by substituting what is printed on the 
eighth page of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike ont all 
after the word “that” in the first line of the amendment and to in- 
sert: 

Any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the same with the 
Treasurer or any t treasurer of the United States, in sums not less than $10, 
and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, corresponding with the 
denominations of the United States notes, The coin deposited for or representing 
the certificates shall be retained in the Treas for the payment of the same on 
demand. Said certificates shall bo receivable customs, taxes, and all public 
dues, and when so received may be reissued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from California to the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas, as modified by accepting the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Tho amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. SARGENT. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope we shall not have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a very important amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We have all put ourselves on record a dozen 
times. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHYTE. I should like to ask what there is in this amend- 
ment except to make the United States Treasury a safe-deposit com- 
pany withont pay. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported be- 
fore debate proceeds further. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that 
there is no security given, so that the loss will fall ón the holder. 

The Cater CLERK. The amendment is in the following words: 

‘Src. —. That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the 
same with tho Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums 
not less than $10, and receive for certificates of not less than $10 each, corre- 
sponding with the denominations of the United States notes. The coin deposited 
for or representing the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury forthe payment 
of the samo on demand. certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, 
and all public dues, and, when so received, may be reissued. 

Mr. COKE. That is not the amendment offered by myself. It is 
the substitute offered by the Senator from California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Texus that the vote was taken, and the substitute adopted; and 
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the question now is on the amendment as amended, on which question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. GORDON. I should like to ask the Senator from California 
what the specific advantage of that proposition is, if we should adopt 


it? Ido not see that it would increase the circulation any. We can 
have the same number of paper dollars we should have of silver dol- 
lars. 


Mr. BOOTH. The specific and the only advantage is in this: It is 
constantly objected that silver is not a proper material of which to 
make money because it is too cumbersome; but certificates of deposit 
for silver will circulate just as freely as certificates of deposit for gold 
and just as easily. And in reply to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maryland, (Mr. Wurz, ] allow me to say that this section is 
copied substantially from the section of the existing law which allows 
deposits of gold and makes the United States the safe depositary for 
gold upon the same terms that this proposes to make it for silver, 
except that in addition to gold coin the Treasurer and assistant 
treasurers of the United States now receive gold bullion and issue 
certificates for bullion, and besides can issue 20 per cent. moro of cer- 
tificates for the payment of interest than the Treasury of the United 
States contains. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from California if the ex- 
isting law makes these gold certificates a tender for public dues ? 

Mr. BOOTH. It makes them a tender for customs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For any other publie dues ? 

Mr. BOOTH. I think not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, will the Senator be kind enough to tell the 
Senate how it happens that the people who passed the law to which 
he has referred, the law-making power of the United States, limited 
those d its to gold before the demonetization of silver? 

Mr. BO ‘H. The Senator was a member of the Senate at that time; 
he may be able to say. ; 

Mr. CHAFFEE. They are receivable for interest on the public 
debt. 

Mr. BOOTH. Of course we cannot compel the holders of the public 
debts to take them. If the Senator from Vermont desires to go back 
and argue this thing from the foundation s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. I do not want to argue anything. I 
only ask the question. The Senator says the law now, passed before 
the act of 1873, says gold may be deposited there, and so I ask him 
to tell us why the people of that day did not provide for silver also? 

Mr. BOOTH. L have not said it was passed before 1873. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it was. 

Mr. BOOTH. That may be; but it is the Senator's statement, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does not the Senator know it to be the fact ? 

Mr. BOOTH. I do not know anything about it, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, I will prove that presently. 

Mr. BOOTH. I do not dispute it. The Senator asks an argument- 
ative question for the purpose of going to the root of this whole 
matter. I do not 8 to do any sue * 

Mr. SARGENT. e act was passed March 3, 1863, and amended 
March 3, 1869. f 

Mr. BOOTH. 8 it in the Revised Statutes and copied it sub- 

m. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, Mr. President, it appears 

Mr. BOOTH. I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from California to have yielded the floor. 

Mr. BOOTH. I am willing toyield for a question. Now I am wait- 
ing for a question. 

r. EDMUNDS. I have put the question. 

Mr. BOOTH. What was the question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have stated it twice. I ask the Senator if he 
will be kind enough to point out the policy of the legislation, before 
the act of 1873 turning out the silver dollar, which confined these 
deposits and certificates to gold coin and bullion instead of silver. 

r. BOOTH. I do not feel called upon to do any such thing. If 
the Senator from Vermont—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You are called upon. Whether you will do it is 
another thing. 

Mr. BOOTH. I do not propose to reply to the call. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another thing. 

Mr. BOOTH. Ido not propose to go into this question from the root 
up. If it has not been sufficiently to enlighten the Senator 
from Vermont at least as to the position the friends of this measure 
maintain, it is certainly out of my power to enlighten him. I can 
shed no additional light on his mind in regard to the position we 
maintain which he has not already received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. BOOTH. I am glad to hear it. ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have we a five-minute rule? 

Mr. ALLISON. We have had it for two hours. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I will begin on the five 
minutes, The Senator from California says he does not wish to en- 
lighten anybody; that all that has gone by. There area great many 
people in the country besides the seventy-six Senators who are here 
present, or who are supposed to be here present, who would like to be 
enlightened. It affects their interests. Now, the Senator says he will 
not go to the root. Ido not blame him for that, although I believe 


there is an old Latin maxim that he is much more familiar with than 

I am, which seems to say melius est Jontes quam sectari rivulos ; 

but if he likes to drink out of the dirty stream rather than go to the 

fountain of this thing undoubtedly it is better for him becanse you 

can haog a delusion on the branches of a tree that never grew out of 
ts roo 

In the acts of 1862 and 1863, as enacted when the silver dollar by 
statute was a legal tender, the United States of America declared de- 
liberately that in respect of the very uses to which the Senator now 
proposes to put this silver bullion, &c., it was not wise or expedient 
to doit, and that gold was the true standard for deposits out of which 
very gold the debts of the United States were to be paid in terms to 
the extent of 75 per cent. of the deposits. Now the Senator wakes 
up and says let us put silver in, for is just as good as gold. That 
is the very question that time must determine. That it is not as 
good as gold now everybody admits. You are to go to sea without a 
sail or a rudder or a com trusting to the chance of the fiat of 
Congress to carry it up 10 per cent. That is the proposition of the 
Senator. Why not add iron ? Iron is a more useful commodity than 
silver is, much more useful. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or gold either, except for money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the Senator’s opinion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it not yours? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, I will answer the Senator 
when he gets up and interrupts me in the regular way. As he has a 
five-minute rule he must not take it out of me. 

Mr. BOOTH. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon, I am not to be interrupted, as I 
have only five minutes. 

Mr. BOOTH. The Senator can have all the time, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I appeal to the Chair to protect me against this 
unlawful interference with my rights. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Chair will do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont will pro- 
ceed under the 3 of the Chair. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I hope the Chair will sit down the other 
Senators. Time is manning against me all the while. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam a little tired of sitting. I have been sitting 
here all the evening, I thought I would stand awhile. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam surprised that the Senator was tired. He 
will be retired if he follows on this line for a few years. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLISON, Very likely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As onward and as popular as this breeze may be 
am, the tide will set the other way when “ the sober second thought” 
returns. 

Mr. President, the real fact is that this is a mere method for kit in 
an inflation of paper to take the place of silver because silver leha 
equate and 5 to the prae which this bill undertakes to 
assign it to. That is the upshot of the business; and to carry out the 
theory, as this is only a step topaper which will cnt off the root, sven 
this silver root, when you take the next step and have paper alone, I 
think the friends of the billl had better go it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The Senator I believe has spoken once five min- 


utes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa has not 
spoken on the pending amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not spoken for some time and do not pro- 
pose to speak now. I only wanted to inquire of the Senator what 
possible utility there could be in the metal called gold that would 
compare with the metal known as iron if you leave out of the ques- 
tion the money uses of gold ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senate will give me five minutes I will tell 
the Senator. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask cond one minute. I do not see that the ques- 
tion is involved here which is stated by the Senator from Vermont, 
whether silver is as good as gold. It is simply whether the certificate 
of $100 deposited, that you may take up any lay when you return the 
certificate, is not just as good as the $100, That is all there is about 
it. This p to deposit one hundred silver dollars and issue cer- 
tificates for when you can get the $100 on demand. It seems to 
me if you are going to have a silver dollar of any kind, it would be a 
convenience to use it in that way. I am o to the bill as it is 
now pending and likely to be passed, but I do not think this feature 
of it is going to make it any worse, but would somewat ameliorate it. 

Mr. MO May I ask the Senator from Maine if he does not 
consider it æ confession that silver is a cumbrous and inconvenient 
article to and that this is a mode of obviating it? 

Mr. BLAINE. Not at all. 

Mr. MORRILL. A mode of getting paper instead? 

Mr. BLAINE, No more than it is as Se Caan Yon do that for gold 
to-day. You give exactly the same certificate for gold. 

Mr. MORRILL, Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Not exactly. 

Mr. BLAINE. It is tantamount. I am not talking abont words. 

Mr. BOOTH. It is seldom I intrude on the Senate; but the janior 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] if I am right, is in favor of a 
very heavy silver dollar. He is in favor of a dollar of 454 grains. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California pro- 
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ceeds by unanimous consent only. He has already spoken five min- 


utes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. We must have equal rights here. 

Mr. BOOTH. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] always 
commands my homage and obedience. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
moved by the Senator from California, which has been already read, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from California wishes to address 
the Senate, I withdraw any objection with pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on the amendment. 

The Secretary proceded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am 2 with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. ] 

The roll-eall having been concluded the result was announced 
yeas 49, nays 15; as follows: 


Davis of Johnston 
E at, pee Fels 
Dennis, Jones of Nevada, Rollins, 


Anthony, 
Beck.’ Eustis, Kirkwood, Ag 
Blaine. Ferry, =n 9 5 r 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, McMillan, Wallace, 
Cameron of Wis., Matthews, Windom, 
Chaffee, ereford, — Withers. 
Cockney $ Hora 3 
X 1 Oglesby, 
NAYS—15. 

Darn Co McPherson, Sauls) A 
Bayard — Mitchell, Fa 
Butler, Kernan, Sargent, * 

ABSENT—12. 
Bruce, Edmunds, Lamar, Ransom, 
Cı er, Harris, Patterson, Sharon, 
Eaton, Hill, Randolph, Thurman. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
5 CHRISTIAN CT. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
ir. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 1 it is moved to insert: 
of the 


u 
EE the same by the coin thus redeemed. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It will be seen by the amendment that I am 
willing to go for a dollar of 412} grains on condition that the Goy- 
ernment makes it worth a dollar in gold; in other w that they 
make both par, so that they will circulate together; this plan 
does it. I pro to show how. 

This pro 
Government if the Senate amendments striking out the free-coin: 
portion of the House bill had not been adopted. But now, as all the 
coinage is to be on the account of the Government, whatever profit 
the Government makes by parahanga silver at the market value and 
coining it into dollars of 412} grains will be exactly balanced by 
redeeming such dollars in gold, and by such redemption these silver 
dollars can be kept exactly at par with gon in this country, and 
justice will be done to all creditors and debtors alike. It is true, 
the dollar when sent out of the country would not have all this 
additional value, so as to make it par with gold, yet it would have 
much of that additional value because of its power to command re- 
demption in gold when returned here for that purpose. And if the 
friends of this bill believe what they profess to believe, as I am bound 
to presume they do, that this dollar will be at par with gold when 
remonetized, then I shall of course expect them to sustain this 
amendment. And if they do not believe that its remonetization will 
bring it up to a par with gold, then this amendment will be sure to 
bring it up to par and keep it there, so that in either event I have a 
right to sappose that all the friends of this bill will support this 
amendment, I cannot see how they can oppose it unless they really 
wish to have a depreciated dollar which must have the effect to expel 
all gold from circulation and leave us with an exclusive silver stand- 
ard. But this amendment also provides for the other alternative of 

ld becoming com tively the cheaper metal, and requires the 

reasury to redeem the gold coin in silver dollars at the option of the 
holder, so that all fluctuations are provided for, justice is done to all 
parties, and we secure the people the circulation of both metals and 
save them from all the evils of a depreciated currency, and ie 
resumption will be hastened without a pang, but on the other hand 
increasing the volume of the currency. 

Mr. President, it seems tome a manifest duty, i? we put forth a 
dollar which is not now worth its face in gold, that we should adopt 
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tion could not be adopted without some loss to the | be 


some measure by which it can be made equal to gold, by which the 
two can circulate together, one not expelling the other; and the plan 
which I propose ts in this: that what the Government makes by 
coining silver bullion into dollars of 412} grains, which will be a con- 
siderable amount, they will only be paying out just so much in mak- 
ang it pa with gold and keeping it there. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Merrion in the chair.) Un- 
der the rule the Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am inclined to support the proposition of the 
Senator from Michigan; but I should like to ask him how he proposes 
to avoid this difficulty: Suppose that in Belgium a silver dollar, an 
exact fac simile of the United States dollar, was made and should 
come how is the Government to know whether that is the coin 
of the United States or a surreptitious coin, and why would they not 
be compelled to redeem these imitations as much as their own coin 
if they could not be detected? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You may say that of all false coinage. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I have never heard of one nation counter- 
feiting by national authority the coin of another, and I have not the 

htest fear that anything of that kind will take place. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
by the Senator from Michi: 
. CHRISTIANCY and Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered, 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to say one single word. The amendment 
prohibits the coinage for private parties of gold or silver. In other 
words, it . the of gold coin the Government 
has no gold of its own to coin. Private parties have it and the Mint 
is shut to them. They cannot under any circumstances, no matter 
how much they are willing to À —.— it, get their gold coined. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The ary has now over $100,000,000 of 
gold, which is more than would be coined of silver for the next three 


ears. 
á Mr, SARGENT. One hundred millions of coin ? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Of gold coin. 

Mr.SARGENT. But this prohibits private parties from having 
gold coined. The Government has no bullion. The Government 
owns no gold bullion. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Government has of gold coin now over 


Pro 


8100, 000, 000. 
Mr. SARGENT. Ido not think the Senator sees my point. I object 
on behalf of a constituency who annually take out $12,000,000 of gold. 


What are they to do with it if they cannot get it coined? 
Mr. PADDOCK. As I understand the point made by the Senator 


in 
from California, it is that the Government has no authority to buy 


gold bullion. 
Mr. SARGENT. None at all. 
Mr. PADDOCK. If that is correct, then the proposition is not 


sound. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The proposition is sound to the extent of 
what we have on hand, Ido not pretend that it may not need fur- 
ther provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired un- 
der the rule, 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it is perfectly obvious that this 
amendment and this bill make no provision for the purchase of gold 
bullion by the United States Government. If it did, I think it would 
very impracticable, But the result of the Senator's amendment 
is very plain. It simply stops the coinage of gold in toto. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That will not do. 

Mr. BAYARD. It strikes me as being the most silvery of all 
silvery amendments, 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I have stated that we have already over 
$100,000,000 of ald in the Treasury. This makes provision that 
that may be > 

Mr. BAYARD. Why, sir, the Government of the United States is 
not the owner of an ounce of bullion. It only can become so by 
purchasing as any other purchaser., When under the present law you 
provide for coinage on Government account, you provide for the pur- 
chase by the Secretary of the e of bullion that he may have 
it coined, and you have by the amendments thus far adopted pre- 
ven e coinage for private account; but in the present case by 
shutting up the Mint from coiniug gold coins for private account you 
stop it. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator has not the whole amendment 
before him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Michigan the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to strike out the last clause in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let it be reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Serator from Vermont moves 
to strike out the last clause of the amendment of the Senator from 


ea 
Mr. SARGENT. Let the clause be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Clerk will report the words to 
be stricken out. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The last clause is in the following words; 
Replacing the same by the coin thus redeemed. 7 
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Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I call for the reading of the amendment. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. In the amendment as it is in print before me the | Allison, 


last clause is: 

And no gold or silver shall be coined at any of the mints of the United States 
for private parties. 

Sd ene n The last clause commencing after that pe- 
riod is: 

And no gold or silver shall be coined at any of the mints of the United States 
for private parties. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Those are the words I wish to strike out to meet 
the views that have been su 

The PRESIDING OFFIC. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment noa by the Senator from Michigan as amended. 

Mr. LER. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already 
been ordered. ' 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to insert at the end of sec- 
tion 1 the following: 


any o coin in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, re 
the coin thus redeemed. Lie 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am opposed to thisamendment. Nobody can 
go to the (ogy e LEA as exchange of silver for gold but men 
who have $100. two-thirds of the people in this country 
can never take any benefit under that. The poor man who has $5 or 
$10 of silver cannot go and get it exchanged into gold. It is an 
amendment that will work in its effect for the benefit of the rich 


people of the couutry, and the poor people of the country can take no l 


advantage of it. Iam op to any such proposition. 

The Secretary proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (after voting in the affirmative.) I forgot at the 
moment I answered to my name that I was paired with the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] and I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., McPherson, Wadleigh, 
Barn e Chris 3 ph, Windom. 
Burnside, Dawes, Rollins, 
Butler, 
NAYS—46. 
Allison, Davis of Jones of Florida, opm 8 
Armstrong, Davis of W. Va. Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Beck’ Daren i —.— 
Beck, Dorsey, Kirkwood, San 2 
Booth, Eustis, Morony, Spence, 
Bruce, Ferry, Me d, 'eller, 
Cameron of Pa, Garland, Mo Voorhees, 
— Grover, Max 5 j we 
ver, A 
Cok H M Wi 
Con Mitchell, 
Conover, Ji Morgan, 
ABSENT—16. 
Ba; Harris, Kernan, Patterson, 
Blain Lamar, 
2, fat, a Ransom, 
Edmunds, Howe, 8 Thurman. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BUTLER. I offer the following amendment, to be inserted at 

the end of the first section: 
of th tation for that in 

„ 3 redeem ony dollara in the gold coin of fhe United 
States, and shall also redeem in the gold coins of the U when presented 
for that purpose, in any sum not less than $10 any such silver such silver 
dollars and such gold coin to be reckoned at their nominal standard value. 

I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Several Senators. Oh, no. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this question the yeas an 
nays have been demanded. ; 
“The yoan ang nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded to 

e roll. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 


am with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. ] 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 40 ; as follows: 
YEAS—18, 
Anthony, Christiancy, Mitchell, Wadleigh, 
Pardon Dawes, Paddock, Whyte, 
2 5 Randolph, Windom. 
U 


NAYS—40, 
Co Merri 
5 — Aaa ye 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va., Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Beck, Dennis, Jones of Nevada, Sargent, 
Brace, Waxy Kirkwood, S 65 
. * A 
C 225 G MoMillan, Wallace 
rover, 
Cockrell, —— Falsos 
ABSENT—18. 

Blaine, Eustis, Lamar, Ransom, 
Conk! Harris, Matthews, Sharon, 
Conover, ma oer Thurman. 
Eaton. ow * 
Edmunds, Kernan, Per, 

So the amendnient was rejected. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I have one more amendment 


to offer, but no speech to make, I wish, however, to fill up a blank 
in the amendment on 10 of the printed bill and amendments. 
The first blank, in line 9, pose to fill with “ two,” the section with 
“five;” in line 5 of section 2, to insert “first” before “ day,” and 
after the word “of” to insert “April.” Then I ask that the amend- 
ment be read, stating that it is the same one presented by me on the 
7th of February and which has been already explained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan will be read. 

Mr. WHYTE. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan, as his 
amendment seems to be a substitute for the entire bill after the 
enacting clause, that we go.on with the bill in its original form, mak- 
ing amendments that are deemed necessary, and that he offer his 
proposition as a final substitute for the whole bill. 

r. CHRISTIANCY. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be the course required 
by the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have an amendment which I desire to offer to 
the original bill, and I hope it will receive the approval of the Sena- 
tor who has the bill in charge. I think he must feel that I have had 
ratber poor luck in my amendments, and I hope he will favor this 
one, for I am sure if he does not it will stand no chance in this body. 
pose to fix the time when this act shall take effect, which I 
think must have been inadvertently omitted. It seems to me that it 
is eminently proper that a time should be fixed so as to zie a little 
notice when the act is to go into effect and also to give the Treasury 
an opportunity to get some of these coins on hand. Before the word 
“all” in line 1 of the second section of the bill 5 from the 
committee, I move to insert: This act shall take effect on and after 
the 30th day of June, 1878; and;” so as to read: 

This act shall take effect on and after the 30th day of June, 1878; and all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think such an amendment is necessary. 
This act of course will take effect with the approval of the President, 
which I hope we shall have in a very few days, and I think that will 
be all that will be necessary. 

Mr. WHYTE. I had prepared an amendment precisely similar to 
the amendment now proposed by the Senator from Vermont, naming 
the very same day. e fathers, whose dollars we are about to res- 
urrect, rangi dab ee in that way for bills changing the coinage 
or the tariff. They knew that the American people could adjust them- 
selves to almost any condition of affairs, but they always thought it 
was well to give them a little notice. I observe the bill which was 
pro by the Committee on Coins and Coinage in 1832 had just 
such a clause in it, as follows: 

Ang this act shall be in force from and after the 3 ist day of December, A. D. 


Their bill was p in March, 1832. We have had the report 
of that committee referred to in this debate frequently. They thought 
in March that the proper time to fix the operation of the act was in 
the boon a December. I hope the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not poa pemo 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer an amendment, which I think will be 
adopted by the Senate. I move to insert at the end of the first sec- 
tion the following proviso: 


And provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize 
C ROOSAAR SIII Par rgd deposit issued under the provisions of sec- 
tion 254 of the Revised Statutes. 


The certificates issued under section 254 are certificates which are 
issued on the deposit of coin and gold bullion in the Treasury. The 
privilege of those certificates was that they should be received at 5 
in payment for duties on imports. Of course, as we are now by thi 
act to allow duties on imports to be paid in silver, it will reduce the 
value of those certificates to silver, whatever that may be. These 
deposits were in the nature of a special deposit of gold coin or gold 
bullion, and the certificates were issued for them. In conversation 
with quite a number of Senators who voted for the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. McDoNnaLp,] I am told by them that 
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they do not desire to have anything equivocal in this legislation, nor 
is it their desire to have these certiticates paid in silver. To obviate 
that objection, (and it obviates much of the objection which I had to 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana,) I offer this amendment, 
which distinctly provides that these certificates issued by the Gov- 
ernment for deposits in gold coin and gold bullion shall not be re- 
deemed in silver. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is any doubt on that question, certainly 
this amendment ons to be adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is very serious doubt upon it in the mind of 
certain Senators. 

Mr. BOOTH. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GORDON. In line 22, after the word “ dollars,” I move to 
insert : 

And there shall not be less than thirty-five million of such dollars coined in any 
one year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Georgia that the amendment which he offers is an amendment 
to words already inserted in the text of the bill by a vote of the Sen- 
ate, and that those words cannot now be added to by a vote in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; so that it is not in order for him to move the 
amendment. 

Mr. GORDON, Will it be in order when the bill is in the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be in order when the bill is 
reported to the Senate. If there are no further amendments to the 
bill the question will now be stated on the substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIAN CV.] The Secretary will re- 
port the substitute. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 

That there shall be coined at the mints of the United States silver dollars of the 
2b 0 

evices . 
The amount of wach coinage shall not be less than two millions nor more than five 
m mon 

Sec. 4 That the gold coinage of the United States shall remain as at present a 
standard and measure of value, and a legal tender in payment of AU dohan; pablis 
Fed gears at its nominal standard value; but that and after the Ist day of 
April, in the year 1878, the 8 silver coins of the United States, of de- 
F 

— the silver dollars ree 


datelast hereinabove eee for, 

sidiary silver coll s now authorized by law, and silver bullion in duly stamped 
at any of the United States mints, or at the United States assay in New York. 
with a stamp showing their weight and fineness, as together 


Sec. 3. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the , the Treasurer 
of the United States, and the Director of the Mint, med gireg five nor less 
than three — 5 before the beginning of each calendar month, to determine aud 
declare the 
thereof for such next calendar month. 
be according to the market value of bullion, with the cost of coinage added in the 
case of coins, but not in the case of stamped bullion. 
market value, they sball, upon the best 
average market value as com 
rope, and at New York, P. 
and upon such determ 
treasurer of the United 


nation, g k to such value, the valne of each of the silver coins, in 
cents and y (rejecting fractions a mill,) and of the value of bullion, per 
ounce troy. And may use the telegraph for such transmission of their de- 


ington, waa baw dai ne , if 8 
semi-weekl 3 eee tho princi commercial city of each of thè 
States and Territories. And such d of such value shall be conclasive 
evidence of such value as between all private persons or parties, as well as between 
the United States and any other And all officers and 
by law to receive money on the of United States 
month next ensuing, receive silver coin and 

determined. They shall also keep a record of all its determinations ; and a certi- 


es. 


Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to exchange, 
the option of any holder, in sums not less than $100, any of the silver coins herein- 
above made a legal tender, at their nominal value, for po ag bree amonnt of United 
States notes at their nominal value; which notes shall be retained and canceled, 
and not a replaced eee And all United States notes redeemed 
this act be held to be part of the sinking fund provided for by the existing 
law; the interest to be computed thereon as in the case of bonds tokonmed unter 
FF 

Sec. 5. That any owner of silver bullion ma 
be taken at its market value as ascertained 


the mode provided for as to other silver coins by section 
utes of the United States. 
Seo. d. That 


„Which certificates shall be le at the place 
eee the 


e provided. 
no certificate shall be issued for less than one hundred ounces ; aud any differ- 
ende or fractions shall be settled for in silver coin, at such rate as may be deter- 
mined from time to time as aforesaid. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


r 
suggested defect in the bill. I pro 


of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIAN,] which has just 
been reported. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments to the 
bill in committee? 

Mr. BLAINE. There was an amendment which I submitted. 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator will allow me, I have an amend- 
ment to offer when the bill is reported to the Senate, 

Mr. BLAINE. I merely want to withdraw my amendment. The 
first section of my proposition provided for a dollar of 425 grains, and 
that was voted down. The second and third sections give the profits 
of the coinage to the Government, and they are included in the bill. 
The fourth section I would only offer to apply to a dollar of 425 grains, 
= to one of 412} grains. Therefore I withdraw the whole proposi- 

on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No further amendments being offered 
the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

The bill was rted to the Senate as amended. 

The PRES G OFFICER. Unless objection is made the ques- 
tion will be put on all the amendments at once. 

The amen ts made as in Committee of the Whole were con- 
curred in. : 

Mr. GORDON. I now move to amend the bill in line 22, of section 
1, after the word “dollars,” by inserting the words “ and there shall 
not be less than thirty-five million of such dollars coined in any one 
year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isubmit tomy friend from Georgia that it is hardly 
worth while to insert such a provision, I think under the bill as it 
is now more than $35,000,000 a year will be coined. The bill will un- 
doubtedly be carried out in good faith by the officers of the Treasury 


and they will coin rp. to the full capacity of the mints. 

Mr. GORDON. Then the amendment, I will state to my friend, 
can do no ible harm. 

Mr. SON. It will not. 


Mr.GORDON. Very well. Then I should like to have it adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Gorpon.] 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 20 and the noes 26. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I ask fer the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to make a verbal amendment to cure a 
to strike out in lines 17 and 
18 certain words and reinsert them in a little different form, after the 
word “ dollars” in line 22. It is a merely a change of the language 
ds brea ea to the appropriation of money necessary to carry out 
the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator can do that by unanimous consent, 
but cannot do it otherwise. 

Mr. HAMLIN, It is merely transposing the language; that is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. And adding one or two words. I trust there will 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear it reported that we may see. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there will be any objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out in lines 17 and 18 
the words “out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise RE 

nd a 


- | priated,” and after the word “dollars” in line 22 to insert: “ 
sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act is hereby ap- 


propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated ;” so as to e the clause read: 

And the of the Tieasury is authorized and directed to purchase, from 
time to time, silver bullion, at the market price not less than two million 
dollars’ worth per month, nor more than four million dollars’ worth per month, and 
cause the same to be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars 
and a sum sufficient to carry out the provision of this act is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What does the phrase “provision of this act” 
mean? If you mean the foregoing provision for the purchase let us 
understand that, but there are various other provisions in the bill. 
Wes 5 What other provision could the appropriation 

ect 

Mr. SARGENT. The cost of the coinage of thiscoin, for instance. 
I suppose that to be met under the ordinary appropriation for the 


1 of the mints. 
m r. CONKLING. Why not say “the foregoing provision!“ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Say “ foregoing provision,” so that it will be a 
mere transposition. 
mite pee SON. Very well. I will agree to accept that, so as to 


And ficient to carry out the foregoin vision of this act is hereb 
— oat of any money in the Treasury aot other fist pts 4 
Mr. SARGENT. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
charge of this bill if he considers this a permanent appropriation of 
an annual a 8 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It isa permanent appropriation, 
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Mr, ALLISON. I consider it an appropriation which will go on as 
long as this coinage continues. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then it is a permanent appropriation, for this 
mtn CONKLING. Asl dail 

r. C < ong as grass grows and silver runs, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

50 PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be put toa vote. I do not wish to assent 
to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MERRIMON, I move to strike out in line 20 before the word 
“million” the word “two” and insert “ three,” so as to read: 

Not less than $3,000,000 per month, 

Mr. CONKLING. That is not in order, I submit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken. 
The bili has been amended by inserting the clanse in italics on the 
second page, and by striking out words above, and no other amend- 
ment to TE 75 of the bill is in order. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can reach his object by moving to 
reconsider the vote by which this amendment was a to. 

Mr. MERRIMON. At the time I proposed the amendment I did 
not understand that the Senate had eoncurred in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. I concede if that is true I am 
out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has so concurred. 

Mr. KERNAN. Is it in order to move an amendment at the end of 
575 e in the first section which was inserted in Committee of the 

ole 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such an amendment is in order. 

Mr. KERNAN. Before the first word in the proviso, in line 25, I 
move to insert: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue the silver dol- 
lars coined by virtue of this act in exchange 8 for legal · tender Treasury notes 
of the den of one and two dollars, when the same are presented at the 
office of the assistant treasurer, in the city of New York, in sums not less than $50 
at any one time; and Treasury notes so received in exchange shall be canceled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New York that it will be in order to move to insert that lan- 
guage at the end of the section in the twenty-seventh line, but not 
at the pe where he proposes to insert it. 

Mr. KERNAN. Very well. That will answer the same purpose. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Irise to a point of order, If this amendment 
was reserved in committee to be offered in the Senate, it may be in 
order, but as it was not offered in Committee of the Whole I ask if 
it is in order to offer it in the Senate. 

Mr. KERNAN, I understand in this body we do not have to offer 
an amendment in committee in order to have it considered when the 
bill is in the Senate. 

Ace PRESIDING OFFICER. Any amendment is in order in the 
nate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Which does not displace any part of the text. 

Mr. KERNAN. I submit the amendment with a view to aid in the 
return to specie payment. We may properly authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury, at the option of any one who presents these small 
legal-tender notes, to give in exchange for them silver dollars, and 
cancel the notes, and thus make the silver dollar a currency in place 
of the one and two dollar notes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York. 

r. KERNAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
why he limits this to the office of the assistant treasurer at New York. 

r. KERNAN. I drew the amendment hastily, and am quite will- 
ing to have the provision apply elsewhere. 
z SARGENT. I suggest to the Senator to say “ presented at the 
offices of the assistant treasurers of the United States.” 

Mr. KERNAN. Very well; that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. FERRY. I move to strike ont the word “ canceled” and to in- 
sert “reissued ;” so as to read: 

And the Treasury notes so received in exchange shall be reissued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michi 3 to the amendment of the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. KERNAN.] 

Mr. KERNAN. I trust the amendment to the amendment will not 
be adopted. If we do this at all, it should be done with a view of 
coming back to ie payments and not to have the notes reissued. 

Mr. FERRY. this silver money is to be at par I cannot see how 
there can be any objection to the mbacks being reissued. The ob- 

ect of the Senator from New York is to curtail the volume of green- 
ks now in circulation. If they are at par, why not have them as 

the basis of the currency just as well then as now, and they are bet- 

ter if they are at par. erefore, I hope the notes will be reissued. 

Mr. KERNAN. My object is that we shall begin to get back to a 
specio basis. I think we had better give the people holding small notes 
this dollar if they wish it, at least itis at their option, and give them 
the silver dollar and not have this paper currency forever out, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment, 

Several Senators. Let it be obese 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed in the amendmentof Mr. KERNAN 
to strike out the word “canceled” and insert ‘‘ reissued ;” so as to read: 


And the Treasury notes so received in exchange shall be reissued. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question upon the amendment 
to the amendment and dec that the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask for a division, Mr. President. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators in favor of the amendment 
to the amendment will rise and stand until they are counted. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The amendment of the Senator from Michigan is 
a requirement absolutely that the notes shall be reissued. If he pro- 
poses to make such an arrangement, I suggest that it should be within 
the discretion of the Secretary of the ury. 

Mr. FERRY. That would be done. The amendment only provides 
for the reissue. Of course they will not be reissued without an 
equivalent. 

Mr. BLAINE. Would not the Senator reach the same object by 
defeating the amendment to which he has offered his amendment ? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Debate is out of order while the 
Senate is dividing. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I asked before the call that the amend- 
ment be read. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I object to the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Nevada not hav- 
ing made the request until after the division was being taken, the 
amendment cannot now be read. 

The result of the division was announced—ayes 38, noes 20. 

Mr. KERNAN and Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I rise to debate the question. Ishould like 
to have the thing read, which seems to be impossible. I think we 
can do it now. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I object to the reading now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont is enti- 
tled to have the amendment read. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I object to the reading. I tried to have 
it read but could not have it done, and I object now to the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the Chair why the 
objection is overruled in this case, 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sena- 
tor 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I asked before the division was taken to 
have the amendment read and my request was denied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
that in the judgment of the Chair the Senator is mistaken as to the 
time he e the request. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I made the request before a single Sena- 
tor rose in response to the call for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will 
mit the Chair to complete his statement without interruption. The 
division began. Several Senators had risen on one side when a brief 
colloquy, which was out of order but not objected to, took place be- 
tween the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock] and the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry.] After that 5 began the Sena- 
tor from Nevada made his demand. He was misled in thinking that 
the division had not begun because of that colloquy, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The Senator from Nevada does not often 
need information as to what is read at the desk. It is about the first 
time he ever made a uest of that kind; but the Senator from 
Nevada would like when he does make such a request to have it com- 
plied with. He asked, before a Senator rose upon the division, that 
the amendment should be read, but an objection to the reading made 
the demand out of order; yet now he finds that it is in order when 
a request is made that the amendment shall be read, to which the 
Senator from Nevada objects. ( 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state within my personal knowledge 
that when the Senator from Nevada made his request Senators were 
upon the floor standing to be counted. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It uently occurs that a gentleman is 
mistaken in his personal knowiedge. i have known the gentleman 
from Nebraska himself to be mistaken in that respect. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then it is the nal knowledge of one Senator 
against the personal knowledge of another Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Chair would t exceedingly 
to have been in the least degree discourteons to the Senator from 
Nevada; and if any discourtesy occurred it was in consequence of a 
misunderstanding of the fact. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand any Senator has the right to object 
to the reading of a paper, and if such objection is made it must be 
decided by the Senate without debate, under the rules. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. After it has been once read. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair has no right to overrule the objection 
made by the Senator from Nevada, but the question should be sub- 
mitted to the Senate under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairunderstands that the rule 
applies to the reading of papers, but not to the reading of matter to 
be voted on by the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to have the rule read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As a matter of right any Senator 
may require the reading of any amendment or other proposition upon 
which a vote is to be taken once before any vote be taken. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This was not a document to be read, but a prop- 
osition to be voted apan: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands, and the 
Chair rules that the Senator from Vermont who now requests the 
reading is entitled to have it read. Any Senator of course can ap- 


peal from the ruling of the Chair. 
int of order, I beg to make an in- 


Mr. CONKLING. Rising to a 
uiry. This paper has been three times on the call of Senators. 
hen the Senator from Nevada entirely in order as I understand, if 
the Senator from Vermont is in order now, called for the reading of 
this paper, he was encountered by an 15 Stare 3 the Senator 
from Maine, and as I understood, the Chair, at least silently, acqui- 
esced in the validity of that objection. Now, as one member of the 
Senate I want to inquire how many times a single Senator can have a 
paper read without a vote of the Senate, even if it is a paper in judg- 
ment before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the practice 
to be that before every vote, as for instance if there be a division 
called, or an order for the yeas and nays, whenever a vote is about 
to be taken, any single Senator has a right to have the bill or the 
proposition in the nature of an amendment read, and that reading is 
a simple mode of stating to the Senate the proposition upon which it 
is about to vote. The Senator from Neva ada ect right to 
have the matter read, if, as he understands he did, (and the Chair 
certainly does not wish to put his own recollection against that of 
any Senator,) he made the request before the division had commenced. 
The Chair understood that the division had commenced when the 
honorable Senator from Nevada made his request, and sustained the 
objection solel npon that ground. But the Chair understands that 
the reading of a bill or an amendment moved when a vote is about 
to be taken on it is a simple mode of stating to the body the ques- 
tion, and that such a reading may be called for whenever any vote 
is to be taken. 

Mr. CONKLING, I have no doubt the Chair is entirely right. I 
do not wish to be understood as taking issue with the Chair; but I 
do insist that when as in this case three times over the amendment had 
been read upon the request of Senators coming into the Chamber 
who happened not to be here when the paper had been read, the Sena- 
tor from Nevada had a right to do as he has done now, and that is to 
object to the further reading of the papes ; and then I conceive, objec- 
tion being made, the Chair has no right to have it read unless by a vote 
of the Senate. You must put an end to it somewhere, and if it can 
be read four times it can be read four-score times. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If any motion is required in order to have the 
paper read 

Mr.EDMUNDS. The Chair has overruled the objection ; let us have 
the thing read, unless somebody appea 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair rules that the Senator re- 
questing it is entitled to have ie pepe read. 

Mr. DORSEY. I ps Ul I the floor, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposes the Senator from 
Arkansas to arise to a point of order; he will see for what . 

Mr. DORSEY. I rose some time ago to sustain what the e 
from Nevada said. He came in from the eloak- room, and before any- 
body had risen at all, and before a division had been called for, he 
called the attention of the Chair two or three times to the fact that 
he desired to have the amendment read. He then passed through 
here [indicating] and stepped over there, and asked 15 that the 
amendment be read, and at that time the division had begun, and 
some Senators had risen when the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] 
objected to the reading. The Senator from Nevada was quite right 
in stating that he asked to have the amendment read before any di- 
vision whatever was commenced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request to which the Senator 
from Arkansas alludes, which he says was made before the division, 
did not reach the ear of the Chair. 

Mr. DORSEY. That does not change the fact, if the Chair please. 
5 5 Senators all around me bear witness to the truth of what I have 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It makes the rule of parliamentary 
law in reference to the fact. The Secretary will read the propo- 
sition. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the first 
section of the bill: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue the silver dol- 
lars, coined by virtue of this act, in exchange at par for legal-tender Treasury 
notes of the denominations of one and two do when the same are presented at 


shall be canceled. 


the office of the assistant treasurer in the city of New York in sums not less than 
$50 at any one time; and Treasury notes so received in exchange 


It is moved to amend the amendment bystriking out the last word, 
“ canceled,” and inserting “reissued.” 

Mr. KERNAN. On the suggestion of the Senator from California, 
I bave agreed to insert the words “any assistant treasurer of the 
United States.” 

Mr. SARGENT. At the office of any assistant treasurer of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose they have only one and two dollar notes. 

Mr. KERNAN. They will not present them, I suppose. 

Mr. BLAINE. Thereal point of this would be reached, I suppose, just 
as well if the Senator from Michigan did not move his amendment, but 
voted against the original amendment. The point involved is the 
abolition of one and two dollar bills. I do not believe the people of - 
the United States will ever to that, specie payment or no s 
cie payment, silver or gold. ey want the one and two dollar bills. 
They are a great convenience, and I do not believe they will ever be 
dispensed with, 

Mr. WALLACE. There is another point, which is that the ex- 
change of the silver dollars into legal-tender notes will enable the 
silver dollars to get into circulation, and then the small notes may be 

in reissued. Perhaps that is as desirable as the other thing. 

r. BLAINE. You can get the silver dollars into circulation by 
making them exchangeable for any notes, tens, twenties, fifties, or 
one hundreds. i 

Mr. KERNAN. In answer to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maine, I will say that if the people j Se the one and two dollar 
notes, they will not exchange them. The exchange is not obligatory; 
but is merely at their option. 

Mr. BLAINE. But those that are exchanged will be retired? 

Mr. KERNAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am opposed to retiring any of these bills. 

Mr. FERRY. I do not wish it lost sight of 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has not the Senator from Michigan spoken once 
on this amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not spoken five 


minutes. 

Mr. FERRY. I want to reply to the Senator from Maine by sayin 
that there is one method by which the greenbacks can be retired, an 
that is upon the issue of nativnal-bank notes. Here is a proposition 
to add to that retirement of the United States nates, the greenbacks as 
they are called. I wish the vote of the Senate, and the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, upon the question whether those notes, when re- 
tired, shall be again issued or not. The proposition now is to reissue 
them, and not further retire such greenbacks in circulation. 

Mr. SARGENT. We have been told all along that the object of 
the silver- dollar currency was to furnish the country with a cheap and 
convenient money, It seems to me that that promise or that assertion 
should be carried out. The greenback was issued in the form of a 
promise of the United States to pay one dollar, and two dollars, and 
ten dollars,&e. B AS. pe of a silver dollar for it, we are told that 
this promise is fulfilled. I am willing to concede it. The promise 
then being fulfilled, the dollar being paid, it being redeemed, I should 
like to inquire of my friends who are strict constructionists of the 
Constitution what power there is to reissue it? 

Several SENATORS. There is none. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is no power whatever to reissue it and make 
it continue a legal tender. It performed its full functions, it has 
been completely canceled by the fulfillment of the promise. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. How did it get out in the first place! 

Mr. SARGENT. In acondition of war to meet a great emergency, 
and it was upheld by the Supreme Court of the United States for that 
reason. 

Mr. FERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from California if a 
portion of the $44,000,000 at one time retired was not reissued ? 

Mr. SARGENT, I do not think they ever should have been reissued. 

Mr. FERRY. But the fact exists that they were reissued. 

Mr. SARGENT. The promise never has been kept in any instance 
so far as the backs are concerned. Now, there is a provision 
made by which it shall be kept by a dollar in silver coin being put 
in the place of it. That brings the notes into the Treasury of the 
United States in entire fulfillment of the contract, and if they were 
ever constitutionally issued, which perhaps will not be denied by those 
who are in favor of their reissue, they were issued to float until such 
time as the promise was fulfilled. Certainly r of them in 
coin fulfills that promise and their constitutional existence ceases. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from California permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. SARGENT. I only have five minutes, and I want to make 
another point. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to interrupt the Senator precisely on the point 


he is now on. I do Tor proponi to make a speech. Suppose, instead 
5 being 8 the Government should simply exchange the silver 
‘or them 


Mr. SARGENT. That is simply a change of phrases. It amounts 
to the same thing. The ene effect is they are redeemed and 
have discharged their functions. 

As to the question of convenience, it is not proposed by this bill 
certainly to abolish the issue of one-dollar and two-dollar notes. 
They will still circulate among the people, and instead of being re- 
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quired to redeem them by legal-tender notes of large denomination, 
they can be redeemed by silver coin, so that all the purposes of 
finance will be 2 aud there is not any object whatever in reis- 
suing greenbacks except for the veriest pi of inflation. I say 
it is unconstitutional after the Government has fulfilled the promise 
and paid them in coin, and it is simply inflation. It is a departure 
from the purpose we have insisted upon from the start in all the leg- 
islation nie this subject to give the poopie a wholesome currency, 
It is simply to drown the country in a of unnecessary money. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. When the Government of the United 
States pays a silver dollar fora nback it does not give for it nearly 
as much value as when the Cayerntant ve the services of the 

Senator from California as a Senator on this floor. It has redeemed 
a great many dollars in greenbacks with the valuable services of that 
gentleman, and with the valuable services of the gentleman in the 
chair, and of the judges of the Supreme Court. It is no more a re- 
demption to give a silver dollar for a greenback than to give any- 
thing else for it. The Government. has been i them for 
fifteen years all the time, and what is a most astonishing thing every- 
body wants to get them. Almost everybody wants to redeem them. 
I have never found anybody who did not want to redeem a greenback. 
There were only three million men in this country when we achieved 
our independence, and there are more people now than there were at 
the time this country fought for its liberties who are wandering about 
the country hunting for the chance to redeem some of them, waiting 
and watching for a chance to redeem a nback. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Especially a one-dollar greenback. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. A one-dollar greenback is what they 
want to redeem above all things, and if they could redeem a two- 
dollar legal-tender greenback it would make them entirely happy. 

Mr.CONKLING. To redeem them ? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, and they want to give a whole day’s 
work toredeem the greenback. They tell us in the West of their 
condition. I had a letter the other day from one of them. Ho says: 

My God, it costa me now thirty cents to get a pound of hog's meat. Do not 
make the dollar any larger. We never have known in this part of the country 
what greenbacks were that they pro to redeem, but everybody in the coun- 
try is anxious and waiting and wai to get them. 


Why, Mr. President, I never heard of such a thing as this before. 

Mr. SARGENT. Are they more anxious for the greenback than 
they are for the silver dollar? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. They are anxious for any kind of a dollar. 
This gentleman says “some of them want us to make a dollar so |. 
that nobody who has it will take it out of his pocket.” It stays there 
and corrodes ; it stagnates; no man will spend it; he knows he can 
buy more for it in six months from now, and lets it lie there. It is 
like an arctic winter coming in and stagnating all the streams and all 
the waters of the Sete A Money alone is going up. Money alone 
is advancing in value. Nobody wants to spend a cent, and yet men 
wonder that business does not revive. They wonder that laborers are 
not employed. They wonder that there is a hundred million dollars 
of spare money in the banks of New York. Who is going to spend 
his money and who is going to hire labor when he knows that the 

roduct of that labor in six months or two months from now will not 


bring him the money that he has paid for it? It simply means that | Baton, 


labor is being crucified and those who hold evidences of indebtedness 
are being enriched. It meansthat the people of the country are idle 
because those who have money will not employ labor or buy property 
or do anything else with it except hoard it. 

Talk to me about redeeming a greenback! There are five millions 
of idle laborers in this country anxious to redeem them with their 
labor, and that is the only way to redeem money. Your boot-blacks, 
your boarding-house-masters, the people who have nothing every where 
want to redeem this money. They are anxious to redeem it, and yet 
the Senator from California says that the Government has given a 
silver dollar and so the greenback is to be redeemed. 

Mr. SARGENT. What else does it mean when the Government says 
we will pay a dollar for that piece of papara 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It has paid it when it gave the valuable 
services of the Senator from California to the Government. 

Mr. SARGENT. Gave my services to the Government? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, The Government gave it when re were 
elected, and that paid it. That is what it pays it with. It is paid 
for the services the Government renders. è Government gave the 
services of my colleagues, and gave the services of the courts, and 

ve all the services that the Government performs, and it is redeem- 

ng this money all the time, and it needs no other redemption. The 
people of this country do not call for any other redemption, they do 
not want any other redemption, and I hope that no other redemption 


will be had, 3 

Mr. KERNAN. I think the logie of the argument of the Senator, 
if I understand it, is that we ought to s a printing 2 to make 
paper money again. Iam opposed to that policy; I do not believe 
we have authority to do it. r 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I must call the attention of the Senator 
from New York to the fact that he is misrepresenting me. I do not 
think I mentioned a printing press. 

Mr. KERNAN. If I am out of order I shall be called to order. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask the Senator's permission to correct 
him in a misstatement. 


Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to make the statement again, and if I 
am wrong the Senator can correct me. I said I thought the logic of 
the Senator’s argument was that we should start the printing press 
and make more paper dollars. If I am wrong in my deductions, it is 
not a misstatement of anything the Senator said. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. KERNAN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I have a tolerably lively imagination, but 
I never thought of a printing press, I know 1 — 9 5 of a printing 
press, and said nothing of a printing press. I simply said that the 
money that was in existence when the bargain had been made should 
not now be destroyed; that there were too many people in this coun- 
try who wanted to redeem the greenbacks with their labor. I do 
not think I said anything about a printing press. If I did, I desire 
to take it back. 

Mr. KERNAN, My judgment is that we should redeem with specie, 
coined money of the Constitution, stable money of the world, these 
promises to pay, and that as we are to coin these silver dollars we 
should allow parties holding notes to have them redoemed in the sil- 
ver dollars, and when they are redeemed I insist that we should not 
reissue them any more than we should print them again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Michigan to the amendment. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senate will indulge me just two minutes—— 

Several SENATORS. No, no; do not violate the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this amendment the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) I am paired gen- 
erally on these questions with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THUR- 
MAN.] I am not sure that he would vote in favor of this amendment, 
but owing to the uncertainty I shall withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—42. 
Armstrong, Davis of Illinois, Jones of Nevada, Paddoc! 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va., Kellogg. Nan 
Beck, Dennis, Kirkwood, Sai 
Dorsey, Matthews, Spencer, 
site of Pa, 5 MAROT n i 
ameron ‘erry, oorh 
Cameron of Wis., Gordon, Me Donali, Wallace,” 
ee, Grover, McMillan, Windom, 
Cog Hereford, Merrimon, Withers. 
Coke, S, Morgan, 
Conover, J Oglesby, 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, 7 Jones of Sargent, 
Anthony, Conkling, Ke heroes Sauls! £ 
Barnum, wes, MePh adlei 
Bayard, Garland, Mitchell, Whyte. 
amlin, Morrill, 
Burnside, Hoar, Randolph, 
Butler, Howe, Rollins, 
ABSENT—9. 
HM, Patterson, Sharon, 
Edmunds, Lamar, Ransom, Thurman. 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York, as amended, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The adoption of this amendment as amended is 
one definite step in the direct repeal of the existing law providing for 
the resumption of J Aare and the retirement of the legal- 
tender notes of the Uni tates, and the Senate ought to vote upon 
that question with its eyes wide open and not be told hereafter that 
it did not understand What it was about. I wish to pus in my hum- 
ble and very brief protest against this act of folly which human ex- 
perience has proved in other nations as well as our own, and in our 
own over and over again in our fathers’ times, in the confederacy in 
our own times, that inflation is only the intoxicating draught that 
drives us mad and kills us at last. í 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Vermont has alluded to the resump- 
tion act. 1 beg the indulgence of the Senate for one moment to state 
that I know ee specially of that act because I was a member 
of the committee that helped frame it. I am not divulging anything 
that occurred then, because it occurred on the floor of the Senate when 
the question came up what should be done with the greenbacks under 
the word “redeemed,” whether they were to be canceled or not. 
That Senators differed upon it was stated, and the committee did not 
decide the question; but when the bill was reported to the Senate 
the then Senator Schurz, now Secretary of the Interior, put the ques- 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on Finance who made the re- 
port, What will be the construction of the word “redeemed?” Will 
the United States notes be canceled under that word “redeemed ?” 
And the then Senator from Ohio, now Secretary of the Treasury, said 
that the committee were unable to determine, but that that question was 
left to future te AASR Now the opportune moment has occurred 
to-niglit, when the Senate has pronounced by al majority that 
no more contraction of the greenbacks shall take p in the judg- 
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ment of the Senate; and for that reason and that alone I offered the 
amendment for the purpose of settling the question; and this is the 
very future legislation to which the then Senator from Ohio alluded ; 
and the Senate has decided, as far as this branch of the Government 
is concerned, that there shall be no more contraction of the green- 
backs in the manner proposed. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I think that the amendment adopted 
by the Senate certainly frustrates what I suppose would be beneficial 
in the original amendment, because I am in favor of redeeming in 
coin these promises and I am apioso to putting them in circulation 
after they are redeemed. If it does mean, as the gentleman says, 
and it is the sense of the Senate that there shall be no redemption to 
free the country from this currency, I make no complaint. I offered 
rer original amendment with a view to have a step in the other 

irection. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Michigan isin my opinion—— 

Mr. BOOTH. I rise toa point of order. 
ee EDMUNDS. I hope the point of order will not be taken ont 

my time. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BOOTH. My point of order is that the Senator from Vermont 
has addressed the Senate once upon this question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true, but the point of order has been 
overruled once made in the same way. I have not occupied my five 
minutes nor a quarter of the time. 

Mr. BOOTH. I make the point of order that the Senator has no 
right to speak more than once on this question. Am I right or wrong? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that under 
the rule adopted for our government this evening no Senator can 
speak over five minutes on any one question. 

Mr. BOOTH. Is he entitled to Fe as often as he pleases? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the general rule of the Senate 
any Senator is prohibited from ing more than twice on the same 
subject. As Senator from Vermont has but two minutes of his 
time remaining perhaps the Senator from California will hardly re- 
gard the question of order as very important. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now do my two minutes begin? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state simply upon this open and mani- 
fest step to go backward instead of forward, that the Senator from 
Michigan is vastly mistaken in what he states as to what took place 
in the Senate, according to my recollection. The Senator from Ohio 
did not state anything of the that that was to be left to future 
legislation. He said it was to be left to the due construction of the 
law as it was passed; but what that construction was there were no 
two lawyers or statesmen in the committee or anywhere else who 
differed at all. Now my time is up, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President, I voted on this question 
certainly with the idea that the Senator from New York had intro- 
duced this proposition for the purpose of 2 it. No one on the 
other side had introduced such a proposition, and I supposed that he 
desired to make a test concerning any more contraction of the cur- 
rency. Iam certain he would not have introduced it if it was not 
for that purpose. I could see no other, and why he should make any 
complaint now that the Senate has decided it I am unable to see. 

So far as the remarks of the Secre of the Treasury are con- 
cerned that have just been quoted by the Senator from Vermont, 
whether correctly or not I will not say, as I understood it the Secre- 
2 of the Treasury said that the Senate did not understand it, and 
he himself, as chairman of the Finance Committee, did not understand 
it, and that the Finance Committee itself did not understand it, and 
that the House of Representatives did not understand it, and last of 
all that the people of the eountry knew nothing whatever about it. 
I suppose that on account of the 8 darkness that had been shed 
upon the i ice the — pay York cone to ey r 
expression of opinion on the e Senate, an: it 
su „ 8 py ; 

. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me one moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield a moment. 

Mr. KERNAN. I certainly made no complaint of the vote. I un- 
derstood it to be 

Mr. BOOTH. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. KERNAN. Because giving a silver dollar for a greenback dol- 
lar does not contract the yolume of currency; it leaves it just as it 


was. 
= = ALLISON. I cannot yield any further to my friend from New 
ork. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I object to all this. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. ident, it seems now, at twenty minutes of 
five o’clock in the morning, by the action of the Senator from New 
York we have had thrust upon this bill not only the question of the 
remonetization of silver, but the whole question of the resumption of 
specie payments and the volume of the paper circulating medium. 
If that question is to be opened up again and added to this bill, I 
think the motion of my friend from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] would 
be quite opportune, namely, that this bill should take effect on the 
Ast of July, 1878, because we shall not probably finish it until about 


that time. Therefore I beg the friends of this bill not to lumber it 


up with questions of paper money. Let us settle the silver question 
now and the question of paper issues afterward. 

Several SENATORS. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment, 
as amended, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. KERNAN. I did not sentir | that they were ordered. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I object to the Senator from New York speaking 
further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the yeas and 
nays were ordered on the amendment of the Senator from New York 
before the amendment of the Senator from Michigan was moved. 

Mr. KERNAN. . Very well. 

The Secret ed to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on these 
8 generally with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] as 

have stated. Ishould certainly vote against this; I am not author- 
ized to say that the Senator from Ohio would vote for it; but I think 
it right to him to withhold my vote, as I do not know how he would 


vote, 
The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 54; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 

Bailey, Ferry, Merrimon, Spencer. 

Jones of Nevada, lesby, 
Coke, MoCreery, Valdes, 

NAYS—. 

Anthony, Conkling, x Johnston, Rollins, 
Armstrong, Conover, Jones of Florida, —— 
Barnum, Davis of Kellogg, r 
Bayard, Davis of West Va, Kernan, Saunders, 
Beck, Dawes, Kirkwood, Teller, 
Blaine, Dorsey, Voorhees, 
Booth, M Wadleigh, 

Garland, McPherson, Wallace, 
Butler, Samiin, Maxe Wisdom, 
Cameron of Pa, Hereford, tehel, Withers. 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Morgan, 
Chaffee, Howe, Plumb, 

ABSENT—12. 

Dennis, Gordon, Lamar, 
Eaton. Harris, Morrill, Sharon, 
Edmunds, Hill, Patterson, ‘Thurman. 


So the amendment, as amended, was rejected. 
Mr. MERRIMON. I offer an amendment, to come in at the end of 
the first section: 


And not less than thirty-six million of such dollars shall be coined annually. 


Mr. CONKLING. I submit that amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MERRIMON. What is the objection raised ? 

Mr. CONKLING. That is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York will 
state the point of order. 

Mr. CO G. It has been voted down. 

Mr. MERRIMON. This amendment was not offered in the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. This amendment was offered in Committee of 
the Whole and voted down. 5 

Mr. MERRIMON. That was for arda Fh million. 

Mr. CONKLIN G. Not by the Senator himself, but by another Sen- 
ator, and that Senator was the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. MERRIMON. The Senator from Georgia offered a proposition 
for thirty-five million. 

Mr. CONKLING, I thought this was the same. I beg pardon. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I submit that it is important this amendment 
should be adopted; because, as the bill now stands, the Secretary 
of the Treasury is not required to have coined more than $2,000,000 a 
month, and I take it, from what I have heard said here on all sides, 
that he will not be inclined to have coined any more than the law 

uires him to have coined. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 

amendment is in order, and the question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. G 

The bill wasread the third time by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, let us have the yeas and nays on the pas- 


. hg the bill. 
e 5 — and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, at the close of this long and weary 
session, I can presume to say but a very few words in explanation of 
the vote I am ga 2 — mare bia e rating b he * 
which I thought won y improve the pendi ill. me o 
them have 8 to, but in the main they have been defeated. 
We are now b t face to face with the question whether we shall 
have the double or the single standard. I favor the former. Ibelieve 
in the remonetization of silver, but most deeply regret that the Sen- 
ate is unwilling to make a dollar of 420 eee to give to 
the country some assurance that if 412} grains will not make a dollar 
worth one hundred cents it sball be made so by future legislation. 
On this point, however, I think we may trust our successors or our- 
selves when it shall be demonstrated that 412} grains is not enough 


1112 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


FEBRUARY 15, 


to 2 a full equivalent to the gold dollar of the commercial 
world. 

Mr. President, I am thoroughly convinced that this measure, as we 
are about to passit, will prove a disappointment to both friend and 
foe. It is not freighted with a tithe of the blessings anticipated by 
its advocates, nor of the evils prophesied by its enemies. It is in my 

udgnient neither the panacea for all our financial troubles, nor a 

‘andora’s box from which should spring unnumbered and immeasur- 
able ills. I fear it will not give life and vigor to our prostrate indus- 
tries, nor employment and food to the unemployed and hungry. But 
I am hopefal it will neither tarnish our national honor, nor further 
paralyze our national energies: 

In my judgment the most important question is how can we most 
speedily dispose of the question in such 6 will give the country 
financial rest and quiet. I firmly believe that had this silver agita- 
tion never occurred, our nback and bank-note currency would 
have been at ie with gold to-day, and that the hoarded gold in the 
country would by this time have been unlocked and flowing freely 
into the channels of business. But this could not be. The question 
has assumed such importance before the American people that, in my 
judgment, there can be but one result. The measure must and will 

tried, The ple are suffering from an almost unprecedented 

prostration of business. The unemployed and suffering poor are 
counted by hundreds of thousands, if not by millions. To millions 
more the past is full of sorrow and the future well-nigh hopeless. 
They have been told that by the demonetization of silver one-half 
the metallic money of the country was stricken down, and hence all 
their woes; that this act was done in the interest of capital for the 
purpose of ova, a power and value br, depressing labor and 
all other property ; it was accomplished by a conspiracy of cap- 
italists, and clandestinely carried through Congress. All of these 
charges have been most triumphantly refuted, but they continue to 
be repeated all the same, 

From the causes just mentioned and many others a public senti- 
ment has been created which will only be satisfied with the trial of 
the thing it demands. It will continue to demand this measure or 
something like it until it has been fairly tested and, as I fear,“ found 
wanting. 

If this bill be defeated now, the question will be carried into the 
fall elections, and for another year more doubt and uncertainty will 
hang over our own financial affairs, causing even wider distress and 
ruin than we have already eee I can see no evils, even 
in the House bill, at all comparable to those which would follow from 
another year of agitation. For myself, I do not intend that any act 
of mine shall contribute to such deplorable results. It is evident 
that the bill will pass the Senate by an ie ves ay © If it 
shall have a two-thirds vote the whole coun i ard the ques- 
tion as settled for the present at 2 7 res will at once begin to ad- 
just its business to the new order of things. 

With no sanguine expectations as to the measure itself in its 
present form, but hoping that I may contribute something toward 
the settlement of this question, I shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. BOOTH. Mr. President, after the very able a ut of the 
Senator from Minnesota in favor of this bill, I think it ought to re- 
ceive a unanimous vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of 
the bill, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUT: (when his name was called.) On the main question 
Iam paired with my colleague, [Mr. PaATTERSON.] If he were here, 
he would vote “yea,” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORDON, (when Mr, Hs name was called.) I wish tostate 

that my colleague [Mr. EEN is paired with the absent Senator from 
Tenn [Mr. HARRIS.] My colleague, if here, would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BAILEY. In that connection I would state that if my col- 
league [Mr. Harris] were here he would vote “‘ yea.” I wish to state 
that he has been confined for some days to a bed of sickness and is 
unable to be here. 

Mr. MERRIMON, (when Mr. Ransom’s name wascalled.) I wish 
to state that my colleague [Mr. Ransom] is too ill to-night to be here. 
He had to leave the Chamber. If present, he would vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—48. 
Alliso: vis ohnston Ogles! 
2 Baris af W. Ve, Jones r Florida, Pied 
Bailey, Dennis, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Beck, Dorsey, Kellogg, Sanlsbury, 
Booth; Eustis, Kirkwood, —— 
Cameron of Pà; Garland, Me Donald, ier 8 
Cameron of Wis., McMillan, Thurman, 
Chaffee, Grover, Matthews, Voorhees, 
2 — — 
— Ingalls, Morgan, Withers: 
NAYS—21. 
Anthony, Conkling, > Nadia 
Barn Dawes, McPherson, 
Bayard,” Edmunds, Micha, Whyte. 
Burnside, Hoar, Bando); 
Christiaucy, Kernan, Bolling” 


ABSENT—7. 
Butler, Harris, Patterson, Sharon. 
Eaton, HM, Ransom, 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the title of the bill by striking 
out the word “ free ;” so as to make it correspond to the amendments 
in the body of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
8 which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2561) to remove the political disabilities of D. M. 
W. Nash, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2842) to remove the political disabilities of John 
P. MeCown, of the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3146) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
F. M. Spotswood, of V a; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3276) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam C. Whittle, of 1 

A bill (H. R. No. ) to remove the political disabilities of John 
D. Simms, of Virginia; 
poe ee a No. 3278) to remove the political disabilities of C. H. 

ennedy, 0 P 

A bill (H. R. No. 3279) to remove the political disabilities of C. H- 
Williamson, of New York; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3280) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam Sharp, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3281) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
Jefferson Fago, of Virginia; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 3282) to remove the political disabilities of Vir- 
ginius Freeman, of Virginia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed thefollowing enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President : ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 119) to remove the charges against Lientenant 


Charles Wickinson, late of Company K, One hundred and second 
Regimes Pennsylvania Volunteers, on file in the War Department ; 
an 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 90) declaring that a reduction of the 
tax on distilled spirits is inexpedient. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erte read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on the 

ndiciary : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2561) to remove the political disabilities of D. M. 
W. Nash, of Mer A 

A bill (H. R. No. 2342) to remove the political disabilities of John 
P. McCown, of the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3146) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 


F. M. alia a of Vi n 

A bill (H. R. No. 3276) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam C. Whittle, of Topos; 

A bill (H. R. No. ) to remove the political disabilities of John 
ae a Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3278) to remove the political disabilities of C. H. 
Kennedy, of V ia; 

A bill (H. R. No. ye Re remove the political disabilities of C. H. 
Williamson, of New York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3280) to remove the political disabilities of Will- 
iam 71 752 of Virginia; 

Abill (H. R. No. 3281) to remove the political disabilitiesof Thomas 
Jefferson Page, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3282) to remove the political disabilities of Vir- 

ius Freeman, of a 

The bill (H. R. No. ) making appropriations for the see of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal ee ending June 30, 1879, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) authorizing Captain William 
M. Wherry and William E. Hopkins, of the Navy, to accept decora- 
tions from the King of the Hawaiian Islands, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with law, the 


eighth report upon the improvement of the South Pass of the Missis- 


sippi River, by M. R. Brown, oy eon of engineers, United States 
Army; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that when the Senate adjourn, it be to 


meet on Monday next. 
The motion was to. 
Mr. CONOVER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and fifty-eight min- 
utes a. m., Saturday, February 16,) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, February 15, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
TARIFF. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent to present resolutions 
passed by the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania touching upon 
the question of a tariff, and I move that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. N 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I now ask unanimous consent that the resolutions 
be printed in the RECORD. 

. MILLS. I must object on the score of economy. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It is very hard that the resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the great State of Pennsylvania cannot be printed in the 
RECORD. 

CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3273) relating to the terms of circuit and district courts of the United 
States in cat for the districts of Iowa; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COMMISSIONER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. PRICE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3274) to require the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
give information in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
es Lege Pe to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
A ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not often call for the re order; 
but I am instructed by the Committee of Elections to up the re- 
port of the committee in the case of Acklen rs, Darrall 1 

Mr. KNOTT. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will yield to me 
to have a Senate bill which is upon the Speaker's table referred to 
the Committee on the J eg A 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will yield for that purpose, but I must 
insist upon the regular order. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the necessity of first recog- 
nizing the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS. ] 


INTERNATIONAL MONETARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, from the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, rted back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
107) authorizing the President of the United States to invite an in- 
ternational monetary commission to consider and recommend a uni- 
form ratio or relative valuation in the coinage and legal tender of 
gold and silver, and moved that the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and printed. 

The motion was to. 

SETTLERS UPON THE OSAGE LANDS, 

Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3275) 
for the relief of actual settlers upon the Osage Indian trust and dimin- 
ished reservation lands in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimous consent, ee a memo- 
rial of the citizens of East Washington, District of Columbia, recitin 
frequent and gross outrages against person and property, and 5 
ing for that necessary protection which the District of Columbia gov- 
ernment is powerless to grant by reason of an inadequate police force; 
and the same was referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

TERMS OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS IN IOWA. 

On motion of Mr. KNOTT, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
701) providing for holding the terms of the United States district 
courts for the southern division of Iowa at Burlington, in said divis- 
ion, was taken from the § er’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I now insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I usk consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Harris] and the morning hour now begins at 
twenty-one minutes past twelve o’clock. This being Friday, the first 
business in order during the morning hour is the call of committees 
for reports of a private nature. The call rests with the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. KNOTT. Iam instructed by the Commitfee on the Judiciary 
to report back House bill No. 2562, to remove the political disabili- 
ties of William C. Whittle and others, with sundry bills as a substi- 
tute therefor. I will say that the petitions accompany the several 
bills here reported. 


The SPEAKER. The bill reported back embraces several names? 

Mr. KNOTT. It does, 

The SPEAKER, The Senate have uniformly declined to pass any 
bills of this character containing more than one name. 

Mr. KNOTT. That is so, and for that reason the committee have 
instructed me to report several bills as a substitute for the original 
bill, which embraced several names. 

ot fat SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the several bills in their 
order. 

The first bill (H. R. No. 3276) was to remove the political disahili- 
ties of William C. Whittle, of Virginia; which was then read a first 
and second time, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was ee gu read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. > 

The next bill (H. R. No. 3277) was to remove the political disabil- 
ities of John D. Simms, of Virginia; which was read three several 
times, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. - 

The next bill (H. R. No. 3278) was to remove the political disabil- 
ities of C. H. Kennedy, of Virginia; which was read three several 
times, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The next bill (H. R. No. 3279) was to remove the political disabil- 
ities of C. H. W m, of New York; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the petition in this case be read. 

The Clerk read the petition, as follows: 


d New York, March 14, 1876, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the N 
1 eee ‘ gress, veer ON, ee tes 
our oner begs leave respectfully to represen’ e was formerly a 
azsistant surgeon in the Navy of the United States, and in consequence of 
the secession of his native State, Virginia, in April, 1861, he resigned his commis- 
sion, being unwilling to take sides against his home and birthplace. He therefore 
disabilities thereby 


prays that his political may be removed by act of 
gress. 
C. H. WILLIAMSON, M. D. 
The bill was ordered to he engrossed and read a third time; and it 
time, and passed, two-thirds voting 


was 8 read the thi 
in favor thereof. 

The next bill (H. R. No. 3280) was to remove the political disabil- 
ities of William Sharp, of Virginia; which was read three several 
times, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

The next bill (U. R. No. 3281) was to remove the political disabili- 
ties of Thomas Jefferson Page, of Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, ; 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the petition in this case be read. 

The Clerk read the petition, as follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

I have the honor to represent that I am now under political disabilities by reason 
of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States. Before 
the commencement of the late civil war 1 held the commission of, commander in 
the United States Navy. After the war commenced I my commission 
and took with my native State, Virginia. I 9 "that I may be 
relieved of the disabilities imposed upon me. 

I have the honor to be, very 
: THOMAS JEFFERSON PAGE. 

The bill was ordered to e Biman and read athird time; and 
it was bagi: 9 read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

The next bill (H. R. No. 3282) was to remove the political disabili- 
ties of Virginius Freeman, of Virginia; which was read three sev- 
eral times, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. KNOTT. I am also instructed by the same committee to re- 
port back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2561) 
to remove the political disabilities of D. M. W. Nash, of Virginia, 
The petition accompanies the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

Mr. KNOTT. I am also instructed by the same committee to report 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3146) to 
remove the political disabilities of Charles F. M. Spotswood, of Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the petition be read. 

The Clerk read the petition, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The and respectful commencement o 
late civil cr rel the States 0 corn Hecunens ou the United States wave 
and after the war his tion and took sides wi 
his native State, V 


I very respectfully, 
oe x C. F. M. SPOTSWOOD. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

Mr. KNOTT. I am also instrueted by the same committee to report 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2842) to 
2 the political disabilities of John P. McCown, of the State of 
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Mr. DUNNELL. Let the petition in this case be read. 

The Clerk read the petition, as follows: 

MAGNOLIA, ARKANSAS, January 4, 1878. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I respectfully request the removal of my political disabilities, I nated at 
West Point in 1840. I held the commission of captain in the Fi Artillery of 
the United States Army in 1861; resigned my commission; was a colonel of artil- 
lery in the provisional army of Tennessee; was transferred to the confederate 
army; at the close of the war was a major-general, and as such was ed. 

JOHN P. McCOWN. 

The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and 
it was patos ed read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereo: 

ANDREW J. WORTH. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
a bill (H. R. No, 3283) for the relief of Andrew J. Worth; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES JOHNSON. 
_ Mr. HARTRIDGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 3284) for the relief of James Johnson, late collector of 
the port of Savannah; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN T. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. SHELLEY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3285) for the relief of John T. Armstrong, of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


AMELIA A. H. RICHARDS. 

Mr. SHELLEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No, 3286) for the relief of Amelia A. H. Richards, of Virginia ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. ; 

CLAIMS BEFORE QUARTERMASTER AND COMMISSARY GENERALS. 

Mr. EDEN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3287) transferring the claims now pending before the Quarter- 
master-General of the United States and the Commissary-General of 
Subsistence to the commissioners of claims, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that this bill, with the accompanying report, 
be printed and recommitted. The committee have not pe finally 
determined the matter. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF ENROLLMENT ACT. 

Mr. OLIVER. The bill (H. R. No. 2069) to amend section 4 of the 
act of March 3, 1865, entitled“ An act to amend the several acts here- 
tofore passed to provide for the enrolling and calling out the na- 
tional forces and for other purposes,” was improperly referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, who have directed me to move that they 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, not to be brought back on a 


motion to reconsider, 


GIBBS & CO. 


Mr. OLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, ay Fe back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1406) for the 
relief of Gibbs & Co., of Charleston, South Carolina; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. OLIVER also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of 
Mrs. Emma A. Porch, of Centretown, Missouri; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN C. RAY, 


Mr. OLIVER also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1855) for the relief of 
John C. Ray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the PUTEH Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

INDEMNIFICATION OF STATES FOR WAR EXPENSES. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported as a substitute for the bill H. R. No. 433 a bill (H. R. No. 
3288) to declare the intent and meaning of an act approved July 27 
1861, entitled “An act to indemnify the States for expenses incurred 
by them in defense of the United States ;” which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
4 and recommitted, not to be brought back on a motion to re- 
consider. 


JOHN W. SKILES. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
1371) for the relief of John W. Skiles; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM. J. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, also, from the same committee, reported 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. No. 448 a bill (H. R. No. 3289) for 
the relief of William J. Alexander, of Bloomington, Monroe County, 
Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to he printed. 

ALDERSON T. KEENE. 

Mr. KEIFER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 330) for the ben- 
efit of Alderson T. Keene, late first lientenant of Company E, First Ken- 
tucky Cavalry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
eee Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
p 

M. A. C. NELSON: 

Mr. KEIFER also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the petition of M. A. C. Nelson, for compensation for quarter- 
masters stores; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. TURNSTEIN, 

Mr. KEIFER also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3290) for the relief of John T. Turnstein ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM JOHNSON. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reponse a bill (H. R. No. 3291) to refund to Hiram Johnson and cer- 
n other citizens of Tennessee taxes illegally collected from them 
by military orders; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
' ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY, : 


Mr, CALDWELL, of Kentucky, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 2 52 for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey, of 
the State of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to he printed. 

ELIZA k. HEBERT. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, also, from the same committee, re- 
rted a bill (H. R. No. 3293) for the relief of Eliza E. Hebert, of the 
tate of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
A. L. H. CRENSHAW. 
Mr. REILLY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
H. R. No. 3294) for the relief of A. L. H. Crenshaw, of Jackson County, 
issouri ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
DABNEY WALKER. 

Mr. REILLY also, from the same committee, reported fu vor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 1140) for the relief of Dabney Walker; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SEWELL B. CORBETT, 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 3295) for the relief of Sewell B. Corbett, of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2334) for the relief of 
Joseph F. Wilson, with sundry amendments; which were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN E. EDWARDS. 

Mr. STARIN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back a bill (H. R. No. 1119) to confirm the title of Benjamin E. Ed- 
wards, his heirs, assigns, or legal representatives, to a certain tract of 
land in the Territory of New Mexico, with amendments, and moved 
the bill be put on its p 

The bill and amendments were read in ertenso. 

Mr. CLYMER. I make the point of order that this bill under the 
rule must have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STARIN. I do not object to the bill being referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
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The bill and amendments were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

RIO HONDO CLAIMS. 

Mr. McGOWAN, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 

rted back adversely a bill (H. R. No. 1671) to confirm certain Rio 


ondo claims unto Pedro Flores, Elizabeth Lafitte, Maria Cordova, 
Louis Lafitte, Antoine Dubois, and Vital Flores; which was laid on 
the table, and the report ordered to be printed. 
JOHN RICE JONES, DECEASED. . z 
Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back adversely a bill (H. R. No. 1444) to indemnify the heirs 
and legal representatives of John Rice Jones, deceased, for the land 
sold or otherwise appropriated by the United States within the limits 


of certain confirmed land claims in the State of Illinois and to quiet, 


title; which was laid on the table, and the report ordered to be printed. 
IRRIGATION IN UTAH. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back 
adversely the petition of citizens of Annabella, Sevier County, Utah, 
asking aid for the construction of a water-ditch for irrigating pur- 
poses; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY FOR RAILROAD IN AFRICA. 

Mr. WRIGHT, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Manufactures, reported back the 1 to a preliminary 
survey for the construction of a rai in Africa; and the same 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

CLERKS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] 
was not in the House when reports from the Judiciary Committee 
were called for. He asks unanimous consent to be recognized now 
to make reports from that committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 76) in relation 
to clerks, deputy clerks, and assistant clerks of the United States 
courts; and the same was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CORPORATIONS UNDER EXECUTION. 

Mr. LAPHAM also, from the same committee, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 643) providing for the 
levy, sale, and transfer of interest of shareholders in co ions 
under execution; and the same was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS IN FAVOR OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. LAPHAM also, from the same committee, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 405) fixing exemptions on judg- 
ments in favor of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That from and after the of this act there shall be 


exempt from seizure, on an execution or attachment ed from any court of the 
United States, in the ee ee eee the property may 
then be exempt by the laws of any State wherein the ndant in such a case may 
reside, 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
FF States,“ in line 5, and inserting the 
g: 
he hich shall be 
sio in which the defendant shall at tho tima peida nonl L7 a eN af tho 
Mr. DUNNELL. Is that a private bill? 
ae SPEAKER. It is a public bill and is not in order under this 


Mr. LAPHAM. I withdraw the report. 
JAMES M’GREGOR. 
Mr. GUNTER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 883) for the 
relief of James McGregor; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 
CHOCTAW NATION OF INDIANS. i 

Mr. SCALES. Iam instructed by a majit of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. No. 980) for the relief of 
the Choctaw Nation of Indians, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, and move that the substitute and report be printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
My colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Hookxn, | will pont a minority report. 

Mr. EDEN. I reserve points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this bill has heretofore 
been on the public Calendar. 

Mr. SC S. This bill for the relief of the Choctaws? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that has been the disposition 


made of it heretofore. 
Mr. SCALES. It has not been reported before. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair refers to what took place in former 


Congresses. 


Mr. SCALES. I think that is a private bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion, or inclined to the 
opinion at least, as the bill relates to an Indian nation and to the 
anying out of some treaty stipulations, it is a public bill. The 
Chair therefore would su; 0 8 A 8 from North Carolina 

o Calendar. 


that it should go to the pu 
point of order that the bill is not admissi- 


Mr. EDEN. I make 
ble under this call. 

Mr. HOOKER. On the point of order I wish to say a word. This 
bill is intended to compensate certain individuals of the Choctaw 
Nation for sums they claim to be due to them by the Government of 
the United States. That is the character of the bill; and however 
numerous those individuals may be, it is a private bill and not a 
public one, and ought, I think, to go as the committee proposes, to 
the Private Calendar and not to the public Calendar. 

Mr. CLYMER. My recollection of the bill in a former is 
that the whole foundation of it rests on certain treaty stipulations 
with Indian tribes; and my further recollection is that it was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole on the public Calendar in a for- 
mer Congress. I trust it will take the same direction now. 

The SPEAKER. The bill makes reference to the stipulations 
“embraced in said articles of said treaty.” 

Mr. FRANKLIN. If a public bill, can it be reported to-day except 
by unanimous consent ! 

18 SPEAKER. No sir; and the Chair thinks that it is a public 
ill. 
3 8 May I ask for unanimous consent to make the report 
ay 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks unani- 
mons consent to the bill. 

Mr. HALE. What is its title? 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill for the relief of the Choctaw Nation of Indians. 

Mr. HALE. That is an old settler; I must object. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. T have the “ old settler” caso. 

Mr. SCALES. I withdraw the report. 


HENRY WARREN. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Indian Aff: 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 689) for the re- 
lief of Henry Warren; and the same was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
‘ordered to be printed. i 


reported back 


F. B. CULVER. 


Mr. BOONE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, rted back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1476) for the re- 
lief of F. B. Culver; and the same was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WESTERN CHEROKEES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back with anadverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 
No. 1089) to refer the claim of the Western Cherokees or old set- 
tlers to the United States Court of Claims for adjudication ; and the 
sree gs laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin z 

WILLIAM L. FOULK. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported back, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. No. 1557, a bill (H. 9. 3296) for 
the relief of William L. Foulk; which was read a first and second 
time, 

Mr. MAISH. I ask that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the President to appoint William 
L. Foulk, late captain in the United States Cavalry, Tenth Regiment, 
to the position of captain of the same grade and rank held by him at 
the time he was dropped from the roll. 

Mr. MAISH. I that the report be read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report. 

During the N of the report, 

Mr. of Virginia, said: Has not the morning hour ex- 


pired ? 
1 SPEAKER. It has and the bill will go over until next Fri- 
y- 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and fonnd truly enrolled a bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker sigued the 


same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 119) to remove the charges against Lieutenant 
Charles Wilkinson, late of Company K, One hundred and second 
Regent Pennsylvania Volunteers, on file in the War Department; 
an 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 90) declaring that a reduction of the 
tax on distilled spirits is inexpedient. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I rise to a privileged question. 
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CHARGES AGAINST THE DOORKEEPER. 


Mr. HARRISON. I rise to submit a report from a committee which 
has a right to report at any time. The 
Civil Service have now in charge an ae of the Doorkeeper 
of the House. They have taken quite a body of testimony, and ask 
permission to have that testimony printed for the use of the commit- 
tee. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am instructed by the Committee of 
Elections to ask that the House, immediately after the morning hour, 
take up the contested-election case of Acklen vs. Darrall. 

Mr. WADDELL. I raise the question of consideration, 

The SPEAKER. The House can readily determine the order of 
business it desires to proceed with. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think my motion is first in order as it was the 


first made. 

The SPEAKER. The rules give precedence on Friday to a motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar over a 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
but the Chair thinks that a question of privilege is higher than either. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Well, I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The Chair's decision is perfectly cor- 


rect, but I hope the House will vote down the proposition of the gen- 
tlemen from Virginia, [Mr. ag pee i 
Mr. HAR of Virginia. I would like to make a few remarks. 
The SP. Debate is not in order on a question of priority 
of business, 


The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. Harris, of Vir- 

inja, and was decided in the negative. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. BRIGHT, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the House into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on M y next. ‘ y 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hope that that motion will not pre- 
vail. l 

The question was put on Mr. SPRINGER’s motion; and on a division, 
there were—ayes 130, noes 49. 

Mr. WRIGHT and Mr. LUTTRELL called for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 37 members voting therefor, one- 


fifth of the last vote. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 99, not 


voting 45; as follows: 
YEAS—148. . 
Aldrich, Darrall, Jones, James T. Robinson, Milton 8. 
Da Jorgensen, Ryan, 
Baker, John H. Davis, Horace Joyce, Sampson, 
Baker, William H. Deering, Keifer, Sapp, 
Ballou, Denison, Kenna, Sayler, 
Danning, Dunnell, Keteham, Sexton, 
Bayne, Eames, Knapp, Shallen 4 
Benedict, n rs, Sinnickson, 
Bisbee, Lathrop, Smalls, 
Boyd, Errett, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
Bren Evans, IL. Newton Loring, Springer, 
Brewer, Evans, James L. Lynde, Stenger, 
Bridges, Evins, John H. Maish, Stephens, 
Briggs, Field, ree Stone, Joseph C 
Browne, Forney, M Stone, John W. 
Buckner, ` Fort, McMahon, Swann, 
Bundy, Frye, Metcalfe, Thom 
Bare! . 8 Mitchell, 8 RA 
Burdic ause, Money, $ 
on Gunter, Mariana To =m 
Caldwell, W. P. Hale, Muller, Vance, 
ogee ome waa 
8 oreross, 
Campbell, Haskell, Oliver, Ward, 
Carlisle, Hayes, O'Neill, Watson, 
Hazelton, Potter, Welch, 
FFF 
enderson, 
Clark, Williams, A. S. 
Cole, Hooker, Williams, C. G. 
Cook, Humphrey. 7 Willlams, James 
Cox, Jacob D Hun Williams, Jere N. 
Cox, Samuel S. Hunter, R Willis, Benjamin A. 
Crapo, Ittner, Rice, Americus V. Willits, 
Cravens, James, Rice, William W. Wood, 
Jones, John 8. Robinson, George D. Wren. 
NAYS—99. 
Aiken, Cannon, Elam, Henkle, 
ley, Chalm Finley, Henry, 
Bese Clarkeof Kentocky, Franklin, 
Bell, 8 Fuller, Hewitt, G. W. 
Bicknell, Cobb, Garth, 
Blackburn, Conger, Gibson, Hunton, 
Bliss, Covert, Giddings, Jones, Frank 
Boone, Crittenden, Glover, K A 
Bouck, Culberson, Hamilton, Knott, 
5 Hardenbergh, Ligon, 
Bright, er, Harris, Heny R. Lockwood, 
B jen, Davis, Joseph J. Harris, John T. Luttrell. 
Calival, John W. Dicko Aareal. — 
w Y, Manning, 
er, Hatcher, Marsh, 


ttee on Reform in the | Mills, 


Mayham, Phel Ross, Walker, 
Phillips, Scales, 
McKenzie, Pollard, Shelley, Arner, 
Pridemore, Southard, Whit 
Monroe, Randolph, Sparks, Wigginton, 
— Starin, W. Albert 8. 
uldro w U * 
Overton, Rid Throckmorton, Wright 
Patterson, T. M. Robbins, Turner, 2 
Patterson, G. W. Turney, 
NOT VOTING—45. 
Atkins, Ewing, Kim 
Banks, Felton, E Strait, 
Freeman, McKinley, — end, Amos 
Blount, Gardner, Page, i Veeder, 
Chittenden, Harmer, Peddie, Wait, 
Ciaftin, Harris, Benj. W. Price, White, Harry 
1 — Hewitt, Abram S. Schleicher, Young. 
Dur a Hib aeg, 
Dwigh elley, emona, 
Ellis, ' Smith, William E. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
Mn HARWIS, of Georgia My cienne Me Pur were made: 
A 0 colleagui . FELTON, is absent on 

account of serious illness of a „ of his family. ‘ 

Mr. BOYD. I desire to state that Mr. TIPTON is absent on account 
of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 

as agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 

The latter motion was 


agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to give notice that next Tues- 
day, after the reading of the Journal, I will call up the Louisiana 
. case of Acklen vs. Darrall, and discuss it to a con- 
clusion. 

Mr. WADDELL. The gentleman from Virginia had better say 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No; after the reading of the Journal. 

The question recurred n the motion of Mr. Bmonr, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar; and on en put, the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, (Mr. HOOKER in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the business upon the Private Calendar. 
The Clerk will report the first bill in order. 


GEORGE H. GIDDINGS, 

The first bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1496) 
for the relief of George H. Giddings, reported favorably from the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The bill directs the Postmaster-General to Ma brine H. Giddin 
of Texas, $2,967.43 in full satisfaction of his claim for balance due 
for mail service on route No. 12900, from Santa Fé, New Mexico, to 


San Antonio, Texas. 
in this case be read. 


h the table. 


Mr. EDEN. I ask that there 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, having had under consideration 
House bill No. 1496, entitled “A bill for the relief of paenga H. Giddings," report: 
George H. Giddings claims an unpaid balance of $5,607.37 due him for mail sery- 
ices on route 12900. 
The Sixth Auditor of . 


official communication to Mr. Gid 
admits that erroneous and illegal 


in an 
paia RE amount of $2,967.43 were, by a cler- 


ical mistake, charged up r t wW amount is found due him on settle- 
ment of his account for said services, but adds that there is no available appropri- 
ation out of which the same can be paid. 

eee ee eee ak eee, even, tans Sean the amount 
therein appropriated from $5,607.37 to $2,967.43, and, as so amen recommend 
that the same be passed. 


Mr. EDEN. When did this mistake occur? The report does not 
give the date of the transaction upon which this appropriation is 
asked for, and I would like to know when it occurred. 

Mr. WADDELL. I ask that a letter from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
February B. 1876. 


Sm: Your letter of the 9th instant, claiming a balance of $5,607.37 due von as late 
contractor on route 12900, Santa Fé to San Antonio, from August 18, 1854, to June 
30, 1858, has been received. 

In reply I have to inform you that of the above amount $2,639.94 consists of de- 

uctions ordered Postmaster-General for failure to perform service subse- 
quent to the 18th of August, 1854, and that until the orders are modified or annulled 


ce. 
A of is made t to David W. ~ 
Te ag wi ab aa against you, being an amount paid to David Any 
$1,467.43 should not have been made 


ently credited back to you in the settlement, under 
If it was proper to credit you with the $4,195, of which 
Ihave 8 it is a that the sum in question should be allowed. 


In view of the fact these sums were payable out of the ropriation for 
A aea tution: Of thes TTT 


1878. 
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available, there would seem to be no a) 
paid. I inclose a certified statement 
Very respectfully, 


tion out of which the claim can be 
your account. - 


J. M. MCGREW, Auditor. 


GEORGE H. GIDDINGS, Esq., 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. WADDELL. Ihave also a letter addressed by Mr. McGrew, 
the Auditor of the Post-Office De nt, to Hon. JOHN B. CLARKE, 


who was chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads of the last House of 1 ; the letter is to the same 
effect as the one just read. is a case where this money was paid 
by mistake to a man by the name of David Wasson and charged to 
the claimant, Mr. Giddings. The Department admits that the claim 
is clearly just, but says there is no 5 of which it can be paid. 

Mr. EDEN. How does it happen this claim has lain for 
twenty-three years? 

Mr. WADD „It has not. 

Mr. EDEN. It seems that the appropriation out of which it should 
have been paid was made for the fiscal year 1855. Now it is a little re- 
markable that this claim should have remained unsettled for twenty- 
three years, and unless there. is some explanation of that, I should 
have some doubt about the 5 this bill. 

Mr. WADDELL. In reply to my friend from Minois, [Mr. ! 
I will say that I do not think it at all strange that this claim shoul 
have remained unpaid for twenty-three years. A great many just 
claims have lain for many years unpaid. This matter was brought 
before the Court of Claims, and the court decided that the money 
had been wrongfully paid to Wasson when it was justly due to Gid- 


din 

This claim was before the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads of the last Congress, of which I was then a member, and it 
was unanimously ge | that committee. It was again before the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of this Congress, by 
whom it was carefully considered, and that committee is perfectly 
ae that it is a just claim, and that this money is due to the 
claimant. 

Mr. HANNA. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WADDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HANNA. The gentleman says that this sum was wrongfully 
paid to another party. 

Mr. WADDELL. It was. 

Mr. HANNA. Was that other party a contractor? 

Me MADD ELL He was a contractor, and the accounts became 
confused. 

Mr. HANNA. How does it happen that the Government has not 
taken steps to recover the money back by suing on the bonds of the 
other contractor to whom it was wrongfully paid? 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not know how that is. This mistake arose 
out of the confusion in the accounts of the two contractors, 

Mr. HANNA. If this bill is passed, will not the effect of it be to 
pay this account twice over? 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not see how that would affect the claim of 
this man, even if it were so. If the Government has made a mistake 
by paying the money to the wrong party, that is no reason why it 
should refuse to pay the right one. I do not know what steps the 
Government has taken in regard to the man who was wrongfully 
ec 5 certainly should pay the man to whom the money is right- 

ue. 

Mr. HAYES. If the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office, 
and Post-Roads [Mr. WADDELL] can explain a little more fully why 
this claim has been allowed to remain so long unadjusted, I would 
like to have him do so. He has not answered the question satisfac- 
torily to my mind that was propounded to him by my colleague from 
Illinois, [Mr. EDEN.] It is always very suspicious when a claim of this 
kind comes up after having lain for nearly a quarter of a century. I 
for one must object to this bill being reported to the House favorably, 
unless I can have some full explanation of it. 

Mr. WADDELL, I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to know why pis claim has remained unad- 
justed for so long a time; I want that matter cleared up if possible. 

. WAD There was a little unpleasantness in the country 
for a few years while this claim was pending, and this claimant, ate, 
then in the wrong end of the country, could not present his claim an 
haveitacted upon. Afterward he did present the claim to the Court of 
Claims and has been trying to get it paid ever since. There is no 
laches on his 

Mr. HAYES, I will ask further why the claim has remained so long 
unadjusted since the war closed, for a period of about thirteen years. 

Mr. WADDELL. Because the Department has not been able to pay 
it. The Department decided that the claim was due, but there was 
no appropriation out of Which to pay it, and there has been no * 
priation out of which the money could have been paid. This bill 
passed the House at the last session, I believe, and went to the Senate. 

Mr. HANNA. Is not the real reason of the 3 of the claim 
pasa pia the fact that the Government has already paid the debt 
once 

Mr. WADDELL. Since the gentleman ea Hanna] asked me the 
question a few moments , [understand that the Government did 
recover the money from the man to whom it had been wrongfally 

id. I think I can say to the House that the committee has care- 

y considered this matter and honestly believe it to be a just and 


righteous claim which ought to be paid. I hope the House will pass 
the bill. This man has for a great many years been kept out of the 
money that is justly due him. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Have the committee any evidence 
as to whether this man was loyal in the late rege el 

Mr. WADDELL. He was not loyal; but this claim was due long 
before the war. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. But did he not forfeit the claim 
by his disloyalty ? 

Mr. BREWER. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WADDELL. The gentleman has no right to object; the bill 
is now up for consideration. This is not objection day. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I believe this is not objection day, and the 
bill properly comes up for consideration to-day. 

The C The Chair will cause to be read the last clause 
of Rule 129, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But when a bill is after having been once ob the com- 
TTT to 
by at least five members. 

Mr. BREWER. Is this objection day : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands from the Clerk that it 
isnot. It will therefore require a majority vote to defeat the meas- 
ure. If this were objection day, the bill having already been once 
objected to, objections by five members would carry it over for sub- 
sequent consideration. But this not being objection day, that rule 


does not apply. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I had oceasion some time to ex- 
amine this claim (though perhaps not as carefully as the rman 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has examined it;) 
and I desire to state for the information of the House that my exam- 
ination brought me to the conclusion that the claim was all ne 
This money was by services rendered before the war. 0 
Post-Office Department recognized the validity and justice of the 
claim that this amount was properly due this man for services ren- 
dered before the war. But the intervention of the war prevented the 
adjustment of the claim. Subsequently it was submitted to the Court 
of Claims, where it was pending for a number of years, having pre- 
viously been considered by the Post-Office De nt for several 
years. The matter, as I understand, was bronght to the attention of 
the House at the last session, and a bill to pay the claim was reported 
Poteet (the report I believe being unanimous) and was passed by 

e House. 

Mr. HANNA. Why was the claim rejected in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. WILSON. The court held, as I understand, that they had no 


jurisdiction. 


Mr. WADDELL, Giddings was not a party to the proceeding in 
the Court of Claims; but in the course of a judgment rendered by the 
court it was decided incidentally that the money had been paid wrong- 
miy 2 the other man when it ought to have paid to Giddin 
. WILSON. The Post-Office Department decided that 
money had improperly been 2 to a party not entitled to it. In my 
examination of this matter I felt an interest in ascertaining whether 
the money had been paid to the other party through any complicity 
or wrong on the part of Giddings. I am now sat that there was 
no fault or wrong on his part. The Post-Office Department recog- 
nized the validity and honesty of the claim. The money improperly 
ae to the other ey has, I understand, been recovered, Thus the 
nited States is p. inthe position of declining thus far to pay adebt 
due for twenty years. Ifit isa debt honestly due by the Government 
and there has been no fault or laches on the part of the person entitled to 
the money, (the interposition of the war was a matter which of course 
he could not prevent,) then it occurs to me that the claim ought to 
be Lpg without further delay. 

r. CANNON, of Illinois. As a member of the committee that re- 
ported this bill, I examined the matter as carefully as I well could, 
and am satisfied the services were rendered, and that this man has 
never been paid for them. The objection, as I take it, which this 
Honse is called upon to consider is whether this relief should be 
withheld on the ground that this is a claim for services performed 
three orfour years before the commencement of the war, and comes 
within section 3480 of the Revised Statutes. At the last session of 
Congress an act was appropriating, as I recollect, $375,000 to 
pay claims of this for services rendered prior and up to the 
war. is, however, is a special claim, not standing with those in- 
2 in that act, as these services were performed some years prior 

e War. 
Mr. EDEN. It does not come within the joint resolution of the last 


Congress. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. No, sir; because that act applies to mail 
service that was being conducted at the timethe war broke out. This 
claim is for mail service performed some years before the war. 

The objection against the payment of the claim is that the claim- 
ant was not loyal e the war. This is a matter for Congress to 
consider; but if that objection does not lie as to claims of parties 
who were performing mail service at the time the war broke out, it 
ought not to be fatal to this claim; in other words, they should all be 
"Mr EDEN, Will Il n k him a question ? 

3 5 ill my colleague allow me to ask him a ion 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. EDEN. Does my colleague believe the Government is released 
from the pment of a just and honest debt which it owed toa party 
prior to the war, and which was not paid because of the intervention 
of the war, and because of the party to whom it was owed partici- 
pating in that war? Does my colleague believe that would release 
the Government from the responsibility of paying its just debt? 

i Mr. CANNON, 18 N 1 3 the ee of m Ao 
eague by stating that by the act o ngress the payment of that 
class of claims was prohibited, and until Congress repeals that act 
and in addition makes appropriation for that class of claims they 
cannot be paid. As to whether or not Congress will do so, that is a 
matter for Con todetermine. If the gentleman desiresmy own 


opinion about it, I will give it to him by stating that if I had my | si 


way about it none of these claims that gentlemen speak of as being 
dus to ies who were performing service at the time the war broke 

out, an ie ment for which was forfeited by disloyalty and under 
the act o Con should be paid. 

Mr. EDEN. But this is not one of those claims. i 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. No; I am aware it is not one of the 
claims for service being performed at the time the war broke out; if 
it was there would be no necessity for this legislation. 

Mr. EDEN. If my coll e is satisfied the claim is just, I think it 
ought to be paid and this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am satisfied the only thing which can 
be legitimately urged against the claim is the fact that this party 
was not loyal during the war. a 

Mr. REAGAN. It is a perfectly gst claim, and ought to is 

Mr. WADDELL. Iask the gentleman from Texas to yield to me 
to call for a vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield for that par pee 

Mr. WADDELL. I now move that the bill be laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly laid aside, 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 20) to a at annual appropriation by the act of Congress 
bs style March 3 1877, to pay certain southern mail contractors. 

he joint resolution was read, as follows : ‘ 

That the Secre of the Treasu’ SOAU begin at suck te in full, to the late 
mail contractors of te States of Ae Ar Florida 8 Kentucky, 
Louisiana. E ia Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, Texas, Tennes- 

est Virginia, their heirs or legal representatives, the amounts 
pective contracts 1 1859, 1860, and 1861; and the a 
propriation of $375,000, made by act approved March 3, 1877, shall be immediately 
available for said payments: Provided That no perona shall be made for sery- 
ices rendered after May 31, 1861, when discontinuance was ordered by the Post- 
master-General, and the provisions of section 3480 of the Revised Statntes of the 
United States shall not be applicable to the payments herein authorized. 

All acts and parts of acts tent herewith are hereby repealed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendments of the committee will now be 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 14 strike out the word “no;” in line 15 strike out the word “after” and 
insert in lich thereof the words up to:“ and in line 17 insert the words “and not 
thereafter ;" so it will read: 

Provided, That payments shall be made for services rendered up to May 31, 1861, 
when discontinuance was ordered by the Postmaster-General, and not thereafter; 
and the provisions of section 3490 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall 
not be applicable to the payments herein authorized. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Let the report of the committee be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the joint resolution 
is not accompanied by any ae The question first recurs on the 
amendments repo: from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would like to inquire whether this is a unanimous 
report from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will take the floor to answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin. The appropriation to pay 
this class of claims was made by the last Congress, but the Secretary 
of the Treasury refuses to pay until all the claims are proved, so that 
the money has not yet been paid. Now, then, I have always taken 
the position, and still do, that this class of claims ought not to be 
paid at all; or in other words, that thesection of the Revised Statutes 
prohibiting their payment should not be fo aan 

Mr. SLEMONS. I ask my friend from Illinois a question, and it is 
this: Does not the Secretary of the Treasury refuse to pay out any 
portion of the $375,000 appropriated last year solely on the ground 
that the claims now proven up exceed that amount and that he will 
not pay until Con further acts on the subject ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I merely rose to answer the question of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin as to whether this was a unanimous 
report or not. 

r. BRAGG. If the gentleman has finished, I insist on my right 
to the floor. 

Mr. SLEMONS. I wish to say I understand that is the sole ground 
upon which the Secretary of the Treasury refuses to pay out any 
portion of the $375,000 already appropriated for the a opine of this 


class of claims: that there is not enough money on hand to pay the 
claims ween! proved up. 
Mr. BRAGG. I desire further to ask the gentleman from IIlinois 


[Mr. CANNON] whether the republicans of the Post-Office Commit- 


tee omitted to make an adverse report, thinking that thereby the 
democrats might be charged with indorsing all that had been said 
against them in regard to the pon of southern claims? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I willanswer the gentleman from Wis- 
consin by stating that there is no written majority report accompany- 
ing this joint resolution. Nor is there a written minority report 
accompanying it. I will state to him, however, for his information, 
that so far as I know in the Post-Office Committee as it is constituted 
there is not a go deal of “solitary cuteness,” to use a western- 
ism with which apeme the gentleman is familiar. When the mat- 
ter was considered I stated to the committee that I was opposed to 
eco er and would oppose it in the House when it was con- 

ered. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WADDELL. Iclaimthe floor. I have not had an opportunity 
yet to explain the joint resolution. 

Mr. BRAGG, I insist on my right to the floor. The gentleman from 
North Carolina yielded to me after the gentleman from West Virginia 
addressed the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. BRadd, J who had obtained the floor and merely yielded 
it ei allow the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to answer a 
question. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to say if a joint resolution which appropriates 
over $300,000 has no sufficient claim upon which it should rest, which 
will warranta majority favorable to its passage in putting their names 
to paper 4 assign reasons why it should pass, I hope this House will 
not pass it. 

Mr. WADDELL. On the 27th of last February the following pro- 
ceedings occurred. I quote from the Journal of the House: 

ded for that purpose) submitted the 

ered, and agreed to, namely: 

tion billis considered in the Com- 
the Union it shall be in order to amend 
ent of the mail contractors who performed mail service 
in the years 1 1800 and 1861 in the States of Alabama, Ar! Florida, Ken- 
tucky, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South C: ina, Tennessee, 
Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia: i That such contractors have not been 
paid by the Confederate States government.” 

This resolution was put through under a suspension of the rules. 
In the sandry civil bill, approved March 3, 1877, the following clause 
occurred: 

That the sum of 000, or so much thereof as ma; „ > 
ated to pay the rato at USKE contractors for mail en horaina ran — . — 
of Alabama. Arkeon Borida Georgia, Kentucky, ppi mei Mississi Mis- 
souri, North Carolina, th Carolina, Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Vir- 
ginia, in the years 1859, 1860 and 1861, aud before the said States engaged in war 
against the United States. 

In this connection, in the report of the Postmaster-General, is the 
following statement: 

In regard to this appropriation the Secretary of the has decided that 
“no pos f be paid out of this appropriation until the whole of the claims are re- 
ceived an adjusted, and if the appropriation is insufficient they should then be 
paid pro rata. 

I now ask the Clerk to read the letter of the Postmaster-General to 
me, giving a list of the claims and their amount. 

The C AN. The Clerk informs the Chair that there is no 
such letter eee the joint resolution. 

Mr. WADDELL. I sent up such a letter giving a full list of the 
elaims, which fall short of the amount appropriated by $30,000. The 
Secretary of the Treasury says he will not pay these until all the 
claims come in, and then if the appropriation is insufficient he will 
pay them pro rata. That amounts to a positive prohibition of the 
payment of anything at all, for the simple reason that at least 20 
per cent. of these claims will never be presented. There are many 
claims for sams of $25 and $50 for one-horse mail-routes where the 
mail-carrier was killed in the war, and his family may now be dead 
or scattered; and such claims will never be presented at the Post- 
Office Department. Therefore, the ruling of the Secretary that he 
will not pay until all the claims come in amounts to an absolute de- 
nial of justice to all the other claimants, to whom nothing will be 


id. 

The joint resolution which the committee has reported, introduced 
originally by the gentleman from Texas, LMr. 501 tie 78 800 the 
Secretary of the essary to 9 to pay out the 8375,000, the 
amount appropriated last March, as far as it will go; aud it will go 
all the way because it is $30,000 more than the claims amount to; 
and he is also directed to pay the claims in the order in which they 
are audited. i 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to ask the gentleman from North Carolina 
a question. Had the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
official information that there were large sums due these respective 
contractors at the date named ? 

Mr. WADDELL, All the claims are audited. 

Mr. ATKINS. And let me say further that the claimants were 
really all loyal men, although that question is not raised. 

Mr. HAYES. I with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


it by 8 the pa, 


BraGG] in the remark he made in regard to this matter, that unless 
the committee think that this is of sufficient importance to warrant 
them in furnishing us with a report we ought not to take favorable 
action on the resolution. Now, this committee comes in here and 
makes its report in regard to this bill; and certainly when the various 
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members of the committee get up to speak in regard to it we find 
there is a vast amount of confusion on the subject. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says he would not vote in favor of allow- 
ing any of these claims and the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. 
WADDELL] takes a different view of the case. It appears, therefore, 
there is no unanimity on the part of the committee about the res- 
olution. Iclaim, Mr. Chairman, we ought not to take favorable action 
upon it. Iam in favor of referring the matter back to the committee 
and allowing the committee to consider it further. 

Mr. WADDELL. I will say, in reply to the gentleman, that there 
is certainly no confusion about this matter. I certainly did file a 
simple report setting forth the facts and accompanied by a communi- 
cation from the Post-Office Department,. This committee will under- 
stand that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads are not 
2 any appropriation to pay these claims, because the appro- 
priation was made last year in the sundry civil bill, and the amount 
may be covered back into the Treasury unless we take some action. 
We are not asking an appropriation, but we are instructing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay „ already made, that 
which has been directly appropria 

ar HAYES. Where is that statement from the Postmaster-Gen- 


Mr. WADDELL. Ihave said that I sent it up with the papers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause to be read the Journal in 
relation to the manner in which this report was submitted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. WADDELL, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. R. No. 20) to apply the amount 
appropriated by the act of Congress, approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain south- 
ern mail contractors, reported the same with amendments. 

Mr. Coxonnx made the point of order that the said joint resolution was not in 
order on this call, not being a private bill. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, and held that the joint resolution, 
being for the interest of individuals,” was in order. 


en = 

Mr. Coxcer made the further point of order that the said joint resolution must 
receive its first consideration in a Committee of the Whole House. 

‘The SPEAKER sustained aoe order, and held the said joint resolution to 
be excluded from present consideration by the restrictions of Rule 112. 

The joint resolution was accordingly committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. REAGAN, I wish to say, in response to the remarks which 
have been made by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CANNON, ] and 
also by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. BRAGd, ] that they could 
not vote for a bill when the committee could not state in writing the 
reasons for its that they seem to overlook the fact that the 
committee were not reporting a bill to appropriate money, but were 


reporting back to the House a joint resolution directing the manner 
in which the Secre of the Treasury should apply and make use 

d the aporia y made by the last Congress, Atthat time 
t might h 


ave been proper to call for the reasons for reporting why 
the law should be passed, but I submit to them in all candor and fair- 
ness that it could hardly be expected that the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads should go back of the resolution to the enact- 
ment of the law which the resolution is intended to enforce, and re- 
rt the reasons which justified the passage of the law at the previous 
ongress. 

Now there are some things about this matter which doubtless are 
not known to all and have passed out of the minds of others. At 
the close of the second session of the Thirty-fifth Congress, in 1859, 
the appropriation bill for the support of the postal service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1860, was defeated in the Senate by a 
Senator ein against its provisions until the expiration of the 
session, That postponed the adjustment and payment of all claims 
against the Department until the Thirty-sixth Congress met and 
su uently made the appropriations for that year, which were not 
provided for by the previous Con That deferred the settlement 
of these claims so that many of them were not adjusted at the 
breaking out of the war. 

I mention this merely that it may be seen that many of these per- 
sons might have been paid long before the war, but difficulties arose 
about the settlement of the accounts and they were postponed from 
time to time and were not acted upon until the intervention of the 
war. 

The question referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] is one that rests upon a matter of opinion, and upon that I wish 
to say a word, because it seems to me in considering a question of this 
importance we should consult our reason ; we should consult the spirit 
of justice; we should consult the practice of other governments and 
our own in dealing with such questions, The services for which pro- 
vision was made in the last Congress were rendered in time of peace, 
under contracts with the Government, and the Government, as a gov- 
ernment, received the benefit of those services, The action of a por- 
tion of the States in attempting to withdraw from the Union ted 
in a collision of arms and in war. Now, because of the public action 
of States should the rights of individuals which had fairly accrued be 
forfeited? Can a decision of any court in Christendom be found that 
would sustain such a principle? Can there be a government found 
in modern times that would sustain such a principle? I take it that 
the contrary is the fixed principle of law in cases of civil wars and 
the division of empire, where that is consummated. It is the prac- 
tice of all nations in modern times, at least, that adherence of citizens 


to the one side or the other does not work a forfeiture of the rights 
of property in cases where the property is in one division of the em- 
pire or government and the services and allegiance of the citizens are 
given to the other and adversary side. This principle has been de- 
termined by our highest courts of judicature, including the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and rests on principles of justice and the 
soundest morality. 

_ You cannot say to these contractors “ you have performed this serv- 
ice to the Government, and this money is honestly due to you, but be- 
cause your State chose to en in civil war you shall not be paid ;” 
but it may be said they would have been paid if they had remained 
loyal to the Government, 

Mr. Chairman, the contest which involved so much and which was 
sustained by such entire unanimity on both sides left the condition 
of the individual citizens one of great difficulty and delicacy. It 
wonld be asking a deal of human nature, in a contest that had 
been growing forthirty years and on which the people were thoroughly 
divided—it would be a very great test to put on human nature that 
they should surrender their convictions of their rights. But I do not 
wish to go into that discussion, I only wished to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that this was service honorably and fairly 
performed and that the debt is due on principles of morality and of 
public law. This debt cannot be canceled according to the princi- 
ples recognized in any civilized country. The question then is, do 
we propose to repudiate payment and refuse to pay a just debt of the 
Government for services fairly rendered under a contract with the 
Government? 

And that leads me to make one further remark, and I trast the 
committee will ind me without becoming impatient. The very 
people who now come forward and ask forthe payment of these claims 
are citizens of the United States, performing all their duties as such 
under the law, paying their taxes jnst as all others are paying taxes 
for the support of the Government, for the payment of the public 
debt, for the payment of the claims of pensioners, for the payment 
of all the expenses entailed upon the country by that war, save and 
except only the expenses incurred in their own section, which by the 
Constitution and laws of their country they are Do paraita to pay. 

Do gentlemen suppose that the repudiation of claims like these, 
under these circumstances, claims due to men who are supporting the 
Government by paying taxes for its expénses and to pay its debt, will 
not be calculated to produce the impression that such opposition 
springs from passion, revenge, and a spirit of injustice? I do not 
want to come in conflict with the prejudices of gentlemen. I am in- 
voking their attention to what must be the effect that will be pro- 
daced upon the minds of millions of citizens of our common country, 
as earnestly supporting the Government now and as desirous of the 
prosperity of parts of the country and of full justice to all its 
citizens as can be the people in any ether portion of the country. I 
trust this measure may be considered in that spirit. 

Con has appropriated this money; we have had the deliber- 
ate judgment of the House and the Senate that this money ought to 
be paid. It passed this House, as my friend from Georgia | Mr. CAND- 
LER] reminds me, without a division. The Secretary of the Treasury 
declines to pay any claim under the law until all the claims have 
been reported. Asstated by the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. 
WADDELL] that is equivalent to saying that these claims shall never 
be paid, for there is no means by which he can tell when all the 
claims have been reported to the Department. 

Besides that, it has been stated by the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads [ Mr. WADDELL] that the aggregate 
of the claims now presented, nearly a year after the passage of the 
law, is thirty-odd thousand jess than the gate of the amount 
appropriated. The object of this joint resolution is simply to direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to proceed to pay out this money for adju- 
dicated claims. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] asks me if the bill now 
before the Committee of the Whole is the same as the one that was 
passed at the last session of Co As I remember it, it is the 
same with one exception, to which I may as well refer. That bill 
contained a clause providing that these claims should be paid except 
in cases where they had been paid by the confederate government. 
I do not remember the exact lan, but that is the purport of the 
exception. In the preparation of this joint resolution those words 
were omitted knew there was no necessity for them. 

In relation to that matter I will state, having some familiarity with 
the subject, that the confederate government authorized its postmas- 
ter-general by proclamation to assume the direction and control of 
the postal service on the Ist day of June, 1861. By some sort of coin- 
eidence, by accident or ortherwise—I do not know how it occurred— 
the Postmaster-General of the United States suspended the 
service in the same States on the last day of May, 1861. Therefore 
the confederate government took up the service in those States the 
day after the United States Government by its official action sus- - 
pended the service. The postmaster-general of the confederacy was 
authorized by law to assume by proclamation the direction of the 
postal service in the Confederate States and to continue in service 
postmasters and mail contractors, where they desired to remain in 
service, until, in the case of the postmasters, their successors had been 
appointed, and in the case of the contractors until new contracts were 
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At the same time by proclamation these rs and contractors 
were directed to settle their accounts with the Government of the 
United States up to the Ist day of June, 1861, and to pay over to the 
United States the money in their on and to return to the 
United States the postage-stamps of which they were possessed up to 
the date when the confederate government took ch: of the serv- 
ice. The reason for this was then stated to be that in case of any 
future adjustment between the two sections there should be no diffi- 


culty in settling the accounts of these officials and also that these 
persons should be in a position where they could be held responsible 
to the one or the other Government. Another reason was that it was 


believed if they were not compelled to settle their accounts with the 
United States 5 they 5 be under the temptation to 
steal, and it was believed that such temptations should not be laid 


in their way. 

Now, upon the point that the confederate government has not paid 
these claims I state that the confederate government only under- 
took to pay for the service from the time it took charge of it, on the 
Ist day of June, 1861, and it had nothing whatever to do with the 
payment for services rendered 4 5 to that date. It will be seen, 
therefore, that the official action on both sides fixed definitely the 
time at which the obligation of the Federal Government to pay for 
these services ended and the obligation of the confederate govern- 
ment to pay for them began. 

I may as well say that I was asked in conversation by the Sixth 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department if there had been none of 
these claims paid by the Confederate States. I answered that if 
there had been any paid to the postmasters in the South after 
the Ist day of June, 1861, it was by drafts drawn by the Federal 
Government on the subtreasury for services rend prior to that 
time. This was strictly sustained by the official action at that time. 
I mention this so that the matter may be thoroughly understood and 
may go before the House entirely stripped of everything that may 
interfere with the presentation of the simple question whether we 
will pay an honest debt for services honestly rendered. 

Mr. CALKINS. I wouldlike to put a question or two to the chairman 
of the Committee on the P ce and Post-Roads [Mr. WADDELL] 
for the sake of information. But first I wish to make a statement of my 
understanding of the law of the last Congress. As I understand, by 
that law the payment of claims of the character mentioned in the act 
was restricted to the amount thereby appropriated. I understand 
further that the Secretary of the refused to pay any of these 
claims until all were presen so that a proportionate amount might 
be paid upon each. Now, I wish to ask what information the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has that the 
claims are now all presented or will all be presented in a short time 
hereafter; and also what the aggregate amount of all these claims 
of this character is or will be? 

Mr. WADDELL. In reply to the gentleman’s question I will say 
that I applied to the Post-Office Department for a statement of the 
claims of this character audited there. He gave me such a statement, 
and I put it with the papers relating to this resolution, but it cannot 
now be found. That pape gave the te amount of claims for 
each State, and the whole footed up about „000 or $348,000. 

Mr. CALKINS. Those were the claims that had been presented ? 

Mr. WADDELL. The claims that had been presented and audited. 
In other words, the amount was about twenty-five or thirty thousand 
dollars less than the appropriation. 

Mr. CALKINS. One question farther: Has the gentleman any in- 
2 as to the aggregate amount that these claims may finally 


reac 

Mr. WADDELL. Iam informed that the aggregate of the claims 
standing on the books of the Department (a very large part of which 
will never be peor) is about half a million of dollars. The 
claims presented and audited foot up about $345,000, and the appro- 
priation is ample to pay them. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me see whether I understand the gentleman. 
It appears from the books of the Department that these southern 
r Aren amount in the aggregate to about a half million of 
dollars 

Mr. WADDELL. That is the aggregate of all tbe claims. 

Mr. CALKINS. Now, I want to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to one further fact. Isee that this joint resolution 
opens the door to all claims that may be presented hereafter. I un- 
derstand that in the former resolution the amount was restricted to 
$375,000. But under this resolution, as I understand, after the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has exhausted the amount appropriated, if 
any of these claims still remain they may be presented at any time 
in the futare. For all time to come we may be called upon to make 
appropriations for the payment of claims of this character. Is that 
correct? Does not this resolution open the door to the presentation 
of these claims to an indefinite amount hereafter? 

Mr. WADDELL. Of course when the $345,000 of claims alread, 


audited has been paid out of the appropriation of $375,000, then if | p 


other claims of the same character are presented they will of course 
be audited and paid to the extent of the balance of the appropria- 
tion remaining unexpended. But when the $375,000 is all expended, 
that is the end of the matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Permit me tosay that the amount appropriated last 
year was fixed after a careful and detailed statement from the office 


of the Postmaster-General ; upon that estimate the appropriation was 


based. The gentleman can find the statement in the room of the 
Committee on Appropriations. a 

Mr. CALKINS. It occurs to me that the safe method for Congress 
to pursue in this matter would be to appoint a commission to deter- 
mine and report to Congress the amount due to these contractors. 
We should then have some basis for intelligent action. But if we 
are to go on for all time to come making these appropriations, it oc- 
curs to me we have a very unsafe basis for our action. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. C , this joint resolution, reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, should 
not have been referred to the Committee of the Whole House for 
consideration, because it does not appropriate a single cent. The 
necessary appropriation for this was made by the vote of the 
last Congress. e money has withdrawn from the Treasu 
and appropriated for this specific purpose, pth ri will be cove 
back into the Treasury if it be not expended. is resolution simply 
instructs the meen of the to proceed at once to pay these 
claims. The object of the resolution is to settle the question of con- 
struction. Upon the construction which he has adopted he would 
never reach a payment. While the 7 5 riation does not cover the 
whole amount that may be necessary for the payment of all claims of 
this character due by the Government, yet it covers and more than 
covers the amount of claims andited up to this time. If the 
of the Treasury should never begin the payment of these claims un- 
til all the claims of this character had been filed he would never begin 
at all, and the appropriation would be covered back into the Treas- 
ury. Then another appropriation would be necessary; and so the 
farce would go on just as long as Congress would tolerate it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to prevent the recurrence of these joint reso- 
lutions rig Baia years this committee have reported the pending 
proposition instructing the Secretary of the Treasury to begin now 
to pay these claims, they are due at all, then they are due for 
every cent the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office De- 
partment reports to be due them under the contracts when termi- 
nated by the Postmaster-General of the United States. Every single 
creditor belonging to this class of claimants, if he is entitled to one 
cent, is entitled to every dollar due under decision of the Post- 
Office Department. Of this there can be no doubt. There is no jus- 
tice, therefore, in the Secretary of the Treasury holding that the pay- 
ment of these claims must wait until all have been filed, so that if 
the money now appropriated is not sufficient to cover them the ap- 
propriation shall be divided pro rata. 

It is well known a great number of these mail contractors are long 
since dead. They were contractors for the “star service,” many of them 
in the lower walks of life and ignorant of their rights. The admin- 
istrators of the estates of many who are dead have not been informed 
of their rights. This class of claimants perhaps would cover from 
25 to aS cent. of the whole number and their claims will never be 
presented for adjustment. Lask, then, whether it is just to the cred- 
itors whose claims have been adjusted by the proper officers of the 
Treasury and Post-Office De ents, and allowed by the Sixth Au- 
ditor, to compel them to wait because those who are not informed of 
their rights will not take advan of the law for their benefit, or, 
because of the smallness of their claims, will not incur the expense. 
If they are compelled to wait for another year this money appropri- 
ated by the last Congress will be covered back into the Treasury, £o 
that this whole matter will have to be po over again. Really, sir, 
this question should have been decided in the House and not brought 
into the Committee of the Whole Honse, as this joint resolution does 
not make an me 88h ee but merely provides for the disbursement 
of the appropriation already made. e money has been withdrawn 
from the 8 this joint resolution merely provides that it 
Te rps to the claimants for whose benefit it was originally ap- 
pro j 


5 5 WADDELL. I hope now we will have a vote on the joint res- 
olution. 
Mr. HAYES. Is an amendment in order ? 
Mr. WADDELL. I will be glad to hear what amendment the gen- 
tleman has to pro 
The CHAIRMAN. The question first recurs on the amendments 
from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, which are 
pending and still unacted on. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to be heard on the pending proposition. 
Mr. WADDELL. I was about to ask for a vote on the amendments 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, but I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he desires to be heard on the 
uestion. 
= Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt the committee 
who reported this resolution—— 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, this is a subject 
involving three or four hundred thousand dollars, and as there is no 


written report Sp pa the 2 resolution I hope order will be 
reserved in the Hall so we may know exactly what is going on. 
by the gentleman 


The CHAIRMAN. The Š arma of order 
from Massachusetts is well taken, and members will resume their 
seats and preserve order, 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I doubt not that the committee 
who made this report of the pending joint resolution did so in good 
faith, and did so for the purpose of communicating fully to this 
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House the facts upon which that report is based. They have failed, 
however, whether intentionally or otherwise, to communicate to this 


House a single fact that justifies a re of this character. The 
proposition is made by this joint resolution not only to make avail- 
able $370,000 for a cause and for a debt or a species of debt to cred- 
itors who have been outlawed by a vote of this House and of the 
other House, but for a claim which the statutes of the United States 
have declared should not be recognized or paid as a debt of the Gov- 
ernment for the reason stated distinctly in the section of the statutes 
sought to be repealed by this joint resolution. I say that it is not 
merely a proposition to appropriate $375,000, but it is a proposition 
to begin to pay at once all of this class of claims and all these claim- 
ants, and for the purpose of aiding to begin that payment the appro- 
priation of $375,000 is made immediately available. The direction 
to the Secretary of the Treasury is imperative to pay now and that 
in paying he shall disregard section 3480 of the Revised Statutes. 
That section, Mr. Chairman, provides not, as was stated by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, [Mr. ReaGan,] that the claimant whose State 
had gone into rebellion should not be paid. The action of the State 
does not affect the individual at all. The action of the State does 
not affect his claim; but his action as an individual, as a citizen of 
the United States, voluntarily, freely, and of his own will, does 
affect his claim upon the Government of the United States under the 
section of the statute sought to be repealed, for that section forever 
bars his right to receive one cent. 

My friend from Texas asks if a man was so unfortunate as to be in 
a State which seceded, is it right that he should be deprived of the 
money due him? I say, no; but when a man, not with his State, 
not before his State, not after his State, but in hisown right as a cit- 
izen, as he had the power to do, when he went voluntarily and bore 
arms against the 5 sworn officer of the Government 
which he sought to destroy—I admit his claim is not of the highest 
character or founded upon equitable or just eee This joint 
resolution proposes to repeal section , and these men, no matter 
who they are, no matter whether their State seceded or not, no mat- 
ter where they came from or went to, no matter what disability, po- 
litical or otherwise, they are under —it is mandatory upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay them without regard to their status under 
the laws of the country. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, it is dangerous legislation—dangerous to 
the rights of the people and the rights of the Treasury. Yon are ap- 
propriating not merely $375,000, but you are compelling the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay all these claimants, whether it takes $375,000 
or $3,000,000. I do not know how much it will take, the committee 
does not know, no man upon this floor knows; but whatever claims 
are made are to be paid, and the appropriation already made is to be 
immediately available for that p „and beside section 3480 is 
repealed as to all of this class of claimants, 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I think I huve as much charity for this class of 
claimants as any other member upon this floor. But when it is put 
upon the ground that these men have special claims or that the Goy- 
ernment is under special obligations to pay them—honecrable, moral 
obligations as was stated here—I protest. The Government never 
compelled them to cease their allegiance to its flag. The Government 
never forced them from its protection. What they did they did vol- 
untarily; and I answer the gentleman from Texas that when the Gov- 
ernment restored them to all the rights that had been forfeited—the 
rights of life, liberty, and property, political rights all save this—I 
submit to the House and to the country if that is not a magnanimity 
that compares chris with the conduct of any government that 
the gentleman had in his view when ho spoke of aristocracies or of 
governments that never treated its citizens iu this way. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, once for all, that while I would go as 
far as any man for the removal of disabilities, and have voted for it 
time after time and never against it, I want something to bring to 
the remembrance of a cang generation that the crimo is a crime, 
And when the Government has exercised, as it has, a magnanimity 
and mercy and forgiveness and generosity that never was seen before 
outside the walls of Heaven, nor on earth save only beneath the cross, 
Ido not think the arrogance, the ill-will, and the liberality of the 
Government should be spoken of here as a reason why the Treasury 
doors should be opened and payments made to claimants that are not 
entitled to be paid until at least there is a legislative provision 
sweeping away the obstacle which prevented them from reachin 
their hands into the Treasury. I shail therefore, Mr. Chairman, wit 
malice to none, vote against this whole proposition if I shall have the 
opportunity. 3 

Mr. WADDELL. I yield to the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. 
CANNON. l 

Mr. C ON, of Illinois. As some question has been made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin and repeated by three or four gentlemen 
upon this side of the House that there is no written report upon this 
bill, I wish to send to the Clerk’s desk to be read section 3480 of the 
Revised Statutes and the section of the law relating to this matter 
which was pe by the last Con . While I have been in Con- 
gress, and this is my third term, the matter of the payment of these 
claims has been considered in each Con , and I suppose that every 
member of Congress and that the whole country knew all about the 
claims, And after I have had this section read I will have a few 


Vil—71 


words further to say as to that. I ask the Clerk to read section 3480 
of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall be unlawfal for ny ee ee account, claim, or demand 
the United States which accrued or exis: ue to the 13th day of April, in 
favor of any person who promoted, en ed, or in any manner sustained the 
late rebellion, or in favor of any person who during such rebellion was not known 
to be o thereto, and distinctly in favor of its suppression; and no pardon 
heretofore granted, or hereafter to be granted, shall authorize the payment of such 
account, claim, or demand, until this section is modified or repealed. But this sec- 
tion shall not be construed to prohibit the payment of claims founded con- 
tracts made by any of the . such claims were assigned or con- 
tracted to be assigned prior to the Ist day of April, 1861, to the creditors of such 
contractors, loyal citizens of loyal States, in payment of debts incurred prior to the 
Ist day of March, 1861, 


Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. That act was passed March 2, 1867, prior 
to the general proclamations of amnesty and pardon of July 4 and 
December 25, 1868; and I apprehend that it was competent for Con- 
gress at least to place that much of a limitation upon the effect of an 
amnesty or pardon thereafter ted. Since 1867 up to the time of 
the passage of the sundry civil appropriation bill on the 3d day of 
March last that law stood upon the statute-book. On the 3d of March 
last the following act was passed, attached to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $375,000, or so mach thereof as may be necessary, be appropri- 
ated to n due mail contractors for mail service perfo: in the 
States o , Arkansas, Florida, Geo: Kentucky, Lo Mississippi, 
Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, and West 
Virginia, in the years 1859, 1860, and 1861, and before the said States engaged in 
war against the United States; and the provisions of section 3480 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States shall not be cable to the ents therein au- 
thorized: Provided, That any such claims w have been pad y the Confederata 
States government shall not be again paid. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, that provision, so 
far as I know, that was placed on the sundry civil appropriation bill 
on the last day of the last Congress was not discussed in this House. 
It may have been and escaped my recollection. 

Mr. CANDLER. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state that 
it was discussed upon a point of order that was made upon that pro- 
vision in the sundry civil bill that it was new legislation not in the 
line of retrenchment, and afterward a resolution was adopted under 
a suspension of the rules making it in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. With the permission of the gentleman from Ilinois, 
I will say a word. It is this: that when the question came up I do 
not remember an act that passed with greater unanimity on both 
sides of the House since I have been a member of it. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. This amendment was placed on the 
sundry civil bill, and that act was approved on the 3d of March, 1877; 
and I am under the impression the final report came from a commit- 
tee of conference on the 3d of March as many other reports did. 

i Mr. WADDELL. This was never sent to a committee of con- 
erence. 

Mr. EDEN. I call the attention of my eolleague to the fact that 
this particular item was not in controversy between the two Houses. 
I happen to know that, having been on the conference committee. 
The bill as it came to the conference committee had that item in it, 
as I recollect, and I think I am correct. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am under the impression it was re- 
ported by the conference committee to the House and Senate. 

Mr. EDEN. It was not in the conference committee, becanse it 
was not in issue between the two Honses. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Let that be as it may, it is now upon 
the statute-book, and the Secretary of the Treasury says that he will 
not pay these claims until they are all proved. Now, then, the object 
of this bill is to utilize the rie pra made by the last Congress 
to pay these claims at once in so far as they are proved. 

n my opinion none of these claims ought to be paid, and the ap- 
propriation ought to lapse at the end of two years; however, if you 
pay a part of them there is no reason why all should not be paid; 
you should treat all alike. While upon this point I want to answer 
the gentleman from Indiana who says these claims ought to go to a 
commission. A commission cannot do the work half as well as the 
Postmaster-General can do it, for the reason that the records of service 
as required by law are in the Post-Office Department, and very fully 
so. Thesame as tho records of serviee by contractors during the war, 
and since the war, which are on file and constitute the most satisfac- 
tory proof that can possibly be had. So there is no necessity for a 
commission. 

Now, that is all I desire to say, but in conclusion I again call atten- 
tion to the fact thatthe legislation of 1867 restricted the power of the 
Government to pay the money until further le tion had been had 
by Congress, and as these contractors had not been pardoned or am- 
nestied at that time, and as that law arc them from receiving 
pay for this service when pardoned, thereafter a subsequent pardon 
or 8 subject to the provisions of the law. 

e WADDELL, I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 

NNA. 

Mr. MILLS. How does the tleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
WADDELL] claim the floor so that he can yield it, the previous ques- 
tion not having been seconded? 

The CHAIR The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
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North Carolina as the gentleman who made the motion that a vote 
be taken on the pending motion. 

Mr. WADD There is no previous question in the Committee 
of the Whole that I am aware of. 

Mr. HANNA. Let us look for a moment at this matter dispassion- 
ately. My reasons for asking the questions I did was to the end that 
I might be informed as to the facts. I take it to be the duty ofa 
Representative to act intelligently and with all the information at 
his command. 

Now what are the facts in this case? It seems that here are cer- 
tain contractors who entered into obligations with the Government 
to carry the public mails. Every contractor gave bonds and signed 
a contract, and these contracts are or ought to- be on file in the 
proper office in this city. The records of one of the Departments of 
the Government ish the exact facts as to how much in each case 
is owed at a given date. The question that is now presented to me 
as a member of Congress is this: if at a given date, when by order of 
the Postmaster-General the postal service was discontinued in cer- 
tain State governments, we owed A, B, and C money for services 
actually performed upon and by virtue of contracts, and for the 
faithfu 55 of which contract bonds had been given in pur- 
suance of the rules prescribed by that Department and in pursuance 
of law—the question is, whether or not I, as a Representative, shall 
vote to pay that honest debt, a debt duly contracted before the war; 
a debt and obligation which rests upon the Government for services 
rendered before the war; a debt founded on contracts; a debt founded 
on contracts of the most solemn character. Now in view of theseTacts 
ought I to vote for the bill? Now in these cases that come up before 
us, from what little experience I have had here, it seems to me that 
the only safe rule for the present is to let every tub stand on its own 
bottom, and I shall therefore for myself claim the right to investi- 

te each claim and then vote upon its merits. There are certain 
bills involving claims against the Government which I cannot vote 
for, which I cannot vote for conscientiously, and which no power on 
earth can make me vote for. But here is a case“ that presents itself 
tome as an honest man, an honest claim against the Government. I 
cannot look at it as a lawyer otherwise; I cannot look at it as a citi- 
zen otherwise. There are others here who look at it differently ; Ido 
not criticise them, but I am to decide the question for myself, and I 
say that up to the time that the Government discontinued the mails 
whatever sums are honestly owed a contractor are just as much an 
honest debt as though they were evidenced by a bond and that bond 
was held by another citizen. There cannot be any doubt about it. 
Whenever you follow the law you are very nearly right, and I think 
it is a contract which we may not go back on, and in my judgment, 
that being the fact, for the protection of the Government it has 
session, not only of the contract, but the evidences of every cent that 
has been paid, that you have at hand the means to adjust fairly and 
honestly whatever sum may be owed to the contractors that carried 
the mais on a horse with a pair of saddle-bags, or otherwise, and 
whatever sums are honestly due him by virtue of that contract, I say 
pay him. That is the way I feel about it. 

Take the act ef 1877 and you will see, even by virtue of the provis- 
ions of the latter clause of that section, that it might be great hard- 
ship to take any other view than I have taken. Let me read: 


Bat this section shall not be construed to prohibit the paymentof claims founded 
upon contracts made by any of the Departments, where such claims were assigned 
or contracted to be imed prior to the Ist day of April, 1861, to the creditors of 
such contractors, loyal citizens of loyal States, in payment of debts incurred prior 
to the 1st day of March, 1861. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HANNA. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee for a 

uestion. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I would ask the gentleman whether the general 
amn proclamation of President Johnson, on the 25th of m- 
ber, 1868, did not render the act of March 3, 1877, unconstitutional 
and void? 

Mr. HANNA. For my part I do not think it n 
the discussion of the proclamation of amnesty. I will vote Ese] 
each measure as it comes before me, and my vote will be controlled 
by the reasons applicable to that. I say, then, for myself that so far 
as the class of claims contemplated by virtue of this joint resolution 
is concerned, I cannot see any honest way to avoid the payment of 
these claims. That is how I feel about it. 

When you present to me here a claim growing out of the use and 
occupation of property during the war, that is a different thing; I 
will meet that case when presented. 

Again, if it be true that the Secretary of the Treasury has deter- 
mined, in cer pes of existing law, that he will not pay any of these 
claims until all have been presented, I can for myself see how that 
might operate very harshly. I do not for myself think that such 
determination is within the spirit of the law which has been read; 
Ido not think it was the meaning or the intent of the legislature 
or the Congress that passed that law, that all the claims should be 

resented before the wheels of justice should commence to move. If 
it be true, as stated here, that such is the reason why the Secretary 
of the has delayed to begin the poyment of these claims, it 
seems be me that in the interest of justice that objection should be 
remov' 


to go into 


T have listened with a t deal of interest to the remarks made 
by my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] as to the time when the con- 
federate government took charge of the postal service in the seceded 
States. t he has stated is satisfactory to my mind, for it seems 
to have been 7 255 that at a given date, by virtue of the action 
of the United States Government, service under these contracts was 
discontinued in certain States. Now, to my mind the amount which 
was due up to the time when the United States Government stopped 
the service, be it $300,000 or $500,000, or be the sum what it may, 
should be paid. That is the way I feel about it. 

A claim is now presented here which appeals to my judgment and 
to my common sense as being within the rules of law. Therefore I 
sia vote for this joint resolution, for the reasons I have attempted 

ut. 
. CONGER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. WADDELL. I now call for a vote on the amendments reported 
from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman cannot call for a vote on these 
amendments, and I take it that he is claiming to hold the floor in his 
own right much against the rules which apply to the Committee of 
the Whole. I desire to make some remarks on this subject, and, if 
n , I will move an amendment to the amendment. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. WADDELL] seems to think that the 
floor belongs to him all the time. 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not. Iam not indisposed to hear the gen 
1 from Michigan, [Mr. ConGER.] I always listen to him with 

easure. 

Mr. CONGER. In my present state of health I hardly feel able to 
make any remarks on this bill. I feel it my duty, however, to do so, 
and therefore I ask the attention of members of this Committee of the 
Whole for a few moments. For vy ae or nine years past the attempt 
has been made at every session of Congress, in some form or other, to 
repeal this section of the old law, so as to permit these claims to be 
brought before the House. The attempt was never successful until 
the last Congress to modify that law. 

I speak now from recollection only; I may be mistaken about it. 
My recollection is that when at the last session of ket ed the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill was reported with substantially this pro- 
vision in it I raised the point of order upon it that it was new legisla- 
tion and not in order. I think the qournal and the Recorp will show 
that to have been the fact. My point of order was sustained, and 
that stopped its consideration in the House. My recollection is that 
then some gentleman who was in charge of the bill, by a resolution 
under a suspension of the rules, obtained a two-thirds vote that this 
with some other matters pa m be introduced, notwithstanding the 

int of order, and be in order upon the sundry civil appropriation 

ill. IsayIam not positive about that, but such is my e e At 
any rate, in Whatever way the proposition got into that bill, it was 
put iu there and was passed. 

I say that it was passed unknown to the country, unknown or 
rather I mean in o ition to the views of the republican members 
of this side of the House. I will venture to say that there were not 
ten members of the republicans on this side of the House who ap- 
sigh that change of the law, and the RECORD will show it if it can 

found. If I recollect aright, it came at last to a point where the 
majority had control of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. That provision was adopted at first, after some dis- 


cussion, by a two-third vote of the House. 


Mr. CONGER. As to the discussion, I do not recollect it. My recol- 
lection is that it was passed, and it was afterward found that such a 
ponn without its meaning being understood, had been passed 

in the confusion prevalent at the time and without the full 
was of the members. That is my recollection. 

Mr. REAGAN. Permit me to make a statement, and I think the 
gentleman will see that he is incorrect. It was passed just after the 
presidential count was completed, when there seemed to be a rush of 
conciliation, and gentlemen upon the other side of the House voted 
for it as freely as gentlemen on this side. f 

Mr. PAGE. That is so. 

Mr. REAGAN. They all knew about it. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] admits 
that, if it was passed as he says it was, it was passed in a “ rush of 
conciliation.” Sir, there have been a great many things that have 
been done in that “rush of conciliation” since that time which many 
regret. They regret the “conciliation” and they regret the “ rush.” 
[Laughter.] However, it is perhaps immaterial how it passed. Hav- 
ing been passed in some way, it seems to have been admitted that 
for wo eins of that old class of claims, which always had been 
rejected before, a certain sum might be appropriated, in lieu of all 
the claims, to settle off the whole thing. 

Now, this proposition, overruling the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Treas that the amount appropriated by the last Congress 
should be taken as full payment and settlement of all this class of 
claims, provides that each claim as it arises shall be paid in full, and 
if the sum-total swells to half a million dollars or a million dollars or 
ten million dollars, it is claimed that appropriations shall be made 
for these claims as they may arise. 
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I was somewhat surprised at the position taken by my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. 1 on this subject. He says that where labor had 
been performed for the United States under a contract up to a given 
day—up to the date of the ee of this Government that 
service should be discontinued in the seceding States—he would make 

yment up to that date. But does he not know that for months be- 

ore that proclamation hundreds, perhaps thousands, of these poa 
masters and mail contractors atthe South had turned over their offices, 
with all their stamps, with all their money, without having settled 
their accounts with the United States—turned them over tomy friend 
from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN,] the then postmaster-general of the south- 
ern conſederac y 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. CONGER. And that my friend then received for his govern- 
ment all the money which was due from these postmasters to the 
United States; and the very joint resolution that has been 
provides that where my friend from Texas paid these men and settled 
with them in his department they shall not draw ren Rash of the ap- 
propriation? But my friend from Indiana goes further. 

r. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. Fur- 
thermore, even where my friend from Texas as postmaster-general of 
the confederacy settled and paid these men, my friend from Indiana 
is so liberal and he thinks so harshly of the confederacy and so 
harshly of the acts of the postmaster-general that he will not recog- 
nize that payment of the confederacy, and wants to pay these men 
over again. 

Now with all my feeling of disrespect for the confederacy, and in 
that connection the feeling of disrespect for my friend from T 
I will give so much credit in such a case as this to his office that if 
he has paid these men I am willing to deduct such payment from the 
amounts now claimed from the United States; for he received the 
mails, he received the mail-bags, he received the Post-offices, he re- 
ceived the stamps on hand, he received all the money belonging to 
the United States that was in the hands of these southern postmas- 
ters; and he settled with these men with our money—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. CONGER. Moneystolen from us and turned over to him. He 
settled with the thieves with the money which they stole from the 
United States! Now my friend from Indiana, in his horror of steal- 
ing, will not allow that as a = payment, but will pay these men 
over again. That won't do. [Laughter. 

Now, sir, Congres and the country find themselves in this 3 
That a law has been worked through—and I say “ worked through“ 
in the highest 8 sense that you can express by it 

Mr. WADDELL. Will my friend allow me to read just here three 
sentences of the RECORD to show how it was “ worked through?“ 

Tah SONGE 6 = I finish an nines A n has been worked 
through, against the judgment of four or five or six Congresses, to pay 
a 17 770 of the money Thich it is assumed was due to the men who 
ran off from our Government with their horses, their coaches, their 
mails, and their mail-bags, and who turned over their post-offices, 
with the stamps and the money in them, delivered them over bodily 
to the postmaster-general, the bold master-general of the con- 
federacy ; bold enough he was then to receive all this stolen property. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. : 

Mr. CONGER. Iam making no reflection upon the man; Iam 
talking about the office. 

Mr. GAN. As a matter of justice, will not the gentleman per- 
mit me to make a statement? 

ae WADDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to read the rec- 
0 = 

Mr. CONGER. In a moment. A law has been worked through, 

I say, to sanction all that vast migration of contractors and post- 
masters from the Union and from their posts of duty into the con- 
federacy and into the all-embracing arms of the gentleman from 
Texas. How it passed, why it 233 against the will of a vast ma- 
_jority of the American ple, I cannot tell. It has an advocate 
and defender here. Its best advocate, its boldest defender, is a man 
I respect and honor, but whose opinions upon this subject I cannot 
indorse—the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HANNA. ut, however 
this law may have been passed, it is in our statute-book. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, seeing that the flood-gate had been opened, 
that a round sum been g ven, as it is said, in this “rush of con- 
ciliation,” to conciliate still further—the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as was his duty, said to these gentleman, “Con has appropriated 
å sum in gross, as the Geneva award was voted, to make a final and 
conclusive settlement, once and forever, of all this class of claims; 
and when they are all in, or reasonably all in, and have been deter- 
mined as to their validity, and when, according to the law, the gen- 
tleman from Texas will come forward and honestly tell how much 
he has paid these fellows out of the confederate funds, so that I can 
deduct it, when all these questions have been determined, then I will 
distribute rata this gift of Congress to an erring people.” 

Mr. VANCE. The gentleman means the payment of a just debt. 

Mr. CONGER. I am not talking about “a just debt.“ These mail 
contractors carried off with them the accumulations of months. Two 
or three quarters’ collections that had been made these postmasters 
carried off with them; and there is no offset to be made for the stamps 
and the money they carried off. The only offset under the law is to 
be the amonnt that my friend from Texas as postmaster-general of the 


southern confederacy paid them. A just debt!” These postmasters 
owed the Government their collections for one or two quarters. They 
did not take 40 per cent. or 60 per cent.; they took the whole; they 
ran those offices in the interest of the confederacy. They owed the 
United States; they still owe the United States; yet by the very 
terms of the act they are not called upon to account for what they 
had received in their post-oflices on behalf of this Government, but 
only for what they had received from the confederacy. 

Mr. HUNTON. Let me ask yon one single question. 

Mr. CONGER. In a moment. 

Mr. HUNTON. What did the contractors carry off to the southern 
confederacy ? 

Mr. CONGER. They carried off with them their violated contracts, 
they carried off mail-bags, they carried off mails. Is it nothing to 
violate a contract? Gentlemen will remember that the failure to carry 
one single mail in the interest of the United States under the contract 
forfeited a month’s pay. There were violations enough of contracts 
and fines and forfeitures enough to make these contractors, if they 
had responsibility, or if their sureties had responsibility, or if there 
had not been war, so we could enforce them—there were forfeitures 
enough under these violations of contract in failing to carry the mails 
to make those contractors indebted, under the laws of the United 
States, to hundreds and hundreds of times more than the claims 
which they now make. 

Mr. HUNTON. The gentleman has changed his position, then: it 
is now a violation of contract he refers to, and not property that these 
parties carried off to the southern confederacy. | 

Mr.CONGER. They carried away property, and they carried awa: 
violated contracts, and they carried away fines and penalties whic 
they ought to have paid. ` 
URET N. After the contract was stopped by the Postmaster- 

e 

Mr. CONGER. Before the contract was soppen by the Postmas- 
ter-General; for months before. Gentlemen know it, and there is 
no use quibbling about it. It is these violators of céntracts we aro 
helping, for those who did not violate their contracts have been set- 
tled with. It was because they violated their contracts and because 
we could not have fulfillment of those contracts that the Government 
declared the mail service stop there. My friend knows that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. ill the gentleman from Michigan let 
me make a single remark ? 

Mr. CONGE Ihave answered the question so far as I under- 
stood it. Now let me go on. 

Mr. WADDELL. Let me read an extract from the RECORD. 

Mr. CONGER. It will keep; itis in print. [Langhter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, thatis the position of it. I come to this other 
proposition. We cannot repeal—I say we cannot in this House re- 

the law of last year. Iwishwecould. It stands there, and there 
is no power in this House to repeal it, as it ought to be repealed. 
But we can stand by the Secretary of the Treasury, and say, us he 
saya; that this sum shall be taken in lieu of all other claims and 
be distributed rata. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hope the gentleman from Michigan 
will not misstate the history of the country. I wish to correct him, 
and I hope he will give me a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwill yield to you if you wish to ask me a question. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to state a fact, and not put a 
question. 

Mr. CONGER. You will have your time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vi But I wish to state it now. 

Mr. CON GER. The gentleman will have his time to state whatever 
facts he pleases. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I have never interrupted yon before, 
and if you wish to know the truth I will give it to you now. 

Mr. CONGER. I know the facts. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am satisfied you are ignorant, from 
what you state of how the case stands. 

Mr. CONGER. I think I know the truth. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If the gentleman will allow me, these 
mail-carriers—— 

b Mr. CONGER. The gentleman can make his speech after I am 
one. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Oneremark. You seldom have the 
floor, while I have it a t deal, and therefore I dislike very much 
to take it from you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. Now gentlemen must know—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vi ia. As I was about to state, these mail-car- 


riers—— 
Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has met me with an antagonistic 
proposition, and I never yield to an antagonist. [Lau 5 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I withdraw that and make the amende 
honorable. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman withdraws his request, and I will 
goon. [Laughter. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to state—— 

Mr. CONGER. I have the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The gentleman yielded to me, and I 
proceed to make a statement of facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia must not inter- 
rupt the gentleman from Michigan except by his consent. 

r. HARRIS, of Virginia. ut the gentleman from Michigan 
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yielded to me, and I raise the point that, having yielded the floor to 
me, it is not now in his power to take me off of i re I have made 
my statement. Ia to his courtesy not to interrupt me. 

r. CONGER. The gentleman violated the rules of the House by 
making statements which he ought not to have made, and the rules 

uire when called to order he should sit down. [Laughter.] 

r. HARRIS, of Virginia. The Chair gives me the floor for a mo- 
ment, I believe. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know how the Chair can. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The gentleman from Michigan yielded 
to mo. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. CONGER. Not now, sir. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I was s g, or going on to speak, upon the point of 
the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury. If the Secretary of 
the Treasury had not made this ruling we should not have had this 
ps resolution, and therefore tbis is the pee question now 

fore the committee. The Secretary of the Treasury assumes, as 
has been assumed here to-day, that Con in a gush of gratifica- 
tion at the result of the electoral-commission decision, gave an amount 
in full to these claimants, notwithstanding the violation of their con- 
tracts. . 

This proposition is to begin with the firstclaim presented and propon 
and pay it and pay all. And it is elaimed here to-day by each of these 

mtlemen that these claimants shall be paid as far as the money goes 
in full, and that every other claim shall be paid hereafter by appro- 
priations. So that there is no doubt now about what the meaning of 
this law is and of what this proposition is. 

I oppose this proposition because it opens still wider for appropria- 
tions a door which has been, I think, very unfortunately opened at 
all. The law having been passed we must submit to it. We must 
submit to it that violators of contracts may come in here and, not- 
withstanding their violation of them, ask this Government to fulfill 
the contract. That is the sole naked proposition: that the violators 
of contracts may come in themselves and ask this Government to ful- 
fill the contracts violated by them to their full extent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I oppose this proposition as I would have op- 
posed the other, and as I cannot now oppose the other law. Now I 
5 hear what my friend from North Carolina has to say about the 

CORD. 

Mr. WADDELL. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. On the 
28th day of February, when the amendments to tho sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill reported by the Committee of the Whole were being 
considered, this proposition was reached and I read from the RECORD 
what took place: 

Mr. Hotman. I hope the rest of the amendments will be considered as agreed 


to, unless some gentleman calls for a o vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read next amendment on which a separate 


vote is asked. 
Ta rie een 
the 6 followin z 
2 That the sum of §375,000."" “3 A 


Mr. Hormax, I call for a division. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 151, noes 30. 

Mr. — "Aa the negative vote la not enough to ordex the yeas and nays I 
will not ask for them. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

And I have no doubt the gentleman from Michigan was present. 
And in the Senate, where there was a large majority of the same polit- 
ical views as the gentleman from Michigan, the bill passed in the 
same say way. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘That does not reach the point of order on the bill, 
Does the gentleman find where the point of order was raised ? 

Mr. WADDELL. No, sir; I was reading what took place when 
the House was acting on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. CONGER. as that the report of a committee of conference ? 

Mr. WADDELL, No, sir; this proposition never went td a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well; my recollection is that the point of 
order was raised on that, and there was some time in the progress of 
the bill when that was thrown ont; but, I say, I cannot state dis- 
tinctly. I am not here proposing to take any action against that 
law; but I am here advocating the enforcement of that law, not that 
I like the law, but as it is the law I claim that we should not modify 
it so as to prepare the way for another act and repre Gre riations 
greater, as has been admitted 8 this 8340 , to made 

ereafter when this precedent shall have been established. 

The gentlemen have got their law for this amount. Let them take 
it under the rulings of the Secretary of the Treasury, and let them 
distribute the amount as they may to these violators of contracts. 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to my colleague from Texas, [Mr. 


ar 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not 2 weil to occupy the attention of the 
Honse n moment longer, but I feel I would be unjust to myself and 
my others if I did not make some response to the gentleman from 

ichigan. 

In the discussion of this question so far as I went I endeavored to 
state the reasons which seemed to me to make it right and proper that 
this bill should be passed, and I stated some facts to which the gentle- 
man from Michigan has referred. I stated, among other things—but 
before I repeat what I did state I will refer to what the gentleman 


from Michigan has charged, 

confederacy, had stolen the mone; 

for two or three quarters before 

General suspending the service was issued; that we had stolen tho 

pines sarees that we had stolen the mail-bags; that we had stolen. 
coaches 


that we, and I as an instrument of the 
that 3 to the Government 
ep ion of the Postmaster- 


the mail and horses, I believe he said. Well, sir, in the first 
place, the gentleman, I suppose, merely wanted to round off his 
rhetoric when he spoke of the horses and coaches which did not be- 
long to the Government. 

. CONGER. Does the gentleman deny that his government im- 
pressed and took them ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman has no interest in that question, 
whether it be true or not true; neither has the Government of the 
United States, and I do not Bae ng to discuss that. 

I had stated before the House very distinctly that under the au- 
thority of a law of the confederacy I had been authorized as post- 
master-general to issue a proclamation assuming the control of the 
postal service of the States within the authority of the confederacy 
on the Ist day of June, 1861. I stated that by some coincidence, 1 
did not know how, it happened the Postmaster-General of the United 
States had suspended, by a proclamation subsequently published, the 
mail service in the same States on the 29th day of May; so that the 
day after the Federal Government suspended the service by procla- 
mation of the Postmaster-General the confederate government as- 
sumed the control of the service by the proclamation of its postmas- 
ter-general. I stated that under the authority of that law the post- 
master-general had been authorized to continue the existing post- 
masters in their appointments and the existing contractors in their 
contracts until new appointments or new contracts should be made, 
if they saw proper to occupy that relation to the confederate govern- 
ment. I stated that under that same proclamation the postmasters 
of the confederacy were all required to settle up their accounts with 
the Federal Government to the 1st day of June, 1861, and pay over 
the money due to the Government and return all postage-stamps due 
to the Government. And it is a matter of history that up to that 
time the mail service was still in operation between Washington 
City and the Southern States. 

ow fully these settlements were made Idonot know. There was 
time to have made them, and many were made, The confederate 
government never received or collected one dollar due from the 
receipts of the Post-Office Department or postage-stamps, and they 
never paid a dollar to a contractor which had become due before the 
Ist day of June, 1861; but they required all postmasters to turn over 
the entire amount of ney received by them up to that date, and 
the contractor who e that money was due for postal service 
up to that date, over to the United States Government. They also 
required all postmasters to turn over all the stamps in their 
ion. I have already stated this before the House, and in view 
of the proclamation issued by the confederate government at that 
time, and in the face of such a statement from me, I say that no man 
who respects himself will dispute what I have said on that subject 
on this floor and charge that we have stolen that money and had 
stolen the pos tamps. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CON- 
GER] said he norespect for the confederacy and none for the con- 
federate postmaster-general. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, no; I did not say ing of that kind. 

Mr. REAGAN. Well, then I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time yielded to the gentleman from Texas 
by his coll e [Mr. Murs] has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. I beg to be titted to go on. 

Mr. MILLS. I will yield a short time further to my colleague. 

Mr. CONGER.. I do not wish l of what I stated to reflect 
upon the gentleman from Texas. I was speaking of the contractors. 

Mr. REAGAN. L accept the explanation. I was going on to say 
that, after a greater number of years spent in this life than I would 
be willing to tell before the ladies, I can stand up before my coun- 
trymen and my God to-day and say that I never participated in 
theft, wrong, swindling, or any dishonorable act. Since the time the 
change of government took place I can look back to my official rec- 
ord and acts with a sense of proud satisfaction. We put it out of the 
power of these postmasters and others engaged in the postal service 
to cheat the United States by the issue of proclamations, fixing their 
responsibility both for money in their hands and for Doster atanpa 
which they held. We never used the ps of the United 
States or a dollar of the money in the post-offices before the Ist day 
of June, 1861, I state again, in the hearing of the gentleman from 
Michigan, so that he may know that I had a reason in desiring to do. 
this work, for I and others in all the s les of that time looked 
forward to a poean day when reconciliation and adjustment might 
occur. We fixed the liability both of the postmasters of the con- 
federate government and the rights of the contractors under the 
confederate government, and only held the postmasters responsible 
to it after that government took e of the postal service. 

This enabled us lawfully to adjust those claims without great dif- 
ficulty; and there was another reason which the gentleman from 
Michigan fails to see, that we did not wish to lay temptation before 
the large numberof officers who held that money and whose accounts 
we had no means of adjusting, who were accountable to no one, and 
it was felt we should subject them to temptation if we permitted 
them to retain this money in their hands without a check upon them. 
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such as existed in the Post-Office and Treasury Departments at 
Washington. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman state why this bill was not 
prepared with a guard that no money shall be paid which was paid 
for by the confederate government ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman misunderstands the resolution. 
That clause was contained in the bill of last year, and now it is left 
ont at my suggestion underthestatement that there was no use for it. 

Mr. WILLITS. Was that the only clause left out? After the 
words “eighteen hundred and sixty-one” are not the words omitted 
“ani before these States respectively engaged in the war?” 

Mr. REAGAN. There is a change in that. 

Mr. WILLITS. Does not the bill now before us extend the obli- 
gations of the Government? South Carolina en in war in April, 
and yet you would pay all the mail contractors in that State up to 
the 29th day of May. Will not that enlarge the amount of claims? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will answer that question. The gentleman is 
right in stating that at the close of last session it was provided that 
they should be paid up to the commencement of the war. 

ar WILLITS. Up to the time when each State engaged in the 
war 

Mr. REAGAN. This bill fixes the date at which the United States 
Government, according to the proclamation of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, terminated the service and the time at which the confederate 
government took up the service. 

Mr. WILLITS. The question I desire to ask the gentleman is this, 
whether this resolution does not in effect A 4 more money 
than the law passed on the 3d of March, 1877 

Mr. REAGAN. My answer to that is this: if you take the mean 
date when the several State governments passed their ordinances of 
secession, I do not know whether there would be an increase. 

Mr. WILLITS. You must take the case of South Carolina from the 
time when Fort Sumter was fired upon ; that was engaging in war. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggest to the gentleman that if we take a mean 
or average rate I am not Le geen to say whether it would increase 
the amount or not. What I want to say to the gentleman is that 
under this bill Congress has to determine that fact with reference to 
the action of the Government itself, and that is the highest author- 
ity on that subject. And I repeat to the gentleman that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States did continue to carry the mails until 
the 29th of May, and that postal communication was open between 
Washington City and the Northern States generally and the Southern 
States up to the date when the United States discontinued the serv- 


ice. 

Mr. WILLITS. Did not the State of South Carolina and other 
States, after they had seceded or claimed that they had seceded, 
claim to control these mail routes ? 

Mr. MILLS. I must resume the floor. 

Mr. WADDELL. Ihave discovered the paper which I could not 
find before, which gives a list of all these rontes, and I ask the Clerk 
to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, November 10, 1877. 

Sm: Acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the 6th instant, asking to be 
furnished with the numbers amounts (total) of the claims filed by southern 
mail contractors for services in 1859, 1860, and 1861, L bave the honor to inform you 
that from the report of the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department 


of the 9th instant claims of the character above mentioned appear to have been 
filed as follows, namely: : 


Claims filed by southern mail 9 Jor services in 1859, 1860, and 
1861. 


Amounts. 


33 


Bross 


SSS 
2885888888883 


2E [SSS 888888882 


35 
52 
36 
33 
50 
62 

2 
81 
3⁵ 


— 
PPr 
— 
— 
* 


5 
8 


Very respectfully, 3 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. A. M. WADDELL, 


Chairman Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads, 
ouse of Representatives. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, the debate on the measure now pend- 
ing before the Committee of the Whole has drifted a long way from 
the real question presented for our consideration, It has been led 
away to the administration of the postal affairs of the confederate 
government. It has been led over the old battle-scarred track of 
war in the Southern States. Its gaping wounds have been again re- 
opened to furnish a refuge for some who may be opposed to the pay- 
ment of the just debts of the Government. 


There is but one question before the committee; there can be but 
one legitimate question before it. That is the question of contract, 
and the question of loyalty to its contract on the part of tho Govern- 
ment of the United States. Now, as I said on a former occasion in 
this House, the question of loyalty can never arise in the solution of 
a contract between the Government anda citizen or subject. When- 
ever the Government is asked to do something from grace, to bestow 
some benevolence, then the question of faithfulness or of unfaithful- 
ness may arise. But whenever the Government of the United States, 
or any government on earth, is confronted with its solemn obliga- 
tion, is confronted with its plighted word, no question of loyalty can 
arise, save alone that loyalty which emanates 
and binds him to the observance of his word. 

This is no new doctrine. I have before me two opinions of the At- 
torney-General of the United States sanctioning this doctrine. One 
is in a case where during the war, in the very midst of its heat and 
fire, an Army officer made a contract with a rebel in Virginia to fur- 
nish so many cords of wood I believe to a railroad company, and which 
was necessary for the successful transportation of the Army of the 
United States. That was a contract made with a rebel, made with 
one every feeling of whose heart was to break down the Government 
of the United States. But he performed his contract, and the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States, Mr. William M. Evarts, who cer- 
tainly ought to be good authority on questions of loyalty, said that 
the Government of the United States was bound to keep the contract. 
He cites the very law which one gentleman on the other side of the 
House has read in connection with this question, and says that was a 
question of contract, and that the law did not intend to interfere 
with any question of contract, but the contract must be executed. I 
will read a short paragraph from his decision. Of that law he says: 

Tt does not extend to accounts based upon contracts made by the duly authorized 


agents of the United States, the performance of which, on the part of the Govern- 
ment, considerations of policy and good faith alike seem to require. 


And that must be the judgment of every honorable man. A decis- 
ion found in the same volume, (volume 12 of Opinions of Attorneys- 
General,) in the case of Jennings, rendered by Mr. Browning, is to 
the same effect exactly. I will read the head-note, that members of 
the House may get the facts of the case: 

The joint resolution of March 2, 1867, prohibitin, ent to an not 

i Jellion, does not affect the certificates of 


known to have been Ni ean to rebellion, does not affect 
funded stock issued under the act of October 13, 1848. 


That covers the exact case now before the House. There was a 
debt contracted by the Government of the United States before the 
war. So are these contracts under the Post-Office Department. There 
was an attempt to escape the payment of these just obligations on 
the part of the Government, on the ground that the parties who held 
them had afterward gone into the war and taken part against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. If members will give me their atten- 
nee I sin read a short paragraph from the opinion of the Attorney- 

neral: 


The negotiability and market value of the securities issued prior to April 13, 1861, 
would be 5 if the holders thereof are embraced by the terms of the 
joint resolution. Such would be the inevitable result if every bondholder, whether 
resident or foreign, (for the terms of the joint resolutiou apply to all alike,) be re- 
quired to establish to the satisfaction of the officers of the before receiv- 
ing payment of the interest or principal, that he never “ promoted, enco! or” 
in any manner sustained the pete “and that during said rebellion he was 
known to be thereto and distinctly in favor of its tr eestor A new 
condition would thus be imposed upon the holder which would essentially impair 
the obligation of the contract. The right to confiscate private debts or private 
property in banks or in 8 funds dus or belon to the enemy, while recog- 
nized by the Supreme Court, its exercise in time of war has, in the language of 
Chancellor Kent,“ been condemned by the enlightened conscience and judgment 


from one’s conscience 


of modern times.“ Vattel observes: “ The State does not even touch sums which 
it owes to the enemy. Everywhere funds confided to the public are exempt from 
confiscation and ure in case of war.” A fitting regard to the inviolability of 


the public faith and the maintenance of the public credit has protected such securi- 
ties in the hands of actual enemies in time of war. 

The right of such enemies, suspended only during hostilities, may, on the ter- 
mination of them, be maintained in all its original igor without being fettered by 
any new conditions. I cannot concede that Congress by legislation in time of peace 
intended to interfere in any manner with the 8 of the public debt. No 
such presumption can be entertained until their intent shall have been unequivo- 


manifested. There is nothing in the joint resolution which in my opinion ap- 


plies to the holders of our publio bonds. 


Now, does the Government of the United States demand of her pub- 
lic creditors in Germany, in France, in Great Britain, when they pre- 
sent these bonds of which we have heard so much, and about which 
geutleman on the otber side of the House have said so muth to re- 
mind us of what is due in good faith—does the Government of the 
United States require the Englishman, or the German, or the French- 
man to take an oath of loyalty before it pays him? Not at all. It 
is a contract on the part of the Government; it bears on its face the 
plighted word of the Government that it will pay it when presented 
according to its terms. It makes no difference whether a German, a 
Pole, a Laplander, or a rebel in arms against it, presents the obli 
tion. When the party who owns the obligation presents it to t 
Government, its public faith and its public honor are pledged to its 
redemption. That is the law everywhere. The authority from which 
I have read says that during the existence of hostilities as one of the 
rights of war, the payment may be suspended, but when hostilities 
cease the Government again resumes the payment of its obligations. 

Now, gentlemen ought to reflect that this is simply a question of 
advantage against a question of honor. They ought to reflect that 
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such a claim as this they are teaching a terrible lesson 
to the people of the United States, who are now restive under a fear- 
ful load of debt. They Soay to remember that while. they sing 


by rejectin 


pæans to honor and owe faith, while they teach by precept fidelity 
to obligations, example is after all the best teacher. Precepts lose 
all their force when contradicted by example. In vain will a father 
teach his child how enormons is the guilt of lying if before that child 
he constantly sets the example of lying. In vain may he inveigh 
with all the power of eloquence against the enormity of stealing if 
his practice sets the example of larceny. Thus, notwithstanding all 
the lessons of sound precept, a child may be reared to be both a liar 
and a thief. 

Now, gentlemen, let us not hear so much about keeping the public 
faith; but every time the word of the Government of the United 
States is presented, redeem it. Set the example of fidelity on the part 
of the Government to its obligations. Let it keep its obligations to 
all, no matter where they live, whether in the Southern States or in 
the Northern States, or in foreign lands, Thus you will teach by the 
strong lesson of example that there is a power in the obligations of 
the Government; that there is binding force in its plighted word; 
that under no circumstances, however trying, will it refuse to redeem 
m obligation that it has assumed. 

gentlemen are going to make the point every time the United 
States owes anything to southern Lean that it is legitimate to 15700 
diate the debt, although the southern people are taxed along with 
the people everywhere else to support it; if you are going to say that 
the obligations of the Government may be paid, provided the money 
does not go to any man in the Southern States, you teach them and 
their Representatives that they may disregard the obligations and 
the honor of the Government of the United States whenever it is 
their advantage to do so, as you do to them when it is to your advan- 
tage. Ibeg you notto set such anexample. Ibeg you to think seri- 
ously upon the step you are now taking and to remember that when 
you have once taught the people of the United States to realize that 
they have a right to trample upon the plighted word of the Govern- 
ment, you have turned loose a power that you can never bind again. 
When once taught and made to fully understand that the dishonor 
only lies in geographical lines they will soon force your boundary and 
pad relief in rolling off their shoulders the enormous burden under 
which they , whether it exists in the North or in the South. 
The public debt of the United States is secure and only secure ina 
constant, unvarying adherence to all the national obligations. 

Mr. PAGE. j pasan that the committee rise. 

Mr. FRYE. I have an amendment that I would like to offer. 

Mr. HAYES. I believe I am entitled to the floor for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor for that 
purpose ; but the pending amendment reported by the committee has 
not yet been acted on. 

The motion of Mr. Page that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Hooker reported that the Committee of the Whole, 
having had under consideration the Private Calendar, had directed 
him to report to the House, with a favorable recommendation, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1496) for the relief of George H. Giddings ; and also that 
the committee, having had under consideration a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 20) to apply the annual appropriation by the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain mail contractors, had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. y 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1496) 
for the relief of George H. Giddings, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar with a recommendation that it 


pass, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were— 
ayes 107, noes 42. 

Mr. BRAGG. I call for the yeas and nays; and in doing so I wish 
to inquire, so that the House may vote understandingly, whether this 
bill does not provide for the payment of an ante-war c aim? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer that question. 

The = and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOYD. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 108, noes 75. 

Mr. EDEN and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair asks 
unanimons consent to ley before the House certain executive com- 
munications. 

There was no objection. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SOUTH PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the eighth report upon the improvement of 
South Pass of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT CROIX RIVER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of War, transmitting a report on the Saint Croix River; which 
was aes to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES E. MACKLIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of War, transmitting the Adjutant-General’s report on the case 
of James E. Macklin, late second lieutenant Eleventh United States 
Infantry; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM BEANTOR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a petition of William Beantor, late private 
Com ay C, Twenty-first Infantry, te be reimbursed for moneys em- 
bezzled by W. W, Fleming, late lieutenant Twelfth Infantry; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PHILO SCHULTZE AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the return of papers in the claim of Philo 
Schultze and others; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

LOSSES BY FIRE AT FORT RIPLEY, MINNESOTA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting affidavits of officers and enlisted men who 
suffered loss of property by fire at Fort Ripley, Minnesota ; which was. 
referred to the Committee on Military i 


EMPLOYES IN SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a list of employés in the Subsistence De- 
partment; which was refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, for three days from Monday next; 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, until Tuesday next; 

Mr. Rice, of Ohio, for one week from Monday next; and 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, for one week from Monday next. 


CHARLES N. WILLIAMS AND DANFORD MOTT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, by unanimous consent, moved that 
leave be granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 
pepere in the case of Charles N. Williams and Danford Mott, there 

ing no adverse report. 

Mr. WADDELL. I hope the demand for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to adjourn will be withdrawn. [Cries of “No!” “No!” 

The question was then taken; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 116, nays 100, not voting, 76; as follows: 


YEAS—116. 
Aiken, Clark, Rush Ittner, y, 
Aldrich, Cobb, James, Robinson, George D. 
=o = pen John S. Robinson, Milton 8. 
y. onger. 01 z Ross, 
Babee John H. Cox, Jacob D. Kelfer, Ryan, 
Baker, William H. Cummings, Keightley, Sampson, 
Ballou, Cutler, Lapham, Shallenberger, 
Banks, Danfo Lathrop, Singleton, 
Bayne, Davis, Horace Lindsey, Sinnic 
Bicknell. ing, Lockwood, Smal 
Bisbee, Denison, Maisb, Smith, A. Herr 
Blair, Eames, Marsh, Springer, 
Boyd, Elam, McCook, Starin, 
5 James L. MeGowan, Stone, John W. 
Brentano, Evins, John H McKinley, Strait, 
Brewer, Fort, Mitchell, Thom Y 
Briggs, * Foster, Monroe, Townsend, Amos 
Browne, Gunter, Norcross, Townsend, M. I. 
Bundy, Hanna, Oliver, Vance, 
B j Hardenbergh, Neill, Van Vorhes, 
Burdick Harrison, Page, Ward, 
Caldwell, W.P Hayes, Warner, 
Calkins, Hazelton, Phillips, Watson, 
Camp, Henderson, o 5 Welch, 
Campbell. Hiscock, Pound, White, Michael D. 
Candler, Humphrey, Pugh, Williams, A. 8. 
Cannon, Hungerford, Rainey, Williams, Andrew 
Hunter, Rea, Williams, C. G. 
Clark, Alvah A Hunton, Reed, Willits. 
NAYS—100. 
Atkins, Culberson, Hartzell, Mayhain, 
l, Davidson, Haskell, MeKenzie 
Benedict, Davis, Joseph J. Hatcher, Mc. 
Blackburn, Di Henkle, Mills, 
Blount, Dickey, 1 Money, 
Boone, Douglas, Hewitt, G. W. rgan, 
Bouck, Dunnell, Herbert, Morrison, 
Bright, Durham Hooker, Muldrow, 
Brogden, Eden, House, Overton, 
Cabell, Field, Jones, James T. Pa n, T. M. 
Carlisle, Finley, Kenna, Pridemore, 
Chalmers. Forne; Ketcham, Randolph, 
Clark of Missouri, in, el, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Garth, Knott, Rice, Americus V. 
Clymer, Ganse, Landers, Rice, William W. 
Cook, Giddings, Ligon, ddie, 
Covert, Goode, Lynde, Robbins, 
Crapo, Hamilton, key, Sayler, 
Cravens, Harris, Henry R. Manning, Scales, 
Crittenden, Hartridge, Martin, Schleicher, 
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Shelley, 7 E w. mi . 8 J — my 
Slemons. ‘ownshend, alsh, illis, Albert 
Southard, Tucker, Whitthorne, Wilson, 
Sparks, . Wigginton, Wright, 
Steele, Waddell, W 8, James Yeates. 
NOT VOTING—‘%6. 
Banning, Evans, I. Newton Joyce, Sapp, 
Beebe, Ewing, Kelley, 
Bland, Felton, Killinger, Smith, William E. 
Bliss, Freeman, Knapp, 8 
Bridges, Frye, Leonard, Stephens, 
Buckner, à 5 Ste 
Butler, Gardner, en Stone, Joseph C. 
Cain, Garfield, Metcalfe, 
Caldwell, John W. Gibson, Morse, Thornburgh, 
Chittenden, Glover, Muller, Tipten, 
Claflin, Hale, Neal, Turney, 
Collins, Harmer, Peddie, Veeder, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Harris, Phelps, Wait, 
Darrall, Harris, John T. Potter, White, 
8 owers, Williams, 
Eic 4 Hendee, ice, Willis, Benjamin A. 
Ellis, Hewitt, Abram S. Quinn, Wood, 
Ellsworth, Hu berts, Wren, 
tt, Jones, k Robertson, Young. 
So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 
2 the roll-call, 
Mr. REILLY stated his colleagues, Mr. HARMER and Mr. COLLINS 
were paired. 
Mr. CARLISLE stated that his colleague, Mr. CALDWELL, was ab- 


sent on account of sickness. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded; and thereupon 
(at four o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 
until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: Papers relating to the claim of Henry L. Clok— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of the Northwestern Oil Company 
and other manfacturers, at Chicago, Illinois, against a hasty revision 
of the tariff laws—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Ann Atkinson, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Revolution Pensions. 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Papers relating to the claim of William J. Piper— 


to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of soap manufacturers, against an 
increase of duty on soda ash and caustic soda—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOONE: The petition of R. C. Jameson, for compensation 
for rent of his store-house by the Quartermaster’s Department, United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Charles Hinkle and 28 other citizens, of Bal- 
lard County, Kentucky, forthe reduction of the tax on manufactured 
tobacco—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of James Bayne and other citi- 
zens of Illinois, against the reduction of the duty on flaxseed and 
linseed-oil—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of James W. Timmons, for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A paper relating to the erection of a building 
in the city of Key West, Florida, to be used as a United States court- 
house, custom-house, and post-oflice—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petitions of printers and of pub- 
lishers of newspapers of San Francisco, California, for the reduction 
or entire removal of the tariff on type—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Ti:e petition of Charles H. Ricker and others, 
for an increase of the pe:sion of John Reed—to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTI} : The petition of George Rust & Co. and 
other manufacturers at Bast Saginaw, Michigan, against a hasty and 
injudicious revision of tlie tariff laws—to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Isaac Winans, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of Samuel Buchanan & Co. and 
200 others, citizens of Huntington County, Indiana, that the duty on 
flaxseed and linseed-oil remain unchanged—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of H. Arnold & Co. and other citizens of Whitley 
County, Indiana, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of workingmen of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, engazed in the manufacture of carpets, against any 
change of the tariff laws and against the reimposition of the war tax 
on tea and coffee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARTZELL: The petition of James Hood and 194 other 
citizens of Randolph County, Illinois, against changing existing du- 
ties upon castor-beans and castor-oil—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Papers relating to the establishment of post- 


routes from Calhoun to Saville, Alabama, and from Montgomery to 
Carter's Hill, Alabama—to the Committee on the P ce and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of citizens of i Michi- 


gan, for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at that 
place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of Charles F. Howe, Alenzo 
Potter, and 162 others, of Berrien County, Michigan, that no change 
be made in the rates of tariff duties on wool—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Papers relating to the claim of Celia A. Grove— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the General Assembly of Louisiana, favoring the 
passage of the silver bill—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, memorial of the General Assembly of Louisiana, asking Gov- 
ernment aid in the construction of the Mississippi levees—to the Com- 
mittee on Mississippi Levees. 

Also, memorial of the General Assembly of Louisiana, requesting 
the passage of the Eames bill for the better organization of the dis- 
trict courts of the United States in Lonisiana—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: A paper from S. G. Elliott, relative to the 
Oregon Steamship Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MAYHAM: The petition of citizens of Durham, New York, 
for the remonetization of silver and the repeal of the resumption 
act—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of G. W. Long, esq., of Ilinois, 
for the improvement of the navigation of western rivers—to the 
Committee on Commerce. . 

By Mr. OLIVER: The petition of Cyrus Snyder and other citizens 
of Iowa, against a reduction of the tariff on linseed and linseed-oil— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Resolutions of the senate of Pennsylvania, 
against the passage by Congress of the Wood tariff bill and against 
anti-tariff legislation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado: Papers relating to the claim of 
G. F. Jocknick—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Resolutions of the national greenback State 
convention of Michigan, favoring the establishment of postal savings- 
banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of citizens of the second congres- 
sional district of Iowa, for the restoration of silver as money as it 
was prior to the year 1873—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of dealers in manufactured tobacco and cigars of 
Keokuk, Iowa, for a drawback in case the tax on tobacco is reduced— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. Charles 
E. Tupper—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SAMPSON : The petitions of W. H. Severs and 55 other citi- 
zens of Oskaloosa, and of H. T. Wright and 39 other citizens of New 
Sharon, Iowa, against the reimposition of the income tax—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petitions of the German Catholic Aurora 
Homestead Association, and of the Cincinnati Colonization Society, 
us sia to settlers on the public lands—to the Committee on Public 

nds. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the senate_of 
Pennsylvania, against any change in the existing tariff law that pro- 
poses to impose a duty on crude or raw materials not produced in 
this country and admitting free articles manufactured from the 
same—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD:: The petition of W. B. Hunter and others, of 
Rural Dale, Ohio, against a reduction of the tariff on wool—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of James H. Smith, for the amendment of the 
pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKS: Resolutions of the Elgin Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the removal of the duty on salt—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of B. C. Kirk, Alfred 
Jones, and 100 other workingmen of Cleveland, Ohio, and of John H. 
King, Jacob Theirs, and other citizens of Canal Dover, Ohio, against 
any modification of the tariff laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of citizens of Fort 
Edward, New York, against reducing duties on hanging-paper—tothe 
same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petition of citizens of Ben- 
ton, Illinois, against a reduction of the tariff on castor-beans and 
castor-oil—to the same committee. ; 

By Mr. TURNEY: The petition of 624 citizens of the twenty-first 
congressional district of Pennsylvania, against any reduction in the 
present tariff—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WALKER: Resolutions of a meeting of tobacco-growers, 
of Louisa County, Virginia, urging prompt action upon the tobacco 
tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: Papers relating to the petition 
of Will A. Coulter for restoration to the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of citizens of Be- 
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nosha, Wisconsin, that no change be made in the duties on flaxseed 
and linseed-oil—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of John Puff and oth- 
ers, for the speedy pemg of the Texas Pacific Railroad bill—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Hannah Hallam, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: The petition of Eleanor Hamill, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 


MONDAY, February 18, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D, D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. F 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a res- 
olution of the Senate of the 4th instaut, copies of all papers in the 
Department relating to the settlement of accounts for the transporta- 
tion of the Second Regiment of Infantry from Saint Louis to San 
Francisco, via Denver, in the month of July, 1877; which, on motion 
of Mr. CHAFFEE, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 
15th instant, a communication addressed to him by Rear-Admiral 
John Rodgers, United States Navy, Superintendent of the Naval Ob- 
servatory, Washington, District of Columbia, on the usefulness of 
Government observations; which, on motion of Mr. SARGENT, was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McCREERY. I hold in my hand a letter addressed to me, 
signed 95 forty or fifty gentlemen of Cloverport, Kentucky, in the 
nature of a petition, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law. I 
move its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to ‘ 


He also presented the petition of Augustus Sprague, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, late a eee B, Second Michl. 
gan Volunteers, praying the repayment of a sum paid by him for a 
substitute for military service when he. was not liable to be drafted ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of the president, S. R. Foss, 
and the secretary, S. C. Carey, of the Southern Nebraska Wool-Grow- 
ers and Sheep-Breeders’ Association, remonstrating against a reduc- 
re of the tariff on wool; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. I present the petition of Moses W. Field 
snd others. citizens of Detroit, Michigan, praying Congress to re 
the act for the resumption of specie payments, to restore to the silver 
dollar its quality of legal tender, and to devise the legislation neces- 
sary to give to the people a uniform legal-tender currency receivable 
for all public dues not otherwise provided for in contracts, issued by 
the United States alone, to the exclusion of all other sources of issue, 
and convertible into panon themselves convertible into legal-tender 
notes, both at the option of the holder. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of H. O. Rogers and 
others, citizens of Rochelle, Illinois, representing the manufacture of 
linseed-oil under the protecting influence of the present tariff as being 
an increasing and important industry of the United States, and pray- 
ing that there may be no change made in the rates of duties on linseed 
and linseed-oils ; which was referred to the Committec on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of Walter Tate, of 
Pensacola, Florida, praying compensation for certain property taken 
from him by United States troops during the late war, in Wilcox 
County, Alabama ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present the petition of Francis E. Abbot, presi- 
dent of the National Liberal League, accompanied by 10,660 signa- 
tures from nearly every State in the Union, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States to provide for the total 
separation of Church and State. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of L. B. Palmer, A. W. 
McCarty, C. W. Wilson, and 536 others, citizens of Nebraska, prayin 
for the adoption of an amendment to the timber-culture bill now a 
ing in the Senate ; which was referred to the Committee on Public 


Mr. MATTHEWS presented the memorial of Thomas H. Lambert | Lands. 


and others, workingmen residing at Monroe Furnace, Ohio, en 

in the manufacture of pig-iron, remonstrating against a reduction of 

the duties on foreign imports and against the reimposition of the 

hados tax en tea and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance, 

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of James Crockett and 161 others, 
masters, mates, pilots, and engineersof the United States, holding cer- 
tificates of competency, and a petitian of citizens of Detroit, Michigan, 
praying an amendment to the act of April 1, 1874, authorizing the 
employment of certain aliens as engineers and pilots, so that licenses 
shall ted to such persons only as shall reside permanently in 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Walter B. Miller and 
others, citizens of Warren County, Indiana, praying for the remoneti- 
zation of silver and the repeal of the resumption act; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Riley Hiatt and others, citizens 
of Wayne County, Indiana, praying that no change be made in the 

resext duty on linseed and linseed-oil; which was referred to the 
Committeo on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of E. A. Nickels and others, 
citizens of Hot Springs, Arkansas, praying Snas seal ee, pee 
be given to the claims of pensioners who are sufferers, as is alleged, 
by the provisions of an unjust limitation law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a memorial of Ben. T. Duval, chairman, and 
others, members of the bar association of Fort Smith, Arkansas, in 
favor of the passage of a law creating a United States circuit court 
for the district of Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a resolution of the 
select and common council of Erie, Pennsylvania, offering a site in 
that city for the construction by the United States of public build- 
ings for the use of the United States courts and other public offices 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of a special meeting of the American 
Iron and Steel Association held at the office in Philadelphia on Tues- 
day, February 12, 1878, remonstrating against a hasty alteration of 
the tariff or any change therein until the condition of the business 
of the country shall have first been carefully ascertained; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented a memorial of Evans & Walker and 
others, citizens of Detroit, Michigan, remonstrating against the repeal 
of the bankrupt law; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


n 

Mr. HEREFORD presented a memorial of the board of commis- 
sioners to look after the improvement of the Ohio River and its trib- 
utaries, prepared by a commission appointed by the governors of 
Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Tennessee, signed by James K. Moorhead, of Pennsylvania, chair- 
man, and George H. Thurston, of the same State, secretary of the 
executive committee ; which was referred to the Committee on Com 
merce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Daniel Smith and Rebecca Smith, praying to 
be allowed a pension on account of the services rendered by their 
son, Henry S. Smith, late of Company I, Twelfth Indiana Volun- 
teers, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Martha C. Kendall, of Adrian, Kendall County, 
Illinois, praying for a pension on account of services rendered by her 
son during the late war, submitted a report thereon, Preto api 
by a bill (S. No. 755) granting a pension to Martha C. Kendall. 
2 et was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

rinted. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Laura A. Turner, praying an increase of pension, reported 
adversely thereon, and the committee were discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 527) granting a pension to Morris B. Slosson, submitted an 
adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 


EUROPEAN SHIPS OF WAR. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 


referred a resolution relative to printing the second edition of the 
report of Chief Engineer King on European ships of war, reported 
it without amendment; and the resolution was considered and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate. (the House of Representatives concurring.) That there be 
rinted 1,000 copies of the second edition of the report of Chief ineer King on 
— ships ef war, for the use of the Navy Department. 


. BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 756) to provide for the election of a terri- 
torial governor, secre , and other territorial officers in the several 
Territories of the United States; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
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Mr. CHAFFEE, I introduce the bill by request and without com- 
mitting myself to the text of the bill. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 757) to provide for building a military post 
for the protection of the northern frontier of Montana; which was 
Ea twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. ‘ 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 758) for the relief of citizens of Montana who 
served with the United States troops in the war with the Nez Pereés, 
and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed in such service; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 759) to provide for the o ization of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, and for the better protection of the Indian tribes 
therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 760) to reinstate cer- 
tain officers of the United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PADDOCK (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
‘obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 761) for the relief of T. R. 
Eubanks, administrator of the estate of Barnett Lane; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 762) for the relief of C. T. Eubanks, 
successor to the firm of Anthony & Eubanks; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 763) to provide for holding terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts in the district of Colorado; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 764) to encourage the formation of free pub- 
lic libraries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 765) for the relief of Donald 
McKay; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 766) to legalize certain patents to members of 
the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MERRIMON (b seguen asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to indaco a bill (S. No. 767) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to allow the interment in the national cemetery at New Berne, 
in the State of North Carolina, of the remains of the late R. F. Sea- 
man, lately a commissioner of the United States circuit court in the 
eastern district of North Carolina; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EUSTIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 768) to defray the expenses of the mint and 
assay office at New Orleans, Louisiana, and making an appropriation 
therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 769) for the relief of the sufferers by the 
loss of the boat McAllister; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 770) fixing the compensa- 
tion of the telegraph operators of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


QUARANTINE AGAINST YELLOW FEVER. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution : 


Resolved, That CCVCFVCCCCCCC psa aoe ori 
to the Senate what legislation, if any, is necessary to establish and maintain effect- 
ive quarantine laws and y org relative to vessels arriving in the United 
Callow dover’ TELTAN oo as. pus aguiuns tus lospertation aod. spread ot Cash 
ow i 
— into country. Said committee may report by hill or otherwise. 

Before the resolution is acted upon finally I desire to say that I 
introduce it in accordance with a joint reselution passed by the 
Legislature of the State of Kentucky, signed by the speaker of the 
house, the speaker of the senate, the governor, and the secretary of 
staic, in which they set forth reasons for instructing their Senators 
and requesting their Representatives to lay the resolution before Con- 
gress and to do whut is possible in order to have it passed. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and to. 

Mr. BECK. I desire that the resolution of the State of Kentucky 
to which I referred and upon which this action is based be printed 
in the RECORD 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, it will be | of 


printed as desired. 


l 


The resolution is as follows: 


No. 7.—Resolution requesting our Senators and tatives in Congress to use 
their infiuence to secure the passage of pacts yearn law in the United 


Whereas the tropical scourge, yellow fever, makes almost annual visits to some 
States, carrying with it desolation and death ; and 
railroad facilities the disease is liable 


65 

ford, Connecticut: Quebec, once; New York, fourteen times; P elphia, thir- 
teen times ; Norfolk, Virginia, once, and Jis, Ohio, once; and the fact also 
being well known that yellow fever in 1253 1 at New Orleans as early as 
Neid thus showing that the only sure mode of keeping off the dreadful scourge 
rigid quarrantine of vessels arriving from the ports of West India Islands and other 
infected places; and 

Whereas the neglect on the part of the proper authorities to afford our citizens 
the necessary protection has resulted in great loss of life and property in addition 
to seriously impairing the commercial prosperity of numerous well-located towns 


and cities: Th 
Beit resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, That our 
Senators in Congress be directed and our Representatives in Congress be requested 
to devise and urge such measures as in geal ia may seem best to bring 
about such action on the part of Congress as shall result in a national quazuntine 
law that will effectually prevent the spread of yellow fever within the limits of the 
United States, and that a committee of three be appointed, 8 one sens- 
tor and two members of the house of eee, who 8 be requested and 
orialize in conformity to this resolution, and that they be 


directed to mem 
—̃ — N. Ae any means which they may deem 
necessary to protect the lives of the citizens a Commonwealth canine this 


„ A 
Speaker je House ver. 
e 5 the Se 
0) nate. 
Ap ‘ed Jan 16, 1878. 
DR mar JAMES B. McCREARY, 
Governor. 
By the fa 
. STODDARD JOHNSTON, 
Secretary of 


OBSTRUCTIONS IN ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. GARLAND submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Sec of War be ested to make jected Senate 
of the condition of the 8 vi 205 —.— bar inthe Ar River near 
the city of Fort Smith, Arkansas; whether any further appropriation is needed to 
successfully complete the same, and, if so, what amount. 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 
232 Ss erate asa or Cael 
* accom 
recommitted to the Committee on Military ait ti ct, 
PENSION AGENTS. 

Mr. WITHERS. A resolution of the Senate of October 19, 1877, 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, instructing them to report 
by bill or otherwise as to the proprie of reducing and properly ad- 
justing the salaries and fees of pension sent; and by it they were 
also to inquire into the expediency of abolishing all pension agencies, 
and providing hereafter for the payment of pensions at the Treasury 
of the United States. The committee now instruct me to move that 
the resolution be printed, together with the reports of the several 


officers of whom inquiry has been made by the committee as to their 
views on the subject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made if there be no 


objection. 
PENSIONERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. WITHERS. I wish to give notice while I am up that I pro- 
pose to-morrow to ask the Senate to take up at the expiration of the 
morning hour, and consider, the bill (S. No.17) amending the laws 

ting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and 
ir widows. 
- THE CALENDAR, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution offered by me last Thursday relative to consid- 
ering the Calendar. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule of the Senate the Secre- 
tary will now call the Calendar of resolutions and concurrent reso- 
lutions, upon which a the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Rhode Island which he now calls up. If there be no objection 
the Senate will now proceed toits consideration. It will be reported 
for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

That on Monday next at one o’clock the Senate will to the 
eee of the Calendar; and bills that are not objected to shall be taken up 
in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once, and for five min- 
utes only, till the end of the Calendar is reached, unless upon motion the Senate 
should at any time otherwise order. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The resolution should be amended so as to read 
“this day at one o'clock.” 

Mr. INGALLS. “Now.” 

Mr.CONKLING. “Immediately.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification proposed by the mover 
the resolution will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to understand precisely what is 
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understood to be meant by “ bills that are not objected to.” Sup 

a bill be taken up and read as in Committee of the Whole, an 
objection to its consideration be made then, does it go over under the 
hare ; or must the objection be made before the bill is read ? 

r. ANTHONY. The construction of this rule when adopted here- 
tofore and acted under has been that an objection applies at any 
time = the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, if that is understood to be what is 
meant by it. I do not care so much which way it is to be as to know 
which way it is to be understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


INDIAN CITIZENSHIP. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. By prior assignment, the special order 
for this morning is the bill (8. No. 107) to enable Indians to become 
citizens of the United States. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr, President, during the half hour which remains 
of the morning hour, until the operation of the order which has just 
been adopted, I desire to submit afew remarks upon this special order 
which now comes up for the consideration of the Senate. As the 
Senate will remember, this bill was under consideration some time 
ago and was made the special order for a day which has passed, and 
it now comes up as a regular order. 
was last under consideration I made hurried objec- 
tion to its passage, because it contained, as it seemed to me, features 
80 repugnant to what I supposed to be the traditional policy of the 
United States in its dealings with the Indians. It appeared to bea 
proposition to naturalize, by special process, persons who belonged to 
other “ nations” and incorporate them into the body of American citi- 
zens, while at the same time it allowed them to retain in part their 
tribal relations and hold interests in common with the nation from 
which their allegiance was to be transferred, something entirely at 
variance with that “uniform system of naturalization” which by 
the Constitution Congress is empowered to establish. 

I had not forgotten in general the light in which our revolutionary 
fathers held the Indians, but I had overlooked what a recent perusal 
of some essays of Professor Walker on the “ Indian question” has de- 
veloped, that the colonists had so far exalted them in the scale of 
co-operative manhood as in their treaty with the Delawares in 1778 
to contemplate the “formation of a league of friendly tribes under 
the hegemony of the Delawares, to constitute the fourteenth State of 
the confederation, then in arms with Great Britain, witha proportional 

resentation in Con, This was an exaltation of the Indian 
of which I confess that I had been ignorant. The executive, judicial, 
and legislative departments had always recognized the Indian tribes 
as “nations,” capable of making treaties, and I was under the impres- 
sion that any legislative act which contemplated the admission of 
individual Indians to citizenship should conform to the “uniform ” 
system of naturalization applied to the subjects or citizens of other 
foreign nations. 

The reference to the opinion of Chief-Justice Taney in the Dred 
Scott case, made by me on a former occasion, sustained this view. But 
while this is the true principle of naturalization there seems to have 
been no settled policy of the Government in carrying it out as regards 
the Indian for the last forty years, nor, indeed, since the beginning 
of the civil war, has it been observed with reference to other people. 
The special privileges granted to soldiers in that war and to seamen 
since illustrate this departure from uniformity. The general policy 
in regard to the Indian has been most confusing. The Senator from 
Kansas, in the former brief debate upon this subject, called attention 
to what seems to me the only really statesmanlike course to be pur- 
sued for the general good of the Indian, that of President Monroe 
in 1825, which contemplated the seclusion of all the Indians upon 
reservations, free from white intrusion, and this was followed by the 
removal of those east of the Mississippi to the Indian Territory. 

The Indian intercourse act of 1834 came next in the same direction, 
but since that time the course of legislation regulating the treatment 
and the disposal of these people has been most erratic and conflicting. 

This Monroe plan of dealing with them is briefly delineated by 
Professor F. A. Walker, formerly Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 
an article in the International Review of May, 1874, which gives its 
5 so succinctly that I am sure that the Senate will pardon 
my ing part of it: 

The features of this policy were, first, the removal of the tribes beyond the limits 
of settlement; second, the ent to them in perpetuity, under solemn treaty 
sanctions, of land sufficient to enable them to subsist by fishing and hunting, b; 
stock- or by agriculture, to their habits and proclivities ; 
their seclusion from the whites by stringent laws, forbidding intercourse; fourth, 
the poenos of the Indians through their own tribal organizations and accord- 
ing to their customs and laws. 

That policy, thus suggested by President Monroe, of which detailed 
plani were submitted in a communication of the Secretary of War, 

. Calhoun, accompanying the President’s message to Congress, 
seems to me to be the wisest and the best for the governance and ad- 
vancement of the Indians, and, with such modifications as time and 
the march of white population westward might have suggested, should 
have been steadily pursued by the Government. It received the em- 


phatic indorsement of our ablest statesmen, and the bill to put it in 
practical operation was promptly passed ad the unanimous vote of 
the Senate. The departure from this oe tful scheme, poy: 
the foresight of our fathers at a period called “the era of good feel- 
ing,” seems inexcusable unless the actual results of its execution 
demonstrated its disastrous effects upon the Indian or its injury to 
our poeple. On the e Lave evidence proves conclusively, as 
far as I can gather, that it worked with marked advantage to 
the Indian as well as to the white man. 

While as a general rule we have continued to treat with the various 
tribes of Indians down to 1871, making with them from three hundred 
and seventy-five to four hundred treaties and regarding them pre- 
cisely as other distinct nations, the legislation of Congress and the 
treaty-making power of the Executive and Senate seem to have made 
frequent exceptions to the general rule in regard to the subject of 
naturalization. 

Under various treaties and laws of Congress citizens have been 
made of Indians who ceased their tribal relations, beginning with the 
Choctaws in 1830, who remained in Mississippi and Alabama, and 
with the Wyandottes and others in 1855, and with a number of other 
tribes during and since the war, until, I find upon examination, to 
my surprise, between nine and ten thousand Indians have been thus 
admitted to American reaped os 

Here has sprung up the conflict between the rival policies, if I 
may so call them, of “exclusion,” under the Monroe plan, and of 
* citizenship,” the somnar devised scheme, in many instances, of 
the white land-grabber, The result of this policy of “ citizenship” 
has not been thus far satisfactory, according to the testimony of Pro- 
fessor Walker, who, in the same article just referred to, after reviewing 
the various difficulties in its way, thus sums up the outcome of the 
experiment: à 

Time has not yet been given for the full development of the consequences of 
thus devolving responsibility upon these Indians; but we already have informa- 
tion, official or semi-official, to the effect that the majority of the Pottawatomie 
citizens after selling their lands in Kansas have gone to the Indian Territory and 
reassociated themselves as a tribe; that of the Wyandottes considerable numbers 
have attached themselves to the reo ized tribe in the Indian Territory ; that of 
the citizen Ottawas of Blanchard's Fork nearly all have disposed of their allotted 
lands and are still cared for to some extent by the Government as Indians ; that 
of the Ottawas and Chippewas of Michigan a majority certainly, and probably a 
fa is: wigoticiaes avtehing tun avon od PADMA, TO DAA oh wide SAITES 
contesting for the favor of the agent in the way of earl eon Di as to the ore 
cise lands and the disappointed faction, in at eee instance, g 
to burg and larceny for the needed documents, * * * It will be thus seen 
that of these Indians upon whom the experiment of citizenship has been tried 
more than half, probably at least two- are now homeless, and must be re-en- 
dowed by the Government or they will sink to a condition of hopeless poverty and 


Tn this condition of things Congress in 1871 declared that "hereafter no Indian 
nation or tribe within the territory of the United States shall be coer tly ee 
recognized as an independent nation, tribe, or power with whom the United 
may contract by treaty.” 

So, then, came the destruction of that policy which recognized the 
tribes as “nations” and then Congress prohibited the making of 
treaties with them and annihilated that system of self-government 
of the tribes according to their own laws and customs and erected 
in lieu of it, what? Nothing, absolutely nothing. 

The powers of Congress to subject these Indians (now declared to 
be no longer capable of treating as nations) to the authority of con- 

ional laws cannot be doubted, for the Supreme Court has decided 
in United States vs. Rodgers, 4 Howard, 572, that it is— 

Too firmly and clearly established to admit of dispute that the Indian tribes 
residing within the territorial limits of the United States are subject to their 
authority, and when the country occupied by them is not within the territorial 
limits of one of the States Congress may, by law, punish any offense committed 
there, no matter whether the offender be a white man or an Indian. 

Professor Walker, however, calls attention to a declaration in a 
report of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, in the Forty-first 
Con, upon the subject of Indian citizenship, (report 268, in which 
there is not the slightest reference to this opinion of Chief-Justice 
Taney, in 4 Howard, 572,) which assertion, with due respect to the 
learning and ability of that committee, seems not to be well founded 
in law. It is in these words: 

Tnasmuch as the Constitution treats Indian tribes as oan p the rank of 
nations, capable of making treaties, it is evident that an act of Congress which 
should assume to treat the members of a tribe as subject to the municipal juris- 
diction of the United States would be unconstitutional and void. 

It is a curious coincidence that in the same month of December, 
1870, when the lawyers of the Senate were so declaring, the Supreme 
Court, in the case of the Cherokee tobacco, (11 Wallace, 619,) was 
aflirming the views of Chief- Justice Taney, and asserting them to be 
the established doctrine of the courts. After declaring the Indian 
Territory to be considered as a part of the United States and stating 
the decision of the court in the case of The United States vs. Rogers, 
(5 Howard, 572,) the court said: 

Both these propositions are so well settled in our jurisprudence that it would 
be a waste of Eime to discuss them or to refer to further authority in support of 
them. There is a long and unbroken current of legislation and adjudication in ac- 
cordance with them, and we are aware of nothing in conflict with either. 

And again: 

A treaty may supersede a prior act of Congress, 
au a treaty. * * Indian treaties “have no higher sanction.” 
Vine a ty. hig 


These are the words of the court, 


and an act of Congress may 
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The necessity of the exercise of the power of Congress in overturn- 
ing the terms of a treaty must, however, address itself to the moral 
sense of the lawmakers. 

I gather from Walker's book on the Indian question and from the 

rts of the commissioner that in round numbers about one hundred 
and twenty thousand Indians roam through the western wilds, with 
whom the United States have no treaty relations whatever, about 
one hundred and twenty-five thousand who have such relations under 
treaties about expiring, and about sixty thousand residing in the 
Indian Territory. 

It is thus seen that there are about two hundred and fifty thousand 
Indians over whom there is no practical system of authority proposed 
and for whom it is our bounden duty to make provision. 

The expenditures upon Indian account have increased to an alarm- 
ing extent, growing from $2,835,481.17 in 1861 to $7,061,728.82 in 1872 
and §$5,277,007.22 for the year ending June 30, 1877; and this of itself, 
if the higher call of humanity does not, should arouse us to the neces- 
sity of settling on some well-defined policy for the future treatment 
of these people. 

I shall therefore vote against any of these bills providing special 
privileges for individual citizenship of the Indian, because I insist 
we should haye some settled line of action in regard to them and be- 
cause of the evil results which have ensued whenever such acts con- 
ferring these rights of citizenship have been passed. 

As an instance of the improvidence of this Indian policy, the very 
case of the Stockbridge tribe, to which the honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Hows] called my attention the other day, and for 
which I thank him, fnrnishes the best evidence. For thirty years 
this tribe has been the foot-ball of congressional legislation. 

The act of March 3, 1843, chapter 101, destroyed the tribal relations 
of those Indians, divided in severalty their lands, gave the individual 
Indian his share by partition, and then dec that each of them 
should be a citizen of the United States, and destroyed all their rights 
as a tribe or nation and placed them under the laws of the United 
States, but reserved to them their interest in their annuities. But 
this arrangement was of short life, for on the 6th of August, 1846, 
that act of 1843 was repealed, and that clause allowing those who 
became citizens to have an interest in the annuities was expunged. 

The committee’s amendment to this bill proposes to do what the 
act of 1843 did and what the act of 1846 repealed. 

Again, under the act of 1865, March 3, chapter 127, provision was 
made for these Indians to avail themselves of the homestead act and 
to become citizens. These provisions may be found in the Revised 
Statutes, sections 2310, 2311, 2312. But the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs of 1872 does not give an encouraging account 
of their condition: 

The Stockbridges came originally from Massachusetts and New York. After 
several removals they, with the Munsees, finally located on their present reserva- 
tion. Under the provisions of the act of February 6, 1871, steps are now being 
taken to dis: of all of their reservation, with the exception of eighteen sections 
best adapted for agricultural pu which are reserved for their future use. 
They have no treaty stipulations with the United States at the present time, nor 
do the receive any annuities of any kind from the Government. They have, how- 
ever, $5,000 invested in United States bonds, held in trust for them by the Secretary 
of the Interior, the interest on which ) is used for educational pu for the 
benefit of their children. These tri deed, it may be said tribe, (the 
Stockbridges,) for of the Munsees there probably remain not more than a half a 
dozen souls—were formerly an intelligent, people, nota whit behind 
the most advanced of the race, possessed farms, weil instructed, and in- 
dustrious. Unfortunately for them, though much to the advantage of the Govern- 
ment, which aequ red thereby a valuable tract of country for white settlemen 
a removed, in 1857, to their present place of abode, e change has prov 
g 


y detrimental to their interests an 3 Their new reservation, the 
C6000 y wet seasons and ment frosts, 
never yielded them more than a meager subsistence. Many have for this rea- 

son left the tribe, and have been for years endeavoring to obtaina livelihood among 
the whites, maintaining but little intercourse with those remaining on the reserva- 
tion, yet still holding t has been bick- 


— m and faction quarre u 
munity. More than one-b: the present membership of the tri 
the Citizen“ and the “Indian” 


in the actof Congress of February, 1871, hereinbefore referred to, by which 
they will finally receive their share of the tribal property and become ci of 
the United States, 


That act of February 6, 1871, required the “ citizen ” portion of the 
tribe tobe paid in full and the citizen roll to be held as a surrender of 
all claim as members of said tribe, and the Indians then to become 
citizens of the United States and so, I presume, to follow the fate of 
their predecessors in moving eventually to the Indian Territory, or, 
having parted with their all, to live upon local charity or die from 
starvation. 

It will be seen that the bill now upon the Secretary’s table does 
not even demand all the requisites preparatory to citizenship put 
upon the Stockbridges, whose chief, or warrior, or head of family, 
must not only dissolve all relations with the tribe, but must declare 
his intention to become a citizen two years previous thereto; must 
prove by two witnesses his support of his family, his reading and 
speaking the English language; that he is well-disposed to be a 
peaceable and orderly citizen; that he has sufficient capacity to man- 
age his own affairs, &c., most of which requirements, conforming 
more nearly to the naturalization system, as I have suggested, are 
wanting in this bill and in the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee. For these and other reasons, which I will not detain the 
Senate to hear, I am opposed to this system of individual citizenship 


and will vote for no such bill. I trust these declarations will not be 
deemed presumptuous in one whose practical knowledge of the sub- 
ject must necessarily be somewhat limited because they are in con- 
flict with the suggestions of the last presidential message and of the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior; nevertheless my opinion has 
been formed after reflection and examination of the matter. I will 
support any measure looking to a determined and continuous policy 
of seclusion on one or more reservations, free from white intrusion, 
with a government of law and ample pecuniary aid to secure to the 
Indian every opportunity of advancement toward civilization. 

The pathetic story of the Indian has been too often told for vain 
repetition now. Neglected duty to him has found its excuse in the 
recent past because of the convulsions in our governmental system 
and the burdens laid upon the people in maintaining in its integrity 
our form of government and its territorial unity; but now, with peace 
on our borders and renewed prosperity I trust just dawning, we owe 
it to ourselves and to the cause of humanity to provide some settled 
system for the benefit of this hapless people. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the very able presentation of one 
side of this question must convince the Senate of its importance and 
of the interest that is felt in it. Under the order of the Senate, to- 
day after one o’clock is to be devoted to the consideration of cases 
upon the Calendar. To-morrow I understand it is the desire of the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. WITHERS] to call up the bill in relation to 
amending the pension laws relating to the soldiers of the war of 1812. 
A number of Senators have expressed to me their desire to speak upon 
this bill, which has been before the Senate already since the 10th day 
of last December. I am exceedingly anxious for various reasons that 
the discussion should proceed and the bill be disposed of by the Sen- 
ate; but,inasmuch as some Senators are not prepared to speak upon 
it to-day or to-morrow, I ask unanimous consent that this special or- 
der be made the order for Wednesday at one o’clock at the expiration 
of the morning hour, then to be proceeded with until disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the proposition of 
the Senator from Kansas, that the pending bill be made the special 
order for Wednesday next at one o’clock, and from day to day until 
disposed of ? 

. EDMUNDS. That last part I have objection to. I should not 
nee to Sethi to a final disposition of the bill to the exclusion of every- 
thing else. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well; let the bill be made the special order 
for Wednesday, and take its chances from day to day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To that the Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. THEODORE 
F. Kina, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. No. 1496) for the relief of George H. Giddings; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


EAGLE AND PHCENIX MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


Mr. GORDON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. aie for the relief of the Eagle and Phenix 
Manufacturing Company of Columbus, Georgia. It will be remem- 
bered that this bill was informally passed over a few days ago and I 
think we can now pass it without objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Action upon the bill at this time will 

uire unanimous consent. 
Ir. GORDON. I hope there will be no objection to it, inasmuch as 
it was passed over informally the other day. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It will be reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. GORDON. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it had better be taken up in its order un- 
der the resolution just adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the bills on 
the Calendar in their order. 

Mr. GORDON. If I may be allowed to make just one suggestion. 
I think I can get unanimous consent at this time to have the bill 
considered. I only want to suggest that this company is liable at 
any moment to have its property seized, and it is only by the suffer- 
ance of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that it holds its prop- 
erty to-day from such seizure. The privilege granted to them of 
presenting their claim before Congress expires in afew days. I hope, 
therefore, that the Senate will not delay longer a settlement of this 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. I think we had better proceed with the Calendar 
under the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the Calendar 
in its order. 

ISSUE OF RAILROAD BONDS, 


Mr. DORSEY. I offer the following resolution, in the nature of an 
amendment to the resolutions offe: by the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VOORHEES] on the 14th instant: 

Amend by 1 the first resolution the following: 

Resolved, further, said committee be instructed to ascertain what amountof 
money has been expended by the several Indian tribes of the Indian Territory in 
support of delegates to W. during the past five years and in opposin; 


the organization of a civil government over said Territory, and whether any of such 


1132 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 18. 


money has been taken from the school funds of any of such tribes, and, if so, what 
legislation ef prevent in future the diversion of such school funds 
from their legitimate purpose. 

Resolved further, That said committee be instructed to ascertain whether a civil 
form of government cannot be over the Indian Territory, for the better 
protection of life and property, and whether the lands now held in common by 
said Indian tribes cannot be divided in severalty among the Indians without con- 
firming the conditional grants of lands to certain corporations. 


The resolutions were ordered to be printed. 


EDWIN ROGERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the Calendar 
in its order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. No. 
83) for the relief of Edwin Rogers. d 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill, which provides for the payment of $525, to reimburse Edwin 
Rogers for postage-stamps stolen from his ion as postmaster at 
North Adams, Massachusetts, on or about the 13th of May, 1876. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ham- 
LIN, November 8, 1877: : 


The ttee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the petition 
of Edwin „ postmaster at North Adams, Massachusetts, for relief, having 
had the same under consideratio; tfully 


n, respec rt: 

That on or about the 13th day of May, A. D. if, said postmaster was robbed of 
postage-stamps to the amount of $525; that every effort was made through the 
poio authorities to detect vei pooch ste oe 88 ee 
ately no the Department a ashington e robbery, and a spec: 
5 to examine the case and report the facts to the t, which 
was done, and the amount of stamps there stolen was found to be . It was also 
found that the postmaster had used due care with the p of the Government, 
and that these stamps thus lost or stolen were so lost or stolen without his fault. 


icion rests upon th eee his clerks. 

The conunittee eee e passage of the accompanying bill. 

The bill was reported to the Sonate ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third titne, and passed, 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 138) for the relief 
of settlers on the public lands under the pre-emption laws; which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. t 

The Committee on Public Lands proposed to amend the bill by 
striking out the word “thereto” in line 4 and inserting the words 
“to such settlement;” so as to read: 

That any person who has made a settlement on the 
emption laws, and has subsequent to such settlemen his filing in pur- 
suance of law to that for a homestead entry, shall be enti to have the time re- 
quired to perfect his title under the homestead laws computed from the date of his 
2 settlement heretofore made, or hereafter to be made, under the pre- emp- 

WS. 


The amendment was agreed to. : ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that bill explained. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The object sought to be accomplished by this bill 
is simply to allow settlers who have gone upon the public lands under 
the pre-emption law, and who may have spent a year, or two years, 
or more under that law, to change their settlement to a homestead 
settlement, and after so doing after abandoning the pre-emption right 
and taking up the option to settle under the homestead law to allow 
the time they have already expended upon the land to be counted as 
a part of the probationary term of fve years required under the home- 
stead law. An act was passed a year ago i erence to this subject, 


blic lands under the pre- 


in 
but it was decided by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
that it was entirely prospective in its operation, and therefore those 
who had been on the public land for a year or two, or three years under 
the pre-emption law were not permitted to take advantage of it. 
This bill has been submitted to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and on his recommendation reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether the law is now—I have not looked at it—that in case a per- 
son takes the initiatory step toward making a pre-emption claim and 
afterward abandons it, he is not permitted to take up a homestead? 
Is that the law now? 

Mr. PADDOCK. He may change now according to the law from a 
pre-emption to a homestead settlement; but if he does so he loses 
the time he has spent on his claim under the pre-emption law. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And the object of this bill is to give him that 
time? 

Mr. PADDOCK. To give him the benefit of that time. That is all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask another question in that connec- 
tion. Suppose a person takes the initiatory step to obtaining a home- 
stead under existing law, lives three years or any number of years 
short of the time necessary to give him title to the claim, and then 
for some reason or other satisfactory to himself abandons that par- 
ticular claim, moves away from it, goes out of the country for in- 
stance, I ask whether under existing law he can be permitted to take 
another homestead? 

Mr. PADDOCK. No, sir; I think not. I think having once used 
his homestead right, he has exhausted it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the law to be 

Mr. PADDOCK. But there is another point beyond that. If after 
having spent three years under the homestead law he desires to pre- 
empt he can do so; and the object of this bill is simply to change the 
sitnation so that after having gone npon a tract under the pre-emp- 


tion law he may have the benefit of the time he has consumed in im- 
proving his land while occupying the same under the pre-emption law. 
Mr. MITCHELL, I desire to inquire of the Senator whether the 
matter I have called attention to was considered in connection with 
this bill; that is, whether a person who has for any reason aban- 
doned his homestead claim after having lived a certain length of time 
upon it, should be permitted to take up another homestead claim. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think that subject was considered in 
connection with this bill, because it does not seem to me to have any 
bearing on it whatever, or to have any sort of relationship to it. One 
relates—the one to which the Senator refers—to the abandonment of 
a homestead claim altogether after the occupation during a part of 
the probationary term required; and the other is a proposition sim- 
ply to give a pre-emptor the right to take advantage of the home- 
stead law and to use the time that he has already profitably employed 
thaps upon his claim to develop and improve it, but when he has 
ound that he is unable to pre-empt because he may not have the 
means to do it, and yet desires to have his land, that he may do so 
and get the arene? of the term or part of the term he has already 
employed on the land. 
* Mr. MITCHELL. I believe it to be the fact that there are a great 
many cases throughout the different States and Territories—I know 
there are a great many cases in the State I in part represent here— 
where persons have taken up homestead claims and for reasons sat- 
isfactory to themselves have abandoned those claims. In very many 
cases they have abandoned them on account of dangers arising to 
them from Indian incursions, from Indian depredations, where, for 
the protection or themselves and their families, in order to save their 
lives, they have abandoned their homesteads and taken refuge in 
sections of the State more in the interior, where they were better pro- 
tected. Of course these claims revert to the public domain. They 
may be taken again by other parties, either under the pre-emption 
law or under the homestead law; and yet the law is that in cases of 
that kind these parties, having taken the initiatory steps, are pro- 
hibited from taking another homestead claim. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I cannot see what earthly connection that has 
with this subject. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I do not say that it has any precise connection 


with this bill, although I think m it has. 
eit VICE-PRESIDENT. Each tor has but five minutes under 
the rule. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
that matter now. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I cannot see that the position of 
the Senator from Oregon affects at all the bill now under considera- 
tion. The pre-emption law, as we all know, requires actual settle- 
ment and occupation for agricultural purposes for one year, and at 
the expiration of the year payment in cash for the land settled upon. 
The homestead law requires settlement, actual occupation, for five 
years. Under the law now proposed, a pre-emptor merely the 
privilege of changing his entry or his application from that of a pre- 
emption to that of a homestead, complying with the conditions of the 
homestead law fully. He is permitted to count the time he occupied 
the land under the pomm tion law as a part of the time of his home- 
stead settlement. Certainly there can be no objection to that if he 
complies with all the conditions of both laws except the mere fact 
that he changes his application to that of a homestead instead of a 
pre-emption. 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise for information. I wish to know whether 
this bill is intended to allow a man who has made settlement on the 

ublic lands under the pre-emption laws upon one particular tract of 
and to transfer his filing to another tract under the homestead law, 
and have the time that he had been on the previous filing computed 
in the estimate on the second filing? : 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the exact and only scopo of the bill, if 
I understand the Senator aright. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it is a bill that never ought to pass; it is 
vicious in principle, and will be destructive of the best interests of 
the homestead country. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I did not distinctly hear and did not exactly un- 
derstand the Senator’s interrogatory. 

Mr. INGALLS. My inguiry is whether this bill allows a man who 
has made a settlement upon one quarter section of land under the 
pre-emption law to abandon that and settle upon another quarter sec- 
tion of land under the homestead law? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. And have the time that he spent on the previous 
section computed under his second filing ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Notat all. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then let the bill sayso. I move to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word “ entry,” in line 6, the words “upon the 
same tract of land.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK. It seems to me that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas is entirely unnecessary, because the bill refers di- 
rectly to such settlements as are made “in pursuance of law” in either 
case under the pre-emption or the homestead laws as they now stand. 
It refers to those settlements under the laws as the laws now exist, 
and I consider that his amendment would be entirely surplusage. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ientirely a with my colleagne in his statement 
of the pernicious effect of this bill if it were subject to the construc- 
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tion he puts upon it; but I think clearly it is not. This bill refers 
to the existing condition of the law. The law now permits a peis 
who has a pre-emption entry to change it to a homestead entry an 
viceversa ; and that right is limited to the particular piece of land 
upon which that person happens to have settled at that time, either 
by virtue of his pre-emption right or by virtue of his homestead right. 
It seems to me that the provisions of this bill are plain, and refer 
only to the class of cases now recognized by law, and only adopts a 
new Tule in reference to the computation of time. I think that is 
plainly manifest by a reference to the words of the bill itself. 

For that reason, the amendment, although it will not do any harm, 
is not at all necessary. I think this same matter was considered in 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS. The one great quality that should be observed in 
statutes is certainty; and as confessedly this bill is open to the objec- 
tion that has been urged against it, and as all its friends admit that 
the amendment which I propose can do no harm, and as it merely 
effectuates the avowed purpose and object of its advocates, I hope 
there will be no objection to its adoption, for certainly if the construc- 
tion which I have previously suggested can be placed upon the bill, 
it is open to the very gravest objection. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in line 6 after the 
word “entry” to insert “upon the same tract of land.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ona cursory examination of the Revised Stat- 
utes it appears to me that there may be a pre-emption settlement 
upon land in reopens of extent, in respect of sundry conditions, that 

ere may not be under the homestead law, and vice versa. The 
pre-emption laws have a variety of provisions, I see, respecting first 
the quality of persons who may settle, they seem to be substantially 
the same as the homestead pepes but a man may under pre-emp- 
tion enter a quarter section at the minimum price, reside on it a cer- 
tain time, &c., “but no person shall be entitled to a pre-emption 
entry who is already the pre-emptor of three hundred and twenty 
acres of land;” and “no person who quits or abandons his residence 
on his own land to reside on the public lands in the same State or 
Territory is entitled to a pre-emption ;” and no person is “entitled 
to more than one pre-emptive right by virtue of the provisions of sec- 
tion 2259; nor where a y las filed his declaration of intention to 
claim the benefits of such provisions for one tract of land shall he file 
at any future time a second declaration for another tract.” 

When you turn over tothe homestead laws there are sundry other pro- 
visions as to the quantity, which in certain cases can be only eighty 
acres. Now my question is whether if a man has pre-empted one 
hundred and sixty acres under the pre-emption law of a particular 
kind, of which under the homestead law he could roi tr e eighty 
acres, it is the purpose of this bill to allow him to get by that indi- 
rect process one hundred and sixty acres of land under the homestead 
law where under the homestead law proper he could have only got 
eighty acres. It would seem to be the construction of the statute, 
although I dare say that is not its intent, because it starts with a 
man as a pre-emptor and subject to the pre-emption laws under which 
he may get one Ena and sixty acres; now it turns him over and 
sya 1 may change that entry into a homestead entry and go on 
with it. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I think the Senator from Vermont will find if he 
investigates that under the law as it stands now he may so pings 
on the exact terms named in the bill, except in this, that when he 
does change from a pre-emption to homestead he loses the time spent 
upon the Jand under the pre-emption law, and the only object there 
can be in the bill is simply to give him the benefit of that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see that statute if the Senator 
can refer to it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have not a copy of the statute by me at this 
moment, y 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order to guard against this fraud under this 
bill—and the Revised Statutes provide a different kind of homestead 
from your actin the first place—I move to amend the bill by insert- 
ing after the word “entitled” in line 6, the words “subject to all the 
provisions of law relating to homesteads ;” so that the time will be 
the only change in the homestead business, 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a very good amendment, if any at all is 
necessary. I do not object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, ard the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


CHARLES B. VARNEY. 
The next bill on the calendar was the bill (Ss. No. 149) for the relief 
me ag B. Varney; which was consid as in Committee of the 
0 


It provides for the payment to Charles B. Varney, of Portland, 


Maine, of $200, as compensation for the use and occupancy of a certain 


piece of land by the United States during the years 1867, 1868, and a 
part of 1869. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a printed report in that case which can be 
read. : 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. TELLER 
on the 13th of November, 1877: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 149) for the re- 
lief of Charles B. Varney, with accompanying papers, have had the same under 
consideration, and find that for more than two years, in 1867, 1868, and 1969, the 
superintendent in e of the construction of the custom- house and post-office 
buildings in Portland, Maine, occupied a lot contiguous to said N contain- 
ing between eight thousand and nine thousand feet, belonging to said Varney, for 
landing and piling materials thereon. They further find from the certificate of 
said superintendent that the sum charged is just and reasonable, but little, 
if any, more than covering the city taxes on said property. 

It her ap from the letter of the Bapecviaiig Architect, the successor of 
the superintendent of said building, that the sum charged is just, and that there 
would be no question as to its allowance were there any appropriation available 
from which it properly could be paid. Such not being the case, payment can only 
be made by provision of Congress therefor. 

It further appears that when the erection of these buildings was begun the Goy- 
ernment officer in charge desired to lease this ground of Mr. Varney for several 


ae at a fixed price, but Mr. Varney refused to make any such contract, saying 
he expected to lease it fox balling oe to sell it in a short time; cache Sey 
lyon the condition that it should be 


agreed to allow it to be used temporar 
at any time on forty-eight hours’ notice, saying at the same time that as he should 
want it in a very short time he probably would not ers p for its use if it was de- 
livered on demand. Mr. Varney did finally lease it at $415 a year to private 
but Syne nes shis th gek possaseion of it for months after the lease was 6, 

As to the delay in presenting the claim for this rent, it appears that on Mr. Var- 
ney's return to Portland, after an absence of some months, about the time of the 
completion of the buil: ho was unable to find the oficer who had of 
the work, and it was only the pepe ot considerable time, and when the bal- 
ance of the appropriation out of which he should have been was covered into 
the Treasury, that he succeeded in getting into communication with him. 

Under such circumstances your ttee find that there is due to the said 
Charles B. Varney the sum of $200, and therefore report back the bill and recom- 
mend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PENSACOLA AND LOUISVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 259) to revive 
and extend the provisions of an act approved June 8, 1872, granting 
the right of way through the public lands of the United States to the 
Pensacola and Louisville Railroad Company of Alabama. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That, I think, will have to go over. Extending a 
land grant, it will lead to discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

BENJAMIN HOLLADAY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 346) referring the 
claim of Benjamin Holladay to the Court of Claims. 

The bill was read. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink that had better go over. That is an old 


story. 
Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. 'Fhe bill will be passed over. 
JAMES NEWCOMB, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 363) granting a 
pension to James Newcomb; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, 

It is a direction to the Secretary of the Interior to place on the 
33 subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

aws, the name of James Newcomb, formerly a private in Company 
H, First Battalion, Seventeenth United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCIS GUILBEAU. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 365) for the re- 
lief of Francis Guilbeau. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the report be read, which I think will be 
sufficient without anything further. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Mor- 
GAN on the Ist of December, 1877: H 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Francis Guilbean, 


with the accompanying submit the following report: 

This claim is for the — certain buil in San Antonio and Galveston, 
Texas, in the years 1865 and 1866, amounting to $3,701.67. 

The loyalty of the claimant is proven con vely. 


legit ae of the buildings by T of the United N eee for 
timate necessary Army purposes is clearly proven, and con ts wero en- 
tered into by which the claimant was to receive a reasonable rental. 

The demand for rent for the buildings in San Antonio was declared reasonable by 
a board of survey consisting of officersof the Army. The claim was presented to 
the 4 officers of the but was rejected on the ground that the loca- 
tion of the building was in a State lately in rebellion, and they were prohibited by 
law from paying it. It was also presented to the southern claims commission, and 
was rej for want of jurisdiction. 

It appears from the certificate of Captain — S. Clubb, assistant quarter- 
master and district quartermaster, that the United States Government rented a 
ten-room building in San Antonio of Mr. Guilbeau on the Mth day of August, 1865, 
and returned possession of it to him on the 10th of December, 1863. It also appears 
that a board of survey, convened June 6, 1866, recommended that a rent be paid for 
the use of the same by the United States Government. 

It appears from the proceedings of a board of survey, composed of Army officers, 
convened on the 28th of August, 1866, that a rent of $400 per month was not too 
much for the use of tho storehouse then rented by Guilbeau to the Government. 
An affidavit of A. Fretelliero shows that he, as agent of Guilbeau, agreed with 
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tain Henry S. Clubb, assistant quartermaster, that he 
$400 per month, or $4,000 per annum, for the rent 
store buildin 


J was to re- 
the tioned 


A letter eae General S. K. Mizner shows that a 1 penne of Guilbeau 
was occupied for mili purposes tates Army on the 
a perfect understanding that a proper rent should be 


bean was used as headquarters by General Shaw, and afterward by himself in like 
u was to receive $150 oper month rent for the same, and 
day of May, 1866, to the 31st day 


agreed 
ee eee e stoned rf: nth, 
a 


Guilbean was loyal to the United States Government during the war, and that he 
‘was compelled to leave his home in San Antonio because of his loyalty. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claim of Francis Guilbeau should be 
paid, and report the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill what the trouble was about the jurisdiction of the southern claims 
commission upon this claim? 

Mr. MAXEY. There was an act passed, according to my recollec- 
tion, in 1867 which prohibited the payment of claims of this char- 
acter without further le tion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Prohibited the payment of what? 

Mr. MAXEY. The payment of the claims for rent of buildings 
in the insurrectionary tates, as they were called. General Granger 
took possession of the State of Texas as military commander, accord- 
ing to my present recollection, on the 7th day of June, 1365. The 
first building which was rented there was on the 19th of June, 1865, 
after the State was gua in the possession of the Federal author- 
5 next was on the 24th of August, 1865, and the next in 
October. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The act of February 21, 1867, prohibited the 
payment of these claims. 

Mr. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that the 
only objection which came up to a Tennessee claim like this was that 
there was no proof of loyalty. In this case the claimant conclusively 
pentos 8 loyalty, that he even had to leave the State on account of 

s loyalty. 

Mn EDMUNDS. That is what I sup would give the southern 
claims commission authority to act. t the bill be laid aside for 
the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go over under objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps I may withdraw the objection presently. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope the Senator will; I think he will if he exam- 
ines the case. 

JONATHAN YOUNG. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 8) authorizing Captain Jonathan Young, of the United States 
Navy, to accept a betel-nut box and a silver medal from the Emperor 
of Siam. 

Mr. SARGENT. There are four or five bills relating to presents and 
decorations given by foreign powers to our naval and military officers. 
Thinking that Con been going somewhat far in this direction, 
I have examined the subject from the foundation of the Government 
down to the present time; but it is impossible for me to give this in- 
formation to the Senate, and to express my opinion on the matter in 
five minutes’ debate. Unless the Senate p Ble an fit to give me a lit- 
tle more time, I shall object to this bill and bills of that character. 
I should like very well, however, to submit to the Senate some re- 
marks upon this bill, taking a little more time than the five minutes 
allowed under-the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over under objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to ask the Senator from California if he de- 
sires to object to allowing officers to receive a present of a thing which 
is not a decoration. 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir, unless it shall be shown that that present 
is given for some act of heroism or some service to humanity, or that 
the recipient is illustrious in science. If either of these qualities is 
recognized I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
reported. 

INLAND WATER-ROUTE AND CANAL. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 263) to provide 
for a survey of an inland water-route and canal from the Mississippi 
River to the Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill the title of which the Clerk 
has just read was introduced by the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Con- 
OVER, j whois not now inhis seat, and referred to the Select Committee 
on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, and reported back favora- 
bly by that Senator from the committee. The Senator from Florida 


has p some remarks on the bill, in which he takes a great 
deal of interest, and I ask that the bill go over until he is present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be laid aside. ` 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think this bill has been reported from 
any committee. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Missouri will 
examine the Calendar he will see that it was reported : 


December 11, 1877—Mr. Conover, Select Committee on Transportation Routes to 
the Seaboard ; no amendment. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The caption of the printed bill does not show 
by whom it was reported. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Calendar does; it was reported 
from the Select Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard 
by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. COCKRELL, And you object to its present consideration! 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that it be not considered now 
until the Senator from Florida is . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next bill. 


SALE OF INDIAN LANDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 373) to amend 
an act for the sale of a ion of the reservation of the confederated 
Ottoe and Missouria and the Sac and Fox of the Missouri tribes of 
Indians in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That bill may be laid aside for the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to reserve the right to call it up at 
a later hour of the session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be called up by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill will be stated. 


RESERVED LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 184) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to transfer to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for entry and sale, all lands in the State of Florida not needed for 
naval purposes; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the reason these lands cannot now be 
put up at public sale and be pre-empted, and so forth? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. They are specially reserved by act of Con- 

for timber purposes. In many cases they are entirely worth- 
ess for timber gd rye This bill corresponds with a law now on 
the statute-book relating to military reservations. When Florida 
was first acquired there were wholesale reservations made of lands 
for naval and military ee that are entirely useless, and this 
bill proposes to give the Secretary of the Navy authority to ascertain 
what portion of them is really fit for naval purposes and to put those 
in market for sale that are unfit for such purposes. Thatis the whole 
object. In many instances these lands are fit for cultivation and 
could be occupied by settlers but they are now tied up by special 
reservation though of no use to the Government at all. 

Mr. McMILLAN. .I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
whether or not this bill would affect any questions now pending with 
reference to the cutting of timber upon the public lands of the United 
States in Florida? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Not at all. It will not affect that in any 


way. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are no prosecutions pending for any such 
acts in regard to these lands, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, None that I am aware of. 

Mr. HOWE. Can the Senator from Florida inform me of two points: 
lirst, approximately, what is the qualtity of land covered by these dif- 
ferent reservations ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think I can give the Senator any 
accurate information on that subject. There are bodies of these 
lands, lying in a portion of the State that is now being settled by 
citizens of the West and North, and that could be made useful for 
1 purposes, upon which no timber is growing that the 

avy can utilize. They were arbitrarily reserved in a very crude 
way. This bill, as I said before, merely proposes to give the Secretary 
of the Navy authority to ascertain what lands are fit for naval pur- 
poses and what not. We have a law in relation to military reser- 
vations which gives to the Secretary of War, in general terms, the 
power that is proposed by this bill to be given to the Secretary of 
the Navy, reine ra, mm to certify to the Interior Department all 
military reserved lands which are no longer required for military pur- 
poses; and this is in accordance with the spirit of that law. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator will see a broad distinction between this 
act and the acts to which he refers covering military reservations. 
The laws touching those reservations simply authorize the Secretary 
of War to abandon lands which he no longer needs for military pur- 
poses. Then they are to be disposed of under the laws of the United 
States and by the Interior Department. Those are small reservations, 
This act refers to very large reservations, I conclude from what the 
Senator says, covering, I suppose, thousands of acres, and not only 
tells the Secre of the Navy to relinquish the lands to the Interior 
Department, if they are no longer wanted for naval purposes, but 
tells the Secretary of the Interior to do two things: first, so far as 
the lands are not occupied by anybody, to dispose of them under the 
laws of the United States; but if they are occupied and improve- 
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ments of any description have been made upon 
of them to the occupant for just such sum as the 
proper. Is there any ent for such an act as that? 

Mr. J ONES, of Florida. It ought to be so in justice, whether there 
is a precedent or not. The object of this part of the bill is to secure 
the rights of poor honest men who have made settlements on por- 
tions of these reservations in pog faith, in many instances with the 

ermission and under the authority of the Secretary of the Navy. I 
hare a personal knowledge of some of these lands that lie in my sec- 
tion, and I will say that I do not know an acre of them that has tim- 
ber on it fit for naval purposes. In many instances poor, hardwork- 
ing settlers have squatted, if you please, on a portion of these reser- 
vations; and it is for the purpose of enabling those men to protect 
their improvements and homesteads that this provision was incorpo- 
rated into the bill, so as not to leave them at the mercy of outsiders 
who might be disposed to purchase their possessions. That was the 


object. 

Mr, SARGENT. The bill provides that the land purchased by any 
one person shall not exceed one hundred and sixty acres, and that the 
price “ shall in no case be less than $1.25 per acre.” The Secretary 
may fix a price beyond that, if he sees fit, but it cannot be below that. 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to ask the Senator, is there any information 
from the Secretary of the Navy in reference to this bill? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have conferred in person with the Secre- 
tary of the Navy on the subject, and he indicated to me that he was 
favorable to the bill, that he had received a number of communica- 
tions on the subject, as I know I have, from good, honest people who 
would like to settle these lands, and I have reason to believe from 
what he said to me that the bill was a good one in his judgment. 

Mr. HOWE. How happened honest settlers to squat—I use the ex- 
pression employed by the Senator from Florida—how happened they 
to camp on these lands instead of other lands in the State which were 
open to settlement? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Possibly these lands were in some instances 
better for purpose of cultivation. We have in my section of the 
State a great deal of land that is fit for agricult purposes. On 
some of these lands there are little hillocks that are more fertile than 
the ordinary pine woods. So a few of our people have settled there. 
That is the only reason I can give the Senator. But they cannot be 
considered morally trespassers, because I think the Navy Department 
in many instances has not discouraged them. Many of these lands 
are not fit for naval purposes, and it is only the portion that is so un- 
fitted for naval p that I ask may be put on a footing with the 
other public lands of the United States. It is a matter of local im- 
portance to my people. 

Mr, HOWE. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator. If any of 
these lands are worth $2.50 or $5 or $10 an acre without any improve- 
ments, and in spite of an act reserving them from settlement, A or 
B or C has settled on some of these valuable lands and has made im- 
provements, there would be a seeming hardship in allowing all the 
rest of the alphabet to go in and bid at a public sale for these lands 
so occupied, by which if an outsider made the highest bid he would 
not only get the land but get the improvements. That would seem 
to be hard. But on the other hand, would it not be a little hard to 
allow the settler who had occupied the lands in spite of law to get the 
lands at a private bargain below their true value without improve- 
ments? 

Mr. HEREFORD, I would ask the Senator from Wisconsin, he 
being from the West, if, providing as this bill does that where the 
General Government does not need this property for any govern- 
mental pope 

Mr. HOWE. Then it ought to be sold. 

Mr. HEREFORD. That is to be left to the Secretary of the Navy 
to say. 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Where is the impropriety, may I ask the Sena- 
tor, of allowing the people of this State to be pent upon the same 
footing with the people in the great West? 1 lived in the West a 
long time myself. y not allow these people to get the land they 
have thus settled upon at $1.25 an acre? Under the general laws of 
the United States if a man goes out West he can settle upon Goy- 
ernment land, and if he lives on it a certain length of time the Gen- 
eral Government very wisely, I think, makes him a present of it and 
does not require him to pay a dollar. He has simply to settle and 
live upon if so many years. Then they give him a patent for it. In 
that patent they insert that it shall not be taken for his debts con- 
tracted prior to the issuance of the patent. Why not put these citi- 
zens in Florida on the same footing with the people of the West? 

Mr. HOWE. They are on the same footing. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Not at present. This will put them on the same 
footing. 

Mr. HOWE. No, this puts them on a very different footing, if the 
Senator will pardon me, 


then to dispose 
ary deems 


Mr. HEREFORD. It does not even give them the advantage of | th 
t 


that general law. I understand that the reason of this bill is this: 
at present this land is Government property; the Government has 
retained it, supposing it might need it; but now we leave it to the 
Secretary of the Navy to say whether the Government needs any of 
it, or how much, and if in his judgment it is not needed for live-oak 
purposes or any other naval purposes, that fact being ascertained that 


it is not needed for Government uses, why not put it on the same foot- 
ing with all other lands 8 the General Government? 

Kr. HOWE. That is the true thing to do. 

. Mr. HEREFORD. All the people out West, as my friend knows, 
are squatters. They were all squatters in Nevada when I lived there. 
They were squatters in California when I lived there. The people 
in the Black Hills to-day are all squatters; and yet they are digging 
out of the bowels of the earth gold and silver. The greater part 
my friend’s constituents at one time were squatters. ey were not 
a oren in an offensive sense, but they were living upon the land 
of the General Government beyond any doubt. These people are 
living on the land of the General Government, and the object and 
roe of this bill is to first settle the fact, does the Government 
need this land; if it does not, in the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Navy, then I think the citizens of Florida should be placed on identi- 
cally the same footing with citizens everywhere else, whether in the 
Senator’s State, or in the State of the Senator from California, or in 
that of the Senator from Nevada or Michigan or elsewhere. I sa; 

lace them all on the same footing. The great object to be gain 
is to give to these people homes, have the Jands settled up, invite to 
them population from our already overcrowded cities, where there is 
so much want, there settle them and give them homes. That is the 
object and purpose to be accomplished by the bill. It will place the 
people there on the same footing with the people out West. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from West Virginia makes this mistake, 
that he confounds the purposes of this bill and the situation of these 
squatters to whom he refers down there with those whom he calls 
squattersin the West. A great many men, not in defiance of law but 
in pursuance of law, settle upon the public lands in the West for two 
purposes: one is under the guarantees of your law to make a homestead; 
another is to secure a pre-emption right to some particular tract of 
land; but in both cases the law does not tell him not to go, but it 
tells him and tells all men that they may go, and the first man that 
goes on to this quarter section has the best claim and the first right 
to it. But here is a tract of land to which this bill refers from which 
the law required everybody to absent himself; and yet some gentle- 
men, we are told, have settled upon a specific portion of these lands. 
There were other bodies of land lying all around upon which they 
were permitted by law to enter, but they chose to go on this, as my 
friend from Florida says, because this tract of land was better than 
that which the law told them they might enter. I do not know of 
any existing act that can stangl as a precedent for this. Certainly the 
citizens of Florida should be treated like the citizens of Wisconsin, 
like the citizens of Iowa, and of all the West. I have no objection 
to that; and her lands should be disposed of upon as favorable terms; 
but here is a special privilege given to men, it seems to me, who have 
occupied land not in pursuance of law but in defiance of law. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Allow me to correct the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator proceeds by consent of the 
Senate, having spoken once. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will say that the consent of the Navy 
Department has been given in somo instances to this mere, naked 
occupancy. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator from Florida a question in 
reference to the intention of this bill. Is it intended that these per- 
sons shall have the right only to the land which may have been de- 
cided by the Secretary of the Navy to be not needed for naval pur- 
poses, or is it intended to give them such land as may be necessary 
for naval purposes! 

1 JONES, of Florida. Only such as may not be necessary for 
nay u . 

Mr. PLUMB. That purpose is not quite apparent from the read- 
ing of the bill. 

JONES, of Florida. I think it appears from the text. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it does quite appear. The lan 
is “such reserved lands.” That applies to the entire reservation, I 
think. The proviso is: 

Provided, That all persons who have in good faith made improvements on such 
reserved lands at the time of the of this act, and who occupy the same, 
shall be entitled to purchase the part or parts so occupied and improved by them. 

It refers to lands reserved in the State of Florida for naval pur- 
poses. I therefore propose in line 7 of section 2, after thé word “on,” 
to add “such of ;” so as to read: 

That all ms who have in fatth made improvements on such of said re- 
served lands, Te e a 


Will that meet the views of the gentleman ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have no objection to that. I am will- 
ing to amend the bill in that way. a 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. There are some committee amendments 
not yet disposed of. Is this an amendment to any of those offered by 
the committee? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir; to the committee’s amendments. I do not 
see any objection to that provision which recognizes the right of 
ose persons who are on these lands to purchase them by virtue of 
their settlement, and the only amendment in that particular which 
I would suggest would be this: that, if it shall appear that they are 
entitled to any rights at all, they shall be entitled only to the 
they have settled on which may not be needed for naval 
and that they shall have the right to buy these lands pe yin Nod 
the public-land laws of the. United States; and in point of fact they 
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should not be required to pay more. than persons would be required 
to pay who shall hereafter go on and occupy these lands. It seems 
to be affixing a penalty for the trespass these parties have heretofore 
committed, and in to that I think the remarks of the Senator 
from West Virginia are in exact accordance with the facts. A large 
portion of the people who have settled the western country have 

me there substantially as trespassers. Every man who went on 
public land before it was surveyed was in the eye of the law a tres- 
passer, and acquired no right by virtue of his settlement until after 
the survey. Again, a great many persons go upon land which is re- 
served, the boundaries of which reservations they know nothing of. 
They are therefore accidentally on the land. 

Another thing. People go on Indian reservations, military reserva- 
tions—that is, reservations not occupied—because of the general idea 
there that perhaps these lands, by the fact of their being reserved, 
are better than other lands. It is the exercise simply of a natural 
human instinct to want something that is apparently reserved and 
belongs to somebody else, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DawEs] suggests. That is the fact; but it is not a fact that is dis- 
creditable at all; it simply evidences as a general thing the disposi- 
tion of those people to acquire a home of their own, and in the ac- 
quisition of that to get the best attainable. Seeing a piece of land 
unoccupied, knowing that in the very nature of things the Govern- 
ment never use it for any other purpose but settlement, that it 
is not fit for naval p and that it is not needed for an Indian 
reservation, or that it is not likely to be used as a military reserva- 
tion, they go upon it, knowing the Government will, in pursuance of 
the policy which has been crystallized in law for the last forty years 
bcd e give that land to them, or at least open it for public settle- 
ment; so that they will have an opportunity to acquire it. It has 
been the policy of the law, with certain sporadic exceptions, to give 
settlers AL ible inducements to go upon the public lands and 

uire a title to them by settlement, by occupancy, and this bill only 
makes the mistake, as I think, of affixing a penalty to the occupancy 
which these people have heretofore had of this land by requiring 
them to pay, at the option of the Secretary of the Interior, more than 
people are to pay for the lands which are yet to be taken within these 
reservations, if there be any such. I think, therefore, this bill ought 
to be amended so as e the rights of the persons who are now 
on such of these lands as are not needed for naval purposes; and it 
is not to confirm mcd other rights. I would permit them to enter 
them under the pnblic-land laws of the United States precisely as 
those persons may do who are hereafter to go upon the lands. I think 
this ought to be so, knowing nothing about the body or the number 
of settlers who may be affected by this provision, knowing nothing 
about the number of acres of land which may be embraced in these 
reservations. I think that in all laws and everywhere the Govern- 
ment should recognize itself simply as a trustee for the benefit of 
such persons as may settle on its lands, and not hold them for pur- 
poses of ulation in any t whatever. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope the Senator will send up his amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. These lands, I understand, have been reserved 
on account of the timber sup to be growing upon them, the live- 
oak timber which is necessary for ship-building purposes and the 
quantity of which is comparatively limited. that was the pur- 
pose, great care should be taken in rendering these lands subject to 
pre-emption. That would distinguish them altogether from the agri- 
cultural lands of the West, because there is no peculiar feature about 
the agricultural lands of the West that should impart to them any 
peculiar charaeter or preserve them from settlement by any persons 
who wish to settle upon them for agricultural purposes. What the 
character of the settlements made upon the lands in question is, I 
do not know. This bill does not look to excepting lands which have 
been settled upon for agricultural purposes. Now, it may be that the 
settlers referred to in this bill have not settled upon these lands for 
any agricultural purpose. They may have done so for some other 
purposes and for purposes of an entirely different character, and I 
should like to know from the Senator from Florida whether that is 
the case or not; whether the settlements referred to have been made 
for agricultural or not. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In every instance. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then, Mr. President, that being the case, it would 
be proper, it seems to me, to amend the bill, and therefore suggest 
one or two amendments. In line 2 of section 2—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will it the committee 
amendments to be first disposed of. The amendments of the commit- 
tee are to the text of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. They are both to the text of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. This attempted re eye isnotnovel. It belongs 
to a class with which we are very iliar. As my colleague very 
well said a few moments ago, there is an instinctive desire on the part 
of the American penie to get possession of land that belongs to some- 
body else, and I will add, what he did not say, that they desire to 
obtain it without giving anything for it. Now, it appears from sec- 
tion 2460 of the Revi Statutes that there has been some trouble 
about this matter before. By that section— 

Pig aie yee is 3 to employ so aasa or the — — — forces of 
as ma; n effectual o preven cutting 

3 other destruction of the timber of the United States ra Florida, and to 
eee or carrying away any such timber as may be already 
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It is apparent, therefore, that at some time in our history there have 
been such depredations upon the reserved lands in the State of Flor- 
ida that it has been necessary to call on the Army and Navy for their 
protection. 

JONES, of Florida. I ask the Senator what is the date of that 
act 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know. It is section 2460 of the Revised 
Statutes. 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is stated in the margin what the date of the 
original act was. 

. INGALLS. The marginal reference is“ February 23, 1822,“ and 

as that was re-enacted in 1873, I assume that for more than half a 
century the depredations there have been committed to an extent 
that renders it necessary to employ the Army and Navy for the pro- 
tection of the property of the United States. There are also other 
sections of the Revised Statutes bearing directly upon this subject 
under which the collectors of the different ports and districts in 
Florida are required before they give clearances for vessels loaded 
with live oak, to ascertain satisfactorily that that timber was not cut 
from property belonging to the Government of the United States. 

These considerations may well give us pause. The section of the 
Revised Statutes immediately preceding the first one that I read, 
authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to reserve in the State of Flo- 
rida such tract of “nunappropriated lands of the United States as 
produce the live-oak and red-cedar ttmbers * as in his judg- 
ment may be necessary to furnish for the Navy a sufficient supply of 
the same.” And “the President is authorized to appoint surveyors 
of public lands” for that specific purpose, who shall p erform these 
duties “ and report to him the tracts by them selected with the bound- 
aries ascertained and accurately designated by actual survey or water- 
courses; and the tracts of land thus selected, with the approbation 
of the President, shall be reserved, unless otherwise directed by law, 
from any fature sale of public lands.” 

But in order if there is any class of people who have obtained 
rights upon this property that their rights may not suffer, the section 
goes on further to provide: 


But nothing in this section contained shall be construed to prejudice the prior 
rights of any person claiming lands which may be reserved in the manner herein 
provided. 


Now, Mr. President, before we act upon this matter I should be 
very glad to know what action has been taken by the President and 
Secretary of the Navy under these provisions of the Revised Statutes, 
and I think the Senate ought to be advised definitely how much in 
the State of Florida covered with white-oak and cedar timber has 
been reserved for the p of the Navy. That is the preliminary 
inquiry to this whole a and this bill, while it seems innocent 
upon its face, appears to me to open the door to a very wide depreda- 
tion upon the public domain. The Senate will remember that at the 
last session of Congress an act was passed, apparently innocent and 
beneficent in its purposes, for the purpose of enabling settlers in tho 
West to obtain possession of what were called the desert lands. Iam 
informed that under the provisions of that act, in some of the western 
States and Territories, lands have been taken as desert lands which 
e ed forests of cottonwood timber whose trunks are as big as u 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think as essential to the proper consideration 
of this bill, which may turn out to be quite right, we onght to have 
responsible and formal official information from the Secretary of the 
Navy as to the extent and condition of these lands, what the nature 
of the subject is; and to that end I move that the bill be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and then I will ask unani- 
mous consent to offer a resolution calling on the Secretary of the 
Navy for this information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolu- 
tion at this point: 

Reso That the of the Na and he hi instracted to re- 
„„ unden of the funds of the United States in 
the State of Florida reserved for naval purposes or for the timber thereon for the 
use of the Navy. 

I believe that will cover the language of the bill. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


JURISDICTION OVER DOCK-YARDS IN FLORIDA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next bill 
on the Calendar. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 258) to retrocede to the State 
of Florida jurisdiction over lands reserved for a dock-yard in the 
county of Escambia in said State. 

Mr. SARGENT. That bill is a very simple one. The navy-yard at 
Pensacola, occupying a very large extent of land, is walled in; the 
Government has full use of it, and the bill does not interfere with it. 
Ontside of it a village has grown up on Government land reserved 
far beyond any ee of the Navy. Questions of jurisdiction, 
criminal and civil, arise, of taxation and matters of that kind, which 
are a continual annoyance to the authorities and people there. This 
bill simply provides for ceding back the jnrisdiction for such pur- 
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to the local authorities over ground outside the navy-yard walls. 
trust there will be no objection to the bill. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I think that bill had better go over. I should 
like to look into it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY in the chair.) The bill 
will be passed over. 


SALMON FISHERIES OF THE COLUMBIA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 492) for the pro- 
tection of the salmon fisheries of the Columbia River. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That bill has not been reported by 
any committee. I think it had better go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will be 
passed over. 
REVISED STATUTES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 541) to amend 
ap act entitled “An act to provide for the preparation and publica- 
tion of anew edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” 
approved March 2, 1877; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The act referred to is by this bill amended by striking out from 
the ninth and tenth lines of section 4, as published in the ninteenth 
volume of the Statutes at Large, the words “and conclusive;” and, 
in the tenth line, the words “and treaties ;” and by inserting after 
the word Territories,“ at the end of the eleventh line, “but shall 
not preclude reference to, nor control, in case of any discrepancy, the 
effect of an original act as passed by Congress since the Ist day of 
December, 1873.” 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The bill was reported from the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. It is a unanimous report, after a con- 
ference with the same committee of the House of Representatives. 
The principle of the bill is this, which it is at pa to explain: The 
Revised Statutes, the present edition, on their adoption repealed all 
the laws which were re-enacted in them, and it was found that there 
were a great many errors in the revision adopted, which altered the 
law contrary to the intention of Congress in the passage of them. 
We have been constantly correcting those errors, but the courts can- 
not look back to the original and be governed by that, because the 
original act has been repealed and the revision has made itself con- 
clusive evidence. Now, to avoid any such result as that it has been 
thought best by the committees of both Houses that the revision 
should only be made evidence, but should not preclude the court 
from looking back at the original act as passed; t is, in regard to 
acts which have been embodied in the edition since the other revis- 
ion took effect, since December 1, 1873. I think the committee were 
unanimous in that principle. I think it is a very proper act to be 
passed, and it is very essential that it should be adopted as soon as 
possible in order that the compiler may know what course he is to 
take. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It makes the revision only prima facie evi- 


dence. : 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 376) for the 
payment to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican war of the three 
months’ extra pay provided for by the act of July 19, 1848. 

The Committee on Military Affaire proposed to amend the bill by 
inserting the following proviso : 

Provided, That the visions of this act shall include also the offi 
officers, seamen, and B ahiz of the United States Navy employed in 8 
tion of said war. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is there a report 7 

Mr. MORRILL. I think before we act upon this bill we ought to 
have some report from the committee and perhaps from the Pension 
Bureau and the Secretary of War as to the amount that will be in- 
volved in such an appropriation. I therefore object to its considera- 
tion at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over. The next bill will be reported. 

J. A. HENRY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 33) for the relief 
of R. W. Corbin and others, the consideration of which was resumed 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Claims proposed to amend the bill by striking 
out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof inserting: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to pay the sum of 
$52, without interest, to J. A. Henry, for rent of one house in Little Rock, Arkan- 
sas, from October 1, to November 30, 1864, used for quarters for teamsters, under 
contract with the said Henry, at a monthly rental of $26 per month, and for which 
a youcher, duly signed and certified by the proper quartermaster, was given; and 
the said sum ok. $52 is hereby appropriated to pay the same. 


The amendinent was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 


Vil——72 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of J. A. 


Henry.” 
THOMAS BAYNE. 


The next bill ou the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 349) to authorize 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia to refund a certain tax 
erroneously collected, which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to refund to Thomas Bayne the amount of a certain tax erroneously 
collected of him, with interest thereon from the date of payment, the 
tax having been assessed as the cost of a brick foot-pavement laid 
down in front of square 726, in the city of Washington, on the east 
side of First street, east, between A and B streets, north, and charge- 
able to square 726, but by mistake assessed against the lots in square 
psf ar the west side of First street, east, then owned or represented 

y Dayne. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia reported the bill with 
amendments, : 

The first amendment was, in line 5, after the name “Thomas 
Bayne,” to insert “ if in their judgment he is entitled to the same.” 
ane ENT. Did the committee ascertain the facts recited in 

e 

Mr. ROLLINS. Itdid. There is no printed report in the case, but 
I have a very brief written report which explains the bill fully, and 
if it is desired it can be read. 

Mr. SARGENT. Cannot the Senator state it verbally? 

Mr. ROLLINS, It seems that in 1871 Thomas Bayne, inps apde for 
whose relief the passage of this bill is asked, represen certain 
pona who owned certain lots of lands in square 687, 3 5 

irst street, east, which is the northeast quarter of the present Capito 

junds, between A and B streets, north. The District authorities 
irected that a brick side-walk should be constructed upon the east 
side of First street, but in assessing the tax they assessed it upon the 
lots on the west side of First street, so that the owners of the lots in 
square 687 were called upon to pay the tax which should have been 
assessed against the owners of lots of land in nee 726; and this 
bill is to authorize the commissioners to refund that tax erroneously 


Mr. SARGENT, What is the amount of it? 

Mr. ROLLINS. Two hundred and ninety-seven dollars and ninety 
cents. The District Legislative Assembly passed an act refunding 
this tax, but before the bill was signed by the governor the govern- 
ment was displaced; and the conimissioners héw say that they have 
no authority whatever to refund this tax. The bill simply gives 
them the authority to refund it, if they shall upon examinatign find 
the request a just and equitable one. That is all. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether the parties taxed had it in their power to refuse pexmees at 
the time; or why did they not sue the officer at the time 

Mr. ROLLINS. Before the tax was paid the Government took 
possession of the land for the extension of the Capitol grounds and 
refused to pay for it until this tax was paid. The owners paid the 
tax, looking to future action of Congress or of the District govern- 
ment to relieve them of their difficulty. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill seems to apply to a very small sum, but it 
appears to me to involve a very important principle, which applies to 
every tax almost that has been assessed under the authority of the 
National Government or of the State governments, from trifling sums 
like this to the cotton-tax, involving many millions of dollars; and 
for one, I am opposed to the repayment to any person, by the author- 
ity of the Government, of any tax which he claims has been errone- 
ously collected, either under a mistake of constitutional power or of 
legal interpretation or of the facts, after the time for settling the 
matter has gone by. The effect of such a principle is that you put 
upon one year or one generation the burdens which belong to its pred- 
ecessor, when the holders of the property, the inhabitants of munici- 
palities have changed altogether. Each year and each generation 
ought to bear its own burdens; and of recessity the taxation, the 
assessing upon individuals of their share of those burdens, must pe 
done in a certain rude and inexact manner. There is a liability 
mistake. And one generation, or one party in power, the people in 
one year, may entertain different opinions as to the eee of 
the Constitution or the construction of the law, or as to what the 
fact was, from the people of a prior generation. 

Now, to illustrate by a 5 nearly or quite the whole of 
one great party in this country believed for a long time that a tariff 
for protection was unconstitutional, and that all duties assessed upon 
imports for such p were in violation of the Constitution itself. 
Now, suppose when nearly all the expenses of the Government had 
been paid from such an imposition there should come in power a 
ri entertaining the view that it was unconstitutional, is it the 

uty of that party immediately to refund and add to the burdens of 
their year a provision for the expenses of the previous year which 
had been defrayed, as they think, in an illegal fashion? It seems to 
me there is but one safe rule, and that is when a tax has been paid 
into the Treasury, whether by mistake or otherwise, to allow the 
party the remedy by resisting its payment and compelling the Gov- 
ernment to resort to process or by suit against the officer who 
collects it. In this case, according to the statement of the Senator 
in charge of the bill, the party voluntarily and for the sake of induc- 
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ing the payment to him by the authorities of the Government of a 
sum of money as compensation for the land purchased of him after- 
ward, paid this tax. s . 

This is a very trifling matter in amount. It is not a trifling mat- 
ter to add to the array of precedents which are to be cited hereafter 
when it is demanded of the Government that some vast tax, concern- 
ing which similar mistakes are urged, shall be refunded. 

Ar. ROLLINS. This land seems to have been taken by the Gov- 
ernment to complete the Capito] grounds, and from the statement 
which I have here it would appear that the first notice the trustee 
who held the title to this property received of the tax was when the 
Government discovered that a tax which had been levied upon these 
lots was not paid, and they required that the tax should be paid 
forthwith. It was paid. Those are the facts. Now, this bill sim- 
ply authorizes the commissioners of the District of Columbia, if upon 
examination of the facts they shall find that they are as herein set 
forth, to pay to this man $297.90 which was collected from him by 
reason of a tax levied upon him unjustly, which should have been as- 
sessed upon square 726 instead of square 687. He was required to pay 
fora sidewalk built alongside of lots owned by other jes. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire will permit me to 
make a statement, instead of putting my interruption in the form of 
a question. If I understand him correctly, the Government could 
not require it. They demanded of him as a condition of purchasin 
his land at his price that he should first pay a sum of money whic 
they claimed to be due as tax. He complied with that condition. He 
was under no obligation to sell. Now, on what principle of equit 
can he demand that the Government shall refund him the money w hic 
he paid in compliance with that request ? 

Mr. ROLLINS. He asked the government of the District of Co- 
Inmbia to refund to him the amount of money which he was com- 
pelled to pay, which he ought not to have been compelled to pay. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was it that ho was compelled to pay ? 

Mr. ROLLINS. A tax for building a sidewalk, the sidewalk not 
having been built opposite his tract of land. He made application, 
and the District Legislature passed a bill through both branches; 
but in the mean time the then government of the District of Columbia 
was wiped out, abolished, before the governor signed the bill; and 
now the commissioners say they have not the power under existing 
law to refund the tax. This bill simply gives them the power if they 
find the facts to be as set forth. 

Mr. CONKLING. Was this man guilty of no laches? Did he do 
everything the law allowed him to do? 

Mr. ROLLINS. 1 

Mr. McMILLAN. As I understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, this man sold some real estate to the General Government, 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Government took it. 

Mr.McMILLAN. The Genera] Government agreed to pay the man 
for it if he would pay the tax. There was no compulsion upon him 
except the completion of the purchase. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It was necessary for him to pay the tax before 
they would receive the title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. DORSEY. I was out when the bill came up and did not catch 
the remarks of the Senator from New Hampshire. This bill. if I re- 
member it rightly, is one permitting the commissioners of the District 
to refund erroneous assessments, 

Mr. ROLLINS. One assessment. 

Mr. DORSEY. It is one assessment; it onght to be twenty arsess- 
ments, for in this District there have been a very large number of 
assessments made against lots erroneously; for example, the District 
assessor assessed against Jot 1, we will say, for improvements that 
were made in front of lot 6, through either a clerical error in the 
parties or by the mistake of the assessor. The only thing that there 

is in this bill, if I understand it, is to direct the commissioners of 
the District, who now have no authority, to rectify such errors as 
that, which authority they surely ought to have, or somebody ought 
to have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Arkansas tell me how 
many cases there are in the District of Columbia of a similar char- 
acter to this? 

Mr. DORSEY. I cannot answer the Senator as to the number of 


cases, z 
Mr. ROLLINS, This is the only one provided for by the bill. 
Mr. DORSEY. But Iam informed by the District commissioners 

that the total amount of erroncously assessed taxes is something 

over $30,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is the amount of tax in the bill? 

Mr. DORSEY, Ido not know the amount of it. The Senator in 
charge of the bill will know. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Two hundred and ninety-seven dollars and ninety 
cents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With interest, as I understand, from the date 
of payment of the tax. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Les, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. I listened tothestatement made by the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, and listened to agree with all he said in 
general, but to differ with him in the application he seemed tomake uni- 
versally, to all cases, of the doctrine which he laid down, I would qual- 


ify his position, if I were to state it as my own, much as divers statutes 
qualify general roles. Thestatuteoflimitations, for example, doesnot 
run against one under disability, or against an absentee, and so on. As 
to the levy of taxes aud the adjustment of assessments, I would not 
visit the general doctrine announced by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts either upon a party who had been present to do and had done 
all that the law permitted him to do in correcting a manifest wroug, 
or against a party who by reason of absence or any other cause exou- 
erating him from laches had been unable to take the requisite steps 
to correct an undoubted wrong. The particulars of this case I donot 
know; the particulars of some other cases I do know; and I should 
be very sorry to have the Senate say in this case or another that, owing, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts says, to the liability of all such 
processes to be rnde and inexact and the necessity of making an end 
of such things, every tree as it has fallen so shall it lie. On the 
contrary, I hope the Senate in every case of merit will distinguish and 
discriminate., If it be true that the owner of lot No. 6, by some mis- 
chance has had attributed to him an assessment which belongs to lot 
No. 1, and that diligently he sought to correct it, and pending the 
mode then in existence the government of the District became oblit- 
erated and the whole thing lapsed, surely it seems to me it would be 
a caricature upon the regard which the Senate may have for gona 
principles to say we will apply general principles to a case like this. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire simply to say in reply to the Senator from 
New York that taking the doctrine that he himself announces, that is 
that the general principle in which he concurs should not be applied 
to persons who have done everything at the time which the law per- 
mitted, it wonld fail to bear the weight of this bill; because these 
circumstances as stated by the Senator who advocated the bill in the 
first instance, are such as to make a clear case of voluntary payment. 
If the payment had been made by one individual to another under 
the same circumstances, the money could not be recovered back in 
court. Here is a case where a person claiming in the year 1871 a 
sum of money from the Government in payment of the price of land 
which he was about to sell to the Government, or which the Govern- 
ment was about to take, bad demanded of him as a condition of the 
payment of that price by the authorities of the Government that he 
should pay a certain tax alleged to be due from the estate. There- 
upon he ore it and got his money. 

Mr. ROLLINS. He psig it under protest. 

Mr. HOAR, Well, he paid it. He paid it as the condition on 
which he received a sum of money and as the condition upon which 
a transaction favorable to him was consummated; and now he comes 
in six years after and asks the taxable property-holders in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of 1877 to pay so much of the public burdens of the 
year 1871, when public burdens were assessed on different principles 
to different persons on different classes of property, because of that 
transaction. 

Mr. CONKLING. If I have one moment left of my time, and I be- 
lieve I have, I think the argument of the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts will be found scantin this respect: Assuming the fact 
to be truly disclosed to me, this payment was made under such cir- 
cumstances that one individual against another could have recovered 
it back in the courts, Not only so, but owing to the events in the 
mean while which have been referred to, this claimant has been ex- 
oluded from every forum save this in which to be heard. If I am 
right in those two positions, I think they answer the Senator’s sug- 
gestion, and I think also they enable the doctrine which I attempted 
to lay down to bear the weight of this bill, which is not a very great 
weight in amonnt; but 1 disclaim again having any particular 
knowledge in regard to it. I merely have the statement of the Sena- 
tor who seems to understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to insert in line 5, after the word “ Bayne,” the 
words “if in their judgment he is entitled to the same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report further to amend the 
9 ee after the word “assessed,” in line 8, the words “as 
is a 1 

e was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words in the sixth and 
seventh lines “ with interest thereon from the date of payment.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the universal rule, as I understand, of the 
Senate never to permit the payment of interest. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. $ 

ROBERT STEVENSON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 633) for the relief 

of Robert Stevenson ; which was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole, It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $54, without 
interest, to Robert Stevenson for rent of blacksmith-shop in Grenada, 


1878. 
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Mississippi, from May 18 to July 10,1865, oceupied under contract with 
him, for which a voucher duly signed, certified, and reported by the 
proper quartermaster was given. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


L. T. GREEN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 634) for the relief 
of L. T. Green; which wes considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $51, without interest, 
to L. T. Green for rent of two houses in Chattanooga, Tennessee, from 
August 1, 1865, to October 31, 1865, occupied under contract with him, 
for which vouchers, properly signed, certified, and reported by the 
proper quartermaster, were given. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to hear the report in that case, or 
hear the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] state it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This was a contract made by Mr. Green with 
the quartermaster at Chattanooga after the cessation of actual hos- 
tilities, in 1865. The account was all made out in the proper form 
and sent to the Quartermaster’s Department, running up to 1866, The 
act of the 21st of November, 1867, prohibited payment by the Quar- 
master-General of any claim growing ont of supplies to the Army or 
the rent of real estate. Therefore, nothing could be done by the 
Quartermaster’s Department. The southern claims commission had 
no jurisdiction, and the only relief for the claimant was to come to 
Congress. There is no controversy about the claim, it being a mat- 
‘ter purely of cant? and the services having been performed. 

Mr, CONKLING. I do not ask for the reading of the report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL NATIONAL OBSERVATORY, 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 16) authorizing the appointment of a commission of scientists 
to investigate and report upon the establishment and location of an 
additional national observatory. —. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not find that this joint resolution has been 
reported from a committee. J 

r. MORRILL. In the absence of the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. 
Pappock,] who introduced it, I shall not make the motion that I 
would if he were here, and that is that the joint resolution be referred 
to some committee. 1 object to the consideration of it in the absence 
of the Senator from Nebaska. 

ee PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution goes over under 
objection. 
. COCKRELL. It has never been reported from any committee, 
as I understand. 

Mr. MORRILL. No; it has not been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, that it be referred to the appro- 
priate committee. 

Mr. SARGENT. How does it happen to be on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been read twice; and any bill 
or joint resolution that has been read twice is placed on the Calen- 
dar unless otherwise disposed of, 

Mr. COCKRELL. A motion to refer such a bill is always in order, 
I understand? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is in order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Senator because it is in order 
that he do not make it. It is just possible that the Senator who in- 
troduced this joint resolution did it for the purpose of making some 
remarks upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see that Senator is not in his seat. 

Mr. CONKLING. He is not here; I think the Senator had better 
not make that motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. Pappock entered the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Nebraska is now here. I had 
made a motion to refer Senate joint resolution No. 16 to the appro- 
priate committee. 

Mr. SARGENT. Which would be the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If that motion has obtained I hope it may be 
reconsidered, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion has been withdrawn. 
Does the Senator from Nebraska propose to make such a motion? 

Fupi PADDOCK. I prefer to have the resolution lie on the table for 
the present, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I may wish it to come up withont reference to a 
committee at all in connection with another bill or resolution which 
will hereafter be considered here in relation to the proposed removal 
of the present National Observatory to a more eligible site in this 
District. The whole subject can then be determived. 


GUSTAV A. HESSELBERGER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 82) for the relief 
of Gustav A. Hesselberger; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “ property,” to insert “ by 
forgery or otherwise,” and in line 9, after the word “ dollars,” to strike 


out the words “and to close his accounts with the Treasury Depart- 
ment;” so that the bill will read: 


That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, in the settlement of the accounts of Gustav A. Hessel 
berger, late first lieuterant in the United States Army, to allow such credits for 
overpayments losses of funds and property, by forgery or otherwise, as they may 
deem just and equitable, not to exceed the sum of $3,200. 


Mr. MORRILL and Mr. PLUMB. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
February 4: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 82) for 
the relief of Gustav A. H „have had the same under consideration, and 
submit the following $ 

In 1867 Gustav A. Hesselberger was a first lieutenant in the Army, stationed at 
Fort Dodge, Kansas, and was on duty as acting assistent quartermaster and act- 
ing ee, of subsistence, and was also oceasionally absent on duty with his 
company. He was mustered ont of the service January 1, 187), 1 of 
the act of Congress of July 15, 1870. a statement from the Third Auditor, to 
be found among the papers in the case, it a that Hosselberger is indebted to 
the United States in the sum of , 166. 26, from which he asks relief. 

The affidavit of Hesselberger sets forth, substantially, that while acting as as- 
sistant 8 in the year 1867, he was in cbarge of the construction of the 
post of Fort Dodge, and had a large number of citizen employés on his rolls, and 
also had in charge the purchase of construction materials as well as quartermas- 
ae Soa) poe 3 u op 2 the post. As acting ees, 3 m 

arge of the issue of commissary supplies to the troops employ 

the post. In addition to these duties he was occasionally sent a on detached 
service, and upon one occasion, in October, 1867, was ordered to be in attendance 
spon the commissioners who were negotiating a treaty with certain hostile Indian 
tribes on Medicine Lodge Creek, ono hundred and twenty miles from his post, 
where he was detained some twenty days. During all his absence he states that 
he was 3 to intrust the public rty for which he was responsible to 
his clerk. Charged with these manifoid dntics and the disbursement of large 
sums of money, he was only allowed cne citizen clerk, assigned to him by his supe- 
riors. although he alleges that he frequently made app n for others, which ap- 
plications were refused. During the months of July, Au and ber the 
— 4 K of cholera broke out at tho post and prevailed with great fatality. At one 
period all the commissioned officers of the regular Amy at the post were pros- 
trated, and deaths were of such frequent oecurrence that demoralization en- 
sued, and many of the men deserted. As quartermaster, Hesselberger was charged 
with the duty of burying tho dead, and this, with the care of the sick, consumed 
the greater portion of his time. He himself was sick with the disease for five 
days. IIe states that during this period the soldiers and employés evinced a dis- 
position to take and uso pubiie prope ty in any way that suited their convenience, 
and the most constant wa ess Was necessary to prevent serious loss. For 
the reasons stated he found it impossible to exercise that care in the preparation of 
his returns and reports necessary to prevent error. 

Hesselberger states that during tho months of July, August, September, and 
November, 1867, and under the circumstances described, he made certain overpay- 
ments, amounting to §270, and that this occurred broca po uig the pay accounts 
for a longer period than the men actually worked. Ie also states that during the 
same months his clerk. one John Mullgrove, aud one E. P. Wheeler, a subcontractor 
for furnishing hay to the Post, conspired together and issued a number of quarter- 
master’s checks, to which Mullgrove forged his (Hesselberger's) signature, on the 
assistant treasurer at Saint Louis and the First National Bank of Leavenworth, on 
which payments were made to the amount of about 52 800. Hesselberger, as he 
alleges, wes in the habit of paying employés in checks, which were accepted by 
the traders at and near tbe post. They passed as current funds in the vicinity, and 
frequently they were not presented for payment for several months after they were 
issued. Mullgrove and Whecler, it is claimed, taking advantage of this state of 
affairs, 8 in small amoun ding to the payments made to 
employés, and paid them out in trade. many of these checks were current for 
a long time, and as the monthly bank statement simply gave the amount of the 
checks paid each day, without furnishing the number of each and the name of the 
person to whom paid, it was imporsible to discover the forgeries from the state- 
ments, and they were in fact not discovered until some time during the following 
year, when the checks wero returned to him upon the close of his business. When 
the genuine checks were presented they were protested for want of funds. 

Hesselberger sets forth in his affidavit thut immediately upon the discovery of 
the forgerics ho repase the fact to the chief quartermaster of the department, 
and went before a United States commissioner and procured the arrestof Wheeler, 
who was, however, discharged upon examination, of a failure to connect 
him directly with the crime, although the fact of the forgery was clearly shown. 
He also went before the grand jury at Topeka, and endeavored ta have bills of in- 
dictwent found against the es. The clerk, Mull had fled the country 
before the discovery of his crime, and is reported to bave died soon after in New 
Mexico. Upon bis discharge by the commissioner, Wheeler also left the country. 

Hesselberger further states in 1872 he placed all the papers, including such 
of the forged checks as had come into his possession, his check-stubs, &e., lu the 
hands of E N. O. Clougli, an attorney of Leavenworth, Kansas, whom he hal em- 
ployed to obtain relief for him. These papers are believed t» have been lost on 
the occasion of their hasty removal to escape a fire in a structure adjoining the 
oflice of Mr. Clough. At all events, they were not to be found among the papers 
of Mr. Fitzwilliam, an attorney, to whom the case was afterward confided, and 
who has since died, 

Henry Inman, who was captain and brevet lieutenaut-colonel in the Quarter- 
master’s Department of the regular Army from July, 1807, to 1869, and who was 
chief quartermaster of tho district of the Upper Arkansas, which district included 

© post of Fort Dodge, states that Lieutenant Hesselberger reported to him, and 
that all requisitions for funds and supplies, and for authority to employ civilians, 
were made directly to him. He corro es the testimony of H berger as to 
t © general condition of affairs at Fort Dodge, the construction of the post, the 
e of cholera, &c. He states that the duties were much too laborious for 

im to perforin with the aid of a single clerk, and that Hesselberger frequently 
asked for additional clerical aid in making up his returns and reports, which, under 
existing orders, could not be furnished. He also testifies as to the freqent absence 
of Lieutenant Hesselberger on detached service, leaving the public property in 
charge of his clerk. He regarded Hesselberger as one of the most efficient. officers 
in the service, and testifies that Generals Hancock, Davidson, Sully, and Gibbs, 
who successively visited the post ou inspection service, spoke of him in the highest 
terms of praise. Colonel Inman states that Lieutenant Hesselberger reported to 
him the fact of the forgeries as soon as they were discovered, and made overy effort 
to ate, o guilty parties to justice. 

John W. Hall and Captain Das id L. Payne, who were somewhat familiar with 
affairs at Fort Dodge in 1867, corroborate the general statement of those affhira by 
Lieutenant 3 especially as to tho construction of the post, the cholera 
epide mie, the arduous labors of the quartermaster, and both bear testimony to the 
good conduct, zeal, efficiency, and fidelity of that officer. 
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Lewis Hanback, the commissioner before whom Wheeler was brought, certifies 
to the fact of the examination, and that the check upon which the prosecution was 
founded was clearly proven a forgery, but that there was not sufficient evidence to 
connect Wheeler with thecrime. He asserts that Lieutenant Hesselberger was very 
active in ferreting ont the matter. 

A. L. Williams, then assistant United States attorney for the district of Kansas, 
and afterward attorney-general of the State, also certifies to Hesselberger’s zeal 
in the endeavor to bring the guilty ee to justice. 

Henry Douglass, lieutenant-colonel Fourteenth Infantry, alsofarnishesa statement 
in behalf of Lieutenant Hesselberger. He commanded the post during the time when 
Hesselberger was stationed there. He commends his eg Nong j and integri 
and generally es his statements. He caused arrest of Wheeler for 
forgery, aud states that though there was no doubt of Wheeler having uttered a 
forged check, there was no evidence to connect th the forgery. He saw 
several checks which were palpable forgeries, and states that it was generally con- 
ceded that the clerk in the post adjutant’s office was the criminal. This pong had 
deserted prior to Wheeler's arrest. He thinks that Lieutenant Hesselberger did 
all he could to bring the guilty parties to ice. 

General Sherman, who was at Fort in the autumn of 1867, states that he 
recollects that Lieutenant Hesselberger had been down to the Kiowa camp, more 
than a hundred miles south of the post, and brought in two young women named 
Box, white sn: ping in the hands of the Kiowas. The general says: “I saw the gi 

and a delegation of the Kiowas at the time. All the officers of the post gave Lieu- 
tenant 1 7 1 great credit for courage in rescuing these cap who must 
py odoin Po . plified copies of orders taken from the post records at 

mong the papers are exem co) ers taken 
Fort Dolge, showing the nent of Lieutenant Hessel from that 


on official duty; also, a , dated December 27, 1867, from 
eral J. W. Davidson, g inspector- gene , to General D. H. Rucker, 
acting Quartermaster- Lieutenant Hesselberger for an ap- 


tion, and comm g 


of them practically 
impossible. The absence of the material papers, the aged forged and frandu- 
lent checks, is to be noted, and the committee are not en y satisfied that their 
loss or destruction has been progeny established. 

The committee are satisfied that while the evidence is by no means conclusive 
it furnishes probable grounds for belief that the claim preferred is an equitable 

e. Upon the testimony before them they are not prepared to find that any spe- 
cific sum should be credited to the account of Lieutenant Hesselberger, but the 
are of aye that he should bo given such a status before the Department as 
enable to t his evidence there and receive such benefit from it as its 
nature may entitle him to. 

‘The bill makes provision for this further investigation, and the committee rec- 
ommend its passage, with an amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported from the committee. 
he amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PENSIONERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 17) amendin 
the laws granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war 
1812 and their widows. 

Mr. WITHERS. I gave notice this morning that I would ask the 
Senate to take up this bill to-morrow after the morning hour and 
consider it. I therefore ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is in the nature of an objection 
at this time and the bill will go over. 


WILLIAM B. WHITING. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 647) granting a 
pension to William B. Whiting. It directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of William B. Whiting, on the 
retired list of officers of the Navy as lieutenant, but commissioned as 
commodore, United States Navy, and to pay him such pension as the 
law directs. 

Mr. SARGENT. Lask that the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the pasaka te submitted by Mr. WITHERS, 
from the Committee on Pensions, February 4: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial of Lieutenant 
William B. Whiting, United States Navy, with the papers accompanying, report as 


captain, and commodore, he receives no additional pay in consequence of such pro- 

4 inj eee eee 2 While 
resid in Washington, in 1852, then holding the rank of first lieutenant in the 
Navy, he was notified by the Secretary of the Navy, in that he had been 


m at Annapolis as soun as his arrangements were perfected. Having completed 

eie Tena Srey ee nus ee = obedi 2 these ord 
ved an ry e ne by the accidental upsetting of a carriage or stage, 
ee able to join isd 


ability progressively increasing ultimately caused his retirement from active serv- 
ice, by the action of a naval board of inquiry.” 

Since February 5, 1872, he has been unable to stand on his feet, has to be lifted 
from his bed to a chair, and requires the constant attendance of a third person. 


t themselves for decision; First. Can an officer on the re- 


Two questions presen 
tired list. drawing the pay of his rank, be entitled to a pension as an invalid Section 


4724, Revised Statutes. declares that “no person shall draw both a pension as an 
invalid and the pay of his rank or station unless the disability for which the pen- 
sion is granted be such as to occasion his employment in a lower grade or in tho 
civil branch of the service.” -- 

This officer, thongh promoted to be a commander from the 2ist of July, 1861, was 
8 as a lieutenant and paid as a lieutenant only from that date to February 
19, 1263, in consequence of the injury for which he Sika a. panaliti and though 
promoted to be a commodore from the 22d day of April, 1870, was for the same 
cause employed and paid only as ca from to October 1, 1871, since 
which time he has not been employed at all; and since February 5, 1972, has been 

of employment, and uently receives only the pay of a lieutenant 

the retired list. This history of case seems to your committee to bring it 

e te PETT rS or ene Ore which DATAEN es bo tha DOORN Anan 
tion: Was this injury received in the of duty!“ 

The Commissioner of Pensions says it was not so received, but when tho officer 
was on leave NN his own private affairs. The evidence, however, cs- 
tablishes the fact that business was completed, and that the applicant was on 
his way, in obedience to the verbal orders of the do 


In addition to this, in 1873 the Navy Department, in carrying into effect ihe law 
of Congress 2 retired savel ee 75 oy cent. of the pay for sea service 
of the grade fey when retired, to such as were retired at their own request, 
age or length of mee a for injuries sustained in the line ob 
duty and incidental to such duty, but wi 8 for es 
contracted from other causes, held that the injuries for which Lieutenant Whiting 
was re’ occurred in the line of duty, were incidental to his sea service, 
“Tho conmtion therefore reouuumend the Parr of the accompanying bill £ 
e com: ee recomm: 
the relief of the petitioner, praes 8 

Mr. SARGENT. The statement of facts in this report is extremely 
confused. After reading it some three or four times I must say I fail to 
find out just what the facts are that are insisted upon in the report. 
If the report means to say that an officer upon the retired list draw- 
ing three-fourths sea pay for 3 received in the service is en- 
titled besides that to a poria then I object to the law of it. It is 
impossible for me to tell by this report. 

Mr. INGALLS. The report in this case was made by the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. WITHERS] who is 9 absent from his 
seat. He peve the matter very minute and thorough examination, 
and is probably better prepared to defend the report than any other 
member of the committee, I confess that I am comparatively igno- 
rant of the facts inthe case and the laws of the Government that bear 
upon it. I wish the Senator would allow the bill to remain until the 
Senator from Virginia comes in. 

Mr. SARGENT. I shall object to its consideration and let it go 


over. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. i 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

After twenty minutesspent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, ae (at three o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourn 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 18, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage by that body of a bill (H. R. No. 1093) to author- 
ize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its 
legal-tender character, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

GEORGE H. GIDDINGS, 

The SPEAKER. The first question in order this morning is the un- 
finished business of Friday last. At the adjournment the pending 
ee was the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 1496) for the relief of 


H. Giddings, on which the yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SAMPSON. at being a private bill, does it not go over to 
Friday next? 


The SPEAKER. The main question has been ordered on the bill, 
and it has been raled that under the circumstances the bill comes up 
the next day as the unfinished business to be disposed of prior to the 
morning hour. 

Mr, SAMPSON. But as this is a private bill, does it not go over as 
unfinished business to the next private-bill day ? 

The SPEAKER. The main question having been ordered, it does 
not matter whether the bill is a public or private one; it comes up the 
a day as the unfinished business to hediapased of prior to the morn- 

ng hour. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—| The latter motion was agreed to. 


yeas 152, nays 90, not voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—152. 
Aiken, Dibre Jones, James T. Robbins, 
Atkins, Dunn Kenna, Roberts, 
Bacon, Eames, R 5 
Bagley, Eden, Knapp, Robinson, George D. 
Banks, Eickhoff, Knott, Ross, 
Bell, Elam, Landers, Sayler, 
Bicknell, Ellis, Ligon, Scales, 
Blackburn, Ellsworth. Loring, Schleicher, 
Bland, Evina, John H. Lattrell, Shelley, 
Bliss, Field, Lra; Singleton, 
Blount, Finley, ackey, Slemons, 
Boone, Forney, ming, Smalls, 
— ps * Foster, 9 88 
g Franklin, yham, T, 
Bright, Freeman, McKenzie, Steele 
en, 8258. Me Mahon, Stephens, 
Bue! ‘ Metcalfe, Swann, 
Bundy, ause, Mills, Thorn 
Burchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Throckmorton, 
Cabell, Glover, oney, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Cain, Morgan, Tucker 
Caldwell, John W. Gunter, Morrison, Turner, 
Caldwell, W. P. Hanna, Morse, Vance, 
idler, Harris, Benj. W. Muldrow, Waddell, 
Carlisle, Harris, Henry R. Muller. Walsh, 
Chalmers, Harrison, Norcross, Warner, 
Hartridge, Page, Whitthorne, 
2 ve Loar Hendle 1 T. M. o aag 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hen helps, 
—— Henry, con ps, Williams, Tasit 
o € Nard, ams, 
Lor, cob D. Hewitt, G. W. Pridemore, Williams, Jere N. 
Crapo, ooker, Rainey Willis, Albert S. 
Cravens, H t Willis, Benjamin A. 
Crittenden, Humphrey, Rea, Wilson, 
Culberson, unton, Reagan, Wood, 
vidson, ttner, Rice, William W. Wright, 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Frank Riddle, Yeates. 
NAYS—90. 
Al James, 
22 — Gongo 3 ones, John S. Sepp, 
er, Jam oyce, 
Ballou, tler, Keightley, Shallenberger, 
Bayn 1 Kili - Sinnickson, 
Benedict, Davis, Horace Lapham, weg 
Boyd, 33 Lockwood, Stenger, 
Bragg, Dickey, Maish, Stone, Joseph C, 
Brentano, Dwight, Strait, 
Brewer, McCook, Thom 
Briggs, Evans, L Newton McGowan, Townsend, M. I. 
Browne, Evans, James L. McKinley, Siem 
Burdick, Monroe, Van Vorhes, 
Calkins, Fuller, Oliver, W. 
Camp, ©, O'Neill, Wi 
Campbell, Hamilton, White, Michael D, 
Cannon, Hardenbergh, Patterson, G. W. Williams, C. G. 
Caswell, Hartzell, Pound, Wi Ri 
Clark, Alvah A. Hayes, Price, Willits, 
yas, Hendee, Randolph, Wren. 
Cobb, H Reed, 
Cole, Hunter, Robinson, Milton 8. 
NOT VOTING—50. 
Banning, Garfield, Kelley, Smith, William E. 
Beebe, Giddings, Ketcham, Stewart, 
ae 1 t 3 Sine, John W. 
er, Harris, indsey, pton 
e Hart, N Townshend, R. W 
lark Haskell. Ped Veeder, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hazelton, Potter, ait, 
5 8. Dough, Welch’ 
Do Hewitt, Abram ‘ 
at — iscock, Belly, ‘ White, Harry 
Ewing, . — aes, Americus V. Young. 
Felton, yan, 
Gardner, Keller,” Smith, A, Herr 
So the bill was passed. 
During the roll-call, r 
Mr. ING said: I am R parca with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. WHITE, who, if present, would vote in the negative, 


while I would vote in the affirmative. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 


DURHAM, is detained at home by sickness. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to announce that my colleague, Mr. FELTON, 
is absent on account of sickness in his family, 3 
Mr. PRIDEMORE. My colleague, Mr. Harris, is paired with Mr. 
WILLIAMS, of Oregon. 
N y colleague, Mr. HUBBELL, is absent ọn account 


Mr. BOYD. My colleague, Mr. TIPTON, is absent on account of 
sickness, l 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, who is absent 
on account of sickness in his family, is paired with Mr. TIPTON, of 
Illinois, on all political questions. I do not know how he would vote 
on this question. s j 

Mr. L moved to dispense with the reading of the names, 

Mr. HALE objected. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WADDELL moved to recensider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at one o’clock. This 
being Monday, the first bnsiness in order is the call of States and Ter- 
ritories, commeneing with the State of Maine, for the introduction of 
bills and joint resolutions, for reference to appropriate committees. 
Under this call joint resolutions and cea of State and territo- 
rial Legislatures are in order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that by unanimous consent the call be con- 
tinned until it is complete, without reference to the expiration of the 
morning hour. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would not be allowable in 
view of the fact that at two o’clock the Committee for the District of 
Columbia is entitled to the floor. The Chair has heretofore held that 
the right of the District Committee to the floor at two o’clock on the 
third Monday of each month cannot be obstructed by any other busi- 
ness. 

ANNA BENTON. 


Mr. HENDEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3297) granting a pension 
to Anna Benton, widow of William Benton ; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT STAGE HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. a a the establishment 
of a light-house at Stage Harbor, Chatham, Massachusetts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be prin 

CALVIN E. PRATT. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3299) granting a pension to 
Calvin E. Pratt, late brigadier-general of volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATION OF SPICES. 

Mr. MULLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3300) to 
prevent adulteration of spices; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL LEARY. 

Mr. QUINN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3301) for the relief of Dan- 
iel Leary; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. MAYHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3302) to 
authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia or their suc- 
cessors in office to audit certain claims against the District of Colum- 
bia for funding the same, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5219 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3303) to 
further declare the meaning of section 5219 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States and its correct interpretation; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MAJOR JOHN H. AUSTIN. 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3304) granting a pose to 
Major John H. Austin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
cis to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

DERRICK F. HAMLINK. 

Mr. CAMP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3305) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Derrick F. Hamlink; which was read a and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES N. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3306) for 
the relief of Charles N. Williams, postmaster at Elizabethtown, Essex 
County, New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH M’COOLY. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3307) granting a pension 
to Sarah McCooly; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEMAN RICHARDSON. 

Mr. BAGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3308) for the relief 

of Freeman Richardson and P. , of Watertown, New York; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HELEN CRABBE. 
Mr. PUGH introduced a od 85 R. No. 3309) granting a pension to 
Helen Crabbe; which was a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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OBSTRUCTIONS IN DELAWARE RIVER. 

Mr. SINNICKSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3310) to clean ont 
and remove obstructions in the Delaware River, at the mouth of 
Salem River, Salem County, New Jersey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BERNARD BRADY. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3311) for the relief of 
Bernard Brady, of Company D, Fifty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I presented the other day resolutions of the senate 
and house of representatives of the State of Pennsylvania. I rise for 
the purpose of asking that they may be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, That is not in order under this call. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Then I will again present the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will forward them to the desk. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the Chair to indulge me for a moment. I 
present the resolutions of the senate and house of representatives of 
the State of Pennsylvania, which I send to the desk and ask that they 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not at liberty to make that request 
during this hour. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] on last 
Monday gave notice that he would object to ve Beane | out of order 
during the morning hour of Monday, and the Chair under that objec- 
tion cannot entertain the request of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent of the House that the 
resolutions be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain that request during 
this hour. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The Chair is against me. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is against the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

f ABNER HOOPES, 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3312) fs a pension 
to Abner Hoopes, late a private in Company A, First Pennsylvania 
Reserves; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT PLATT. 

Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3313) anthorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint Acting Master Robert 
Platt, United States Navy, to be a master in the United States Navy, 
not in the line of promotion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, aud ordered to be printed. 

Joux r. MASON. 

Mr. ROBERTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3314) to remove the 
political disabilities of John T. Mason, of Maryland ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA MACKINS. 

Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3315) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Mackins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
chino to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
z WASHINGTON AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY, 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3316) for the relief of 
the Washington and Ohio Railroad Company ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

$ GEORGE H. PLANT. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3317) for the relief of 
George H. Plant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT GREENSBOROUGH, NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3318) providing for the 
urchase of a site and erecting thereon a post-office and court-house 
n the city of Greensborough, North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


B. L. BITTING. 


Mr. ROBBINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3319) for the relief of 
B. L. Bitting, of Forsyth County, North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DAVIS. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3320) to restore the name 
of John Davis to the muster-rolls of Company B, Eighth Tennessee 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA ESTES, 
` Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3321) for the relief of 
Eliza Estes, of Mitchell County, North Carolina; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL A. GIBBEY. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3322) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel A. Gibbey, a soldier of 1812; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. PALMER, 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3323) to remove the 
charge of desertion and place on the muster-rolls the name of John A. 
Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed 


DISTRICT COURT AT TARBOROUGH, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3324) to 
amend section 572 of the Revised Statates and provide that a district 
court shall be held at Tarborough, in North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSIONER-GENERAL, 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 115) of instruction to the commissioner-general of the 
United States for the Paris exposition; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ELIZABETH GUNTER. 

Mr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3325) for the relief of the 
heirs of Elizabeth Gunter; which was read a first and second time, 
8 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
Print 

IMPROVEMENT OF CHOCTAWHATCHIE RIVER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3326) to 
appropriate money for the removal of obstructions to navigation in 
the Choctawhatchie River, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL FUND IN ALABAMA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3327) to revive and ex- 
tend the provisions of an act approved March 3, 1847, for carrying into 
effect the Grims y compacts with the States of Alabama and Missis- 
sippi with regard to the 5 per cent. fund and school reservations; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HALE. Let that bill be read. 

The bill was read, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES T. JOHNSON. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3328) for tho relief of the 
legal heirs and representatives of James T. Johnson, deceased, of Car- 
rollton, Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COTTON SEIZED BY GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3329) to amend the 
fifth section of the act of May 18, 1872, relating to the return of the 
net proceeds of cotton seized after June 30, 1865; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI LEVEES, ETC. 

Mr. ROBERTSON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Louisiana, asking aid for the construction and maintenance of 
levees on the Mississippi River, and also in favor of the Texas Pacific 
Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River. 

REMONETIZATION OF SILVER, * 

Mr. ROBERTSON also presented a joint resolation of the Legisla- 
ture of Louisiana, in favor of the remonetization of the silver dollar 
and the repeal of the resumption act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. ELAM presented a joint resolution of the islature of the 
State of Louisiana, in favor of the bill introduced by him for the bet- 
ter organization of the district courts of the United States within 
the State of Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Ohio, declaring United States bonds payable, Poe and interes 
in silver, at the option of the Government, and in favor of the Blan 
silver bill without any amendment limiting free coinage; which was 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 


JOHN B. BROWN. 
Mr. SOUTHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3330) for the 
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relief of John B. Brown, for bounty and allowances; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COLONEL J. P. ABERNATHY. 

Mr. McMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3331) for the relief of 
Colonel J. P. Abernathy; which was read a first and second time, 
aay to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS M'DONOUGH. 

Mr. McMAHON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3332) granting a 
pension to Thomas McDonough; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 

rinted. 


be p 
WILSON PONTIOUS. 
Mr. COX, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3333) for the relief 
of Wilson Pontious; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NATHAN WHARTON. 

Mr. DANFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3334) granting a pen- 
sion to Nathan Wharton, Company D, Ninety-second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

EMINENCE MECHANICAL AND AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3335) for the relief 
of the Eminence Agricultural and Mechanical Association of Henry 
County, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SUSAN HALL, 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3336) for the relief of 
Mrs. Susan Hall, of Knox County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3337) for the relief 
of James B. McKinney, of Lee County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDERSON B. GOSE. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3338) for the relief 
of Anderson B. Gose, of Mo County, Kentucky, late a private in 
Company B, Thirty fourth Kentucky Regiment Infantry Volunteers; 
which was read a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

F. WARREN AND r. J. WRIGHT. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3339) for the relief 
of Felix Warren and Thomas J. Wright, of Bath County, Kentucky, 
late privates in Company M, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WEBSTER C. WEBB. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3340) 
to place upon the muster-roll of the United States volunteer forces 
the name of Webster C, Webb as second lientenant Company G, Sev- 
enteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, and to amend said roll in 
other ts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASES FOR NAVAL SERVICE. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3341) to regulate 
the method of purchases made for the naval service; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. > 


COMMANDANTS OF NAVY-YARDS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3342) to de- 
fine duties of commandants of navy-yards, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF SMALL-ARMS IN THE NAVAL SERVICE. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3343) to an- 
thorize the sale of the small arms now in use in the naval service 
and the conversion of the lation, of such sale in the purchase of 
any similar in caliber to the arms now in use in the United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

APOTHECARIES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr, WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3344) to au- 
thorize the appointment of apothecaries as warrant officers in the 
United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naya] Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

RATIONS OF NAVAL APPRENTICES. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. Nb. 3345) to add 
additional articles to the rations issued to apprentice boys in the na- 
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val service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. RIDDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3346) to prohibit the or- 
ganization of national banking associations under existing laws, and 
the recharter of those now in operation ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FIELDING HURST. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3347) for the relief of 
Fielding Hurst; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CONEY FORK RIVER. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3348) making an appro- 
priation to improve the Coney Fork River; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


„ 


ALEXANDER POPE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3349) for the relief 
of Alexander rpe of Segnachie County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and secon time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MINCER. 

Mr. HAMILTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3350) for the relief 
of John Mincer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN REAGEL. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3351) granting a pension 
to John Reagel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J, SWAN, 

Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3352) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Swan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be prin 


JOHN ADAMS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BOYD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3353) for the 
relief of John Adams, William B. Clift, David Dunseath, William 
Killenger, Obediah Scott, Charles Lindeman, James Linnane, Pat- 
rick Carey, John McMahon, and James Gorham, administrators of 
the estate of Patrick Gorham, deceased ; which was read a first and 
second, time, referred to the Committee en War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALDEN M. WOODRUFF. 

Mr. ALDRICH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3354) for 
the relief of Alden M. Woodruff, of Little Rock, Arkansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COIN AND BULLION CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. LATHROP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3355) to amend gection 
254 of the Revised Statutes making coin and bullion certificates 
legal tender for debts and dues hereafter contracted; which e 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSIT OF SAVINGS IN THE TREASURY. 

Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3356) to promote the 
deposit of savings in the Treasury and the refunding of the national 
debt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED B, MEACHAM. 

Mr. EDEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3357) for the 
relief of Alfred B. Meacham; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ACHILLES D. DOLLINS. 

Mr. HARTZELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3258) granting a pen- 
sion to Achiles D. Dollins, late sergeant Company C, in the Eight- 
eenth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN HARPER. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3359) for the relief of Allen 
Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER PHILLIPS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H, R. No. 3360 
for the relief of Peter Phillips; which was read a first and secon 
pases sererenc He the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rin 
È NICHOLAS KREKEL. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3361) granting a pen- 
sion to Nicholas Krekel; which was read a first and second time, 


soterra to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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NATHAN A. WINTERS. 

Mr, POLLARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3362) granting a pension 
to Nathan A. Winters; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT FRANCIS RIVER, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. GAUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3363) to improve the nav- 
igation of the Saint Francis River, Arkansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF OF HEIRS AND. EXECUTORS OF AUGUSTINE D'ITURBIDE. 

Mr. GAUSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3364) for tho re’ief of 
the heirs and executors of Augustine d’Iturbide; which was read a 
first and second time, refe: to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3365) for the better ad- 
ministration of justice in the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DRY DOCKS, DES MOINES RAPIDS CANAL. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3366) to author- 
ize the Canal, Dry Dock, and Manufacturing Company to construct 
and operate dry-docks in connection with Des Moines Rapids Canal, 
and for other pu ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, IOWA. 

Mr. OLIVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3367) in reference to the 
United States district and circuit courts for the district of Iowa and 
times and places of holding the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, andordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM CRUMPTON. 

Mr. OLIVER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3368) 
for the relief of William Crumpton; which was a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. LUTTRELL presented concurrent resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of California, asking that pensions be granted to 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Mexican war; which were 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CRESCENT CITY HARBOR, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also presented concarrent resolutions of the Leg- 
islature of California, asking an appropriation for the improvement 
of Crescent City Harbor, California; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

HOMESTEAD NOTICES OF CONTEST, ETC. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3369) to provide for 
the publication of notices of contest under the homestead, pre-emp- 
tion, or tree-culture laws of the United States ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS OF THE REVOLUTION. 


Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3370) supplement- 
ary toan act granting relief to certain officers and soldiers of the 
Revolution; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be priuted. 

MIAMI INDIAN FUNDS. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3371) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay from the money sppropriated from 
the funds of the Miami Indians a certain order made by said Indians; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURNS. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3372) for the relief of 
John Burns; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. WELCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3373) for the relief of set- 
tlers on the public lands under the pre-emption laws; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY POST IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3374) to provide for build- 
ing a military post for the protection of the southwestern frontier of 
Dakota; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH M. ALLEN. 

Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3375) for the relief 
of Joseph M. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK ALDRICH. 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3376) for the relief of 
Frank Aldrich; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5391 OF REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3377) to amend sec- 
tion 5391 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TERM OF DISTRICT COURT IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. KIDDER also introduced a bill (H. R. No.3378) to change a term 
of the district court in the eounty of Pennington, in the Territory of 
Dakota; which was gead a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. CORLETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3379) to incorporate the 
National Pacific Railroad and Telegraph Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of two o’clock having arrived and this 
being the third Monday of the month the Committee for the District 
of Columbia are, under the rule, entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BOONE. Lask tke chairman of the District. Committee, the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. WILIIAus, I to yield to me for the 
reference of a bill. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman. 

REUBEN COOK. 


Mr. BOONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3380) for the relief of Reuben Cook, of Crittenden County, Kentucky ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY O'NEILL, In. 

Mr. McGOWAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3381) for the relief of Henry ONeill, jr., of Jackson County, Mich- 
igan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GREEN, 


Mr. LATHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R No. 
3382) to restore the name of George W. Green to the pension-rolls and 
to provide for the payment. to him of the pension provided by law; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 
2371) to amend an act entitled “An act for the support of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1878, and for other purposes.“ 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, de., That the twelfth section of the act of Congress entitled “An 
act for the support of the government for the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
1. d une 30, 1278, and for other purposes,“ bi phew March 3, 1877, shall be, and 
is hereby, so amended that peep eer pany te under said act, or their successors 
in office, shall, before the 1st day of June, 1878, under the direction of the superin- 
tendent of assessments and taxes of said District, assess the value of all the real and 
personal property in said District liable to taxation thereunder, and shall state the 
same in se te rout rg tar ae asystematic manner; and such value for taxa- 

the true value in the lawfal money of the United States of the pop 
erty so assessed. The assessed value shall have reference to the date of the Ist day 
of June, 1878, except as to stock in trade, which shall be the average value of the 
— mnerohandiee or other articles keys on baad during the year ending June 

Said assessors shall, between - OE T IO and the 20th day of May, 
1878, hold daily sessions for the purpose of equalizing the assessments theretofore 
made by them and for the purpose of hearing and determining any and all ap 
from the valuations theretofore made by them. Each assessor shall, at the meet- 
ings of the assessors as aforesaid, make full and detailed reports of his act as such 
assessor. And during said period they shall have power to revise assessments 
theretofore made by them, or any of them, by either justly increasing or justly 
diminishing any 9 assessment. 

In section 8, e out the word “domiciled” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words temporarily residing.” 

Sec, 2. That said assessors, while engaged in making the assessment erg oie 
in the first section of this act, shall also take an accurate census of the inhabitants 
of said District of Columbia, and return the same to the commissioners of said 
District. For this purpose, the commissioners of said District shall prepare the 
proper books, so arranged as to show under proper heads the name, sex, birth- 
place, race, age, and occupation of such inhabitants, and such other information as 
they shall prescribe. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


1. Add a new section to the bill, to read as follows: 

Section 3. That section 3 of the act aforesaid be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by striking out in the first line of said section the words — this act,” and in line 
3 of same section striking out the words “eighteen hundred and seventy-seven.” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words next succeeding the completion of the 
assessment; and by striking out, in lines 4 and 5 of said section, the words eight- 

hundred and seventy-eight,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “next fol- 
section shall read as follows: 


pay: 


tion of 
able on the ist day of May next following; and in every case where the tax leyied 
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shall be paid by installments, as berein authcrized, each of said payments shall be 
deemed to have been made on the several funds and for the different purposes indi- 
cated in tho second section of this act, and an “el prorate aati a of the pay- 
ments so made shall be carried to tho credit of the respective funds, 

2. Amend bill in line 10, page 1, by striking out June“ and inserting “July,” 


and in lines 23 and 25 by striking out May and inserting July. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michi I think a very short explanation of 
this bill will be sufficient. Its object is simply to provide for a new 
assessment of the property in the District of Columbia. No assess- 
ment has been made here for several years and there has been a great 
deal of complaint that the assessment as it now stands has not been 
properly made. This bill simply provides that the commissioners 
provided for in section 12 of the act of last March shall make a new 
assessment; and at the same time there is a provision that they shall 
take a census of the inhabitants of the District. The amendments 
that are pro are simply to make the rest of the act of March 3, 
1877, correspond with the provisions of this bill for making that new 
assessment. If any further explanation is desired I shall be ready to 
give 181 If not, I ask that the amendments of the committee may be 
ado á 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Does the 
phang affect any law except in relation to the assessment of prop- 
erty 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Not at all. The provisions of the 
‘bill are in regard to the appraisal of property. There is no change 
as to the rate of taxation, which is $1.50 per hundred dollars under 
the existing law. This simply provides that a new assessment shall 
be made of the property in the District real and personal. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is no provision as to the rate of taxation! 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Not at all; it is simply as to assess- 
ing the value of the property. 

he amendments of the committee were adopted. 

The question was on ordering the bill, as amended, to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. BREWER. Lask that the bill, as amended, be read. 

The bill, as amended, was read. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
ead and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TESTIMONY FOR THE COURTS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2843) to provide for taking testimony 
for the courts of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. It provides that notaries public of the District 
of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to take depositions 
and do all other acts in relation to taking testimony to be used in the 
courts of the District of Columbia in the same manner and with the 
same effect as examiners in chancery of said District may now law- 
fully take or do. 

r. HUNTON. ask that the bill be put upon its a passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en „ it was e read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOUTON moved to recons 45 the vote by which the bill was 
paee ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SILVER BILL. 

Mr. EWING. I now ask unanimous consent that the bill to re- 
monetize silver, returned from the Senate with amendments, and now 
upon the Speaker’s table, being the bill (H. R. No. 1093) to author- 
ize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its 
legal-tender character, be printed with the amendments of the Senate. 

. O'NEILL. Will the gentleman indicate about what time the 
bill will be taken up for consideration? 

Mr. EWING. I do not know. 


The SPEAKER. It retains its place upon the Speaker's table. The | to 


ee from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] confines his motion to the request 
hat the bill, with the Senate amendments, be printed. It would not 
be in order to refer it now. Is there any objection to the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio? The Chair hears none. 
ere being no objection, the bill, with the Senate amendments, 
was ordered to be printed. 
PROSECUTION OF CASES WITHOUT GIVING BOND. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1716) author- 
izing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to prosecute 
cases and take appeals without giving bond, and asked that the 
amendment be concurred in and the bill be put upon its passa 

The bill was read. It provides that in all cases now 18 A Sa 
hereafter instituted, the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and their successors in office, are authorized to prosecute an efend 
the same, have writs of attachment and replevin, take ap and 
prosecute writs of error, and have the full benefit of all p ings 
at law and in equity, without executing any bond or giving security 
as may now be required. It shall not be necessary to give the indi- 


vidual names of said commissioners and their successors in office in 
any writ or proceeding ; and in all cases their seal of office shall be 
a sufficient verification of any answer they may be required to make. 

The amendment reported by the committee was as follows: 

After the word “instituted,” in line 3, insert the following: “in any of the 
courts of the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be en and read a 
third time ; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
r and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. s 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RECORDING OF DEEDS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HUNTON also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1432) providing for 
the recording of deeds, 11 0 80 and other conveyances affecting 
real estate in the District of Columbia, and moved that it be put 
upon its passa 

The bill was read. It provides that sections 446 and 447 of the 
Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, passed at the 
first session of the Forty-third Congress, 1873 and 1874, be, and the 
ane hereby are, repealed, and there is enacted in lieu thereof the 

ollowing: 

All deeds, deeds of trust, mortgages, conveyances, covenants, agree- 
ments, or any instrument of writing which by law is entitled to be 
recorded in the office of the recorder of deeds, shall take effect and be 
valid, as to creditors and as to subsequent purchases for valuable con- 
sideration without notice, from the time when such deed, deed of 
trust, mortgage, conveyance, covenant, a ment, or instrument in 
writing shall, after having been acknow edged, proved, or certified 
as the case may be, be delivered to the recorder of deeds for record, and 
from that time only; and the recorder of deeds shall note on each 
deed or other instrument of writing required by law to be recorded 
the day and hour of delivery of the same to him to be recorded. 

Section 2 provides that this act shall not be so construed as to affect 
any deed or other instrument of writing heretofore recorded. 

Mr. HUNTON. The two sections of the Revised Statutes of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for which this is proposed as a substitute provide 
that all deeds, except deeds of trust and mortgages, which are acknowl- 
edged or proved and certified according to law and delivered to the 
recorder of deeds for record within six months after the sealing and de- 
livering thereof, &c., shall be valid from the time of such delivery, and 
that deeds of trust and mortgages shall be valid from the time when 
they are delivered to the clerk to be recorded, &c. Now, the bill un- 
der consideration changes the law so as to place deeds and deeds of 
trust on the same footing, and the design of the bill is to prevent the 
frands frequently arising. Under the present law a man possessed of 
real estate can sell and convey the same, and if the vendee, relying on 
the law as it now stands, failed to place his conveyance on record, 
the vendor could sell again and the deed be admitted to record, and if 
the first conveyance was placed on record within six months the sec- 
ond vendee would lose his purchase-money and his deed be void. The 
committee thonght that deeds and deeds of trust ought to be placed 
on the same footing and that neither should be valid against credit- 
ors and subsequent purchasers without notice until recorded, so as 
to make the records open to every one, the evidence of title. In this 
way no one could be wronged who was diligent in putting his deed 
on record, and all would be notified thereby. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the section of the Revised Statutes which it 


is proposed to re be read from the Clerk’s desk. 
e Clerk as follows: 
Alldeeds, except deeds of trust and mortgages, which areacknowl or proved 
and certified according to law, and di to the recorder of d for record 


within six months after the sealing and delivery thereof, shall take effect and be 
valid as to all persons from the time of such acknowledgment or proof. All deeds 
of trust and mortgages, w delivered to the recorder of deeds for record, 
and all other conveyances, covenants, ts, and deeds, which shall not be 
acknowledged, proved or certified, and delivered to the recorder for record within 
and delivery thereof, shall take effect and be valid as 
all subsequent 3 for val consideration without notice, and as to 
8 ment, oF deed ebali have been so ackaowiedgod, provod oved, or 
V. 5 
— and d vered to the recorder for record, and from that time only. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Now let the bill proposed as a substitute be read. 
The Clerk again read the bill. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Is it in order to discuss this question? 
coe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] holds 
e floor. 
Mr. HUNTON. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. WRIGHT] with pleasure. 
Mr. WRIGHT. As I understand the proposition, now deeds or mort- 
gages only take effect from the time that they are recorded, and that 
tween the execution and the time of recording a su uent con- 
veyance is made that subsequent conveyance is good. Am Tright ? 
r. HUNTON. That is so. b 
Mr. WRIGHT. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is manifestly wrong. The 
should be some time between the execution of the deed and the time 
of recording it. Many of the States fix it at six months—it is six 
months in Pennsylvania—so that if a deed or conveyance is made but 
not recorded within six months from its execution and delivery the 
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property may not be sold to some one else; but otherwise if made 
after the expiration of the six months without notice of a previous 
conveyance. 

Now, in order to have this matter properly understood, there should 
be bome time between the date of the paper and the record of it. The 
parties may reside at a distance from the recorder’s office; unavoidable 
accident may prevent the recording on the same day. I do not care 
what time you may fix—it can be two or three or six months—and it 
will provide for any contingency or difficulty that may prevent the 
parties from having the conveyance immediately put upon record. 

t seems to me that there should be at least thirty or sixty days be- 

. tween the execution of the deed and the time at which it is made, 
so as to give the parties executing it reasonable time for the entry of 
the deed on record. I think the Pennsylvania law a one, and 
so our practice has proved it to be. I move that “thirty days” be 


inserted. 
The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] 
ive his consent to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
nnsylyania, [Mr. WRIGHT ?] 

Mr. HUNTON, I would like to oblige my friend, but any such 
amendment would mar the whole bill; because I suppose no man, 
not even the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself, desires to have 
a deed of trust made valid before it is recorded. That is not the law 
anywhere, And I would say in reply to the gentleman that I feel 
assured that he is wrong in thinking that that law in Pennsylvania 


makes a deed of trust or mortgage valid from its date if admitted’ 


to record in six months after its execution. I decline, therefore, to 
yield for the amendment. The injuries which he thinks will flow 
from the bill, it seems to me, with due deference to the gentleman, 
are purely imaginary. He says that time ought to be given to a man 
for the recordation of his deed. He says some thirty or sixty days 
should be allowed after its execution, 

I submit to the House and to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that where a man sells a piece of land or any other real property 
and desires to commit a fraud, and undertakes to resell it to a bona 
Jide purchaser without notice, the p to whom the sale is made is 
as much entitled to consideration and protection as the first party 
who received and pocketed his deed. Yet according to the law that 
the gentleman claims exists in Pennsylvania and according to the 
law as it now stands in this District, the second purchaser would 
lose his property and his purchase-money, ene he took every 
precaution by consulting the records to see that he was getting a 
good title. No man ought to be allowed to hold a title to real estate 
against creditors and bona fide 1 without notice except from 
the time his title is placed on the record, to which alone purchasers 
and creditors have to look for title to real estate. 

I hold that under such a law as is embodied in the bill under con- 
sideration it is in the power of any man to protect himself against a 
subsequent sale by using proper diligence to record his and if 
guilty of laches he does not deserve protection. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the ghena allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. f 

Mr. BRIGHT, Does the bill leave the contract or the deed good 
between the original parties if not recorded ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Unquestionably; it is only for the protection of 
third parties, creditors and purchasers without notice. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The deed takes effect as to third parties or strangers 
from the date of recording ! 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. A deed of this character, though not 


admitted to record for six months or for any other period, is always 
good as between the first parties; but as regards paroa and 
subsequent purchasers without notice it is not good until admitted 


to record. The object of the bill and of the committee in reportin 
the bill is to prevent the multitude of frauds that may be committ 

if a person is authorized to hold a deed in his pocket while the vendor 
is still the ostensible owner of the property according to the records, 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Suppose that I am the owner of real estate in this 
District and make a deed of conveyance of it in the morning, and in 
the afternoon of the same day I disregard that conveyance and make 
another deed or conveyance to some other party. Now, if the con- 
veyance made in the afternoon shall be first recorded, will it be the 
one that will take effect ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WRIGHT. That is not right. 

Mr. HUNTON. It is right for two reasons: first, because the pur- 
chaser had it in his power to take his deed to the recorder’s office and 
have it recorded; secondly, because if he chooses, by his own laches, 
in not having his deed recorded, to give the vendor the 8 
to make another deed to a third and innocent party, and that third 
party gets that deed recorded first, he should have the benefit of it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The law of Pennsylvania is that the vendee shall 
have six months within which to record his deed ; that is the law with 
regard to all deeds and conveyance. There may bea different rule in 
regard to cea and defeasible deeds. We have pursued our 
even way under that rule of practice for the last hundred years, and 
there never has been any attempt to change it; it has worked very 
well so far, and there has been sufficient time to fully test the pro- 
priety of the law. 


Mr. HUNTON. All I ean say to my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
W that if he states the law of Pennsylvania correctly 

Mr. WRIGHT. That is the law as to deeds and conveyances. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I hope the old State will wake up and have 
a different rule in regard to recordation. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Where do you get that word “recordation?” 
Laughter.] I cannot permit the gentleman to be coining words 
ere. 

Mr. HUNTON. I am sure I have coined fewer words here than the 
gentleman has rules of law; for he has corrected his first statement 
of the law of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HUNTON, Certainly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Is there now any law in the District that requires 
the clerk to note the hour when the conveyance is first received for 
registration? 

r. HUNTON. There is not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is well known that by the common law there is 
recognized no fraction of a day. Tho question propounded by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] huinga up that point, 
and I suggest to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] that 
eaen it might be well to have some provision made in to it. 

Mr, HUNTON. Provision is made in the bill under consideration. 
I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ord to be en, 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pama; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. BOUCK, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back adversely the following bills; which were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2703) to extend the charter of the Franklin In- 
surance Company, in the city of Washington ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2626) to incorporate the Sovereigns Distributive 
Agency of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 924) to incorporate the Citizens’ Gas-Light Com- 
rE ES tinct tho Ha 

i 0. neorporate t d Gas-Light Compan 
of the District of Columbia; ny j ESA 

A bill (H. R. No. 1705) to incorporate the District of Columbia Gas- 


Light 5773 5 F 
bill (H. R. No. 1527) Providing for a general law authorizing any 

person or persons to establish gas-works in the District of Columbia 
under restrictions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2194) to incorporate the Swiss General Mutual and 
Benevolent Society; and 

A bill n R. No. 3039) to incorporate the Washington Eye, Ear, and 
Throat Hospital. . 

Mr. BOUCK moved to reconsider the order just made; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HENKLE, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 3134) providin 
for the adjustment of claims against the District of Columbia, 51005 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That immedia m the of this the presidin; 
officer of the Senate shall pasrar gee — n, 8 cen el the District 
of Columbia, and the Speaker of the Hose of . shall, in like man- 
ner, appoint two suitab parsons, also tax-payers in said District, and the three 
persons so appointed shall be known as and styled District claims commissioners; 
and cach of them, beforo entering upon the duties of his office, shall make in 
legal form, before a seep | public for the District of Columbia, that he will dis- 
0 the duties of his office justly and without fear or favor; and sball likewise 
gre d to the Government of the United States in the penal sum of $20,000, to 

approved by the Secretary of tho ‘Treasury of the United States, for the faith- 
ful ditcharge of the duties of his office. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of said claims commissioners, immediately upon 
entering upon the discharge of the duties of their office, to give notice by adver- 
tisement fur ten consecutive days, Sundays being excluded, in two daily newspa- 
pers ganran in said District of Columbia, for all persons having claims against 
said District of Columbia, or against the Government of the United States, arising 
out of the improvement and repair of Pennsylvania avenue undor the act of Con- 
gress of July 8, 1870, to t the same before the said claims commissioners in 
writing, under oath, for their examination and adjustment, such presentation to be 
made within ninety days from and after the first publication of said advertisement; 
and the said claims commissioners, before considering any such claim, shall re- 
qnire the same to be mores by the testimony of witnesses, in writing, under 
oath, or by reference to official 888 as the case may bo; and 
shall likewise require satisfactory proof, to be produ by such claimant under 
oath, that such im has never been before uted for audit. adjustment, or 
payment, either to the late board of public works of said District, or to the board 
of audit created by act of Con entitled “An act for the government of the 


Districtef Columbia, and for other purposes,“ approved June 20, A. D. 1874; or, if 
such claim has . that it has not been adjudicated upon its merita. 
Src. 3. That the claims commissioners, for the purposes in this act specified, 


shall have power to subpena witnesses, and compel their attendance, administer 
oaths, sce witnesses under oath; and Wall have full — to all the 
records, books, papers, and vouchers, of every kind whatsoever, of the late board 
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of public works, and of Prd prones ot e and of the commissicners of said 
District, and of the engineers of sa istri 

SEC. 1 That the said claims commissioners shall carefully examine into all the 
facts and circumstances pertaining to cach claim that may be properly presented 
in conformity with the provisions of the second section of this act, and likewise 
carefully consider the proofs and evidence submited in support thereof, and deter- 
mine the amount, if any, that may be due and owing thereon; shall make a de- 


tailed and tabular statcment of all claims presented, together with their action 
thereon ; and such statement shall contain the name of the claimant; the nature of 
the claim ; the date of the contract and agreement upon which said claim is based, 
if such claim arises out of any contract or agreement; the names of the original 
parties to such agreement or contract; the name of the assigneo of such contract or 
agreement, if such contract or agreement has been assigned ; the price to be paid 
ag stipulated in such agreement or contract, and whether such price was to be pa 
in money or in bonds, and if in bonds, or other evidences of indebtedness, the kind 
and character thereof; the amounts or amount alread d on such claim, and 
whether in cash or in bonds. And said claims commissioners shall report their 
proceedings from time to time to Congress in the manner aforesaid. s 
Sec. 5. That said claims commissioners su all have authority to receive, consider, 
determine, and rt upon, as herein provided, all claims for work and labor per- 
formed or ma furnished upon any order of or contract, oral or written, with 
the late board of public works of said District, notwithstanding the said board of 
audit may have considered and audited such claim: Provided, That the certificate 
that may have been prepared by said board of audit was not ted and received 


by the m or persons entitled to such certificate or order of the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, or founded opa any contract or agreement made by 
virtue of any act of the Legislative Assembly of tho District of Columbia with the 


beard of health of said District, or said board of public works, or founded u 
any contract or agreement ae with the present commissioners of said District, 
pars Aex board of public works, or the authorities of the late government of the Dis. 
trict of Columbia; and all claims for special damages to real property in the District 
of Columbia, g out of injuries to such property by improvements or 
repairs made by the said board of public works or said commissioners or govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia or Government of the United States; and also all 
claims for labor performed on public improvements on the streets and excavations 
ef Washington under direction of the board of public works of the District of Co- 
lumbia, or the contractors of the same, by any person employed by said board of 
ublic works or by said contractors, and for which labor it shall be claimed the 
United States are liable under a proviso in the act of June 23, 1574, a 8 
the sum of $75,000 for the tof workingmen employed on aay im- 
provements; butin determining upon any claim founded u 
arising out of injuries to real property, said claims com ioners shall take into 
e and allow as a proper offset to any such claim for injuries any direct 
and special benefits or advan resulting to such property by reason of such 
improvement or repairs ; and claims commissioners shall likewise inquire into 
report upon, as hereinbefore provided, all special assessments made 
any real property abutting upon any improvement made either by said late board 
of public works or said commissioners of said District on account of such improve- 
ments, in all cases in which such abntting real i property has been especially dam- 
aged or injured by reason of the making of such improvements, and receive, con- 
sider, and report upon any claims of the owners of such real A upon 
such dam or injuries as in other cases of claims herein provided for. 
Sec 6. That said claims commissioners may employ one accountant and one or 
more clerks, as may be necessary, at not more than $100 per month. They shall 
also have power to issue subpœnus for witnesses and oompa their attendance by 
attachment or otherwise and fix their compensation; and it shall be the duty of 
the commissioners in all cases to view the premises in question beforo making a 
final disposition of the case. They shall be allowed for their services $5 per day 
for the necessarily and 8 under Lard, rs ae — 
necessary expenses an ursements as ma: necessary for the duo 
exeention of the powers herein conferred. the said commissioners shall from 
time to time CCC VVT 
disbursements, an 
said Secretary of the T. 
District of Columbia on d 


the first Monday of December, 1878: And provided further, That this 
beso constant es to make the Government of the United States liable for the 
payment of the whole or any of the claims herein referred to: And 
algo, That the provisions of this act shall not include or affect any claim éd 
npon or growing out of any contract made by and with the of said 
District in w. contract 777... fa Sa A Onan 
. for in act of Congress approved June 20, 187 

Sec. 7. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

The amendments reported by the Committee for the District of 
Columbia were read, as follows: 

After the word act,“ in the third line of the first section, insert “ the President 
of the United States shall nt one suitable person, and.” 

In the sixth and seventh of the first section strike ont the words “two 
suitable persons also tax-payers” and insert one suitable person also a tax- 

er.” 

P the eleventh line of the second section strike out the word “ adjustment” and 
insert report. * 

In line 6, section 4, strike out the word determine and insert the word “ re- 


In line 2, section 5, strike out the word determine.” 
3 section 5, strike out the words determining upon” and insert as- 
Sá y 


In line 3, section 6, after the word “dollars ” insert the word “each,” 


At the end of section 6 add the following : 
And 9 That said claims ioners, before praise to the 
to y 


examination and ascertainment of any claims for special 

in the District of Colambia arising out of injuries te such property by im- 
provements or repairs, as provided in the fifth section of this act, shall first con- 
sider and ascertain all claims for work or labor performed or materials furnished 


eee contract or any order of the board of public works or order 


n any $ damages 


the comm of the ict of Columbia, or found any contractor 
agreement made by virtue of any act of the tive , of said District 
of Columbia, with the board of health of said District, or board of public 


works, or the authorities of the late government of the District of Columbia, and 
report the same as soon as may be to Congress. 

Mr. DUNNELL, L raise the question whether this bill must not first 
be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman point out to the Chair the par- 
ticular part of the bill which brings it under the operation of the 
rule 9 1 to bills making e yen, of money, &c.? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am not able to do that. I had supposed. 

The SPEAKER. As the gentleman has raised the point, the Chair 


thinks that the bill may come under the operation of the rule which 
provides that— 

All proceedings tonching appropriations of money, and all bills making appro- 
Jriations of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be made, or 
authorizing payments ont of appropriations already made, shall be first discussed 
in a Committee of the Whole House. 

The Chair understands this bill contains a direction as to the expen- 
diture of au appropriation of $75,000 heretoforemade, The Clerk will 
again read that portion of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And also all claims for labor performed on public improvements on the streets 
and excavations of Washington under direction of the board of public works of the 
District of Columbia, or the contractors of the same, by any person employed by 
said board of public works or by said contractors, and for which labor it shall be 
claimed the United States are liable under a proviso in the act of June 23, 1874, a 
propriating the sum of $75,000 for the payment of workingmen employed on 
public improvements. è 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair remembers correctly the legislation 
to which reference is made—and he would like the gentleman from 
Maryland [ Mr. HENKLE] to correct him if he is not right—this clause 
is intended to give force and effect to that appropriation, which bas 
been held heretofore not to be available for the entire purposes nor in 
the full amount for which it was passed. 

Mr. HENKLE. Mr. Speaker, that appropriation of $75,000 has al- 
ready been expended; and the pes just read simply makes refer- 
ence to other claims that may have had their origin under the provis- 
ions of the act referred to. It does not make any disposition of any 
part of that $75,000, for that sum has already been expended. 

There is another portion of the bill which provides that the neces- 
sary expenses of this commission shall be paid by the Treasurer out 
of the funds of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. By what treasurer? 

Mr. HENKLE. By the Treasurer of the United States, out of 
moneys in the Treasury belonging to the District. 

Mr. EDEN. The appropriation of moneys of the District of Co- 
lumbia is made by Mery poms and I would suggest further (Lhave not 
the bill before me, and I speak only from hearing it read) that it pro- 
vides for the payment of salaries to these commissioners. 

Mr. HEN The provision on that subject is as follows: 

And the said commissioners shall from time to time certify to the Secretary of 
the Treasury the costs, expenses, salaries, disbursements, and fees of witnesses 
necessarily incurred under this act, and the said Secretary of the Treasury shall 
pay the same ont of the funds of the said District of Columbia on deposit in the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. EDEN. The tax necessary to raise that fund is levied by act 
of Congress. It goes into the Treasury under the operation of an act 
of Congress, and can only be drawn out by an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. HENKLE] seems conclusive upon this point, for he states that 
this expenditure is to be made in part at least out of appropriations 
hereafter to be made as part of the appropriations of the District of 
Columbia. The Chair thinks and decides that the bill should have 
its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole, as in some way 
a part of the funds necessary will come from the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. HENKLE. Then I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the of considering this bill. 

Mr. EDEN. I hope that motion will not prevail. The bill ought 
to be printed with the amendments before we proceed to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HENKLE. If the bill is to be considered in Committee of the 
Whole, it must be considered during the time appropriated by the 
rules to the business of the Committee for the District. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the motion of the gentle- 
man from land at this time as in order, but he is also of opinion 
that, if the bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole, the rule 
which prorice that District business shall be considered only on the 
third Monday of each month would not restrict the consideration of 
this bill in committee to that day, but that it would come up in its 
order in Committee of the Whole like other bills, if the House should 
refuse now to go into Committee of the Whole as proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. HENKLE.] 

Mr. HENKLE. I respectfully submit to the Chair that it has been 
the uniform course during my experience when bills of this nature 
have gone to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the House to resolve itself immediately into the Committee of the 
Whole to proceed with their consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the motion as entirely in 
order, but states that if it does not prevail the bill will, under the 
point of order, be in the Committee of the Whole, there to be considered 
in its order whenever the House shall resolve itself into committee 
on any other day than this Monday, which is, after two o’clock, set 
apart for the consideration of District of Columbia business exclu- 
sively. Thegentleman must haveright toconsideration in oneorother 
manner. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask if we go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union whether the pension bill would not be the first 
matter for consideration, as it comes over as the unfinished business 
in committee! 

The SPEAKER. That is, when it is reached in due order, but not 
phe Soe to-day, as after two o’clock belongs tothe District Committee, 

claimed. 
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Mr. HENDEE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Maryland 
as there are other bills to be 8 which probably may go to the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to withhold his 
wotion until those bills are presented. 

Mr. HENKLE. I will yield to that suggestion of the gentleman 
from Vermont. 4 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into committee, as the Chair 
has already stated, is in order. 

Mr. HENDEE. And in the mean time I ask the Chair to look up 
the question of order, as it was held during the last Con that 
bills coming from the Committee for the District of Columbia would 
take precedence of all other bills in Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union after two o'clock on the third Monday of each | 8 


month. I may be mistaken, but that is my remembrance. 
The SPEAKER. That is correct, and the Chair entertains the mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole. The Chairhas not excluded 


that point at all. 
Mr, HENDEE. I sup the Chair held that other bills would 
ill in reference to the District of Columbia 


take precedence of this 
on this day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that if this bill was not reached 
on the third Monday of the month, when on that day it would take 
precedence, it would come up in its regular order on the Calendar on 
a other day in Committee of the Whole when 

r. HENDEE. I ask the gentleman from Maryland to withhold 
his motion at present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Does the Chair decide that if we go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union now the 
bee a Columbia business will not take precedence of all other 

usiness 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, to-day being the third 
Monday of the month, after two o’elock, if the motion is made to 
into the Committee of the Whole, the bill just reported from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, which under the point of 
order has gone to the Committee of the Whole, will take precedence 
of all other general bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will it be in order, Mr. Speaker, to 
move a substitute for that bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House but has gone to 
the Committee of the Whole under the point of order. In the com- 
mittee amendment in the nature of asuhetiinte or any other amend- 
ment of course would be in order. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire this subject should go over 
in order that the amendments may be printed. We are unable to 
know what they are, as they are somewhat lengthy and have not 
been printed. , 

Mr. HENKLE. At the suggestion of my friend from Vermont, that 
there are other bills to be reported from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, which may be referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
I withdraw my motion to go into committee, reserving the right, 
however, to renew it when we can take all of these District of Colum- 
bia bills into consideration. But I desire to ask for information from 
the Chair. As I understand his decision, if any bill is referred now 
to Committee of the Whole it is divested of its sy e of precedence, 
and can only be taken up in its order on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the opposite. The Chair 
decides that, this being the third Monday of the month, after two 
o’clock, if the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, the 
District of Columbia business, under the rules of the House, takes 

recedence, 

The Chair also states that, if the motion to go into committee is not 
made to-day or does not prevail when made, the bill, having been 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, takes its place in its order 
on the Calendar, and that when the House resolves itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on any other day devoted to like business this 
bill reported from the Committee for the District of Columbia would 
be reached in its order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HENKLE. I withdraw my motion to go into committee. 

Mr. EDEN. Let me make a parliamentary inquiry: whether, if the 
House goes into Committee of the Whole to-day and the District bill 


takes precedence and a District bill should be pending, it will go over | f 


as the unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The precedence of District of Columbia bills will 
not continue beyond to-day. After to-day the bills referred to the 
committee will take their chance with the general business on the 
Calendar, to be taken up each in its order upon the Calendar. The 
bill has gone to the Committee of the Whole. 


ALEXANDER MOFFIT. 


Mr. HENKLE also, from the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2554) for the relief of Alexander 
Moffit, of the District of Columbia; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REORGANIZATION OF DISTRICT JUDICIARY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, from the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, reported back the petition of the Bar Association of the 
District of Columbia, on the reorganization of the judiciary of said 
District; and the same was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


PRICE OF GAS, 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3227) to amend an act of Co 
entitled “An act regulating gas-works,” approved June 23, 1874. 

The bill, which was „provides that the eleventh section of an 
act of Congress entitled“ An act regulating gas- works,“ approved June 
23, 1874, shall be, aud is hereby, amended so as to read: 

That the Washin Gas-Light Company shall be authorized, onand afterthe 
sage of act, to charge and receiv for 1 to and paid for 
by the Government of the United States or District of Columbia at the rate of $2 per 
one thousand cubic feet, and when furnished to and paid for by other parties, or 
by the inhabitants of the city of Washington, at the rate of $2.25 per one thonsand 
cubic feet: Provided, That if the parties or inhabitants, other than the United 
tates or District of Columbia, so furnished shall a hes bil within seven days 
after the same shall have been presented, said Lan l be entitled to a discount 
upon the amount of such bill at the rate of twenty-five cents per one thousand 

er rates are hereby ed: i 


y gas to consumers ma; 
be advanced at the rate of ten cents per one thousand cubic foot for each adaitiona 
e e 


ight pany shall, 
of the Interior with a statement of their coal contracts or purchases for 
the ensuing year, exceptih the Ritchie mineral and the Richmond the cost 
of which s not enter into any calculations in 8 average, ich state- 
ment shall be sworn to before a justice of the peace by their engineer and secretary, 
and the advance shall take place on the Ist of July ensuing. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was referred House bill No. 3227, to amend an act of 
Congress entitled “An act A ages 2 8 June 23, 1874, after a 
patient and careful examination into the affairs of the Washington Gas-Light Com- 
pany, have reached the conclusion that the price of gas as fixed by this is just 
and equitable alike to the Government, the citizens, and the company. 

fel comparison of some twenty cities, in which the ee ee of gas 
is about equal to the amount consumed in Washington, and in which the average 
cost of material and labor necessary to e thereof is relatively the 
samo, we find that the average price of gas is $2.67 per thousand cubic feet, or sixty- 
thousand than this bill proposes it shall be furnished 
that the end desired by the Government and the people 


to wit, e 
The interests of the ccinpany ve also been protected, in so far as that the price 
fixed in said bill, while wing a much lower margin of profit than is usually 
„FFF gete wing ta dee toaibect af te mnel sgth kegi fate 
ex care an wa 
— iida upon their paid-up capital. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was 3 read the third time, and 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved to Jay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DEPREDATIONS UPON PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HENDEE, from the same committee, reported, with an amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent depredations upon property 
in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. It provides that every person who, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, shall willfully and without color of right, enter 
into any occupied or unoccupied dwelling-house or other building, 
the property of another, and shall cut, break, or tear from its place 
any 5 door-bell, or other fixture therein; or who 
shall, in such dwelling-house or other building, cut, break, or tear 
down any wall, or part of a wall, or door, with intent to cut, break, 
or tear from its place any pipe or fixture therein, shall, for the first 
offense, be fined not more $200 and be imprisoned in the District 
jail not less than two months or more than one year, and for any sub- 
sequent offense shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary for not less 
than one year or more than three years. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
s the word building,“ insert the words willfully and without 


The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
one, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HENDEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

b 


seven cents higher 


le. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SALE OF LOTTERY TICKETS IN THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. HENDEE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1411) to prevent the sale of policy 
or lottery tickets in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. It provides that if any person shall, within the 
District of Columbia, keep, set up, or promote, or be concerned as 
owner, agent, clerk, or in any other manner, in MATRA any policy- 
lottery or policy-shop, or shall sell or transfer a | tic n certificate, 
bill, token, or other device purporting or intended to guarantee or 
assure to any person, or entitle him to a chance of drawing orobtain- 
ing a prize, or share of, or interest in, any prize to be drawn in any 
lottery, or in the e or device cummonly known as policy-lottery 
or policy; or shall, for himself or another person, sell or er, 
or have in his possession, for the Fe ye of sale or transfer, or shall 
aid in selling, bag ep 0 negotiating, or transferring a chance or 
ticket in, or share of a ticket in, licy-lottery, or any such bill, 


any 
certificate, or token, or other device, ie shall be deemed guilty of a 
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misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall forfeit and pay a 
fine of not more than 8500, and be imprisoned in the District jail not 
less than two months or more than one year. 

The second section provides that if any person shall knowingly 
permit in any house under his control, in the District of Columbia, 
the sale of any chance or ticket in, or share of a ticket in, any lottery 
or policy-lottery, or shall knowingly permit any lottery or policy-lot- 


tery or policy-shop in such house, he shall be deemed gnilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not less 
than $50 nor more than $500, or be imprisoned in the District jail not 
less than two months nor more than one year, or both, in the discretion 
of the court, 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

Section 1, line 18, strike out the word “and ” and insert “ or.” 

Section 1, line 20, insert after the word “year” the following: “ or both, in the 

of the court.” 

‘The amendments were adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en and read a third 
sunos and being éngrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an Š 


Mr. HENDEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pand; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERMANENT FORM OF GOVERNMENT FOR DISTRICT. 


Mr. HENDEE. Ihave been instructed by a majority of the Com- 
mitteé on the District of Columbia to report back the bill (H. R. No. 
3259) providing a permanent form of government for the District of 
Columbia. I desire to state that I introduced the original bill for 
the purpose of establishing a form of government which should be 
permanent for this District. That bill has been materially and in 
my judgment disadvantageously amended by the committee, yet a 
majority of the committee have concluded to report the bill, and I 
have g . to report it for the committee, having originally intro- 
duced it, with the understanding that I reserve to myself all rights 
with regard to offering amendments which I think or may think will 
ser} 5 bill; and if in the end I see fit to oppose it I reserve also 

t right. 

This is a bill which, from its language, must go to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and it strikes me, at this late hour, it would be 
impossible to consider the bill before an adjournment, because it is 
one which will provoke and which demands extensive discussion and 
deliberation on the part of this House; for it is very well known 
that it is not.only important to the District of Columbia and the resi- 
dents of this District, but that it is as important to the Government 
of the United States. It is also very important that some action be 
taken that the propie here as well as the people of the United States 
may understand fully and well the relations existing or tbat are here- 
after to exist between the District of Columbia and the United States. 
Hence I think the House will be willing to accord to the committee 
a day on which this bill may be fully and fairly considered, and I 
ask unanimous consent of the House that it may be taken up in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule on 
the 5th of March, which is two weeks from to-morrow. That day is 
beyond all special orders now existing. As matter of course I do not 
wish to have it interfere with the consideration of appropriation 
bills. But for the pu of preventing a long session at this time 
in the consideration of this bill, I ask consent that the 5th of March, 
after the morning hour, may be assigned for its consideration in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole and under the five-minute rule, 
and that it be considered from day to day until disposed of. 

I would also suggest that general debate upon this bill shall con- 
tinue for four hours, when it shall be taken up under the five-minute 
rule. If any gentleman either from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia or of the House wishes to modify or change the proposition 
Ihave made in any way, I shall be very glad to hear him. 

Mr. CLYMER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Vermont 
that I think it unwise at this time to limit debate as under the five- 
minute rule. The committee can at any time limit the debate if 


necessary. 

Mr. HENDEE. I have no objection, then, to leaving out that part 
of my proposition, but I ask that the bill be made a special order for 
the 5th of March after the morning hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman propose to bring this bill before 
the House if appro riation bills are being pressed ? 

Mr. HENDEE. I have expressly sta that I do not wish to in- 
terfere with the appropriation bills, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that, but special orders made under 
the same circumstances have antagonized the passage of the appro- 
patie several times, and I therefore ask the gentleman whether 

e will press his bill if the Apportion Committee are seeking to 
bring their business before the 

Mr. HENDEE. Certainly not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
bill shall be made a special order for March 5, after the morning 
hour, a shall be considered in Committee of the Whole until dis- 


posed o 
re BUCKNER. Does the gentleman report a substitute for the 


ouse? 


Mr. HENDEE. I do not, but I reserve the right to offer such 
amendments or substitute for the bill as in my judgment is best. 

Mr. EDEN. If the gentleman has a substitute or amendment pre- 
pared I desire to submit that that and other amendments be printed. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and, with the pending amendments, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENKLE. I now renew the motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of considering 
the bills which have been referred to that committee, relating to the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask the gentleman if he will not let the bill and 
amendments be printed, and let it go over for to-day? 

Mr. HENKLE. That will delay the consideration of the bill one 
month. My experience in this House teaches me that one month is 
very valuable in the time of the House. xi è 

„EDEN. If we can have an opportunity to examine the bill and 
amendments, I have no objection. 

Mr. HENKLE. Many of the amendments are not material, and the 
bill is very important to hundreds and thousands of citizens of the 
District, who are entitled to consideration, and I can see no reason 
way the bill should not be considered as well at this time as at any 
other. 

The question was taken on Mr. HENKLE’s motion; and it was 
agreed to. 

The House ees ee itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair,) and proceeded 
to the consideration of business of the District ‘of Columbia before 
that committee. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


The first bill relating to the District of Columbia upon the Calen- 
dar was the bill (H. R. No, 942) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to construct a bridge across the Potomac River at or near the Three 
Sisters Islands. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move that that bill be laid aside for the present. 

The motion was agreed to, 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The next bill on the Calendar relating to the District of Columbia 
was the bill (H. R. No. 3134) providing for the adjustment of claims 
against the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first reading of the bill having been con- 
eluded, the Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by sections for 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

* in eee That freed rey te upon the — 75 of this act, ‘ee 
Presiding Officer of the Senate shall appoint one suitable n, à tax-payer of the 
District of Columbia, and the er of the House of tatives shall, in 
like manner, appoint two suitable persons, also tax-payers in said District, and the 
three persons so appointed shall be known as and styled District claims commis- 
sioners ; and each of them, before entering u the duties of his office, shall make 
oath, in legal form, before a notary public for the District of Columbia, that he 
will discharge the duties of his office justly and without fear or favor; and shall 
CCC 
the faithfnl discharge of the duties of his office. 

The amendments of the Committee for the District of Columbia 
was to insert in line 3, after the word “act,” the words “the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall appoint one suitable person.” Also, 
to strike out in lines 6 and7, “ two suitable persons also tax-payers,” 
and insert in lieu thereof, “ one suitable person also a tax-payer.” 

Mr. HENKLE. With the consent of the committee, as this bill is 
an important one in many respects, I desire to make some few expla- 
nations in regard to it. 

Mr. EDEN. Is the debate proceeding under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is. The bill was read and without objection, 
and the committee proceeded to the consideration of the bill by sec- 
tions. 

Mr. EDEN. I heard no such proposition submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair distinctly stated that if there were 
no objection the Clerk would proceed to read the bill by sections. 

Mr. HENKLE. I was about to give a brief explanation of the na- 
ture and provisions of the bill. It is almost precisely the same Dill 
that was passed by this House two years ago, but failed in the Senate 
under the pressure of other business to receive consideration there. 

It is known to every intelligent man in this District, and certainly 
to every member in this House, that there is a large number of claims 
inst the Government of the District of Columbia, unsettled, un- 
usted, and unpaid. 

A large number of these claims were so varied in their character, 
and their very number was such as to render it almost impossible, if 
not absolutely out of the question, for any committee of Congress to 
give them a proper and fair investigation. We do not know a thou- 
sand things about the merits of these things that residents here know, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally arose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a m from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
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oe in which he was requested to ask the concurrence of the 
ouse: 

A bill (S. No. 33) for the relief of J. A. Henry; 

A bill (S. No. 82) for the relief of Gustave A. Hesselberger; 

A bill (S. No. 83) for the relief of Edwin Rogers; 

A bill (S. No. 138) for the relief of settlers on the public lands under 
the pre-emption laws; 

A bill (S. No. 149) for the relief of Charles B. Varny; 

A bill (S. No. 349) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to refund a certain tax erroneously collected ; 

A bill (S. No. 363) granting a pension to James Neweomb; 

A bill (S. No. 541) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the preparation and publication of a new edition of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States,” approved March 2, 1877; 

A bill (S. No. 633) for the relief of Robert Stevenson; and 

A bill (S. No. 634) for the relief of L. T. Green. 

The m e further announced that the Senate had passed a reso- 
lution to authorize the printing of 1,000 copies of the second edition 
of the report of Chief Engineer King on the European ships of war, 
for the use of the Navy Department; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union then re- 
sumed its session. i 

Mr. HENKLE. I was proceeding to state that from the very nat- 
ure of these claims it was impossible for any committee to give them 
full and fair consideration. A good many of them, in order to be 
adjusted properly, require a consideration of the system of improve- 
ments which have been going on for a few years pastin this Dis- 
trict. 

There are very few of us who are cognizant of the condition of 
affairs in this District, of the value of the property, of its relative posi- 
tion and its relation to surrounding property, and whether it has been 
injured or enhanced in value by the so-called improvements. There 
are many cases involving damages to property in conseqnence of these 
improvements. There are a great many cases where “improvement 
taxes,” as they are called, were paid upon property where the prop- 
erty was actually injured by the so-called improvements, 

In short, the number of these cases is so at and their charac- 
ter so varied that it has been considered absolutely impossible for 
any committee of Con to give the time necessary for their proper 
consideration. The Committee for the District of Columbia for this 
House has arrived at the conclusion, as did a similar committee two 
years ago, that the only way possible for these claims to be properly 
adjusted is by a cemmission com of resident intelligent citizens 
of the District, who shall take the testimony and evidence of every 
kind and character onc, Fre the merits of these respective claims 
and report to Congress. at report will present the testimony to 
Congress in a concise, succinct, and tabulated form, available for the 
use of Congress, upon which can be based such legislation as may be 
deemed necessary hereafter to pay the claims that are found to be 
just and to discard those not found to be just. 

During the Forty-fourth Congress a joint resolution was passed 
which stopped the further issue of the 3.65 bonds. That joint resolution 
abolished the board of audit and suspended any progressing con- 
tracts. All those works of improvement and all the interests of all 
the parties engaged in them or in any way interested in them have 
remained in statu quo from that day until this. 

Jam not here to say that there may not be very many claims pre- 
sented against the District that are fraudulent. I believe very many 
have becn presented and paid that were fraudulent, and I apprehend 
that others also will be presented; but I am just as well assured 
that there are honest claims unpaid, that there are many, very many 
cases of actual hardship and distress that have ensued from the omis- 
sion of the Government to make provision for payment for work and 
material furnished. 

This first section, when it shall be amended as the Committee for 
the District of Columbia recommend, will provide that the President 
of the United States shall name one commissioner, who shall be a 
resident tax-payer of this District; that the Speaker of the Honse 
shall name another, a resident and tax-payer of the District, and that 
the President of the Senate shall name a third, also a resident and 
tax-payer of the District, and that to those three commissioners shall 
be referred all these various claims, and they shall examine into their 
merits, take the testimony and evidence, and report to Congress, 

ar] MORRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. HENKLE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRISON. What will bethe probable amount of the claims 
to be audited under the provisions of this bill? Can the gentleman 
make an estimate? 

Mr. HENKLE. It is a very difficult matter to tell what the amount 
will be, The last report of the commissioners of the District shows 
that there are about $700,000 of certificates of the board of audit 
which have been issued and have not been converted into 3.65 bonds. 
This bill, however, has nothing to do with that class of claims; it is 
exclusive entirely of those contracts payable in the 3.65 bonds. I 
suppose that possibly the whole amount of claims to be presented 
under this bill would not be more than $300,000 or $400,000. Judging 
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from the way they have been figuring up costs and charges in this 
District that is not a very large sum. I say, then, that this bill pro- 
vides for a commission, and, so far as it was possible for us to pro- 
vide, an impartial commission. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the 8 allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HENKLE. Certainly. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I see that these commissioners are required to “ de- 
termine the amount, if any, that may be due and owing thereon,” 
What do the committee mean by that? Do they mean that these com- 
erer, shall judge the whole matter and send their report to 

ongress 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. There is an amendment reported 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia which will change 
that clause, so that the commission will not determine anything. 4 

Mr. HENKLE. There is an amendment which proposes to strike 
out the word “determine” and to provide that the commissioners 
shall report to Congress. There is a further provision which expressly 
says that nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to imply 
any obligation on the of Congress to pay one dollar. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENKLE. Certainly. 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes to which the gentleman was 
entitled bas expired. 

Mr. CUTLER. I will take the floor in opposition to the pending 
e ies and yield my time to the gentleman from Maryland, [ Mr. 

ENKLE. 

Mr, HINKLE. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. I will 
now hear the question of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EpEN.] 

Mr. EDEN. Is there any provision in this bill that the commis- 
sioners shall report the evidence to Congress? Or do they simply 
report their conclusions? 

r. HENKLE, They report all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The fourth section provides for that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. The fourth section as proposed to be 
amended provides that the claims commissioners shall “likewise con- 
sider the proofs and evidence submitted in support thereof, and report 
the amount, if any, that may be due and owing thereon.” 

Mr. HENKLE. It is a matter of entire indifference personally to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia what disposition is made 
of this bill or what provision Congress may make in the premises. I 
only desire to impress upon the minds of members around me that this 
is a simple act of justice; that it is imperatively devolved upon us that 
we g without unnecessary delay make some provision to pay 
what is honestly owing on this account in this District. There can 
be no doubt that there are many cases of hardship; that many 
men have been utterly ruined and are to-day bankrupt and penniless 
in consequence of engagements and contracts they have entered into, 
because they have assumed heavy obligations, and the delay has 
compelled them to pay exorbitant rates of usurious interest. 

It is becoming on our part, nay, it is our imperative duty if we 
can, to give some relief. It makes no difference to me whether this or 
any other bill having the same object be adopted; but it has oceurred 
to the committee that this is the most equitable method that can be 
fixed upon by which we can at least approximate to what is just in 
the premises. 

It is utterly ont of the question for any committee of Congress to 
examine in detail the merits of all these various claims; and this 
alternative is presented to us: either accept this arrangement by 
which we may in a reasonable time adjust and satisfy these claims, 
or Jet the claimants do as many hundreds and thousands of claimants 
have done hefore—suffer and die without ever receiving justice at the 
hands of the Government, 

I repeat that I have no preference for any particular bill; but after 
a fall and impartial investigation the committee have reached the 
conclusions embodied in this measure which we now submit for con- 
sideration. i 1 ( 

The amendments reported by the Committee for the District of 
Columbia to the first section of the bill were read, as follow: 

In line 3, after the word “act,” insert “the President of the United States shall 
6 one suitable person aud.“ 

n lines 6 and 7 strike out the words two suitable persons, also tax-payers " 
and insert “one suitable person, also a tax- payer.“ 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The second section of the bill was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of said claims commissioners, immediately npon 
entering upon the discharge of the duties of their office, to give nutice by alver- 
tisement for ten consecutive days, Sundays being excluded, in two daily newspa- 
pers ere in said District of Columbia, for all persous having claims against 
said District of Columbia, or against the Government of the United States, arising 
out of the improvement and repair of Pennsylvania avenne under the act of Con- 
gress of July 8, 1870, to present the same — Ak the said claims commissioners iu 
writing, under oath, for their examination and adjustment, such presentation to be 
made within ninety days from and after the first publication of said advertisement; 
and the said claims commissioners, before considering any such claim, shall require 
the same to be supported by the testimony of witnesses, in writing, under oath, or 
by reference to alla vouchers and documents, as the case may be; and shall like- 
wise require satisfactory proof, to be produced by such claimant, under oath, that 
such claim has never been before presented for audit, adjustment, or payment, 
either to the late board of public works of said District, or to the board of audi 
created by act of Congress entitled “ An act for the government of the District o 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, A. D. 1874; or, if such claim 
has been presented, that it has not been adjudicated upon its merita. 


1878. 
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The amendment reported by the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia to the second section was read, as follows: 
In line 11 strike out the word adjustment and insert “report.” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDEN. I move to amend by inserting at the end of the pend- 
ing section the following: 

Provided, That no claim shall be considered by said commission unless the con- 
tract or agreement upon which it is founded was made in pursuance of law. 

Mr. Chairman, my object in offering this amendment is to fix some 
sort of a limitation to the jurisdiction of these commissioners. As I 
read this bill, the whole history of this*District is thrown open and 
the commissioners are allowed to consider claims of every conceiva- 
ble character that may be bronght before them. 

Mr. HENKLE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. EDEN. As the Government of the United States as well as 
the people of the District will be affected by this bill, it strikes me 
that in conferring power upon these commissioners their jurisdiction 
ought to be well defined. It is true that we shall not be bound by 
their acts; but the probability is that when their report comes in 
very much attention will not be given to the evidence that may ac- 
company it. The House will have then ee the same exeuse for 
not considering the testimony that the Committee for the District of 
Columbia now has for not considering these claims. 

We have already had one commission, known as the board of audit, 
created by act of Congress to pass upon claims of this character. That 
board found some fourteen or fifteen million dollars due under con- 


tracts of the board of pe works. I had supposed that with the | di 


action of that board of audit the whole question of claims arisin 
out of the action of the board of public works had been settled. It 
seems to me we ought to consider carefully the provisions of any law 
we may pass which is to reopen this flood of claims, especially in 
view of the fact that the gentleman from Maryland who reports this 
bill cannot give to the House the remotest idea of the amount of the 
claims that are to come in. I for one had su that with the 
action of the board of andit which allowed $13,000,000 or $14,000,000 
of claims, for which bonds have been issued, for the payment of which 
the faith of the Government is pledged, we had got rid of the rot- 
tenness created here under the old board of public works. Yet I do 
not know but we are opening up now in this bill a mine out of which 
as much will be dug as was dug up before the board of andit. I for 
one am aguan this bill in toto; but, if it is to be passed, I want it 
to be well and carefully guarded. I supposed that this whole thing 
had been settled. Not being on the District Committee I was not as 
a matter of course well informed upon the subject. I have offered 
this amendment so that if the bill age there may be some little 
protection to the interests of the people of this District and the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move toamend the amendment by striking out 
the last word. I suggest to my friend from Ilinois [Mr. EDEN] that 
he will better accomplish his purpose by attaching his amendment to 
the portion of the bill that defines and limits the jurisdiction of this 
commission, which is, I believe, the fifth section. is second section 
specifies merely a certain character of claims; and if the gentleman’s 
amendments were adopted it would, I take it, exclude utterly one 
class of claims for which this bill was intended to provide: ps Peas 
arising out of the improvement and repair of Pennsylvania avenue 
under the act of July 8, 1870. 

Mr. EDEN. That is a law, is it not? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will state the facts in reference to this matter. 
Con without any act of the District of Columbia, undertook to 
repair Pennsylvania avenue, prior to the improvement made a year 
or two ago. In doing so some property opposite Willard’s Hotel was 
very materially injured by means of the change of grade, The par- 
ties owning that property have been for years urging Con to pay 
them for the injury thus done; but no reparation has yiban made, 
This bill, I take it, is intended to cover those cases. Yet they would 
be excluded by the gentleman’s amendment, for there is no law under 
raian those parties can claim payment except at the discretion of 

ongress. : 

Mr. EDEN. Was not that work done under a law of Congress? 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes, sir; but the object of this bill is to ascertain, 
among other things, the damages done in such cases. 

Mr. EDEN, My amendment simply limits the jurisdiction of the 
commissioners to claims originating under law, contracts in 
pursuance of law. 

Mr. BUCKNER. There was no contract in these cases at all. Sec- 
tion 2 is designed to cover “All persons having claims against said 
District of Columbia or against the Government of the United States 
under the act of Con of July 8, 1870.“ This is the only class 
of cases of which under this section the commissioners would have 
jurisdiction. But before they can consider any of these claims they 
are required to be supported by the testimony in writing, under oath, 
or by reference to official vouchers and documents, as the case may be, 
and shall likewise require a ee proof, to be produced by such 
claimant, under oath, that such claim has never been before presented 
for audit, adjustment, or payment, either to the late board of public 
works of said District or to the board of audit created by act of Con- 
gress entitled “An act for the government of the District of Columbia, 


of $1,100,000 by the action of Congress, 
others, entirely cnt off—certificates authorized to be audited but 


and for other purposes,” approved June 20, A. D. 1574; or, if such claim 
has been presented, that it has not been adjudicated upon its merits. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be, and it is true no doubt, that these 
claims may run up to two or three hundred thousand dollars. I take 
it this is to cover cases which have not yet been paid precisely like 
those which have already been paid. Congress having ordered the 
payment of some claims of precisely the same character, I say in jus- 
tice the others should be paid. If you go down a short distance from 
the Capitol, you willsee the property of Mrs. Carroll, owing to exca- 
vationsmade by orderof the District of Columbia commissioners under 
the act of 1874, almost entirely destroyed by putting it up some fifty or 
one hundred feet above grade. The act of 1874 provided these claims 
should be paid, and many such claims having been paid, in justice 
those which have not been paid and which stand upon the same prin- 
ciple ought now to be paid. This refers to a particular class of cases. 
What they will amount to it is difficult to ascertain ; but I wish to 
say that much in justice to the claimants themselves. 
ow, with the claims against the board of audit the commissioners 


have nothing to do, and they are expressly exeluded from the pro- 


visions af this bill. 
My friend from Maryland [Mr. HENKLE] says there is an amount 
on my motion as well as of 


never transferred into bonds, so that, in point of fact, these claims, 
amounting to $1,100,000, are outstanding, and these parties can get 


nothing for them, and no remedy is attempted under this bill. 


9 EDEN. I think everything is included which the board au- 
Mr. BUCKNER. I have not examined it. If my friend wants to 


limit jurisdiction, it must be under the fifth and not under the second 
section; that is clear enough. It is only such claims as have been 


audited or adjusted either by the late board of publie works or the 
board of audit created by act of Congress. 
Mr. HENKLE. I move pro forma to strike out the last word. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, a separate bill has been reported from that 
committee by the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. HENDEE,) provid- 
ing for the adjustment and payment of claims based on certificates 


of audit issued by the board of audit and convertible into 3.65 bonds. 


In reference to the amendment now pending and the general mer- 
its of this bill, my friend from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] need not lash 
himself into a fury. Iam not wedded to any particular scheme, I 
know there are people who want relief. They are knocking at our 
doors every day. I want to see them relieved. Common sympathy— 
simple justice demands it at our hands. The changes which have 
taken place in of streets are of such a character that no man, 
however intelligent he may be, or however thoroughly he may have 
investigated the subject with the ordinary lights at the command 
of a member of Con can estimate what the probable amount 
of the claims will be. Go out to North Capitol street and you will 
see houses from fifteen to twenty feet above the grade of the street. 
The street was cut down twice. The first time the houses were left 
one story above the level of the street, and an assessment was made 
compelling the owners to pay improvement taxes to the tuno of 
five hundred or a thousand dollars on alot. After the parties owning 
the buildings had comformed them to the grade of the street they 
took off another slice, cutting down the street still more and leaving 
the houses for a second time ten or twelve feet above the grade of 
the street, dnd for a second time improvement taxes were assessed 
against the 8 1 eg and the owners were compelled to pay it although 
their property in consequence been rendered almost worthless. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Wero not these improvement taxes authorized to 


be collected by act of Congress? 
6 Mr. HEN I think they were not authorized to be collected by 
‘on, 


gress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And does not this bill provide that they shall be 
refunded? 
Mr. HENKLE. It was considered at one time equitable that some 
remuneration should be made to the parties whose property had been 
injured by the changed grade of streets. It was done in a number 
of cases, but in a large number of other cases equally meritorious, 
some having occurred since and others having existed before, pay- 
ments have not been made. I cannot tell, and I doubt whether the 

ntleman from Illinois can, the amount of these possible claims. It 
is only p to examine into their merits and to report upon 
them. It does not appropriate a dollar. The bill expressly provides 
that it shall not involve any obligation on the part of the Govern- 
ment. I now withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. EDEN. The amendment apropa does not apply to that class 
of claims in the sixth section at 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to strike out the last word. I only 
desire, as far as I may be able in a very few words, to put before the 
House the questions that are involved in this bill. As a member of 
the Committee for the District of Colambia I do not know that it 
would be right for me to content myself simply with a vote against 
the bill withont undertaking to assign the reasons which influence 
that action. It certainly is not a grateful task to antagonize a bill 
reported from my own committee. The proposition made here in this 
Dill involves the adoption of more than one policy on the part of 
Congress that I am not willing to approve. It proposes to reopen the 
claims that may have been andited but are not covered by an issue 
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of bonds. It pro to reopen such claims as were not audited by 
the board of audit created by act of Congress. Gentlemen have in- 
uired what amount of money would be involved in the 8 of 
this bill. My coll e on the committee, the gentleman from - 
land, [Mr. HENKLE,] has answered properly that it is impossible to 
state this; that it is an unknown quantity. But I say to the House, 
from the best information the committee can get—and I have sub- 
mitted the inquiry to the attorneys of these claimants, who have 
appeared before the committee—from the best information the com- 
e can get it will be not less than one and a quarter million of 
ollars. 

BUCKNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Does the gentleman state his information is that 
the claims that have not been adjudicated upon their merits before 
the board of audit will amount to a million and a quarter of dollars? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I tried to make myself distinct. Iam sure 
the gentleman from Missouri can understand me. The attorney that 
appeared before the committee for these claimants stated in answer 
to my direct interrogatory as to what amount of claims would be 
represented and covered and reached by this bill that he presumed 
it would be about a million and a quarter of dollars, including those 
that had been andited, but for which bonds had not been issued, and 
15 which never had been audited. For this bill opens it up to 
all-— 

Mr. BUCKNER. Will my friend permit me a remark ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust as the gentleman has had an opportu- 
nity of addressing the committee in his own time, he will not now 
make his remarks in mine. 

I am not opposing the bill. I am not content to support it forthe 
reasons I am endeavoring to assign. It is a well-known fact, known 
toevery member of this House who. has taken occasion to look into 
the facts, that the board of audit did allow claims to creep in for 
which bonds were issued to heavy amounts that are without any 
foundation in equity or in justice. It has been openly charged and 
never denied that claims to the amount of hundreds of thousands if 
not millions of dollars are to-day covered by the action of that board 
of audit by the issue of 3.65 bonds which were absolutely fraudulent 
from their inception to their execution. 

Now I say if it is the purpose of Congress to reopen these claims, 
I doubt not and I will not undertake to deny there are many claims 
to be reached by this bill as honest as the best of those already cov- 
ered by the bonds—but if Congress 8 to soepen the question 
and do over again the work ange tothe board of audit, I insist in 
justice to all interests concerned there ought to be a provision for a 
new audit of claims including those barre y time under tlie opera- 
tion of the prohibitory legislation passed by Congress, and which put 
a stop to that auditing and to any further issue of bonds for claims 
already audited as well as those which remain to be audited. 

If this bill it surrenders whatever right the United States 
may have to deny liability for damage done to adjacent A rty in 
the paving and grading of its streets ; for the streets of Washington 
8 e property of the United States, made so by reservation. 
Is the Government of the United States to be made responsible for 
every fancied ee. p sustained by every property-holder on those 
streets so graded and paved? We may as well recognize the fact in 
advance that we surrender all right to deny our liability when we 

this bill. More than that, it looks to a further issue of those 
3.65 bonds, They represent thirteen millions of debt which it is 
claimed the Federal Government to-day owes. I deny for one the 
United States Government is precluded or barred from her right to 
deny liability for the execution of those fraudulent bonds. But pass 
this bill, and the result will be a further issue of those bonds; and 
she will be precluded from denying that pry 

On account of these several objections as I have stated them, I 
withheld my approval from the bill in committee, and I propose to 
vote against it inthe House. It has not been as carefully considered 
asitmight. Itis thrust upon the House withont sufficient time being 
allowed to digest its provisions and calculate its results, I think it 
should go over and be printed. The motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois Mr. TOWNSHEND] should in my judgment have been adopted, 
that the bill should go over with an order to printso that each mem- 
ber of the House might inform himself and not have to trast to the 
meager information that might be given in the five minutes’ presen- 
tation of the facts in regard to the grave questions here involved. I 
desire that the House shall not act upon the bill hastily, and I am 
opponi therefore, to its passage at this time. 

withdraw the pro forma amendment: 

Mr. HENKLE. The gentleman from Kentucky stated that the au- 
ditor of the District of Columbia or some public officer of the District 
of Columbia has stated that 82,500,000 would at least be involved if 
the amount of claims proposed to be provided for in this bill were 
pis I want to inform him that the $758,000 of the certificates of the 

nds of debt included in his $1,100,000, are not embraced in the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer to a question propounded by the 
promona from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER, ] I did say that the claims 

or which bonds had not been issued were stated at $1,250,000. 

Mr. HENKLE. I understood the gentleman to say that this bill 
further provides for the issue of 3.65 bonds, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to inform 
us how and in what paper this debt is to be paid? 

Mr. HENKLE. I would say that this bill concludes nothing; it is 
a bill for the purpose of gathering together testimony which cannot 
be obtained by a committee of the House for want of time and 
proper qualifications. The bill does not bind us to anything and it 
will be a question for Congress when the report of this commission is 
made, whether they will pay one solitary cent of all the claims, The 
object of this bill is to give Congress some light which we want, I 
admit to the gentleman that much has been done improperly and 
wrongfully, and much has been done fraudulently, and many of these 
claims are fraudulent; but in behalf of the honest claimant I think 
that Congress should make some provision for inquting into their 
claims and this has appeared to us the best. 

Mr. PRICE. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HENDEE. Ihope the gentleman will withdraw that motion 
for a moment as I am a member of the committee. 

Mr. PRICE. I will withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will lose his right to 
the floor if he withdraws his motion. 

Mr. PRICE. Very well, then ; let it go. 

Mr. HENDEE. Ithink the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] is entirely mistaken as to the scope of this bill, and I judge so 
from the statements he has just made upon this floor. The bill does 
not appropriate a single dollar of United States money, and in fact it 
conclades or settles nothing. Its simple object is this: we are im- 
8 every day, as members of the Committee for the District of 

olumbia, and I presume other members of this House are also asked, 
to introduce private bills to be referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict in favor of claimants who have all kinds and characters of claims. 
Some of these claims are just and should be paid while others should 
undoubtedly be rejected. 

Now, it is utterly impossible for the Committee for the District of 
Columbia or for this House to gather the information requisite to a 
fair consideration and adjustment of these claims, for want of time 
and facilities for that p Now the bill simply provides that a 
commission of three gentlemen shall be appointed who shall between 
now and the Ist of next December find out the amount of these clai 
their nature, and the names of the claimants, and ou what facts an 
78 they are based or 2 5 to be enforced. In my judgment 
this would result in a saving of time to Congress and of money to 
the District and the United States. 

The facts gathered by the commission are by the bill to be reported 
to Congress, and by it, of course, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and they will consider them as does the Com- 
mittee on War Claims the claims reported by the southern claims 
commission, and we shall then be enabled to see if they are just or 
unjust and in this way shall save much time and I hope do justice to 
the claimants andthe Government, The sixth section provides that 
this act shall not be so construed as to make the Government of 
the United States liable for the payment of the whole or any part of 
the claims herein referred to. So there is nothing final or binding 
that can be done by this commission, and hence I see no cause for 
alarm, The bill simply provides a means for ascertaining the number 
and amount of claims that are supposed to exist against the Govern- 
ment, but not to pay erd of them. 

Now I desire to say that personally I approve of a different bill 
from this; but from the fact that it binds the Government to noth- 
ing except to the method of obtaining material facts, I am willing 
that the bill shall pass and pass as soon as possible, so that the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia and the people of the United States 
may know what the debt against the District of Columbia is and 
Congress thereby be better able to determine the proportion which 
each should pay. Now I trust that if this House does not wish to 
further consider the bill at this time and members desire to consider 
it further hereafter, we shall let the matter go over to the next Dis- 
trict of Columbia day. 

I have only one object and that is to have the real and honest in- 
debtedness of this District ascertained at the earliest possible day and 
in that way which shall be most satisfactory and just to all parties 
interested. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to strike out the last two words, and I yield 
my time to the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. arcu antl 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not desire to be misunderstood. I admit 
that the bill settles nothing and that its object is preliminary, look- 
ing to the securing of testimony tending to establish the validity of 
unaudited and unsettled claims; but at the same time it would place 
this measure in the shape of a leading question before Congress when- 
ever the report is made. 

I do not understand that the commission are to report the evidence 
to Congress, but only the results of their investigation instead of 
the testimony. For such claims as are allowed, of course tho claim- 
ants will look for settlement by payment, I ask the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. HN KL] in what will that payment be made, if not 
in the identical bonds issued for the claims identical with these in 
nature which are already issued to the amount of $13,000,000 or more? 
In what else is the payment to be made? The bill docs not provide 
for final payment, but it provides for a commission to sift out tho 
valid from the invalid claims, and 19 to Congress—not the evi- 
dence taken, not the evidence on which they predicated their conclu- 
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sion —but merely to report their conclusions, and then Congress will 
be asked to make the necessary appropriation or order the issue of 
the 3.65 bonds. Now, I have said once before, and I repeat it, that I 
have no doubt that there are claims undoubtedly as just as the best 
of those for which the 3.65 bonds were issued. If there is a single 
citizen in Washington, as I am assured there are many, who has a 
good and valid claim that has not been settled, let us anthorize the 
commission to report those claims for settlement. But why not ex- 
tend the power of this commission, and require it to reandit all these 
claims, sifting out the honest from the fraudulent, doing justice to 
allalike? And while giving to the citizen the last farthing that is due 
him, why not make some effort to protect the Government’s Treas- 
ury in respect to the hundreds of thousands or millions of which in 
this one transaction it has been pillaged and plundered in defiance 
of law by jugglery and by fraud! 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PRICE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3134) 
providing for the adjustment of claims against the District of Col- 
umbia, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HENKLE. I ask that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill under consideration, and that if be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

There was no objection and it was so ordered, not to be brought 
back by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER, There are several gentlemen who were absent 
when their States were called who now desire to introduce bills for 
reference only. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

JAMES A. M’KENNA. 


Mr. BURDICK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3383) granting a pension to James A, McKenna; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ACCIDENTS ON RAILROADS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3384) to provide for a more thorough investigation of the acci- 
dents on railroads; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committec on Railroads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF NEWSPAPER CORRESPONDENTS TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to consider the expediency 


of so amending the rules of the House as to provide that one representative of 
each public pos that employs a telegraph mdent for re the pro- 
ceedings of Congress may be admitted at e discretion of the § to the halls 


and passage-ways adjoining the Hall of the House. 
Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


That ous reporter front each dally nowepaper pabiished in the City of Waahin, 
t one r from new: n the 00 - 
maintaining at thesaid c city a regular telegraphic — 85 


ton and each newspaper 

4 in dail) — be ree communication with his paper, shall be admitted to 
floor of the House uring the sessions thereof: 8 be made 
the proprietor of his journal in writing and be duly regis: at the reporter's 


gallery 6 countersigned by the Speaker or a member of the Committee on Rules: 
nd Surther, That such reporter shall in writing state that he is not pecu- 

y interested in any claim and pledge himself that he will 
not become so interested during the enjoyment of such priv 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF MONTANA. 


Mr. MAGINNIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3385) to reorganize the judicial system of the Territory of Montana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
AID TO SCHOOLS IN MONTANA. 


Mr. MAGINNIS also, by unanimous consent, pereontan a memorial 
of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Montana, asking aid 
in behalf of schools in that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FORT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and aecordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


` PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. ATKINS: Petition of Isaac N. Johnson, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANNING : Papers relating to the claim of Roger A. Fran- 
cis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

7 Mr. BLAIR: The petitions of M. C. Dexter, Sarah M. Dexter, 
C. E. Moulton, and 544 others, Good Templars of the State of New 
1 of Samuel A. Haley and 93 others, citizens of New Mar- 
ket, New Hampshire; of Alfred R. Evans and 25 others, of Gorham, 
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New Hampshire; Rev. S. B. Bowdish and 126 others, of Rye, New 
Hampshire; J. Hayes and 30 others, of Rumney, New Hampshire; 
Charles Hazeltine and 35 others and William R. Park and 67 others, 
citizens of Plymouth; Henry Blinn and & others, of Canterbury; E. 
G. Flanders and 7 others, Levi Thompson and 14 others, Luther 
Melindy and 148 others, of Amherst, New rs eae Rev. James 
De Normandie and Rev. E. W. Grant and 148 others, of the city of 
Portsmouth; Rev. James Gordon and 269 others, of the city of 
Nashua, New Hampshire; Rev. C. W. Wallace and Rev. L. F. Me- 
Kinney and 450 others, of the city of Manchester; Rev. E. E. P. Abbott, 
A. N. Hitchcock and &8 others, of a peer all 2,151 citizens of 
New Hampshire; and of L. R. Forsyth, J. McWitherspoon,.E. R. Gib- 
son, J. S. Cowles, Henry Robinson, Thomas Swozler, W. R. Martin, 
and other citizens of Allegheny, Pennsylvania, in favor of the pro- 
posed amendment of the Constitution so as to prohibit the manufact- 
ure, sale, importation, exportation, and transportation of distilled 
liquors except for medicinal and chemical uses and for use in the arts 
after the year 1900, and for the ee of a commission of in- 
quiry into the alcoholic liquor traffle- to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BOUCK: Resolutions of the State Agricultural and Horti- 
cultural Societies of Wisconsin, for the establishment of a uniform 
rate of interest—to the same committec. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Marquette, Wisconsin, for the dona- 
tion of homesteads to soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. ‘ 

By Mr. BRAGG: Resolution of the State Agricultural and Horti- 
cultural Societies, of Wisconsin, praying for a uniform rate of inter- 
est—to the Committee of Ways and Means. — 

Also, memorial of the Business Men's Association, of Fond du Lac, 
Wisconsin, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petitions against reducing the duty on wool, 
from A. E. Cole and 38 other citizens of Conway, Michigan, and A. 
F. Place and 94 other citizens of Lansingburgh, Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of citizens of Missouri, against 
the bill for transportation of live stoek unless loaded in patent cars 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Missouri, for a post-route from Paris 
to Santa Fé, by Long Branch Post-Office—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURDICK: Petition of Thomas Kelly, of Iowa, asking the 
passage of an act granting to soldiers and sailors in the war of the 
rebellion a land warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of George R. Herrick, to be reimbursed certain 
sums paid him as property elerk of the Metropolitan police, District 
of Columbia, to refund to owners amounts stolen from the iron safe 
designated by the board of police in which to keep the same—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of Souther & Hooper and other citi- 
zens of Boston, praying for the remonetization of silver and for the 
repeal of the resumption act—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

Also, the petition of John Angel, of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, praying for relief from obligation to give bonds 
required by statute for the issuance of a duplicate of check for pen- 
sion lost in mails—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALKINS : The petition of citizens of Newton Connty, In- 
diana, asking for a direct issue of Treasury notes to be used as a cir- 
culating medium—to the Committee on Banking and Curreney. 

Also, the petition of King & Fields and other manufacturers of 
woolen oot: at La Porte, Indiana, praying that the present import 
duties remain unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to House bill No. 2630—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. CARLISLE : The petition of Thomas D. Wright, ofTrimble 
County, Kentucky, asking compensation for a printing-press destroyed 
by United States soldiers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Carroll and Trimble Counties, Ken- 
tucky, praying that aid be extended to the Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky: The petition of David E. Roberts, 
of Maysville, Kentucky, against extension of Horsford’s patent for 
self-raising flour—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Jenkins and Mann, and other citizens of 
Bracken County, Kentucky, for reduction of tax on tobacco—to the 
same committec. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of Chauncey Smith, G. 
W. Richard, Jordan L. Mott, J. P. Schermerhorn, and 13) others, of 
the city of New York, for an appropriation to improve tlie Harlem 
River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek, between tho t and Hudson 
Rivers- to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petitions of Reynolds & Co., Pordyce 
& Wheeler, Crabbs Bellman & Co., R. P. Hamilton and 35 other citi- 
zens of Toledo, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DARRALL: The petition of John T. Ludeling, for pay for 
certain property at Monroe, Louisiana, in 1865, used by a` quarter- 
master of the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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ure of Cali- 


By Mr. DAVIS of California: Resolutions of the Le 
in the Chinese 


fornia, opposing subsidies to the steamships en, 
trade—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking the dona- 
tion to that State of the proceeds of the sales of public lands there- 
in—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco newspapers for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DENNISON: The petition of Gay, Kimball & Gay, of 
Gaysville, Vermont, against the imposition of duty on vegetable 
ivory—to the same committee. 

By Mr. EDEN: The petition of Colonel Alfred B. Meacham, for re- 
lief—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ELAM: A paper relating to the establishing of a post-route 
from Burr's Ferry, via Sandy Creek, to Columbus, Louisiana—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of the heirs of Jonathan Smith, for 
compensation for a yawl-boat taken by the United States authori- 
ties—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, memorial of the New Orleans and Carrollton Railroad Com- 
pany, for an act to test iu a suit at law against the United States the 

iability of the United States in certain cases—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of T. Wharton Collins, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ‘ 

Also, papers relating to the claim of H. R. Boeneval, surviving 

rtner, and receiver of the firm of J. D. Dameron & Co—to the 

ommittee on War Claims. à 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ohio, Tennessee, Mississippi, Ar- 
kansas, and Louisiana, in favor of the Barataria ship-canal—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of citizens of Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania, for an 0 of 850,000 to extend the east pier of the 
Harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of W. H. Hoffman and 33 others, 
for an appropriation to improve the Harlem River and Spuyten Duy- 
vil Creek, between the East and Hudson Rivers, New York—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. W. Edwards and other citizens of Whitley 
County, Indiana, that the duty on flaxseed and linseed oil remain 
unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: The petition of R. S. Foster & Co. and 33 others, 
of Indianapolis, Indiana, for an appropriation to improve the Har- 
lem River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek, between the East and Hudson 
Rivers, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of 85 E The petition of S. K. Donavin, as- 
sistant doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, relating to the 
pages in the House of Representatives—to the Committee of Accounts. 

y Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia: The petition of J. Paull & Co. and 
others, of Taunton, Massachusetts, manufacturers of and dealers in 
tobacco, for a drawback in case the tax on tobacco is reduced—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George Lunt and eighty-six other citizens of 
Massachusetts, for improvements jn the Harbor of Scituate, Massa- 
chusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRISON : The petition of J. V. Farwell and 152 other citi- 
zens of Chicago, Illinois, for an appropriation to improve the Harlem 
River aud Spuyten Duyvil Creek, between the East and Hudson 
Rivers, New Vork—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Martha Hamilton and others, praying for the 
repeal of the charter of the National Insurance Company of Wash- 
aaron, e of Columbia—to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petitions of citizens of Chanute, Kansas, 
and of citizens of Franklin County, Kansas, that the tariff on castor- 
beans, castor-oil, flaxseed and linseed oil remain unchanged—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of ex-soldiers of Fontana, Kansas, for the equali- 
zation of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY: The eee of John W. Dougherty and others, 
owners of the schooner Chesapeake Trader, for compensation for loss 
of the same while in the United States service—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Four petitions of citizens of Montgomery, 
Greenville, Evergreen, Pollard, and vicinity, all in the State of Ala- 
bama, for the passage of the bill granting aid to the Texas Pacific 
Railway, accompanied by three letters, from signers of the same, ask- 
ing that their names be stricken therefrom—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Resolutions and memorial of the Mississippi 
Legislature, regarding the Mississippi levees—to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of B. W. Payne & Sons and 
others, of Corning, New York, against an increase of duty on wrought 
iron, lap-welded boiler flues and tubes—to the Committee of Ways 


and Means. 
By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Eunico B. Sawyer, for relief— 
istrict of Columbia. 


to Committee for the 
By Mr. ITTNER: The petition of Saint Louis working men and 


women, against any reduction of duties that protect labor and against 


the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 
— Seg JAMES: The petition of the workingmen of Potsdam, New 


York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Simeon Dillingham and others, of Lishon, 
New York, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of F. Farrington and 34 others, wool- 
growers and sheep-breeders, of Brandon, Vermont, relating to the 
tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of William M. Mote and 39 other 
citizens of Miami County, Ohio, that the duty on linseed and linseed- 
oil remain unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of 511 citizens of Schuylkill County, 
Pennsylvania, asking for the repeal of the resumption act, the remon- 
etization of silver, &c.—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also: The postion of 118 citizens of Philadelphia, dealers in man- 
ufactured tobacco, protesting against the reduction of the tax on 
tobacco, or, in case of such reduction, asking a suitable provision by 
which they may be paid a drawback by the eee ual to the 
aona their property is injured—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of James H. Holden and 100 others, 
for compensation for services rendered and material furnished for 
construction of lock 4, in the Kanawha River, West Virginia—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of P. Jewell & Sons and 46 
others, of Hartford, Connecticut, for an appropriation to improve the 
Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek between the East and the 
Hudson Rivers, New York—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of B. Durand and 105 others, citi- 
zens of Ontario County, New York, that the tariff on wool remain 
unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George W. Green for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: The petition of J. M. Richmond & Co. and 
39 others of Buffalo, New York, for an appropriation to improve the 
Harlem River and Špuyten Duyvil Cree tween the East and the 
Hudson Rivers, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LYNDE: The petition of 1,563 citizens of the United States, 
concerning the public lands and their preservation for the people— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of 985 citizens of the United States, concerning 
an amendment of the Constitution abolishing the office of President 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws 
nguso the Counting ofthe Electoral Votes for President and Vice- 
President, 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the establishment of certain 
post-routes in Montana Territory—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The memorial of the board of commissioners, for 
the improvement of the Ohio River and its tributaries, for an appro- 

riation for the improvement of said river and its tributaries—to the 
8 on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the claim of M. E. Hender- 
son to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of C. C. Bassett, O. D. Austin, and 152 0 
citizens of Bates County, Missouri, that the duty on castor-beans an 
castor-oil remain unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of the workingmen of Gallipolis, Ohio, 
against any e in the tariff—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of William Nichols & Co., manu- 
facturers of cotton and woolen hosiery, Philadelphia, su g that 
lines 78 and 79, 4, (“of which cotton shall be its chief compo- 
nent value,“) and lines 559 and 560, page 24, (“of which wool shall be 
a component of chief value,“) in the proposed revised tariff bill be not 
retained—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PAGE: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, in relation to reclaiming lands now covered with mining débris, 
&c—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of California 
a opr the granting of subsidies to steamship companies whose ves- 
sels ply between the United States and China—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of H. E. Smith & Co. and 46 others, 
of New Haven, Connecticut, for an appropriation to improve the 
Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek, between the t and 
Hudson Rivers, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition of S. R. Filley and 142 other citi- 
zens of New York City, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. QUINN: Two petitions of manufacturers and operators of 
Albany, New York, that the duty on imported corks remain un- 
changed—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, the petitions of cigar manufacturers of Albany, New York, 
for a drawback in case the duty on tobacco is reduced—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: The petition of Rufus J. Goins, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of the members of the bar of 


Davie County, North Carolina, against the abolition of the western 
judicial district of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCALES: Papers relating to the claim of Henry Motzinger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of 120 citizens of Guilford County, North Caro- 
lina, against the abolition of the western judicial district of North 
Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of citizens of the sixth congres- 
sional district of North Carolina, for the appointment of a commission 
to examine the mining interests of said State and report the result to 
Congress—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. STENGER: The petition of 33 citizens of Juniata County, 
Pennsylvania, that a pon be granted to David S. Loudon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of citizens of Redwood, Renville, 
and Blue Earth Counties, asg eg e an appropriation for the im- 

rovement of the Minnesota River, between the mouth of the Blue 
arth River and Minnesota Falls—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of J. R. Abbott and 69 
other citizens of Michigan, that the duties on foreign wool remain 
unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWANN: Papers relating to the claim of Edward Painter— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of citizens of Texas, 
against the passage of the bill limiting the transportation of live 
stock—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of merchants of Terrell and Kaufman, Texas, for 
a drawback in case the tariff on tobacco is reduced—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of Sproulle, Moore & 
Co. and 37 others, of Cleveland, Ohio, for an appropriation to im- 
prove the Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek, between the East 
and Hudson Rivers, New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petition of the citizens of 
Wayne County, IIlinois, that the duties on castor-beans and castor- 
oil remain unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of J. P. Sawyer, C. M. McCloud, and 
61 other citizens of Buncombe County, North Carolina, against the 
abolition of the western judicial district of North Carolina—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of 27 employés of Thorndale Iron- 
Works, Pennsylvania, against any reduction of the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 8 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of citizens of Nebraska, against the 
leasing of any of the public lands west of the one hundredth princi- 
pal meridian—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of William Chandler, late 
captain, United States Navy, for difference of pay between the pay 
of a commander and the pay he received while performing certain 
duties—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1 WIGGINTON: The petition of Levi Chase and 2,300 others, 
of Angeles, San Diego, San Bruno, and other localities, praying 
aid and encouragement for the speedy construction of the Texas 
Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petition of the citizens of Scio, 
Linn County, Oregon, asking an extension of the time for the com- 
pletion of the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of John McGregory, 
and other boiler-makers of Detroit, Michigan, against any higher duty 
on wrought iron than that on other manufactures of iron—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. TA 

Also, the petition of Smith, Stevens & Co., William R. Botsford, 
Thorp, Hawley & Co., Evans & Walker, and 57 others, of Detroit, 
Michigan, for an appropriation toimprove the Harlem River between 
the East and Hudson Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. C. Barker & Co., A. Parker & Co., Scotten, 
Lovett & Co., tobacco dealers of Detroit, Michigan, for the reduction 
of the tax on tobacco—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Anna Ella Carroll, of Maryland, for compensa- 
tion for services rendered the United States during the late civil 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Ala- 
bama, for extension of the post-route from Elba to Cross Trails to 
Lake View, via Old Town and Green Bay, Alabama—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Alabama, for the passage of the 
2 OT Pacific Railroad bill—to the Committee on the Pacific 

ilroad. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of Smith Ely, mayor; 
F. L. Tolcott, W. E. Dodge, Daniel W. Tompkins, and 127 others, o 
the city of New York, for an ee to improve the Harlem 
River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek between the and Hudson 
Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of James S. Wilson, W. D. Jones, W. H. Johnson, 
oe Moves and 14 others, of similar import—to the same com- 


By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of W. L. Smith and 62 others, of 
Scipio, Michigan, for the protection of wool-growers—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Oren Collin and 28 other citizens of Salem, 
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Michigan, for prohibition of the manufacture and importation of in- 
toxicating liquors and for the punishment of dealers therein—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Abram Wing and 49 others, of Adrian, Michi- 
gan, against the reduction of duties and against the reimposition of 
the tax on tea and coffee—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of J. Webster Childs and 28 others, of Washte- 
naw County, Michigan, for the protection of wool-growers—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of William T. Monday and others, 
for apost-route from Burning Springs, by the house of Elisha Wolver- 
ton, to Big Bend, West Virginia—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD: The petition of B. G. Arnold, James M. Brown 
Howard Potter, Havemyer & Elder, Francis Skiddy, and others, of 
the city of New York, for an appropriation to improve the Harlem 
River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek between the East and Hudson 
Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the common council of New York City, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. WRIGHT: Two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
post-routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 19, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1496) for the relief of George H. Giddings was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the 2 of the Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the 
Senate of the 6th instant, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
report the present condition and state of efficiency of the life-saving 
service on the coast of North Carolina, andin what respects it needs 
increase or improvement in order to make it of the greatest benefit, 
stating that the reports of the officers in e of the life-saving 
service agree that the stations on the coast of North Carolina are in 
an excellent condition in respect to their personnel and equipment, 
but that the efficiency of the service on that coast is seriously ob- 
structed by the great distance which separates the stations, and 
making certain recommendations in regard thereto; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, and a copy 
of reports of surveys of the Missouri River at Omaha, Atchison, Platts- 
mouth, and Brownsville, by Major C. R. Suter, Corps of Engineers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 9 to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FERRY presented a memorial of Melvin W. Scott and 127 oth- 

- farmers and wool-growers of Michi remonstratin an 
uction in the duties on foreign wools ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BOOTH presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of California, protesting against the Government granting any further 
subsidies to any steamship company running vessels on the Pacific 
Ocean between the coast of California and the Empire of China; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Cal- 
ifornia, in favor of the co-operation of the Government with the gov- 
ernment of Great Britain in the modification of all treaties existing 
between them and the Empire of China, so that Chinese igs econ 
to the United States may not be permitted, and in favor of the pas- 
sage of a law by Congress authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission, to act in conjunction with like com- 
missioners appointed by the government of Great Britain and the 
Empire of China, with power to investigate the whole subject-mat- 
ter, and make such treaty stipulations as will prevent the evil, and 
at the same time preserve the friendly.relations now existing between 
the three governments; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a petition signed by substantial business 
men of the city of Dubuque, Iowa, expressing a desire that no legis- 
lation be had which will in any way retard the resumption of specie 
payments contemplated by the act of 1875, and also expressing a de- 
sire that ahy act for the remonetization of silver shall provide that 
a dollar in name shall contain a sufficient quantity of silver to equal 
in intrinsic or market value the existing gold dollar. The last ques- 
tion being disposed of, I hope satisfactorily to the petitioners, I move 
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that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance, which 
now has under consideration the subject of specie payments, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I present the petition of George Stetson and 75, 


others, leading merchants and business men of the city of Bangor, 
Maine, all of whom pray for the repeal of the bankrupt law, except 
one, who prays for its amendment. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of S. D. Bingham and other citizens of Lansing, 
Michigan, praying for the reimbursement to E. Walker, postmaster 
of Okemas, e for the amount of certain moneys and post 
stamps of which he was robbed by burglars on the night of the 20th 
of June, 1877, submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. 
No. 771) for the relief of Ebenezer Walker. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. OGLESBY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 490) supplementary to an act entitled “An act 
in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas,” 
approved March 3, 1877, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr.SPENCER. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
who were by a resolution of the Senate of the 29th ultimo instructed 
toinquire and report whether since July 28, 1866, any person has been 
appointed to any position in the Army contrary to the provisions of 
section 28 of the act of that date, or contrary to section 1218 of the 
Revised Statutes, to report the same back to the Senate with the 
information desired, and I ask that the report be printed. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 560) for the relief of William A. Ham- 
mond, late Surgeon-General of the Army, reported it without amend- 
mets and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 104) authorizing Captains Will- 
iam M. Wherry, of the Army, and William E. Hopkins, of the Navy 
to accept decorations from the King of the Hawaiian Islands, reported 
it without amendment. 5 

Mr. CHAFFEE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 398) extending the act of July 2, 1862, enti- 
tled “An act pea | public lands to the several States and Territo- 
ries which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanical arts,” to the State of Colorado, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WALLACE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 742) in relation to the Jap- 
anese indemnity fund, to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
This subject has been under consideration in past Congresses by the 
Naval Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change of reference will be made. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 772) for the establishment of a certain mail- 
route in the State of Michigan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MATTHEWS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 773) making a pre-emp- 
tion grant to the heirs of Jean Baptiste Beanlien, deceased, for a 
part of Fort Dearborn reservation at Chicago, IIlinois, and to confirm 

urchasers of other parts in their titles, and to convey to the city of 
8 the streets and alleys of said reservation; which was read 
ae by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 

ims. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill Se No. 774) authorizing the Solicitor of the 
Treasury, by and with the consent of the Secretary of War, to cancel 
certain contracts for the sale of lots of land made at Harper’s Ferry 
in the year 1869 by the United States, to resell the same, and sell or 
lease all other real estate and riparian rights now owned by the 
United States at Harpers Ferry, West Virginia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 775) for the relief of the trustees of Wildey Lodge, 
No. 27, of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows at Charleston, West 
Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 777) to o ize a life-saving and post- 

service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
ommittee on Naval Affairs. ‘ 

Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 778) for the relief of Samuel B. McLin, 
late an associate justice of the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S, No. 776) for the relief of Alexander Sutorius; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrent and other resolutions are 
ped n order. [A pause.] Is there further business for the morning 
our 
Mr. FERRY. If there be no further morning business I ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration 
Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to morning business. I ask for the adop- 
tion of an order in regard to papers upon which an adverse report 
was made. I ask leave to withdraw the exhibits filed in the case for 
the relief of Nelson Taylor, of Alexandria, Louisiana, subject to the 
rule of the Senate 7 1 5 9 85 copies to be left. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. THEODORE 
F. KING, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill tH. R. No. 1412) to prevent depredations upon property in 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1411} to prevent the sale of policy or lottery 
tickets in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1432) providing for the recording of deeds, mort- 
gages, Sng other conveyances, affecting real estate in the District of 

‘olumbia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1716) authorizing the commissioners of the Dis- 
at of Columbia to prosecute cases and take appeals without giving 

md; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
support of the government for the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes ;” 

A bill (H. R. No. 2843) to provide for taking testimony for the courts 
of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3227) to amend an act of Congress entitled “An 
act regulating gas-works,” approved June 23, 1874. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I submit the following order and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Ordered, That at one o'clock the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the 
Calendar under the rule adopted yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Mes fg [Mr. WITHERS] yester- 
day Rave notice that at the expiration of the morning hour to-day he 
would call up for consideration the bill amending the laws grantin 
pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and their wid- 
ows. He asked yesterday if there was any objection to that order 
being made, and I understood that the Senate unanimonsly agreed 
that that bill should be proceeded with to-day. As the subject is 
one of very great importance and has long been before the Senate, 
and as many are interested in the decision of the subject, I hope that 
the Senator from Rhode Island will not press the consideration of the 
Calendar at this time, but will allow us to go on with that bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no objection, I presume, to the Senator 
from Virginia addressing the Senate upon the bill if that is his object; 
but I think we had better go on with the Calendar rather than pro- 
ceed with the pension bill. The Calendar stands no chance at all at 
tho latter part of the session. It is full of bills for which no Senator 
is especially responsible, and unless it is taken up in this way it goes 
over and all the labor of preparing bills in committee and reporting 
ae WITHERS, When I tice yesterday of 

r. en I gave notice y ay of my purpose to- 
day to call up Senate bill No. 17 at the expiration of the morning 
hour I did so in order that no one might be surprised by the action 
to-day. I hope that that bill, which has been for some time pend- 
ing, may be taken up and acted upon promptly by the Senate; and 
I must object to any other matter taking precedence of it unless the 
Senate so decides by its vote. As the morning hour has not expired, 
I have no objection to any other business up to one o’clock, 

Mr. FERRY. Upon the notice given by the Senator from Virginia 
yesterday that he would seek to di the Senate to the considera- 
tion of the bill to which he has referred after the morning hour to- 
day, I now ask to call up within the morning hour the bill (S. No. 
500 to regulate the compensation of postmasters, and for other pur- 
poses. It is very important that this bill should be considered. Frauds 
upon the revenues of the postal service are being committed every 
day, and it is important that early action should be had. I hope the 
bill will be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DORSEY. I believe that there are resolutions on the Calendar 
to come up this morning, which, according to the rule, would take 
precedence over any bill. 

Mr. FERRY. The Chair, I believe, called for resolutions, and there 
were not any, if I understood the Chair correctly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair called in the morning hour for 
concurrent and other resolutions. 

Mr. DORSEY. I think there are resolutions on the Calendar. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are resolutions on the Calendar 
which are entitled to precedence if called for. The Chair distinctly 
asked if there was further business of the morning hour. 

Mr. FERRY. So I understood the Chair; and I would say to the 
Senator from Arkansas that this bill will not, I think, take any great 
length of time. Without making any further explanation of the bill 
than I made on a former occasion, and in order that time may not 
be consumed unnecessarily, I ask that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill at once. The committee have recommended 
striking out certain sections which are simply a recital of the pres- 
ent law, and have submitted a substitute in the form of amendments 
commencing on page 8 with the first section of the amended bill. 

Mr. VOORHE S. Is this morning-hour business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has twice distinctly asked if 
there was further business of the morning hour, and hearing no re- 
sponse, he asked if there was objection to the consideration of the 
bill moved by the Senator from Michigan, and none being made, itis 
now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FERRY. How much time does the Senator from Indiana de- 


sire? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I want to call 1 ss the action of the Senate 
the resolution which I introduced one day last week touching certain 
matters in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. FERRY. That may take considerable time. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana to the necessity of the passage of 
the bill proposing to change the basis of compensation for fourth- 
class postmasters, It is a matter of very great importance as so much 
frand is being committed npon the revenue of the postal service, and 
I trust the Senator will yield. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will. 

Mr. FERRY. I hope the Senator will allow this bill to go through. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Unquestionably. 

Mr. FERRY. I do not think it will consume much time. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 596) to regulate the compensation of post- 
masters, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the compensation of postmasters of the fourth class shall be the whole of 
the box-rents collected at their offices, and commissions on un letter 
collected, on amounts received from waste paper, dead newspapers, printed mat- 
ter, and twine sold, and on postage-stampa, stam 3 stamped wrap- 
pers, postal-cards, and newspaper and cal stamps canceled as postages on 
matter actually mailed at their offices, at the following rate, namely: On the first 
$100 or less per quarter, 60 per cent.; on all over $100 and not over $300 per quar- 
ter, 50 per cent; and on all over $300 por quarter 40 per cent.; the same to be as- 
certained and allowed by the Auditor in settlement of accounts of such post- 
masters upon their sworn quarterly returns: Provided, That when the com 

tion of any postmaster of this class shall reach $1,000 per annum, exclusive of com- 
missions on money-order business, and when the returns to the Auditor for four 
quarters shall show him to be entitled to a com in excess of that amount 
under section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act to make ap riations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year June 30, 1877, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 12, 1876, the Auditor report such fact to the 
Posuhasten General whe shall assign him to his proper class and fix his salary as 
provided by said section: Provided, further, That in no case shall there be allowed 
to any postmaster of this class a compensation greater than $1,000 per annum, nor 
an average of more than $250 in any one quarter, exclusive of money-order com- 
missions. 

Sec. 2, That the salaries of postmasters of the first, second, and third classes 
shall be readjusted every two years; and in special cases on the application of the 

tmaster, or whenever the Postmaster-General may deem expedient: Provided, 

ine such case of readjustment thè returns of the postmaster to 

the Auditor for four su vo quarters shall show an increase or decrease of busi- 

ness of not less than 50 per cent. as compared with the four quarters on which the 

last adjustment was the readjustment to take effect from the first day of 
the quarter following that in which the same is made. 

Sec. 3. That in any case where a postmaster shall make a fraudulent return, the 
Postmaster-General shall withhold commissions on such return; and in case any 
erer shall fail to duly render his returns, tho Postmaster General may with- 

ld his commissions on such returns, and may allow such sation as under 
the circumstances he shall deem reasonable: i That the form of affidavit 


Sec. 4. That any postmaster who shall make a false return to the Auditor, for 
the purpose of fraudulently increasing his com tion, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction shall be fined in any sum not less than 
$50 nor more than §500, or imprisoned, at the discretion of the court, for a term not 
sr irre te years. 

Src. 5. No postmaster of any class, or other person connected with the 
rai atime with the sale or ery of e ory en 
stamped wrappers, or postal cards, shall use or dispose of them e i 0 
debts or in the purchase of merchandise or other salable articles, or pledge or hy- 
pothecate the same, or sell or dispose of them except for cash, or sell or of 
postage-stamps or postal cards for any larger or less sum than the values indicated 
-on their faces, or sell or of stamped envel or stamped wrappers for a 
larger or less sum than is c therefor by the Post-Office Department for like 
quantities, or sell or dispose of 9 panpe envelopes, stamped maap 
FC as provided by law and the regulations of the 

‘ost-Oflice Department; and any postmaster, or other person connected with the 
postal service, who shall violate any of these provisions shall be deemed 4 
a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in any sum not t 
$50 nor more than . 

Sec. 6. That all dots or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 16- 
ported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator from Michigan 
whether or not there is a written report with the bill. 

Mr. FERRY. There is no report. All the change, or rather the 
substantial change, consists in changing the basis of compensation 
from the sale of stamps to the cancellation of stamps. ud has 
been committed by the excessive sale of stamps, by not only selling 
within the delivery of the office but without the boundaries of the 
delivery, thus increasing the compensation of many fourth-class 
offices. If the attention of the Senator has been called to the report 
of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General he will see numerous illus- 
trations of this fraud occurring in almost all the States and Terri- 
tories, and I think some remarkable cases too will be found in the 
State which the Senator has the honor in part to represent, and cases 
in my own State as well, so that there has been no invidious selection 
of cases in this respect, because the report of these frauds covers offices 
in all sections of the Union. Then we have also provided the proper 
sac for a violation of the law. There has been no penalty here- 
tofore. 

The practice has been to sell these stamps for merchandise. There 
has been a great deal of traffic in this respect. Different commodities 
have been purchased with postage-stamps ; in fact, parties interested 
in their sale have sent circulars to different postmasters inviting them 
to purchase articles of them at a lower than retail rate and suggest- 
ing how they can buy them with stamps, and thus so increase their 
salary as to net the value of the article sold. I think the Senator 
from West Virginia understands the process, It is comparatively easy 
for a fourth-class postmaster, if so disposed, to increase the emolu- 
ments of his office toa thousand dollars, which brings him within the 
third class. This irregular practice is done largely near the principal 
cities. Iadverted, when the bill was called up before, to the case of 
Saint Lonis office and also to that of New York; and you may take 
all those of large cities where fourth-class offices are located near 
such centers. Many inducements are made by postmasters of sur- 
rounding offices to increase their compensation by the sale of stam 
which are not expected to be used at their offices, but intended for 
use within the delivery of the city offices. In such cases it is a direct 
frand ee the revenue, because the salaries of the city offices are 
fixed. No salary can be over $4,000, except in the case of the city of 
New York. That is the only exception to all the offices in the conn- 
try. Aside from that the salary of no office of the first class can be 
higher than $4,000. The sale of stamps beyond the amount that fixes 
a first-clase-office salary inures to the Government, but if lessened 
by sale in fourth-class offices the Government pays on such sales large 
commissions as compensation, and isso much loss to the Government. 
If sold within the city delivery it is that much gain to the revenues. 

Mr. HAMLIN rose. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I see that the Senator from Maine 
wishes to say a word. I know he is more familiar with post-office 
matters than I am, and I give way to him. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I believe this bill now before us 
changes the existing law only in the particular which the chairman 
of the committee has stated. By the nt law 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Senator from Maine allow 
me to 0 him just there, as it is a point I want information 
upon? I wish to know whether or not the double check, if it may be 
called a check, has been considered by the committee and by the Post- 
Office Department of the cancellation and also the sale of stamps. 
Iunderstand that at present rears apts paid by thesale of stam 
and this bill proposes that they shall be paid by the cancellation o 
stamps. It hasoccurred to me, after giving this subject some thought, 
while fully concurring with both the Senators that there . 205 to be 
a change, that it would be a more thorough check if both the sale of 
stamps and the cancellation of stamps were taken into consideration. 
I throw out this suggestion to the Senator from Maine as well as the 
Senator from Michigan, who, I know, understand this subject far 
better than I do. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is no express provision in this bill which 
provides for a second test, as the Senator from West Virginia sug- 
gests, and yet the law itself will furnish that test. The compensa- 
tion of these postmasters, if this bill shall pass, as I think it ought, 
will be based on the stamps canceled in the office. The account at 
the Post-Office Department will show the quantity of stamps fur- 
nished to all those offices, and they will therefore know how many 
are sold at each office. I,as a member of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, gave my sanction to this bill. I shall vote 
for it; I hope the Senate will pass it; and yet it is by no means 
certain that we are going to prevent all the frauds committed upon 
the Post-Office Department if we shall pass it. By the existing law, 
if a postmaster fraudulently sells stamps and thereby increases his 
compensation, he is compelled to have one other party to that fraud; 
if he sells to more than one party, then two or more parus, and he 
must have just as many parties to the fraud as he shall fraudulently 
sell post-oflice stamps to, and the Government have therefore just so 
many persons to aid them in detecting an unlawful sale of stamps. 
By such information as they obtain they have learned of the wrong- 
ful sales of stamps that have been made all over the country. T 
bill is to correct these fraudulent sales; and what does it substitute? 
Stamps canceled upon the letters sent from the office. 

These fraudulent sales are all made in the little offices. I will 
assume that a little office sends out truly ten lettersa day. Where 
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is the check of the Government, save in the pnay im by this 
bill, upon that postmaster if he shall certify that he sends out twenty 
letters a day? You have no check upon him. I know at the De- 

ent it was doubted at one time whether the loss of the Gov- 
ernment would not be more upon stamps canceled fraudulently than 
upon stamps sold fraudulently, and yet in looking it all over and 
seeing the great amount of fraud that has been committed, I am 
very clear that this bill had better be passed. The Department and 
the committee have each given it a very careful consideration. The 
have prohibited the improper sale; they have Tae porains Do 
fine and imprisonment, as applicable to those who s fraudulently 
make sale of stamps, and this will go a great way toward correcting 
the evil and perhaps in subsequent legislation there may be some 
additional provision to correct fraudulent canceling of stamps, if it 
shall exist. At all events, however, I think this bill is the best thing 
that can be presented to us for our consideration at this time. 

Mr. FERRY. In addition to what my colleague upon the commit- 
tee has said, and in reply to the suggestion of the Senator from West 
Virginia, I would say that the removal of the interest of the post- 
master to increase his sales of stamps by having those sales cease to 
be the basis of his compensation, becomes an incidental check upon 
the cancellation. The postmaster sends to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the number of stamps he desires for use within his delivery, 
and the cancellation of stamps upon letters will be a check on his 
orders, and this demand for stamps will be a check upon the cancel- 
lation. Of course it will not be an absolute check, because persons 
having obtained stamps elsewhere may mail letters at the office; but 
substantially it will go a great way toward a useful check. By the 
knowledge of the average business of the different offices it will be 

tty certainly arrived at whether the postmaster is defrauding the 
vernment by reporting more canceled stamps than he actually 
cancels at his office. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend will allow me to ask him 
in what way it will specially prevent the cancellation of stamps as 
he suggests. I fully agree that this bill is a great improvement over 
the former system; but the 8 is whether a step further would 
not be an improvement, and I submit it for the chairman of the Post- 
Office Committee. s 

Mr. FERRY. Ireply to the Senator from West Virginia that this 
will be a correction of a great abuse. We should take one step at a 
time ; and then if we find that the masters on their oaths are mak- 
ing false returns—which I do not believe they will—to the Postmas- 
ter-General, they subject themselves by this bill not only to the with- 
holding of their commissions, but to a severe penalty which the present 
law does not provide. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How can it be determined whether 
or not a fourth-class office is making false returns as to the amount 
of canceled stamps ? 

Mr. FERRY. They cannot at once; but the Postmaster-General has 
an eye upon the returns of the different offices. If he finds that one 
office isrunning very largely in excess of its business and canceling 
more than the amount of stamps ordered for that office, he sends a 

cial agent to make inquiry and to find how the business of the 
office through cancellation has so rapidly increased ; so that in that 
t there is a constant surveillance exercised by the Government 

upon the different offices. ; 

Now, in the sale of stamps the Government is not disposed to put 
anything in the way of a legitimate sale of the stamps, as they fur- 
nish largely the revenue of the Department, but irregular sales have 
5 wide, the fraud has increased so largely, that it is almost 
impossible to detect it, and cially where there is collusion on the 
part of others outside the officials who are interested in disposing of 
their property for these stamps. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I cannot perceive much difference 
between the man who would fraudulently and improperly make sale 
ef stamps or send them off for merchandise or otherwise, as is said to 
have been the case, and the man who would make a false return of 
the cancellation of stamps. It has occurred to me that the two sys- 
tems could be put together very well and one be somewhat of acheck 
upon the other. As the Senator from Maine has intimated, there 
is nothing in the present bill to prevent a postmaster from cancelin, 
the stamps on ten letters a day and reporting that he has cancel 
a N There is no provision in the bill to prevent that kind of 
return. 

Again, the sale of stamps is at this time considered by the Depart- 
ment in regard to the varions offices. They look in some degree to 
know whether the postmasters are selling too many or too little, just 
as they would look as to the canceling; and yet this bill does not 
prevent fraud being committed in that respect. Now what I suggest 
to the Senator is, why not amend the present Dill so as to require a 
return to be made both of stamps sold and canceled ? 

Mr. FERRY. That is virtually done. We take away no such 
checks on the saleof stamps. The postmaster orders the stamps from 
the Department. There is no other way by which he can get them, 
unless he goes ontside and buys them, and that is illegitimate. 
There are certain special agents in this city, as in all large cities, 
specially authorized to sell stamps, and the only ones authorized to 
sell stamps at a small discount of not over 5 per cent., in the dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster-General. I believe the ave is about 
2 per cent. Aside from these, stamps are legally obtainable only 
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through the Post-Office Department and its postmasters. The post- 
masters of the fourth class cannot obtain stamps regularly except 
through orders on the Post-Office Department; so that the orders for 
stamps upon the pepe erent are checks upon the amount of mail 
matter canceled ; and I cannot see how any practical check otherwise 
could be made. The sale is the same, but you will have taken away 
by this amendment, if it be adopted, the interest of the postmaster, 
by cancellation instead of sale of stamps being made the basis of his 
oficial emolument, Under this amendment the sale will be as before 4 
the order will be the same; the same accountability will appear, be- 
cause every stamp is charged to the postmaster, and he must account 
for it in his returns. The Senator must see that the difficulty under 
the present law is that his compensation is based upon the sale, and 
it is his interest to en that sale in order to increase his compen- 
sation. We propose to take that away, and leave, as before, the charge 
of the stamps to him, and require him to account for them; but we 
fix the basis of his compensation upon the cancellation of stamps 
upon letters which are actually mailed within his delivery. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now allow me to ask the Senator 
whether or not in substance the pen bill is not just the system 
that was done away with when the sale of stamps was substituted 
in its place; whether or not there is any improvement; and, if not, 
why we should ge back to the system that we believed then to be 
injurious to the Government. 

r. FERRY. It was not thought injurious, but it was supposed 
that this would be an improvement in this respect; that it would 
relieve the postmasters of some labor; that fixing the compensation 
simply upon the sale of the stamps would be a simpler process. We 
have found by the experience of the last few years that a great deal 
of fraud, such fraud as never had been practiced in the service of the 
Government, is carried on under this system. x 

Furthermore there were no penalties under the prior law and there 
was no provision against the sale of stamps below their face value; 
there was no provision against their being sold for merchandise. 
Now, we have guarded by the present bill in all these respects and 
against such violation of ke as has come to light through the inves- 
tigations of the special agents throughout the country. We have pro- 
vided against traffic in on any discount or for commodities by 
a provean that they shall be sold for cash alone and for their face 
value. 

So it seems to the committee, after very thorough discussion, that 
there could be no other checks that 8 themselves to the com- 
mittee, aud if there should 3 others after practice under this 
law, then it will be time and the Senator from West Virginia and 
other Senators, and the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
will be very ready to bring such into use to perfect the system. Ifthe 
method that was inaugurated before had been followed up by the 
proper checks and penalties, the revenues of the Department would 
not have been subjected to existing abuses nor a change to remed 
such evils have become necessary. I hope, Mr. President, the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I 1 an amendment. 

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator allow a vote to be taken upon the 
amendment of the committee first ? > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now propose an amendment, which I offer by 
direction of the committee, to insert as an additional section: 

Sec. 6, That the provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act entitled An 
act establishing post-routes, and for other p ” approved March 3, 1877, for the 

on of official mail matter, bo, aad they ave hereby, extended to all officers 
of the United States Government and made applicable to all official mail matter 
transmitted between any of the officers of the United States, or between any such 
officer and either of the Executive Departments or officers of the Government, tho 
envelopes of such matter in all cases to bear appropriate indorsements containing 
the proper designation of the office from which the same is transmitted, with a 
statement of the ty for their misuse. And the provisions of said fifth and 
sixth sections are hereby likewiso extended and made applicable to all official mail 
matter sent from the Smithsonian Institution: That this act shall not 
extend or apply to pension agents or other officers who receive a fixed allowance as 
compensation for their services including expenses for postage. 


Perhaps the Senate may want an explanation of what the amend- 
ment contemplates. It was found, on examining this matter at a 
previous time, that we paid some $20,000 annually, I think, for print- 
. for our Departments. They furnished no revenue, 
and whatever the sum was, we paid out just so much money as it 
cost to print those stamps, the Government using them in all the De- 
partments, and furnishing all the subordinate officers who had com- 
munications of an official character to make to them, with them. To 
save so much as it would cost to print those stamps, be it little or be 
it more, in the post-route bill to which the amendment refers last 
r Nasi two sections were introduced and became the law, one of 
which is: 


Serc. 5. That it shall be lawful to ere e the mail, free of postage, any 
letters, or other matters rel exclusively to the business of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States: Provided, That every sock letter or package to en- 
title it to pass free shall bear over the words Official business an indorsement 
showing also the name of the Department, and, if from a bureau or oflico, the 
names of the Department and bureau or office, as the case may be, whence trans- 
mitted. And if any person shall make use of any such offi envelope to avoid 
the payment of postage on his private letter, package, or other matter in the mail, 
the person so ng shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and subject to a 
tine of $300, to be prosecuted in any court of competent jurisdiction. 


Tho Post-Office Department under that section held that they could 
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only send from the Departments, and consequently they have con- 
tinued to furnish their subordinates with peer aye and they 
have been in the use of them. I hold in my hand an official stamp, 
used at the Post-Office Department in compliance with that law, and 
they have held there, and the Attorney-General has so construed this 
law—I think a close construction; I think the existing law is broad 
enough to include the subordinates; but the Law Department have 
said it is not—they held there that the provision will not allow 
postmasters and other officials to make their quarterly returns in this 
mode. This amendment simply provides that these shall be used by 
all the Government officers who now use stamps, with one addition, 
that it places the publications of the Smithsonian Institution in the 
same category with public documents; and that had been the prac- 
tice up to the period of time when the franking privilege was abol- 
ished, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Senator state whether or 
not the amendment covers official communications from members of 
Congress or Senators to a Department? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir jit only covers cases the law now covers by 
allowing stamps. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether it ought 
not to cover this kind of correspondence? For instance, to-day I 
received a communication from one of the Departments on Depart- 
ment business, on business belonging to the Department, official 
business. Iam to make a reply. I have something to send to the 
Department on official business belonging to the Government. What 
provision is there for that kind of correspondence between members 
of Con and the Departments? 

Mr. LIN. No, sir; we leave the law just as it is in that respect. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But ought there not to be some pro- 
vision for that kind of correspondence ? 

Mr. FERRY. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia that 
that might come into a broader sweep ; not only the correspondence 
of members of sigs with the Departments in response to com- 
munications from those Departments, but other official communica- 
tions might perhaps come within that category. Would it not be 
well for the Senator to withhold any such proposition until the whole 
ground is covered by a F proposition ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Can we not cover the ground here? 
Shall we have another bill this year to remedy this complaint? It 
appears to me, and I submit it to the chairman of the Post- Office 
Committee and the Senator from Maine, who have both given this 
subject a great deal more thought than probably any other Senators 
have, that there ought to be some provision for the official commu- 
nications between members of Congress and the Departments. It is 
every day the case that some Senator or Representative is receiving 
such communications, and I hope the Senator having charge of this 
bill will make some poe for that kind of correspondence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that this bill had better go over until to- 
morrow that we may have this amendment printed, which involves 
the question of the transmission of official correspondence free. I 
see froin reading it at the desk in the port that the phrase is 
“all officers of the United States“ —I think those are the words 
which would include pension agents who are now paid for their post- 
age in a different way. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is a proviso excluding them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be that there is; but the general language 
is there, and it may include a great many officers whom we are not 
now thinking of and who perhaps are not entitled to have it applied 
to them. Iwish the Senator from Maine would allow it to be printed 
and go over, for I am disposed for one to add to that provision the of- 
ficial correspondence of members of Con I know of no reason 
in the world why the President of the United States and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Senate I will add, and 
everybody who is conducting the public affairs of the United States 
except Senators and meribers are to have their necessary expenses 
in transacting the public business paid, while we are to pay them 
ourselves, It either ir plies that we are engaged a good deal more 
in other things than Wa are in public business, or that we are dis- 
posed to sell what are : alled our franks to somebody for some private 
and unlawful purpose. I deny both those imputations, and I think 
as long as the United States deem it desirable to have a Senate and 
House of Representatives their nece: communications with the 
Government of the United States and with the people of the United 
States touching public business should be carried at the public ex- 
pense just as those of the President of the United States and others 
are. That is my opinion, and I am not in the least afraid to say so; 
and therefore I wish to have this go over until I can see it in print, 
and then I shall be disposed to amend it in accordance with what I 
have stated. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have no objection that it shall go over although I 
should have been very glad if it had been printed before, so that the 
Senate could have had the opportunity to read it. I am inclined to 
think the Senator will find that the amendment is accurately drawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It has been carfully examined at the Post-Office 
Department, and it has been carefully examined at the Department 
of Justice to meet the construction which they gave to the previous 


W. 
I want to say one word in relation to what has been suggested by | titled 


the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from West Virginia. 
This amendment was prepared solely to carry out the existing law, 
and to have it apply only to those cases where the existing law gave 
the right of transmitting communications under an official envelope 
or where the Department furnishes the frank to put upon the en- 
velope. That was all that was designed. Now I want to join all the 
Senators who have spoken and say that in my judgment there can 
be no well-drawn line between the two cases; that members of Con- 
gress are burdened with official correspondence far beyond what fall 
upon large numbers of Government officers; but when the proposi- 
tion shall come up there will be found to be some difficulties con- 
nected with it, and I want to advance the opinion that in my judg- 
ment the very best way will be to restore the frank that formerly 
belonged 5 members of this body, and to that J shall be willing to 
give my ai 

I think it will be found the best, the most economical, and the 
cheapest way to N the object, because we shall hardly want 
to draw a distinction between private and public correspondence, 
and sometimes it will be fir hard to tell; and indeed nearly all 
of it is directly or indirectly of an official character. But I join with 
those Senators and will act with them; only I think the best plan 
would be to restore the original frank to members of Congress as it 
formerly existed. Ithink the humbug that was connected with it 
has long since exploded, and that we may now fairly stand up here 
and do justice to ourselves and to the country. 

Mr. FERRY. Several Senators have expressed a desire to have the 
bill prera and the amendment printed. I hope that course will be 
pursued, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Allow me to say that all around 
here there are Senators who agree with the Senator from Maine, and 
I think it ought to go over and be printed as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, and I hope the Senator from Maine, who is so 
very competent, will prepare an amendment covering the ground he 
has indicated. ‘ 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent depredations upon property in 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1411) to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets 
in the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1432) providing for the recording of deeds, mort- 
gages, and other conveyances affecting real estate in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1716) authorizing the commissioners of the Dis- 
sed of Columbia to prosecute cases and take appeals without giving 

nd: 

A bin (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
support of the government for the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other p Mig 

A bill (H. R. No. 2843) to provide for taking testimony for the 
courts of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3227) to amend an act of Congress entitled “An 
act regulating gas-works,” approved June 23, 1874. 

' PENSIONERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. WITHERS. I move to take up Senate bill No. 17, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will not the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
call up the order hich I offered and make it applicable to to-mor- 


row? 

Mr. WITHERS. Iwould prefer going on now, because the discus- 
sion may be protracted, and this may be left as unfinished business. 

Mr, ONY. The unfinished business will take precedence to- 
morrow at all events. 

Mr. WITHERS. I hope it will not take long, so that the Senator 
can have ample time to submit his motion, of which I am in favor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia moves to take 
up for consideration the bill (S. No. 17) amending the laws ting 
pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and their 
widows. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. Wrrn- 
ERS, February 4: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred the bills (S. No. 17and S. No. 
198) amending the laws granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 
1812 and their widows, together with sundry petitions and memorials on the same 
subject, have given the same careful consideration, and submit the accompanying 
bill and recommend its ze, 

The amendments to the existing laws refer mainly to the following provisions: 

1, by the een law pensions are provided only for such soldiers and sailors as 
served for the period of sixty days, è bill reported proposes to t pensions 
to all who served fourteen days and were honorably discharged. The committee 
believes that as fourteen days’ service was deemed suflicient to entitle the soldier 
or sailor to bounty-land, and as his patriotism and readiness to risk his life in the 
service of his country are as fully evidenced by the shorter as the longer term of 
service, no reason in equity or justice exists why a pension shall not bo granted for 
fourteen days’ service, 

2. Under the present law only such widows of soldiers of the war of 1812 aro en- 


to pensions as were married prior to the treaty of peace. The amendment 
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FF to all surviving 
. who have remained unmarried since the death of the husband on account 
of whose services in the war of 1812 a pension is claimed. 

This extension of the benefits of the law is, in the opinion of the committee, war- 
ranted by the fact that pension laws are designed as a reward for faithful service 
of the or sailor b sopping an annual income which will secure him from 
actual suffering durin; his im case of death by extending this aid to his 
wi and infant Whether this widow was married before or after the 
should make no difference, as she is none the less 
his widow in the one case than in the other. 

An additional claim may be found in the fact that the affectionate ministrations 
of a devoted wife during the declining years of an infirm and too often destitute and 
suff soldier should receive spme recognition on the part of the Government 
created and established by their valor and services in the field. 

3. ‘The third amendment proposes to restore to the pension-rolls the names of all 
now surviving which were stricken from them in consequence of alleged participa- 
tion in the rebellion. 

This amendment is deemed judicious and wise apart from the fact thatfew, ifany, 

sof this class took . in the civil war by reason of their aga and 
Fifirmities, The discrimination of the existing law can scarcely be reconciled with 
tho policy which has permitted officers and soldiers who bore prominent and active 
s in that war to participate on terms of equality with other citizens in all the 
ties, nsibilities, and honors incident to official position. 

The fendlesiental principle of 8 government is absolute equality 
between its citizens m all their poli relations. The war has long away, 
and it is fall time that the enmities and animosities engendered thereby, and the 
discriminating vs incident thereto, sball also disappear. The beneficiaries 
under the amendments proposed are few in number, aged, generally poverty- 
stricken, and cannot long prove a source of expense tothe country. The expendi- 
tures under these amended provisions will not be large. ‘The Commissioner of 
Pensions, in response to the inquiries of the committee, submits the following esti- 


mates: 
“Tam unable to state, without extensive search, how many names of those 
from the roll under the provisions of the act of March 4, 1802, were pen- 
sioned for service in the war of 1812. Exclusiveof the revolutionary pensioners, the 
number d thereunder was 1,441, which included pensioners of the war of 
1812, the wars, and the war with Mexico. Of this number about 1,000 have 
been restored. The conclusion is justified that out of the remaining 441 not more 
than 200 were of the war of 1812. Probably not more than 20 per cent. of these, 
or 40 now survive. 

“ Ot those oned under the act of February 14, 1871, not more than 150 have 
been for disloyalty, and of these not one-half are now sup to survive. 
Therefore, not to exceed one hundred names would be added to the rolls by their 
restoration, and about $9,600 per annum would be required to pay 

2. What addition be made 


will or 21,239 in addition to. those falling within the original provision. 
There a three items to be deducted, however, which will materially . — this 


leceased since the date of the original calculation through which the 
present result is reached, estimated at 60 per cent., or 12,743, leaving 8,496 as the 
present number of survivors, 

“The number of enlistments for short terms by the same persons, which, com- 
bined, equated sixty Gaye, they having been pensioned, estimated at 20 per cent. of 
the survivors, or 1,699, leaving 6,797 as the number who, at this time, would prob- 
ably be entitled to pensions, less, finally, those who will fail to apply, or, having 
applied, from various causes will fail to become pensioners, which I estimate whet | 

r cent., or 2,266. e e that number, leaves 4,531 as the number who woul: 
ö pensioners, which would involve an annual payment of $434,976 if they all 
became at once and so continued. 

“The fact would be that a pee only would become pensioners the first year, 
and many of these would dic before the remainder could be placed on the roll. 

“ I conclude that an appropriation of $200,000 would be required, and this would 
rapidly decrease each g year. I 

“3. Also, what amonnt would be involved by the addition to the roll of widows 

of 1812 soldiers) who married prior to the as 1850. This ollice is without reliable 
le for calculating the number who would be benefited by such a provision. From 
the best attainable information, I am of the opinion that they would approximate 
13,000 in number, and involve an annual cost to the roll of $1,248,000, subject to 
similar modifications to those suggested in reference to the payment to the soldiers 
at the close of the last paragraph.” 3 

The committee are inclined to the opinion that the last estimate, which is con- 
fessedly arbitrary, and foanded upon no specific or anthentic data, is too large. 

The of time, and the casualties of disease, which are in women than 
in men, would indicate this, even upon the assumption that all the soldiers married, 
which, of course, was not the case. A, sum, therefore, materially less than that 
mentioned would be sufficient to meet the additional expense te the Government. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill as reported. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was in line 9 of section 1 to strike out the words 
“and who were in any engagement.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to have the Senator from Vir- 
ginia explain the principle upon which that clause is stricken out. I 
happened to know that there were a good many of the people of the 
State of Vermont who went for a week to the battle of Plattsburgh 
and assisted in repelling the British, and who were disabled there, 
and served as valiantly as anybody could; and if we are to give pen- 
sions to the survivors of the war of 1812 who served fourteen days, 
even if they never smelt gunpowder at all, I do not know why we 
should not give them to those patriotic citizens who volunteered in 
a great emergency and actually fought through a two or three days’ 
battle. 

Mr. WITHERS. I do not know of any reason, either. If the Sen- 
ator desires an amendment that will cover the case, or to strike ont 
the restriction entirely, it will be perfectly agreeable to me. He can 
amend it by adding “who were engaged in any battle with the 
enemy.” 

Mro EDMUNDS... I move to amend the clause proposed to be 
stricken out, if that is in order, by striking out the word “and” and 
inserting “ or” so as to include those whoactually fought in any battle. 

Mr. INGALLS. Whether they were in fourteen days or not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whether they were in fourteen days or not. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 18 HEREFORD in the chair.) The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont to strike 
out “and” and insert “ or.” 

The amendment was d to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out the clause as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that amendment ought to be disagreed 
to.so as to leave the words to stand. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was to strike 
out, commencing in line 11 of section 1, the fo, lowing proviso: 


Provided, That such widows sball have been married prior to the year 1850 to 
such officers or enlisted or drafted men. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Virginia would explain 
the principle upon which that goes. As I understand the law now, 
it is only those who were widows of these soldiers at the time they 
were soldiers and down to a limited time afterward, who come in for 
pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS. The declaration of the treaty of peace. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This proposes to give a pension to any person 
who happens to be the widow ofa soldier, even if it were forty years 
afterward, who had married him long after the war. 1 should like 
to sore: the ground on which the committee think that expedient 
explained. 

r. WITHERS. The reasons which influenced the committee are 
contained in the report which has been read, but I can repeat them if 
the Senator desires. This whole system of pensions is predicated 
upon the assumption that the Government owes a debt of gratitude 
to the soldier for services rendered, which the Government itself is 
willing to acknowledge by providing him a pension for such serv- 
ice and securing in case of his death to his wife or infant children an 
assurance of a certain sum which will secure them against want; 
and as this is the principle on which the pension is allowed, the com- 
mittee could see no reason why it should not apply to the family of 
that soldier which he leaves at the time of his death, without refer- 
ence to the time of marriage, inasmuch as the wife, when he died, 
would be his widow just as much if she married afterward as before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the principle upon which the pension laws 
have gone ever since the Revolution in that respect is a mistake. 

Mr. WITHERS. Not necessarily. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am quite unable to see that it is. It has been 
one way ever since the Revolution; and now you propose to make it 
exactly the other. The law as it stands has always proceeded upon 
the idea that the gratitude that the Government owed to the soldier, 
first to the disabled one, led to the duty of pontio for his widow 
upon the ground that ordinarily his disability was the cause of his 
death, and in respect of those who were not disabled upon the ground 
that very likely the soldier was deprived of the opportunity of aceu- 
mulating money for the benefit of his family on account of the service 
that he was performing for his country at a very low rate of pay. 
But after the war has terminated, and you apply it to the case of a 
soldier who was not disabled, who came back as many of the Sena- 
tors in this Chamber came back from the late war on both sides, just 
as stout as they went in and a good deal more honorable and famous 
of course—if after that time, after the peace, they enter into the mari- 
tal relation, their first wife having died if you please, or if they were 
bachelors and have been married for the first time, there is nothin 
that connects this widow with the service which her husband h 
performed. She is out of relation entirely; and upon that principle 
the revolutionary fathers went when they provided the revolutionary 
pensions in the time of them. I think perhaps latterly, when there 
were only half a dozen widows left, they may have all been provided 
for. So of the war of 1812, and so of the Mexican war; I do not know 
how it is in respect of the war of the rebellion; perhaps there the 
question has not arisen to any considerable degree; but that has been 
the practice. 

Now, considering the extremity to which I think we go in the 
whole of this business of pensions to people who were not disabled 
and who have received their bounty land, &c., the ground upon 
which we owe any patriotic duty to the widow of a man who was 
young and able at the peace of 1815 and who married some lady in 
1830 and who himself died in 1840 not having been disabled in the 
war at all,—I say the ground upon which that lady is entitled to the 
gratitude of the country because her husband fought, I am unable 
to perceive; for when he fought she had not anything to do with 
him at all, She married him, it must be supposed, of her own free 
will and accord, as the saying is, long afterward, and took him just 
as he was, and lost him just as he was. In saying this I am not say- 
ing anything against ladies who marry soldiers who have returned; 
quite the reverse; I am only saying that I am unable to see the ground 
upon which they have any claim upon the taxation of the people or 
upon the pecuniary gratitude of their country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘the next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was in section 
5, after the word “ sixty-two,” in line 12, to insert the words: 

Malic disabilities have been removed, or who have made application for such 
remove 


1878. 


So as to read: 


That the Secretary 
restore to the pension - rolls the names of all persons now surviving, heretofore pen- 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 


sioned on account of service in the war of 1812 against Great Bri or for service 
in any of the Indian wars, and whose names were stricken from the rolls in pursu- 
ance of the act entitled! An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to strike 
from the pension-rolls the names of such persons as have taken up arms against the 
Government, or who have in any mannerencouraged the rebels, approved February 
4, 1862, whose disabilities have been removed, or who have mate application for 
such removal; and that the joint resolution entitled Joint resolution prohibiting 
payment by any officer of the Government to any person not known to have been 
op to the rebellion and in favor of its suppression,” rele Mareh 2, 1857, 
and section 4716 of the Revised Statutes at Large of the United States, shall not 
apply to the persons provided for by this act. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand from the reading of the amend- 
ment that it simply restores to the pension-rolls persons who have 
formerly been upon the pension-rolls and have been dropped from the 
rolls. Am I right in that? 

Mr. WITHE The bill as originally introduced proposed simply 
to restore to the pension-rolls the names of those dropped for disloy- 
alty. It was suggested in the committee that possibly some persons 
might receive the benefit of this bill who were not really entitled to 
it, in that they were deprived of the benefit of this act by reason of 
suffering under disability, and who had never made any application 
for the removal of their disability, and it was thought by the com- 
mittee that such indication of their desire to have their disability 
removed should be made a preliminary to receiving the benefit of this 
act, and therefore it was put in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, If we are going to let by-gones be by-gones, so 
far as to restore to the bounty of the Government people who went 
into the rebellion, (which is quite a different thing from equal rights 
in the sense in which I understand it,) let us do it magnanimously and 
entirely; do not let us have in this proposition, “ whose disabilties 
have been removed, or who have made application for such removal.” 
A great many may not have had an 3 to make application. 
A great many may not have known that an application was required 
in the sense in which we now use that term—a written application to 
Con There may have been no occasion for a great many, they 
not being proposed as candidates for any civil office which they were 
deba from holding under the law. i 

Then there is another thing as to this last clause “or who havem. 
application for such removal.“ There are agreat many persons whose 
names now appear in the files of the Senate who have made applica- 
tion to have their disabilities removed, which applications have been 
rejected for cause; some who were officers in the y andin the Navy 
who went into the rebellion so suddenly that they conld not pay the 
United States the money that had been intrusted to them, and so on. 
And yet they come within this clause! 

It appears to me, then, that we either ought to go the whole figure 
and not have this committee amendment at all, or we ought to stand 
upon stronger foundations than it does in the form in which the com- 
mittee have reported it. 

Mr. WITHERS. The large legislative experience of my friend 
from Vermont has certainly enabled him to judge much more clearly 
than I of what should be put into the bill, and as he has suggested 
an amendment which would be a t improvement, I am willing to 
aecept the one he suggests now, if [ understand it as the suggestion 
of an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not suggest anything. 

Mr. WITHERS. I understood the Senator to suggest that the bill 
would be improved, in his opinion, by striking out the proposed 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I am going to vote against the whole of the 
proposed amendment in italics. I think if we are to do the thing at 
all, we ought to make a clean thing of it. 

Mr. WITHERS, LI accept thes tion as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the act of February 4, 1862, to 
which reference is made in the bill, reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to strike from the pension-rolls the names of all such persons as have or may here- 


after take up arms against the Government of tho United States, or who have in 
any manner encouraged the rebels or manifested a sympathy with their cause. 


It appears by the report that the committee obtained from the 
Commissioner of Pensions, that under the provisions of this act the 
whole number of pensioners dropped from the rolls was fourteen 
hundred and forty-one, which included the ioners of the war of 
1812, of the Indian wars, and of the war with Mexico; and the Sen- 
ate will observe that all those pensioners who were thus dropped 
were those who had been pensioned for disabilities and not gratui- 
tously. Of the number that was thus dropped, about one thousand 
have already been restored upan roof that they did not take up arms 
against the Government of the United States or in any way aid and 
countenance the rebels, although they were in the Southern States ; 
and it believed by the Commissioner of Pensions that, out of the four 
hundred and forty-one remaining, abont two hundred belong to the 
war of 1812, and judging by the statistics of mortality, so far as they 
can be ascertained at the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
about 20 per cent. of these, or forty persons in all, now survive. Since 
the passage of the act of February 14, 1871, about ene hundred and 
fifty who had been pensioned were dropped from the roll, of whom 
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about one-half are now supposed to survive. So the estimate of the 
Commissioner of Pensions is that not to exceed one hundred persons 
will be affected by this provision of the billnow under consideration, 
involving at the outside an expenditure of not above $9,600 in addi- 
tion to what is already paid by the Government for the pension list. 

Of course there is involved in the consideration of this question a 
matter of sentiment. As the Senator from Vermont has called for 
the yeas and nays upon the adoption of this amendment, g to say 
that inasmuch as every other political burden that was imposed by 
the war has been obliterated, as all distinctions between loyal people 
and rebels have been wiped out by enactment, and as there has been 
on the part of all political paria an expression of opinion that these 
distinctions ought to be obliterated, and as there is no possibility of 
the restoration of national unity and harmony without that oblit- 
eration, it occurs to me that itis a very small thing for a great nation 
to do to admit to its councils those men who were the leaders of the 
rebellion and exclude from the payment of a small, paltry, petty pen- 
sion of $8 a month one hundred men who were of so t an age when 
the rebellion was in active operation that they could not by any pos- 
sibility have done any harm against the Government if they had tried 
todoso. Iam unable tosee e what principle of law and morality 
or common sense it is attempted to preserve this distinction when every 
other distinction has been wiped out and cast away. 

Mr. BECK.’ May I suggest to the Senator from Kansas before he 
sits down, in connection with what he has said, if he remembers the 
lan e of General Grant in his message? 

. INGALLS. I should be glad to have the paragraph read to 
which the Senator alludes. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, it seems to me that when the laws of 
this country under the operation of the fourteenth amendment jus- 
tify, and wisely so, the admission into this body and to the highest 
offices in the gift of the poopie, of men like myself who openly, actively 
participated in the late rebellion, itis to say,the least of it something 
exceedingly singular that a few old men now rapidly passing to their 
graves should be deprived of the poor pittance of a pension of $8 per 
month, for their services sixty-three years ago in the war with Great 
Britain simply because, forsooth, their sympathies were with their 
children and grandchildren who participated in the late war, for 
these old people were too old to have taken any part in it. A broad 
and liberal statesmanship was laid down by the late President (Gen- 
eral Grant) in his message of December 1, 1873, in these words: 

I renew my previous recommendation to Congress for general amnesty. The 
number en in the Jate rebellion yet laboring under disabilities is very small, 
but enough to keep up a constant irritation. No ble danger can accrue to the 
Government by restoring them to eligibility to hold office. 

Following out the policy laid down in the message of December 1, 
1873, which I have just quoted, the same President, in his message to 
Congress of December 7, 1874, uses, in respect to the soldiers of 1812- 
15 ving in the South and provided for by the bill now before the 
Senate, these words: 

The act of Congress providing the oath which pensioners must subscribe to be- 
fore crewing their pensions, cuts off from this bounty a few survivors of the war 
of 1812 residing in the Southern States Irecommend the restoration of this bounty 
to all such. The number of persons whose names would thus be restored to the 
list of pensioners is not ry 33 They are all old persons, who could have taken no 
part in the rebellion, and services for which they were awarded pensions were 

defense of the whole country. 

Mr. President, that was the utterance of the President, the man 
who, as General-in-Chief of the Armies of the United States, brought 
the war toa close. If such a man, occupying the exalted position 
that he did and who was elevated to the Presidency of the United 
States by reason of the military services he had rendered his coun- 
try—if the man, who more than any other one man perhaps who occu- 
pied a high position, had faced the so-called rebels and brought the 
war to a close—if such a man could utter such a sentiment, it does 
seem to me that the broad statesmanship which he enunciated in the 
passages I have quoted ought to prevail in this body, and which I 

ve no doubt does, and should cause us to secure to those old men 
this pittance for the remnant of their days—to those old men who 
are rapidly passing away. It was my fortune, Mr. President, to have 
had three uncles in that war of 1812. One was killed at the River 
Raisin, one died but a few months ago, near eighty-seven years of 
age, the other is now near eighty-four years of Itis but natural 
that these veterans of 1812~15 sympathized with us, their children 
and their grandchildren, bone of their bone and flesh of their flesh; 
and I can but repeat what was said by a gentleman of distinction 
in another place, that I would have no respect for them if they had 
not sympathized with us. But they were too old to take any part. 
The war of 1812-15 closed sixty-three years ago, and the youngest of 
these old men must necessarily be over eighty yearsof age. I admire 
the poy language of the President, in the passage which I have 
quoted: š 

They are all old persons who could have taken no part in the rebellion. 

And the last portion of that part of his message quoted should im- 
press all of us: 

And the services for which they were awarded pensions were in defense of the 
whole country. 

I trust we shall have the magnanimity to pass this act and thus 
remove an ungenerous cause of irritation which necessarily must exist 
if that is kept up. Its passage—a tardy recognition of their services 
will send a thrill of joy through the hearts of those old veterans. 


1162 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think that I am just as much in 
favor of the restoration of harmony and good-will as the Senator from 


Texas or the Senator from Kansas is. The difference is that we do 
not look at the steps to be taken to that end alike, The Senator from 
Texas is of opinion that the war of the rebellion being over, every 
person who went into the rebellion is entitled to exactly the same 
claims ang benefits out of and against the Government as if he had 
never goné in; and that is the principle upon which this bill rests 
in respect to these few old ple. If this principle applied to them 
alone, I should most cheerfully vote the money out of the Treasury 
and give it to them, not because they are entitled to it, not because 
the end of the rebellion restores their right to it in any moral or an 
other sense, but as an act of sheer generosity and good-will and kind- 
liness to old people who once served their country faithfully, what- 
ever they may have done since. I would do that; but the principle 
upon which this bill goes and which the Senator from Texas has well 
said, and the Senator from Kansas has stated too, is that now that 
the rebellion is over, no connection with the rebellion is to interfere 
with any right or claim that a citizen of the United States may have 
or may have had against the Government. These people had a claim 
inst the Government fixed by its bounty, but it became a claim when 

e law was passed which ere it to them, which they lost by under- 
taking to disavow their allegiance to their country and set up under 
another, and that was the principle 9 which the acts were passed 
that struck their names from the roll. They en in the rebel- 
lion, If they did not and merely sympathized without doing any 
act of rebellion, then that statute is too broad and it ought to be 
corrected. That would be a different thing and would stand upon a 
different principle. 

I admit that I have not the broad statesmanship that characterizes 
the other side of this Chamber; but if I understand the principle in- 
volved in this bill, it is a principle which will also strike from the 
statute-book, not yet stricken out as the Senator from Kansas sup- 
poses everything is, that which requires a claimant for property 
taken during the war in the time of arms to have been on the side of 
the Government in order to be entitled to hispay. If this principle 
in this bill be correct, then that should be corrected and it ought to 
be the next step taken to repeal from the statute-book where it now 
stands—differing from the Senator from Texas in his apparent opin- 
ion about that—the provision which makes the so-called invidious 
distinction between loyalty and disloyalty in respect of claims upon 
the Government for property taken. Certainly a right a ag ve 
is quite as sacred as a right to a pension. And therefore, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if we are to wipe out everything connected with the rebellion 
as the proposition in these speeches is, you must wipe that out, an 
upon the same principle that this bill stands, and that is that these 

ntlemen had aright against the Government credited by statute 
Soe the war; they lost it by statute during the war for sympa- 
thizing with or aiding in the rebellion. The property-owner in the 
Southern States stood in the same attitude. He was in the rebellion; 
his property was taken for the use and benefit of the United States; 
his rails were burnt up by the armies, his coffee was taken by the 
soldiery ; his corn was taken to feed the soldiers, his houses and his 
lands were occupied for shelter. If we are really proceeding upon a 
sound principle that everything which distin es between those 
who aided the rebellion and those who aided the Government should 
be wiped out, then wipe that out. Iam unable, as I say, not claim- 
ing broad statesmanship, to see the difference in principle upon which 
these two cases proceed, and I suppose it will not be long before we 
shall see that there is no difference in the practice. 

There is another statute in my mind to which I will refer my hon- 
orable friend from Kansas, which is not repealed x but I suppose 
it will be, and that is the statute which commands that no person 
shall be appointed to the Army of the United States who was engaged 
in the rebellion. There is a distinction. There are a great many 
other statutes of a similar character still existing. There is the very 
statute of pensions itself which only gives pensions to those who 
fought on one side; and if we are really to proceed upon the idea 
that the time to distinguish between one side and the other has gone 
by, where are you to stop? -You certainly cannot stop in respect to 
claims in the sense in which the observations of my honorable friends, 
as I understand them, go, and in the principle which to my mind is 
involved in this bill, I do not wish to take up time about it; I su 

ose it is of no use to do so; I only say that it is as far as possible 
m my mind and understanding that it is on account of any resent- 
ment to these few poor old men who sympathized with or went into 
the rebellion in respect of the small sum of money which they may 
ask the generosity of the Government to give to them now, that Lam 
king. It is in respect of the fundamental idea so well stated b 

o Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Texas, upon whic 
the bill proceeds; and the fact that there are only a few of these 
people, that they are old, does not change that fundamental idea to 
my hak comprehension @ bit. That is the difficulty I have with 
the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the imputations made by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont are so very broad that I feel called upon briefly to 
do what I can to repel them. It is my opinion that there has been 
altogether too much wiping out as he calls it. If I had had my way, 
there would not have been nearly so many things wiped out as there 
have been. : 


Mr. EDMUNDS, I hope the Senator did not understand me as im- 

plying that it would; I only took the effect of what I considered to 
e the argument. 

Mr. INGALLS. But I was not a party to the wiping-out process ; 
but as the obliteration has been so nearly complete, it occurs to me 
that at this day of grace it is certainly rather immaterial to insist 
upon the preservation of such distinctions as the argument of the 
Senator from Vermont would seem to * I do not regard this 
case as coming at all within the same class as those of claims for 
property destroyed during the rebellion. There is no parallelism 
whatever between a pension that was earned forty or fifty years before 
the war of the rebellion broke out for disability incurred in the serv- 
ice of the country and in the defense of the country, and that class 
of claims that arose after the rebellion broke out for property taken 
or destroyed within the rebellious precincts. I deny utterly the force 
of any such argument; I deny that it has any application whatever 
to the case now under consideration. 

The war with Great Britain ended in 1815. It is fair to presume 
that those who served through that war or at its close were at least 
of the age of legal majority. The war of the rebellion commenced 
in 1861, forty-six years after the war with Great Britain closed. By 
any ordinary computation, the men who were engaged in the war, 
therefore, must have been far beyond the period of time that is fixed in 
all governments as the era when liability to military duty shall cease. 
Hardly one of them could have been under sixty years of age. It 
will be observed that none of these pensions were granted gratui- 
tously. There are, as the Senator is well aware, two classes of pen- 
sions; one that is gratuitous and the principle of which I believe to 
be totally wrong, and the other is for disability incurred in service; 
that is, either in the nature of a charity or in the nature of compensa- 
tion. Whichever view of this case the Senator may take, here was 
a liability on the part of the Government to its defenders actually 
established and determined at a period long antecedent to the time 
when the war of the rebellion broke out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But did not the law also give pensions to those 
who had served a certain length of time, although they were not dis- 
abled, before that date? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. The principle of ee pen- 
sions was first established by the Government of the United Stateson 
the 14th of February, 1871. It was a departure from the law of pen- 
sions as established by all other nations, and in my judgment a most 
mischievous and pernicious one. I think it destroys the distinction 
that ought to exist between soldiers who have served and incurred 
disability and soldiers who have served and left the service as sound 
as when they entered it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator a question for 
information. 

Mr. INGALLS. I shall listen to the Senator with great pleasure. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I inquire whether he can tell approximatively 
the number of such special pensioners to whom relief would be 
brought by this provision ? j 

Mr. INGALLS. Less than one hundred by the most accurate es- 
2 that can be derived from the statistics on file in the Pension 

ureau. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In all? 

Mr. INGALLS. In all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the vote is taken on the amendment to this 
section of the bill I would suggest to the chairman of the committee 
or the gentleman having the bill in charge that there should be a 
modification in its language. It reads as follows: 

Whose disabilities have been removed, or who have made application for such 


Mr. WITHERS. It is pro to strike that out. 

Mr. MORGAN, The pending question is then to strike out the en- 
tire amendment, as I understand it f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as reported by the committee to insert these words, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was about to say that in the event the Senate 
do not reject the amendment the words should be modified so as to 
read shall make.” I suppose the amendment will be open for fur- 
ther amendment if the Senate should refuse to strike it out. The 
remarks I was about to submit would have reference to that view of 
the question. 

But while I am on my feet I would say that no provision of law 
has heretofore been made, so far as I am informed, under which pen- 
sioners whose names had been stricken from the roll. could make 
application for the removal of their disabilities, and a very great 
hardship would be inflicted upon them if you deprived them of the 
right of being restored to the pension list becanse they had not made 
application for the removal of disabilities when the law had never 
provided for making such application. But as the question now is 
on inserting the clause I shall not waste time about it. 

S. I do not wish to take up time, but there is one 
other practical suggestion that I wish to make to the Senator from 
Virginia or to the committee. This section limits this restoration to 
the pension-rolls,with the amendment reported by the committee, to 
those whose disabilities have been removed or who have made appli- 
cation for their removal. I will not repeat what I remarked before 
upon that point, but will merely suggest that disabilities by the 
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fourteenth amendment are not imposed upon all the citizens of the 
United States who engaged in the rebellion, but only on certain offi- 
cials, officers of the Army, members of the Cabinet, and so on, and so 
on. Now the probability is that out of this hundred, if that be the 


number who are to have the benefit of this bill if we pass it, there 
are not two who were ever under any disabilities at all, such as are 


referred to in this act which I suppose to be those imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution. So this amendment, if 
adopted, would defeat probably in ninety-eight out of the hundred 
cases the very object the bill has in view, because the parties having 
no disabilities, could not apply for their removal and they could not 
be removed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. WITHERS. I will state before the vote is taken that I have 
consulted all the members of the committee to whom I have access, 
and they have no objection to the amendment of the committee being 
stricken out in order that the bill may conform more nearly to the 
views of the Senator from Vermont. We wish to make it as gener- 
ally acceptable as possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays if it be agreeable to the Senator. Ican only do it by consent 
I suppose. [“No i cach A ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the call for 
the yeas and nays is withdrawn. The question. is on the amendment 
to insert these words. 

The amendment was rejected. y 2 7 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was in lines 
21 and 22 of section 5, after the word “of,” to strike out the words: 


Arrears during his term of disability. 


And insert: 
Pensions for the time during which his name remained stricken from the rolls. 


So as to read: 


Provided, That no money shall be paid toany one on account of pensions for the 
time during which his name remained stricken from the rolls. 


The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was in section 6, lines 2 and 3, after the word 
“twelve,” to strike out: 

Having/married prior to the year 1850. 


So as to read: 

That the surviving widow of an msioner of the war of 1812, where the name 
of said pensioner wes stricken from the pension-rolls in pursuance of the act enti- 
tled An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to strike from the pension- 
rolls the names of such persons as have taken up arms against the Government, or 
who have in any manner encouraged the rebels,” approved February 4, 1862, and 
where, under the existing provisions of law, said pensioner died without his name 
being restored to the rolls, shall be entitled to make claim for a pension as such 
widow after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was ed to. i 
The next amendment was in section 6 after the word“ pensioner,” 
in line 15, to insert: 


Or the date at which application was made for removal. 


Mr. WITHERS. I suggest that it follows as a n 
uence from the striking out of the previous amendment t 
Would go with it, as it is dependent upon it, and makes reference to it, 
The amendment was rejected. f F 
The next amendment was in section 6, to strike out after the word 
“five,” in line 16, the following proviso : 


And provided further, That under this act any widow of a 9 soldier 
who served sixty days shall be placed upon the pension-rolls of the United States, 
and receive a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS. There is a verbal amendment which is ne 
in the nineteenth lineof the fifth section. The words“ Revised Stat- 
utes at Large of the United States” are used. The title of the work 
is Revised Statutes of the United States.” I move to strike out the 
words “At Large.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That verbal amendment will be con- 
sidered agreed to unless there be objection. It is agreed to. The bill 
is stil] open to amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In connection with the amendment next before 
the last, which was adopted on the recommendation of the commit - 
tee, the amendment from line 16 to line 20, of section 6, I should like 
to inquire if there is any person living who would be affected by the 
proviso which is stricken out. 

Mr. WITHERS. None of the committee had any personal knowl- 
edge of any person who would be affected by it, and therefore it was 
considered as surplusage and stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS, We were informed that there was one woman liv- 
* was the widow of a revolutionary soldier. 

. WITHERS. And that was vague report rather than definite 
information. The committee considered that on the whole the pro- 
vision was surplusage and did not amount to anything, and therefore 
it was stricken out. 

Mr. PADDOCK. With the possibility that there might be some 
one in existence, as a matter of good taste I would inquire if it is not 
well enough to let the provision remain in the bill ? 


conse- 
that 


Mr. WITHERS. I would state in addition that the committee in- 
structed one of its members to ascertain the facts in the case, and if 
it were found that there was any such case really existing the under- 
standing was we would introduce a bill for the relief of such widow, 
and the committee propose to do so if they find that there is any such 
person living. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is satisfactory. 5 

Mr. MORRILL. I would inquire of the Senator who has this bill 
in charge whether on page 2, section 3, line 2, the bill ought not to 
requiré some proof other than merely oral proof, and whether there 
should not be at least a part of it documentary ? 

Mr. WITHERS. That is protected by the words“ proof shall be 
made under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, shall pre- 
scribe.” He can prescribe whatever proof may be satisfactory to 
his mind so as to protect against fraud and imposition, whether it be 
verbal or written. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PADDOCK. On reflection, if in order, I desire to su t to the 
committee that the amendment which I referred to in relation to the 
widows of the soldiers of the revolutionary war be not agreed to and 
that the clause be not stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Then have that amendment reserved and take f 
separate vote upon concurring in it. 

. PADDOCK. I will reserve the amendment to which I referred 
a short time since. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All the rest of the amendments will 
be considered as concurred in if there be no objection. They are con- 
curred in. The question before the Senate is, will the Senate concur 
in the amendment reserved by the Senator from Nebraska, which will 
be reported f? 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
strack out the following proviso in section 6, beginning after the 
word “five,” in line 16: ; 

And provided further, That under this act any widow of a revoluti soldier 
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who served sixty days shall be placed upon the pension - rolls of the U 
and receive a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


. PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate concur in this amend- 
ment 

Mr. PADDOCK. It seems to me that consulting the.question of 
good taste if nothing else, it-would be well to let this language stand 
that has been stricken out by the committee. If there be no person 
who would come forward for such relief, it certainly can do no dam- 
age; if there is any single personin the whole United States who 
might be affected by it it seems to me that the opportunity should 
pe . here and now in this bill for her to receive the benetit 
afforded. 

Mr. WITHERS. As the Senator makes a point on it, I have no 
idea that any member of the committee will object to retaining the 
clause at all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hopo the amendment will not be concurred in. 

Mr. WITHERS. I have stated the reasons very fully which in- 
duced the committee to strike out the words. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator in 

of this bill to a slight incongruity that will appear if this last 
clause be retained in the form it now is, that provides for “any 
widow of a Revolutionary soldier who served sixty days.” You have 
provided for any widow of an 1812 soldier who served fourteen days, 
or who was in any engagement. I really think, without wishing to 
make any unstatesman-like distinctions so as to offend the sensibilities 
of anybody, that we must treat the revolutionary people as well as 
we treat those of 1812. 

Mr. WITHERS. The point made by the Senator is certainly very 
well taken, and as in his previous suggestions it will give me great 
pleasure to accept it. I hope the Senator will continue to make sug- 
gestions until the bill is altogether acceptable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I suggest to the Senator, if that clause be 
left in, to change the words “sixty days“ to just the language used 
in the other clause, 5 ; 

Mr. WITHERS. “Fourteen days.” ; 

Mr. 3 „Who served fourteen days er were in any en- 

ement. 
e . WITHERS. I think I can accept that on the part of the com- 
mittee. I understand that the suggestion to strike out “sixty days” 
and insert “fourteen days” meets with the approval of the Senator 
from Nebraska also, and fulfills his purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As thus modified, the eee is on 
ee in the amendment of the committee striking out this 
clause. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before this bill passes I desire to place upon rec- 
ord my conviction that the principle upon which it is based is ill-ad- 
vised and pernicious, and one which I exceedingly regret has been 
heretofore established by the legislation cf this country. As I said 
before, the act of 1871 was the first act ever passed by any nation 
granting a pension to soldiers gratuitously. ] other nations have 
granted pensions to soldiers who were disabled or injured in the serv- 
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ice of their country in war, but it was reserved for the United States, 
itself having the largest pension-list of any country, to increase it 
by the recognition of a principle whose evil consequences are still 
more apparent by the bill that is now before us. We are paying af the 
present time 8 way of military and naval pensions about $30,000,000 
per annum. Of this amount a portion is due to the soldiers of the 
war of 1812, a portion to the soldiers of the Indian and Mexican wars, 
and a very much larger proportion to the soldiers of the war of the 
rebellion. 

The legislation of 1871 established this invidious discrimination : 
it allows the man who served for sixty days, and, as modified by this 
bill, for fourteen days, in any sudden alarm, in any sea-coast attack, 
without incurring any danger, without being injured or wounded, or 
weakened, orin any way harmed by his service, exactly the same pen- 
sion that is granted to the man who was in battle, who came out with 
loss of health or limb, and who has remained during the intervenin 
half century a burden to himself and to his family. I believe, as 
said before, that this principle is an ill-advised one. I believe it is 
one thatis going to plague its inventors. Already the soldiers of the 
Mexican war, at the expiration of nearly thirty years from the decla- 
ration of peace, are urging that, inasmuch as this precedent has been 
established in behalf of the soldiers of the war of 1812, they also shall 
be similarly recognized and placed upon the pension-rolls ; and I ask 
those who have assented to this species of legislation how can their 
claim be ignored, as they say they have added very largely to the na- 
tional domain? By their heroic services a 1 85 large proportion of 
our southwestern territory was acquired, which has added immensely 
to the national wealth; and when they urge their claim to be placed 
upon the pension-rolls gratuitously, irrespective of service, the same 
as the soldiers of the war of 1812 have been placed, how, I say, can 
we reject their claim? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kansas 
for my own information, what he undoubtedly knows better than 
most of the Senate, is if not true that the British poenas at Green- 
wich and Chelsea are received into the hospital in old age without 
regard to the fact of having been wounded and disabled in service ? 

. EDMUNDS. So they are in our regular service now. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have soldiers’ homes scattered all over this 
country, established by the beneficence of the nation, where its de- 
fenders, in their old age, are taken care of at the national expense ; 
and in that connection I will say 

Mr. HOAR. The point of my question was as to the accuracy of 
the Senator's statement that ne nation but ours had established the 
principle. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of gratuitous pension ? 

Mr. HOAR. Of ger pension. 

Mr. INGALLS. at is absolutely correct. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the giving gratuitously a home to the soldier 
or sailor in his old age establish the principle of the gratuitous pen- 
sioner as much as giving him a sum of money to be expended at his 
own home, just as I understand Great Britam is now doing even to 
the persons who were formerly receiving sustenance at Chelsea or 
Greenwich ? 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Massachusetts can see no dis- 
tinction between taking care of an indigent, infirm, crippled old man, 
when his capacity to serve himself and his country has absolutely 
expired, and giving a gratuitous pension to a man in the prime of 
life and in the full ion of all his energies, and who is, perhaps, 
earning a substantial livelihood, I confess it is beyond my compre- 
hension to understand his position. 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator will permit me a moment—— 

Mr. HOAR. Lask the Senator from Maine to permit me, because 
the last remark of the Senator from Kansas calls for a reply from me. 
Certainly there is a great distinction between giving a pension to a 
man in old age and giving a pension to a man in the full possession 
of his powers and in middle life; but that is not the point. I under- 
stand the point which the Senator from Kansas made was that no 
other nation had established the principle of giving pensions to sail- 
ors or soldiers who were not wounded or disabled in war, who came 
out of the war whole, whether those pensions were given in old age 
or in middle life. I understand, however, that Great Britain has es- 
tablished the principle in substance by giving asupport at anational 
home, in old age, to soldiers and sailors who were not so wounded or 
disabled, and by substituting now, at their election, the annual or 
periodical payment of a sum of money. I understand that this bill, 
so far as it is applicable to the soldiers of the war of 1812, can only 
extend to soldiers in old age: 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, the 
Senator from Massachusetts will observe that this country, fully 
recognized by four large hospitals the principle that is blished 
by the English government at Greenwich. That is a wholly distinct 
principle. Every man, not only in the regular service but in the 
volunteer service of the United States, whether he hes had a pension 
or not, is entitled to be admitted, if in indigent and destitute circum- 
stances, into a military hospital. The point which I understand the 
Senator from Kansas to make is that—— z 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine will permit me to say that 
Ido not understand that in England the condition of indigent or 
destitute circumstances is exactly that of the soldier. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think you will find that the soldier himself will 


not fly to a hospital. Even under the best circumstances, it is not 
so enticing a resort that a man will rush to it if he has any chance 
to live outside of it. 

Mr. HOAR. At Greenwich 

Mr. BLAINE. I think you will find at Greenwich, or at any hos- 
pital in the United States, a pretty hard search to get a man to live 
in the hospital who is able to live outside of it. But the Senator 
from Kansas points ont a distinction made in regard to the soldiers 
of the war of 1812, for instance, many of whom are possibly in des- 
titute circumstances, many of whom are in good circumstances, many 
of whom are almost opulent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Thurlow Weed is a pensioner and General John 
A. Dix, of New York, is a pensioner. 

Mr. BLAINE. Thurlow Weed, a millionaire, is a pensioner, but I 
am perfectly regardless of that. I am not finding fault. Lonly want 
to follow the distinction. The distinction which the Senator from 
Massachusetts points out does not touch the point at all, because I 
think it impossible to discover in any pension Jaw of England that in 
regard to any survivors of the Peninsular or other campaigns which 
have graced the arms of that country a general pension was voted 
by Parliament to those engaged in them, regardless of their condi- 
tion and re; ess of the way they came out of the war. We did 

ive by fhe act of 1871 to every survivor of the war of 1812, whether 

e was in penury or whether he was in affluence, exactly a level pen- 
sion. We rained on the just and the unjust, the wounded and the 
whole, alike. 

Mr. INGALLS. In connection with what has just been stated, I will 
remark that the entire pension-list of Great Britain, embracing its 
gigantic army and navy, is less than $15,000,000 per annum; the 
pension-list of France and of Germany, notwithstanding the colos- 
sal struggles in which they have been recently engaged, does not 
0 000600 $10,000,000 per annum, while ours is already nearly 


? ? 

I was calling the attention of the Senate, when I was interrupted, 
to the consequences that were to follow this species of legislation. 
I alluded to the fact that within a very brief period of time we 
should be called upon to meet the demand of the soldiers of the 
Mexican war for the same recognition that has already been extended 
to the soldiers of the last war with Great Britain. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Kansas if he will not 
then feel compelled to go for the measure, as he feels compelled to 
go for this bill now, having the precedent of 1871 before us? 

Mr. INGALLS. That matter will soon come before the Senate and 
I will then fully describe my views to the Senator from Vermont. 
But that is not all. The war with Great Britain and the war with 
Mexico were mere hand-to-hand skirmishes compared with that other 
gigantic struggle from which we have but comparatively recently 
emerged ; and if we place the soldiers of those comparatively insig- 
nificant wars upon the pension-rolls gratuitously, how shall we resist 
the importunities that will be thrust upon us within less than ten 
years by the soldiers of the war of the Union, demanding that they 
also shall be placed on the pension-rolls irrespective of the fact of 
disability but merely for time of service? The soldiers of the war 
with Mexico say that they added immensely to the national domain. 
The soldiers of the war for the Union will say not only that they did 
that but that they saved the country, and that had it not been for 
their services there would have been neither Treasury nor country 
upon which drafts could be made. 

I have felt called npon to say that, although overruled in the com- 
mittee and bound by its decision, I feel that the consequences of the 
legislation that is proposed by this bill are of the most formidable 
and menacing description. 

Sentiment, Mr. President, is a very bad guide in matters of legis- 
lation. It is an ignis fatuus, a jack-o’-lantern, that leads all those 
who follow it into an inextricable bog. When we departed from the 
established and recognized principle in 1871 of pensioning only those 
soldiers who were disabled, we took a departure that in my judgment 
is a funa with the gravest consequences to the future of this conn- 
try. It may be too late to arrest this movement. It is seldom that 
there are footsteps backward in movements like this; but if it were 
possible that there could be such action, I think that now would be 
the proper time to arrest it. 

Mr. Lask the Senator from Kansas if his argument does 
not reach a point that will compel him to introduce a bill for the re- 

al of the legislation of 1871? If that stands upon the statute-book, 

ten in 11 75 ought not this measure to stand along with it? 

Mr. IN S. In regard to that matter, as I said, it is very diffi- 
cult to take backward footsteps. When a precedent like this has 
been once established and intrenched in legislation, he must be a 
man bold and hardy indeed who will dare to array against himself 
the martial convictions of acountry. I confess that, intrepid as I may 
be, I have not the hardihood to make that attempt. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggested to the Senator from Kansas by an inquiry 
what seemed to me an inexactness in the particular point he was 
making, to which his reply and that of the Senator from Maine do 
not seem to me to afford a sufficient answer. I understood that the 
Senator from Kansas called the’attention of the Senate to the fact 
that no nation but the United States, and the United States only since 
1871, had given pensions to soldiers or sailors without regard to the 
fact that they were disabled in war, in the public service. 
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= BLAINE. We did it in the case of the revolutionary war, ulti- 
mately. 

Mr. HOAR. Ultimately. I pointed out to the Senate that England, 
certainly in her hospital i Sn at Greenwich and Chelsea, and later 
in commutation of an annual or periodical payment of a sum of money 
which she allows the soldiers and sailors to take at their election 
instead of a home at Greenwich or Chelsea, gave in their old age, 
when a sufficient period had elapsed after the close of the war, a pen- 
sion of public support without regard to the question whether they 
were or were not disabled in war. It may be true that there isanother 
distinction, that which was adverted to by the Senator from Kansas 
and the Senator from Maine, between that case aud this. Iam not 
sure that it is not true that England gives these pensions only to per- 
sons Who are in poverty, in humble circumstances in their old age, 
either by a specific regulation in her pension laws, or from the fact 
that other persons will not accept, even if it were offered them, 1 home 
atthe public fees 

Mr. BLAINE. That is so in this country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It used to be so. 

Mr. HOAR. That is so in re to our Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It used to be so in this country in respect of rey- 
olutionary pensioners. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a different distinction and a different point 
from: that te which I called the attention of the Senate. But it seems 
to me that in that particular our pension laws, if they do distingnish 
from those of England, distinguish justly and with great propriety. 
Itscems to me that when the time comes after the close of a war that 
the men who served their country in that war by sea and land are la- 
boring under the infirmities of age, so that it is expedient to confer 
upon them the national bounty or to open np national gratitude by a 
pension, itis notexpedient to distinguish in that bounty between those 
sailors or soldiers who are in poor circumstances and those who are 
well off. In other words, it is expedient to have the pension given 
to the survivors of the war of 1812, to the survivors of the war with 
Mexico, to ths survivors of other wars, when the time has come that 
they are as a rule old men, past the time of earning their own living 
by hard work, as a mark of public honor and nota token that the 
recipient of it isa pap That I understand is the principle in this 
respect upon which the legislation of 1571 rests. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I was not present when this bill 
was taken up, and J am not familiar with all the amendments that 
have been made to the bill, There is no one, Lam sure, more willing 
to see persons who served in the war of 1812 and who now survive 
peusioned than Tam. It has been some sixty years since the service 
was performed. Those parties are now necessarily very far advanced 
in life, and I think it would be but a just recognition of their services 
that in their old age they should have the benefit of a pension. 

But I see some provisions in the bill that I do not exactly under- 
stand. I see it is proposed “to place on the pension-rolls the names 
of the surviving oflicers and enlisted and drafted men, without regard 
to color, including militia and volunteers, in the military and naval 
service of the United States, who served for fourteen daysin the war 
with Great Britain of 1812.“ I understand that during that war there 
were persons in the militia of the States who were called ont for special 
service and who perhaps were in service not as enlisted men, not as 
regular volunteers in the service of the country, but were called ont 
for the special and particular purpose of guarding a special and par- 
ticular interest during a threatened danger, It seems to me that such 
parties are clearly distinguishable from the men who enlisted to fight 
the battles of the country in every part of the Union and that they 
ought not to be placed upon the same footing with men who enlisted to 

o part in the general war, If I understand the bill aright, any 
person anywhere on the coast who in case of threatened invasion or 
attack by a vessel of the enemy was called out to a particular 
poia and was in the service in that respect for fourteen cs fre is placed 

exactly the position of the man who enlisted and served during the 
whole war. I do not think that is right. The man was called out for 
& special service and performed it. The interest of his immediate 
locality required that he should render this service, but his service 
was not like the general service which the drafted man or volunteer 
enlisted for the entire war was performing. 

We ought to guard well our pension-list, and not in our generosity 
and liberality incumber it unnecessarily and improperly, We have 
a pension-list to-day that is entirely too ving served u 
the Pension Committee of this body for two years, I have no question 
myself that a very large percentage of the persons now drawing pen- 
sions ought not to receive pensions from the Government. I remem- 
ber that at one time the Commissioner of Pensions expressed the 
opinion (at least that was the current report; I do not know that I 
ever heard him say so or ever saw where he said if, but I know it was 
a general impression that he had expressed the opinion) that at least 
one-fourth of the persons drawing pensions from the Government 
were not properly upon the pension-rolls. 

This bill pr to put upon the pension-rolls another class of 
persons who, in my judgment, ought not to be there. I refer to that 
class of persons who were called outas members of the State militia— 
for all the States had a militia—to perform a special service, and 
served really but for a very limited time. I say there is a clear dis- 
tinction between that class of us and those who enlisted to fight 
the battles of the country with the enemy. I doubt very much the 
propriety of doing that, and nothing but the very paucity of the 
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numbers to be included, because of the length of time that has elapsed, 
can 3 5 oe in voting for the bill with that provision in it. 

Mr. MORRILL. The closing speech of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS] convinces me that this is intended more as a forerun- 
ner of what is to come hereafter than merely for the benefit of those 
who are embraced in the bill. I wish to say that if this bill is to be- 
come a law it willin all likelihood take from the Treasury a much 
larger sum than has hitherto been stated by any of the advocates of 
the bill. Never yet haye we passed a general pension bill that did 
not nearly double the amount proposed in advance of what would be 
taken from the Treasury. The bill proposes to grant pensions to all 
surviving officers and enlisted and drafted men, withont regard to 
color, and including militia and volunteers; and it then proposes, 
not that we are to have record or documentary evidence of their 
service and honorable discharge, but that any other proof may be 
admitted of the facts alleged. In addition to that, they are to draw 

pensions if they have already received bounty lands, without any 

urther proof whatever. Under these circumstances, and in the pres- 
ent condition of the Treasury, it seems to mea most ill-advised propo- 
sition for the Senate to vote for. I am astonished not to see the 
Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis, I who has frequently mani- 
fested some interest in the demands that are made upon the Treasury, 
rise up and oppose the bill. Certainly it seems to me that it is alto- 
gether too large 2 sum to be appropriated ont of the Treasury at the 
present time. 
Mr. WITHERS. With regard to the objection which has been 
urged by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Monni, J I would say 
that the question of proof is left entirely with the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions, as in every other case of 
a pension. The Commissioner is to establish what proof shall be 
required, and upon failnre to conform to the requirement, of course 
the appro will get no pension, 

Mr. MORRILL. But the Senator will observe that the bill makes 
it mandatory upon the Commissioner to receive other testimony than 
Ronee or documentary evidence. On the third page, the bill provides 

t— 


Mr. WITHERS. Those are the regulations of the existing pension 
laws precisely. If any evil would grow ont of the 5 of this 
act, the same evil is encountered now at the Pension Office. 
Mr. MORRILL. But the Senator will see that there is a vast differ- 
ence between taking oral testimony of facts that occurred only fifteen 
years ago and what occurred sixty-odd years ago. 
Mr. WITHERS. Certainly, and therefore that difficulty is solely 
in the way of the applicants under this bill; and the Government is 
more securely guarded because of that difficulty. As to the provis- 
ions with Uto the land warrant, that is not conclusive evidence, 
it is merely by the provisions of this bill prescribed that that shall 
bo prima facie evidence of his service and honorable discharge. It is 
liable to be rebutted by other testimony. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But there is no means of rebutting it after this 
lapse of time. 
r. OGLESBY. Mr. President, I served at one time upon the Com- 
mittee on Pensions of this body, and my recollection is that I sub- 
stautially favored a bill of this character. 1 found difficulty in oppos- 
ing an act which would grant a pension to a soldier of the war of 
1812 who had served fifty-five or fifty-nine days and yet favor an act 
which granted another soldier of that war a pension for a service of 

i goya I do not know what arguments and what motives con- 
trolled Congress in 1871 in regard to the law as it now is on the stat- 
ute-book, but manifestly the law has not been regarded as an unpop: 
ular one by the country. Ido not remember now to have received 
any petition or to have seen any memorial presented here for its re- 
peal. The law stands now as passed in . to the 
soldiers of the war of 1812 for sixty days’ service. Many of the sol- 
diers who served forty, forty-five, fifty, or fifty-five days have thought 
it extremely hard that they should have been discriminated against 
by such a law, and indeed I think it will be difficult for members of 
Congress to fix just where the dividing line should be, if there should 
baeas at all. 0 ers > 

t was a magnanimous recognition by Congress of the services o 
soldiers rendered the coun LA the war of 1812. Fifty years and 
more had gone by since their services had ended, It was after the 
close of the recent civil war. It was after the close of the Mexican 
war. The American Congress, with its eyes o to the great num- 
ber of pensioners upon the roll of the Pension Bureau, and conscious 
of the fact that that roll was increasing rather than diminishing, 
voted to add to it, after debate, after considerable reilection, the 
names of the surviving soldiers of the war of 1812 who had served 
sixty days. Therefore we cannot very consistently say now that the 
measure has not been thoronghly investigated and considered. The 
trouble I have about it is in saying that the law shall remain upon 
the statute-book granting, in the language of the Senator from - 
sas, a gratuitous pension to the soldier of the war of 1812 for sixty 
days’ service when we do not grant a similar pension to one who 
served 72517 days, forty days, or one month. 

This bill fixes the time of service at fourteen days. The commit- 

tee has settled upon that as the proper period for marching to the 
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rendezvous and enlisting in the service, I my Laat or bas perhaps 
followed the time of service upon which the bounty land-warrants 
were issued. They have fixed it at that time and upon that time 
Iam willing to stand. I am willing, therefore, to vote for this bill 
ting pensions to all the surviving soldiers of the war of 1812 now 
living, sixty-odd years after the close of that war, without regard to 
disability from wounds or sickness. If no other country in the world 
has ever been magnanimons enongh to grant pensions to such soldiers, 
the Republic of the United States ought to set such an example. The 
man who serves his country faithfully in a time of war, although he 
may escape without wounds or withont fatal disease, who has cheer- 
fully offered his body as a mark for the enemy of his country, will 
receive no great gratuity when he shall get $3 a month for the few 
years that he may be expected to survive aftersixty years have inter- 
vened between the close of that war and the passage of the bill for 
his relief, or rather for his 1 

Entertaining these views, I should have no great trouble in draw- 
ing upon the Treasury for this object. I am well aware of the heavy 
burdens that are placed upon our revenues. I am as well aware of 
them as any Senator on this floor. But the passage of the law ef 
1871 was a recognition on the part of the American people of the sol- 
diers who volunteered or who entered the militia in defense of the 
nation against its enemies. It was a grateful testimonial of kind 
feeling because of patriotic devotion to their country. It meant to 
say to them in their declining years, This pension is given to you 
because of your deyotion to the country, because you marched forth 
to the strife of battle, or even only to the skirmish, or even only went 
forth to the camp whence you might have been ordered into the bat- 
tle.” It was a recognition made to them for such patriotism and was 
voluntarily placed on the statute-books of the Republic by a grateful 

ople. 

7 back to the spirit of that law, the purpose that actuated the 
Congress and the American people to enact it, I encounter another law 
here passed in 1862 that gives me a little trouble: 

Be it enacted House resentati the United States of Amer- 
3 3 ‘thee the be of 9 be, and he is hereby, 
. directed to strike from the pension-rolls the names of all such 
Pacecanashave nE MAY herenteee taka ap artia agian tn Governaentck the nies 


Does that seem hard, Mr. President? Does that seem severe treat- 
ment by Congress when it has passed a bill to pnt the names of those 
men on the pension-rolls either for disability incurred, for wounds 
received, or any other cause, because they had faithfully served the 
nation and because it is an honorable and an excellent custom for any 
nation to reward its soldiers by the gift and bounty of pensions ? 
Was it hard for Congress to say, “If that soldier shall so far forget 
himself as to fight against S his name shall be simply 
dropped from the rolls?” No doubt when Congress passed the law 
it passed ft with feelings of sadness rather than of revenge. It sim- 

ly quietly said that such a name should be dropped from the rolls. 

is name was dropped from the rolls by that la w; and now this bill 
to-day comes in and proposes to grant this pension to the man who 
served fourteen days just as to the other class whoserved sixty. The 
Dill also proposes to repeal the law to which I have last referred and 
to restore the few, fifty or a hundred, or one hundred and fifty, back 
to the pension-roll, and to pay them pension from this time onward 
as it paid them before the war of the rebellion began or before their 
names were dropped from the roll, They are to be paid from this 
time on till their death. 2 s 

It is said that they are very old men; it is said that they were in 
the States in rebellion without their consent; it is said they aad no 
encouragement to the rebellion ; it is said they did not participate in 
any active hostilities against the Government. If those facts be as 
stated, under the existing law they can go to the Commissioner of 
Pensions and be restored to the roll, if they did not bear arms or they 
did not participate in the rebellion. It is a fact to be provod by tes- 
timony. The report accompanying this bill says a thousand have 
been restored upon proof before the Bureau that they took no part 
in the rebellion. By the law from which I have read, the Secretary 
of the Interior is— 

Directed to strike from the pension-rolls the names of all puen paas as hâve 
or may hereafter tako up arms against thé Government of the United States, or 
3 in any manner encouraged the rebels or manifested a sympathy with 

It is very painfal to me to have to appear against the men who 
served pr onta? once. It is very distasteful to me to appear to be 
narrow, having myself been a soldier in two wars. Ido not like to 
do appear, and indeed I do not feel that I am narrow about it; but I 
have seen men in the midst of the strife and fury of battle falling by 
hundreds and thousands for a flag, for a name, for a nationality, for 
acountry—men in good health, severed from their callings in life and 
from their families. When I have seen them fall in such a cause or 
dragging their mangled bodies from the battle-field I should be ex- 
cused, as every other soldier would, for having great 8 for 
them. I only regret that after this generous law was passed in 1871, 
that provided a pension for all who did take part in the war of 1812, 
it was necessary to discriminate against ever so small a part, who es- 
caped without wounds or disease. I say that for such men I have 
every sympathy ; but it embarrasses me when I find them afterward, 

m any cause, ever so conscientious to them, ever so justifiable to 
them ever so defensible from the cireumstances aroun 


their modes of thought and their habits of life, to have taken such a 
course. It was very unfortunate for them from mystand-point; and 
even liberal as I feel Iought to be as a surviving soldier in the advocacy 
of pensions and bounties, liberal as I feel the people of my State would 
expect me judiciously to be, I do not see how I could vote for a bill 
that would again invite the men back to be pensioned, poor as they 
were, old as they were, who suffered themselves to be arrayed against 
their flag and their country. 

It is no argument to me that the republican party has been gener- 
ous, has been magnanimons, that the American people have been mag- 
nanimous as a whole nation and removed the disability of our late 
warlike opponents, and clothed them here with the power of makin 
Jaws for the nation. We gave them back the citizenship they had 
before, and so did we give back to these survivors of the war of 1812 
in the South their citizenship. Their 8 sit in these seats, 
elected by their people, cheerfully sent here to make laws for the na- 
tion, and in so far as the republican party gave or restored political 
rights to the men who were in rebellion against the Government, who 
laid down their arms, who gave up the contest, who retired from the 
field under defeat, and who yet exclaimed that they would rather 
remain in this Government and be true to its than go to any other 
on the globe, that they would rather abide with their old enemies on 
terms of friendship and peace than go to any other nation, who have 
said over and over a thousand times that they would be true to the 
Union and Constitution and all its amendments, and they would be 
faithful citizens of the Republic, faithful law-makers for the whole 
people—they have been clothed with citizenship, they have been 
restored to the law-making power, they have been made eligible to 
office—I say here to-day, so as the republican party are responsi- 
ble for that, I have no regrets whatever. They are a pan of our 
people, living in our land; they are a part of ns yet, and they come 
here clothed with power to legislate for the people, haying been 
elected by their own constituents. 

But this proposition is a somewhat different matter. It may ap- 
pear to gentlemen who favor this measure that my views are too 
narrow; that I am drawing the line too close; that, having been a 
soldier myself, I ought to be liberal. I stand upon the integrity of 
faithful devotion to the Union; and as for him who once served the 
cause in old times, in years long gone by, and afterward drifted away, 
passed off into hostility to the flag of the country, I doubt if I ought 
to vote to pay him a pension for the remainder of his life. I there- 
fore move to strike out the fifth section of the bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, when the war of the rebellion broke 
out forty-six years had passed since the war with England closed. 
If you take the average of the soldiers who were in the South, to 
which the fifth section of the pending bill refers, to have been twen- 
ty-five years old at the close of that war, then at the beginning of 

e late war they would have averaged seventy-one years of age. It 
is im ble that a single soldier who served in the war of 1812 could 
have been under sixty-four or sixty-five years of age when the war 
of the rebellion began; it is impossible that one can now be under 
eighty years; and the Senator from Illinois will observe that the men 
who were put on the pension- rolls to whom the exclusion applied were 
not men who were included ina general provision ä 
had been in the war, but they were all men who had n gran 
pensions for special disabilities or wounds making them conspicu- 
ously meritorious. It is equally impossible, Mr. President, that these 
men could have done anything actively against the Government of 
the United States. They were old men. If you intend te punish 
them for their sympathy, that isone thing. They belonged to a com- 
munity that went unanimously in one direction, or with such general 
voice as amounted to unanimity; and for them to have deserted their 
family ties, their children and their grandchildren, and many of them 
their great- ndchildren, and have sought the northern land, where 
the Union flag was upheld, would have been for them to break down 
all the ties that govern the personal relations of men in this life. I 
have not generally been of the very eager kind for restoring men to 
political privileges; I have not, as the phrase goes, lain awake at 
nights to study how to do it; but this question has been up in the 
other House; I have met it before, and it has always seemed to me 
that it would look, as the Senator from Illinois expressed the fear 
that it might look, narrow and illiberal; it would not look broad and 

nerous to deny the request now made. These men did their part 
in upholding the flag of the country in a war of great moment; in a 
war whose consequences have neyer yet been properly measured, I 
think, by the American people; in a warstyled by those who best un- 
ders and best knew its spring and its motive and its end, “the 
second war of independence.” I would not exclude one of them. 

The Senator from Illinois has voted to ae back men by the thou- 
sand who bared their arms and went into bloody war to tear the 
Union flag down and to break up the Government. That is done; 
I am not raking up any associations or uupleasant recollections; but 
such men are here, many of them are drawing large salaries from the 
Government of the United States, and drawing them by the vote of 
the Senator from IIIInois. 

Mr. OGLESBY. For services they render now. 

Mr. BLAINE. For services which thoy could not render now ex- 
cept for the vote of the Senator from Illinois; for services which they 
could not have been permitted to render unless he and I and our 


them, from | republican associates had declared by law that they might hold office. 
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Mr. OGLESBY. They render now the service for which they get 

ay. 
> Ar. BLAINE. I am contending that they could not have been per- 
mitted to render those services unless you and I and others of our 
party associates had declared that they ought to be permitted. to 
render them. They are in office under this Government all over the 
South, and here at the capital; and it is a ae sad a ee 
that they are pretty nearly controlling this Government. i ughter.] 
I never had so much sympathy in that direction as some others; I wish 
there had not been quite as much pro, made in that direction; 
but having made it stand by the bond and I am never going by my 
vote to say that the veterans south of the Potomac and south of the 
Ohio who fought and bled in the war of 1812 shall be excluded from 
tho liberality and generosity and magnanimity of the American Gov- 
ernment. Never! 

Mr. OGLESBY. Mr. President, the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution provides that Congress may remove the political disa- 
bilities of all persons who were in rebellion against the United States, 
whenever two-thirds of Congress shall pass a law to that effect. 

Mr. BLAINE. But did not say Congress should do it. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Why not? 

Mr. BLAINE. Because it did not say so. 

Mr. OGLESBY. , It does say so. 

Mr. BLAINE. It says Congress may; it did not say you and I 
should do it. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Very well. The Senator makes a discrimination 
that is unworthy of the question. 

Mr. BLAINE. It is a discrimination of English grammar; that is 


all. 

Mr. OGLESBY. No, sir; it is a discrimination of principle; it is 
not grammar, nor commas, nor semicolons, nor . e Con- 
stitution provided, after a deliberate expression of the loyal republic- 
ans of the United States, that whenever Congress should by a two- 
thirds vote have relieved persons engaged in rebellion of their disa- 
bilities they should be restored to citizenship again. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course. . 

Mr. OGLESBY. Not to the pension-roll. They should be restored 
to equal opportunity with the Senator from Maine and myself before 
the American people; they should be again clothed with citizenship. 
They had frankly said to us over and over again year after year that 
they would not leave this country; that they and their cause had 
been fairly and honestly defeated ; that it was a lost cause; they had 
lost their slavery; they had lost the cause for which they had vent- 
ured their lives; they had been fairly overcome by the national 
forces, and they would rather take their lot and fortune with us than 
go to foreign nations, and they would be true to our institutions, true 
to this Government, and true to the American people. If they have 
not said this, I have not understood them. If they have not meant 
this, they have deceived me. I suppose they have meant it all, and 
here they come back, voted for by their people to hold office, voted 
for, I suppose, freely and cheerfully, put into power to make laws; 
and when they render service under election or under Executive ap- 
pointment, I think it is quite proper that they should be paid for 
their services. And I must do some of them, or all of them I may say, 
so far as my observation goes, the justice to declare that toy wore 
very industriously here in this body, But now we are going beyond 
that. That was wise statesmanship, Mr. Senator—— 

Mr. BLAINE. Address the President. 

Mr. OGLESBY. That waswisestatesmanship. Some of my friends 
in the republican party may differ with me even yet about it; they 
may say it was unwise to remove the political disabilities or the dis- 
abilities arising from the rebellion against the Constitution and the 
Union of the United States. 

I do not think it was unwise. I think it was an intelligent and 
wise statesmanship. I could no more consent to keep the white race 
than I conld to keep the black race of the South in a condition of 
servitude or tutelage. I would consent to keep the foreigners of no 
nation, who come here to live with us, in such a condition. I would 
consent to debar no people of the rights of labor, of service, and of 
representation, who accept the honors and responsibilities of our Gov- 
ernment. Therefore I say to the Senator from Maine and to all Sen- 
ators present that I have no regrets about that constitutional amend- 
ment. It only restored the men who had borne arms against the 
Government to equal opportunity for selection and for usefulness. 
They have been ly selected by the people of the South and pretty 
largely by the North, and on that point I rather go with the Senator 
from Maine. Iam only too apprehensive that the thing may be run 
into the ground at the rate at which itis going. I do not care about 
seeing any more of them here than are necessary [laughter] to show 
the wisdom of that constitutional amendment, and not to show that 
we went too far in granting it. I do not believe (and I hope they 
will pardon me for saying so from my stand-point) that they are just 
the party to have control of the Government. But this is purely polit- 
ical, and I am not talking in that sense now. 

It is true these soldiers were old. I stated that before. It is true 
they had rendered service in the war of 1812. I stated that before. 
Fifty years and more had gone by since their service had closed, but 
during that time they suffered themselves to go off in rebellion inst 
the Government. If they did not do so they have had ample time to 
be restored; a thousand of them have been, the official report says. 


Why did not the other one hundred come forward? Why should not 
they have asked to be restored or why should the Senator from Maine 
encourage me to vote to restore one hundred men who refused to come 
forward and produce evidence that they were not in sympathy with 
the rebellion, that they did not give it aid, and that they did not 
bear arms against us? The others did it. 

There is a class of men down Sonth to-day who have been too proud 
to ask for pardon. Ninety-nine one-hundredths of those who were in 
rebellion against the Government have come up frankly under our 
constitutional amendment and under our laws, and asked to have 
their disabilities removed. Another class of them have been too 
proud to do it, and they are flaunting themselves before this nation 
to-day as fit examples of southern chivalry, that they will die before 
they will ask to have their disabilities removed! I do not know how 

entlemen from the South feel who have sensibly and wisely asked to 

ave their disabilities removed as compared with that alaan down 
there who will not ask to have theirs removed, and there are one hun- 
dred soldiers in the latter category. So far as the testimony of the 
Pension Bureau goes, so far as the evidence connected with this bill 
goes, the gentlemen whom the Senator from Maine will now vote to 
restore to the pension-roll have declined to offer one single proof, so 
far as the record shows, toremove from them the provisions of this law 
of 1862. Am I to sit here voluntarily, then, Mr. President, and extend 
to these gentlemen a grace, an oblivion, and in addition an invita- 
tion to disregard all that the other soldiers of the South had to do, 
and excuse them from making any effort at all? They have made no 
effort, so far as the testimony of the record goes. 

Is it to be said to me that I lack magnanimity and that I am nar- 
row, because I will not vote fora law to put that one hundred or one 
hundred and fifty men back who make no effort at all to get back? If 
they were so old that they could not sympathize with the rebellion, 
if they were so old that they could not give it aid and comfort, if 
they were so impotent and so broken down that they could do amog 
for that cause, how little testimony it would take to show that fact 

But, sir, I am invited to go still further and I hope I shall not be 
considered over-particular when all the facts are brought to the con- 
sideration of the Senate. These men ought to have made an effort 
to have themselves restored by proof, sworn proof, that they were 
not in sympathy with the rebellion. The Senator from Maine said 
they went out with their State. 

If that is all they did, they can be restored. The simplest amount 
of proof, I suppose, would be sufficient to show that they were not in 
sympathy with rebellion, that they did not encourage it, but they 
have offered no proof upon the point at all. What is the reason? 
Some of the men we had in the war—I remember two or three in- 
stances—were over sixty and some seventy and seventy-five who went 
from our side down there. There are a great many men seventy-five 
years of age who can conduct campaigns. The magnificent chief of 
engineers of the Russian army to-day, who was put almost upon the 
retired list at the beginning of the Turkish and Russian war, was 
finally called into service at the siege of Plevna to restore victory to 
the Russian eagle. Look at Count von Moltke, who conducted the 
campaign against the French Empire and brought victory to the Ger- 
man arms, he being then over seventy years of age. Sir, age does not 
affect patriotism; age does not affect courage; age does not affect 
fidelity to one’s country. The reason that I do not vote to repeal this 
law and let these old soldiers come back is that they have made no 
effort to get back, and the reason that I shall not vote to pardon 
Jefferson Davis, or any other man who was in rebellion against the 
United States, is that he is not willing to come up and share the fate 
of his old associates, his old friends, men who fought the rebellion 
pues with him, who came back here and took the law we gave to 

em. 

Such persons hold themselves aloof as a special class. They have 
no right to be treated better than the other gentlemen who have 
accepted the constitutional amendment, and so far as I know are 
keeping it; and I will say that which every man might probably 
hesitate to say, but I do not, that so far as I see their deportment on 
this floor they are keeping it, and I do not propose to deal out one 
kind of treatment, constitutional remedy and reformatory law, for 
one class of gentlemen who were in rebellion and another for another 
class who are too proud or too stiff-necked to come down to the plat- 
form laid down for them. 

Now let these venerable old soldiers file their petitions before the 
Commissioner of Pensions, That will at least show that they are 
willing to try to prove that they were not in sympathy with the 
rebellion; and the Senator from Maine will excuse me for saying 
that if they were in sympathy with it, that part of his argument 
about their age and their State going out falls to the ground. They 
have the opportunity to give, if they were willing to give, the repub- 
licans of this side of the Chamber a good excuse to vote for them. 
Why do they not show it, and not call upon me to go one step beyond 
what I believe the boundaries of prudence require? 

But I have said more, Mr. President, than I intended or cared to 
say on this subject. I call attention to the fact that I have offered 
an amendment to strike out the fifth section, and on that I shall call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I presume the reason why these old 
veterans in the South do not come forward to prove that they were 
not in sympathy with the rebellion is that they are honest men and 
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are not willing to lie about it; they were insympathy with it and 
when you come down to legislating on sympathy you are on pretty 
slippery ground. 

Mr. OGLESBY. It is the law. 

Mr. BLAINE. I know it is the law, but still we are here to make 
laws, not to be bound by laws somebody else has made if we choose 
to repeal or modify them. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Did not the Senator vote for that law himself? 

Mr. BLAINE. Very likely. When was it passed? 

Mr. OGLESBY. In 1862. n 

Mr. BLAINE. No; I should have voted for it if I had been here 
then, I admit, What is the attitude in which the honorable Senator 
from Illinois places himself in this argument? Let me picture what 
happened in the South in very many households. Here is an old 
veteran that served away up on the northern frontier under Scott or 
out on the plains of Indiana under Harrison against the British and 
the Indians, who was wounded, disabled; he had a pension, probably 
wore a badge that he esteemed the chief honor of his life. He is 
too old to take part in the rebellion, but his son, fired with the hot 
blood of the revolution that rolled over the South with electric speed 
in 1861, goes into the fight, becomes a distinguished officer, leads 
brigades, regiments, divisions, corps against the Army of the United 
States and against the flag of his country. The war is over. We 
meet together here. Look at the fourteenth amendment and say what 
is to be done to this son, by that time himself a middle-aged man, 
and many such are in my eye now. He intended to be a citizen. 
We cannot afford to keep him under disabilities because he is a dem- 
ocrat, We give him that which is above price to him; we give him 
that which will rivet him to the Government of the United States, 
prania A we remove generously all disabilities, and, by the way, 
my friend must not imply that we have not removed disabilities 
except from those who personally asked it. 

We took men by classes and wiped out their disabilities as with a 
80 „whole j aa of the very kind of men he speaks of who 
fought against us. We said, We will give back to these men citizen- 
ship; we will open every honor of the Republic to them; they may 
come here and make laws in either end of the Capitol; they may be 

vernors of their States, judges of the Supreme Court; they ma; 
fe President or Vice-President if the A poopie choose to elect them. 
We will do all that for the son who waded to his waistbands in blood 

ainst the Union; but the old father who sat by the fireside regret- 
ting the bloody conflict and thinking only of the old glories he had 
taken part in when there was but one country and a common coun- 
try, longing for the time when the Union might be restored as he had 
known it before, sympathized with his son; he did not want him 
slain; he would rather see the boy come back with honor when the 
war was over than to hear that he had been defeated or beaten down. 
You give back, I say, to the son all that bey have the power to give 
back, but you refuse to give back to the old man anything! He 
never was under disability. That very statute did not put him 
under disability; or if it did it was of that general kind that was 
wiped out immediately after the constitutional amendment was 
adopted, as with a sponge. 
the Senator wants to put himself in that attitude or if he thinks 
that a fair division between the two, between the men who were 
active and the men who were inactive, and that the Congress of the 
United States is justified in pardoning as we have done by wholesale, 
ting immunity as we have to tens of thousands for their partici- 
pation in absolute treason and rebellion against the Government, and 
that because the old soldiers of 1812 who, by family connections, 
political association, geographical locality, and all that binds human 
Telations and influences human action, had some sympathies which 
were not exactly in accordance with our sympathies fifteen as 
ago, therefore we will not smooth the wrinkles on their dying brow 
by an act of generosity on the part of this country—I say if the 
Senator from Illinois takes that ground, he takes one that is not in 
accordance with the liberal, generous, magnanimous, disposition which 
he has shown in all his relations in life. 

Mr. Mc Mr, President, the Senator from Illinois, I think, 
has yer vo said that age does not destroy patriotism, and it seems 
to me that the position of the Senator from Illinois is the true one in 
regard to this amendment, and I know the t with which that 
Senator supports his position in striking out section. But, sir, 
we are not here to follow out our mere sympathies. We are here to 
act in the discharge of a duty. 

Mr. INGALLS. This bill proceeds entirely upon the idea of sym- 
pathy and nothing else. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I beg the Senators pardon. It does not, it seems 
to me, proceed upon the ground of sympathy. The persons who are 
the beneficiaries of the Government and who are to be the benefi- 
ciaries of the Government under this bill are those who have ren- 
dered it service in war, and it rises above sympathy. 5 

But, Mr. President, upon what ground are we appealed to here in 
behalf 2 these old soldiers of the war of 1812 who entered the re- 

ion 

Mr. BLAINE. Entered it how? 

Mr. McMILLAN. By taking up arms against the Government, or 
by aiding by their sympathy or counsel in the rebellion. 

Mr. BLAINE. There is no evidence of any of them having taken up 
arms. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it would seem to me that men who 
have offered their services to their country in time of war, men who 
have engaged upon the battle-field in defense of the institutions of 
this country, ought to appreciate them, if there be any difference, more 
highly than those who have not. If these old men in 1812 were pa- 
triots and devoted themselves to the country’s defense in that war, 
they should have appreciated this country more in the time of its tri 
when its own sons attempted to destroy it. They should have appre- 
ciated the liberties which they Povon to, preserve, and old as they 
were, “old men for connsel,” should have advised these hasty and 
excited sons. These old men at their firesides should have instructed 
the youth over whom they had charge that to raise the arm to strike 
down this country was treason. They should have told them that in 
their youth and early life they had offered themselves in defense of 
their country. 

Mr. President, if seems to me that it is without excuse that these 
men should have taken purt in the rebellion which has just passed. 
Ican see no difference in principle, and where a principle lead 1 
shall follow. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, it seems to me that we ought to 
understand just what we are doing. Now, who are the men whom we 
are about to restore by this bill if it passes? Every man in the late 
rebellious States who was a pensioner is a soldier of the war of 1812. 
Under the law read by the Senator from Illinois, every pensioner of 
the war of 1812 residing in the rebellions States was stricken off, it 
made no matter what he did, no matter what his sympathies were, 
no matter what his acts were. He may have taken part with the 
Union, he may have sympathized with the Union, his prayers may 
have been for it, and yet under that law his name is stricken from 
the pension-roll. That is the fact. That is the plain, naked fact. 
Every man whose name was on the pension-roll in the rebellious 
States was stricken from the roll by virtue of the law read by the 
Senator from Illinois. How their sympathies were I do not know; 
what they did I do not know; but they were stricken from the roll 
just because they lived in those States and those States were in rebel- 
sen The bill now proposes to put them back just where they were 

ore. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is provision made for the restoration of 
those who were not in rebellion, and multitudes of them have been 
restored. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The facts are precisely as I state them. Under 
the law read by the Senator from Illinois, the name of every pensioner 
of the war of 1812 was stricken from the roll, it made no matter what 
he did, what he said, or what he thought. They were treated as citi- 
zens of rebellious States and stricken from the rolls. Now, whether 
any of them did or did not in their old age take part in the rebellion 
and help to fight our folks, I do not know. If they did, I am sorry 
for it, and I apprehend that they are as well. But that is the precise 
condition of the thing; and it is because of that precise condition 
that your committee have reported the bill as it now stands. The 
language of the law as read would apply only to those who took act- 


ual part against the Government, but that has not been the construc- 
tion placed upon the law by the Pension Bureau. They havo stricken 
everybody off. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator will look at the re- 
port which was read this morning it ap from that report that 
she whole number dropped from the roll was fourteen hundred and 

oxty-one. 

Me BLAINE. That is all there were. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It may be, but that number included 

sioners of the war of 1812, of the Indian wars, and of the war with 
Mexico. This is the point to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa: 

Of this number about one thousand have been restored. 


It was stated by some Senator that they were restored by proving 
to the satisfaction of the proper officer or Department that they were 
not in sympathy with the rebellion, that they did not take any part 


in it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That may be. I do not know. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. And therefore they were not within 
the terms of the law. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. But they were all stricken from the roll, as I 
state, because they resided in the rebellious States. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is true, and they were restored 
because they did not come within the terms of the law; that is, be- 
cause they did not engage in the rebellion, because they did not sym- 
pathize with it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, That may be. I do not know. I was about 
saying that some of these old men may have taken part or may have 
sympathized; as the Senator from Maine says, they may have had 
sons in the army, and may have sympathized with them ; it was very 
natural that they should do so. As there are but a hundred or one 
hundred and forty of them left, I am perfectly willing myself to share 
the odium, if any there be, in teaching them that this t country 
can afford to forgive, in consideration of what they did when they 
were young men, the folly of their old age. 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota, 
[Mr. MCMILLAN, ] or any gentleman who chooses to answer it, a ques- 
tion before the vote is taken. I do not know, but 1 have the impres- 
sion that the widow of Major-General Zachary Taylor, who was a 
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hero of the war of 1812 and of the Mexican war and President of the 
United States, is living, though I may not be correct. Her son went 
into the rebellion, and played quite a e ear part in it. Would 
the Senator from Minnesota strike Mrs. Taylor off the pension-roll 
because she bound up the wounds of her son, Dick Taylor, when he 
came home from the battle-field? I will ask any gentleman to answer 
that question. I put that as a test case. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Maine if he would restore 
to the pension-roll a man who had commanded the armies of the re- 
bellion, as a test case? 

Mr. BLAINE. No, sir; I would not. I answer right off. Now, I 
ask the gentleman to give me an equally explicit answer. Would he 
exclude the widow of Zachary Taylor from the pension-roll for his 
services in the war of 1812, because General Dick Taylor, her son, 
went into the rebellion and she sympathized with the son so far as 
to wish him to be victorious, and not to come out wounded or dead? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; I would not,if such were the facts. 


That mattter would have to be presented perhaps upon a special | © 


case, if the Senator desires. - 

Mr. BLAINE. But if sym 
special? The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] well sug- 
gests that that was not sympathy with the rebellion; that was sym- 
pathy with the son. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I expressly dissented from the view of the Sena- 
tor that sympathy was to govern it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Sympathy was what the Senator from Illinois put 
the whole of iton. I proved that it was an impossibility for these 
men to have been actually in the rebellion. I donot pretend to know 
every pensioner in the South, but I challenge the production of a 
single man who bore a musket in the war of the rebellion who had 
been a soldier in the war of 1812. It all rests on sympathy ; and if 
you give away the case of the widow of Zachary Taylor, you give 
away the whole case, and there is nothing left of it. 17 vou are 
going to legislate men and women, old heroes and their widows, out 
of the complaisance and m. imity of this Government because 
they had sympathy with their sons, you are taking strange 7 
and one that, if I did not wish to avoid anything that would insult 
gentlemen, I should say dishonored the magnanimity of the Govern- 
ment; and I say if you give way in the case of one you give way in 
the case of all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The pend- 
ing question is the motion of the Senator from Illinois to strike out 
the fifth section of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. The fifth section of this bill is the only one that I 
am anxious to have preserved, and it is the only one that in my judg- 
ment can be sustained on any reasonable principle. I am as radical 
as most men on questions affecting the political integrity of this coun- 
try, but I must say that the attempt to array the American Con, 

nst less than a hundred tremulous, decrepit, infirm old veterans, 
who have earned their pensions, is indicative of a spirit that in my 
mind would lead a man to strike a woman or to kick a sone 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine and 
the Senator from Kansas have expressed my views precisely upon this 
question as to pensioners*in the rebellious States. I wish to add 
nothing to them, but I wish to say that unless we repeal the act of 
1571 I can see no reason why we should not apply the same principle 
to the others who do not come within the terms of that act; that is 
to say, having served sixty days. 

Now, does any one propose to repel the act of 18717 Does any 
one here believe it will be repealed? If not, then equal justice to 
those who served a less time should lead us to pass this bill and ap- 
ply the same pogen to them, and es the time that has passed 
since 1861 and the few survivors that yet remain, those who have 
served a less time will not receive more in pro ion to their time of 
service than the others did under the act of 1571. I am therefore in 
favor of this bill 3 as it now stands, and shall vote for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois, to strike out the fifth section, upon which 
he has demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordi ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
7, nays 50; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 
Anthony, Edmunds, ‘orrill, Teller. 
Cameron of Wis, MoMillan, Oglesby, 
NAYS—50. 
Allison, Coc Jo 
Bailey, Coke, Jones of Florida, Tlumb, 
Barnum, Davis of W.Va, K Randolph, 
Bayard, Dawes, Kirkwood, Ransom, 
Blaine, — Matthews, rerem 
Booth, Eustis, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Bruce, Gar peer! Saunders, 
Burnside, Gordon, Mo d, Voorhees, 
tler, Grover, Merrimon, Wallace, 
Cameron of Pa., He: Mitchell, Withers. 
haffee, Hoar, Morgan, 
hristiancy, Ingalls, Paddock, 
ABSENT—19. 
Armstrong, Ferry, Jones of Nevada, 
Conkling, Hamlin, Kernan, Wadleigh, 
Conover, Harris, M Whyte, 
Davis of Illinois, Hill, i 
Howe, Spencer, 


thy is to govern it, why make that | An 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
47, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—47. 

Bailey, Coc Johnston, Paddock, 
eee tig Coke, Jones of Florida, Patterson, 
Bayard, Da vis of W. Va, Kellogg. Randolph, 
Beck, Dawes, Kirkwood, Ransom, 
Blaine, Dorsey, ar, Rollins, 
Booth, Eaton, Matthews, 
Bru Eustis, ey. daulsbury, 
Barnside, Garland, 2 Saunders. 
Butler, Gordon. MeD: d, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Merrimon, Wallace, 

Ai ereford, Mitchell, Withers. 

hristiancy, ‘oar, 
NAYS—3. 

thony, Edmunds, MoMi esb; 

Cameron of Wis., M — 
ABSENT—21 
Allison, Ferry, Kernan, Wadleigh, 
Armstrong, Harris, MoPherson, Whyte, 
Conkling, Hil, Plumb, Windom. 
Saane Mimis, Emi —.— 
a 8. 5 
Jones of Nevada, urman, 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President— 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to ask one question about this bill if the 
Senator will allow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask if the amendment of the committee from 
lines 17 to 20 of section 6 was to, striking out the provision 
about the widows of revolutionary soldiers? 

Mr. WITHERS. No; it was not agreed to, but amended by insert- 
ing “fourteen days.” 

. INGALLS. Then the title should be amended by adding the 
words “and for other pe oses.” 

The PRESIDING O FICER. Is there objection to eee the 
title in the way 2 spe The Chair hears no objection, and the 
title is so amen 

WYOMING JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to take up the bill reported from the Ju- 
diciary Committee annulling a certain statute of the Territory of 


Lif ager 2 
r. GENT. Does the Senator desire to have action on the bill 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think after an explanation of a minute that it 
will pass unanimously. 

Mr. SARGENT. I want a short executive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think the bill will take five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 


Senator from Vermont. 
The motion was to; and the bill (S. No. 732) to annul an act 
mbly of the Territory of Wyoming, entitled 


gress | to-night ? 


of the Legislative 
An act to provide for the organization of Crook and Pease Counties, 
and to provide for holding court therein,” approved by the governor 
of said Territory on the 13th day of December, A. D. 1877, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to have the provision of that bill 


lained. 

G E EDMUNDS. Ican explain it in one minute. By the state of 
the law before the passage of the legislative act named in the bill 

the Territory of Wyoming was divided into three judicial districts, 

their lines running north and south in a general way; of course I am 

not speaking with exactness about the way the lines run. The Pres- 
ident of the United States nominated a citizen of the State of New 

York, named Peck, to be judge of the third district in that Territory 

to fill a vacancy. Pending the consideration of the nomination in 

this body the Territorial Legislature memorialized the Senate against 

the 8 upon the grounds that they stated; but citizens of 
the counties in the Territory where this gentleman’s district was me- 
morialized so e in favor of his confirmation that he was con- 

firmed. Of course I am not at liberty to speak here about what the 

state of the evidence was, but I have a right to say that the report 

of the committee and the judgment of the Senate was satisfactory to 

itself, and he received his commission. 

On the day of the confirmation, it being the last day of the session 
of the Legislature of the Territory of Wyoming, it being by law lim- 
ited I think to forty days,—on the last day of the session and the day 
of Mr. Peck’s con tion, the Legislature was informed by tele- 
graph that he had been confirmed, The Legislature thereupon 


this act making the third judicial district, to which he was assigned, 
these two counties, Crook and Pease, which are the northeastern 
counties in that Territory, his district and assigned the other part of 
the third district either to the first or second, no matter which for this 
i asi These two counties are entirely unorganized, inhabited by 

ndians and by military posts, having been until very recently a vast 
Indian hunting reservation. The act itself, on the face of it, states 
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that this shail only continue in force until there is a vacancy in the 
office of judge of the third jadicial district, or until there shall be a 
successor to Judge Peck, and in that case the governor shall proceed 
to redistrict the Territory. The short of it was that the Legislature 
of Wyoming having taken a prejudice just or unjust—and the Indi- 
oat Committee for the purpose it now proposes does not care which— 
having formed in its opinion a determination that this gentleman 
appointed under the Constitation and laws of the United States 
should not administer 1 8 in that Territory, proceeded in this way 
to nullify the action of the Government of the United States. 

The Judiciary Committee were of the opinion that that was an act 
of nullification that could not be tolerated. If it shall turn out that 
this gentleman is an incompetent or a bad judge, there are lawful 
and regular mer of getting rid of him, although it is due to him to 
say that from the evidence before us a very large proportion of the 
respectable people of the district in which he was holding courts and 
of the tax-payers and of the people in favor of law and order were 
strongly in favor of his confirmation and remonstrated against the 
p e of this act. In fact I might state that in anticipation of the 
probable confirmation the Legislature passed a previous uct, two or 
three days before, of the same character which the governor vetoed 
on the remonstrance of gentlemen of the bar and other people as 
being a pure act of nullification; but at the very last moment, and 
as it is said after midnight of Saturday night, when the legal limit 
of time would have expired for the session of the Legislature, they 
passed an act which the governor approved, the substance of which, 
as is stated in the bill, is to expel this officer of the United States 
from the Territory, sending him into the wilderness with the Indians 
to administrate justice in two unorganized counties. It appeared to 
the committee that was a step which the Government of the United 
States could not tolerate, and that the act ought to be instantly an- 
nulled. 

There is one amendment that ought to be made. I see that by a 
misprint, as I presume it is, the date of the act of the Legislature is 
described as the 13th of whatever month it was. It should be the 
15th. I move to amend by changing that date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made un- 
less objection be interposed. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee upon what evidence are we te act? What proof has the Sen- 
ate that this isan improper division of the Territory of Wyoming into 
judicial districts? I have not knowledge on that point myself, and I 

robably have as much knowledge of the Territory as any man in the 
Banate, I should like to know upon what evidence the committee 
based their opinion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We based our opinion first upon a study of the 
maps and the populations of the counties, and the fact that these two 
counties are unorganized and are so stated to be in this act of the 
Legislature that we propose to annul, and upon the statement of the 
territorial Delegate who is acquainted with the affair and who came 
before us to apologize for such an act and who stated, what the me- 
morial upon which the committee acted also stated, that these two 
counties were, as the act itself stated, unorganized and never had 
been organized, and were of the character that I have before de- 
scribed as being that northeastern—not a wilderness, becanse there is 
very little timber there I suppose—but that northeastern rolling coun- 
try occupied by hostile Indians and by some military posts, although 
the Delegate said that in some future time it was likely these lands 
might turn out to be good, and that agriculturists when we could get 
rid of the Indians would go in there, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ver- 
mont if he understood the Delegate to recommend this legislation? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; I did not understand him to recommend 
it, nor did T understand him to oppose it. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is rather extraordinary legislation, and we ought 
to be very careful. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator from Vermont in what part of 
Wyoming these two counties are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are the northeastern corner, if I correctly 
recollect the evidence we had. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to remark that having passed over that 
region of country I am able to say that it will be a great many years 

before courts will be required in that part of Wyoming, because it is 
absolutely uninhabited. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will state that 9 examination of the map 
it will be seen that the Union Pacitic Railroad runs along the southern 
part of Wyoming Territory and that the organized counties in which 
there are settlements are along the line of that road from east to west, 
and that the other portions of the Territory lying north of these organ- 
ized counties have heretofore beeu attached to the southern counties 
for elections and jadicial popoa, there being really no settlements 
to any great extent outside of the organized counties. As was stated 
by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, the Territory has been 
divided into three districts, Cheyenne being in the first, and there 
beinga middle district, and a western districtembracing Uinta Connty, 
and another organized county which formed the third district—the 
district to which Judge Peck had been assigned and of which he was 
acting judge up to the time of the passage of this act by the Wyoming 
Legislature. Theact Was simply an attempt on the part of the Wyom- 
ing Legislature. to legislate Judge Peck out of office after he had 


been nominated to the Senate by the President and confirmed in that 
office, as is very clearly apparent from the provisions in that act by 
which the governor is authorized to restore the old districts as soon 
as Judge Peck shall cease to be judge for any cause. The two counties 
that are named as the third district and to which he is assigned by 
that act are out on the plains, forming the northeastern part of the 
Territory, and have heretofore been attached to one of the judicial 
districts formed upon the line of the Union Pacific Railroad. 

Now, it seemed tous, on examination of these facts, that topermit the 
territorial Legislature to nullify the nomination of the President and 
the confirmation by the Senate of an officer of that Territory was to 
authorize them to disregard the paternal authority the Government 
of the United States exercises over the Territory. As the chairman 
has well said, if they are dissatisfied with this officer and there is just 
cause for his removal, there is another mode of reaching that object 
rather than to take the road that they have attempted in this case; 
and consequently the Judiciary Committee with entire unanimity 
concurred in directing the chairman of the committee to report this 


bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the Judiciary 
Committee understood this matter just as it was, and I have not any 
doubt that it was the intention of the Legislature of Wyoming to 
legislate this appointee of the President out of the Territory practi- 
ca ly. Iam not here to say that that was a wise thing for them to 
do, but I am here now to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the people of Wyoming have not any other method of redress. 
It is a fact known to the Senate that they remonstrated against the 
appointment of this man by the unanimous vote of both branches of 
their Legislature; that they had had him on the Fench for many 
months in the Territory. He had been appointed by the President 
early last spring; he commenced holding conrts in different counties 
in the Territory, and held them up until after the regular session; he 
was not confirmed at the special session; his nomination was sent in 
again; and pending that nomination the Legislature with entire 
unanimity, with not a single exception, remonstrated to this Senato 
against his appointment. Now I have lived long enongh in the West 
to know that when gentlemen say that is not the proper way for the 
people of a Territory to do, that they have another remedy, though 
that is theoretically true, practically it is not true. Those people 
have no voice here. When they come here by their whole Legisla- 
ture, composed of honorable men who know the wants of that whole 
country, they are not listened to. What other method have they of 
removing this man from an office that they all say he is not qualified 
to till? I admit that there isa controversy. Ihave had letters from 
citizens whom I personally know, on both sides of this question. My 
own judgment is that he never ought to have been confirmed. My 
own judgment is that the people of the Territory of Wyoming were 
justitied under the circumstances in legislating this appointee ont of 
office upon the principle that when they had no other method of sav- 
ing themselves from bad judges they could adopt even so radical a 
remedy as that. 

I have lived in a Territory where I have appealed to the Senate, 
where I have appealed to the President of the United States, to take 
a man off the bench when the proof was as clear as noonday that he 
had been bought to render his judgments on the bench, and appealed 
year after year without remedy and without redress; and the Legis- 

ature of Colorado when it was a Territory did exactly what this 
Legislature of Wyoming did; and only when they did that did they 

et the ear of the General Government. Only when we put a man 
in an unorganized county where there were neither white people nor 
Indians, eleven or twelve thousand feet above the level of the seu, 
in perpetual snow, did we get the ear of the General Government. 
And these poor people in Wyoming, if they do not sneceed in keeping 
this man up in the Sioux country, may possibly by this proceeding 
get the attention of this Senate and the attention of the Executive 
to the fact that a man is there in this high office who they say is 
utterly unfit for the position. 

Now, Mr. President, every lawyer in this Senate knows that when- 
ever the opinion has gone out in a community that a man who sits 
on the bench is dishonest he ought to be removed. It does not make 
any difference how honest he is, it does not make any difference how 
capable he is, that moment his usefulness is gone; and we owe it to 
these people and we owe it to the credit of the Government that that 
man should be removed. 

I do not say we ought not, in a case of such action by a territorial 
Legislature, tointerfere. I shall not vote myself for the repeal of this 
act of the territorial Legislature, for I believe the condition of the 
country there justified them in it, and I believe that is the only way 
they will get rid of this man, for {am satisfied that they may appeal 
to the Executive day after day without being listened to, as we have 
done in other Territories and in other sections of the western coun- 
ee EDMUNDS. I will only detain the Senate a single moment. 
It is due to Judge Peck that I should say a word after what the Sena- 
tor from Colorado has stated. According to the best of my recollec- 
tion, and if Iam wrong the other members of the committee will cor- 
rect me, there is not a single paper among the remonstrances of a part 
of these people against 5 udge Peck, nor a single hint in the memo- 
rial of the Legislature remonstrating against his appointment, that 
hints at anything like dishonest or improper conduct. They say 
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that he was too slow and too expensive; while on the other hand the 
evidence submitted by the tax-paying portion of the people of those 
two counties Where this third district was, a very large majority of 
them, although they have to bear this great expense that his court 
im on them, say they want him confirmed and retained because 
he admiuistered the ee with learning and with uprightuess and with 
method, and that the enormous expense came from doing it in that 
way, and arose from the fact that territorial fee bills were mon- 
strous and extravagant. That he could not help. That is the state 
of the case as to Judge Peck. If he has any fault, I am afraid it is 
the fault that he was not constructed for the kind of people who seem 
to hold sway in the politics of that Territory, and that he would ad- 
minister justice much more satisfactorily if he were in a community 
that had been longer settled and had more stable interests; because, 
as I say, the evidence was overwhelming that the large majority of 
the solid tax-paying people, including clergymen and other persons 
of fixed places and business, have been in his favor all the time. 

But that is far from the question that is presented here. The qnes- 
tion is whether under the laws organizing that Territory and the Con- 
stitution and Government of the United States we are to appoint offi- 
cers, or officers already appointed are to, be allowed to exercise their 
functions according to the law merely at the will of the people over 
whom they are called to administer justice. That is the question 
that the committee submit to the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to say one word further. There are 
twenty-five thousand or thirty thousand people in the Territory of 
Wyoming who are not represented upon this floor. They are not rep- 
resented in the other branch of Congress so as to have a vote. But 
now I should like to say to the Senator from Vermont that they are 
not very different from other people in the United States. They 
are quite as good as the people who live in the east, in the center, 
in the north, or in the south of this country. They are composed of 
citizens from every State in the Union. They are active, energetic, 
intelligent, and honest, and there are no peculiar features that mark 
the citizens of that new country which are so very different from 
the peculiar features that mark the citizens of Vermont. 

Ido not know but that the committee did have a petition from 
the tax-payers. I know that very 2 7 men who pay taxes 
proi against his confirmation. I know that from an examina- 
tion of the protest, and I know that a Legislature composed as that 
was, of both political parties, must have bad some reason to sup- 
pose that this man was disquali or unfitted for the situation 
when they unanimously prayed this General Government to keep 
him at home. I do not believe that he is competent; I do not be- 
lieve he is qualified, and 1 do not believe that it is any peculiarity 
of his character that fits him for other communities, as the Senator 
from Vermont seems to think, but it is a fact that he is incompetent 
to conduct the business of that new country. The Legislature, know- 
ing it, appealed here. We treated them with the utmost disrespect 
and discourtesy when we refused to hear their protest. Does any 
one suppose that a body composed of as many men as the Legislature 
of Wyoming were influenced by any such motive as is stated now 
that simply he was too slow in the transaction of business? Would 
the feeling have been carried so far as to legislate him out of office 
practically, unanimously? Ido not know that the bill was p 
unanimously, though I have no doubt of it; but the protest was 
unanimous, and, so far as I know, it is almost unanimous with the 
people of that section of the conntry, and I live within one hundred 
miles of the main town in the Territory of Wyoming. I know that 
the Delegate is decidedly opposed to it. Iknow that prominent law- 
yee are opposed toit. Prominent officials, bankers, and men holding 

igh positions in that new country are opposed to it. I say here now 
that the evidence is conclusive to my mind that he is incompetent. 
There is where the trouble arises, not from the fact that these men 
are so peculiarly constituted. Men, as I said before, do not, because 
they go out West, change very much the notions they had when they 
left the East. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I have very profound respect for 
the learning, the intelligence, the justice, and the caution of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordinarily I accept what they report 
as correct, ey. when it affects legal questions; but this is a 
very extraordinary proceeding, it seems to me. It is proposed to 
nullify an act of the Territorial Legislature of Wyoming Territory. 
It seems to me that so extraordinary a measure as that ought to be 
well considered before it is upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not extraordinary. It happens every ses- 
sion or two, in respect of some of the Territories, about one act or 
another. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I rose simply to inquire of the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee whether the Legislature had had an oppor- 
tunity to be heard on this subject. It seems to me that before Con- 
gress shall proceed to such an extreme step as this, the Legislature 
ought to have an opportunity to be heard; and then I want to ask 
the chairman furthermore whether or not this Legislature passed an 
act that they were authorized by the Constitution and the legislation 
of Congress under it to pass. If they did, I should be very slow to 
review their action. Con passed an act organizing the Territory 
of Wyoming. By that act it was provided that they might have a 
Legislative Assembly, that that Legislative Assembly might exercise 
certain powers, I understand that they have in the exercise of those 


powers passed an act which is valid as it stands under the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States, and is good until Congress shall 
in the exercise of its power declare it null and void. And it is pro- 
posed to do that, as I understand, without giving the Legislature an 
opportunity to be heard as to what ee their action. Iam 
frank to say that if they undertook to legislate a Federal judge out 
of his office in the way suggested by the Senator from Vermont, that 
was very wrong; but still, if they have exercised a power that they 
might well exercise under the act of Congress creating the territorial 
government and this territorial Legislature, I should think Congress 
ought to be very slow to abolish their act. It ought not to be done 
until the Legislature had a fair and ample opportunity to be heard in 
justification of what they had done. This certainly will be an act 
that reflects upon that body; not one man or two men, or the preju- 
dices of one man or two men, but upon the deliberate judgment of a 
eae body. It is a very extraordinary step. 
r. PADDOCK. I wish most emphatically to indorse every word 
that was spoken by my friend the Senator from Colorado respecting 
the character and inteiligence, the honesty and the integrity, and the 
civilization of the people of the Territory of Wyoming. I think that 
I can safely say there is as high a type of civilization there as there 
isin Vermont. I do not doubt that there is an element in that pop- 
ulation very respectable in point of numbers made up from immi 
tion of former citizens of people born, reared, and educated in Ver- 
mont. I know there is something of an element there from the State 
of Nebraska, and for that element I can safely say that it is composed 
of as good men as there are in the State of Vermont or any other State. 
Almost every State in tae Union has its representatives in that popu- 
lation. And as a rule they are as good men as the average of those 
left in the States from which they went. They are intelligent, enter- 
rising, earnest men who go out to build up new Territories and new 


tates. 
Now, I know nothing about this case; I had heard nothing what- 
ever about it until it was brought before the Senate to-day; but, in- 


asmuch as this Territory lies on the border of my State, and many 
people are there who went from my State, and I am interested in 
them and in the Territory as a whole, I ask that the matter may be 
laid over a day or two until some inquiry can be instituted by myself 
and other friends of the Territory in regard to the facts in the case. 
I should like to make inquiry of the Representative in the other 
branch of Congress, the only one who is bere to speak authoritatively 
for that Territory. I should like to know what he has to say about it. 
I should like to see something of the evidence that has been adduced 
here aside from the statements that have been made respecting it. I 
1 the caso may go over until to-morrow or the next day. 

. SARGENT, I move that the Senate proceed to the considèra- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator allow me first to call up the 
order that I a Soe this morning and have it apply to-morrow to 
go on with the Calendar? 

Mr. SARGENT. That can be done during the morning hour to- 
morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would call tho attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the fact that by previous order of the Senate the bill 
enabling Indians to become citizens was made the special order for 
to-morrow at one o'clock. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. Lask the Senator from Pennsylvania to allow us 
a few minutes’ executive session. Two or three nominations ought to 
be acted on. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I insist on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. Lask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question on seconding the 
demand for the yeas and nays, and declared that a sufficient number 
had not seconded the call. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to understand whether we can have an 
executive session or not. I have attended executive sessions when 
the Senate was very thin. The Senate is now quite fall and I should 
like to have an executive session as a special privilege to myself. I 
ask for a division on the question of ordering the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion to adjourn the Sena- 
tor from California demands the yeas and nays, and asks for a divis- 
ion, to see whether the yeas and nays are ordered. 

More than one-fifth of the Senators present having risen to second 
the call, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
31; as follows: > 


YEAS—2. 
Anthony, Dawes, Hereford, lesb 
Burnside, Dorsey, Hoar, ene 
Cameron of Pa.. Eustis, MeMillan, Rollins, 
Cameron of Wis, ts Maithews, ders, 
Conkling, Morrill, per. 

NAYS— 31. 
Allison, Christiancy, Kellogg, Randolph, 
Armstrong, Cockrell, Kirkwood, » Ransom, 
Bailey, Soka McC. Sargent, 
Bayard, Davis of W. Va., McDonald, Teller, 
Beck, Eaton, Maxey, Voor 
Booth, Garland, Merrimon, Windom, 
Butler, po don, Patterson, Withers, 
Chaffee, Howe, Plumb, 
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ABSENT —35. 
Grover, Kernan, Thurman, 
Blaine, Harris, Lamar, Wadleigh, 
. —.— Ingalls, Mitchell Whyte F 
Davis of Illinois, Ji Morgan, 
Ade Tomes of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Jones of Nevada, Sharon, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from California. 


Mr. SARGENT. I find by consultation that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania and several other Senators for certain reasons desire to 
leave the Senate. Under those circumstances 1 will not now insist 
upon my motion for an executive session, but will ask the Senate to- 


morrow to give us an executive session. 
Mr. GO N. There are several appointments that ought to be 
looked after. I hope we shall have an executive session. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California with- 
draws the motion for an executive session. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I renew my motion that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at four o’clock and twenty-seven 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 19, 1878. 


The House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 
CORRECTION OF RECORD AND JOURNAL. 


Mr. HENDEE. There is evidently an error both in the Journal 
and in the RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings. In the disenssion of 
the preliminaries to the consideration of the bill establishing a per- 
manent Fee for the District of Columbia, I made the request 
of this House that the bill be made the special order in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole for the 5th of March. According to the 
Recorp the question was put by the Chair upon the consideration of 
the bill in Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. CARLISLx, ] who was then occupying the chair, informs me that 
he did not put the question in that way; that he understood my re- 
quest to be to have the bill considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole, and not simply in Committee of the Whole; and that 
he put the sree in that way. It certainly was not my request to 
have the bill considered in Committee of the Whole, becanse there are 
several other matters pending in Committee of the Whole which would 
throw this bill over to the end of the session, poat I desire now 
to call attention to the matter in order that it ma put right. 

The SPEAKER. The bill could have been e the special order 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDEE. That was not my request. 

The SPEAKER. The Recorp reads as the gentleman states. If 
the gentleman, however, will look further back in the RECORD he 
will see that it is there stated that consent was asked to have the bill 
“ taken up in the House as in Committee of the Whole.” 

Mr. HENDEE. Yes, that was my request. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair thinks that the then occupant of 


the chair should have submitted and probably did submit the request 
to the House as made by the gentleman. . The words “in the House 
as” have perhaps been dropped. 

Mr. HENDEE. The RECORD has it that the Chair stated the re- 


quest to be “shall be considered in Committee of the Whole until 
dis of.“ That was not my request. 

he SPEAKER. It is that statement in the RECORD which gov- 
erned the Journal Clerk. 

Mr. HENDEE. Farther down the RECORD states that the bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
which was not the case. If it is necessary to take any action in order 
to correct the Journal or to have tlie bill put in position so as to be 
considered as a special order on the 5th of March, I would like that 
action taken now. 

The SPEAKER. The bill can be considered on that day in any 
event. 

Mr. HENDEE. Very well; that is what I want. 

The Journal, as read, was then approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Last week I gave notice that immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal to-day I would call up for con- 
sideration the contested-election case of Acklen vs. Darrall, from the 
third congressional district of the State of Louisiana, I now rise 
for the purpose of calling up that case. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Does that personal explanation involye the ques- 
tion of privilege? - ? 


Mr. HALE. It embraces a question of privilege, as I understand, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. that take me off the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Then I insist upon the order of busi- 
ness which I Have indicated. 

The SPFAKER. Nothing can affect the right of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Harris] who rises to a question of privilege, 
touching the right of a member to a seat on this floor. The Chair is 
of the opinion that unless the House determines otherwise the ques- 
tion of privilege called up by the 1 from Virginia [Mr. Han- 
RIS] must now be considered. It is not for the Chair to determine 
whether the House will proceed with the consideration of that ques- 
tion at this time or not. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Han- 
RIS, ] who is an old member, will object to my going on, because the 
other day the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] was granted 
the unanimous indulgence of the House for some remarks, all of us 
on this side assenting, and in the course of his speech I took occa- 
sion in a perfectly parliamentary way to ask him some questions. His 
reply was such that it was fitting, as every member I think recog- 
nized at the time, that I should have some opportunity to reply 
him. But business was then pressing, and 91 9 he got through I 
was not able to obtain the opportunity for reply. I moved an ad- 
journment, because undoubtedly at that time I could have compelled 
attention; but, at the request of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
DvRHAM, ] who was in charge of the appropriation bill next to come 
up, and of the appropriation bill then pending, I waived my 
motion, he agreeing that he would bring up his appropriation bill at 
once and would give me the floor. He is now sick at home and is not 
able to be here, and every member knows that if a reply is to be 
made where there has been a personal allusion the gentleman wish- 
ing to reply does not want much time to elapse so that the matter 
gets cold and out of the way. For that reason I ask that I be per- 
mitted to go on in reply to the gentleman from Louisiana. I do not 
expect to occupy much of the time of the House. That is not my 


pu : 
Mr. WADDELL, How long a time does the gentleman wish? 
Mr. HALE. I would not like to be limited. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I cannot consent 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to read from the Manual: 


Whena 8 is submitted which relates to the privileges of the House, it 
is his [the Speaker's} duty to entertain it, at least to the extent of submitting the 
question to the House as to whether or not it presents a question of privilege. 


Mr. WADDELL. I hope the gentleman from Maine will be allowed 
to make his ee explanation. I think fairness demands it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of 14 1 5 In justice to myself, I must state that, 
as the 1 from Maine indicates his ae point know too well, 
by the history of the House, that it will lead perhaps to an angry 
political discussion, taking a wide range though not affecting the 

rsonal character or integrity of any member. But that I may not 

charged with discourtesy to the gentleman, I will state that after 
taking up this election case I will yield him the last NN of my hour 
for him to make his personal explanation. I think that ought to be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. HALE. I do not ask the gentleman to yield me any portion 
of his hour; but as the gentleman desires to take up this case, if I 
can be recognized after he has occupied his hour, I shall be satisfied. 
The subject-matter upon which I desire to speak will be pertinent 
because it is the Louisiana case; and it was to Louisiana matters 
that the speech of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] had 
reference the other day. This arrangement will give the gentleman 
the 8 get his case up; and if I can be recognized iu op- 
posi on to this report of the Committee of Elections I have no 
objection. 

r. HARRIS, of Virginia. Iam willing either to give the gentle- 
man & 1 15 of my time or to accept the arrangement he proposes. 
Fionn I do not want to seem to be pressing myself upon the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has a right to con- 
trol his own hour. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to my proposition, I think. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I must be pardoned for not yielding 
further, because if I yield to one gentleman I shall be compelled to 
yield to many and thus delay this case. 

I cannot indicate now when I shall call the previous question; it 
may be to-morrow morning or it may be this evening. If the case 
cannot be brought to a conclusion this evening, I hope to do so early 
to-morrow morning ; but at present I cannot indicate when I shall 
ask the previous question. 

Mr. PRICE. I want an understanding from the chairman of the 
Committee of Elections that the previous question on this election 
ease shall not be called until there has been ample time to discuss it. 
I think the case will not be finished to-day in view of the fact that 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hax] has by unanimous consent 
been allowed to follow the chairman of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Out of the time of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. PRICE. That is what I want to understand. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The gentleman from Maine speaks in 
the time of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. PRICE. ] 


1878. 


Mr. PRICE. That is the very thing we want settled. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. In regard to the previous question, 
I have already given notice, plainly, as I thought, that if the debate 
is closed to-day and nobody wants to speak, further, I will call the 
previous question at four o’clock. If at that time the House is not 
ready for the previous question, if gentlemen of the committee want 
to debate the matter further, I 1 not call the previous question 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. PRICE. That is sufficient. 

Several Members. That is all right. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I desire to make a,parliamentary inquiry 
whether the gentleman’s right as chairman of the Committee of 
Elections will necessarily cut off the N 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is bound, both by the notice heretofore 
given and also by the practice of the House, to recognize the gentle- 
man from Virginia upon this as a question of the highest privilege— 


` the right of a member to a seat on this floor. It has been held to be 


second in precedence as a question of privilege, the election of Speaker 
being the first and the right of a member to a seat being second. They 
are so named in the Manual. 

Mr. SINGLETON. With the consent of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, I wish to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to answer the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] more fully by stating there can be no morn- 
ing hour, of course, pending the consideration of this subject. 

. SINGLETON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for one mo- 
ment to make an announcement, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do for that purpose. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I give notice to the House that after this con- 
tested election case has been disposed of I shall move to proceed to 
the consideration of the appropriation bill for the diplomatic and 
consular service and shall press it from day to day, from time to time, 
in season and out of season, until we get through with it. That ap- 
propriation bill has been ready for some time, and I propose to press 
it to p e at the earliest moment. 

Mr. RIS, of Virginia. Before proceeding to the discussion of 
this contested-election case I wish to say for myself—— 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The gentleman from Virginia will 
allow me, I am sure, one moment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of rgia. I wish to give notice that to-mor- 
row, or as soon as this election case is disposed of, I shall move to 

roceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table with a view of tak- 

ng up the House bill on the silver question, which came back from 
the Senate yesterday with amendments, 

The SPE R. That would be in order after the morning hour 
on any day except Monday, when motions to suspend the rules would 
have precedence, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I give that notice to-day, that I will 
to-morrow, after the morning hour, move to proceed to the business 
upon the Speaker’s table for the purpose of taking up that silver bill; 
and I will state further that my object is, after reaching that bill, to 
move to concur in the Senate amendments. [Applause.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I give notice now that I cannot yield 
further, but must insist on proceeding with the election case. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will yield to me 
to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, sir; for a moment. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped to move to proceed to the 
consideration of the business upon the Speaker's table to-day for the 
purpose of taking up the silver bill, but this election case takes pre- 
cedence, and that motion cannot be made to-day. As I have stated, 
if the motion could have been made to-day I would have made it, 
and I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] will insist, 
as he has given notice, on going to the Speaker’s table to-morrow after 
the morning hour. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I hope order will be preserved in the Hall so we 
may know what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inform the gentleman what state- 
ment was made if he desires it. 

Mr, SOUTHARD. We did not understand what the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Missouri was. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia gave notice that to- 
morrow, after the morning hour, if there should be one, or after a 
morning hour whenever reached, he would insist on the motion to be 
made by him to proceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I understood that, but not the other announce- 
ment made by the gentleman from Missonri. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] stated 
that he had the intention to make that motion to-day, and would 
have done so but for the fact that the contested-election case pre- 
vented as it takes precedence of all other business. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I expected to be 
recognized this morning with a view of taking that silver bill with 
the Senate amendments from the Speaker's table and moving its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Banking and Currency. So the question 
comes up, I am not particular how it is done, but at the proper time, 
if other gentlemen do not make the motion to bring it before the 
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House, I will make the motion myself and when before the House I 
will move its reference to the Committce on Banking and Currency. 

The SPEAKER. That question will arise when the bill is taken 
from the table for action in House and it will be for the House to 
choose between these respective motions. The question before the 
House now is the consideration of the contested-election case. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Before proceeding to the consideration 
of that contested-election case I wish to state, as a friend of the 
silver bill, I am satisfied it is in the interest of that bill that it should 
not come up to-day, because its friends have no concert of action. I 
think the success of the bill itself will be promoted by postponement 


of action until its friends can confer and determine on some course 


in which all can agree. 


LOUISIANA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ACKLEN VS. DARRALL, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I now call for the regular business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia, chairman of the 
Committee of Elections, calls up the contested-election case of Joseph 
H. Acklen vs. Chester B. Darrall, from the third congressional district 
of Lonisiana, and the resolutions reported by the majority of the 
committee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Chester B. Darrall was not elected and is not entitled to a seat in 
the House of Representatives from the third con, onal district of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That Joseph H. Acklen was elected and is entited to a seat in the 
House of . from the third congressional district of Louisiana. 


Mr. EDEN. Before the gentleman from Virginia proceeds, I hope 
order will be maintained in the Hall so we may hear his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken and members 
will resume their seats and preserve order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, before 3 with 
the discussion of the questions involved in this case, I hope it will not 
be deemed ered pinion to refer to the angry spirit and exciting 
scenes exhibited on this floor within the last few days in re; to 
Louisiana and other matters connected with the late presidential elec- 
tion, and for myself to say I do not think they conduce to the public 
good, but are deeply to be regretted. They shall not be revived by 
me. If the country is to be kept in constant turmoil and strife by 
unnecessary discussions here, I will let the responsibility rest on those 
who feel it their duty to indulge in that line of discussion. 

The country wam for peace, quiet, and good order. It prays the 
3 passage of laws by Congress to restore confidence, revive the 

anguishing industries of the country, and thus give to honest labor 
its 15 reward, enable the husbandman to free his mortgaged home, 
and so provide bread for the mouths of the thousands of starving 
women and children throughout our land. These, these are what the 
country needs; but they can never be secured while those chosen as 
their Representatives indulge in sectional and inflammatory speeches. 
The people need not be reminded of their wrongs. They are quick 
to perceive them, and, at the proper time and in the legal mode, to 
them. Let us trust to their intelligence, their patriotism, and 
all our wrongs will be redressed, and the party and the persons who 
committed them will receive their just rew: Let us look more to 
the practical and material interest of the country and strive to re- 
lieve its wants and meet its just demands; and then, and not till 
then, our duty will have been performed. 

Mr. Speaker, if it be true that humiliation tends to purify the 
hearts of a people, it can be safely said that Louisiana will in the 
future be an example to all the sister States of our now fraternized 
and united country. In the late conflict she exhibited that bravery 
and forbearance that marked all our States, both North and South; 
but it fell to her lot to drink the fountains of bitterness for many a 
weary year after real peace had crowned the other of the seceding 
States. She was selected as the victim to receive the gradually dying 
wrath of a conquering people, and thereupon became the theater upon 
which the passions begotten by the war played a controlling part. 

Since peace was declared at Appomattox her political bistory can 
only be described as a tragedy, for every known principle of govern- 
ment was set at defiance, and the only apparent object of her rulers 
was to subordinate law and justice to answer the rapacious demands 
for power and plunder. Her location and her resources, had she been 
blessed with the same treatment that was extended to the other se- 
ceding States, would ere this have made her one of the commanding 
States of the Union; but the vicious. carpet-bag policy sustained 
by the Government against her had almost destroyed all her prop- 
erty, and would, if persisted in, have driven all the best class of her 
people beyond her borders. But to the credit of our history her re- 
cent wrongs have obliterated all recollections of our participation in 
the conflict, and she is no longer called on to expiate the misfortunes 
of her section. 

The translation from the license of carpet-bag rule to the govern- 
ment of law has already worked a wonderful change. Peace reigns 
throughout her whole extent. Hope and security have taken the 
place of violence and disorder; the races so lately divided by the 
exertion of foreign adventurers are now devoting their co-operative 
energies to the development of the places made waste by the domin- 
ion of hate and avarice. During this loug struggle the deportment 
of her people has been marked by heroism and forbearance that have 
but few if any parallels in the history of mankind. Her enemies 
could not drive her to excesses that would long justify their own 
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crimes. She fought her battle for freedom with composure, fortitud 
and persistence, and having attained it has falsified the calumnies o 
the vampires who for 80 many years gorged their devilish appetites 
with her blood, by maintaining the dignity and security and conserv- 
ing the prosperity of a great State. The natural order of things 
being reinstated, she now takes that equal companionship that re- 
ceives from and reciprocates advantages to the other States of the 
Union, becomes an agent in the material advancement of the whole 
and an example of republican simplicity, instead of a continued threat 
against the endurance of free institutions to the other States and an 
element of disorder in our political structure. This being the situ- 
ation, I commence and pursue the investigation of the pending case 
feeling that a higher responsibility rests on me than in any other 
case of a kin character that has been submitted to our commit- 
tee for consideration, and being apprehensivé that the great wrongs 
Louisiana had suffered and party predilections might to some extent 
govern my conclusions. 

Therefore a keener sense of duty admonishes me to follow the exact 
line of law and right. Before 8 the case let me state that 
from my stand-point Mr. Darrall has the benefit of any doubt in 
my investigation of the case and if I could believe the popular voice 
expressed in due form of Jaw had been for him, my voice would have 
so declared and against Mr. Acklen. I believe it will be no difficult 
task to show the House, without regard to party, that from the evi- 
dente submitted the reportof the majority is an unavoidable sequence 
and I shall detain the House but a short time, while in as simple a 
manner as possible, summarizing the case, 

Contestant bases his claim to the seat in contest upon substantially 
the following grounds: 

First. That the action of the returning board of Lonisiana(known as 
the “ Wells-Anderson returning board“) in throwing out certain polls 
in the parishes of La Fayette and Iberia in the interest of contestee, 
was illegal, unjust, and fraudulent, and deprived contestant of over 
1,000 votes. 

"Second. That large and flagrant frauds were committed in the in- 
terest of contestee in La Fourche Parish, whereby contestant was 
deprived of several hundred votes, and that at poll 17 in said parish 
the fraud was so great as to vitiate and absolutely annul the election 
held at that poll. 

Third. That the returns from Saint Martin's Parish were forged and 
false, and render null and void the votes cast in that parish at the 
election. 

Fourth. That in the parish of Iberville, at various pols; and notably 
at polls 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, and 7, owing to the fraud, neglect, carelessness, 
or corruption of the election officers, many hun of votes havin 
contestant’s name were counted for contestee, and many hundreds o 
ballots which were blank as to the Congressman were counted for 
contestee. 

To these and other Ne the contestee responded by a gene- 
ral denial, filing as his title and claim to said seat— 


First, the certificate of Emile Honoré, who claimed to be secretary 
of state under the Packard government, and which showed the result 
of the election to be that indicated by the annexed table: 


2 00 1,215 
2.670 1,08 
1,602 1,677 
1,869 | 1,687 
1,966 | 1,393 
2.359 1,4235 
1.443 922 
1,095 | 1,027 
654 638 
228 955 
70 25 
91 1,291 


The contestee further files the certificate of Governor Nicholls, as 

follows: 
‘CERTIFICATES OF ELECTION. 
UNITED STATES OF America, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF LOUISIANA. 

This is to a, that at a general election, begun and held in the State of Loui - 
siana, and in the third-congressional district of said State, on the 7th day of Novem- 
ber, 1876, it being the first Tuesday after the first Monday in said month and the 
day prescribed by the laws of the United States and the said State of Louisiana for 
the election of Representatives in Congress from the said State, C. B. Darrall 
Joseph II. Acklen appear from the returns of said election, filed in the office of the 
secre of state, within and for said State, to have been ede 
for in the third congressional district of said State for Representative in the Forty - 
fifth Con of the United States from said State; and that it further appears 
from returns on file and of record in said office that C. B. Darrall —— 15,786 
votes and Joseph H. Acklen received 14,692 votes for Representative as aforesaid 
in said district; and that C. B. Darrall, having received a ty of the votes 
cast for resentative from the third district in said State o Louisiana, in the 
Forty-fifth Congress of the United States of America, at said election, has been 


duly, lawfully, and regularly elected to represent said third district of said State 
in the aforeesta of the United States, in accordance with the laws of the 


United States and of the State of 
FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 
of the State of Louisiana. 


_ The ** under which these certificates were given must be borne 
in min 

The law governing the Wells-Anderson board authorized them to 
throw out any returns they thought proper when said returns were 
accompanied with affidavits showing cause therefor. 

The law that governed the Nicholl’s board only authorized them 
to add the returns as found on file in the office of the secretary of 
state and announce the result, with no power to purge or throw out 
any return. 

When we look to the evidence in this ease it will be seen that nei- 
ther certificate has any validity; because the former is the result of 
open and fraud on the part of the returning board in forging 

davits of intimidation, &., thus throwing out democratic polls 
which ought to have been counted for the contestant. The latter is 
based on returns which, to use the expression of a republican witness, 
had been doctored before they left the parishes, and because many 
hundred votes cast for contestant were counted for contestee. Of 
these facts the Nicholls board had no knowl and under the law 
by which they were governed could not look into them. Therefore 
they were compelled to take these fraudulent and erroneous returns, 
aggregate them, and announce the result, leaving to this body, which 
is supreme in the premises, the duty of exposing the fraud and cor- 
recting the errors. 

Toillustrate how the Wells-Anderson returning board figured up so 
large a majority for contestee, they threw out three large democratic 
polls in the parish of La Fayette on the affidavit of J. A. Veazey, a 
republican supervisor, This affidavit set out frauds and intimidation 
on the part of the democrats. At the risk of being tedious I will 

ive the evidence in full of said Veazey,so that the House ma 

now just how that memorable returning board manufactured evi- 
dence to carry out their nefarious purpose to defeat the will of the 
people. As this board is destined to live in history I invoke the 
attention of the House while the Clerk reads, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Testimony of J. A. Veazey. 
J. A. Veazey, duly sworn, d and says as follows 
„ i 
wer. I reside in the parish of La Fayette. 
Ps Ped you or were you not supervisor of registration for this parish at the last 

A. I was. 

Q. Did you see or not the protest signed with your name which appeared before 
ar saw i 3 
er rer er r ire information received or other · 


A. It was made from information received. 


No; becnnes I aid not read theat, 
AS TAE ah Jon- Ser, What Wis the ai aoter: at fha Sloutidn in the palaki? 
Willies gloss MAA SLAS taal EDÍ made? 
ease state w was made 
2 In the city of New Orleans. 
E OET o OE ENO O iat EAE hint nies 


Did know or not that in signing that protest you were swearing to the 
occurrence of frand, violone, and intimidation f A 

. No, D 
eee eee ee ten Hog r ert 


3 ont lidated statement of votes excluding the 
or e & new conso; 
bjested to in the affidavits ? 
J ͤ ͤ h ²˙¹¹¹ĩ ö 
. How man were 

— beara’ 


A. Two polls. 
1 Is? 
Poll No. 1 I know was left out, and I think the other poll was poll No. 3. 
Q. Please state whether or not you think the polls which were excluded should 
have been counted. 
A. I think they should have been counted. 
Q. Will you please state whether or not you returned to the parish to obtain a 
= — statement with the seal of court affixed. 
es, 
Q. When you went to New Orleans with your first set of returns did you intend 
Ia EP DETERE NEN 
es, 
Q. Were you told or not at the custom-house that it was your duty as supervisor 
to make a protest and new returns? 
A. I donot remember who told me so, but was told so by some one. 
3 Was the statement made by you on the reportof men who made affidavits 
ore the returning board intended by you as an affidavit or protest against the 
election or not? 
A orn a A ong ae PEN 5 Pe 
„ Please state whether or you knew your protest was used 
F 
0. 
FCTCTCCCCCCCCCCCCCCGGGG VARETA E 
I remember. 
Who wasit? 
Delahoussa; 


State There the new consolidated statement was made, 
In my room, in the city of New Orleans. ba 
J. A. VEAZEY. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Let it be borne in mind that the Dela- 
houssaye who figures in the testimony of said Veazey and who made 
out the new returns for him in the city of New Orleans is the same 
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party who retained the returns of the parish of Saint Martin for nearly 
six months in his possession, and which when finally delivered to the 
board of canvassers they refused to canvass on the alleged grounds 
that they had been tampered with or forged. (See record, page 13.) 

There being noreason why these polls should not be counted, the 

committee rightfully passed them to the credit of contestant. 
IBERVILLE. 

Mr. Speaker, we now reach the parish of Iberville, upon which in 
the main the result of this contest depends. The contestant in this 
panan relies upon a recount of the ballots had under an order of court 

arch 6, 1877, just four months after the election. On a cursory 

ance thi fe we to be a long time to have elapsed before the con- 
tant sec his recount and unexplained by the peculiar facts 
and circumstances attending this case would naturally lead this 
House to regard it with disfavor, But the facts clearly shown by the 
testimony are these: The election took place on November 7, 1876. 
The Wells-Anderson returning board, however, did not make any re- 
turn of the election until nearly two months after this time. And 
the present board of canvassers which came into power under the es- 
tablishment of the Nicholl’s government did not make their returns 
until some time in the month of February, 1877. 

The answer of contestee to the notice of contestant bears date Jan- 
uary 20, 1577, and was not served until some time thereafter, so that 
it is clearly shown that this recount of March 6 could not have taken 

place at any earlier date. 

The law of Louisiana provides that the elerk shall preserve the 
ballots until after the next term of the criminal or district court. 

That the statute of Louisiana did so provide is apparent from the 
following section: 

Section 13, act 98, 1872, says: Tally-lists shall be kept of the count, and after 
the count the ballots counted shall be put back into the box and preserved until 
after the next term of the criminal or district court, as the case may be; and in the 
pann, except Orleans, the commissioners of election, or any one of them selectod 

urpose, shall carry the box and deliver it to the clerk of the district court, 

preserve the same as above required,” and that the provisions of the law 

were complied with, and the ballots safely and securely preserved in accordance 

ly te ttding monaber that the above section provies oul fo the preservation — of 
© ballot-boxes “until after the next term of the criminal or dist court.” 

Notwithstanding my colleague on the committee [Mr. PRIcE] 
alleges that the next criminal court after the election was on 
thp 2d day of January, 1877, and produces what purports to be a cer- 
tificate of the clerk to that effect, yet it is a well-known fact at that 
very time, the judge who purports to have held the court was not 
recognized as such by the bar, suitors, or any other person in anthor- 
ity; that no business was transacted before him; that his effort to 
usurp the bench was but a disgraceful attempt to exercise the func- 
tions of an office to which he was neither elected nor appointed, and 
that he has never since undertaken to exercise or perform any of the 
duties of a court. The first legal term of the court after the election 
was held in April, 1877, by the present judge, which was about one 
month after the recount. So that the ment of my coll e on 
that point falls to the ground, and proves that up to the time of and 
after the recount the ballots were in the safe-keeping of their legal 
and authorized custodian, the clerk of the court. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the House by reading a long list of 
authorities upon the law involved in the recount of ballots, but I 
will state the general principle governing both courts and legislative 
bodies in such cases. It is this: Recounts are not favorably looked 
upon because of tlie opportunities afforded for tampering with the 
ballots and because when the contest is a close one the temptation is 
very great to do so. On the other hand the authorities are equally 
as clear that, where it plainly appears that the boxes have not been 
tampered with the ballots found therein furnish the highest evidence 
of the true result of the election. The authorities here quoted fully 
sustain this doctrine. 

Authority for recounts in such cases is found in McCrary, section 
280; 2 Parsons, 599; Thompson rs. Ewing, 1 Brewst., 192; 2 Brewst., 
2; 1 Brewst., 67 and 69; 2 Parsons, 537, 548, and 553; 65 Penn. St. R., 
36; 1 Brewst., 162; Cooley’s Const. Lim., page 625. 

We now come to the recount. The question naturally presents it- 
self to any man, how was it possible for such a mistake to have been 
made. This the House will readily understand when the facts are 
all fully developed. In the senatorial district of which the parish of 
Iberville com a part, there were two republican candidates for 
the Senate— rton, the regular nominee, and Wakefield, independ- 


ent. The contest became fierce, bitter, and vindictive, In the par- 
ish in question Wharton, the regular nominee, was supreme, as the 
result shows. 


His friends followed him implicitly and made his cause their cause. 
In this fierce contest the contestee could not be neutral. He espoused 
the canse of Wakefield and brought upon his head the wrath of Whar- 
ton and his more zealous friends and supporters. 

The republican party, after contestee had received the nomination, 
refused in a parish convention to indorse him as their candidate; on 
the contrary, Wharton was the open opponent of the coutestee and 


warned him he would defeat his election to Congress. But the man- 
ner in which this result was to be produced was kept a profound 
secret by Wharton and his immediate advisers. When it is borne in 
mind that Wharton had absolute control of the party machinery of 
this parish, including the printing and distribution of the tickets, it 
can be easily seen how he could effect his purpose, especially when 
we consider the class of voters on whom he was to operate, but few 
of whom could read or write. It appears that Wharton had printed 


for this parish twelve thousand tickets, of a peculiar character, the 
backs of which were jet black, while the faces were perfectly white. 
These tickets were about ten inches long by one and three-quarters 


wide, on the face of which were printed, in small and crowded type, 


forty-nine names of candidates, besides the uames of the oflices for 
which they were running, rei Be all seyenty-three lines on each 
ticket. And when it is farther borne in mind that of this number 
six thousand bore the name of contestant, four thousand with both 
the name of the candidate and the words“ for Congress” omitted 
and the closed up so as to leave no space, while only two thou- 
sand bore the name of the contestee, it is readily perceived how the 
result as shown by the recount was effected. 

The following testimony of Wharton, a leading republican, will 
show the animus of the fight and how it was conducted within the 
republican ranks : 


estion. Then, what was the decision and determination among your friends 
and yourself in reference to Dr. Darrall's defeat? ‘ 
Answer. The determination was come to early in the ye r, that if I would take 
hold of the canvass here and oaia the party thoroughly, I should be supported 
for the senate throughout. W it was ascertained that Wakefield was a candi- 
date, and information was given that Dr. Darrall was supporting Mr. Wakefield, 
and the conduct of Dr. Darrall appeared to me conclusive that he was 1 7 
Wakefield and giving me merely a negative assistance in this esa he e oppos- 
ing meelsewhere, Icalled my friends together to discuss the matter. e discussed 
it many times, and we came to the conclusion that we would hold the matter over ~ 
the doctor's head; that we would not indorse him in the proceedings of our con- 
vention; that we would bold it over him and that I wonld talk to and notify 
him, and that some of my friends would talk to him, and sound him, and ascertain 
his views in reference to the matter; and that in case it was necessary to proceed 
to extreme measures to force him to support me, the regular nominee, we sboald 
do so. Most of my friends were very active in the matter. Others of my 
political friends were negatively ome He about it; but the entire direction ef 
the matter in this parish was in my hands, as far as the canvass was concerned. 
Q. Was not the election also in your hands, in so far as regards 5 
the tickets, the general management of affairs, the distribution of the tickets, &. 
A. After the preliminary organization of the parish, and after we had 
the parish committee and tho parish convention. I was oe by the commit- 
tee as chairman of the campaign committee of the parish, with power to conduct 
the canvass, arrange meetings, disburse funds, print tickets, and do everythin 
else in reference to the matter. Iwas appointed at a meeting of the committee. 
believe the vice-president, Judge Crowell, was in the chair at the time. 
. What were your reasons for keeping the matter a secret in the parish of Iber- 
ville to a certain extent except as among your particular and nal friends} 
A. For this reason, that I wanted to do two things, to be elected myself and to 
beat Dr. Darrall. To do this it was necessary to avoid any haudle that the oppo: 
sition to myself might take up. Iwas op i very bitterly here by Senator Al- 
lain and his friends, who would have upon anything of the kind as a weapon 
to fight me with. During the day of an election it is very easy to get up quite a 
disturbance by anything of that On consulting with my friends, we agreed 
that the leaders should be thoroughly conversant with the matter themselves, 
sound their own leading men, have it understood, and carry it ont that way. In 
certain localities of the parish where the opposition to me was strongest, we would 
proceed quietly and do but little. 
"3 Did you yourself bring up from New Orleans those tickets that were printed 
Darrall’s name on them, others that bad the name of J. H. Acklen on them, 
and others with the name of the Congressman left in blank! 
A. Yes, sir; I had them 2 myself and brought them here. 
Where did you have them printed? 
In New Orleans, by a man by the name of Hopkins, on the corner of Camp 
and Common streets, in the Storey building. : 
„Did you distribute all those tickots vourself? 
All that I brought up, or nearly all; there were a couple of hundred, per- 
x that I did not distribute. I gave out every ticket myself. 


Give the names of some of those men that you distributed tickets to. 

I will give the names of all of them. I will state, in the first place, that I 
gave to no one only one kind of ticket; that is, I gave to no one a ticket that did 
not have Dr. Darrall's name on it without at the samo time giving him a ticket 
with his name on it. I gave Mr. Deslonde tickets with Dr. Darrall's name on, 
tickets with Mr. Acklen's name on, and tickets without either name on; I gavo 

same to Mr. Davidson, to Mr. Barnes, to Mr. Ennis, and to Mr. Harris, who 
were both together; to Pre ton and to Robertson, from the third ward, who were 
both together, and to Mr. Gordon. in town hero, who came to the house for thom. 
Isent some by Mr. Tate and by some one else that Davidson sent here from Bayou 
Gonla to get some tickets. 

Q. Were you not surprised on the next day after the election at the returns as 
made by the commissioners in regard to the congressional vote? 

A. I was not surprised at all when I found out how the votes had been counted. 
I was at half a dozen different polls during the day, and I was here at this poll 
when they counted the votes. I saw them commence to read off the tickets aad 
thought it was all right, and went off to get my supper or a drink or something, and 
when I camo back again I found that they had counted only half a dozen tickets in 
that way, and had then commenced to count them all in bulk. That was, may be, an 
hour or three-quarters of an hour after the counting commenced. Just about that 
time the box from the ward came in, sealed and delivered, and I asked Mr. 
Talbot. How did you get through so quick as this!” Ho said, “ We counted tho 
votes straight in bulk.” Then I knew that tho votes in that box had been counted 
straight. Isaid, Ton counted all the black tickets straiaht republican !“ He 
said, Tes. and all the others the same way.” ‘Then I knew that all the republican 
tickets that had your namo on them and all the blanks had been credited to Darrall. 
While I was considering in my mind whether I should insist upon a recount, the 
box from the Wharton school-house came in, and I asked Mr. Bruce, “ How did you 
count the votes there?” He said, “ We took all the black tickets and tallied them 
straight, and then read the scratched tickets.“ He said. Whyt" Why.“ I 
said, “I thought yon wonld read them ont one hy one.“ A littlo while afterward he 
came back to me and said, ‘‘ Noland tells me that yon had some tickets printed with 
Acklen’s name on them ™ Isard, “Yes.” Said he, Do you think there were any 
in our box?” I said, “I know there was one in there, for I voted one myself.“ He 
said, We counted it for the doctor, then.“ He said.“ What are we going to do 
about it now!“ Isaid, “Ido not know; you had better let it alone. I hal come 
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to the conclusion that it was better to let it alone until I saw what was the next 
best thing to do. 

In considering the polls seriatim I shall confine myself to those at 
which the committee, as shown by their report, adopted the recount, 
namely, at polls 2, 4, 5, and 6. 

The evidence which I now produce shows that the ballots as re- 
counted were the identical ots cast at the election; that the boxes 
had been safely kept by the proper officer; that they were in the 
same condition as when delivered by the officers of the election, and 
that the recount, at which the contestant was present in n and 
contestee by attorney, was fairly conducted and its duly at- 
tested and authenticated. 


Poll 2.— Bayou Goula. 
SUPERVISOR'S RETUEN. 


The distribution of these tickets at this poll is proved beyond 
nestion by the testimony of P. G. Deslonde, contestee’s witness, 
8 43 :) P 
88 you receive any tickets from Mr. Wharton yourself? 
"Were ae tickets you distributed the black-back tickets ! 
All of them? 
Ves, sir. I gave a bunch of them each to some of my friends. I took them 
to be republican tickets, because they were headed republican tickets. 
Q. Miers tioy alike in every respect, with the exception of the names you have 
mentioned 


A. Yes, sir. In the morning I took all these tickets to be republican tickets. 
During the day I discovered the name of Mr. Acklen upon the tickets, and that 
some were blank. Therefore I discovered that there were three tickets. 

This is corroborated by Wharton, who says he gave these tickets to 
Deslonde; and further, this same witness again establishes their cir- 
culation at this poll by saying, in answer to the question, (record, 
page 43:) 

re Rae bea s of the sh on the day of the election, 
di FF ticket with Mr. Acklen's name on it at more than one 


aur No, sir. Isaw them when I came back, about three o'clock, at Bayou 
Goula po! 

Thus, the question as to their circulation here is deemed to be con- 
clusively settled. 

The onl ige testifying to having been owe or r 
any knowledge of the manner of the count of the votes at this poll, 
are William A. Smith, (record, page 54,) J. S. Davidson, (record, p 
39 and 23,) Bazile Craig, record, 274,) and William Whittecoe, 
(record, page 275.) This latter testifies that he was only present part 
of the time, and as he knows very little of the count his testimony will 
not be considered. 

William A. Smith, democratic commissioner, poll 2, (record, page 
54,) says: 

ee Describe the manner in which the votes were counted. 
wer, The box was opened and the tickets were taken out, and the democratic 


tickets were strung on a string, and the republican tickets were strung on a strin; 
and the serate tickets also, and then they were taken and called off of eao! 


string. 
Q pA the way in which you counted the tickets at that poll could J. H. Acklen's 
re on any of them without your seeing it? 
es, Sir. 
2 You say did not scrutinize the votes 
. No, sir; I never looked at them. 


J. S. Davidson, republican commissioner, poll 2, (record, pages 39 
and 23,) says: 

Question. How were the tickets at that poll counted after the election? Were 
counted as straight Republican tickets, and so on? Were they sorted off an 
counted in that way, or were they read by name through each ticket? 

Answer. They were not read name by name. They were taken out by one com- 
‘missioner and counted as a straight republican ticket or straight democratic ticket 
‘or scratched tickets. They were put off in three different piles. 

2 How many tickets were put on the string before the counting began t 

They strung them all and they counted them afterward. 


Bazill Craig, republican commissioner, poll 2, (record, page 264,) 
says, (Darrall’s witness :) 


nest ion. After you put them on the string, who counted them ? 
wer. Robert Hebert kept one tally-sheet, and Mr. William Smith kept the 
other; and I took the tickets out of the box, and so did he, ard we strung the tickets. 
All the straight republican tickets went on a string, and all the straight demo- 
cratic tickets was put on a string, and all those that was was put to 
themselves; and in taking out the tickets we examined to see which was the 
straight republican: and we read them, and found that all those were republican, 
and they were put down in that way, and the straight democratic tickets all put 
down the same way ; and, after putting them on a string, we then counted them. 
Q. Now Mr. Craig, how did you string these tickets! Did you use a needle and 
a rae 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q Where did you pass the needle ; through the center? 
„It was done in such a manner that I cannot say whether they were all 
through the center ornot. We picked them up, and put them sufficiently, some 


ages fak oF penei) $ 


in stringing tho ticketa, yon strang thom all on astring by passing the 


several hundred of these through the 
PNE A en SRE P ee IDA an A Song ao yoa MNE yon raa 
easily see the cen ticket without a deal 
1 — aa mes great a examining it f 
And they were counted on the string ! 
Counted on the string, sir. 


It is observed that the Congressman’s name appears just about the 
center of this black-back ticket, and as there were three hundred and 
seventy-five of them strung on a string by the needle used being 
passed through the center of the ticket before they were counted at 
this poll—and all the testimony goes to show that they were counted 
after they were strung—it is easily understood how such a mistake 


394 as shown by the recount could have occurred, for it would be impos- 
394 | sible for any commissioner to see where the Congressman’s name ap- 


peared after the tickets were on the string. 

And again, among those present at the count and testifying, David- 
son (Whittecoe, who was not present but a short time, excepted) is 
the only commissioner or person aware of these tickets being there. He 
seems to have suggested the stringing. and therefore if his testimony 
aboat the one thousand Acklen tickets be true, the question is, was 


this Seapine of tickets not effected by him for some ulterior pur- 


P. G. Deslonde, who was not present at the count, but who con- 
versed with Robert Hebert, who also counted the tickets at that poll 
but whose testimony is not to be found in the record, says, (record 
page 44): 

2 we 745 Did you not ascertain that those tickets were generally counted in 

Answer. Yes, sir; that was the remark in the parish ; that they were counted as 
straight tickets. 

5 3 it found that they had been voted at any poll in the 


A. Yes, sir; only in the ward—in Grosse Tete. 


Had they been voted at any other poll in the 80 far as hear! 
No, * by hearsay. Mr Hebert told me Tar thee might be about five 


tickets was voted there. 
Where! 
Bayou Goula, poll No. 2. 
Q: Was it not ebe g e after tho election that 
many of those tickets bearing the name of J. H. Acklen on them and many of the 
tickets were voted ? 
A. Les, sir; I some of the com of election mention that ; among 
them Mr. Robert Hebert. I asked him how the poll was down at Bayou Goula, 


there, 
Do you mean by scratching the voting of those tickets with my name on them? 
He alluded to the Congressmen at that time. I asked him if Darrall had 
received a solid vote down there, He stated to me that there was some scratching 


done. 
of the blank tickets ? 


t 
Yes, sir; that was my construction of it. 
Q. Not that the republican tickets had the name of Dr. Darrall scratched off in 


A. No, sir. 


Now, if this witness is to be credited, here was one of the commis- 
sioners who knew that such tickets for Acklen or blanks for Darrall 
were in the box, but who fails to count them for Acklen or deduct 
them from the vote for Darrall; for this committee finds that Acklen 
and Darrall are credited with their full party vote by these commis- 
sioners’ returns. (See returns.) Thus, if this witness Deslonde,who 
is contestee’s witness, (record, page 201,) tells the truth, there was 
collusion between Herbert and Davidson not to count for contestant 
those votes cast for him in republican tickets, Thus the entire evi- 
dence leads to the conclusion that either through accident or design 
the tickets bearing contestant’s name in the box of this poll were 
not counted for him. 

These tickets were found on the recount in apparently the same 
condition in which they had been put in the box after the count of 
the votes by the commissioners, namely, strung together and tied up. 

C. H. Gordon (record, page 111) says: 

8 Do you remember one box in which all the tickets were all strang on 
a string 


Answer. Yes, sir; that was the box from the first ward, and the tickets were all 
strung through the middle. 

TCC 

6s, Sir. 
Did not that string of tickets have the appearance of being in the box just as 

TFT j 

A. Yes, sir; the same natural peer In fact, I met Mr. Davidson down in 
the city, and I asked him about it, and I told him the impression that had been 
brought to bear that those tickets had been tam with, and I asked him, How 
did you count your tickets in your boxes!“ He said, We just strung them to 
gether on a si and counted them one by one, just as you would count money.’; 


This is corroborated by C. W. Colton (record, page 115) and G. H. 
Harrison, (record, page 119.) The box at this poll was sealed with a 
band of paper that was first put on with mucilage and then sealed 
with wax. Bazile Craig, contestee’s witness, says, (record, page 274 :) 

Ten Did you assist in sealing the box at that poll, Mr. Craig? 

nswer. Yes, sir. 

Q. Over the key-hole? 

A. Yes, sir; and then we took the candle, with some red sealing-wax, and melted 
it sufficiently and covered the around the edges with the wax entirely. 

Q. Did Mr. Smith have an to do with sealing the box, as you recollect 7 


A. Mr. Smith was right there and helped to do, for one had the candle and the 


other had the wax. 
In the way that box was sealed up, could it have been opened without the 
N Sie LES ORE GC: Van Saher OE POR. PER reas Dee DERE Pepe 
0, Sir. 


W. A. Smith, commissioner at poll 2, (record, page 54,) says: 
estion. Was the box sealed? 
wer, Yes, sir. 
„What did you do with the box? 
Brought it here and delivered it. 
a Ce TE a Re DOART A JONE PP A ES EE JAI eer Ren ee ae 
er 


A. Yes, sir. 

(The box referred to by the witness was here produced by the clerk of the court 
for identification.) 

Is that the box as you delivered it to the clerk? 
I think that is the box; yes, sir. 

The fact that the box was intact at the time of being reopened for 
the recount as further shown in the testimony of G. H. Harrison, G. 
W. Colton, and J. H. Shanks, aside from the testimony of James 
Crowell and C. H. Gordon, is corroborative of the fact. 


Poll 4.—Wharton Union School. 


SUPERVISOR'S RETURN. 
C ——— — a A . 2 
* Darrall 


These Acklen and blank tickets were distributed here by G. H. 
Gordon, (page 108,) and also by Senator Wharton. 

The count of the votes was made in bulk, as appears from the testi- 
mony cf N. L. Brace, democratic commissioner for poll 4, (record, 
page 47,) who says: 

estion. Describe the manner in which ee bong! eee Pinter yer 


nswer. We first selected out the ‘ht tickets, both democratic and repub- 
lican, and would at them or gh th m, and then take them down 
a8 80 eres Ae t tickets. I would take down, for instance, and mark the tallies 
to a certain number of the blican tickets all through, and then I would take 
the other ticket and mark that down in the like manner. As for scratched tickets, 
wo generally read them through. 

Q. In the way you counted those votes could the name of J. H. Acklen have been 
on some of them without you sesing it! 

A. Well, yes, sir; on account of the tickets looking so much alike. I noticed 
that gentleman up there [referring to Mr. Gordon, the clerk of the court] laughing 
when we were reading some of them over as straight tickets. 

J. H. Shanks, United States supervisor at poll 4, (record, page 49,) 
says: 

1 Did you see the votes counted! 

newer. I did. . 
g How were they counted ? 
By separating the democratie and 3 and scratched tickets. Mr. 
Vert ois took them — = box eo ep 0 overlooked — pony si A bay 
separated and coun at way. 0 were being counted, my friend, Mr. 
Gordon, was there, and I saw him laughing and smiling, and I could — tell What 
he was laughing at, but I found out afterwards. 

L. M. Verbois, commissioner at poll 4, (record, page 102,) says: 

suo, Were you present at the count ? 

nswer. I counted them my nips es 

T Please describe the way in which the tickets were counted at that poll. 

We first commenced calling the names, and we counted a few votes that way, 
calling all the names off. Then we divided them, and put all the democratic tickets 
that had no scratch on them in one pile and the republican tickets on one pile, after 
examining them to see if there was any scratching un them. Mr. Sandia: and I 
examined them. I believe he stood over my shoulder. Then I took up the piles 
and counted them, one, two, three, and so on, until the quantity in the pile was 
counted; and I would say to those who were marking to mark so many republican 
9 so many democratic tickets, and then I fold them up and put them 

e > 


int 
o kena which those tickets were counted, could the name of J. H. 
Acklen bave been on some of them without your seeing it? 

A. Yes, sir; because I held them in my fingers and counted them as you would 
generally count bank - notes, one over the other. 

C. H. Gordon, United States marshal at poll 4, (record, page 108,) 
says: 

estion. Will you describe the way in which those votes were counted ! 
nswer. Well, precisely at six g’clock the ballot-boxes were and the 
commissioners o arrangements to commence to count and tally. The tickets 
were laid out separately. e regular republican tickets, or the Wharton tickets, 
that were not scratched, were laid off in piles of thirties, and the Wakefield tick- 
3 were not scratched were laid off to themselves. They were all counted 
y es. 

Q. In the way in which those tickets were counted, was it an easy matter for the 
name of J. H. Acklen to have been on many of them without the commissioners 
being Rs of that fact? 1 

A. Yes, sir; it was a very easy matter. I could not help from at the 
time at the way they wae. 8 them. The two E 
appeared to be very close, and there was ono republican commissioner, and th 
scrutinized the tickets pretty closely and were counting them as straight; and 
was laughing at them coun! ye as straight tickets when some of them were 
blank and some of them had Mr. Acklen's name on them. They were counting 
them as straight for Mr. Darrall. 


On page 60 he says: 


estion. One of the witnesses testified to your laughing at the time of coun’ 
Pe gaa What was the reason of thas?» s ting 


Answer. I was 
commissioners and 


‘ht, the way they counted them was that they laid 
the republican tickets in a bunch together and jnst looked at the heads of them to 
see that they were republican and were not and they would lay them 
aside, and the democratic tickets in the same way, and then they counted thine off 
by thirties; and what made me laugh was that they counted them all straight for 

when some of them had Acklen's name on them and some did not have any 
one’s name on them. 


George Holmes, republican commissioner at poll 4, (record, page 46,) 
says: 
1 After you finished the count, what did you do with the tickets? 


r. They were put in the box, the box was sealed up. 
FFF 
Brought it to the clerk. 
TT 
es, sir. 


(The box referred to by the witness was here brought in by the clerk of tho court 
for identification.) 
Is that the box? 
Yes, sir; that is the box. 
Is that the way you delivered it to the clerk! 
Yes, sir. 
N. L. Bruce, commissioner at poll 4, (record, page 48,) says: 


estion. Was the box safely in your possession until delivered it to the 
. eit? * 
Answer. Well. we put it in the ante - room there, and had keepers watching it. 
(The box referred to by the witness was here brought in by the clerk for identifi- 


cation. 
2 T? that the box, and is it sealed up as you delivered it? 
It looks to me like it, and there is my writing on it. 


L. M. Verbois, commissioner at poll 4, (record, pages 52 and 102,) 


Says: 
oe After you finished the count, what did you do with the tickets? 
wer. We put them back in the box. 
. What did you do with the box? 
VVV 
. Was the in your on until it was delivered ? 
. Yes, sir; we sealed box. 
è box referred to was here produced by the clerk for identification.) 
Is that the box? 
. Yes, sir; that is the one. 
C 
. Yes, sir. 
Were present when the box was sealed, Mr. Verbols ? 
D 


. and ined the box previous. o the and 
Question. You were present exam 0 recoun 
VVV $ 

nswer. Xes, * 

. Are you willing to swear to that fact, beyond all question ? 

. Yes, sir; I examined it closely in the presence of the gentlemen that were 
there, and I could not see was out of the way. I had a particular key 
in my pocket that day, and in putting the seal upon it I put the key on the sealing- 
wax, and when the box was b ‘ht to me some few days ago, or about a month ago, 
I examined to see whether I not see that print, and I saw it the same as it was 


before. 
. Then was it possible for any one to have opened or to have tampered with 
tht ber without pour knowing thot fact? 

A. No, sir. I will give my reason for it. I was very careful in scaling the box 
to put three seals on eee That was right under the 
hole, so that if they wan put an in the hole they would have to break 
the seal. The paper was very wide, At the lock of it there was also five seals, 


two on top and three at the bottom. The two on top were above the lock and the 
three at the bottom were below, and they could not get the lock without tear- 
e me particular 


ing the paper. The paper was fully six inches wide. What m 
was, that Fhad heard so much talk about stuffing ballot-boxes, and I thought I 
FFT they did do it. That was my view 
oing it. 

The contestee introduces but one witness at this poll, namely, F. 

V. Deslonde, (record, page 204 :) 
You state farther that you did not know that Mr. Wharton was opposed 

to Mr. Darrall, either before or since the election 

Answer. No, sir; neither before nor since. 

E hai . . Wharton have been likely to have informed you of any opposition 
to Dr. knowing you to be a friend of Dr. Darrall's! 

A. That I don't know. He never said nothing to me. I know that on the day of 


election he was at Grosse Téte. 

The very limited knowledge possessed by this witness, who is a col- 
ored man, is shown in the testimony just quoted. Wharton, it appears 
from the testimony of others, was in eg ee 

The fact of the connt of votes in bulk, when there were evi- 
dently Acklen and blank tickets among the others, is clearly shown 
by the testimony cited ; and the identification of the box by the com- 
missioners is complete and perfect. 


Poll 5. Deblieur Plantation. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


estion. Then, if I understand you, Mr. Guerriére, the returns were made up 
without using any tally-sheets 
Answer. Yes, sir. 
From the vote as actually cast? 
From the vote as counted and remembered by Mr. Talbert? 
2 All of the commissioners, including yourself, were satisfied with the return ? 
Yes, sir. For m lee that it did not amount to anything; that the 
returning board would it up to suit themselves, and that it was no use to yote 
at 


Jacob Coleman, republican, at poll 5, (page 257, record,) says, (Dar- 


rall’s witness :) A 

on. Now, Mr. Coleman, will A describe exactly how this count 
‘was made, as you did not previously desc. it carefully—the count of the tickets ! 
A. The way them tickets was counted, I unlocked the box; then I taken—my- 
self and Parker—taken the tickets out, and Jaring them all out straighton the bar- 
the straight republican tickets all to themselves, and the straight democratic 
ets all to themselves, in separate piles; then we taken the straight republican 
tickets, wroto each name down on the ticket carefully as we d, and name 
was given his complement of votes, his number of votes; the names was taken 
down as they were on the ticket, and were written down; and the democratic 
tickets the same way ; and the scratched tickets was counted, and those that were 
not scratched; the name was taken down straight on the ticket, the names written, 

and the complement of votes written down, 


James H. Parker, republican, poll 5, (page 260, record,) says, (Dar- 
rall’s witness :) 
estion. Did Mr. Talbert r ne earned amps the barrel? 
wer, Mr. Talbert arranged 
Q How many piles? 
In three piles. y 
Q. Were the straight republican tickets placed in one pile, and the straight dem- 
ocratic tickets in another, and the scratched tickets in another! 


A. Yes, sir. 
. Did Mr. Talbert then call off so many straight republican tickets ! 


Yes, sir. 

py” mechan gat reat cece once per 

. Yes, sir. 

GDA Ma Tater h AKA CAs NOS RRS DEAL ATOSI A SBS paN 
es, sir. 


Let it be remembered that the box of this poll was sent to the 
clerk’s office about one and a half or two hours after the poll closed. 
There were over three hundred ballots, forty-nine names on each, to 
be counted in this time; this fully proves the count in bulk. 

THE IDENTIFICATION OF THE BOX. 
E. B. Talbert, commissioner at poll 5, (page 47, record,) says: 


— What did you do with the box! 
wer. We gave it in charge of one of the 9 who brought it to 
the court-house. T subsequently examined the box and found it in the condition 
that I had sent it over in. 
(The box was here pare by the clerk of the court for identification.) 
. Please examine that box and see if itis in the same condition in which you 
delivered it to the clerk. 
A. Yes, sir; I believe it is. 
Jacob Coleman, poll 5, (page 47, record,) says, (Darrall’s witness :) 
estion. After you had finished the count what did you do with the tickets? 
nswer. We put them in the box and sealed it. 
2 What did vou do with the box 
. Brought it here and delivered it to the clerk of the court. 
Q You had it until you delivered it to the clerk ? 
. Yes, sir; I did. 


e clerk produced the box referred to for identification.) 
$ ¥ 5 1 pat that it myself. 
es, sir; I pu wax on it m A = 
Q: itis as you delivered it! 
Yes, sir, 


George Butterick, poll 5, (page 239, record,) says, (Darrall’s wit- 
ness :) 
estion. VC it at all after the 
tickets were returned to the box 
Answer. I saw that the box was sealed; it was sealed by Mr. Guerriére, the dem- 
ocrat; it was certainly done in the pepo Sade or I should have noticed it. 
Q Was it sealed with sealing-wax or with mucilage ! 
. With sealing-wax. 
Was the key-hole sealed up, or have any recollection of that fact ? 

. I have no recollection of it; but had it not sealed I should have been apt 
to remember it, Ishould not probably have allowed it to go to the court-house 
unless I seen it was properly sealed. 

Mr. Darrall introduces the following witnesses at poll 5, in rebuttal : 

George Buttriek states there were no Acklen or blank tickets either 
voted or distributed at that poll; but on cross-examination, page 239 
record, says: $ Ñ 

estion. You testified that there were no tickets distributed at that poll! 
er. I testified to the best of my orga, gs 

y What is your knowledge on that subject, when you were in the house all day 
with the exception of once 

A. Not very good. 

. L understand 5 to have stated that these tickets were taken out of the box 
by Coleman; and they were handed to Talbert and scrutinized by him, and that 
you = a Guerriére laid off and made up tho tally-sheets ! 

. Yes, sir. 

. Under the circumstances could have seen name on every ticket that 

2 ized by Mr. Talbert) > . om 


was scrutin y 
A. Certainly I did not see any of them. 


Jacòb Coleman states that there were no blanks or Acklen tickets 
distributed at that poll, as he was about the poll all day, but on eross- 
examination (record, page 256) says : 


8 Mr. Coleman, how many polls were you at on the day of election ? 


à y one, sir, 
Were you in the room all day as commissioner? 
. T was in the room all day, as near as I can come at ii 


except about fifteen 
minutes. I asked for leave to 


t permission to go and get dinner, 


Q Da a RE aa Bs or time, except to get your dinner ? 
. No, sir. 


Where did out your dinner? 
At Mr. Tal 8 house, about two acres from the poll. 
2 You were gone, then, about fifteen minutes from the poll ? 
As near an I recollect. It might havo been a little longer. í 
Q. As you were in the room all day, except fifteen minutes, which time yu took 
to goa eames of a hundred and forty yards and to got your dinner and return, 
how is = reg ma know there were no republican tickets distributed among the 
voters © po 
A. My reason is this: because I had a good many of the tickets in there, and 
whenever there was a different ticket came in I knew it. I had a good many in 
thore in the room, up behind the box. When some one came up who didn’t have a 
ticket, I gave them one. We closely examined them, and whensomever there was 
zs ticket, except it was a straight republican ticket, we knew it. I knew it any- 
wW. 


Q. Do yon mean to say that you knew the difference between the republican tick- 
ets with Mr. Acklen's name on them and with Dr. Darrall's name on them as they 
were being voted in the box! 
A. No, sir; I did not exactly mean that. It is just the same as I taken up this 
piece of paper and that piece of paper, and I see the difference in this piece of 
and this one. When this one comes in I know the difference—this one and that one, 
because I examined the two, [Witness illustrates with two pieces of paper.) 
g Did you examine the tickets as were voted ? 
. No, sir; but I examined the same kind. 

Q ae a examine the tickets in the hands of the voters? 
Do, Sir. 

g Did yon examine the tickets they voted ? 
No, sir. 

James H. Parker states that there were no blanks or Acklen tickets | 
distributed at poll 5, and therefore none voted; but, on cross-examin- 
ation, (record, page 259,) says: 

3 Where were you on the day of election ? 

nswer. Iwas Hight there when they was voting at the polls. 
„ In the house all day? 
. Until twelve o'clock ; then I went out. 
Q How long did you stay out? 
About five minutes. 
Q TAO TOA AON A AAA TE e , OAT 
. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you know whether any republican tickets bearing the name of Acklen 
were circulated among the voters outside 

A. No, sir; I did not see any. 

g Did you p among the voters on the day of election? 

Before the 


ll was opened I did. 
Q. Had there boon republican tickets with Acklen’s name on them circulated 


among the voters would you have been able to sec after the polls were opened ! 

A. No, sir; I would not have been able to see them, 

The foregoing testimony fully proves the distribution and voting 
of these Acklen and blank tickets at this poll. The count of the votes 
in bulk is likewise shown in the testimony quoted. And that fact is 
fully established when it is borne in mind that this box was sent in to 
the clerk of the court in less than one hour after the closing of the poll. 
When it is remembered that there were over three hundred ballots, 
containing over forty names each, to have been counted and tallicd, 
and the returns made up, it would be absurd to suppose that the tick- 
ets were examined as to contestant’s name, and that they must have 
been, as the witnesses allege, connted in bulk ; nor does the testimony 
of the witnesses on behalf of contestee, also quoted, in any wise im- 
pinge the facts so clearly shown. A 


Poll 6,—Stingle’s store. 


SUPERVISOR'S RETURN. 
Acklen FV N 5 156 
Darrall 


THE DISTRIBUTION OF ‘TICKETS. 
Giles Hunter, republican, (record, page 100,) says: 


ion. Did you distribute any tickets on the day of election, Mr. Hunter f 
nswer. I did, sir. 
What kind of tickets? 
. Mr. Wharton's tickets—tho black tickets. 
Q Did any of those tickets that you have mentioned have the name of J. H. 
Acklen on them for Congress! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q How do you know that fact? 
. Because I saw it myself on the tickets. 
2 Did that make any difference in the distribution of the tickets? 
No, sir; I do not think it did. 


Lycurgus Bess, republican, (record, page 97,) says: 

Question. Mr. Bess, did you receive and distribute any of the Wharton tickets 

on the day e election w. H. Acklen’s name on them or with the con 
the day of the election with J. H. Acklen’ with th gress- 
man’s name left off? 

Answer, I distributed some of the Wharton tickets, or black tickets, with J. H. 
Acklen's name on them, but who the men were that I gave them to I do not know. 
I did not know who Mr. Acklen was, but I understood he was Mr. Wharton's frien 
and I was going to suppport t were on the ot > m, even 
22 go t all tha the ticket with Mr. Wharto: 

was a rattlesnake. 

Who eae you those tickets for distribution! 
Mr. Andrew J. Barnes. Iwas up here on the day he got them, and they com- 
menced distributing about five o'clock. - 


Charles A. Brusle (record, page 51) says: 


mestion. State where you were at the election of November 7, 1876. 
nswer. I wasin ward No. 4, at poll No. 6. I was there during the day. 
Q What was the color of tho straight ropublican tickets in this parish 
. They had a black back, I think. 
Q Did Lyon after the election, ascertain that some of those tickets had the name 
of J. H. Acklen printed on them f 
A. During the day I did. I had no opportunities of seeing them afterward, be- 


1878. 
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causo I was not at the polls when they were counting the votes; I went home before 
the count was made. : 

Q. Was it not the common talk and rumor in the parish that many of those tick- 
ets bore my name? 

A. Yes, sir; it was the impression thronghout the parish that a great many of 


them did. The fact is, that it was supposed that you would carry a very large vote. 


THE COUNT OF THE VOTES. 
Felix Roth (reeord, page 55) says: 
Jou were a commissioner there? 


nswer. Yes, sir. 
8 3 count or assist in counting the votes there ! 
I did, sir. 


$ Describe the way in which the votes were counted. 
The tickets were piled in three different lots. 


Cross-examination : 


ee certified the returns from that poll to be correct ? 
Yes, sir; and it was correct as far as I could do it, sir. The only thing I 
might have sli was the name in this case, I had very little comfort anda 
t deal of difficulty. It was one of the coldest nights that I ever saw in my 
e and I had no fire, That was the only thing that might have happened; errors 
might have happened. I do not pretend to be correct in every case; I tried to do 
justice to both parties. 


Thomas Johnson, at poll 6, (record, page 59,) says: 


estion. Did you arrange them in piles? 
wer. Yes, sir; the republican tickets together. We had two 9 
tickets, the bine ticket and the black ticket, and then we had the straight demo- 
cratic ticket. We counted each together. 


A. J. Barnes, United States supervisor at poll 6, (record, page 94,) 
says: 
estion. Explain how the votes were counted after the polls were closed ? 
nswer. They were taken out and laid on the table, and all the black tickets 
were called straight republican tickets, except those that had scratches on them 
which were laid offon one side. There were some white tickets that were scrate 
and there were some tickets that were scratched, and they were all laid 
aside, Then we looked where the scratches were and it was fixed up. 

After those tickets had been glanced at to see whether they were scratched 
or not and assorted out in piles, were they then counted by tens and twenties? 

A. To my recollection they were counted ten and twenty in a pile. 

Q. In the way in which those tickets were consited could the commissioners, who 
wore looking to see whether they were scratched tickets or not, have easily over- 
locked the name of J. H. Acklen on them? 

A. Without any doubt they could have overlooked a name, because a person who 
is not looking at any one name particularly, but just taking up the tickets to see if 
there was any scratch on it, would just see if there was any scratch, and then lay 
it down again. . 

Cros3-cxamination : 


Q. Were the votes first taken out of the box and carefully examined by some 
one of the commissioners, and then piled up, and afterward counted in bulk ? 
were taken out nf pose pence Johnson and laid out in piles. 
mas Johnson an intelligent man! 
Well, be can and write. He was a commissioner. 
3 Did the democratic commissioner examine the tickets as they were taken out? 
. No, sir; I do not think he did. I think the only one who took them out af ter 
the box was opened was Thomas Johnson. They were taken out by Thomas John- 
son and put in piles, and youn Cer Ge = many in a pie oy would mark them 
down. . Gourrier was there, and Mr. Lorrison and Mr. Bergeron. 
THE IDENTIFICATION OF THE BOX. 
E. J. Wilson (record, page 268) says, (Darrall’s witness :) 
4 agg When the votes were placed back in the box how was the box sealed? 
newer. We put a sheet of paper right over the key-hole, ard then we put the 
right below the key-hole, and then wo sealed it and it. 
way that paper was placed and on the box, if the box had been 
bayer and opened, would the paper have been broken! 
. Of course. 
Q. Then it would have been impossible for that box to have been opened unless 
the paper was broken! 
A. Unless the peper was broken. 
Q. Would you have recognized that bo 
box had been tampered or interfered with 


A. Yes, sir. : 
. You are certain of that? 
Yes, sir. 
A. J. Barnes (record, page 59) says: 
(paa ag of poll No. 6 was here produced by the clerk of the court for identifi- 
cation. 
8 Is that the box from poll 67 
Did you weal that bo yourself ? 
k you x 
2 Ves sir; me and Mr. Roth. 
Is that the box just as you sealed it 1 
. Yea, sir; it seems so. 
. Examine it carefully, please. 
It seems so. 
did you? 


2 You sealed it yon 

. Yes, sir; me and Mr. and Mr. Johnson. Mr. Johnson held the candle 

for me and I took the wax and dropped it on here with the candle. 
ra Has not Mr. Roth defective eyesight, or is he not near-sighted? 


Well, I never heard him say anything about it. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Jolley: 

Q. Were you a commissioner ? 

A. I was a supervisor, 


How do you recognize the box? 
Well, I koi Jo! s signature and this other signature of Mr. Wilson 


ery well. 
sated yot swear to that signature and to that one! 
š sir. 


Could you swear to that other one? 

Well, I have not seen his as often. This 
me; I went to school to him. 

5 You sealed that box yourself? 
Fes, sir; me and Mx. Roth. 
. You sealed the box? 

Yes, sir; I do not know which one held the candle, but I and Thomas John- 
son and all the rest were there, and when I sealed it I know I was very careful in 
sealing itup. Johnson was holding the candle and the wax. 

Q. Did they put their names on the key-bole! 


and could you have told whether that 
y the appearance of that paper and the 


y 


A. “Seg Pap eee 
Did Mr. Roth put his namè on the key-hole? 
He put his name somewhere; I did not notice whether he put it on the key- 


hole. 
g How did know that he his name on the box? 
. Because I was standing right alongside of him; we were very careful about 
it; all of us were very L 
Thomas Johnson, colored, republican commissioner at poll No. 6, 
says (Darrall's witness:) 
estion. Did you assist in counting the votes at your poll after the election? 


wer. Yes, sir. 
2 Did you examine any tickets ! 
The tickets were counted in bulk, by tens and twenties. 


2 Who took the tickets out of the box 
I did. 


Q Did yon look at them as you took them out of the box? 

No, sir; just put all the republican tickets to themsclves and all the demo- 
cratic tickets to themselves. There were two republican tickets running; a blue 
ticket and a black republican ticket. The democratic ticket was a white ticket 
one republican ticket with a black back, and then the other was blue. We had à 
taken the blue tickets and counted them to themselves in bulk, and the black tick- 
ets likewise, and then the democratic tickets the same; but as counting out one 
by one, we did not do it. 

Did you examine the face of ary of the tickets lf? 

3 2 examined one. I had twenty in bulk. and one I pods the names 
walked. I just called off the names, so many and so many votes, from 
just the first one. I didn’t take them all and examine them through; I didn't ex- 
amine them all t h. 
„ What did Mr. Wilson do? Did he examine tickets? 
No, sir; he didn't examine them through, I don’t believe. 
. Did he examine the tickets at all? 

Just stood there and took them away from me as I counted them out in twenties. 

Did other officers examine the tickets 

No, sir; the republicans were to themselves and the democrats likewise. 

* You say you counted them in bulk; did you take them in bulk of tens or twenties} 
In twenties. 
2 The straight tickets ? 

Yes, sir; and the seratched tickets we laid aside until we got through; then 
we counted them last. There were some names that were scratched out; we 
couldn't count them in bulk with the others; we counted them to themselves. 

Cross-examination ; 

Q Then there could have been tickets with my name on them ! 
There could have been tickets with your name on them, but we connted 
— —— bulk; we didn't examine them close; didn't have time to count them one 
one. 
Q Did you seethe box sealed? 
. Yes, sir; I saw it sealed. 
Was the box not sealed with a paper, sealed on top, the place where the votes 


then the paper over the side of the box and down over the key-hole, 
Sos eenled there 1 iğ 
5 in and sealed over the key -· hole also 
ae ae DEPO do E beer ADO ST the box? 2 
es, sir. 
1 box couldn't have been opened without breaking that paper or 


1 
A. No, sir; it could not have been opened except by breaking those papers off. 
Having thus considered these polls seriatim, the following is the 
proper and just vote for the parish of Iberville, namely : 


Or a majority in this parish for the contestant of 45 vutes. And in the 
entire district the following table shows the proper and just vote as 
east in the different parishes, for the contestant and contestce: 


i 
a 
Names of parishes. i 8 
a 
3 | § 
8 5 
Votes. Votes. 
om ene secebe kecncheinesesvevense 2,059 1,215 
Assumption ....... FFF 1, 692 1,679 
Terre Bonn EI 125 
Saint eS 
VVV 228 1985 
casioun ...... OL 1, 291 
69 225 
1,929 2, 086 
1,095 1,027 
1,423 1, 468 
15, 053 161 


Or a majority in the entire district for the contestant of 108 votes. 
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But the House may desire to know how it happened that this re- 
count was had. I will state for the information of those who have 
not examined the question under the law of contested elections that 
the Congress of the United States by statute has provided that a 
notary or commissioner or any person authorized to take evidence 
in contested-election cases shall have pora to send for persons and 
papers and examine the same. The judge of the county court in this 
case, who made the recount and before whom testimony was taken, 
had been the clerk of the court and had had custody of the records. 
Under a process of summons he directed the then clerk to bring the 
papers before him. The ballot-boxes were brought before him in 
their original condition, sealed with a number of wax seals and with 
papers attached sufficiently identifying them. Then the court di- 
rected the parties to elect each an attorney to represent them. One of 
the parties was present in person, the other elected his attorney; and 
what was done was done in the presence of the court made by both 
parties, leading to the result which has been given by the committee. 

Now, the minority of the committee are divided in their report. My 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Price, ] 
pays no regard either to the action of the Wells board or to that 
of the Nicholls board, for the Wells board gave the contestee a major- 
ity of 2,000 and the Nicholls board gave the contestant a majority 
of 1,000, It is admitted that the Wells board threw out votes of 
parishes which ought not to have been thrown out, and these, by a 
unanimity of action on the pa of the committee, were promptly 
restored, so that we come right down to this Iberville- Parish as the 
only ground of contest. My 0 2 8. the gentleman from Iowa 
makes the majority of Mr. Darrall, I believe, in the neighborhood of 
1,000, reducing very much the majority allowed by the Wells return- 


ing-board. 

Then, of the minority of the committee, the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Hiscock, ] the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. THORN- 
BURGH, ] and the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Warr, ] file an- 
other report, in which they admit by their logic, if not by their words, 
that these ballots were cast as claimed and counted for the contestant. 
But they take the farther ground that, as the boxes had been so long 
unprotected, it was not safe to count them, and therefore they threw 
out boxes enough to reduce Mr. Darrall’s majority to something over 
one hundred, but not throwing out enough to elect Mr. Acklen. 

I call upon the House to examine those reports and they will find 
that even the minority of the committee virtually concede every 
proposition which the majority have laid down; although by their 
mode of calculation and the different application of principles, they 


come to a different result. 

This minority a aa of three s of the fraud practiced upon 
these colored people. That may be; but there is one thing I want 
the House to bear in mind, that if there was fraud practiced upon 
the colored people, it was by the republicans upon the republicans. 
There is not a scintilla of evidence, there is not an intimation either 
by charge of the contestee or by a witness, that the democratic party 
or the contestant in that whole congressional district was guilty of 
the slightest impropriety. On the contrary, it appeared that their 
conduct was patriotic and commendable; if there had been fraud 
and if ne; were im upon, it was done by their party and 
not by the party to which the contestant belonged. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that may be true—these tickets may have been 
voted byignorant colored men, believing they were voting the straight 
republican ticket—but the law nevertheless is that whatever may 
have been the misapprehension under which a vote was given, the 
voter, after his ballot is deposited, can never change it and it must 
stand. There is no law to change it on the ground that the voter 
did not know for whom he voted; otherwise it would be in the power 
of men after the election was over to go and swear that they had 
voted for A when they had intended to vote for B, and thus defeat 


. bt will. 
ith these remarks I yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Maine, [Mr. 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sournanp.) The gentleman from 
Virginia has fifteen minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. PRICE. I think the understanding of the House is that the 
gentleman from Maine is to have the floor in his own right. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to take the time of the gentleman from 
Virginia, as he may wish to use it afterward. I prefer to speak in 
my own right. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Then I reserve those fifteen minutes for 
future use. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. HARRIS] 
in opening this Louisiana election case, dwelling upon the situation 
in that State, coutrasts its present, which he has portrayed in bright 
colors, with its past, which is to him equally dark. Upon this I shall 
speak, and I am glad that the gentleman has given me the opportunity 
of keeping within the rules and going beyond a personal explanation; 
for he has already opened the whole Louisiana question. But I am 
free to say that 1 am now upon the floor, called out mainly by the 

course of the discussion here last Thursday, in which I participated. 
At that time the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON) arose to 
an explanation, by the unanimous consent of tlhe House was allowed 
to go on, and in his speech dwelt upon the situation of affairs in his 
State, tracing late events there happening and bringing them down 
to the present time, and especially to the prosecutions now pushed 


inst the members of the Louisiana returning board. I took occa- 
sion at that time to ask him whether he sustained the prosecutions 
against the members of the returning board, whether he upheld the 
1 against General Anderson; because, Mr. Speaker, I had 
that much talk was being made by certain southern gentlemen 
that these proceedings against Mr. Anderson were an outrage, that 
they were in violation of the understanding of the people of Louisi- 
ana, to whom the government has been remitted in the person of 
Governor Nicholls. I had reason to believe that southern gentle- 
men upon this floor in private repudiated the proceedings against 
General Anderson and the course of the trial. I had reason to be- 
lieve that this claim was set up elsewhere, and that it was urged in 
high and in low places; that the prosecutions in Louisiana were 
the work of violent men, aud that the people did not follow in that 
direction willingly, and I wished to gain information from the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Grpson,] an old mem- 
ber here, of importance on this floor and of much reputation and 
importance in his own State, whether he sustained tho proseċu- 
tion or did not. I asked him the qnestion, which appears in the 
RECORD, whether he approved, and his answer was, in short, that 
if the accused were guilty they onght to be punished. I asked him 
then if he had disapproved or had done anything to discourage these 
prosecutions, which que-tion he did not answer, but asked me what 
my opinion was of the prosecutions going on in Louisiana ; to which 
I replied that I believed them to be the greatest outrages that had 
occurred in American paine history; on which hisanswer was this: 
“Since I have been in this House the gentleman from Maine has 
omitted no occasion, in season and outof season, to denounce the peo- 
ple of my State.” I had just denounced the prosecutions now going 
on against General Anderson and his fellows, and the reply of the 
gentleman from Louisiana was that I was “continually, in season 
and out of season, denouncing the people of Louisiana.” Sir, I must 
believe logically that the position of the gentleman from Louisiana 
is that the people of the State of Louisiana, or at least his party 
there, are behind these prosecutions urging them on, and that he 
represents those people here. 
ow, Mr Speaker, I have no desire to reinflame old issues. I have 
not in times past, “in season and out of season,” denounced the peo- 
ple of Louisiana. I have taken gecasion heretofore upon this floor, 
when I believed that there were grievances there that might be re- 
lieved, to speak plainly upon those grievances. I have not been one 
who has heretofore been in favor of putting the strongest and the 
most rigid iron hand upon the South. My record has not been in that 
direction, neither here nor in my own State nor elsewhere. 

At a State convention of republicans held at Portland on June 15, 
1875, I addressed the republican party, and anong other things i 
said—and 1 give a quotation from my speech for the benefit of the 
gentleman from Louisiana, who has e that I have, in season 
and out of season, abused his people—this I said : 

Moreover, I consider it settled by the last session of Congress that the repub- 
Uean policy with the South is to be one of moderation and conciliation. We are to 
have no force bills, no upturning of established State governments. The party 
pon will be firm and the citizen will be protected and every right guaranteed to 

m by the Constitution and the laws; but the military power will, except in those 
Tare cases of violence covered by the Constitution, be kept in subordination to tho 
civil power. In this way the South will bave a fair 1 to develop its 


and whenever the citi white or black, is unbarmed, there will 
2 on the part of the General Government. 

This is not the language of proscription or hate. 

But I speak to-day as a man who learns by current events. I am 
upon this floor profoundly moved by my observation of the course of 
events in Lonisiana for the past year and especially for the lust six 
months; I am protonga moved because at the ids Spay I watched 
the experiment of conciliation Ao pernis and believed that to the 
magnanimous course pursued by the President toward Louisiana a 
generousand hearty response would come. I have watched and waited 
for some response to that policy and my hope has grown dim day by 
day, and when at last I have seen that a people’s honor pledged to a 
return for generosity has been forfeited and that resolutions of a State 
Legislature go for nothing, and that political prosecutions are u 
to-day in Louisiana with a spirit of intolerance that reminds me of 
older days, I have been able to keep silent no longer. 

Mr. Speaker, on the 4th of March last when President Hayes was 
inangurated his title had been settled by a tribunal established by 
Congress, and he took upon himself the administration of the Gov- 
ernment of the Republic. The situation in Lonisiana at that time 
was this: In the first week of January Mr. Packard had been inaug- 
urated as governor; he had been declared elected by the Legislature, 
based on the count of the returning board, the samé board whose 
action in the case of the presidential electors had been confirmed by 
the Electoral Commission, and that decision had been accepted by 
both Houses of Congress. 

After the inauguration of Packard’s government under this title 
and under this return, armed violence broke out in New Orleans and 
the Nicholls forces with armed menace and military organization as- 
saulted the Packard government, surrounded him, narrowed his lim- 
its in the city of New Orleans, and at last besieged and beleaguered 
him, broke into the supreme court, took possession of many of the 
pene offices of the government, and in the city maintained themselves 

y arms against the government which had been inaugurated under 
due form of law. 


E on S 


1878. 


General Grant was then President of the United States and his at- 
tention had been called to these facts, and he, we may suppose after 
deep reflection, had decided that he would not interpose the militar 
power to put down the Nicholls demonstration. In a brief dispate 
which he sent out a little while before the inau tion of President 
Hayes he announced that with him the time had come when he could 
no longer uphold a government by force of arms, and thus President 
Hayes found the situation when he came into office. 

The first days, as was natural, were devoted to the organization of 
the Administration, to the appointment of Cabinet officers, and to 
putting the Administration in order for the great duties resting 
upon it, The situation remained 5 the same in Louisi- 
ana. In the January previous the Legislature of Louisiana had 
elected a United States Senator, the former governor of that State, 
who brought his credentials to Washington, and those credentials 
have been passed upon and that Senator has been received and sworn 
in by the other branch of Congress at the other end of this Capitol, 
and is to-day a United States Senator from the State of Louisiana. 

That Legislature of Louisiana, embracing an undoubted quorum of 
members, which Legislature has been recognized by the Senate of the 
United States, upon the 21st day of March last, shortly after the in- 
auguration of Mr. Hayes, called in terms upon the President of the 
United States for assistance ; setting forth that a condition of domes- 
tic violence existed in that State such as provision is made for in 
article 4, section 4, of the Constitution of the United States, and 
claiming the intervention of the Federal Government in order to in- 
sure a republican form of government in Louisiana and to put down 
domestic violence. President Hayes was confronted with that decla- 
ration; he was met by that call of an undoubted Legislature, having 
an undoubted quorum, the legality of which Legislature has since 
been passed upon by the Senate of the United States, 

Now the path of the President here divided from the course that 
had been theretofore pursued. I do not know what were the reflec- 
tions that passed through the mind of the President; no man can 
tell. But I can see that looking at the subject with a desire for peace, 
with a disposition to conciliation, with a tendency toward tenderness, 
having before him the action of his predecessor, the President deter- 
mined to start out and commit his Administration to a course, not of 
repression and of the strong iron hand upon this people of the South, 
but a course of generosity, of concession, of magnanimity. 

He determined to disregard the call of the Legislature of the State 
of Louisiana and took upon himself another course. Shortly follow- 
ing that call, upon the 3d day of April, less than a month after he 
had been sworn in as President, with the situation at New Orleans 
comparatively unchanged, the President adopted what I may term an 
extrajudicial proceeding, in organizing a commission and sending it 
to Louisiana. 

Now I do not agree with my friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] in 
the view which he presented the other day, that the course taken by 
the President resulting in the withdrawal of the troops was a course 
imposed upon him by constitutional necessity. I did not believe at 
that time, although I hoped that the experiment would succeed, that 
such was the foundation of the President’s action. I do not under- 
stand and I did not understand that the President at that time took 
a course that in any way qualified or lessened the powers which he 
might legally exercise under the provisions of the Constitution, 
which, by section 2 of article 2 of the Constitution, make him the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army and the Navy and, by section 4, 
article 4, declare that— 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a republican form 
of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion, and on application 


of the Legislature, or of the Executive, (when the Legislature cannot be convened,) 
against domestic violence. 


Mr. GARFIELD. If my friend will allow me, I will say that if he 
understood me as saying that I regarded the course of the President 
in sending a commission to New Orleans after his inauguration as 
being in pursuance of the Constitution he certainly misunderstood 


me. 

Mr. HALE. No; I am referring to the act of the President which 
resulted in the withdrawal of the troops. Asa basis of my belief of 
the ground upon which the withdrawal of the troops was put, I refer 
now to his instructions to the commission which he sent down there, 
and upon whose recommendation the troops were withdrawn. In 
giving his instructions this language is used by Mr. Evarts, repre- 
senting the Administration : 

Attentive consideration of the conditions under which the Federal Constitution 
and acta of Congress provide for the peonpi military interference of the President 
in the protection of a State against domestic violence has satistied the President 
that tho use of this ants ority in determining the influence on disputed elections in 
a State is most carefully ty be avoided. A case wherein every department of the 
State government has a disputed representation, and the State therefore furnishes 
to the Federal Government no internal puaa recognition of 3 u 
which the Federal Executive ean rely, will present a case of so much difficulty that 
it is of pressing importance to the interests of Louisiana that it should be avoided. 


There is in this language no statement anywhere that indicates 
that the following ont of the purposes which we must believe were 
then well matured in the mind of the Administration was meant to 
be grounded upon its duty as a matter of constitutional law; but 
that, as a matter of prudent action, as a matter of caution, as a matter 
of generosity, as a matter of conciliation, looking the ground all over, 
the President determined upon, not what was his constitutional duty, 
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but what should be his“ policy.” And the act was the more generous 
to the State of Louisiana that it was placed upon that ground. These 
extracts which I have read show that at that time the “ policy” was 
placed upon no other ground. It was in accordance with the mind 
of the President in his determination toward the people of Louisiana 
an¢ of all the South. 

The commission was not sent down there, Mr. Speaker, to determine 
the vexed question of who was governor of Louisiana. Governor 
Packard claimed to be the legal governor; he had a legislature be- 
hind him which had elected a United States Senator. Governor Nich- 
olls, if you call them both governors, claimed it because he had a 
dominant military force prevailing in the city of New Orleans and 
had overawed the legal Legislature and the legal governor, 

The President, or the Secretary of State for the President, did not in- 
struct the commission, composed of eminent civilians, good lawyers, 
men versed in public affairs, to examine into the question of title or 
to look into it in the least. But he says: x 

It will be readily understood that the service desired of and intrusted to the 
commission does not include any examination into a report upon the facts of the 
recent State election or the canvass of the votes cast at that election. The Presi- 
dent therefore desires that you should devote your first and principal attention to 
the removal of obstacles to an acknowledgment of one government for the pur- 

of an exercise of authority within the State and a representation of the 


Etato in its relations to the General Government under section 4 of article 4 of the 


Constitution of the United States, leaving. if necessary, to the judicial or other con- 


stitutional arbitrament within the State the question of ultimate right. If these 
obstacles should ps insuperable, from whatever reason, and the hope of a single 


government in all its departments be 1 it should be your next endeavor 


to accomplish the recognition of a single Legislature as the depository of the rep- 


resentative will of the people of Louisiana. This great department rescued from 
py, tare the rest of the | pra could nally be worked out by the prevalent 
authority which the legislative power, when undisputed, is quite competent to exert 
in composing conflicts in co-ordinate branches of the government. 


That is excluded. And in other parts of the instructions, all of 
which I have here, but which I will not consume time in reading, 
this idea is enforced: that a single Legislature must in some way be 
secured by this commission. Now, I take it that at that time it was 
well understood in New Orleans, as it had soon begun to be under- 
stood in the country, that the single Legislature that would result 
from the action of this commission would be the Nicholls legisla- 
ture, because the President was pursuing the path that he bad de- 
termined upon beforehand in that direction. The republicans of 
Louisiana soon found this out; and Governor Packard on the 5th of 
April wrote to the President requesting that the commission be in- 
structed to inquire into these three things: First. Which is the legal 
government entitled to recognition? nd, Which is the legal 
judiciary? Third. Do domestic violence and insurrection prevail? 
seing no favorable response to this, on the 16th of April, thirteen 
days after the commission had started out on its work, he renewed 
the application and offered to submit his title to the judgment of the 
commission, provided they could be instructed to inquire into its basis. 
That was not granted, but, in the direction in which the President 
had started out, of extreme N and of remitting the govern- 
ment in the end to the Nicholls organization, it was denied. The re- 
sult was that on the 24th of April, 1877, when the work of the com- 
mission had been accomplished, the Packard legi-lature had dis- 
solved, had crumbled into fragments; the Nicholls legislature had 
received accessions from day to day until its quorum was undoubted. 
Thus the Legislature and the executive that had been elected by the 
people of Louisiana, based upon the same count that was sustained 
by the electoral commission for presidential electors, were dissolved 
and broken upi and Governor Packard notified his friends of his 
abdication, of his at least temporary withdrawal from the field. 

The commission on the 24th of April, in a long report, set forth the 
scenes of their action, the services that they had rendered, and their 
fina] culmination in the inauguration of the Nicholls legislature to full 
power. They were thus in harmony with the course that had been 
taken. I have called these proceedings extrajudicial. I have never 
yet found warrant of law for them. 

I am tracing events in detail, so that gentlemen here and else- 
where may know that there was nothing left undone in this course 
of conciliation by the President. He held back nothing whatever 
that the ingenuity of man could devise in the course that he was pur- 
suing. 

The commissioners, in reporting to the President, say: 

The commissioners, holding various shades of political belief, cannot well con- 
cur in any sketch of the past or probable future of Louisiana. 


It is no wonder, in view oi the number of days they spent there, 
that such skepticism as this remained in their minds: 


We have forborne in this report to ss any opinion of the! question 
— upon the foregoing statement of ts, because our letter of instructions 
seemed to call for a statement of facts rather than an expression of opinion. We 
all, however, indulge in confident hopes of better days for all races in Louisiana. 
Among the reasons for these 5 are the resolutions of the Nicholls legislature 
and the letter of Governor Nicholls herewith submitted, and which has already 
been given to the public. * * * 

CHARLES B. LAWRENCE. 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY. 
JOHN M. HARLAN. 
JOHN C. BROWN. 

WAYNE McVEIGH. 


The letter which is referred to is one to which no reference has been 
made heretofore on this floor. I have obtained from the Executive 
Department a copy of it, which I now hold in my hand. It is the 
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letter which, following closely upon the proceedings I have briefly 
and inadequately sketched, the governor of Louisiana who had thus 
been given full scope and sway in the State through the policy of the 
Executive, wrote to the Commission. It is as follows: 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
New Orleans, April 19, 1877. 

GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of the joint resolu- 

tions adopted by the General Assembly of the State of Lovisiana, 


peo le, which will be practically executed by them through their representatives, 


22 it will be not only my pleasure but my bounden duty to give every assist- 
ance in my pow-r leading to that end. I am thoroughly satisfied that any course 
Of political sastion traced oa & narrower line than the 

gardless of color or condition, must inevitably lead to disaster and ruin. My views 
on this subject were fully stated to the convention by which I was nominated, and 
to the people by whom I was elected, and every day's experience fortifies me in the 
belief that any policy founded on these principles must eee result in the 
attainment of the ends for which all just governments are established. I have 
earnestly sought to obliterate the color line in politics, and consolidate the ee. le 
on a basis of official See and common interests, and it is a source of grati kation 
to be able to say that Seer? ect is abont to be realized. I feel that I do but 
speak the sentiments of the people when I declare that their government will se- 
cure, first, a vigorous and efficient enforcement of the laws, so that all persons and 


th 

tion to be su poston by equal and uniform taxation upon property, so 
without 5 to race or thereunder. Third, 
the fostering of pry irog in order to hasten the development of the great nat- 
ural resources of the 

Having thus committed our government and people to these t paana I 
desire to add the most emphatic assurances that tho withdrawal of the troops of 
the United States to their barracks, instead of causing any disturbance of the 

or any tendency to riot or disorder, will be the source of ound 

tion to our people, and will be accepted by them as a proof of the 
tho President in their capacity for „ 

Enjoying under tho blessings of divine Providence the happiness resulting from 


idence of 


a government based upon liberty and justice, the people of cannot fail 
to appreciate that their good fortune is largely due to the policy so wisely inaugu- 
rated and so consistently maintained by the President of the United States. 


I have the honor to be your ent servant, 
FRANCIS T. NICHOLLS, 
To Hons. CHARLES B. LAWRENCE, JOSEPH R. Haw ey, 
Joux M. HARLAN, JOHN C. Brown, and WAYNE MCVEIGH. 


The resolutions of the Legislature which had just been set up in 
Lonisiana are before me. The fifth resolution is as follows: 

Desirous of healing the dissensions that have disturbed the State for 8 past, 
and anxious that the citizens of all political parties may be free from the feverish 
anxieties of political strife and join hands in honestly restoring the prosperity of 
Lonisiana, the Nicholls government will discountenance any attempted persecu- 
tion from any quarter of individuals for past political conduct. 


One week after the letter to which I have just referred was writ- 
ten, Governor Packard, withdrawing from the contest, said in his 
public announcement: 


On this day, the fifteenth anniversary of the surrender of New Orleans to the 
forces of the United States, it becomes my duty to announce to you that the aid 
and countenance of the National Government have withdrawn from the repub- 
licans of Louisiana, and that a government revolutionary in form 8 on 
the point of usurping the control of affairs in this State. I firmly believe that had 
the feal veroment been ized, it could have sustained itself withont the 
intervention of tr but the order for withdrawal, issued ander the circumstances 
and in the manner it was issued, clearly indicated that even moral support, which 
the legal government of Louisiana should have received from tho National Admin- 
istration, would be denied, lad the General Assembly continued in session at 
the state-house, I should have deemed it my duty to have asserted and defended 
my government to the last, notwithstanding the withdrawal of troops; but with 
the ture disintegrated and no prospect of present success, I cannot task 
2 tried Seeley by asking you longer to continue to aid mein the struggle I 

vo thus far maintained. I therefore announce to you that Iam compelled to 
abstain for the cept from all active assertion of my government. I waive none 
of my legal rights, but yield only to superior force. Iam wholly discouraged by 
the fact that, one by one, tho ee State governments of the Sonth havo 
been forced to snecumb to force, frand, or policy. Louisiana, the first State reha- 
bilitated after the war, is the last State whose government thus falls, and I believe 
it will be among the first to raise itself again to a plane of equal and honest repre- 
septation. I advise you to maintain your party organization and continue to battle 
for the rights of citizenship and froe government. Westrive for these and not for 
man or men. It grieves me beyond expression that the heroic efforts you have 
made and the cruel sufferings zo have undergone to maintain republican princi- 

tes in Louisiana have bad this bitter end. To those who so gallantly si by me 

the long contest we have through I tender my heartfelt thanks. To all 

I counsel peace, patience, fortitude, and a firm trust that eventually right and jus- 
tice will prevail. 


The process of disintegration of the Packard government had been 
completed. The policy of the President, hopeful of its results in the 
direction of remitting the government of the South to the whites 
properly speaking in contradistinction to the republican organiza- 
tion which since the year 1865 had looked to the northern idea as its 
basis of support, had been consummated in Lonisiana. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, there is in history no instance recorded where magnanimity 
and generosity were carried to this extent. It was not negative in 
simply withdrawing the troops and letting the contending parties 
settle their own controversies, but the commission had disin ted 
a Legislature which had elected a United States Senator, and it bad 
gone ey, to work in the direction of this policy and it had ac- 
complished it. And the President had every right, Mr. S er, to 
believe, to hope, to expect, at that time looking hopefully on the 
experiment, that it would be met with the spirit in which Governor 
Nicholls wrote, in the spirit in which the Louisiana Legislature re- 
solved. But the “policy” did not stop here. 

The President was thorough-going and earnest in the experiment he 
had started. He did not mean hereafter that it should be said that 


because he had kept anything back his experiment had not succeeded, 
and he may have in his overconfidence and trustfulness been willing 
to g to undue lengths, thinking that at last, if the Southern States, 
and especially Louisiana, to which I am now referring, should treat 
his generosity basely, future events and the will of the great Ameri- 
can people would set it all right. 

Governor Packard had alluded, as I have just stated, in his farewell 
address to his legal rights, none of which he waived. He only had 
one resort and that was to the supreme court of his State. Three 
judges were then existing, Chief-Justice King, Ludeling, and LEON- 
ARD, the last at present a member upon this floor, and that court con- 
stituted a quorum with power to make decisions and power to settle 
the law in Louisiana as to its government. That court in the process 
of conciliation, whatever may have been the motive, was broken up. 
The chief-justice was taken from the court and appointed to the larg- 
est political office in the State of Louisiana. He was made collector 
of the city of New psn ges an the supreme court of Louisiana be- 
came a thing of the past. The last resort the governor of Lonisiana 
had was taken away, was gone, and the appeal, which the American 
people have ever cherished, to the highest tribunals of justice was 
swept away from him. He was all bereft. It was like taking the Tast 
plank from the spent swimmer; boat and mast and spar and rope had 
all been taken, and the last floating thing upon which he put his hand 
to hold his head above the black waters was torn from his grasp, 
Louisiana was left in possession of the Nicholls government. 

Now, I say again that no experiment in this direction was ever 
made so thoroughly as President Hayes made this. Indeed, it was so 
thorough that he carried but few of his party with him in all his steps. 

What followed? The Legislature and Governor Nicholls and ey- 
erybody had promised that persecution for political offenses should 
cease. Now, what did that embrace Whomdiditeover? Nobodyex- 
pected that the Nicholls government would go to work and prosecute 
the men who had been en in outrage and murder upon the in- 
offensive colored citizens who sought to enforce their right to the 
ballot. The President could not have feared that Governor Nicholls 
or his officials would begin persecuting their own friends. There 
was something embodied and involved in this promise, in this pledge, 
in this compact of the Nicholls legislature and its governor, which 
was meant to protect republicans, white and black, in Louisiana. I 
ask gentlemen to transport their minds—I ask the President of the 
United States to transport his mind back six months, to the Ist day of 
May, 1877, and to ask himself, what would have been his reply if any 
man had then predicted to him that in less than sixty days the men 
who foremost of all had made themselves offensive to the Louisiana 
democracy because they had carried out the law of that State, and 
had thereby become political offenders in the State of Louisiana 
and throughout the country in the eyes of the democratic party 
would be prosecuted, and when indictment failed would be hurri 
by other processes to trial and imprisonment. Remember that con- 
ciliation was at its full blossom and everything had been done, as I 
have recited it, by the President. Would the President have listened 
a moment to such a prophecy? Would any man have been so faith- 
less in southern honor as to have made it? 

But what has actually taken place in Louisiana? I do not here 
go into other States to see how the “ policy” has worked. I do not 
need to. The members of the Louisiaua returning board had already 
felt the strong hand of the democratic party upon them. That party 
in its e tion at seeing its efforts to maintain its hold upon Louisi- 
anu by violence and intimidation unsuccessful through the elimination 
of the returns by the revarng Board had shown its spite and rage 
when in the last winter it had brought them to Washington, had in- 
carcerated them in unhealthy, noisome places in this Capitol, had 
kept them for weeks and weeks, had haled them before partisan com- 
mittees, had brow-beaten and attempted to degrade and disgrace and 
criminate them to no effect. And when the presidential-election case 
was over and President Hayes was declared to be elected, these men, 
not like malefactors, not like criminals, not like “ hoary-headed ras- 
cals,” as they were called upon this floor the other day, did what you 
do, Mr. Speaker, what I do, what the gentleman from Lonisiana does 
12 0 Congress closes its sessions, returned to their homes and neigh- 

rs. 

There was no flight on the part of one of these men. There was 
no shirking the face of friend or foe in Louisiana, but they returned 
to their homes; and when conciliation had blossomed and the Legis- 
lature had resolved and the governor had declared its full accept- 
ance, these men had a right to believe that they should be treated 
like the other citizens of Louisiana. I had a right to believe it; my 
friend beside me the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] had a 
right to believe it; the President had a right to believe it. Was that 
treatment accorded to them? One of these gentlemen, Mr. Speaker, 
to-day is in prison in Louisiana; he has been tried in a Louisiana 
court; he has been convicted by a Louisiana jury; he has made his 
motion for a new trial, and I see little encouragement for him in that. 
Let me say that with my mind exercised on this subject I followed 
the daily reports in the newspapers of the trial and I declare here 
that there was no testimony admitted in that case that weuld have 
been allowed to bear weight before a jury in my State for a single 
moment, connecting Mr. Anderson with the charge upon which he 
was tried. The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that he stood up and wus 
arraigned as a political offender against the democratic party; that 
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he was tried as such; that be was convicted as such, and that he 
awaits his sentence and punishment as such. I care nothing as to 
the form of the prosecution. Even upon that there is no testimony 
against him worth astraw; but his trial and conviction were demanded 
for his general offenses as a member of the Louisiana returning board 
by the Louisiana 3 

Now, it is worth the while to know something about this man who 
is so treated. Thomas C. Anderson was born in the State of Virginia. 
He has been for thirty-five eare a prominent citizen in the State of 
Louisiana. He has been and is to-day the controlling influence in the 
great parish of Saint Landry, the second parish in importance and 
sizein the State of Louisiana. This outcast, this man who is pursued 
- with indictment, and when it fails with information, has been for 
twenty years elected to his own State Legislature by his friends and 
neighbors. At the last election when his own parish gave thirteen 
hundred democratic majority Mr. Anderson carried his parish for sen- 
ator by over three hundred majority. He holds the respect, the es- 
teem, and the regard of his people, as has been shown repeatedly by 
their verdict at the ballot-box. He is not considered there an out- 
cast and a malefactor. But he has offended the democratic party of 
Louisiana, and of the country ; and pledges must go for nothing, honor 
must go for nothing, obligations conferred must go for nothing, and 
he must be punished. He is not personally offensive; he is not a 
northern carpet-bagger; he has not been connected with republican 
administrations heretofore. He ran in 1872 as an independent can- 
didate against both parties and was borne in on the popular will in 
his parish. For the first time in 1876 he ran in the election with the re- 

ation organization upon its ticket with the result I have just stated. 

e is popular smon his own people; he is a favorite at home. He 
is persecuted, and the explanation is plain that he has made himself 
offensive to the democratic party and especially to the democratic 
party of Louisiana by helping to execute the law and has thereby 
thwarted that party when it had well-nigh got possession of the Gov- 
ernment. He feels to-day again the iron hand of that party in per- 
secution as he felt it last winter, and he must be made so offensive 
that the State shall be too hot to hold him. 

Now the only answer that I have heard, and the only one that can 
possibly be made is in the question asked: If he is guilty ought he 
uot to be punished? Guilty of what? The whole case was gone 
over last winter in a partisan, proscriptive committee and it was not 
then claimed that knowledge of any alteration of a local return was 
brought home to General Anderson, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a state- 
ment just there? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, The prosecution against Mr. Anderson was not 
for forging but for uttering and publishing a forged public record. 

Mr. FINLEY. That is true. 

Mr. HALE. Of course that could not have been done unless he had 
knowledge. a 

Mr. FINLEY. Does not the proof show that he knew that. fact? 

Mr. HALE. The proof does not show that he knew that fact. No 
evidence was introduced into this trial—and I have had thè same 
opportunity of following it that the geutleman from Ohio has had, 
in the newspapers—that would have stood a moment before a north- 
ern jury. : 

ul. FINLEY. Was it not proven before a committee last winter? 

Mr. HALE. Not in the least. No proof of Mr. Anderson’s knowl- 
edge was brought forward, as will be stated by other gentlemen who 
served on that committee before this debate is ended, and I see that 
my friend the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BURCHARD,] a member 
of the committee, nods his head in acquiescence with my statement. 

Mr. ELLIS and Mr. CHALMERS rose. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman from Maine yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HALE. My time is nearly out, but I am perfectly willing to 
yield if sufficient time is allowed me to finish. 

Mr. ELLIS. I wish to state that Robert C. Wickliffe, one of the 
most respected and honored citizens of Louisiana and once its gov- 
ernor, has recently testified under oath that Thomas C. Auderson was 
1 when the returns were opened and counted. The knowledge 

as been brought home to Thomas C. Anderson, 

Mr. HALE. And on the other hand Colonel Zacharie, whois equally 
a responsible person in Louisiana and a gentleman of distinction and 
a live democrat, has testified—and he witnessed the count there, as I 
know of iny own knowledge—that he believes Mr. Anderson was not 

resent. 
F Mr. ELLIS. He believes it; the other gentleman swears to it. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not gone over this matter 
without arming myself with facts, documents, dates, and figures, and 
I have got the testimony as to the results of this Vernon Parish which 
were bronght out last winter before the committee, and it cannot be 
found that a single motive existed why Mr. Anderson should have 
goue into this offense of altering, publishing, or uttering these forged 
returns. The vote of the parish did not disturb the result for gover- 
nor, for Legislature, or for presidential electors. I have the figures 
before me showing precisely what was the record of that vote. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do not men do such things from force of habit? 

Mr. HALE. Lhave no objection to any question being asked if, 


when my time expires, gentlemen on the other side will let me go on 
and finish my speech. 

s Bint SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes’ time 
eft. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman says there was no motive; does 
he not know that men get into a habit of doing this sort of thingand 
do it without motive? 

1 1 L suppose the gentleman knows that; Idonot. [Great 
ughter. 
r. HARRISON. I do know it from history. 

Mr. ELAM. Does the gentleman not know that a change in these 
returns defeated Mr. Smart for Legislature, a democrat, and also the 
democratic district judge and attorney-general ? : 

Mr. HALE. No, I do not; the gentleman is mistaken about that, 

Mr. ELAM. I think I can show it. 

Mr.HALE. Now will summon here as a witness as to this prose- 
cution of Mr. Anderson a gentleman who was in Louisiana durin, 
the whole time of the work of the Lawrence committee, who labo 
and had daily intercourse with all parties; one who had no disposition 
to enco so-called radicalism or the oppression of the South, but 
whose tendencies and associations I believe were in the other direc- 
tion; who was in communication with the governor and with the 
members of the Nicholls legislature, and whose letters and dispatches 
at that time illuminated the subject more clearly than anything else 
which I found in thé newspapers. I refer to E. V. Smalley, and Lask 
the Clerk to read his opinion upon this subject just given in the Cleve- 
land Herald, of which he is now editor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The whole performance of prosecuting the returning-board membors for their 
official action in canvassing the returns of the clection in 1876 is the direct violation 
of 1 made to the President's commission in April by tho Nicholls legislature 
and by Governor Nicholls himself. Tho 9 a ution that no 
prosecutions should be on account of any political acts iu the res This was 
expressly intended to apply to the returning-board members, and all the officials of 
the Packard government. Full conversations on this point took place between the 
commissioners and Governor Nicholls, Speaker Bush, Congressman Gmsox. Major 
Burke, and other leaders of the Nicholls party, ani the resolution was put through 
the islature that it might be a matter of oli rd. It was upon this under- 
standing that the commission advised tho Packard legislature to consolidate with 
bors ay body, and counseled Governor Packard to let his fabric of government 
collapse. 


Mr. HALE. That tells the whole story, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ELAM. One moment. The gentleman knows, I presume, how 
many parishes there are—Rapides, Grand, and Saint Bernard. In the 
parish of Rapides the republican party had 160 majority. The elec- 
tion returns were thrown out in the parishof Grand. The gentleman 
knows, I presume, that by the democratic count Grand Parish gave 
120 democratic majority, and the vote of that parish was necessary 
to elect both the judge and district attorney on the democratic side. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman tell us who Mr. Smalley is! 

Mr. HALE. I suppose everybody here knows who Mr. Smalley is, 
ana I So ppano that he made himself generally known in New Orleans 
in April last. 

Further, Mr. Anderson was not submitted to the ordinary test that 
an accused crimival submits to in Louisiana. He was never indicted. 
There was no indictment ever found by the grand jury of any district 
of Louisiana against him, although the attempt was made before sev- 
eral grand juries. He was tried upon information tiled by the district 
attorney when indictment had failed. Nothing in the case is more 
alarming as showing the persistency of the old intolerant spirit than 

i t 


this fact. 

I have talked within the last few days with prominent lawyers 
from Louisiana and have tried to learn whether, in the experience of 
lawyers in all the courts of that State, it has been the practice for 
district attorneys to file information and push cases to trial for felony 
or for any offense which will consign the accused to the penitentiary 
of the State. I am told that this almost obsolete proceeding, this 
dangerous and tyrannical proceeding in the hands of an officer, is 
resorted to in Louisiana only in cases of misdemeanor and petty 
offenses. In such cases it may be done by information where there 
is no necessity for the scrutiny of that great tribunal upon which so 
much of our liberties depend—the grand jury. 

Mr. ELLIS. What distinguished lawyer gave the gentleman that 
information ? 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman knows that if my information is not 
correct he will have ample opportunity to show it. If he can findin 
his State instances where the case of a man on information filed had 
been ever pushed to trial for crimes that would consign him to the 
penitentiary let him show it at once. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Our laws authorize it. 

Mr. ELAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HALE, Yes, go on, seven men all at once and ask all the ques- 
tions you want to, for of course you will allow me to have time to 
finish my speech. 8 

Mr. E Do you not know that all the constitutions of Loa- 
isiana, from that of 1812 down to the last one adopted by the repub- 
lican convention in 1868, allow prosecutions to be carried on by in- 
dictment or information ? 

Mr. HALE. Why,I do not dispute that! It is the practice which 
I abominate. > 
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Mr. ELAM. And that the act of 1856 allows it to be done by and 
with the leave of the circuit court except in cases that are capital. 
Mr. HALE. I do not deny that, but I say it is a rare thing in prac- 


tice. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will ask if the same provision is not to be found in 
the constitution of every State of the American Union? [Loud cries 
of “No!” “No!”)] 

Mr. ELAM. It is in Vermont. 

Mr. HALE. It will be found in but very few. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Maine have time to finish his speech. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CANDLER obtained the floor and yielded to Mr. HALE. 

Mr. HALE. I thank the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. PRICE. I thought I was entitled to the floor after the chair- 
man of the Committee of Elections had finished. I do not want it 
now if the gentleman from Maine is to be allowed to proceed in his 


own right, 

Mr. SAYLER. This will not interfere with the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. Pricr.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the request will be again submitted. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. If this discussion is to go on, will the gentleman 
from Lonisiana have an opportunity to reply? 

Mr. GARFIELD and others. Certainly. ; 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Well, then, Jet them fight it ont. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the re- 
quest that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] have further time. 

No objecticn being made, leave was accordingly granted. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will state to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
that as a practicing lawyer I have defended a hundred cases of fel- 
onies which have been prosecuted upon information. In regard to 
the particular case of which he speaks, the case of the State of Lou- 
isiana against Anderson, the information was filed by instraction of 
the grand jury delivered in open court, and that is tantamount to an 
indictment. i 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman knows that in regard to a case of this 
importance, a case involving the political prejudice here aroused, 
nothing could be equivalent to an indictment by a grand jury ; nothing 
will stand as its substitute, whatever may be the law of Louisiana. 
Whatever may be its technical effect, in this case there should have 
been behind this political prosecution the finding of an indictment, 
a bill found by the grand jury itself. It is to meet just such cases 
that grand juries are maintained. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I understand the gentleman from 
Maine to say that the communication which he has had read from 
r contains the agreement which was made. Am I correct 
in that 

Mr. HALE. Oh, I said that I summoned Mr. Smalley as a witness, 
who was present when everything occurred in Louisiana, and who 
gives it as his opinion that the present condition of affairs there is a 
violation of what everybody at that time understood would be done 
in Louisiana. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Then I desire to ask this further 
question of the gentleman from Maine: Was there any agreement by 
which forgery and perjury in the State of Louisiana should not be 
prosecuted ! 

Mr. REED. Or treason. 

Mr, HALE. I have discovered at last 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. CONGER. One at a time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I want a direct answer to my ques- 
tion. And I desire to say that if there was such an ent, in my 
opinion every man who was a party to it ought to be in the peniten- 
tiary. If there was any agreement by which forgery and perjury were 
to be condoned, everybody who wasa party to that agreement or who 
consented to it was guilty of compounding a most iniquitous felony, 
and ought to be where the original criminals ought to be, 

Mr. HALE. I will now listen to the gentleman from Louisiana, 


[Mr. Gipson. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I hope the gentleman will answer 
my question. 

Mr. HALE, After I have heard the gentleman from Louisiana, 
LMr. GIBSON. 


Mr. GIBSON . The article which the gentleman has had read here, 
written by Mr. Smalley, alludes to some compact or agreement en- 
tered into on the one by Governor Nicholls, myself, and Mr. Bush, 
the speaker of the house of representatives of Louisiana, and on the 
other part by the gentlemen composing the commission sent to that 
State by the President of the United States. Now, for one, I must 
deny that most emphatically, Aud I call upon the gentleman from 
Maine to name a single member of that commission who holds that 
there was any such compact entered into by us. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman himself must call upon Mr. Smalley; 
I was not there. 

Mr. GIBSON. Some of the commission are in this city. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. The gentleman from Maine in- 
vokes Mr. Smalley as a witness. 

Mr. HALE, The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Davis] has 
disclosed the sensitiveness that he feels that the “law” should be 
enforced, that infractions of the law shall not be allowed to go unpun- 
ished. I sup that he represents the feelings of the gentlemen 
about him, the feelings of the Louisiana democracy, the feelings of 
the democracy of the United States. Now, if the democracy in Lou- 
isiana are so sensitive that infractions of the law shall be punished 
and that trials of criminals shall be had, why do they not take up the 
case of Supervisor Webber, a republican official, who returned to his 
home in April last, was shot in cold blood at high noon in the streets 
of histown from the court-house? Yet from that day to this, with that 
murdered man sleeping in his grave, killed by,shots from the court- 
house where were only democratic officers at the time, I have looked 
in vain for any record of any trial or any punishment of the murderers, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Mr, eee 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman is so sensitive that the law shall be 
enforced in Louisiana, let him not deal alone with alleged alterations 
of local returns, but take into his purview the crimes of murder and 
assassination. How does it happen that in the cases of all those who 
molder in Louisiana swamps and cane-brakes, no punishment has 
been inflicted, since the Nicholls government came into power, upon 
any one of their murderers ? 

The only case I have heard of where these crimes have at all been 
raked up was in Morehouse Parish, where a white man, a democrat, 
was shot a few days before the election in November, 1476, and after 
the Nicholls government came into power a colored man was hunted 
up, brought to trial, convicted, and hanged, he protesting his inno- 
cence at the very moment he dropped in the struggle of death. I have 
not learned that this eagerness to punish has resulted in anybody 
besides fe f being punished, or is likely to so result. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Maine that I know nothing of the facts connected with the Web- 
beraffair. If they are asthe gentleman states then the parties engaged 
in it ought to be punished ; and any man who will make an agree- 
ment or enter into any arrangement by which they are not to be pun- 
ished ought himself to go to the penitentiary. 

Mr. REED. woy have they not been punished? 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman answer my 
question, and say whether there was any agreement by which men 
guilty of perjury and forgery were not to be prosecuted? I want that 
question answered cate; y. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iwill state that so far as Webberis concerned 
there was a coroner's inquest. The coroner discharged his duty faith- 
fully. Governor Nicholls offered a reward of 35,000 to ascertain who 
were guilty of the crime. Every effort has been made to discover the 

trators of that crime but without effect. If the gentleman or any 
of his friends will give us the names of the witnesses, I am satisfied 
that the officers of the law will prosecute that case, that the parties 
charged with the crime will have a fair and impartial trial, and if 
found guilty will be punished. There has been effort made to discover 
who those es are, but that effort has failed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, how t the contrast between the par- 
ish of West Feliciana, where Mr. Webber, a republican official, is shot 
down at noon-day, and the pariah of Morehouse, where a democrat is 
killed before the election. In one case, whatever the coroner's jury 
may have done, whatever reward may have been offered, justice re- 
mains unavenged; the murderers stalk abroad to-day unpunished. 
They are the neighbors of the man who was killed; there can be no 
doubt about that. It was known who were in the building when the 
man was killed. But no punishment has followed in this State tly * 
is so sensitive about observing the laws. Yet in Morehonse Parish 
poor colored man who had no friends is not allowed to escape when 
no reward is offered, but is hunted out, is tried, is convicted, and as 
he drops on the scaffold protests his innocence before the men who 
are punishing him. The country will look at such instances of the 
administration of criminal law, and extenuation and excuse will 
for nothing; and the grim fact that a five-thousand-dollar reward in 
Supervisor Webber’s case failed to bring out a witness against his 
murderers tells the terrible story of how safe it is yet in Louisiana to 
shoot a . can and how dangerous it is for anybody to bring the 
fact to light. 

Is the 3 party of the United States so eager for the pun- 
ishment of crime? Is it tender as to the public „and anxious 
that every crime shall be punished? Why, sir, it lived for years and 
drew its breath and life upon the “sum of all villainies” That 
party dragged the country into the blood-red sea of rebellion. It 
stalks defiantly to-day in all the Southern States over the bodies of 
hundreds of murdered men, women, and children who have lost their 
lives for conscience’ sake. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is not true in Tennessee, 

Mr. HALE. Its adherents lurk to-day in the swamps and glades 
and forests of the South, and from their ambush—— 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to say— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] declines 


to be interrupted. 
Mr. ATKINS. I say that is not true in my State. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order, 
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Mr. ELLIS. I would like to know whether Eliza Pinkston is one 
of the women the gentleman from Maine refers to. 

Mr. HALE. The adherents of this p: which is so eager that law 
shall be upheld and its infraction punished lurk to-day in the swamps, 
on the hillsides, and in the ravines of the South, and from their am- 
bush shoot down the officers of the Government who are trying to col- 
lect our sorely needed revenues. 4 

It is a party so virtuous to-day that it robs constituencies of their 
representatives on this floor, and casts decisive votes here at the hands 
of men who have no more title to their seats than Dick in had 
to the booty which he plundered on the king’s highway. But here 
on a charge of uttering a forged return for a local parish, with no 
temptation, with no testimony, a political offender must be haled to 
trial and to punishment, obligations forgotten, conciliation policy 
all set back, in order that the rage and spite of the democratic party 
shall be indulged. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman allow me one 
minute? I desire only to repeat the question I asked 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Maine yield? 

Mr. HALE. To almost anybody; 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Well, then, I desire to ask again 
the question which the gentleman from Maine has answered by ask- 
ing some half a dozen others. I answer the gentleman by saying that 
all these wrongs, all these outrages to which he has referred were 
done under the worthless, corrupt government of the republican party 
in Louisiana. I say that all those crimes ought to have been pun- 
ished, and world have been punished if that State had been under 
the administration of upright men, under the administration of her 
own true sons. Naw i I 1 to tek the gentleman again, was iee 
any agreement by whic jury and forgery were to be compoun 
oa condoned? That eee owt: answered. That is a 
question in which the whole countey is interested. 

Mr. HALE. Any one who believes that gentlemen upon the other 
side or public officers in Louisiana are urging this prosecution ü 
the returning board because they are disturbed about these alleged 
offenses has a larger measure of credulity than I have. Everybody 
knows (I repeat it again) why these men are punished. It is because 
they are political offenders. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Answer my question: was there 
any ment by which they were not to be proseeuted? 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I cannot get an answer from the gentleman from 
Maine, and I therefore will retire. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. What does the gentleman want? What would he 
have? I have not been backward in answering questions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I ask again was there any agree- 
ment between any parties by which the e of any Louisiana per- 
jurers and forgers was to be condoned and eee hon 

Mr. HALE. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, anything about any agree- 
ment, because I was not there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Then, sir 

Mr. HALE. Let me goon. The spirit and scope of the agreement 
I have given in the documents. Mr. Smalley has testified as to what 
he knew and how he understands it in its application to Mr. Ander- 
son. That is the answer to the gentleman’s question. 

= DAVIS, of North Carolina. Do you indorse what Mr. Smalley 
says 

do. 


r. HALE. I certain! 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. He says there was an agreement. 
Now if there was an a; ent, Lask the gentleman again, if there 
was an a ent, did not the ies to that ment agree that 
these perjurers and forgers should not be punished, and was not that 
condoning a . 7 

Mr. I do not know. I deny that any felony had been com- 
mitted by the re board. The gentleman has no right to as- 
sume that. That is the trouble in this case from beginning to end, 
early and late, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. That is what we are trying to find 
out. The gentleman says they assumed that under the agreement 


made. 
Mr. HALE, 2 been talking about and fo 
and the testimony nowhere in any place established the charge. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, when this trial was proceeding, in company with 
certain other gentlemen who knew something about Louis I 
joined in the following dispatch, which I ask the Clerk to read: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, February 4, 1878. 
Jo General THOMAS C. sae. 
ew y 
The undersigned foel it dueto you under t circumstances to assure you of 
our unhesitating belief that in the matter wherein yon stand charged you are alto- 
er guiltless of any offense; that you epic wer i accused and maliciously perse- 
in form of law, is without paviatasies 


geth 
cuted; thatthe you, 

tender our earnest sym and express our hope that the 
. and love of peace of the people of Louisiana will protect you and 
it the best interests of the whole country to be disturbed by revi sec- 
tional animosities. In any event we are confident American people will 
injustice of which you may be made the victim. 


Vil——75 


Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, in company with these gentlemen and 
certain other gentlemen—— 

Mr. MAYHAM. Will the gentleman alow me 

Mr. HALE. I cannot now, or I shall use up another hour, and I 
do not mean to take up so much time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in company with those gentlemen and other gen- 

"tlemen upon both sides of the politics of the country I visited Loui- 
siana immediately subsequent to the election in 1876. I believe it was 
my good fortune to meet the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
there and other gentlemen, some of whom are upon this floor to-day. 
The proceedings of the returning board were conducted in a public, 
open, above-board manner, and published in the papers, notifications 
given to each side, and from day to day the sessions were attended by 
gentlemen selected from the visitors on the part of both parties. There 
was no day during the opening of the returns when gentlemen were 
not present upon each side. There was no day when the returns were 
not open to inspection, when they were not taken as opened and seru- 
tinized by gentlemen of the republican side as well as of the demo- 
cratic side. They were allowed stenographers, who remained there 
and took a report of the proceedings, and in the morning papers from 
day to day the announcement of the different parishes was made. 
When the returns were completed, when they had been all opened, 
when the returning board retired for their decision the gentlemen who 
were visitors in that State left New Orleans and returned home. I 
did not learn of the result of the majorities declared until I reached 
Washington, and that knowledge was common to the other gentle- 
men who were with me, That whole proceeding has been o to 
the bottom since. I have kept copies of eve: ng that has dis- 
closed. I have followed the testimony from day to day and have eom- 
pared it with the returns as promulgated when they were opened and 
published, and I have failed to discover anywhere any act on the part 
of those gentlemen of the returning board that was improper or con- 
trary to the law of Louisiana. 

Mr. COBB. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HALE. I believed that when I wrote the dispatch whieh has 
been just read at the clerk’s desk, and, believing that, seeing these 
men to trial, persecuted as they have been, knowing how th 
suffered last winter here, I gladly put my hand to that dispateh. 
sustained it then; I sustain it now. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from Maine was allowed to proceed without objection, if I understand 
it,on the condition that the privilege be accorded to any 
gentleman wishing to ask him a question. With that understanding 
all objection to his proceeding was withdrawn. Now he refuses to 
allow the gentleman from Indiana to ask him a question. 

Mr. H Does not the gentleman see that if gentlemen have 
any legitimate questions to ask they should wait until I have finished 
a proposition or a sentence? I am ectly willing to answer all 

uestions, but 1 cannot have everything that I say broken tn upon in 
that way. I will hear now the question of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Conn.] } 

Mr. COBB. My question is this: whether or not Anderson was 
3 for uttering false and forged returns as ono of the mem- 

of the returning board of Louisiana. 

Mr. HALE. I understand that was the charge as set forth in the 
information. 

Mr. COBB. -And was not the fact charged that these forged returns 
were in reference to Vernon Parish? Is not that another fact? 

Now, I will ask the e ee from Maine whether or not the fact 
is as shown by the evidence before the committee that examined that 
question—a committee of Congress of which Mr. Sherman, with others, 
was a member—whether or not the fact was proven clearly and eon- 
clusively before the committee that the returns of Vernon Parish were 
chan I have the evidence before me, and I will give it to the 


gen an, if he will permit me. 
Mr. HALE, I have got the record and will answer the gentleman’s 
question. i 


Mr. COBB. Very well. Ipntthe question simply for information. 
I have no desire unnecessarily to interrupt the tleman. r 

Mr. HALE. It became very clear during the investigation, the re- 
= of which I hold in my d, that a witness who appeared had 

owledge of and participation in the alteration and, as y 
believed, was the author of it. I mean the witness Little 

Now, as far as Mr. Anderson is concerned, I answer all these gues- 
tions that are starting up here and there and everywhere by readin 
from the 8 of the committee which was investigating 
subject. . Anderson, testifying upon this point, is interrupted by 
Mr. SPARKS, a member of the present House, who says: 

My remark abont the transposition of votes— 

That is, the fraudulent alterations— 


does not apply to you, Mr. Anderson ; because so far as we have gone it is shown 
by the y that you havo no hand in it anywhere, 

Then this follows: 

The Witness, (Mr. Anderson.) Thank you. 

Now, there is a better answer than I can’ give by going into any 
great detail about the participation or alleged participation of Gen- 
eral Anderson in this matter. ‘The Vernon Parish returns were opened, 
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Mr. Speaker, in public. They were given out to the public. There 
were scratinies of the returns by gentlemen upon both sides when 
they were opened. There were copies taken at that time—because it 
was near the eud of the count—copies taken including the Vernon 
returns; and it is to assume that Mr. Anderson and the other gentle- 
men of the returning board were idiots if after that they dared to 
forge or transpose or alter the returns. And if the alteration was made 
the fact is, according to the testimony in this book, that Littlefield 
had altered them for the Ler of using them in order to blackmail 
or ovr a hard bargain with somebody to whom they might be of 
value. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will pardon my saying so, I think he 
has not answered my question fairly. It is whether or not the re- 
turns of Vernon Parish were in point of fact altered. 

Mr. HALE. Not when they were opened. 

Mr. COBB. I am not asking the time. Iam asking the gentleman 
whether they were not by the authorities who had them in their con- 
1 promulgated, in point of fact altered. That is the question 

ask. 

Mr. MALE. I do not understand that it is denied that the return 
was altered. In the book I have here Littlefield himself testified that 
he altered the returns. 

Mr. COBB. I put the question whether from the time of opening 
to the time of promulgation it is not a fact that the returns in Vernon 
Parish were altered by somebody ? 

Mr. HALE. When they were examined here it was ascertained 
pretty clearly that an alteration had taken place. I make no ques- 
tion about that. ? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to go back to our dispatch to Mr. Anderson. I 
sent it willingly; I sent it gladly. I did not send it because I had 
any sensitiveness about the acts of the returning board being opened 
and investigated in any fair tribunal, nor did any gentleman who 
signed that dispatch with me. I believe that every one of those gen- 
tlemen stand by me in the declaration that we sustain the dispatch 
which we sent then to Mr. Anderson, who was in prison. I did not 
feel nor did these gentlemen who signed that dispatch feel that like 
cowards we should keep silence while Mr. Anderson was being tried 
in this way. We felt like speaking out, and we did speak out. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a profound impression in the country that this 
proceeding in Louisiana, sustained as it is by the democratic party 
there, has some root elsewhere. There are many men who believe 
that this whole performance is dictated, urged, and driven on by the 
restless men who do not mean to ever admit that the presidential 
title has been settled; that it is part and parcel of a preconceived and 

redetermined plan to open the adjustment which was accepted by 
sient in March last and to bring upon the country all the annoy- 
ances and embarrassments and dangers of a contested presidential 
seat. Whether or not that be so I do not know and I care as little, 
I only know that the manifestation from these late proceedings is 
that no conciliation is possible with the Louisiana democracy, and 
that when the old intolerant spirit against republican offenders leaps 
up into life again the whole democratic party, South and North, ap- 
piss the demonstration. f 

This, sir, cures me of conciliation as applied to that party. There 
is but one way to meet it, and that way is in open, constant conflict. 


These things have made a profound impression upon the people of 
the North. They see that faith on the part of gentlemen of the 
South cannot be expec Their confidence has been checked, or 
thrown back wholl 


The President of. the United States has an opportunity to-day of 
learning the lesson of misplaced confidence. It is the old, old story, a 
story that was old when Shakspeare’s banished lord sung of man’s 
ingratitude in the forest of Arden. There has been nothing that the 
President of the United States could do to make effieacious his course 
toward the South that has not been done, both in Louisiana and else- 
where. There has been no encouragement that could be holden out 
to that section to exhibit good faith that the President has not re- 
sorted to. He has appointed officers in high places; one in his Cab- 
inet from the South ; he has appointed ministers to represent us 
abroad from the South. He has taken into his confidence in filling 
important local places gentlemen of high repute and standing in the 
democratic party and has regarded their counsel because he has been 
anxious that in this experiment he has been trying that no one shall 
say, if it fails, that there was any lack on his part, and to-day this is 
the return he receives from Louisiana. á : 

I do not know, I cannot tell what may be the action determined 
upon by this Administration with reference to the present situation 
in Louisiana; but I was sorry to see that, when Mr. Anderson was 
sought to be arrested and officers of the Government tried to protect 
him for a brief time in the custom-house, over which he presided and 
where he was the leadirg officer in the State, a dispatch went down 
to those officers that they should in no regard interfere with the pro- 
cess. I have not heard that from that day to this the Administration 
has lifted its voice in any direction showing that any action would 
be taken in the premises. y à 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Does the gentleman hold that there is any right 
on the part of the Administration to interfere with the courts of Lou- 
isinnu or of any other State? y 

Mr. HALE. I was just coming to that point. I turn to the Con- 


sionas; and I find that the fifth article of the amendments is as fol- 
OWS: 

No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, un- 
less on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the 
land or naval fi or in the militia, when in actual service in tine of war or pub- 
lic danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put in 
jeopardy of life or limb; norsball be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness 
0 himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process 
9 ; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensa- 


I know how that provision has been construed previous to the adop- 
tion of the fourteenth amendment; but now the fourteenth amend- í 
ment to the Constitution has been adopted. 

Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman not know that by a uniform 
course of decisions, from the case of Barron vs. City of Baltimore down 
to the Milligan case, that amendment has only been construed as ap- 
plying to the Federal courts ? 

Mr. HALE. I said that I knew how the provision had been con- 
strued prior to the fourteenth amendment; but in the fourteenth of 
the amendments to the Constitution, which was adopted for the fur- 
ther and increased protection of all citizens throughont the United 
States and which extended the operations of the Government so as 
to protect its citizens in every State, it was provided: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdic- 
tion thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside. 
No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or im- 
munities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of 
life, liberty, or property, without due process of law. 


Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman say that information is not due 
process of law? 2 

Mr. HALE. I mean to say that this is a question that should be 
tested and settled. In my opinion the fourteenth amendment must 
be taken to mean due process of law as provided in the fifth article 
of the amendments to the Constitution, namely, presentment or in- 
dictment by a grand jary, and that since the e of the fourteenth 
amendment such a law as Louisiana has is invalid and can have no 
operation upon a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then why did not the amendment say so? 

Mr. HALE. Whether my interpretation is a correct one is a matter 
to be settled by the courts. The district attorney of Louisiana ought 
to be instructed, as representing the Government, to aid in any move- 
ment to transfer the case to a Federal tribunal, so that the question 
may be settled as to the operation of the fourteenth amendment. 
Without setting up sy claim to be a great lawyer, although I have 
been practicing law all my life, this point has t foree with me, 
and I mamtain that it should now be settled. e Administration, 
in my judgment, would do well to see that any rights under the Con- 
stitution that any citizen has in Lonisiana shall protected in this } 
way. It has given away enough there already. Let it now assert } 
some rights, and having asserted them maintain them. 

Mr. ELAM. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him now? . 

Mr. HALE. Iwill 

Mr. ELAM. Ifthe construction which the gentleman places upon 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
is correct, and the point is made upon the trial and the exception is 
overruled—the point made that the trial could not proceed except 
upon indictment—is not the remedy by writ of error taken to 

nited States courts? If that is correct, then what has the President, 
or this Congress, or any Department of this Government to do with 
that question ? : 

. HALE. The representative of the Department of Justice, 
which is a part of the Federal Administration, is the district attorne; 
of the United States in the State of Louisiana. Now, I have ye 
heard no man so bold as to argue thatif a citizen is not protected, if i 
he is being prosecuted in a State not in accordance with the law, the 
Government of the United States shall not interpose for his protec- 
tion. I have heard nobody present that ent; I have heard no 
one so bold as to make that claim. Now, if the Government of the 
United States believes that here is a citizen who under an unconsti- 
tutional law—unconstitutional under the fifth and the fourteenth 
amendments of the Constitution of the United States—is not having 
a fair trial, then it is the duty of the Administration throngh the 
officers of the judicial department of the Government to see that he 
has the benefit of this constitutional provision. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. HALE. I will. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Hate] to hold that if the defendant himself, or his counsel, has re- 
fused or declined to make the point he indicates, it is then the duty 
of the United States Government to step in and take charge of his 


case 

Mr. HALE. I take it that nobody has taken charge of his case, 
but the Administration knows full well that co-operation will be 
gladly received. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then he will get the benefit of it, and Iam in 
favor of his having it. 

Mr, HALE. He asks nothing more than that. And I only say 
that in my view the Administration will do well to see that this ques- 
tion, which to me is a very important one, is raised in the court t ao 
in co-operation if you please with the counsel of Mr. Anderson, an 
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that it he brought ont to its full extent, and the sooner President 
Hayes learns that all that he or his friends will get in the South will 
be at the end of the law, the better for his administration and the 


country. 

Mr. PRICE and Mr. GIBSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Pricer] rise? 

Mr. PRICE. I rise to claim the floor on the Louisiana election 
case. I supposed that I was entitled to it after the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] was through. j 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HALE, ] as the 
Chair understands, spoke for one hour and then had another hour 
allowed him, of which second hour he has occupied all but fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not want any of that time; I want my own time. 

The SPEAKER. This will not come out of the time of the gen- 


tleman. 
Mr. PRICE. I want time for discussing the election case which 
we started on to-day. Iam not particular about the State of Lou- 


isiana. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My understanding was that I was to 
open the case on behalf of the contestant. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will protect the gentleman in his hour. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. And that my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Pricx,] was to follow me on be- 
half of the sitting member. By unanimous consent, the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Hal] has made his personal explanation, which I 
n will not interfere with the election case. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair was inclined to recognize the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] to reply to the personal explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. ] But if that is called 
in question the Chair will submit it to the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think that under the circumstances those who 
are running this election case ought to waive it for the present, sav- 
ing all their rights, and allow the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON to be heard. 

Mr. IS, of Virginia. I did not observe that my friend from 
Lonisiana [Mr. GIBSON ] was on the floor when I made my statement. 
I supposed of course that the Chair was somewhat in doubtas to the 
order of proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that as a general proposition 
when one side has been heard it is not more than fair play that the 
other side should be heard in answer. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Was not that the understanding ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that it was. If there is no 
objection, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] will p 

r. GIBSON. When the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] bega 
to read his elaborate address, prepared in the closet, disavowing al- 
together any animosity toward the le of Louisiana, I expected 
that throughout his remarks we would find a calm discussion of this 
question, if not the exhibition of a just and erous sentiment 
toward the people whom I in part represent on this floor. 

The allegations of the gentleman resolve themselves into two dis- 
tinct propositions, if I understand them: First, that this proceeding 
against a member of the returning board of the State of Lenisiana, 
for forging a public document, is in violation of some compact, of 
some agreement, expressed or implied, between Governor Nicholls 
and his friends on the one side, representing the people of the State 
of Louisiana, and the gentlemen of the commission on the other side 
representing the President and the Administration of the Federal 
Government. That is the first distinct allegation made by the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

The second allegation is even more grave than that, if it were pos- 
sible. It is that these proceedings in the State of Louisiana are un- 
usual, extraordinary in form; that the method of proceeding is not 
in conformity with the established law and practice either in that 
State or in any of the other Commonwealths of the American Union. 

Now in reply to the first allegation, I would ask the gentleman where 
he gets his information of the existence of any compact of the kind 
of which he has spoken. He has brought in here the authority of 
Mr. Smalley, who undertakes to say that there was such an agreement, 
Why does he not Sopan for information to the members of that com- 
mission, why does he not appeal to the Secretary of State, why does 
he not appeal to the President of the United States to know if there 
was any such compact or ent? I desire to state for myself and 
for Governor Nicholls and for the gentlemen who were in consulta- 
tion with him that we never had any such implied or express a 
ment, On the contrary, complaints had been made, as I said the 
other day, that there was a violent, an unlawful spirit pervading the 
bosom of society in Louisiana, that if a government under the control 
of the white people of that State should be inaugurated there this 
fierce and remorseless spirit would manifest itself against the defense- 
less and unhappy colored people of Louisiana, That was the allega- 
tion which was made; and it was not only made then, but it is made 
to-day by the gentleman himself. 

Sir, the gentleman has cast his drag-net over the Commonwealth 
of Louisiana and he finds but two complaints against gt aie le of 
that State. One is that a colored man in the parish of Morehouse 
was punished for the murder of a white man. I do not know the 


merits of that case; but I venture to say that on the trial of the 
man accused of that murder colored men as well as white men were 
mengo of the jury who found the verdict of guilty. Does he deny 


As to tlie case of the other citizen who was shot down in the parish 
of Feliciana, I have no special information. I know very well that 
every effort was made on the part of the governor, by offering a 1 
reward and by sending special officers to the very spot, to ascertain 
who had committed this foul murder. He was not successful in got- 
ting information. Who is to blame for that? The gentleman him- 
self, if he knew the facts and circumstances, might have brought his 
own inquiring mind to assist in the investigation. So far as I am 
concerned I did all I could by writing to friends in that district of 
country to ascertain who had guilty of this murder. The gen- 
eral impression resting upon the minds of the people of that commu- 
nity was that the murderer was a man of the same political party as 


the murdered man, but was a personal enemy. That was the only 
information I was able to procure, 

But, Mr. Speaker, what other complaint has the gentleman? Has 
there been any outbreak in the State of Louisiana? Why, sir, when 


gentlemen look back at the condition of things in that State, when 
they contemplate the sudden changes that were made in the relations 
of society, political, social, and proprietary—when they reflect for a 
moment upon the complete subversion of pre-existing orders and in- 
stitutions in that State, could they expect that the change would 
have been as peaceful as the ordinary processes of nature—a change 
wrought not by the usual agencies employed in American civilization, 
but by the stern decrees of war? 

I am not here to complain of the results of the war. I thank God 
that slavery has been removed. I would that it had been done by 
gentle remedies; but, though the thunderbolt of war separate the 
poopie from that“ black idol,” as Mr. Wise called it, I would not, if 

could, reunite them in that relation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I challenge the gentleman to point to a single 
disturbance in the State of Louisiana other than those which he has 
mentioned. , ` 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman refer to the time since the Nicholls 
government has been in possession f 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, HALE. How could there have been any outbreak when the 
men who have been making the outbreaks for years have been given 
all the power ? 

Mr. GIBSON. That does not prevent outbreaks. 

Mr. HALE. The men who have been making the outbreaks for 
years have been given the whole power in that community. 

Mr. GIBSON. - Why, sir, there is opportunity every day for out- 
breaks in any part of the country. Did the outbreaks in Pennsylvania 
last fall come from the fact that there was a dishonest government 
in the State? Have the outbreaks that have disturbed society from 
its center to cireumference in the central States of the Union come 
from the fact that a dishonest or an honest government was in exist- 
ence? Sir, government is incapable from its very organization of 
8 the homes and firesides of the people. But when you 
once establish a government that enforces the law, that compels obedi- 
ence to the law; when you once teach a people by stern experience 
that the law is to be obeyed and will be enforced, then for the first 
time, as illustrated in the case of Louisiana, you have placed society 
upon a basis indispensable to peace, to quiet, to protection. It was 

e absence of this feeling in the State of Louisiana that caused those 
outbreaks before the inauguration of Governor Nicholls. No man ex- 
cept in rare instances was punished. The death-warrant was never 
.* by his predecessors, as I am informed. No man felt that his 
ife was secure by the laws. 

But, sir, what is the ch against the people of Louisiana in re- 
gard to these members of the returning board! 

The gentleman admits himself that there has been no disturbance, 
no cause of general complaint; that life, that property, that all the 
conservative elements of society in Louisiana have found shelter 
within the arms of the Nicholls government. 

Sir, they have found not only a shelter there, but the general im- 
2 produced upon the publie of that State has been reassuring, 

or no man, whether among the rich and powerful or the lowly and 
humble in society, has for a moment entertained a doubt upon this 
int that if he committed a crime he would be held to trial and be 
eld to punishment. One instance I recall from the western district 
of the State of Louisiana. A man with extensive family connection, 
who had murdered another, was tried and convicted. Sir, the whole 
pe of that western community was brought to bear upon Governor 
icholls to procure his pardon. He said, “No; Ishall see the State 
suffers no detriment. The aren purpose of my administration is to 
impress upon these people the importance of observing the law, and 
I intend the verdict of the jury shall be executed.” It was executed 
to the astonishment of the people in that part of the State. 

What is the charge the gentleman now makes against the people 
of Louisiana? Many of the people of Louisiana, in the first place, 
know nothing about this returning board. They are busy in their 
own pursuits, in their own affairs. What is the ch ? Is it a po- 
litical offense? No, sir, no; the political offenses have not been 
alluded to. The fact that this returning board disregarded the pro- 
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visions of the law, that oe Suet out return after return from dif- 
ferent parishes without the legal, proper, and REMEN affidavits in 
regard to those parishes having been put upon file? No, sir. One of 
their members has been held to punishment for uttering a false re- 
turn falsifying a public record. ; 

Who is to profit by the punishment of this man? Surely not the 
democratic party, because it was an insignificant matter, the falsifi- 
cation of the return of a small parish,involving only a few hundred 
votes. Not the people of Louisiana. How are we to profit by it? 
We know it did not concern the national democratic party, because 
the electoral commission in its proceedings here, when these facts 
were brought to their notice, when proof was offered, when testimony 
was proffered to establish these facts before that commission, said it 
was aliunde, that the Congress of the United States had no jurisdic- 
tion of the matter. Therefore the gentleman may be at peace in his 
own mind so far as the pretensions of Mr. Tilden are concerned. 
Mr. Hayes’s title was passed upon by this Congress, and I do not un- 
derstand that two or three hundred votes one way or the other will 
make any material change in the result. ay 

It will not affect, as I said before, the people of Lonisiana, because 
the returning-board returns were not taken into account at all in the 
State of Louisiana by the Legislature in determining who were elected 
members of that Legislature, or in determining who had been elected 
governor of the State, the express provisions of the constitution de- 
nying to this returning board jurisdiction over that question and 
remitting it just as the Constitution of the United States remits to 
this House the question of the election, qualification, and returns of 
itsown members. So that, Mr. Speaker, the people of Louisiana have 
nothing special to gain by this act. i 5 

If, as I said before, there be evidence of the commission of this 
crime in the hands of the law officers in the State of Louisiana, what 
is their duty? How can they escape it? If they allow it to pass 
unperformed in one case why not in another? If in the case of this 
perjury why not in the case of murder? thee en 

ow, sir, I would ask the gentleman from Maine, if it could be 
ascertained who the murderer of Webber was, will he insist upon 
amnesty for him? Will he insist that a foul murderer shall not be 
brought to trial? Was there a compact which gave security to the 
e e of the returning board for their crimes, but not to men who 
were guilty of other crimes in the State? ; . 

Sir, I said a little while ago the crime of forging this return was 
trivial, but I said it was trivial in its consequences so far as the con- 
tested election is concerned. But ĩt is a crime of enormous proportions. 
Aman who takes the life of another, it is true; commits murder; but 
a man or a set of men who falsify the returns from the polls, who 
silence the will of the people, who substitute their own will and their 
own voice for the will and the voice of a free Commonwealth, have 
committed the grandest crime, a crime that strikes a deadly blow at 
our civil liberties, at our Constitution, at our freeGovernment. It is 
the sense of this enormity, it is the profound conviction that these men 
were guilty of this great crime against civil liberty, that the people 
of Louisiana have in a great measure sustained the action taken by 


the officers of the law. 
Sir, it is a curious ee in the history of this Government 
Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman allow me 
Mr. GIBSON. It is a curious tacle in this Government that a 
member of Congress should be found here pleading immunity for 


crime in a Commonwealth that is just beginning to give security to. 


public and private rights by the punishment of crime. 

Mr. HALE. Now will the gentleman let me here ask him to tell us 
what is the t crime the gentlemen of the returning board have 
committed which he says makes the people of Louisiana sustain this 
prosecution? When he speaks of a grand crime does he refer to the 
alleged charge in this case, uttering a false return, or a great general 
crime with reference to the entire electoral vote of that State ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I assert that this crime of falsifying and forging 
returus was a matter of no importance to the Nicholls government or 
to Tilden and his friends, was an insignificant matter as far as past 
results were concerned, but in itself it is a crime against public 
liberty; and a man who is guilty of a crime against pre liberty 
should be tried, but his trial should be fair and just and according to 
the law of the land. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. When he 
spoke of the great crimes of the returning board which they had 
committed, what did he refer to? I ask him again does he refer to 
this particular act charged in this information or to the general acts 
of the returning board? 

Mr.GIBSON. I know nothing of the general acts of the returning 
board. I am talking of this act of forgery, which the gentleman has 
risen in his seat and insisted there was a compact“ between the 
authorities in Louisiana and the authorities of the Federal Govern- 
ment to condone. Sir, I deny it. I deny it not only for Nicholls and 
for his friends who stood by him at that critical period, but I deny it 
for the President and his Cabinet. They could not be guilty of such 
a crime, because it would be a crime to insist on a compact that the 
re of a State should not be enforced against the criminals of a 

tate. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to bandy recriminations with the 
gentleman. I feel, sir, itis pec ly fortunate for me and the people 
of Louisiana that en this occasion the gentleman has found fault with 


nothing but the proceedings in the criminal court of the city of New 
Orleans in reference to the trial of Mr. Anderson. I said the other 
day that those proceedings were following the usual conrse. 

ir, the constitution and the statutes of the State of Louisiana pro- 
vide precisely for this mode and this method of procedure. And not 
only that; the 9 talks about an information as if it were 
something peculiar to the jurisprudence of the State of Louisiana, as 
if it might be an offspring of the old French or Spanish Dominion. 
Sir, I will tell the gentleman that it is as old as the common law 
itself, and the same provision prevails in the Constitution and in the 
laws of other States of this Union. In Vermont it is provided by 
statute that the States attorney 
Dap prone by information all crimes not capital and where the punishment 
by imprisonment in the State prison for a term not exceeding seven years. 
Sir, that is almost the identical provision to-day in the constitution 
of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. HALE, How many other States does the gentleman find in 
which this system prevails? 

Mr. GIBSON, In Massachusetts it has been held that— 

AN poe misdemeanors which may be prosecuted by indictment may be pros- 
ecuted by information in behalf of the Commonwealth, unless the prosecution be 
restrained by statute to the indictment. 

In New Hampshire an information is an official act solely of the 
attorney-general, and his action is not limited by leave of the court 
or any preliminary inquiry instituted by him. In Louisiana it is lim- 
ited by the consent of the court and in other respects. 

Mr. HALE. That does not apply to criminal cases. 

Mr. GIBSON. It applies to criminal cases not capital. Even the 
State of Pennsylvania in her recent convention, as Í now recall—the 
convention of 1873—provided that this mode of procedure might be 
adopted in certain limited cases; and it does not exist without limit 
or withont qualification in the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. GIBSON. Les, sir. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman be kindenough 
to indicate the cases and the kind of proceedings in the State of Penn- 
sylvania where the convention of 1873 allowed prosecutions on in- 
formation alone? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will take great pleasure in furnishing the gentle- 
man with that information from the law library. The constitutional 
provisions adopted at that convention of the State of Pennsylvania 
do permit proceeding by information in certain limited cases. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me here 
and now, on behalf of my State, to inform him he is entirely mis- 
informed? Such practice does not obtain in the courts of our State, 
nor was such practice authorized by the constitutional convention or 
adopted by our State in 1873. 

r. GIBSON. Of course, until I furnish the fact from the books 
to contradict the gentleman I must yield to him in accuracy in mat- 
ters referring to the constitution and statutes of Pennsylvania, My 
recollection may be at fault. But it is not long since I had the pleas- 
ure of looking through the debates in that constitutional convention, 
and my attention was drawn to the fact that in certain cases proced- 
ure by information was provided for. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will allow me, 
let me in this public manner before the country do my State the jus- 
tice to remark that the old common-law proceeding is secured in all 
criminal cases to the citizen by requiring first information before the 
magistrate, presentment of an indictment, and its return by a grand 
jury; and no courts in our State except in some summary proceed- 
ings of a subordinate character permit the trial of a culprit on in- 
formation alone, 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no desire to strain a point with reference to 
a matter of this kind. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire simply to vindicate my 
State in what I consider to be a reflection upon it. 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman not only had à right to do that but 
I am glad to have been able to extend to him an opportunity to cor- 
rect any statement that I made with reference to the jurisprudence 
of the State of Pennsylvania, if [ am mistaken. 

Mr. REILLY. I would ask my colleague whether he asserts that 
under the constitution or laws of the State of Pennsylvania a man 
cannot be tried under an indictment by a grand jury without a pre- 
vious information? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I made no such utterance. I said 
then and say now that in our State no man is put on trial before a 
petit jury for a criminal offense, high or low, without a prior indict- 
ment by a grand jury. It may be after information, but the return 
of an indictment is indispensible in all cases, 

Mr. REILLY. Ia with my colleague in that; but I understood 
him to say that a trial on information was necessary in every case be- 
fore indictment. 

Mr. GIBSON. I regret that I have led the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania into any discussion in this matter. I respect the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, as much as any member upon this floor. The 
day is yet to come when I can permit myself asa Kepresentative here 
to assault the character or people of any State in the American 
Union. Although this feature may not, as the gentleman alleges, be 
in the jurisprudence of Pennsylvania, it does exist exactly as in the 
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State of Louisiana in many of the most honored Commonwealths in 
the Union. But the gentleman from Maine errs when he says these 
proceedings were ina ted simply upon information by the dis- 
trict attorney; my colleague corrected him in that. It was filed 
under the instructions of the grand jury themselves who had examined 
the case, and it was in obedience to the instructions of the grand jury 
that the proceedings were begun. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is it not true that the grand jury had been fre- 
quently requested to find an indictment and had not done so, and 
having had the case before them as the grand jury they . n 
failed or refused to find an indictment, and that afterward the in- 
formation, whether suggested by the grand jury or not, was after a 
failure to find an indictment? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no such information. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There are allegations to that effect. 

Mr. GIBSON. In the absence of particular information of such a 
fact I deny it, and I ask the gentleman to furnish me proof. It is 
easy to make allegations against proceedings in a State; but it is one 
thing to make allegations and it is a very different thing to furnish 


roof. 

y Mr. Speaker, I shall not follow the gentleman from Maine in his 
treatment of this subject. I believe that this House, I believe that 
this country is fatigued of these political excitements, is weary of 
this strain upon the political forees of our society. For one I have 
no sympathy with them. If I thought the movement in Louisiana 
was intended to be a political one it would appear to me to be a very 
feeble one; if it was designed to excite the public mind or to excite 
the animosities that I hoped were sleeping in the northern commu- 
nities I should deplore it more than any man upon this floor. 

I have no desire to create or extend this sectional feeling. If we 
are to be one country we must put these passions and excitements 
behind us, 

I Speaker, a great English statesman, Edmund Burke, has said 
at— 

To restore order and to an and so distracted as ours is 
merely in the attempt an uniertaking rest percent the flight of the highest 
genius and obtain pardon for the efforts of the meanest understanding. 

Sir, I have no hope that anything that I may say or do here shall 
extend its influence over this country or make any permanent im- 
pression oven upon the 8 whom I now address; but if any- 
thing shall pardon me for the few remarks I have made it must be 
in the earnest endeavor to create a fairer and more just sentiment to- 
ward the people; not only of the State of Louisiana, but toward the 
people of all the southern country. Sir, this whole country is our 
common country, and I cherish the hope that the day is not far dis- 
2 when we shall feel toward one another as fellow-countrymen, 
= one Union, one Constitution, and one destiny. I yield to Mr. 


LAM. 

Mr. ELAM. Mr. Speaker, it is with extreme reluctance that I shall 
attempt to trespass upon the time of this House on a question of such 
great magnitude as this, and which has been so ably treated. I think, 
sir, that the mistake made in all this discussion arises from, perhaps, 
an honest misconception of the duties and powers of this branch of 
the Federal Government and of all the branches of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to control the action of one of the sovereign States of this 
Union in what I deem is the exercise of its unquestioned powers. 

I will haye nothing to say, sir, in relation to the compact or agree- 
ment, express or implied, just spoken of, except that it is so strange, 
illegal, and unwarranted by the Constitution of the United States and 
by the relations between the States and the Federal Government as 
toneed noargument. NorcanI presume for a moment that any such 
thing was expressly agreed upon, fairly implied, or understood by the 
action of the Nicholls government as claimed. 

The constitution and laws of the State of Louisiana undertake to 
provide for the protection of all its citizens in their lives, liberty, and 
property. In the exercise of that power they have prescribed cer- 
tain laws, denouncing certain acts as crimes. It has provided that 
any person who shall forge, alter, or publish as true any record, either 

rivate or public, that is false, shall be deemed guilty of the crime of 
orgery. 
ow, sir, I do not undertake to-day, from my stand-point and with 
my information, to say whether these parties are or were guilty of 
forgery. It would be as impertinent for me to undertake to answer 
that question as, in my judgment, it was for the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Ja day or two ago to ask the gentleman from Louisiana, 
one of my colleagues, [Mr. sees) whether he believed these par- 
ties were poy or not and whether he believed that they ought to be 
prosecuted, Ido not mean san Py ga in any offensive sense; I use 
it as a lawyer. I mean it would be impertinent to the issue, because 
this House and the Federal Government have nothing whatever to do 
with the question. I say it is impertinent because I have nothing to 
do with that inquiry. It is a question addressed alone under the con- 
stitution and the laws of the State of Louisiana, aud under our form 
of government to the court and qury in the State of Lonisiana, before 
which the prosecution is or was pending, and it is for them to decide. 

I desire to inform this House that the common law of England was 
apea in 1805 by the territorial Legislature of Louisiana as the 
method of procedure in criminal prosecutions, including the rules of 
evidence. That rule was maintained until 1853, when a statute was 
enacted changing the forms, but altering nothing of the substance. 


Under that statute it is the duty of the prosecuting attorney, if he 
believes a crime has been committed, even if the grand jury fail to 
bring in an indictment, to present the case to the court in that 
the party may be brought to a trial before a jury. That I understand 
is the law now in many States of this Union; and it was at one time 
the law in all the States of the Union which derived the common law 
from the mother-country. 

While I do not pretend to say whether these parties are guilty or 
innocent, I undertake to say this: that under the election law of 
Louisiana which was approved and signed by the governor of that 
State in September or October, 1872, power was conferred upon the 
returning board to reject all the votes polled at any of the polling- 
places in certain cases. A certain number of officers were called a 
returning board, but the phrase “returning officer” is canonized in 
the constitution of the State itself. With due submission, I under- 
take to say that the passage of these statutes of 1872 and 1873 was 
an attempt by the party in power at that time in Louisiana to get 
around the obligations of the constitution of that State. 

At the time when the constitutions of 1852 and 1868 were framed 
the returning officers of election were the sheriffs in the different par- 
ishes of the State. Those sheriffs were required to make returns 
directly to the secretary of state, and he was then required to com- 
pile them and promulgate the result. 

Never before the statute of 1870, of which the statute of 1872 was 
an amendment, was the attempt made in Louisiana to give power to 
any such officer except that of the mere compilation of the returns 
and declaration of the results. But in 1870 as well as in 1872 the so- 
called returning board was given power to throw ont votes upon cer- 
tain evidence, which evidence was to be received and considered after 
the foundation had been laid by the certificates of the commissioners 
of election, made out and attached to their return at the time and 
place where the election was held. , 

The provision of the law is that they have the right to throw out the 
returns, if in their judgment any of the acts mentioned in the stat- 
ute occurred and had the effect of altering or changing what would 
otherwise have been the result of the election. But nowhere in the 
statute is there any authority to change the result of an election b 
taking votes from one party and giving them to another, and that is 
precisely what these parties, prosecuted under the Lonisiana State 
constitution, are charged with. ' 

Under those statutes these returning officers were e ed with the 
duty of publishing the result of the election. Now, it is notorious, 
all through that 2 ea of the State, that the od tara party re- 
ceived in the p. of Vernon but 2 votes, while the democratic 
party received all the balance; and there were 650 votes polled at 
that election. It has been said here that there was no motive for 
changing the result. Now, gentlemen who are familiar with that 
election will remember that the returning board threw out the whole 
of the vote of the h of Grant. I state as a matter of fact and a 
pn of the local history of the State that the parishes of Grant, 

ides, and Vernon constitute a judicial district. 

ter the whole vote of Grant Parish was thrown out, which gave 
a democratic majority of about 150 votes, the returning board was 
only to consider the election inthe two parishes of Rapidesand Vernon. 
In Rapides the republican party had a majortty of 160 votes. If the 
vote in the parish of Grant had been counted as it was cast and that 
in Vernon, it would have given a democratic majority in the dis- 
trict of more than 600 votes, but by throwing out the entire vote 
in Grant and ehanging that in Vernon by taking from the demo- 
cratic party a part of its vote and transferring it to the republican 
party, the returning board could give their certificate to the repub- 
ican candidate for district judge, the Ey pope candidate for dis- 
trict attorney, and the independent candidate for the house of repre- 
sentatives of the State Legislature, who ran against the regular dem- 
ocratic candidate. That independent candidate, however, afterward 
refused to take his seat in the Legislature on the ground that he knew 
he had not been elected, as I understand. 

Now, what motive actuated these gentlemen of the returning board 
in making these changes I do not undertake to say, but the fair pre- 
sumption, I submit, is that it was to achieve the result which they 
would have achieved if the Packard government had been main- 
tained. I come back to my first proposition, which is that in view of 
the events which have occurred in this country during the last ten or 
fifteen years; in view of the attempts which are now making and 
have been made for some years past; in view of the feeling which 
has been increasing and which I trust is finding lodgment in the pub- 
lic mind all over the country, in regard to which gentlemen who 
haye differed heretofore radically on political questions are now 
agreed—that is to say, that the great need of this country at this day 
and hour is pacification and reconciliation—in view of all this I say 
that in my judgment it was unfortunate that this issue has been 
thrust upon this House. It can produce no practical effect; it can 
produce no result except to keep the ple of the different sections 
of the country still estranged and alienated, and thus hinder the 
return of the “era of good feeling” which I think is sincerely desired 
by the masses of the people ding ee of party. 

I have three or four decisions here of the State courts and of the 
United States courts, one given by Chie ustice Marshall, to the ef- 
fect that the fifth amendment, I believe, to the Constitution of the 
United States, first referred to by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
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HALR, ] in relation to the trial of criminals, applied solely to the 
trial of criminals in the United States courts for violations of United 
States statutes, and not to the trial of criminals in the State courts. 

The gentleman throws out the su ion—he does not claim it to 
be true as a matter of law, but the intimation is that it may proba- 
bly be decided hereafter—that under the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States, no criminal 8 can 
be maintained in any State except by indictment. That is my un- 
derstanding of the gentleman’s position. Now, sir, assuming that 
he is correct in that legal proposition, that the rule has been changed 
by constitutional amendment, what is the remedy? Is it to come to 
Congress? Is it to go to the President of the United States and ask 
him to interfere by himself or through his Cabinet or through any 
Department of this Government? Not at all. 

he remedy of these parties was to make this point in the form of 

an exception, as we call it in Louisiana; in criminal proceedings at 
common law it is called a demurrer. They ought to have excepted or 
demurred to the sufficiency of the information, or the point might 
even have been made upon a motion in arrest of judgment. If that 
point had been made; if the accused had set forth that under the law 
of the land as now existing a criminal proceeding by information 
was illegal; that the verdict and judgment of the court could have 
no validity, that question could have been taken up to the Supreme 
Co art of the United States. That, in my judgment, is the only remedy ; 
and if this point has been made, and I hope it has not only in so far 
as concerns the parties, but in the interest of peace and good order 
in the country, and that the case will be taken up on writ of error to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, so that thi goaien may be 
settled, namely, whether the construction put upon the amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States by the gentleman from Maine 
is correct or not. My own opinion, however, is that the amendment 
does not touch the question here raised, but relates obviously to other 
matters. 

Mr. PRICE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON ] has 


ten minutes of his time N 
Mr. GIBSON. Then I ask the Clerk to read two ici hs from 
the constitution of the State of Pennsylvania, to which uded. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 9. In all criminal prosecutions the accused hath a right to be heard by him- 
self and his counsel, to demand the nature and cause of the accusation him, 
to meet the witnesses face to face, to have 1 — 
rosecutions b 


court, for 
fense, be 
or applied te public use 

being first made or secured. 


Mr. GIBSON. Those are the provisions of the constitution of the 
State of Pennsylvania to which I alluded in my former remarks. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. In this connection allow me to re- 
mark that the section just read at the instance of the gentleman from 
Louisiana is not a new provision of our constitution. Our late con- 
stitutional convention readopted in toto the old bill of rights, which 
was a part of the constitution of 1790 and the constitution of 1838, 
for we have had only three constitutional conventions in our State. 
The “information” mentioned in that provision is not an information 
instituted in ordinary criminal proceedings, but an information made, 
for instance, against a justice of the peace to remove him summarily 
from office ; to inquire as to the manner in which he has discharged 
his functions. In all cases where a criminal offense is charged against 
a party in Pennsylvania he can only be put upon trial by formal in- 
dictment found by a grand jury. 

Mr. GIBSON. The bill of rights is a part of the constitution, and 
the language used is “misdemeanor in office.“ But I will not attempt 
to controvert the position taken by the gentleman from Pennsylya- 
nia. He may be better acquainted than I am with the construction 
which has been put upon that provision of his State constitution. 
But, as I said at the outset, it is not a matter of great importance, 
because I have shown here that this same method of procedure which 
obtains under the law of Louisiana is recognized in the constitutions 
and statutes of many of the most intelligent States of this Union. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have asked the gentleman from Louisiana to 
yield to me for a single moment in order that I may read a short 
extract from a speech made by Mr. Hayes in the city of Cincinnati on 
the 15th of September last, in which he stated the motive which 

rompted him to pursue the course he had toward the South. I un- 

lerstood the gentleman from Maine this morning to argue that the 
President had not withdrawn the troops from South Carolina and 
Louisiana as a matter of constitutional right bat as an act of con- 
cession and conciliation, or as a sort of experiment to test the temper 
and future conduct of this people. I wish to read to the House exactly 
what the President himself has said in regard to that matter. Toward 
the conclusion of that speech he used the following language: 


I simply wish to say that what has been done has not been done merely because 
we could not help doing it, but because we believed that it was wise and right. 


5 of life or limb ; nor shall private p 
thout authority of law, and without just compensation 


Tunderstand, then, Mr. Speaker, that this is not a mere experiment, 
to be tested for a short time and then abandoned by the Administra- 
tion, but that the policy which has been adopted toward the South 
is based upon what the Administration believes is the constitutional 
rights of that people, and that it cannot be abandoned without a 
departure from the Constitution itself. 

“Ses ROBBINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques 
n 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Did not the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] 
the other day say expressly that the President had done this as a 
matter of constitutional right and duty? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I so understood him. 

Mr. ROBBINS. That being so, I want to know who was placed 
under any a oe thereby except to obey and execute the law. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman then does not believe that the South 
was under any obligation. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to say further, Mr. Speaker, that, if the 
declaration made by President Hayes upon the occasion to which I 
have alluded be true, it is utterly impossible that his action in with- 
drawing the troops should have been based upon any contract or 
agreement, express or implied. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I believe the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana has a moment left, which he yields to me. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will yield to the gentleman in a moment but I 
desire to answer the question asked by the gentleman, what obliga- 
tion the people of Louisiana were placed under by this action. Sir, 
the highest obligation American citizens can assume, the obligation 
of free men, in a free State in the American Union, to obey the laws 
of the United States and to obey the laws of their State, and the 
magistrates of that State came under the obligation to enforce the 
laws, to protect life, liberty, and property. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. S. er, this discussion has proceeded upon 
the hypothesis that Louisiana alone is interested in the punishment 
of the crime that was committed by that returning board. I deny it, 
sir. I say that every portion of this land, outside of the borders of 
that State as well as in it, is interested therein; and in behalf of 
the people whom I specially represent I am here to say they desire 
that those who were connected with that fraud as principals should 
be punished, and they demand that all who were connected with 
them, if possible, as aiders or abettors shall be punished; because, 
while we may have to submit to the dire consequence of the fraud, 
yet it is in the interest of human liberty, it is in the interest of free 
porama that all thə people everywhere should know how and 

y whom the great crime was perpetrated. And I do hope that we 
will not consider this question as a merely local one. What I wantis 
from this place to give encouragement, if it may be, to the peoplo of 
Louisiana to go right forward to discover who were principals and if 
possible to find out who were their aiders and abettors, if any existed. 

Mr. THOMPSON rose. 

Mr. CLYMER. I do not yield the floor. I deny any agreement 
implied from the resolutions of the Legislature of Louisiana or that 
any expressions made in the letter of Governor Nicholls are binding 
upon me or others here who feel they have been defranded. What 
we want to know is the whole truth. It can do no harm to thg Presi- 
dent and it will be of immense interest in the future. Thef®fore I 
say thus much on the part of the people whom I represent immedi- 
ately and of the tate of which they are a part. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Let me ask my colleague a question in the line 
of his remarks and it is this: If the authorities of the State of Loui- 
siana prove recreant—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Re ens My point of order is this: The gentle- 
man from Maine rose this morning to a personal explanation, and by 
unanimous consent he was allowed to proceed, and by unanimous con- 
sent also the gentleman from Louisiana was permitted to reply to him. 
Now I make the point of order that being on the floor to a question 
of personal explanation by the courtesy of the House they have no 
right to transfer their time to any other member to make statements. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will be guided in the future in that 


3 
r. THOMPSON. I wish to ask of my colleague, if the author- 
ities of Louisiana should prove recreant to their sworn duty to pun- 
ish criminals when convicted and should refuse to discharge their 
duty under the laws of State, what remedy he would propose? 

Mr. CLYMER. Give us the authority and we will see not only 
that the laws are enforced in Louisiana but elsewhere. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Whom do you mean by us? 

Mr. CLYMER. The democratic party of course. [Applause and 
laughter. 

Mr. G rose. 

Mr. PRICE. I believe I have the floor on the contested- election 


case. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the floor 
as the hour of the gentleman from Louisiana has expired. 
Mr. PRICE. If the gentleman from Ohio desires to speak I will 
ie the floor to bim. 


of Virginia. Again I must protest against this in- 


terference with the debate on the pending question. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. PRICE. I wish to say this to the Houso: that I have no dispo- 
sition to go on with this debate on the Louisiana contested-election 
case to-night, because it is after four o’clock, but I do want the floor 
so that in the morning when this question comes up I will have the 
5 to proceed. 
. TOWNSEND, of New York. Then move to adjourn. 

Mr. PRICE. I have the floor now. À 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman moves to adjourn he will have 
the floor when the case comes up to-morrow, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move the House do now adjourn if the House 
is not willing to hear from me. 

Mr. , of Virginia. So far as I am concerned if debate can- 
not proceed to-night I am willing the gentleman from Ohio should 
take his time to-night rather than in the morning. If weareto have 
debate out of order I would rather have it to-night than lose another 


day. 
Ar. TOWNSEND, of New York. Let us adjourn. 
MOSES LORD. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn the Chair will, 
by unanimous consent, lay some executive communications before 
the House. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the mili history 
of Moses Lord, Company B, Twelfth Kentucky Infantry ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


JAMES B. FERGUSON, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of James 
B. F. n, assistant surgeon United States Army, for reimburse- 
ment for loss of property; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

C. L. ROBERTS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of C. L. 
Roberts, first lieutenant Seventeenth Infantry, for reimbursement 
for losses of ey. by fire; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask whether we are now disposing of 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. We are disposing of executive communications 
which are sent to the 8 er for the information of the House ; and 
the Speaker had consent to lay them before the House. 

Mr. CONGER. If we are at business on the Speakers table I de- 
sire to make the motion to take up the silver bill. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is the fourth gen- 
tleman who has peed that wish to-day, 7 
Mr. CONGER. How many more requests will satisfy the Chair ? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear all requests of that nature 
in order to ascertain what is the wish of the House. 

MrgCONGER. I think perhaps the most correct way to ascertain 
that would be to entertain the motion. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called and the gentleman is 
not entitled to be heard at this time. 


BATTLE OF BIG HOLE PASS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting Colonel Gibbon’s re- 
port of the battle of Big Hole Pass; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

CAPTAIN J. B. CAMPBELL. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secret of War, transmitting an application for 
the relief of Captain J. B. Campbell, Fourth Artillery; which was 
referred to the Commit oe on Military Affairs. 

APPROPRIATION FOR NEW MILITARY POST. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recommendation of 
an appropriation of $40,000 for a new military post; which was re- 

to the Committee on Appropriations, 
DISTRIBUTION OF UNITED STATES TROOPS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting lists showing the 
distribution of the United States worp which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVILIANS IN QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of the number 
of civilians employed in the Quartermaster’s Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WESLEY WARD. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 


a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of the Adju- 
tant-General on the House bill No. 1961, for the relief of Wesley 
Ward; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the 
Quartermaster-General affecting the further construction of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad. 

SURVEY OF MISSOURI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copy of reports of 
surveys of the Missouri River at Omaha, Atchison, Plattsmouth, and 
Brownsville, by Major Suter, Corps of Engineers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

J. H. MADDOX. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers 3 
the claim of J. H. Maddox for seizure of a quantity of tobacco ; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


COST OF SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, showing approximate cost of the 
Signal Service for the year ending June 30, 1877; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


EXPENSES OF SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a detailed 
statement of the expenses of the southern claims commission from 
its organization to date; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
DISBURSING CLERK OF THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a petition 
from disbursing clerk of the Interior Departinent asking to berelieved 
from accountability for amounts parea upon forged vouchers; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


JOHN W. CHICKERING. 


. On motion of Mr. VANCE, 85 unanimous consent, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of John W. 
Chickering, there being no adverse report thereon. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. MACKEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD remarks on the bill for the re of 
the 5 and the bill known as the silver bill. [See Ap- 

ndix. 

Ven. GARFIELD. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. I renew it. 

LOUISIANA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ACKLEN V8. DARRALL. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hold the floor and I would like to speak for a 
few moments. 

Mr. S er, if any one on either side expects me to add fuel to the 
flame of this debate he will be disappointed, for I have no such pur- 
pose or desire. But I wish to state cabal and plainly, in a few words, 
what appears to me to be the truth in regard to the situation which 
we have heard discussed to-day. 

The remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] 
who has just taken his seat have lifted this debate entirely out of the 
category Where the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELAN) left it 
a few moments ago, as relating solely to the local questions of the 
alleged infringement of the statutes of Louisiana in an affair in 
which the State was exclusively concerned. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER) assumes for the 
party for whom he speaks that there was a great crime committed in 
the presidential count; and he calls upon the citizens of Louisiana 
to help to get at that crime. He wants the country to get at it; and 
he welcomes the proceedings against; the returning bo in the mat- 
ter of the Vernon Parish, as the point of the weiss which is to be 
driven home to what he calls the great crime of the contury—the 
election and inauguration of Rutherford B. Hayes. 

Now I am not going, at this moment, to follow in that line; but I 
am going back a little to follow on another line; and I may get to 
the point of the wedge before I close. 

Sir, if there ever was a people on this earth who had reason to be 
tired and weary to the bone and heart of political contention, the 
bitterness of party malice, and of all the evils that can be suffered 
from partisanship, it is this afflicted American people. 

All admit that there are three stages that must be passed through, 
between war and There was first: the military stage, the 
period of force, of open and bloody war, in whieh gentlemen of high 
character and honor met on the field and decided by the power of the 
strongest the questions involved in the high court of war. That 
prios passed, but did not leave us on the calm level of peace. It 

rought us to the period of transition, between war and peace, in 
which the elements of war and peace were mingled together in strange 
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and anarchic confusion. It was a period of civil and rispe Sr 
ments combined. All throngh that semi-military period the in- 
istration of General Grant had, of necessity, to conduct the country. 
His administration was not all civil, it was not all military; it was 
prac yk combination of both; and out of that combination came 
many of the strange and anomalous situations which always follow 
such a war. 

Men who looked upon tho duties of the administration as only civil 
criticised it savagely, because the military element entered into it 
so largely. Men Who looked at the inistration from the strong 

und of military government, criticised it as too feeble, lacking the 

and of military command. But out of these mingled ele- 
ments, step by step, and year by year, the administration emerged 
from the entanglements of the situation, working its way up to the 
level of peace. 

Our t military chieftain who brought the war to a successful 
conclusion, had command as chief executive during eight years of 
long, turbulent, and eventful administration. He saw his adminis- 
tration drawing to a close, his suecessor had been elected, who study- 
ing the question, came to the conclusion that the epoch had arrived, 
the hour had struck when it was possible to declare that the semi- 
military period was ended and the era of peace methods, of civil pro- 
ceases should be fully ngene With that spirit, and at the be- 
ginning of this third era, Rutherford B. Hayes came into the Presi- 

cy. Lought to say that, in my judgment, more than any other 

ublic man we have known, the present head of the administration 
is an optimist. He looks on the best side of things. He is hopeful 
for the future, and prefers to look upon the bright side rather than 
on the dark and sinister side of human nature. His faith is larger 
ras the faith of most of us, aud with his faithand hope be has gone 
to the very verge of the Constitution in offering both hands of fellow- 
ship and all the olive branches of peace to bring back good fellow- 
ship and achieve the real pacification to this country. ‘ 

o man has shared more earnestly these aspirations of the Presi- 
dent than I have. I have sought in every way in my power, to help, 
wherever there was a place to help, to bring about in the largest 
spirit of fellowship and restored Union a day of honorable reconcilia- 
tion and peace. To do that, there was a world of things to be for- 
gotten and forgiven on both sides. 

Now, gentlemen, you will not consider me as speaking offensively, 
when I say that, if the strict letter of the law of the land had been 

ursued, if there had been no considerations of grand national con- 
donement, there would have been no end to the woeful spectacle of 

rosecutions and punishments under a law signed by George Wash- 
ington himself against those who commit treason against their country. 
the demand had been made to execute the criminal law upon 
those who had committed a crime above murder, what answer could 
be made to the sticklers for the rigor of the law? Plainly this: 
“Let us proceed in the largest national spirit of broad-minded hu- 
manity and let the veil of oblivion fall over it all.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to know if the gentleman holds to the 
theory that every man in the confederate service was guilty of the 
commission of treason to the Federal Government? [Loud cries of 


„Jes! yes!” | 

Mr. g LD. Iam most unwilling to go back into the tech- 
nicalities of that question, and I will not doit. It is aside from my 
p I will only answer tke gentleman from Louisiana by ask- 

ng him to read the naked statute passed by the first Congress of the 
United States and signed by George Washington, and to read it in 
connection with the Constitution of the United States, and let him 
as a lawyer answer the question to his own intellect, to his own con- 
science, and to his own heart. 

And Í say to him that if members on this side of the House had 
come to me with questions in the spirit which I have seen exhibited 
here to-day, I as a lawyer would have been troubled to answer them, 
greatly troubled. But I would not have been troubled as an Ameri- 
can citizen, who loved his country and its peace, to make answer to 
them all with my head up in the light, that on such an occasion as 
that, we ought not to stand upon the letter of the law, “ The letter 
killeth, but the spirit maketh alive forevermore.” l 

Now, it is in tbat spirit that the people of this country, the 
minded generous men on all sides, sought to inau te at the end of 
our centennial year an era of absolute, civil, constitutional peace, and 
they sought it against fierce and turbulent party pressure from both 
sides. And the present Chief Executive carried that purpose further 
than any other citizen of America ever carried a great and generous 
rone in his desire to accomplish that result. 

r. HOUSE. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly, 

Mr. HOUSE. Has the President had the support of the republican 
party of the North in his efforts at conciliation and restoring the 
country to harmony and S greh i f 

Mr. GARFIELD. Well, sir, he has had es just so far as the 
republican party have had reason to believe that reciprocity of feel- 
ing and conduct would follow his efforts. [Applause on the repub- 
lican side.] It is true that there have been different degrees of faith 
among my brethren hero as to how far that reciprocity would go. 

Mr TOWNSEND, of New York. And some of them are just now 


beginning to see their way clear. 
HOUSE. If the gentleman will allow me again 


Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. Before this 8 rosecution ever com- 
menced, I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] if his entire 

„with now and then an exception, has not opened a warfare 

n President Hayes for his attempt to conciliate the country, and 

charge him with deserting his party? [Applause on democratic side 
and cries of “No!” “no!” on the republican saod - 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman can have whatever consolation 
he can obtain from the fact that here and there a man utterly dis- 
trusted the result of the policy, and disbelieved in it from the start. 
There were such, but most of them waited in silence, willing to be 
proved in error if events should show they were mistaken. At first 
their number was comparatively small, but I am compelled to say 
that that number has been increasing month by month, week by 
week, and recently hour by hour. 

Mr. WADDELL. Did not my friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
say the other day in his speech that what President Hayes had done 
was not a matter of policy, but was carrying out a matter of consti- 
tutional right? I want to ask the gentleman why the republican 
party is —.— g war upon him for doing that? 

Mr. GARFIELD, e gentleman misquotes me and makes the 
statement broader than Idid. At the conclusion of the recent struggle, 
and upon the inauguration of the President, the effort was made to 
obtain just as many men as possible from both sides of the old bat- 
tle-line who should a to stand in ancient concord. And the effort 
was, if possible, to bring so many into concord that when they “spoke 
with naked hearts together” and acted together in the spirit of a 
— Union, they could put to shame the extremists on both 
sides. 

And the President seeing the situation as it then existed, conceiv- 
ing that he had entered upon the period of civil and only civil ad- 
ministration, sought to conduct the Government wholly by the lights 
of the Constitution and of peace, dismissing absolutely all war or semi- 
war methods, except such as the Constitution always recognizes. He 
conceived that he had no right to keep a portion of the armed mili- 
tary force of the United States in the rooms and offices of a governor 


of a State. > 

Now I say, and for myself only, the withdrawal of the troops from 
the rooms of the contesting governor of Louisiana was, in my judg- 
ment, a plain constitutional duty. There may be no other man on 
this floor who agrees with me. I ask nobody to agree with me, and 
I speak for nobody but myself. 

ut when I say that, I do not stop there; I say further that, as a 
political student of public affairs, I never have doubted since the case 
was developed, and I do not doubt to-day, that Mr. Packard was 
honestly and fairly elected 8 of Louisiana. [Applause on the 
republican side.] I said so long ago, in a place as public as this, and 
I believe it was the duty of the State of Louisiana so to declare, 

But in reference to the election of the President and the governor 
there was this difference: the constitution and laws of Louisiana 
made the returning board the final judge of the election of presiden- 
tial electors, but did not make them the final judge of tho election 
of governor and members of their State Legislature. When, therefore, 
the count of the votes for governor and State officers was a led 
up to their Legislature an 
they decided wrongfully, nevertheless their decision was law, and 
we are bound by the decision, however wrongfully we may believe it 
was made; yet as the Legislature was the final judge, their decision 
was and is law. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Why object to the conviction of Anderson, then? 

Mr. GARFIELD. If my colleague [Mr. Sournanp] will have pa- 
tience and restrain his impatient and burning zeal until I reach that 
point I will try to satisfy even him. [Laughter.] 

The only question relating to that matter about which my own 
mind is troubled and was troubled from the first is this: when the 
President started out on the principle of sustaining local self-govern- 
ment in the States, it always seemed to me that it was not quite con- 
sistent with that position that a commission shonld have been sent 
in any way to influence the decision of the question as to who should 
be declared governor. If the commission sent down to New Orleans 
did undertake to get away the members from one pretended State 
Legislature so as to fill up another, in my judgment that was an im- 
proper executive interference with local ‘se -goverument and with 
the proper rights of the contesting parties. In my judgmentit would 
have been better if the President had simply kept i yng repress- 
ing all violence, and waited until the State had settled the question 
by the action of its own legislative and judicial tribunals. 

Now what I have said about the withdrawal of the Army, was said, 
and is said still, about the actual presence of the military in the room 
where a State officer was undertaking to carry on his government ; 
but I hold it was none the less the duty of the President, by the 
strong hand of military authority, to keep the peace and not allow 
the State of Louisiana to be plunged into civil war. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly: 

Mr. CHALMERS, I understood the gentleman to say a few days 
ago that at the Wormley Hotel conference it was d that the 
troops should be withdrawn or would be withdrawn from Louisiana 
as amatter of right. 


they decided otherwise, though I think ` 
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Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. I never 
made such an admission. 

Mr. CHALMERS. The gentleman stated distinctly that there was 
no bargan about it, but that certain gentlemen gave assurances from 
what they understood to be the viewsof the President, that the troops 
would be withdrawn. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman is mistaken. I appeal to every 
word that I have said. He will find in my remarks no word about 
the withdrawal of troops, except what I have just repeated. 

Mr. CHALMERS. ell, I ask the 1 this question: If it 
was right to withdraw the troops, and if they had been withdrawn, 
would there have been any necessity for sending a commission to 
Lonisiana to interfere with the Legislature of that State? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Well, sir, the gentleman can perhaps judge of 
that as well as I. : 

Mr. CHALMERS. I say there would not have been. The Legis- 
lature could regulate itself. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is the gentleman’s opinion. It was the 
duty of the President to ne oo paon but not to employ the Army 
to run a governorship or a Legislature. I do not wish to be under- 
stood as saying that it was not perfectly right for the President to 
inform himself in regard to what might be his imperative duty to 
decide which of two was the lawful State government. That might 
become a high executive duty; and if the commission did nothing 
but to help to inform him on that subject, he was not only right in 
sending it, but it was his duty to get all the information he could. 
But if, as has been alleged (I do not know the fact) a commission was 
sent to procure one result rather than another, it was an unjustifiable 
interference in the affairs of a State. But whether rightfully or other- 
wise 

Mr. GIBSON. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, I 
will state for that commission that I believe they had no such in- 
structions, no such purpose, and gave aid and assistance to accomplish 
no such end. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is the gentleman’s opinion; let us hope it is 
correct, However all that may be, this followed: the members of 
one of the competing Legislatures left it to such an extent that a 
quorum was formed in the other; and when a quorum was formed, 
that Legislature declared that Mr. Nicholls had been elected governor. 
That declaration was made by a majority of the persons declared 
-elected to the Legislature by the returning board. I have no legal 
rights to dispute, although I may not believe, as I do not believe, that 
it was the very right and truth of the matter. 

Now, what happened? Whether because they believed the Presi- 
dent was generous or because they believed he was just, whether 
they looke vam him as merely executing the Constitution in the 
cold, white light of the law, or whether they regarded him as doing 
something generous and magnanimous, I will not now stop to say; 
but this I will say: the people of Louisiana hailed it as magnanimity, 
hailed it as deliverance, and garlanded the man who did it with 
their highest praise. They did so in their public ponte, they did so 
in their public speeches, and they did so in the solemn form of a law 
passed by their Legislature. In every way that a people could ex- 
pos their recognition of generosity they 1 ee it; and they 

eclared that, on their part, the nation should hear everywhere that 
dissensions had ceased, that the day of mutual recrimination and 
political prosecutions had passed and the era of mutual, generous 
rset had begun. This came to us on the wings of all the 
winds. 

This course on the part of the President was not adopted in refer- 
-ence to Louisiana alone. There were sore and bleeding hearts in this 
land over the terrible massacres that had occurred at Hamburgh and 


rible things and the evils you had suffered had grown out of the 
events of war and the passions of a great political contest. By com- 
mon consent the veil of oblivion was allowed to fall over murder and 
outrage and all the evils that have so terribly afflicted some portions 
of the Southern States. Who began this late revival of the old chap- 
ter of evil? We came here this winter to enter upon the work of 
legislation, to build up the waste places, to advance the material and 
political interests of the whole country, North and South. We are 
at work on our committees looking to the good of the country as well 
as we can, and now, while this is going forward, there ins, here 
at the North—I affirm it boldly—there begins here, among democrats 
of the North, the work of laying the foundation for another presi- 
dential campaign thus far off by reviving the animosities of the past. 

The order has gone forth: “Open up on Lonisiana! Open up on 
the members of the returning board! Throw your picket line out 


among the parishes and around the members of the returning board! 


Make yonr 1 — as local as you can! Disguise it under the form of 
a purely local State proceeding, but enter your wedge, and then,“ in 
the language of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER, ] 
„We will summon all the power of the democratic to drive it 
to its head, and we will stamp the presidential election of 1876 as the 
great frand of the century! 

This is the meaning of this whole business, and this is the return 
which the President meets for his efforts to complete the pacification 
of the country. I haye no doubt that there are gentlemen in Lou- 
isiana and southern Representatives here who take no part in this 
scheme and who haye no heart in its prosecution. 

a STENGER. Will the gentleman state from whom the order has 

one 

Mr. GARFIELD. Well, the order, so far as it has been delivered 
in this Hall, was from the distinguished and unusually kind-hearted 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Fir. CLYMER.] [Laughter.] “If 
ae 9 be done in the green tree, what shall be done in the 


Mr. STENGER. I will simply state that any order which has come 
from my colleague from Pennsylvania has come since these prosecu- 
tions began, a NE I understood the gentleman from Ohio, he said 
the order soph forth before these prosecutions began. 

Mr. GARF. . He made his announcement here to-day, but he 
annornced a purpose which antedates the prosecutions, I will only 
say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania over the way [Mr. STENGER ] 
that many weeks ago the details of all that is now taking place in Lon- 
isiana were foreshadowed to many people as part of the programme. 
I will not go into the details now, but will only say the impression 
is broad and general” among the poopie who sit around me here that 
the prosecutions of the returning board in Louisiana are the begin- 
ning of a purpose to open the question of the presidential election to 
its foundation; and hence we meet it on the shold, 

Mr. STENGER rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will excuse me fora moment. 
One by one these evidences, developing as they have done during the 
past few weeks, have made it impossible for those of us who have 
tried so earnestly and so cordially to find our way to brotherhood and 
pacification—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Good-by. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Have made it impossible for us to continue it 
unless we are to meet some reciprocity of feeling and action. 

Some one said a little while there was no authority for the 
statement that this proceeding in Louisiana was irregular. I hold in 
my hand a letter just printed in the New York Times, signed by Mad- 
ison Wells. [Laughter.] Smile, gentleman, smile out loud. If you 
were judges of a court, would you haw! baw! when the accused 


Ellenton. There were those who said, “Let the sword of justice | spoke? 


plunge deep into the hearts of those who have committed these great 
crimes.” 

But the situation was so full of 5 ion, there was so much 
about all these riots and acts of bloodshed that nobody could fairly 
fathom, because of political inflammation of feeling, that finally it 
was concluded (not altogether with my consent) to let them drop. 
Was there a murderer of the Hamburgh negroes indicted, prosecuted, 
hanged? Not one. 

The moment there was a decent excuse for it, the representatives of 
the Department of Justice nolled the prosecutions and stopped the 
proceedings. Why? Because there was a determination to go to 
the very verge of en, in letting all that terrible chapter remain 
unopened and unreh in the hearing of our people who had en- 
tered upon what they believed a pi aaa era of peace. In the State 
of Louisiana how many hundreds of outrages were committed before 
and during the late presidential struggle, outrages all the details of 
which were sufficient to stir up to rage and mutiny the minds of the 
American people? Have not all these been allowed to sleep? 

Though they are not yet barred by the statute of limitations no 
one has revived them. Can I not rehearse to yon, by the hour, the 
names of men, white and black, who were slain or sco by the 
secret organizations that ran riot through many portions of that 
State during the days of registration and election? Have we been 
clamoring for their prosecution? Has one single case of outrage 
which occurred during the election been called up and tried? Has 
any republican here taunted you for not doing it? Not one; because, 
by the common consent of America, it was understood that these hor- 


oke 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Certainly they would. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Would you? Ifyou would, laugh again. Igive 
you this statement from his letter. He states that five successive 
grand juries have formally refused to find a true bill of indictment 
against him. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me one word ? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Not now, if my colleague pleases; I want to finish 
this statement. I say this accused person, now in jail, affirms over 
his own signature, that five successive grand juries on solicitation to 
do so have refused to find an indictment against him. And I further 
affirm from the statement of gentlemen now on this floor, on their own 
knowledge, that not less than three several times the grand jury re- 
fused to find an indictment against Anderson who has just been tried. 

And now I ask my colleagues who live in Northern States, what 
they would think of the prosecuting attorney, who, having tried from 
three to five times to get an indictment against a citizen and failed, 
should then proceed to lodge an information and have him tried on the 
rejected charges? What prosecuting attorney in this country could 
stand before the face of an outraged people should he pursue such a 


course ? 

Mr. FINLEY. Has the gentleman any other information on that 
er ar except from Madison Wells? 

r. GARFIELD. Oh, certainly I have. 

Mr. FINLEY. Because I desire to say to the gentleman that a com- 
mittee appointed by the Forty-third Congress, a republican committee, 
certified that Madison Wells had committed what was equivalent tc 
perjury. 
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Mr.GARFIELD. If my colleague has ever in his life heard of such 
a thing as an ex parte proceeding, he might take what he has read as 
an example and an answer to — — 

Now I say that the man who this exhibit of the proceedings 
and the methods by which this prosecution has been brought about 
the hurrying of a citizen forward and loading him with excessive bai 
and rushing him into trial almost immediately and the whole course 
of that p ing—I say the man who reads it in the light of cur- 
rent history cannot fail to be impressed with this truth: that an ulte- 
rior purpose lies behind, and this is but the cover and the cloak for a 
raid to be made for political p in the name of a party upon 
the title of the President to the office he holds. It is in view of this 
that the perpe whom I try to represent, and whom to some extent I 
know I do represent, feel that their efforts at ification have not 
been met in the spirit in which they were offered, and that if this sort 
of proceeding goes forward you not only cripple the President in his 
efforts to bring abgut that pacification, but you cripple every man 
who attempts to sustain him. R 

If you desire to rob him of whatever supports he has had hitherto, 
the course you are taking is best calculated to do that erg I say 
these things not to arouse old antagonisms, but to deplore the course 
you are pursuing. I say them as much in a spirit of sincere regret as 
I ever uttered a sentence in my life. The hope that we were comin 
back to each other this course of conduct is tending rudely to dissi- 
prte; the hope that we should see eye to eye, and stand hand to 

and again in the old fellowship is weakening day by day, and will 
disappear, if this policy and this line of conduct be pursued. Itis, if 
possible, to prevent such a result that I have attempted to state, in 
this summary way, how these proceedings appear to me and to my 
associates. ` 

This is all I desired and more than I intended to say. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
a question before he takes his seat. 

r. CLYMER. I ask the gentleman from Virginia not to press his 
motion just now. I desire only five minutes. I would be very glad 
to say some few things in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Several MEMBERS. You will have the floor to-morrow. 

Mr. CLYMER. I do not wish to im on the patience of the 
House, and if such be the wish of the House I will yield for a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. KEIGHT- 
LEY, for one week, on account of sickness. 

The motion to ee was then agreed to; and accordingly (at five 
o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of William R. Goldsmith and 
others, for a post-route from Elizabeth to Buena Vista, Indiana—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Albert Smith & Brother, citizens 
of Peterborough, New Hampshire, that a pension be granted to Olivia 
Whiting—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of John Howard, Edward Fitz- 
gerald, and 150 other citizens of Port Huron, Michigan, for the pas- 
sage of laws to protect the food fishes of the great lakes and the 
waters connected therewith from destruction by improper modes of 
fishing and other means—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of C. W. Howland and 62 
others, of Maple Rapids, Michigan, that the tariff duties on wool re- 
main unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FENN: The petition of citizens and tho board of commis- 
sioners of Lemhi County, Idaho, recommending the erection of amil- 
itary post at Lemhi Indian agency, Idaho Territory—to the Committee 
on 5 

By Mr. FRYE: The petitions of B. A. Neal and 80 others, ship- 
owners of Maine; of the Inland Seaboard Coasting Company and 
Independent Ice Company; and of John S. Emory & Co., and 75 
others, shipowners, of husetts, for the improvement of Poto- 
mac River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Arthur W. Irving, for apen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAUSE: Papers relating to the claims of William Porter 
and William S. and Anne Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Crawford County, 
Kansas, for the retention of the tariff on castor beans and their prod- 
ucts—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HATCHER: The petition of the president, professors, and 
students of Cape Girardeau Normal School, Missouri, for legislation 
Er of public education—to the Committee on Education and 

bor. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of George McAllister and 101 
others, of Beacon, Michigan, against any change in the present duties 
on imports—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of the Horticultural and Agri- 
cultural Societies of Missouri, for a uniform rate of interest to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

By Mr. HUNTON : The petition of citizensof Loudoun County, Vir- 
ginia, that the duty on wool remain unchanged—to the Committee of 

ays and Means. 

By Mr. JONES, of Ohio: The petition of C. & G. Cooper & Co., 
against the imposition of a higher rate of duty on wrought-iron lap- 
welded boiler-fines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of N. M. Pagie „J. J. Wood- 
man, and 150 other citizens of Van Buren County, 2 against 
any reduction in the duties on foreign wool—to the same committee. 

, the petition of A. P. Shepardson and 57 others of Saint Joseph 
County, Michi of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Papers relating to the claim of Lieutenant F. 
H. E. Ebstein—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIDDER: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Springfield, via Marshton, Lone Tree, George Henry’s Store, 
Caddsville, to Middletown, Dakota Territory—to the Committee on 
the Pest-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of citizens of Macon County, Ala- 
bama, for aid to build the Texas Pacific Railroad from Vicksburgh to- 
San Diego, California—to the Committee on the Pacific Railro 

By Mr. MCMAHON : The petition of Green Wilson, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers TONE 10 the claim of Michael C, Hen- 
derson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of C. W. Hilyard and other citi- 
zens of Belleville, Illinois, for the encouragement of rifle practice— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL : The petition of Mrs. Eliza H. Frailey, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petitions of W. W. Theobald, publisher of the 
Alameda County Independent; of J. A. Filcher & Co., publishers of 
the Placer Herald; of William E. Dorgie, publisher of the Oakland 
Herald; and of C. B. Higby, publisher of the Calaveras Chronicle, 
Calfornia, for the abolition of the tariff duty on type—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. POLLARD : Resolutions of the North Missouri Wool-Grow- 
ers’ Association, against a reduction of the tariff on wool—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. REA : The petition of Elizabeth A. Edwards and other citi- 
zens of Maryville, Missouri, for an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting the several States from disfranchising United States citi 
zens on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana: The petitions of S. D. Wisehart 
and 67 other citizens of Millville; of T. W. Gronendyke and 65 others, 
of Mount Summit; and of C. d. Stewart and 25 other citizens, of 
ee Indiana, against any change of the duty on flaxseed and 

i oil—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of David Devendorf and 
355 other citizens of Kent County, ichigan, against any reduction 
of the duties on foreign wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TURNEY: petition of citizens of the twenty-first con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, against a reduction of present 
tariff rates and os taxing tea and coffee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WATSON: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Kinzua, Pennsylvania, via Eden, to Degolier—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of the Southern Nebraska Wool- 
Growers and Sheep-Breeders’ Association against a change of duties on 
wool and woolen goods—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petition of C. G. Hall, J. 
Hopkims, and others, against any change in the tariff—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of John Ward and of Henry Smith, H. D. Graves, 
and others, for the amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of citizens of Buf- 
falo, New York, vessel-owners, for the establishment of a lake-coast 
light and fog-signal station at Racine Point, Lake Michigan—to the- 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petition of citizens of Marion 
County, Oregon, for an extension of time for the completion of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petition of Cowlitz Company, Washington Territory, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Alice B. Munroe, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. MATTHEWS presented three petitions of S. E. Blaisdell and 
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others, manufacturers of and dealers in carriage-wheels, of Chicago, 
Illinois, and the petition of W. O. Barr & Co., of Hagerstown, Indi- 
ana, and others, business men, of Ohio and Indiana, engaged in the 
manufacture of carriage-wheels, praying for an extension of letters- 
patent granted to James D. Sarven for an improvement in carriage- 
wheels; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FERRY presented a memorial of George McAllister and 107 
others, workingmen, of Beacon, Michigan, engaged in the mining of 
iron ore, remonstrating against any reduction of the duties on foreign 
imports and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of Tilman Powell, late of 
Company I, First Regiment Alabama Cavalry, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law removing charges of desertion against him so as to 
enable him to draw arrears of pay claimed to be due him for services 
rendered ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON „of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favorof the establishment of a mail route from 
Friendship, in the county of Adams, to Liberty Bluffs, in the county 
of Marquette, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BAILEY presented the petition of W. B. Miller and 18 others, 
citizens of Memphis, Tennessee, praying that a proper amount of silver 

may be coined into dollars of the present value of gold, and that the 
same may be declared legal tender to the amount of $20; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Joseph C. Hodges, of Jeffer- 
son County, Tennessee, praying to be 8 for certain horses 
and mules taken from him by the United States Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of John G. Newlie, of Cumber- 
land Gap, Kentucky, praying compensation for wood taken by United 
States troops and rent of ee occupied by the same during the 
late war. and praying that the papers on file in the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Office be called for and made a part of the petition; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of J. L. O’Brien and others, work- 
ingmen and women, of Cherry Valley, Worcester County, Massachu- 
setts, engaged in the manufacture of woolen goods, remonstrating 

inst a reduction of the duties on foreign imports and against the 
reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON r e red the Board of Trade of Bur- 
li n, Iowa, against the p of a law imposing a tax on incomes; 
which was sjaa to the Committee on Finance. : 

He also presented a memorial of Cyrus Snyder and others, citizens 
of Iowa, Froese | against any change in the present rate of 
duties on linseed and linseed oi] imported into the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of E. Kirby Smith, of Tennessee, 

raying for the removal of hi paa disabilities; which was re- 
kerred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Elisha M. Luckett, late 
second lieutenant Company, B, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, praying to be allowed arrears of pension ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a resolution of the select and common 
council of Erie, Pennsylvania, in favor of conveying to the United 
States certain real estate in that city upon condition that the Gov- 
ernment will proceed to construct thereon buildings for the accom- 
modation of the United States courts and other offices of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to who was 
referred the bill (S. No. 777) to organize a life-saving and coast-guard 
service, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 14) for the purchase of copies of the “ General 
_ Register of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United States,” reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 770) fixing the compensation of 
the telegraph operators of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 779) for the relief of Tilman Powell; which 
in read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

Mr. OGLESBY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 780) to provide for indemnity to the several 
States under the acts of Congress approved March 2, 1855, and March 
3, 1857, relating to swamp and overflowed lands; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 781) to revive and amend 
an act entitled “An act for the final adjustment of private land claims 


in the States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, and for other pur- 
poses ;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 782) to authorize bondholders and other cred- 
itors of railroad corporations to elect receivers in suits in equity pend- 
ing in courts of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 783) granting a pension to Austin B. Sny- 
der; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WADLEIGH, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Lieutenant Edwin R. Clark be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 
src eka ct Sarina ch he eee 
THE HOG CHOLERA. - 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be requested to furnish to the 
Senate such information and facts as may be in his possession, relative to the dis- 
ease of hogs, commonly called “hog ” with such s as he may 
deem pertinent. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator that the constant, and, 
I think, the right practice isin respect of Department officers to have 
the Soy a mandatory, so that they are “directed” instead of 

request : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let it be changed in that respect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are two or three private pension bills on the 
Calendar, and if there is no other business to present, I ask to have 
them considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to have the unfinished business dis- 


placed. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; that is not my Eps 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will come up at 
the end of the morning hour. 


ELIZABETH D. STONE. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move to take up Senate bill No. 285. 

The motion was to; and the bill (S. No. 285) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth D. Stone was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Elizabeth D. Stone, widow of Brinton Stone, late 
an acting assistant surgeon in the United States Navy. 

The bill was ee the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY EMMA BAPTIST AND CHILD. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move to take up Senate bill No. 686. 

The motion was sy ee to; and the bill (S. No. 686) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Emma Baptist and Daisy Baptist, minor child, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the names of Mary Emma Bap- 
tist, widow of John Baptist, private Company A, Twenty-fourth - 
iment United States Colored Troops, and Daisy Baptist, minor child 
of John and Mary Emma Baptist. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA L. ROBBINS. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 697. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 697) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna L. Robbins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Anna L. Robbins, widow of Eliphalet H. Bobbins, late first 
lieutenant of Company A, Third Massachusetts Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. WHITING. 

Mr. INGALLS. Senate bill No. 647, granting a pension to William 
B. Whiting, was laid over a day or two since on the request of the 
Senator from California, [Mr. SARGENT.] I should like to have that 
bill acted on at the present time, and I make a motion to that effect. 

. The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WITHERS. This bill was laid over the other day at the sug- 

gestion of the Senator from California, who desired to look into the 


and 
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matter further. I was absent at the time temporarily, and on account 
of my absence the bill was passed over. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill came up in its regular order on the call 
of the Calendar, and I objected to its consideration on account of the 
absence of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WIrnEns.] I will state 
now, as I then stated, that the facts set forth in the report do not 
convey to my mind an intelligible history of the case, Ihave written 
to the Secretary of the Navy to get the history of thiscase. The bill 
raises the question, in my judgment, whether an officer on the retired 
list receiving three-fourths of his sea-pay, an enormous pension, is 
entitled, nevertheless, to another pension for the disability for which 
he was put on the retired list. ‘That is a very grave question, and 
involves the expenditure of millions of money by the Government; 
and it would hardly seem in the line of charity. Considering the 

vity of the principle of the case I want to be well informed of 

e facts, and for that reason I am not now, and shall not be, until I 
get an answer to my letter from the Department giving the record 
of this gentleman, prepared to argue the case as I fain to argue it. 

Mr. WITHERS. Then of course 1 consent to the bill going over, if 
the Senator is not ready now to go into an argument of the case. I 
do not desire to have it passed until he is ready to argue it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over by consent. 


FRANKLIN INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. DORSEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 611) to extend the charter of the Franklin In- 
surance Company of the city of Washington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, to add to it the, following proviso: 


Provided, That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to inquire of the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Colnmbia what sort of an insurance 
company this is, and whether it is a company undertaking to do busi- 
ness that is confined entirely to the District? 

Mr. DORSEY. This insurance company was organized by an act 
of Congress in 1818 for twenty years. The charter was extended 
in 1838 for twenty years more, and it was further extended in 1858 
for twenty years more. During all that time I am informed that the 
company has been doing business only in the District of Columbia 

1 5 conducted its business admirably, that it is made up of the 
very best business men of this city, has paid its losses, and is in all 
respects a most respectable company. The corporators ask now for 
a further extension of twenty years, which I believe has been ted 
them three times before. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
see no possible objection to the bill, especially with the amendment 
at the close. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not disposed to object to the continuance of the 
life of a District insurance company which has been in existence so 
long and which has proved itself a sound, solvent, and well-managed 
company doing business in this District; but I am entirely opposed 
to the creation of any new company or the continuance in existence 
of any old company created for the purpose of doing an insurance 
business throughout the country under an act of Congress to have 
their headquarters in the District of Columbia, for the reason that the 
scrutiny which is requisite to the safety of the public against these 
companies is totally impossible under any 5 3 regulations of 
law, and a sufiicient scrutiny is very improbable under any law that 
Congress is likely to pass. I put the question for that reason. Every- 
body knows that this District has become an Alsatian harbor of refuge 
for broken-down men engaged in the life and the fire insurance busi- 
ness, who get up insolvent companies and plunder the public; but 
the statement of the chairman of course is entirely satisfactory as to 
this particular company. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment report- 
ed by the committee. 

The amendment was ay to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia whether there is any 
provision in the existing charter or in the renewals of it for any indi- 
vidual liability on the part of the directors or the stockholders, as is 
the modern doctrine in respect of all corporations ? 

Mr. DORSEY. I believe there is no personal liability in this Dis- 
trict in respect to the stockholders in an incorporated company, and 
I believe in this case there is no special liability named. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see by the sixth section of the original act, 
brave I assume this pamphlet in my hand to contain a correct copy 
0 — 

Mr. DORSEY. It does. I received it from the president and com- 
pared it with the law. 5 

ee EDMUNDS. I have no doubt it is correct. I see that it pro- 
vides: 

That the members of the com shall not be liable for any loss, damage, or 
eee — 5 bays property they Haye et tal 2 ane of the 

* © amount o e shares „ 
yarei sgan Cherefremn mot divided. Ade e g ak 

When we grant or extend charters in the States now to an insurance 
8 or any other stock company we provide for an individual 
liability in case the debts of the company shall excced the amount of 


its capital stock and also provide for an individual liability of every 
director or anybody else who shall assist or participate in the with- 
drawal of any part of the capital stock. It appears to me, as we are 
going to set this company on foot again for twenty that these 
salutary provisions which experience has proved to be wise and nec- 
essary ought to be inserted, and I would suggest to my friend, the 
chairman of the committee, that he let the bill go over and prepare 
amendments of that character. 

Mr. DORSEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot know anything about it, but it ought to 

o over as a matter of security. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


* GRACE AIKINS. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill No. 704 granting a pension to Grace Aikins. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Grace Aikins, widow ef Will- 
iam R. Aikins, late a private of Company A, Eleventh Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. FERRY. Imove that the Senate take up for consideration the 
bill (S. No. 596) to regulate the compensation of postmasters, and for 
other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is, will the Com- 
mittee of the Whole agree to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Maine, [Mr. Hax, ] which will be reported. 

The CET CLERE. It is proposed to insert as section 6 the following: 

Sec. 6. That the provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act entitled An 
act — as post. routes, and for other approved March 3, 1877, for the 
transmission of official mail matter, be, and they are hereby, extended to all officers 
of the United States Government, and made a ble to all official mail matter 
transmitted between any of the officers of the United States, or between any such 
officer and either of the Executive Departments or oflicers of the Government, the 
envelopes of such matter in all cases to bear appropriate indorsements containing 
the proper designation of the office from which the same is transmitted, with a 
statement of the penalty for their misuse, And the provisions of said fifth and 
sixth sections are hereby likewise extended and made applicable to all official mail- 
matter sent from the Smithsonian Institution: Provided, That this act shall not ex- 
tend or apply to pension agents or other officers who receive a fixed allowance as 
— —— —— for their services, ineluding expenses for postage 


Mr. HAMLIN. That amendment, I believe, if adopted, will carry 
out by law just what is now practiced by the Government. In other 
words, the Government now uses official envelopes in certain cases 
and supplies re in certain other cases. If this amendment shall 
be adopted, it will supply official envelopes to all persons entitled 
to use them, thus saving the expense of printing the stam The 
emendment contains one other provision: it allows the publications 
of the Smithsonian Institution to be sent free through th ails like 
public documents. At the last session of Con when the right to 
send public documents free through the mails under the frank of a 
member of Congress was granted, the Smithsonian publications, I 
think, were omitted by mistake. Itis simply putting the Smithsonian 
publications in the same category with other public documents, put- 
ting them just where they were formerly. 

It was suggested yesterday, and very riper that a very large 
proportion of the postagé of Senators was as much of an official char- 
acter as though it emanated from the correspondence of a Depart- 
ment. That is true. It was suggested that members of Con 
shoe equitably have the same right of transmitting official letters 
as Government officers. The difficulty in undertaking to draw dis- 
tinctions between what is an official communication which a Senator 
may receive, is so great, and the amount of private correspondence, 
that which might be purely private compared with that which might 
be official, would be so small, that I suggested if you make the law 
applicable to Congress at all, the better thing was to doit clearly and 
to restore the privilege of members precisely to what it was before 
the franking privilege was repealed. I voted for the repeal of the 
franking law. I should do so again to-day if you included with it 
your public documents. The abuse never existed in relation to the 
frank of members to the extent or any degree of that extent which 
has existed among Government officials when the stamp has been 

tuitousiy under the law furnished to all Government officials, 
ut the evil under the old system, in my apprehension, and which 
led me to vote for its repeal, was the vast amount of printed matter 
that loaded down your mails and incurred a vast expense for unneces- 
sary and useless things that were scattered abroad. I believed a 
great saving could be made by stopping the publication of such mat- 
ter; and that it was, and that alone, which induced me to favor the 
repeal of the franking privilege. But at the last Congress, unwisely, 
as I thought then and as I think now, Congress restored the frank to 
all public documents, and we are printing them by the tens of thou- 
sands. That being the case, I think equitably the whole thing should 
be restored; and, for that purpose, I have prepared an amendment 
for the consideration of the Senate, which I now offer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is it an amendment to the amendment 

already pending? i 


1878. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1197 


Mr. HAMLIN. It is an amendment providing an additional sec- 


tion, 7. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment pending would be the 
first in order to be disposed of. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 think the question should be first taken on the 
section which I now propose. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment now proposed will be 
reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as an additional sec- 
tion: 

That Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, may send or receive free through 
the mails all written or printed communications not exceeding two ounces in weight; 
and the name of each Senator, Representative, Delegate, Secretary of the Senate, 
or Clerk ef the House of Representatives shall be written upon all letters or com- 
munications by them respectively sent through the mails. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I omitted to put in the Vice-President. I ask the 
Clerk to insert “the Vice-President.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to say to Senators that the limitation of two 
ounces is the old limitation, and I thonght it best to readopt it. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, I ask my colleague whether it would 
not be best not to embarrass the passage of this bill, which is of so 
much importance to arrest these frauds, and let this amendment be 
offered to the bill for the classification of mail matter, which is now 
pending before the committee? I am satisfied that it will interfere 
with the early passage of the bill. If not here it may embarrassitin 
the other House; and Ishould be unwilling to do anything that would 
arrest the passage of the bill or hinder it so that it may not soon be- 
come a law. Every Senator knows the importance of this measure, 
and if it is to be delayed by appending to it the restoration of the 
franking privilege, I think the revenues of the Government will suffer 
more than can well be justified. I appeal to my colleague to with- 
hold the amendment which he has now until the other bill 
(Senate bill No. 539) for the classification of mail matter, wherein 
the rates of postage are somewhat regulated, is before the Senate. 
His amendment would be more applicable to that bill, and I trust the 
Senator will defer his amendment until that bill is before the Senate, 
when he can take the sense of the Senate upon his proposition. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I should be very glad to accommodate the chair- 
man of the committee, but I think it is very appropriate in connec- 
tion with this legislation, which seeks to regulate the transmission of 
mail matter by the Departments, to let that of members of this body 
and the other House go in the same connection. If the House shall 
not see fit to adopt the provision, they can strike it out, and the Sen- 
ate may then consent todoso. I think that on the other hand it will 
strengthen and not weaken the bill; 1 therefore pro to let it stay. 
I wish to make a further modification in the amendment. I omitted 
the President as well as the Vice-President; say “the President, Vice- 
President,” and then go on as it is in the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
who proposes this amendment if I understood it correctly. I under- 
whe § that the purport of the amendment is to restore the franking 
privilege in full as it existed some years ago? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Precisely. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. That is, that the President and Vice-President, 
members of Congress, &c., may send letters under the franking priv- 
ilege and receive letters under it. 

. HAMLIN. That is it, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think we have already gone far enough in 
that direction. I think we had better pay our postage on our letters, 
and send out, as we are now allowed to do, what is published by au- 
thority of Congress under the frank. That I was in favor of; that 
I voted for; that I am still in favor of; but the e on our pri- 
vate correspondence we had better attend to ourselves. For that rea- 
son I shall vote against the amendment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say just one single word about this 

roposition. I voted ae the repeal of the right of members of 
ngress to frank their letters when the repealing act passed. I shall 
vote for this amendment to restore it. The ground upon which I do 
it is not to have the public pay for the private correspondence of 
members in any proper sense of privacy, but on the ground that the 
public should pay as it ought to pay in my opinion, if there is an 
paying about it, because it costs nothing practically to send it throug 
the mails. Itis a tax upon members of Congress instead of a pay- 
ment by them; and the Government should carry through its organ- 
ized mails the correspondence between members of Con and the 
citizens of the United States. This isa Government of the people, 
and the citizens of the United States ought at all times to have the 
freest and most complete communication with their representatives 
through the mails by letters of inquiry, of advice, of remonstrance, 
inclosing petitions, asking about the state of bills or public policy— 
everythiug that enters into the interest and happiness of a free and 
self-governing people. In my opinion it is saving at the spigot and 
wasting at the bung, as the phrase is, in a very marked way, to de- 
clare that Senators and members of Con shall be taxed for their 
necessary correspondence with their constituents relating to public 
affairs. Of course, a gentleman sometimes writes a private letter to 
his lady-love, or to his wife, or to his clerk at home, or to whoever it 
may be; but everybody knows that ninety-nine in one hundred of all 


the letters that the members of this body send and receive are upon 
public subjects; and that sort of correspondence instead of being 
taxed, in my opinion, ought to be encou ; 

Mr. LAMAR. I wish to say, Mr. President, that I shall vote for 
this amendment for the reason that, as a member of Congress, I have 
very little private correspondence. The co ndence of a member 
of Congress is almost entirely public, and I think that the expense 
ought not to fall upon a Senator or a Representative. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I think with the Senator from Michigan that 
this amendment ought not to be added to this bill. This bill is in- 
tended to relieve the Post-Office Department from a gross wrong which 
is being perpetrated upon it daily. I trust that the bill will pass in 
its present form. I shall vote against this proposed amendment. 

Mr. WALLACE. I would vote for this amendment if it were con- 
fined exclusively to official business, but I can see no reason why the 
franks of members of Congress shall be used in session and out of 
session with reference to political transactions between them and 


their constituents, or with reference to private business. If the 


amendment be framed so as to relate exclusively to the official com- 
munications of members of Congress, I should think it a proper one 
to ingraft upon the law. Otherwise I propose to vote ugainst it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HaMLIn.] 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 37, noes 15. 

Mr. COCKRELL and Mr. WALLACE called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. e 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Let the amendment be reported again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will bereported atlength, 
as modified. j 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to insert as an additional section 
the following: 
Representatives, and Delegates in Coogreon the Soarotary of the See and Clerk 

n ves, ani Q e an 

of the House of Representatives Sera ory or 5 through the mails all 
written or printed communications not exceeding two ounces in weight; and the 
name of the President and Vice-President, and of each Senator, Representative, 


Delegate, Secretary of the Senate, or Clerk of the House of 1 shall 


— Ne e letters or communications which they 
0 

Mr. MORRILL. When this measure was originally introduced I 
thought that it was a most magnificent sham; that,so far as the 
Government itself was concerned, nothing would be made by re- 
nok the franking privilege. The Government has made nothing. 
ut I did think that we might combine with that abolition a system 
by which the expense of printing public documents would be largely 
diminished. I had e that we might adopt the French and 
English system of publishing documents at their actual cost and of 

ng them to all those who might desire them, with perhaps a few 
exceptions of documents that are worthy of being printed by Con- 
p= and distributed gratuitously among the people. As long as I 
ave any hope of accomplishing that object I shall adhere to my 
opinions and vote against the restoration of the franking privilege. 
I confess my hope has been growing dim year by year, seeing little 
or nothing done in the direction that I should desire to see congres- 
sional action take; but at the same time I shall now vote against the 
restoration. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, as the yeas and nays have been ordered 
by the Senate I want to say one word. I feel about this matter of 
franking precisely as I felt when we abolished the right, but I think 
differently on the subject and I shall vote directly the reverse of the 
way I voted at that time. I voted to abolish what was called the 
franking privilege. I did not want then and I do not want now the 
Government to be put to the expense of carrying my correspondence 
free. Iam willing to pay for that. Iam not willing now and I never 
was willing to pay for ing the correspondence of all my con- 
stituents. I thought when we abolished that right that all who cor- 
responded with me on their business would pay not only for the 
transmission of their letters to me, but for the transmission of mine 
tothem. Iam perfectly willing to transact their business here and 
employ a ee portion of my time in doing it; but, while I e 
that duty, I do not want to be c d, and I do not think it is right 
that representatives should be charged, with the cost of the postage 
on the correspondence involved init. My experience has not justi- 
fied the expectation I had at that time. Ishould be perfectly willing 
to accept the suggestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania and to ex- 
clude the private correspondence ef Senators from this privilege, but 
for one consideration: it will always raise this question, whether the 
letter you send is on private business or on public business. 

Mr. WALLACE. Would not the Senator from Wisconsin err on 
the side of the Government and pay the postage ? 

Mr. HOWE. I would not have any question about that myself; I 
would always know exactly how to discriminate ; but I am afraid the 
postmastets, and I am afraid the public, and occasionally a newspaper, 
would be found that did not judge precisely as I did on that subject, 
and I do not wunt to court any — issue. I would even rather the 
Government would pay postage on the whole than to meet such an 
issue as that; and therefore I cannot accept that suggestion, as rea- 
sonable as it really is. Instructed by a few years of rather severe ex- 
perience, I have concluded to give up the réle of reformer and vote 
for this amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, when the question of the repeal 


ively send through 
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of the franking privilege was up I thought it was an unwise measure. 
I thought then and I think now it was a political movement. The 
Philadelphia convention which renominated President Grant incor- 
e in the platform a provision declaring in favor of the repeal of 

t, and that was the secret, in my opinion, of the repeal of the frank- 
ing privilege. But we have repealed it, and we have got used to the 
new order of things, and I am in favor of adhering to it. 

Now, in reference to the proposition of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, we might, perhaps, if we sat down to carefully calculate 
whether that was a public matter or not, be able to determine and 
discriminate; but if we get in the habit of putting franks on letters 
we shall put them on letters that do not pertain to the public business, 
and I would therefore rather not put them on any. We can pay our 

e; and if our constituents write to us upon unimportant mat- 
ters, let all do as I frequently do, not answer their letters. That is 
my view. Send out every document that is published for public in- 
formation by Congress by means of the frank, and let us keep up our 
own correspondence at our own expense. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I would vote for this amendment 
upon another bill or by itself. I would vote for it if it were put on 
the bill suggested by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. FERRY.) Ido 
not desire to put it here because it will lead to controversy, or I am 
afraid it will, and I believe the bill embodies a reform very ne 
to be worked forthe benefit of the revenue. I am not deterred in any 
vote I might give because I think the legislation at all questionable. 
If there is anything in burdening the mails, it has been done by pre: 
vious legislation by enacting that everything that we print shall go 
free. I think that that is right. We receive some five hundred and 
more copies of the Agricultural Report. I get mining reports, reports 
of Hayden’s expeditions, and other books intensely interesting to my 
constituents, and they write to me continually for those books and 
have especially done so during the period that the franking privilege 
has been abolished, and I have found that my postage expenses 
amounted to $10, $20, $30 a week as it might be in order to send these 
books, interesting to them, interesting to me only so far as I was able 
to gratify them. I thought that if the Government went to the ex- 
pense of compiling them and printing them, it ought also to be at the 
expense of circulating them, and that it was no part of a Senator's 
duty to pay for circulating those documents. 

Now I really do not believe that it is the part of a Senator to pay 
the postage on an enormous mass of correspondence which he is 
compelled to keep ye My constituents, and I have no doubt the 
constituents of other Senators, write upon tariff legislation, inquire 
with reference to the prospect of the passage of the silver bill. They 
write and want to know why a patent for a mining claim has not 
been issued; they desire to know about various questions of land, 
multifarious questions, requiring labor and accuracy in investiga- 
tion and inquiry in order to answer them. So far as the trouble of 
looking up that information is concerned, although it is sometimes 
very burdensome indeed and entails very heavy labor, I am willing 
to undergo it. Sometimes in order to get that information, however, 
I have not the time and am compelled to write to the Departments. 
This is in no sense my business, or my private correspondence. It 
interests only the constituents and citizens of the United States in all 
the various States who desire to know in reference to these thi 
and there is no propriety at all in requiring Senators to pay postage in 
answer to these any more than there is in requiring a Department to 
whom similar questions are addressed to pay out of the compensa- 
tion which those Department officers receive the postage for a return. 
Instead of writing to the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to know in reference to the status of a case in his office, a Senator is 
addressed. He gets the information and sends back his reply. Why 
should he be required to ey. the postage on that reply more than 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who would else reply ? 

The amount of correspondence of a Senator, although voluminous, 
when it is considered that he has to write the letters himself, yet as 
an ingredient in the mail matter it is quite slight. Really the t 
trouble, if any at all, is in the mass of documents which we sen 

I make this explanation in re; to my vote in this matter because 
I do not wish to appear as desiring a cheap notoriety or popularity by 
opposing a proposition of this kind. I think the proposition is just 
and right in itself, and I am willing to vote for it whenever it can be 

ut upon a bill not so vital to the revenue and the purity of the serv- 
ce as I think this is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. x 

Mr. ARMSTRONG, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. PATTERSON.] If present, he 
would vote for the amendment and I should vote against it. 

Mr. VOORHEES, (when his name was called.) In consistency 
with my former yote on this subject, I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) To be inconsistent 
with a former vote and put myself right, I vote “ yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 33, nays 21; as follows: - 


YEAS—33. 
Allison, Butler, Christiancy, Dawes, 
Beck, Cameron of Conkling, Dorsey, 
Burnside, Chaffee, ie Conover, Edmunds, 


In Matthews, Teller, 
Grover, Ji Morgan, Windom, 
Hamlin, Jones of Florida, ock, Withers. 
Harris, Kirkwood, Ransom, 
Hoar, Lamar, 
Howe, McDonald, Spencer, 

NAYS—21, 
Bailey, Davis of Illinois, Merrimon, Voorhees, 
Ba F Eaton, Morrill, Wadleigh, 
Booth, Eustis, Oglesby, Wallace. 
Cameron of Wis., Ferry, Plumb, 
Cockrell, MoCreery, 5 t, 
Coke, McMillan, ury, 
ABSENT—22, 
Anthony Dennis, Kernan, Rollins, 
Armstrong, Sebi Ma, 1 5 — 
Barnum, erefo axey, urman, 
Blaine, Hill, Mitchell, yte, 
Bruce, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, 
Davis of W. Va., Kellogg. Randolph, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on the forme. 


amendment offered by the Senator from Maine, which will be reported, 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

SEO. 7. That the provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act entitled An 
act establishing post-routes, and forother purposes,” approved March 3, 1877, for the 
transmission of official mail matter, be, and they are easy, extended to all offi- 
cers of the United States Government, and made applicable fo all official mail mat- 
ter transmitted between any of the officers of the United States, or between any 
such officer and either of the Executive Departments or officers of the Govern- 
ment, the envelopes of such matter in all cases to bear appropriate indorsements 
containing the r designation of the office from which the same is transmitted, 
with a t of tho penalty for their misuse. And the provisions of said fifth 
and sixth sections are hereby likewise extended and made applicable to all official 
mail matter sent from the Smithsonian Institution: Provided, That this act shall 
not extend or apply to pension agents or other officers who receive a fixed allow- 
ance as compensation for their services, including expenses for postage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EAGLE AND PHŒNIX MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate to take up House bill No. 1891. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1891) for the relief of 
the a pri and Phenix Manufacturing Company of Columbus, Georgia. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend the bill so as to read : 

That the Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing Company of Columbus, Georgia, be, 


and is hereby, relieved from the payment of the taxes heretofore assessed upon its 
capital stock as —— 1 or capital employed in the business of banking. 


and upon all future assessments of g tax, so long as no part of its 
capital is employed in the business of banking, and said capital continues to be, as 
now, employed in the business of manufac’ this 


: Provided, That nothing in 
act shall be construed to exempt said company ey the payment of the x upon 
BA 


deposits, as required by law from banks or savings institutions, nor from 


any tax or penalty w may be h incurred by issuing and circulating, or 
coutinuing in circulation, notes or bills or certificates of deposit, as currency or as 
a substitute for notes, bills, or currency. d 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr, ROLLINS, I desire to ask a question of the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance with reference to this bill. It was reported, 
as I understand, by the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. BAYARD. Unanimously. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Then I desire to ask in what respect it differs from 
the bill reported the other day from the Committee on Finance in 
reference to savings-banks in New Hampshire—in what respect this 
claim is more equitable and pai than theirs was? 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwill explain to the Senator that this was a manu- 
facturing company having a capital of $1,250,000, every dollar of 
which was invested in the manufacture of woolen goods, in mills, and 
machinery; it had not one dollar and never had one dollar of capi- 
tal invested in savings-bank or banking business. 

Mr. ROLLINS. ow me to suggest that the New Hampshire sav- 
ia Ar had not one dollar of capital stock. 

. BAYARD. The Senator will let me g further. Having this 
capital invested in mills and machinery only, the company was au- 
thorized by the Legislature of Georgia for the sake of the employés 
of the manufacturing company to receive their savings on deposit, 
but in order to obtain that power they were obliged to pledge the 
capital they had en in mills and machinery to protect those 
who received their certificates of deposit. 

Mr. INGALLS. Did they pay interest on them? 

Mr. BAYARD. No. They paid the tax fixed by law upon the sav- 
ings deposits; they paid the tax in full upon all the circulation of 
certilicates of de it; but they did not pay a tax upon bankin 
capital because they had no banking capital engaged in their busi- 
ness. It wa if I may explain to the Senator, precisely as though a 
mortgage had been made upon their property totally disconnected 


with banking business, as a pledge for the redemption of the certifi- 
cates which they issued as currency among their working people. 
The tax of the 
by a certificate which I hold in my han 


nited States on currency was paid in full as appears 
Trota the ee of 
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Internal Revenue. The tax upon the . of savings was paid in 
full. Then came the question whether the mills and machinery and 
the capital invested in them should be taxed as banking capital, be- 
cause it had been ieee as security for the certificates 1 2 to 
these working people. Under the law the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue for years decided not; but from 1873 to 1877 the compan 
was taxed upon deposits and circulation in full as they were 

In 1877 a new construction was made that the capital of the company 
which was pledged for the redemption of the circulation should be 
treated as banking capital, although not one dollar was engaged as 
banking capital, but simply pledged as a security for the redemption 
of the circulation. Then it was that these taxes for four or five years 
past were created by this new construction and made to swell to an 
amount that I have an idea would prove very disastrous to the com- 
pany if they were called upon to meet them. It is not therefore an 
exemption of capital even connected with banking, except so far as 
it may have been said to be pledged for the redemption of the cir- 
culating notes; that is all; and upon that state of facts there is no 
difference of opinion in the Finance Committee, but there has been 
a unanimous recommendation that it would be a defeat of the object 
of the law to tax as banking capital property which was incorporated 
for manufacturing p only and which was simply pl for 
the redemption of circulation which has paid the full tax prescribed 


by law. 

Mr. ROLLINS. It seems to me that the Senator from Delaware has 
not answored my question, I desired to know wherein this differs in 
the matter of equity from the caso presented a few days ago. I un- 
derstand that the case of the New Hampshire banks was reported b 
the Finance Committee, and for aught I know unanimously; but 
noticed when that case was pending before the Senate nearly a solid 
vote from the other side of the Chamber was found against the meas- 
ure. Now, what I desire to ascertain is why our friends on the other 
side should so earnestly advocate this measure, which I am inclined 
to believe is a just one, while they opposed that; and I want to find 
out, if it is possible for me to do so, the difference between the two 
measures, for I desire to support this if possible and to give it my 
vote. The only explanation which I have heard made was one sug- 
gested in private conversation by the Senator from Georgia, that he 
misapprehended the bill the other day and voted under a misappre 
hension. 

Mr. GORDON. U think the Senator is mistaken. I do not remem- 
ber voting on that bill at all. I have no recollection of his bill and 
do not remember when it passed the Senate. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I may be mistaken, but my impression is that the 
Senator’s vote will be found recorded against the bill. Now I desire 
to do equal and exact justice. If this bill is right I shall vote for it, 
but I desire first to know in what respect it differs from the other 
bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I believe the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire voted for the other bill. It obtained his support. He believed 
the other bill to be right in principle and just in practice and he 
voted for it, and I think it has become a law. Am I mistaken? Did 
not the honorable Senator support the other bill ? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I did vote for the other bill, but it has not yet be- 
come a law. 

Mr. BAYARD, Then I take it for gone that the Senator sup- 
ported it believing it to be just and right. I must confess—— 

Mr. ROLLINS. I want to vote for this bill, but I was led to sup- 
pose there might be some marked difference between the two bills for 
the reason that I found gentlemen on the other side earnest in the 
advocacy of this bill who were equally earnest . the other. 
7 7 that reason I supposed there might be some difference in the two 

ills, 

Mr. BAYARD. The other bill was not antagonized by me at all; 
therefore I cannot say what reasons may have actuated the minds of 
other Senators or the opinions they may have had. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I ask the Senator did he vote for the other bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not, because there were measures ingrafted 
on it that I did not thoroughly hand hg a and I thought the effect 
of the exemption from taxes reached further and destroyed certain 
guarantees for the payment of taxes due from owners of national-bank 
stock that was not contemplated by thecommittee. I did not oppose 
it, because I did not feel warranted in doing so. It was one of those 
cases in which I withheld my vote, because I did not fully compre- 
hend the entire extent of the exemption ; that was all. 

Mr. ROLLINS. If it will not interrupt him, let me ask the Sena- 
tor in what respect did that measure go further than this in relieving 
in the matter of taxation? 

Mr. BAYARD. I regret exceedingly that the honorable Senator 
should mingle two measures or make the merits of one become the 
demerits of the other. I have endeavored with great frankness to 
state to the Senate the Drenas facts of this case. If this case is just 
and right and fair, and commends itself to my honorable frieng’s 
judgment and approval, how can he feel that the errors of others, 
supposed by him to be errors, upon another bill should justify his 
8 the present bill. 

. ROLLINS. I do not intend that they shall. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then my honorable friend will sapport the present 
bill, and let the other stand as it has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. I think I can answer the question of the Senator from 
New Hampshire in a very few words. I do not remember the bill to 
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which he refers distinctly, nor its pinos My recollection is that 
the bill to which he alludes, the New Hampshire bill, was a bill to 
release from tąxes assessed upon banks as savings-banks. There is 
no proposition to relieve this company from any tax of that kind. It 
has paid all the taxes that were levied upon it as asavings-bank. It 
has paid all the taxes assessed upon the circulation of its certificates. 
It has paid those taxes, and it does not ask that they be refunded or 
that it be released from those taxes either in the past or in the future. 
This bill asks simply this: the capital stock of this company is in- 
vested in spindles, in the manufacture of woolens, to the amount of 
$1,250,000. When by an amendment to its charter the Legislature 
authorized it to establish a savings-bank department, for the benefit 
of its employés chiefly, although its capital stock was not invested in 
that savings-bank department, and although all the taxes on the say- 
ings deposits were paid and have been paid in full, the returns regu- 
larly made, by a singular construction it was claimed that the capital 
invested in manufacturing should also be taxed; that this $1,250,000 
which is invested in manufacturing, in machinery, in spindles, in a 
factory business, shall be taxed as banking capital. The Senate will 
see that there was no such feature as that in the New Hampshire 
case. This is no application to relieve the company as a savings- 
bank from taxation. 

Mr. ROLLINS. As I understand, it is an application to relieve a 
manufacturing company, the company having en in banking 
business, from taxation; and where is the difference 

Mr. HILL. Simply to relieve it from the tax on the capital stock 
invested in manufacturing; not to relieve it from the savings-bank 


tax. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The other bill was to relieve the deposits of de- 
positors in savings-banks. The savings-banks had paid the tax upon 
the special deposits—all that had been assessed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue; but it was an attempt to relieve the small de- 
positors in those banks and prevent the assessment from going back 
over a period of years; and I say here that case is quite as equitable 
as the case now presented by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HILL. That may be; Ido not know; but this bill does not 
ask what the Senator says that bill asked, and 2 like it. What 
that bill asked may be something that is equitable; I will not Lows 
judgment on that. I do not remember voting upon the bill to which 
the Senator alludes at all. 

Mr. ROLLINS. This bill proposes that the stock in this incorpo- 
rated company, a manufacturing company, shall be relieved of the 
tax imposed by reason of its having done a banking business over a 
period of years. 

Mr. HILL. It simply asks that it be relieved from so much as taxes 
its capital stock as banking capital. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The New Hampshire banks asked to be relieved 
of the tax on deposits. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. There is no relief from the tax on deposits. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am speaking now of the New Hampshire banks. 

Mr. HILL. There is no relief here from any tax of that kind. It 
is simply a release from the tax assessed on its capital stock when 
that capital stock is not in banking but in manufacturing. 

Mr. FERRY. If Senators will allow me, I think the substantial 
difference between the two cases is this: that in the case in New 
Bampeliize there was a general banking business, a discount busi- 
news one, but in the case in Georgia there was no unt business 

one, 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I beg pardon. 

Mr. FERRY. So I am advised. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Now, I will take a case of one of those banks 
where the savings deposits were nearly a million and a half of dol- 
lars, and the special deposits which had paid the tax were about 
$23,000 only. The bank had been in existence since 1830, been doin 
all the while a legitimate and proper business as a savings-bank. It 
was a just and equitable case, and I was sorry to see arrayed against 
it such a solid vote on the other side of this Chamber. I have faith 
in the Finance Committee; I believe they have made these two re- 
ports properly, and I am inclined to believe both should be sustained, 
and therefore { feel inclined to support the measure now pending be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. GORDON, I epy want to correct a statement; I do not 
want to debate the bill. The Senator from New Hampshire recognizes 
the justice both of his own and of this bill, and the propriety of pass- 
ing both. I only want to correct a statement that he e of the 
earnestness with which his bill was opposed on this side. If he will 
refer to the RxconDUũ he will find that neither my colleague nor my- 
self voted against the bill; that a number of democrats voted for it, 
and that a number of republicans voted against it. | 

Mr. ROLLINS, I think your colleague voted against it. 

Mr. HILL. Not at all, sir. I have referred to the RECORD. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not think it n to discuss 
the New Hampshire bill in considering the merits of this. I was in 
favor of the New Hampshire bill, and I am in favor of this. I think 
the Senator from Delaware stated pretty clearly the ground of this 
bill, although I do not know that he was fully heard on this side of the 
Chamber; and therefore if I restate anything that the Senator from 
Delaware stated it will not be because he did not state it fairly, but 
because I apprehend that there are Senators here who are opposing 
this bill who do not quite understand its real scope. 
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Here was a manufacturing corporation that had a very singular 
charter under which they might do anything they pleased. They did 
devote it to manfacturing id poa with $1,250,000 capital. They 
added to that, which they aright todo under their charter, a 
small savings-bank business, confined to their operatives. During a 
few months, a short period of scarcity of change, they issued their 
paper, what we call in common parlance, shinplasters, and that ex- 
posed them to three separate taxes, one under the provision that 
every serijas bak that has a capital stock shall pay a tax upon its 
deposits. They had a capital stock, although every dollar of it was 
in manufacturing, and that exposed them to that tax. It also ex- 
posed them to a tax on the currency, because they had distributed 
for a short time their promises to pay. It also exposed them to a tax 
upon all their capital as a bank, although every dollar of their capi- 
tal had been employed in manufacturing. They paid the tax asa 
savings-bank, they paid the tax upon their currency. After all that 
was done the United States claimed a tax upon the whole capital as 
capital of a bank, e $25,000 Jam told. It is that tax, and 
that alone, that they ask to be relieved from, and we put into the bill 
that they shall be relieved from it so long as they do not do any bank- 
ing business, or any discounting business, or circulate any currency. 
The moment they do that, by this very bill they come right back to 
where they were before. 

It does seem to me that nothing can be more just than to relieve 
them from that tax upon their capital as a bank. They never dreamed 
that they were a bank; they did nothing as a bank except for the 
little time that they issued their promises to pay among their opera- 
tives in the mills, and for that they paid their tax, and then they paid 
a tax as a savings-bank, from which we have relieved banks for years 
and years. Whenever a bank which happened to have a capital stock 
did a savings-bank business, we have relieved them specially. But 
they paid that tax; and this is a bill that it seems to me the Senate 
will not object to the moment they understand it. 

Mr. R. Do they not now receive deposits as a savin 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, they receive deposits as a savin 
is a limited business among their operatives. They 
in this bill to be relieved from that tax. 

Mr. TELLER. Do they not receive deposits as a savings-bank from 
anybody who chooses to make them ? i 

. DAWES. I suppose they do, but the business in point of fact 
is confined to the operatives almost entirely. Whether, however, they 
do a business that is thus confined or not, this bill does not relieve 
them from any such tax as that, as the Senator from Colorado will 
see by examining it. This bill does not propose to relieve them from 
the savings-bank tax, but only from the tax on capital, the whole 
$1,250,000 as the capital of a bank, as if it discounted, as if it issued 
bills, as if it did what national banks do, no part of which did it ever 
do, but it only got itself by indirection within the provisions of this 
statute. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President,I had my attention called to this 
matter the other day; and, what I do not very often do, I have taken 
the pains to give it a very considerable investigation, and there are 
two or three suggestions which occur to my mind that I am going to 
state which control my vote. 

I am not going to vote against this bill because somebody else voted 
against another bill; I am not going to vote against this bill because 
I voted for another; but I am going to vote for it because I believe 
itis right. I think that is about the best basis a man can put his 
vote on. I do not think it is very material how another man ma: 


bank? 
bank, but it 
ve not asked 


vote on this or any other question; but what is the true merit of the 
case? I think there has been a mistaken idea running all through 
the investigation of this case both by the law officers of the Govern- 
ment and the Committee on Finance, although the Committee on 
Finance have come to what 1 believe a just and correct conclusion. 
I think the Attorney-General made a mistake when he decided that 
the stock of this manufacturing company was in any true sense of the 
word capital in asavings-bank. It was not. What was it? They 
created that corporation for manufacturing purposes. They added 
to it a little provision, which I suppose was beneficial both to the 
corporation and to the operatives, and perhaps to a few men who 
were not operatives, by which they could have a little savings-bank. 
They bad it, and if I understand the case aright they paid to the 
utmost mill all that was due from that savings-bank upon any just 
principles of banking. 

Now, was the 17 5075 stock of that company a part of the stock of 
that savings-bank? I say it was not, It was all used for its manu- 
facturing purposes legitimately, but there was just this in it, to make 
the persons who made their deposits in that savings-bank, whether 
they were operatives or others, feel perfectly safe that their deposits 
would be secure, the capital stock of this manufacturing company 
was pledged—as what? Not as stock of the savings-bank ; but there 
was a pledge made that that stock should be held to make the deposits 
good, and it never was designed, never was intended, and never in 
the proper sense of ENG principles was it a part of the capital. 
The corpqration pledged it, I grant, to make those deposits good, and 
that was all there was of it, and it does seem to me that this is a ques- 
tion which has but one side to it, 

Mr. ROLLINS. Mr. President, one word more and I shall have said 
all I wish to say about this bill. Iwas led to examine into this meas- 


to the other bill considered a few days since. I have e lege 8. 


as thoroughly as I have been able to do, and I am satisfied 
measure is right, and I shall give it my vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it seems to me that whenever we un- 
dertake to take out from under the operation of our tax laws cases 
of this kind, we are adopting an unwise precedent. There is no tax- 
ation known to our law that is at all logical, no taxation that is im- 
posed upon anybody that the person who has to pay the tax sup 
to be fair or proper, no taxation that the recipient of it is not willing 
and desirous to escape from. 

It seems that we havea law which the Attorney-General, the officer 
specially provided for that purpose, has decided applies to this kind 
of capital, and it is not denied at all that this capital was, while 


engaged in manufacturing primarily, also made the basis of a credit 


upon which these people borrowed money just as other banks or as 
banks generally do, borrowed money from their depositors. This was 
made the basis of a credit of that kind. Ithink it is only fair that on 


account of that credit the capital stock ought to pay this tax, because 


itis within the terms of the law, as decided without any question, and 
because it is no more unjust and no more unfair that it should pay 
than that taxes should be paid in a large majority of other cases. 
_Ithas so happened, accidentally and designedly, that a large por- 
tion of the capital that is known as bank capital has been invested in 
manufacturing, has been invested in real estate, and in other enter- 


prises, which are not discounting by any manner of means, but invested 
of course as this capital was, for the purposes of profit; and if we are 


to except and exempt from the operations of the law capital which is 
used for the purpose of giving credit to a banking institution for the 
se of securing deposits, and thus enabling it to realize profit 
from the capital which it thus borrows, why not go to work and make 
the exception in regard to other institutions which have locked up 
— . in manufacturing and in real estate and in other enter- 
prises : 
I remember the other day noting the failure of a bank in the town 


in which the Senator from Illinois lives, Decatur, and the fact that 


that bank had invested $300,000 in manufacturing enterprises in that 
city, all the capital in fact that it had; and yet every dollar of the 
capital has been taxed and those people are not here asking us to re- 
move the tax; but, if we are to adopt the principle of relieving as a 
matter of sympathy people from the taxation on unprofitable enter- 
prises, we shall have of course a great deal of that thing to do. 

As I said before, all tax that is imposed by Government is illogical; 
all taxation which does not rest practically on income is illogical; 
and the Government simply puts its hand on that property which 
it sees and believes it can most eal collect taxes from, gov ernin 
itself only by its necessities and ability to get the tax speedily an 
at as little cost as possible. It would be perfectly proper, just as 
proper as the levy of two-thirds of the taxes which are paid to the 
Government, to say that all money invested in real estate should pay 
a tax, and sọ of any other investment, because it is entirely a discre- 
tionary power. There is no limit to it in logic or anything else. 

I think we are establishing an unwise principle in exempting spe- 
cial interests from taxation in this way. We are constantly. peen Ax ar 
to by the officer having charge of the revenue of the Government for 
new means of increasing that revenue. We are told that we have got 
to levy taxes on something else in order to meet the e eee e 
creasing expenses with diminishing revenues of the Government; and 
instead of diminishing all the while-our power of getting taxes we 


y | ought to enlarge it. 


. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, the policy of the Government of 
the United States has been to exempt from national taxation the de- 
posits in savings-banks, on the ground, as I suppose, that to tax them 
would be to discourage the saving of their earnings by people in poor 
circumstances. Now, it so happens that in the State of New Hampshire 
some two or three savings-banks, for the purpose of accommodating 
the people in their vicinity, have received small deposits, not as sav- 
ings in any connection with their savings-bank business, bat deposits 
which were treated by the trustees or directors of those savings insti- 
tutions as special deposits, and used in a quasi-banking manner, Those 
deposits have all paid the national tax which is assessed on national 
banks or upon the banking business; but the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, in contradiction to the ruling of his predecessor, has held that 
notwithstanding the amounts of these special deposits were triflin 
the whole amount of deposits in those savings-banks should be su 
ject to taxation as bank deposits different from other savings-banks, 
simply because very small amounts had been received by these trus- 
tees as special deposits in the way I have named. A decisive objec- 
tion against the correctness of that ruling may be found in this fact, 
that those savin 
go outside of their regular business of elds sean In every case 
where the trustees have done so they have done so not in accordance 
with the charters of the institutions they were conducting, but solely 
and simply on their own responsibility. The depositors in the sav- 
ings-banks cannot be held liable for that action in any way what- 
ever; they are not responsible for it under the laws of the State of 
New . but the trustees who chose to ge eutside of their 
duties as directors or managers of the chartered institution are per- 
sonally responsible, and those persons have paid the tax. Now, I ask 
my friends on this side who the other day voted against the New 


ure by reason of the votes on the other side of the Chamber in regard | Hampshire bill—— 


banks have no lawful right under their charter to 
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Mr. COCKRELL. And those on the other side who voted against it. 
Mr. WADLEIGH. Yes, and those on the other side who voted 
inst it too, what equity there is, what equity there can be, in 
charging these depositors who had nothing to do under the law with 
this business, who were not responsible for it tres way under the 
law, with a tax upon their deposits as banking capital, simply because 
the trustees outside of their duty have seen fit, for the personal ac- 
commodation of their neighbors, to take in a few thousand dollars 
aud check it out in a different way, and which has nothing whatever 
in law to do with the business of the institution. IT 

That is all I have to say, Mr. President. I shall vote for this bill; 
I think it is right, and I shall vote when the other matter comes be- 
fore the Senate as I did the other day for that. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was very unfortunate for the bill that was 
up and advocated by the Senator from New Hampshire that he did 
not make as explicit a statement of the condition of it as is made by 
his colleague. i 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THE CALENDAR. 


Mr.EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator allow me to offer an order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it does not lead te debate, I shall not object. 

Mr, ANTHONY. I think it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That on Monday next at one o'clock the Senate will proceed to the oon. 
sideration of the Calendar, and continue such consideration from day to day until 
the same shall have been gone through with; and bills that are not objected to shall 
be taken up in their order, and Senator shall be entitled to speak once for 
five minutes, anes Spe motion the Senate should at any time otherwise order; 
and this order shall precedence of the unfinished business. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Is that a limitation upon debate on those bills? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. ANTHONY. A limitation of debate upon bills that are not 
objected to. . 
. ALLISON. Does the order apply to Monday only!? 

a ANTHONY. No; it continues until the Calendaris gone through 
with. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

WYOMING JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont calls for the 
consideration of the regular order, being the unfinished business of 
yesterday, which is Senate bill No. 732. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 732) to annul an act of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Wyoming, entitled “ An act to provide for the 
organization of Crook and Pease Counties, and to provide for holding 
court therein,” approved by the governor of said Territory on the 
13th day of December, A. D. 1877. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope, sir, that this bill may not be passed. In 
the first Pae it is a very extraordinary piece of ation to repeal 
by act of Congress the statute of a Territory, particularly when that 
statute relates solely and exclusively to a matter of internal polity. 
Since the session of pono; when this question was up, I have con- 
ferred with the Delegate representing that Territory in the lower 
House of Con and he informs me that the almost unanimous 
expression of the people of that Territory is that this person, this 
judge, is not such a one as can be useful in the most important dis- 
trict in the Territory to which he had before been assigned ; that this 
act of the territorial Legislature became necessary in order to give 
full protection to the interests of the people in that most important 
section or district of the Territory. Ho states that the prominent 
business people, the lawyers, the bankers, the merchants, and men in- 
terested most largely in the real estate of the Territory, remonstrated 
in the first plao against his nomination; that the Legislature by a 
unanimous exp: on in both houses, in addition thereto, remon- 
strated against the nomination and afterward remonstrated against 
the confirmation of this person with the same unanimity of expres- 
sion. It is not stated—I have heard no statement from the Delegate 
or from others—that this judge is an unworthy person by reason of 
his want of integrity. It has not been said that he is a dishonest 
ponen, or anything of that kind; but that he is incompetent, that 

e is slow, that he is not in respect of legal acquirements and judicial 
deportment such a judge as they need and ought to have for the im- 
portant business of that important district; that litigation moves 
very slowly in the courts under his administration, and that taxation 
has become or will be made burdensome to the people for that reason. 

It seems to me that under such circumstances, when there has been 
such a universal demand on the part of the people and by representa- 
tions of the Legislature, the judicial interests of that Territory re- 
quire different action than that proposed by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee; that this bill should not be passed, and I sincerely hope that it 
may not. Certainly, sir, the Legislature had the right and it was its 
duty with such a state of facts presented to it to arrange the judicial 
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districts and assign the judges as they believed the best interests of 
the people demanded. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, since the adjournment Heeger t I 
have conferred with the Delegate from Wyoming, and he has handed 
me a dispatch dated the day before yesterday, from some of the most 
prominent men in the district to which this judge was originally as- 
signed.. I noticed yesterday what was said by the chairman of the 
committee with reference to the character of the men who had 
titioned for this man’s confirmation. I now hold in my hand a dis- 
patch signed by ten of the most prominent men of the district, most 
of whom are personally known to me to be men of worth, men of 
character, and men of property. I am informed by the Delegate from 
Wyoming that he presented to the Committee on the Judiciary some 
evidence at least that a portion of the names on the petition had 
been placed there without the authority of the signers purporting to 
have signed it, that some considerable number of the signatures to 
the petition were forged. I do not say that the incumbent had any- 
thing to do with that. It might have been the zeal of his friends; but 
a portion of the si at all events, now repudiate it. I was in- 
formed after the adjournment of yesterday by a gentleman who is 
very familiar with the action of the press of that Territory that the 
press have universally denounced this man as unfit for the position ; 


and my informant mentioned two at least of the most influential 


journals of the Territory as being very bitter, as he stated, against 
this man. 


Now, Mr. President, it is not ible that this arises out of any 
prejudice against him without foundation. It is not possible that a 
whole community would have risen against a man who was sent 
there as a judge, unless there was some reason for it, and the com- 
munity have spoken through its Legi , the only method by 
which it could address itself to this body and te the nation, having 
no redress in any other way that I know of. When we fail to do 
anything for them, then they turn around and practically legislate 
this man ont of the Territory. Then what is it proposed to do here? 
By the organic act we gave the Legislature the power to district the 
Territory as they might see fit; and yet now we say they cannot 
exercise that power, but we will legislate for them. The case may 
be very extreme, and in some instances there may be justification 
for congressional interference with the action of the territorial Legis- 
lature; but it does not seem to me that this is a case which is worthy 
of attention on our part. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois Mr. President, I do not often trouble the 
Senate with any remarks on current bills; but I am constrained to 
say a word or two upon this case. 

It seems to me the question involved here is entirely higher than 
the question that is sought to be presented by the Senator from Ne- 
braska and the Senator from Colorado. The question here now is, 
not whether this man is a fit man for the place or not. The simple 
ee is, whether the power of the President aud the Senate of the 

nited States can be abnegated by the territorial Legislature.. The 
President is authorized to appoint a judge for the Territory ; the Sen- 
ate has the power of confirmation. This officer was appointed last 
summer. He was nominated to the Senate at the special session. The 
Judiciary Committee took every way of ascertaining the truth abont 
his fitness’ for the office. There are two sides to the question in the 
Territory, very 3 ; but I do not want to go into a defenso of 
2 Peck. The simple question now is, whether the Legislature 
of Wyoming can practically displace a judge who has been appointed 

the President and confirmed by the Senate. To do that is the sole 
object of this act of the Territory. It has not any other object at all. 
In other words, the point is whether this who is authorized by 
the Constitution and laws of the country to inister justice there, 
shall do it at the will of the Legislature of Wyoming or not. That 
is the simple question to be decided. It strikes mo that the legisla- 
tion is amazing. Iam amazed at the governor of the Territory for 
signing the act, and were I President of the United States I would 
wy soon settle that question with him. 

r. PADDOCK. May I inquire of the Senator from Illinois in con- 
nection with that remark if he does not think it is well for the gov- 
ernor of a Territory, when a unanimous vote of a Legislature is 
for the passage of a bill, r women eet to that expression of the 
1 and sign the bill? 

. DAVIS, of Illinois. A governor who is fit for his place, when 
he sees that by clamor an act is passed, which act displaces a judge 
and insults the Government—a governor who would sign such an act 
should be, if Thad the power, displaced instantly. It is not the ques- 
tion now whether Judge Peck can be useful in that Territory or not; 
I doubt whether he can; but we are to act upon the legislation that 
is 3 to us. The Senator A ora North Carolina [Mr. ers 
MON] said it was extraordinary; that we were nullifying an act of the 
Legi re of the Territory. Why, sir, all legislation in the Terri- 
tories is subject to our approbation. A great many laws have been 
passed in Territories that Congress has been obliged to annul, that it 
would not give its consent to. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Will the honorable Senator allow me to ask him 
one question ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. If he had the power would he appoint a man judge 
when the territorial Legislature unanimously protested against his 
appointment? 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That isanotherquestion. Iwouldendeavor 
to appoint the best man. If I found that the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory was controlled by bad men and that the best men of the Terri- 
tory were in favor of the appointee, I would disregard the voice of the 
Legislature and take that of the good men of the Territory. 

Mr. TELLER. I would inquire of the Senator whether he has any 
information of that kind? My information leads me to think other- 


wise. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not want to E into the controversy 
whether Peck was a proper judge or not. I am merely answering 
the inquiry of the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. CHAFFEE.] The Ju- 
diciary Committee investigated the subject as fully as they could. 
They spent more time upon it than they did upon any other question 
that was before them, and they were nearly unanimous upon it that 
he ought to be confirmed; that the better class of people in the par- 
ticular district of the Territory where he served desired his appoint- 
ment. 

But, Mr. President, the iy eae is to apportion the three judges 
in the organized parts of the Territory. What right have they to come 
in and say, “We will give two of these judges the whole organized 
Territory and assign the third judge to a portion of country where 
nobody lives at all?” Is not that practically nullifying the action of 
Con ? Is it not practically setting the President and the Senate 
of the United States at defiance? And can we sit here and uphold 
such legislation as that? It is a higher question entirely than 
whether Peck is a Laer judge or not. It seems to me, sir, that the 
legislation is extraordinary, and that if Con now when they 
have a chance to set their seal of disapprobation upon it, should go 
off on the question as to whether this man can be a useful judge or 
not, they would be setting a very bad example, and that in fact we 
mE just as well abdicate our duty in refereuce to the confirmation 
of officers. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, if I do not mistake the issue here, it 
seems to me I shall make no mistake by possibility in the decision I 
make upon the issue. I suppose there can be no doubt that we are 
measurably responsible, not only for the legislation for the United 
States, but for the legislation forthe Territories, Having the power 
to affirm or disaffirm a territorial act, if a given act is unwise and we 
affirm it, it is our own act, and not the territorial act alone; and we 
must meet that responsibility. Now, the act we are considering is 
one which paralyzes one-third of the judicial department for a Ter- 
ritory. Congress, wisely or unwisely, has divided the Territory of 
Wyoming into three judicial districts, and has equipped those three 
districts. The Legislature of the Territory has dismantled one—— 

Mr. TELLER. ji should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question. Did Congress divide it into three districts? The territo- 
rial 00 TEN as I understand, divided it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Congress provided for three districts, but the 
Legislature was charged with the responsibility of districting the 
Territory. 

Mr. HOWE. We had better be entirely correct about this. It 
will take but one or two men to correct me on any point in this de- 
bate. I was not strictly correct in saying that Congress had made 
three districts. Con has provided for three districts and has 
provided for paying judges for three districts, has provided for re- 
serving to the National Government the selection of those judges, 
has selected them, and, as I said some time ago, the Territory has 
seen fit, by an act of its own, to paralyze one of those judges, to dis- 
mantle him, to dismiss him, not from his office but from all duties 
under his office; and the simple question is presented to the Senate 
to-day whether we will affirm or disaffirm that act. We must be re- 
sponsible for the act or for annulling it. Is there N justi- 
fication for our paying three judges to administer laws in that 
Territory and allowing but two of them to work? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me a 
word? The three judges together constitute the supreme court of 
the Territory, which has appellate jurisdiction of course from the dis- 
trict court. Now, if it is possible that two judges who are acceptable 
to tho Territory can perform the duties of district judges, and if the 
other one is so distasteful, is so obnoxious to the people, that he is 
useless, so far as acting as a district judge is concerned, does not my 
friend think it might be well enongh to settle the difficulty and leave 
the case in the way in which it was done in this instance? 

Mr. HOWE. No, Mr. President, I do not think it would be well 
enough to leave the case in that way, if the facts are even as stated 
by the Senator from Nebraska. As I said, we pay three judges, not 
only to hold law terms of the court, but to hold nisi prius terms; we 

them adequately, or we assume to do so; and we should have 
judges there, and they should be permitted to do their work. Now, 
three judges have been selected. It is said that one of them is dis- 
tasteful to the people of the Territory—at least to the Legislature of 
the Territory. It may be so; it may be justly so; but that is not 
the remedy; I submit to the Senator from Nebraska, I submit to my 
excellent friend, the Senator from Colorado, that is not the remedy. 

Mr. TELLER. What zomen have they? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Where is the remedy for the people? 

Mr. HOWE. There is, or there used to be, a presumption that the 
power which can appoint and dismiss—— i 

Mr. PADDOCK. t that power has been appealed to again and 


again in vain. 


Mr. HOWE. That the power which can spec: and dismiss a ju 
can administer a remedy for an unsuitable judge. The honorable 
Senator from Nebraska says that that power has been appealed to, 
appealed to once and again, and appealed to in vain. Well, it proves 
one of two things: that upon the same information either the terri- 
torial Legislature or the President and the Senate of the United States 
have been wrong. It does not follow conclusively because the Pres- 
ident has nominated and the Senate has advised the confirmation of 
a man, that therefore he isa proper man. It is not conclusive; it is a 
pretty strong circumstance. My friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
shakes his head even at that conservative proposition and thinks it 
is not even a circumstance that tends to show that a man is suitable. 
I want to insist upon that proposition, if I am permitted to do so; I 
want to urge it as circumstantial evidence. I want to accompany it 
with this other statement, that because the Legislature of a Territory 
objects to a judge, that is not conclusive evidence that he is an unfit 
man for the place. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Legislature unanimously, backed by the 
people unanimously, represent that he is not a good judge, that he is 
not the man they want, that he is useless, is not that a good prima 
facia case that he is not the man to be there? 

Mr. HOWE. Noteventhatis conclusive. I will be more just than 
my friend from Colorado. I will admit that that is a circumstance 
tending to show the unfitness of the man. That is not this case, let 
me say here, for fear I shall forget to say it at the proper time. 0 
question now is about the fitness, not of Judge Peck, but of that law; 
and I put it to the conscience of every Senator here to say is that a 
fit law? If it is not, remove it; do not stand making faces at the 
judge; repeal that law; then we will consider the question of the 
judge again. 

I assume, and I think I must have some credit with my friend from 
Colorado when I assume, that the appointing power, the President 
and the Senate, when sufficient light shall have been poured upon 
them, will say either that this man is not a suitable man for judge 
and will retrace the steps already taken, or will continue to say that 
he is a suitable man, and if they insist upon it I should hope the 
people of Wyoming as good citizens will say, “ We will acquiesce in 
the deliberate judgment of the President and the Senate.” We all of 
us have to acquiesce in the action of these bodies when we do not 
approve of dt. It is not harder for the people of Wyoming to acqui- 
esce than for the people of Wisconsin. 

But the case is not as strong as the Senator from Nebraska has inti- 
mated. 1 5 are not unanimous ye Seo this judge.. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My authority is the Delegate, the only authori- 
tative representative here, who has a seat and a voice iu the other 
branch of Congress from that Territory. He told me this morning 
that he believed he could safely say that nine-tenths of the people of 
that Territory were op to the continuance of this judge in office. 

Mr. HOWE. Probably no census has been taken on this question. 
The parties have not been numbered; but even if nine out of ten 
concur in the opinion of the Senator from Nebraska, that does not 
conclusively prove absolute unanimity among the people of Wyo- 
ming. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That fact backed by this further fact that the 
Legislature in both of its branches by a unanimous vote of both 
parties has made the same demand, e the same representation of 
the feeling and sentiment of the people, I think ought to sustain the 
position. 

Mr. HOWE. It does not prove the unanimity. I shall still insist 
upon that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Comparative unanimity, even to the superlative 
d I should say. 

. HOWE. But, Mr. President, I thought I had other and con- 
clusive evidence for saying that the people of that district, and cer- 
tainly the bar of that district, upon a trial of this man were decid- 
edly in favor of his continuance, that it was a good appointment to 
be made and not a bad ene. I may be mistaken upon this point, but 
these people are not excluded from approaching the President orfrom 
approaching the Senate. Certainly, if this is a bad judge, a corrapt 
judge, a dishonest judge, I do not 5 1 18 5 riper ein 
appointing power will insist upon keeping him there in that 1 
have not heard that intimated, I think, until since this debate com- 
menced, and I do beg of Senators to confine thêir efforts to correcting 
this abuse, if there is one, to changing the judge and not changing 
the districts. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Allow me 

Mr. HOWE. Very well. 3 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I want to correct the Senator in this one partic- 
ular, that it is not a matter which has been brought up in the last 
few days or to-day, but it was brought before the Senate before Judge 
Peck was confirmed. It was announced bi telegrams and by letters 
Hat went into the hands of Senators that this opposition was so great 
in that Territory that the Legislature would do this very thing if he 
should be confirmed. They stated that he would be given some dis- 
triet where he could do no harm—that was the language—so that it 
is not a new thing at all. 

Then, while I am on the floor, I will state that the argument of the 
Senator from Wisconsin seems to be a good deal like the talk that 
they had legi or tried to drive this man out of the Territory. 
They are doing nosuch thing. They have done what the law requires 
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them to do. They have provided three districts for the threo differ- 
ent judges, and he is allotted to one which does net give satisfaction 
here, because it is said there are not enough people in it. There may 
be people there or there may not be, but it answers his purpose just 
as well, if he is fitted for the place, as Songa he had a well-popu- 
lated district, because the supreme court in the Territory have three 
districts, and then they sit in bane, the three coming in together and 
making the supreme court. They do not legislate him out of this posi- 
tion at all; they have only happened to give him a district that does 
not suit—— 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator talks so much better than I do that I 
will resign the floor and let him go on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I do understand something about territorial life. 
I have lived a number of years in a Territory myself, and I have hap- 
pened to be in office in a Territory, and I know something about these 
matters. I never knew a territorial Legislature to be a unit as one 
man, both parties and both houses being unanimous, on any one thing 
that when it was investigated they were not found to be right in; 
never, sir. I believe these people are right or they would not do this. 
There are men there of intelligence, men equal to the intelligent peo- 
ple of any other country. It takes that kind of people to settle a new 
country, it takes men of nerve, men of intelligence, men of ability. 
They are the class that settle these new Territories; and I say when 
they come up here as one man and ask this of us, as they asked it be- 
fore this man was confirmed, giving us the opportunity to reject him, 
which we did not do, we ought to Ea them. 

The Senator from Wisconsin will excuse me for interrupting him so 
long. I did not intend to doit. I beg his pardon, but I felt that it 
could do no harm to him, we are such good friends, for me to trespass 
on his time. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam very much obliged. 

Mr. TELLER. . Mr. President, it seems to me that the position of 
the committee is not at all different from what it would be if this 
judge was here complaining that there had been an improper district- 
ing of the Territory; that is to say, that he had not so desirable a dis- 
trict as he would wish, for that is all it amounts to. What would 
Congress think under those circumstances if he came here and said: 
“Mr. Blair, who is one of the judges, has a much more desirable dis- 
trict in which to live; the members of the bar there are much more 
courteous, and in every respect it is a better district; and I think 

ou ought to interfere and give me another and different district?” 
pon principle that is the same as the claim now here. I do not 
think Congress is called upon here to interfere in this case. 

The honorable Senator from Wisconsin said that it was a pre- 
sumption of law that the appointees of the President, after they had 
been confirmed by this body, were certainly fit for their places; but 
that I dissented to by a shake of my head. I recollect when living 
in a Territory, that a judge, nominated by a very excellent President, 
confirmed by the vote of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, I 
have no doubt, came into the Territory in which I lived, and as I 
stated yesterday sold his judgments from the bench. I know that 
affidavits came here in quantities; I know that proof which would 
have convicted any man before any jury on the face of the earth 
came here; and I know for years that man sat on the bench, and to- 
day I can prove from the records of a corporation in the city of New 
York the vay time when the money was pec him and every dollar 
that was paid him. And yet the people of the Territory of Colorado 
endured that man’s presence for more than two years while they were 
knocking at the doors of this Senate; I myself in person was knock- 
ing here, backed by the entire bar of the Territory ; but for two 
years we were unable to have that man removed. The entire bar of 
the Territory practicing in the supreme court continued every case 
on the docket except one, for fear of this man, not of his imbecility, 
for he was an able man, but of his dishonesty. The people were 
without remedy. So, when anybody says to me now that these peo- 
ple have a remedy, I say theoretically they have, but practically they 

o not have it. When any Senator says to me that there is a pre- 
sumption that the man who goes out from the East with a commis- 
sion to preside over the courts in the Western Territories is honest, I 
tell him itis an extremely violent presumption, and I shall beg leave 
in most cases to dissent. 

I have seen not only in Colorado, but in other Territories, justice 
dealt out by the dollar. I have seen men sitting on the bench, with 
the whole people of the Territory protesting, selling their judgments 
as notoriously as indulgences were sold in the early days of the Roman 
Church, and I have seen Congress and the President relying upon the 
i 7 85 that the Senate now relies upon and refusing to inter- 

ere. It is not strange, then, that men who have lived in a Territory 
for half a life-time, and who have seen these things, can stand u 
here and justify the radical measures of the people of Wyoming. 
have seen in a Territory adjoining Wyoming, conservative as I am, a 
case where I do believe that the good opinion of the whole country, 
the best judgment of the whole country, would have sustained the 
*people in revolution to get rid of a judge; and yet he did not go out 
of office until the expiration of the term for which he had been ap- 
pointed. If these people had the ordinary remedies, I do not say but 
that I should object to this kind of radical m but I contend 
that in principle it is exactly the same asif this man were here to-day 
saying the people in Wyoming have through their Legislature given 


Judge Hair, my associate, a better district than you have given me. 
and therefore you ought to interfere.” 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, if in order, I will conclude what I had 
to say, first tendering my thanks both to the Senator from Nebraska 
and the Senator from Colorado for the very efficient aid they have 
rendered me in this feeble endeavor. ria how The Senator from 
Colorado who has just taken his seat would have rather quickened 
my sense of obligation and gratitude if he had not traveled so far from 
the question which I think is before the Senate. When he appeals to 
history and to his own past experiences as the citizen of a Territory, 
of course he gets beyond all questions which I can possibly discuss ; 
but he raises, I will sayin this connection, just this question, that the 
appointing power is properly or improperly vested in the President 
and the Senate; 3 vested in the President and the Senate 
then there is a remedy practical, not merely theoretical but a practical 
remedy here; if it is improperly in the President and the Senate, if 
they cannot be trusted with territorial appointments, the remedy is 
not to pass such acts as this, but to pass a new territorial law, anew 
organic law for the Territories and take from the President and the 
Senate the power of selecting the judges. Is not that all there is of it? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to vote for that law myself. 

Mr. HOWE. the law, and we will consider it. 

Mr. TELLER. It is the law now in another case. 

Mr. HOWE. Not in this case. It is not this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a bill pening: 

Mr. HOWE. This act proposes no such remedy. This act proposes 
to take a district out from under a judge, not to strip the Senate and 
President of any of their prerogatives, not to strip the judge of the 
Territory of any of his, except that of holding court where there are 
people to attend court. That is not the only vice there is in this act 
of the Legislature. It contains the very extraordinary provision, not 
only that a judge of the Territory shall not hold a nisi prius term of 
the court where there are any people, but it directs the governor of 
the Territory, whenever a change shall happen in the incumbency of 
one of the judgeships, to redistrict the Territory of his own will and 
upon his own motion. If there were nothing else in the act but just 
that direction to the governor, it does seem to me every lawyer as 
able as my friend from Colorado would say that that is a vice suffi- 
cient to call for a remedy, a greater vice, I really think, than the 
selection of Judge Peck to be judge of Wyoming, after all the testi- 
mony I have heard from my excellent frien. 

Mr. President, I think we are confronted now simply with an act 
of that Legislature, and we have got to pass judgment not only upon 
it, but we have got to submit ourselves to judgment, ourselves to 
approve or disapprove that act. If we shall approve that act by our 
decision it may lead me to doubt, with my friend from Colorado, 
whether the Senate is a proper body either to advise appointments 
or to advise legislation. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, being one of the members of 
the Judiciary Committee, before whom this investigation has been 
had, it is proper perha that I should say something in reply to what 
has been said by the Senator from Colorado and the Senators from 
Nebraska. 

It is broadly asserted here that all the people of the Territory of 
Wyoming are opposed to this judge. Now, the committee took great 
pains in getting at the facts in reference to the controversy between 
a portion of the people there and the Legislature on one side and an- 
othar portion of the people and the judge upon the other. We had 
before us testimony, and a large amount of testimony, from the bar 
of that district, from the tax-payers of that district, and testimony 
under oath, and we had certified statements of the business done by 
that judge at the various terms; and after considering all those things 
we came to the conclusion that the judge was not an improper man 
to be appointed. What has been said here about the people of the 
Territory being all one way is mere assumption. It is not true, as 
the evidence before us clearly showed. It is not true. . 

A reference has been made to the Delegate of that Territory and 
his statement made before the committee. The statement of the Del- 
egate made before the committee was almost entirely mere matter of 
opinion; there was not any testimony of any consequence certainly 
introduced before us to back up that statement. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mich- 
igan if it is not true that there was an affidavit presented to the com- 
mittee setting forth that a large number of signatures or a consider- 
able number of signatures to the most prominent petition were not 


uine. 

. 5 CHRISTIANCY. For myself I do not recollect that such an 
affidavit was presented there. The chairman can state. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will get the affidavit the Senator refers to, and 
the other evidence if the Senator wants it. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Iheard a statement made by the Delegate. 
It was claimed that such was the fact. . 

Mr. PADDOCK. I was so informed this morning by the Delegate. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It is possible the Senator may be correct in 
that, but the chairman of the committee is more familiar with the 
subject and has gone to get the papers. 

I will say further that there was no-charge against the in ty or 
against the capacity of this judge in fact, but it was said that he was 
too slow in disposing of cases. The testimony of the bar, certainly 
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of the majority of the bar, as I recollect it, if not almost the entire 
bar of the district, was the other way, and the tax-payers—— 

Mr. HOAR. In order that I may understand the honorable Sena- 
tor, let me ask when was this investigation of the committee of which 
he is now speaking? Prior to the e 
Mr. CHRIST CY. Very recently. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at the time of the appointment, but of late., 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Both. 2 

Mr. PADDOCK. He was appointed during the called session in the 
first place, I remember, and then again at the regular session. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. This was more recent than the first appoint- 
ment. The evidence before the committee induces me to believe that 
in an old-settled community haying settled habits, where social ties 

vail, and where men are somewhat restrained by them, he would 

a very acceptable judge. But it did appear very conclusively be- 
fore us that as to a certain portion of the people of that Territory 
somewhat addicted to drinking and gambling he was a very unaccept- 
able jud So much did appear. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Ifthe Senator will allow me to go through my 
statement, I will submit to any catechism he may choose to propose 
when I am through. 

So much, then, as to the judge himself. Now I come to the act of 
the Territory; and here I agree entirely with the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin that whether that be a wise or an unwise act, we stand responsi- 
ble for it. It isour act. The Legislature of a Territory is but our 
agent. We having the right and duty to approve or disapprove the 
legislative act of a Territory; we therefore stand responsible for what- 
ever those acts may be. 

Now, would the Congress of the United States resort to a contempt- 
ible trick, scarcely worthy of pettifoggers, like this, to get rid of an 
unwelcome judge? Can we in the Con of the United States ap- 
prove such a course as that to get rid of a judge who is not popular 
among certain classes of people? That is the question which is now 

resented to us. . It has been said that this bill which is now proposed 
tae is a very radical measure. It is not the bill that is radical. The 
bill is presented to get rid of a most unworthy and radical trick of 
the Legislature of Wyoming Territory. It is that act which we seek 
to get rid of which is the objectionable measure. No man doubts 
who looks at that act, no man can doubt, that it was a mere trick 
unworthy of a legislative body, to endeavor to get rid of a judge in 
ant way, to assign him to a region unorganized and inhabited only 

ians. 

That, it seems to me, is all there is in this question. For one I am 
not willing to sanction that legislation of the Territory of Wyoming. 
I think it is unworthy of any legislative body, and yet we must either 
set it aside or it becomes our act. I am not willing to bear the re- 
sponsibility of such an act as that, and therefore I shall vote fora 
bill to annul it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like now to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. The Senator himself is somewhat familiar with 
territorial organizations, I think; and I should like to inquire of 
him if it is not within his personal knowledge—and while I make 
that inquiry I state it is within my own personal knowledge—that 
in newly organized Territories it has often happened that one oreven 
two of the judges were not at once, not at first assigned to districts. 
It often happens that when they are assigned they are assigned to dis- 
tricts in which there are no people at the time of the assignment and 
for quite a period afterward. These judges are not district judges; 
they are not so denominated by the organic acts under which they are 
appointed. They are supreme judges; they are judges of a supreme 
court for the Territory, and these supreme judges are to be assigned 
to districts to be established by the Legislature, with such limits and 
boundaries as may suit the convenience of the people and the neces- 
sities of the situation. Sometimes they are not assigned, all of them, 
for a year or more after the Territory shall have been organia and 
the judges appointed. Hence I cannot see any force in what the Sen- 
wa has said in reference to this assignment by the Wyoming Legis- 

ature. 

Now, in reference to this gentleman who cag | Sra to occupy this 
position, much has been said in relation to his fitness and his unfit- 
ness. I will state what my impression has been from what I have 
learned in reference to his characteristics and his qualifications, al- 
though it may not be exactly in order to do so, and although I ought 
perhaps not to say it here; but nevertheless I will say it, since so 
much has been said that seems to make it necessary in defense of the 
Legislature and the people of Wyoming. I understand that he is 
thought by the people of that country to be one of those pretentious 
reformers whose assumed piety and es pga in morals, integrity, 
and honesty over the ave citizen of a western Territory are such 
as to lead him to consider himself in a certain sense an apostle to the 
border country, sent there for missionary work, to reform a depraved 

ple. He has at all events, as I think from what I hear, succeeded 
in impressing upon the people of that country the unhappy belief 
that he does feel himself superior to his fellow-citizens among whom 
he has been called to serve, in respect of his moral aims and theories 
aud worth, and possibly he may be one of those gentlemen to whom 
it is a pleasure to part their names in the middle, and whose deport- 
ment and whose assumptions, good men although they may be, are 


not acceptable to a stirring, active, earnest, energetic 


people, such as 
those who are, to my knowledge, in the Territory of Wyoming. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator has put so many questions that 
I hope he will allow me to put to him one. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I ask where he has that evidence? The com- 
mittee have had some evidence before them, and under oath a good 
deal of it. Now I want the authentic evidence of the propositions 
which the Senator from Nebraska has made. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I said that my information concerning the pecu- 
liar characteristics of this judge as they were understood and spoken 
of by my informant came from the very best authority that can be 
commanded or thought of in this District to-day; that is the ac- 
credited, the authoritative representative of that Territory in the 
other branch of Congress, the only gentleman who is here by author- 
ity of the people of that Territory to speak for them at all. This is 
about the opinion he expressed to me of him and of the impression he 
had made in Wyoming. I give it from the gentleman with rather 
more moderation as to exactness of statement than he gave it to me. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I just wish to say in reply to the last remark 
that we have had that Delegate before us, aud we have had a t 
deal of other testimony besides that of the Delegate, and we have 
therefore had quite as much opportunity to judge of the matter as 
the Senator from Nebraska who has heard the Delegate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, a territorial experience of several 
years in the early history of Kansas has given me some opportunity 
of knowing the difficulties and troubles under which the inhabitants 
of Territories labor. I am a believer in the American idea of self- 
government, carried to its fullest logical extent, and in the doctrine of 
the right of the majority to rule wherever they may be, either in a 
State or Territory, or in this body, or anywhere else. The inhabit- 
ants of Wyoming when they became citizens of that Territory did 
not cease to be entitled to the rights and privileges of American 
citizenship. Many of them are emigrants from the older States in 
this Union. They left their early homes to build up in that remote 

recinct of the world the institutions of civilization and found a new 
tate under circumstances of great disadvantage and privation. 

Now, sir, if there has been an attempt made to force upon these 
people a judge who in their opinion is disqualified or incompetent or 
unfit to ischargo the duties of that position, or who is objectionable 
to them, one under whose judicial ministrations they are not willing 
to sit, it is their right to express that disinclination and to carry out 
their views and execute their wishes in any way within their power 
consistent with the organic act and the Constitution of the United 


States. 
Personally I know nothing about Judge Peck, whether, as the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska intimates, he parts his name in the middle or his 


hair in the middle, or does not part either at all; but it cannot be 
denied that the opposition of the people of Wyoming is so great as 
to be practically unanimous; that the Legislature of that Territory, 
without a single n have expressed their disapprobation 
of his incumbency; that the act which is here sought to be abrogated 
was passed unanimonsly by both bodies and received the sanction of 
the territorial governor, Well, sir, in the face of testimony like this, 
as to the wishes of those people and to the fitness of that judge to ex- 
ercise his fanctions, Iam compelled to assnme that the question is 
concluded. We have no right to force upon a reluctant people a 
judge under whom they do not wish the laws to be administered. 
They are competent to decide upon his qualifications, whether he is 
honest or dishonest ; and when they have remonstrated, as I under- 
stand they did, against his appointment in very large numbers, when 
their disapprobation was exp before our action was had here 
in the matter of confirmation, I believe they were justified in resort- 
ing to any measure short of absolute violence and nullification that 
would relieve them from his ministrations. Now, I understand that 
all that the Legislature of Wyoming has done is to redistrict the Ter- 
ritory. There is no attempt to interfere with the administration of 
justice; there is no effort to close the courts or to deny any suitor a 
forum where his rights can be tried; no complaint upon this score. 
This is simply the last effort of a free people of an dependents; self- 
governing community to relieve themselves of an act of the grossest 
injustice. 

I believe, therefore, that having protested against the appointment 
of Judge Peck ; having done all in their power to express to the Sen- 
ate and to the Executive their convictions of his unfitness, they have 
asserted one of their reserved rights in saying that if he is to be re- 
tained and draw the compensation and perform the duties of a jndge, 
he shall hold his court among the Indians and the soldiery of the 
counties of Crook and Pease, rather than in the more densely inhab- 
ited parts of the Territory, if they so desire. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, if I understand the facts as they 
have been developed by the statements of gentlemen whohave spoken 
on this question, they are very simple so far as they are material to 
the proper determination of this question. It seems that from some 
cause, good or bad, sufficient or insuflicient, the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consent of this body, in 
the exercise of constitutional functions, has appointed one of three 
jadges to exercise judicial power in the Territory of Wyoming who 
is unpalatable to whole or a portion of the people in that Terri- 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1205 


tory; and in order to thwart the action of the Federal Government 
in this exercise of its constitutional duty, the Legislative Assembly 
of that Territory has a law, the design of which and, as far as 
it is effectual, the effect of which is to prevent this judge from prac- 
tically exercising judicial power in the Territory ; and we are called 
upon to say whether we approve or disapprove of that legislative act. 

I am surprised, Mr. President,-that there should be any division of 
opinion or any hesitation on the part of any Senator in respect to his 
vote upon this question, as I am equally surprised at the 1 
and the doctrines which are stated by gentlemen in justification of 
their intended vote against this bill. There was a time when it was 
a question in this country whether a State in the exercise of an alleged 
sovereign power never conceded to the General Government, having 
made ieli merely a party to a compact in respect of which it was to 
judge of its infraction and the mode and measure of redress, had a 
Tight, or not, to nullify acts of Congress passed in pursuance of its 
interpretation ofthe Constitution. That doctrine has, if not theoret- 
ically, certainly practically, been settled beyond further controversy. 

There was a question many years ago as to whether it might 
or might not be expedient on the part of Congress in making provis- 
ion for territorial organization to submit certain questions of legis- 


lative policy to the determination of popular votes on the part of the | rig 


ple of the Territory ; and we had a sort of a hybrid constitutional 
octrine very much talked about at that time, that was quite appro- 
priately nicknamed “squatter sovereignty.” I supposed that that 
also had been relegated to its proper place and had passed out of the 
whole observation of the people as a possible constitutional doctrine. 
Why, sir, the very theory of all our action in regard to territorial 
overnments is that owing to the cirtumstances of the people in the 
Territories they are not 8 to exercise the rights and the 
wers and the duties and the privileges of local self-government. 
enever they have arrived at that period in their growth and 
progress, whenever they have attained the conditions of such a state, 
they do under the consent of Congress come into the possession of 
the full faculty of local self-government, and are invested with all 
the rights and privileges of a State in the Union co-equal with all 
other States; and that is what is meant by local self-government. 
It belongs to States; it does not belong to Territories. It is granted 
to the people only by degree and to that extent which according to 
the peculiar circumstances of each Territory is regarded by Congress 
as expedient. i 
—— it is contrary to every true, sound, constitutional idea 
that the people, the inhabitants of a Territory, have the right, ac- 
cording to their own whim and caprice or according to their own 
judgment of the necessities of the occasion, to say who shall or who 
shall not sit in judgment in the exercise of judicial functions and in 
the administration of law over tlem. Is it the doctrine that because, 
forsooth, a judge appointed by the constitutional authority is not 
alatable to the people who are the suitors in his court they should 
ters the right to say whether the law should be administered there 
at all or not? Is that the doctrine that grave and reverend Senators 
are willing practically to put in force? 
Mr. PADDOCK. I do not understand the situation to be such as 
the Senator states. There has been no obstacle interposed in the 
way of the execution of the law, in holding the courts of that Terri- 


tory. 

Me. MATTHEWS. According to the admissions of Senators who 
are opposing the bill, this act of the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming was passed with the design and for the purpose 
of preventing this particular judge from trying any cases in that 
Territory, so far as they possibly conte i such a districting of the 
Territory as would deprive him of actual jurisdiction. The motive 
of it was to nullify the action of the Federal Government; the motive 
of it was to set aside the organic act of the Territory. The very 
purpose, as avowed here by these gentlemen, was to defy the authority 
of this body, sitting constitutionally, to advise the President in respect 
of this very appointment. We are told that they served notice on 
us ifi advance that if we, upon the evidence submitted here through 
the agency of our own committee, should come to the conclusion to 
advise and consent to this gece they would not regard our 
judgment, but would take the case into their own hands and put in 
operation and force such measures as seemed to them to meet the 
exigencies of the case. 

One Senator says that like cases have happened where revolution 
would have been justified. Sir, this is nothing less, only it is not 
bold and open and forcible. It is merely an evasion by which an 
actual nullification of the laws of Congress is effected. Is it possible 
that Senators are willing, even upon the facts as alleged and claimed, 
to set a precedent likethis? Admitting that this judge is all that he 
is represented to be in respect of his unfitness, can we afford to set 
this example? We might as well abdicate all constitutional author- 
ity and functions in respect of our territorial governments. 

In another aspect I poa against the doctrine: I do not believe 
With ihe Senator from Kansas whe last spoke, that because a judge is 
unpalatable to the suitors, they ought to have the right to set his 
authority aside; neither do I believe that they are the most compe- 
tent to decide who is or who is not a proper judge. I do not believe 
in the modern doctrine of selecting judges by popular vote. I know 
the experiment has been in operation for many years in several of the 
older States, and all that can now be said of it is that it has not broken 


down; but the time will come, I feel confident, when the evils of the 
a beg will become so intolerable that they will not longer be toler- 
a 

When you come to take into consideration the report made by our 
committee in regard to the question raised on which this legislation 
of the Territory is justified, as to the actual state of the case, as to 
the qualification of this judge, we find that upon the evidence, as I 
understand it, it is still a case where, contrary to the assumptions 
made by the gentlemen who have spoken, contrary to the vote of the 
A pea Assembly of the Territory, we ought still, with all the 
light and knowledge since acquired, to vote as we did to confirm this 
appointment; but whether we ought or not, having done so, we are 
bound as a matter essential to our own dignity, to our own constitu- 
tional duty, to see to it that the officer of our appointment is not set 
aside by this indirection. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, if I viewed this case in the light 
in which if seems to be viewed by some Senators, that there was a 
disposition or rather an act on the part of the Legislature to drive 
this individual out of the Territory and give himno rights whatever, 
then I might be disposed to vote for the bill. But, sir, I do not so 
understand it. Iunderstand that they have in their wisdom, whether 
cht or wrong, divided the Territory into three different districts. 
That that is their right, there is no doubt. They have said that this 
man shall take a certain part of that Territory, while two other 
judges shall take the other parts into which it is divided. Now the 
Senate proposes to come in and settle this difficulty by saying to the 
Territory of Wyoming, “You cannot do any such thing; we will pre- 
vent you from anything like the arrangement of your own affairs in 
your own way.” I was sorry to hear the remarks made in the man- 
ner they were by the Senator from Ohio. They remind me too much 
of the old slavery days when it seemed there was a disposition to 
oppress and to say to the people, “You must bear this; we have said 
it; we have fixed it, and you must take it and swallow the pill 
whether it is bitter or not.“ I do not like that kind of disposition. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment for the purpose of correcting him ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Certainly the ancient doctrine, the doctrine of 
the free-soil and republican party, was that the authority and legis- 
lative power of Congress over the Territories was plenary, uncondi- 
tional, and absolute. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Iam very wellaware of that. I remember that 
only a few years ago, comparatively speaking, Congress provided that 
all the under-officers of a Territory should be appointed by the gov- 
ernor, that he should appoint the justices of the e and the sher- 
iffs and such officers. After awhile they discovered thatthe people had 
some ability in the Territories and were able to take care of them- 
selves to some extent, and Congress in its wisdom left that out and 
said that it would leave it to the local legislative body to provide for 
those officers, and if they saw fit to have them elected by the people 
they could do so. That was left to the people of the Territories by 
degrees, and they occupy a different position in the Territories now 
to what they did a few years ago. 

Iam glad that a feeling is growing more and more in favor of giv- 
ing them the rights of self-government. As was su ted by aSen- 
ator a few moments ago, a bill might be brought in which would 
allow the people of a Territory to elect their owif governor and their 
own officers. When such a bill is properly presented before the Sen- 
ate I shall vote fer it, because I believe they are capable of managing 
their own affairs just as well as the same number of people in any of 
the States of the Union. Thus believing, I argue that the Legislature 
of Wyoming in this instance had the mght to do just as they have 
done, that is, to divide the Territory up into three different districts 
and to allot the judges to the several districts respectively as they 
saw fit to do. pi 

It has been suggested here that the only way the people of a Ter- 
ritory can manage its affairs is to do as they did in this case. They 
did protest. They protested here by letter and by telegram, saying, 
“This man is objectionable to us; we do not want him; and if you 
confirm him we will do” just as they now have done. They then 
said they would do it. Now, I say, taking that position, is it proper, 
is it right that we should compel them to take this man and do some- 
thing else with him? What can you do if they reject him? Will 
you take from the Legislature the right to di of these judges as 
they see fit? If you do, you might as well blot ont at once the pro- 
vision of a judicial tribunal for the Territories and be done with it. 

I hold, then, that the Legislature had this right, and having the 
right, haying been sworn to do their duty and having unanimously 
done it, it is our business to sustain that Legislature of these people, 
and hence we ought to A 545 the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Nebraska, in saying that the 
Legislature of the Territory had the right to do as they did, means 
to be understood simply as saying that they had the power to do as 
they did, no one would differ from him. The Congress of the United 
States has given them that power. They had no power except as Con- 
gress gave it tothem. Formerly, as the Senator from Ohio has said, 
Congress itself exercised the entire jurisdiction to the minutest details 
over the Territories under the doctrine that it had supreme control 
of the Territories of the United States to do as it pleased. In process 
of time it became inconvenient as well as unwise for Congress here 


1206 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


to exercise that power, and it went one step further and created leg- 
islatures there, and provided that their laws should be in force upon 
condition that such law should receive the assent of Con, „ and 
their laws were not to be in force until they had the affirmative action 
of Congress. That brought every matter of detail in a Territory un- 
der the su ision of Con 

Mr. SA ERS. If the Senator will allow me, that was the time 
I alluded to, when Con thought that the people in the Territories 
were not capable of self-government. 

It was not in any such day at all, nor in any such 
spirit, nor in any such intention. It was evidently the growth of the 
popular sentiment in this country that just so far asit was wise and 
expedient, so far as it resulted in good, it would be conceded to those 

le to manage for themselves, just as we tried thb riment in 

e District ten miles square where the capital is situated, which was 
committed to the exclusive control of Congress. We set up a parlia- 
ment here and clothed it with the power of the British Parliament, 
and all its pomp and ceremony and all its royalty; and we have been 
reaping the bitter fruits of it to this day. What has been the result 
oan: I commend it to the Senator from Nebraska—what has been 
the result of the people of this District trying tosee how much power 
they could exercise under the doctrine of the Senator from Nebraska 
that they have the power to do this and therefore they have the 
right to doit, and we ought to uphold them in doing it? The relation 
to us of this District is very much that of a Territory, getting all 
wer from Congress. It was conceded to them and they set up a 
ngdom here, and the consequence was what I commend to the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming: Congress took it all away from them. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Very well. Now—— 

Mr. DAWES. I will go on; the Senator will pardon me. While 
the Territory may have the power to do this, Congress has just as 
much the power to review what is done, and it is just as much our 
duty to review what they have done as it was their power to do it. 
It is brought before Congress, and brought before Congress in this 
way: A Territory that gets all get pone from Congress conceded 
to it, having nothing originally at all, has served notice on Congress; 
according to the Senator from Nebraska, that if we did not do as 
they wanted us in the appointment of a judge they would nullify our 
act. That js just e y the plain English of what I heard from tho 
Senator a moment ago. He says that they served notice on us that 
if we confirmed that judge they would do just exactly what they 
have done, and now he says we ought to uphold them in doing it. I 
submit that is another form of putting the question, shall we sur- 
render to these Territories absolute control of all their affairs as we do 
to a State, the n caer ea of their own judges, the enactment of 
their own laws, the election of their own officers as a State? Why 
not take them in gross into the Union, then, and make them States? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Without any Federal jurisdiction? 

Mr. DAWES. Exactly, without any Federal jurisdiction, as the 
Senator from Vermont says. There would not need to be any formal 
admission if we surrender, according to the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, whenever they serve notice on us. When the 
doctrine of the Senator from Nebraska is pushed so far as to serve 
notice on us, it is quite time we take the Federal courts out of the 
Territories unless we make them conform to our views. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to say in connection with the Sen- 
ator’s statement that if there shall be surrendered to these Territo- 
ries the right as the Senator suggests to appoint all these officers or 
to choose them by the people of the Territories, it would be a serious 
hardship on the effete and broken-down politicians of the older States 
of the East for whom these Territories have become a sort of Botany 
Bay. People who have lost their home support from one cause and 
another and have found it necessary to go elsewhere in order to get 
themselves into official position would be left out in the cold, and 
Massachusetts would be in a bad way in that respect, I have no doubt. 

Mr. DAWES. I quite agree with the Senator that the policy of 
making these Territories the asylum of broken-down politicians and 
foot-loose ex-judges of States or other sorts of politicians is just as 
bad as it can be. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Or experimental moral philosophers. 

Mr. DAWES. Or experimental moral philosophers; and if the 
Senator from Nebraska has any other characters to suggest I will em- 
brace them in my statement. That has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion. I quite agree with the Senator from Nebraska that we ought 
to go on in the spirit in which we have been traveling for the last 
forty years, leaving in the hands of the citizens of these Territories 
just so far as is consistent with the public good, the management of 
their own affairs. But this is not the way for the Territory to obtain 
that management nor is it the way for it to be wrenched from Con- 

It is simply the question, presented in the bill before us, 
whether ee shall surrender to the Territory or whether the 
Territory s conform, as in times past, and as in all other Territo- 
ries they have, to the administration of the law according to its forms 
enacted here. The idea that the appointing power consisting of the 
President and the Senate of the United States shall be dictated to 
by a territorial Legislature and that a Senator shall think it a part of 
his duty to uphold that Legislature in attempting that, is a mistake 
I think of policy so far as the Territory itself is concerned, and I know 
it is in spirit nullifying the whole Constitution and law in respect of 
the Territories. 


Mr. PADDOCK. In answer to what the Senator has just said, I 
venture to make the statement that there has been no Territory o - 
ized in this country for the last twenty years which has not furnished 
some precedent for this very act. I say that there has not been a 
Territory organized in the early history of which it did not happen 
that the lines of the districts were changed and the judges transferred 
from one district to another, either by the wishes of the citizens and 
the ber of the districts in which the judges lived or at their own re- 
quest 

Mr. DAWES. All that is perfectly fair and proper. If that was all 
that had been done here, the Senate would not have been troubled ; 
but I learn from the other Senator from Nebraska that this was done 
with another purpose and for another end; and we were notified 

DOCK. I will say in answer to that that it has been often 
done before. 

Mr. DAWES. According to that Senator the question was presented 
to us distinctly, will you abdicate, will you surrender your constitu- 
tional rights and defer here to the Territory, or will you exercise them 
yourselves ? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to say to the Senator that I do not want 
him to misrepresent me. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator’s pardon if I have done so. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I did not say or intend to say any such thing. 
I did not understand anything of the kind as that the Territory had 
so notified us. I understood it to have been done in an advisory way. 
I understood it to come from them by giving simply their opinion of 
the matter and that the threat was not made to nullify the laws of 
Congress at all, but they said to Con : “This man is not endura- 
ble to us; we cannot endure him, and therefore we do not want you 
to appoint him; for if you do we shall Fa him a district of the Terri- 
tory where he will have but little to do.“ That is what L said. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know in just what terms the suggestion 
was made to us, and I did not know it had been made to us at all 
until the Senator said just exactly that what they have done they 
gave us notice they would do, if we did not surrender our right to 
confirm a judge nominated by the Executive. I want to suggest to 
Senators who are so ambitious to take the entire and absolute con- 
trol of the Territories off from Congress in all departments of govern- 
ment and surrender it to these Territories, if under those circumstan- 
ces the entire expenses of the Territory ought to be paid by this 
Government. At this day all the expenses of the administration of a 
Territory, of its Legislature, are paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States. These judges have to be Poe out of the Treasury of the 
United States. The courts that they hold are paid for out of tho 
Treasury of the United States; and this ambitious territorial Legis- 
lature proposes to dispense with such of the judges of these courts 
as they do not like. 

Mr. HOAR. My coll e has discussed this question, conceding 
to the opponents of the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee the 
claim that the territorial Legislature had the power by law to pass 
this act, which was done to set aside the act of this Government, as- 
suming to argue the question upon their premises. I do not under- 
stand, however, that my colleague meant to declare his own opinion 
to that extent, or if he did that that is the law. The organic act of 
ne Territory of Wyoming contains this peremptory and mandatory 
clause: 

The said ‘Territory shall be divided into three judicial districts, and a district 
232 8 
respectively reside in the districts ‘Which shall be ee them. k 

Now, the territorial Legislature, in defiance of that express man- 
date, as legally binding upon them as the mandates of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States are upon us, proceeded to establish a pre- 
tended judicial district in which there are no inhabitants, composed 
of the country where Custer was killed, as I understand, and in which 
residence by white inhabitants is practically impossible. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Oh, no; that is impossible. Custer was killed 
away north. - 

Mr. HOAR. That is the information I have from the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary ; but at any rate it is a district with- 
out white inhabitants. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me inquire of my colleague who is to name the 
judicial districts by the organic act ? 

Mr. HOAR. The territorial Legislature; but Con provides that 
they shall divide the Territory into three judicial districts, 

Mr. DAWES. Is it the ent that they cannot change them ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, not at all; but the argument is that there are 
not three judicial districts in any practical, legal, or reasonable sense. 
Suppose the Constitution of the United States commanded Congress 
to divide this country into nine judicial districts and we should pro- 
ceed ta say that one district should be composed of some island bor- 
dering on Alaska, in which there was not a single white inhabitant, 
and in which there were no persons or affairs the proper subject o 
perc action, would not the Senator who voted for that bill violate 

is oath to support the Constitution of the United States just as fla- 

ay as iz he had undertaken to move upon the President of the 

nited States and dislodge him from his authority in the White 
House? This act of the territorial Legislature is not only in defiance 
of the constitutional authority of the President and the Senate to 


_| appoint this judge, an authority which the Senate advised the Presi- 
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dent of the United States to exercise on fall consideration and on full 
hearing of the objections now brought against this judge, but it is 
also a defiance of the express mandate of the land which every mem- 
ber of that territorial Legislature was bound to obey under the same 
constraint that we are bound to obey the requisitions of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. i i 

Mr. TE I should like to inquire of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts whether he means to be understood as saying that the organic 
act required three districts which could not be changed. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. I mean 

Mr. TELLER. Then here is another question. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me explain that. 

Mr. TELLER. I have the answer that you do not mean that. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to complete my answer. If the Senator 
trusts to my courtesy for a question I must have a right to my lan- 
guage to answer. 

Mr. TELLER. But I want te ask another question. 

Mr. HOAR. 8 to r lain the first answer. BS el it 2 mee 
necessary that they shou ; it is not necessary that they shou 
remain unchan That is not the point. It is necessary that they 
should be judicial districts where a judge may reside. A territory in 
which there are no affairs the subject of judicial authority and no 
white inhabitants over whom this jurisdiction of a judge may rest 
and extend, is not a judicial district in any meaning of the terms to 
the apprebension of any sensible man. I will ask the Senator from 
Colorado a question in turn. Suppose the Constitution required Con- 

for purposes of the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the 

nited States or the circuit courts to divide the territory of the United 

States into nine judicial districts. Would he deem it a compliance 

with his view of his duty to proceed to make of one of those judicial 

districts Covehead or Pettyhunk or some little island off the coast 

inhabited by the remnant of some barbarous tribe of Indians, none 
of them amenable to the laws? 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the case before the Senate at all. There 
is nothing of that kind attempted in Wyoming. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the case before the Senate exactly, unless I have 
totally misunderstood the representation of facts made to the Senate 
by the members of the Judiciary Committee who have stated them; 
and if in any respect I have overstated the facts upon this point, 
I shall be thankful to the learned chairman of the committee to cor- 
Tect me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not a bit. 

Mr. HOAR. The chairman says not g bit. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, I want to say one word. In the first 
1 I have not subscribed to the doctrine that we are charged with 

ving enunciated, that Congress may not interfere. I have always 
held that Congress has full power over the legislation of the Terri- 
tories. When the Legislature of Wyoming passes an act providing 
for the election of a justice of the peace of a township, I know that 
the Senate, the House concurring, with the approval of the President, 
may repeal that act. I simply say that this bill is exactly in prin- 
ciple, notwithstanding all that is said about it, as if Mr. Peck were 
here complaining that he had not been fairly dealt with and some- 
body else had another and better district. I say the district to which 
he has been assigned is not, as I understand, at all an unorganized sec- 
tion of country. It is organized into counties by this very act of the 
Legislative Assembly; and it is not usual that there should be a large 
number of pec ple in a section of country before it becomes organized 
in the West. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the meaning of the provision that in the 
event of a vacancy occurring in the office of the judge the governor 
of the Territory is empowered to redistrict the Territory ? 

Mr. TELLER. I will come to that. There is nothing in my judg- 
ment in the suggestion of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
LMr. Hoar] that this means practically that they shall divide the 
business of the Territory, for that is what I understand to be his posi- 
tion, substantially like 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to correct him? I took 
no such position, and I desire the Senator to confine himself to the 
position which I did ta! e, which is this: that each of those districts 
must be in substance : judicial district, that there must be some- 
thing which constitutes them, within the meaning of that term, a 
judicial district. 

Mr. TELLER. That I understand to be the case now. Nobody 
here denies that the district to which this man is assigned has its 
proper proportion of territory. There is no proof before the Senate 
that it is not a judicial district within the meaning as laid down by 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the Judiciary Committee report that it is a district without 
white inhabitants. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is thf one in which poor Custer was slain. 

Mr. TELLER. No, sir; I beg the honorable Senator’s pardon. It is 
not near where Custer was slain. He was not killed in that vicinity 
at all, nor within two hundred and fifty miles of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My information is different. 

Mr. TELLER. Then that shows simply that we are proceeding 
here withont knowing what we are about. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know but that the Senator is. 

Mr. TELLER. While the power may exist, it is a question whether 
we ought to exercise it. One Senator states that there are no white 


men there; another one says there are; another says it is where Cus- 
ter was killed. Men who are familiar with the country know it could 
not be where Custer was killed. He was not killed in Wyoming; he 
was killed in Montana, at Cloverdale. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I feel moved to say a word, nnt so 
much about the bill as about this general matter, owing to the strict- 
ures which fell from the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. Pappocx.}] He 
undertook to classify Judge Peck, and he ran him among a class 
of people in aversion for whom I should not like to yield to the hon- 
orable Senator from Nebraska. He described hollow, pretentions, un- 
real men, vaunting themselves about their superior virtue and dwell- 
ing in contentment over the distinctions existing between them and 
a common humanity. If Judge Peck were one of those persons, and 
if the Legislature of Wyoming had been moved by distaste for him 
to adopt this legislation, I think about as strong a case as could well 
exist of that kind would be made. But now I want to say of Judge 
Peck that he lived long in the State of New York; he was a lawyer 
of good repute and of large instruction. Knowing him, kiowa is 
kindred and family, (on both sides somewhat wide and somewhat hon- 
ored,) I never heard before, nor did I ever suspect, that Judge Peck 
deserved such designation as the honorable Senator has been pleased 
to bestow upoo him, and I must think after hearing him that he is 
misadvised in that regerd. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator will allow me to remind him that 
for the statement I made I quoted the only authoritative representa- 
tive of the Territory here. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, hearsay is proverbially dangerous 
evidence. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Official, nevertheless. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have the pleasure to know the Delegate to 
whom the Senator refers. I have conversed with him on this sub- 
ject. I accept readily all he says; and still I venture to repeat my 
observation that the Senator is not well grounded in the aspersions, 
fór En I think them, which he is pleased to bestow upon Judge 

eck. 

Mr. President, I shall have done when I have added that I believe 
Judge Peck to be a well-instructed lawyer, a pure and upright man, 
and one who has faculty and hr, Naty h to acquit himself fitly 
of the duties which wait upon him. That this controversy is unfor- 
tunate, nobody can doubt. Be Judge Peck the most eminent judicial 
minister that could be found, he has t disadvantages to cope with, 
owing to the condition of feeling which has grown up; and to him 
more than to anybody else will be ultimately addressed the question 
how and how long he shall stand in front ef such a controversy. As 
I said, I do not wish to discuss the bill; it has been sufficiently dis- 
cussed; but I did not like a constituent to bear away a crown some- 
what thorny, such as the honorable Senator imposed upon him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not wish to weary the Senate 
with useless repetitions; but after what has transpired in the observa- 
tions of the Senators from Nebrasks and Colorado, I think it due to 
Judge Peck that the Senate should 4 understand the question, 
so far as he is concerned, although it has in my os nothing to do 
with the real and exact question as to whether the supremaoy of the 
United States in the Territories in respect of these Federal courts is 
to exist, or the supremacy of the territorial Legislature. But it would 
be very unjust to Judge Peck to leave the matter, after what has 
been said, in the attitude that it now stands. 

I have known Judge Peck personally for more than thirty years. 
When I came to the bar a lad in Vermont, he was a member of a lead- 
ing firm of practitioners in the city in which I now reside. He was 
honored and respected by everybody; he had learning and skill at 
the law; and no person ever accused him or uttered a suspicion against 
his high honorable character, and his capacity. Twenty years ago 
or thereabouts, he removed to the city of New York, his wife being, 
I think, a daughter, certainly a near connection, of Chancellor Paige 
of New York. He has practiced there since. When the question of 
his confirmation came up, according to our usual practice, (and I hope 
I shall not get over the proper rule of the Senate about secrecy in 
what I may state; I will try not to do so;) the papers in the Attorney- 
General's office touching the subject were sent for, and it shpearod 
that he was recommended for this office by almost the entire ly of 
the leading membersof the bar of the city of New York, among whom 
he had lived, and with whom he had practiced for twenty years; and 
he was appointed. 

Now I come, Mr. President, to the history of his experiences in Wyo- 
ming Territory, and what I state I state as the responsible represent- 
ative of the Judiciary Committee upon the facts as we found them 
to be upon information and evidence. One of his first misfortunes 
was that one of the delegates in the Territorial Legislature, a lawyer 
practicing before him, the judge found it necessary to fine a small 
sum, $10, or whatever it may have been, for contempt of court, and 
it came to be immediately understood that Judge Peck would hear 
of that hereafter when the delegate got to a place where he was out 
of reach of the operations of the administration of justice. Judgo 
Peck took up the administration of law there. There was a great ac- 
cumulation of business on the dockets of the courts of the district to 
which he was assigned, the present Uintah and Sweetwater Counties. 
He proceeded to hold his term and to administer the law according 
to what are called eastern notions, not more eastern than they are 
southern, not more southern than they are western, in the States; 
that is, by taking full minutes of the evidence so that he should know 
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what was ta place in his court, iving written charges to the 
juries so that parties objecting to his foun would know exactly 
what it was that he had instra the jury. Under that administra- 


tion of tho law, the expenses ran up largely from what they had been 
before, unquestionably, Under that administration of the law, a larger 
amount of business was disposed of at the terms than there had been 
before, and many a rumsellercontrary to law, many a gambler, wed He 
robber, mail-robber and whatever they might be (the committee d 
full and exact statistics from the records of the court about it) were 
sentenced to punishment. 

Then abont that time, as he was appointed in the interim, the ter- 
ritorial Legislature being in session, and the question of his confir- 
mation of course being a matter for consideration here, proceeded to 
act, and they sent a memorial which the Judiciary Committee waited 
to receive in order that we might be sure that we should hear all sides, 
in which their only objection to Judge Peck was by reason of in- 
competency and gross extravagance” in the operations of that court. 
The “incompetency” was that he had taken minutes of the evidence 
and given written charges, so that if his rulings were erroneous they 
might be corrected; and that during his administration of the law 
many people of the kind 1 have spoken of, men of the rum-shops and 
the gambling saloons and the robbers and so on, came to grief; and 
they had not before eres Y. That cost a good deal no doubt, 
because the fee bills of the Territory, as fixed by this same territorial 
Legislature, are perfectly enormous. Ido not know how much the 
allowance is for travel; I have forgotten; the evidence of it was 
before us; but it is $3 a day for the attendance of a juror, aud so 
on, and of course it runs up, and I do not know but that it is $3 a 
day for a witness. I think it is. Of course in a Territory sparsely 
settled, where people come from a great distance, the expense does 
run up. 

Dion the evidence before the Committee on the Judiciary, it ap- 

that in those counties where he administered justice a very 
arge majority of the responsible tax-payers who to behr this 
burden urged the Judiciary Commitiee by their memorials and peti- 
tions to confirm this gentleman, because they could afford, notwith- 
standing the extravagance of the fee-bills, to pay for an upright ad- 
ministration of justice that should relieve the community from the 
crimes and disorders that were present in it. That was the evidence 
and that was the fact, as we find it upon the evidence. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
understood him to say some person was fined by him. I want to 
know whether it was a member of the Legislature and also a member 
of the bar, a member from Uintah County or Sweetwater County. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so. 

Mr. TELLER. Can you give the name? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot give you the name at this moment; I 
will give it to you hereafter, if the rules of the Senate about execu- 


tive sessions allow me to do so. 

The Committee on the Judiciary heard this subject on both sides 
when the question was pro of confirming this appointment. We 
waited until we could hear everything that was to be stated upon 
both sides, and upon a careful, and so far as we were concerned, I 
hope and believe, a perfectly impartial and indifferent judgment upon 
it, we had no hesitation in recommending his confirmation. This 
memorial of the Legislature to which I referred states those two ob- 
jections to him. A 

The r from which I am about to read is a sworn paper, a 
isak sopia Baks was referred to the Judiciary Committee and upon 
which, and in connection with the former facts we were advised of, 
we reported this bill. It is signed by nine gentlemen of those two 
counties in which he held sway. Upon the authority of the Delegate 
from the Territory, who has been referred to, (to whom Iam not aware, 
that the Constitation or the law has given the power to select the 
jndge or dismiss him,) I make the statement of who these people are. 

ere was one exception, of a person whose good standing he had 
doubt about. I will not name that person, because it would not be 
just to the Delegate or to the persons making the statements before 
committees in any way. Upon the statement of the Delegate the 
t body of these nine persons are persons of e ity and 
onor. They may be wrong; that is another thing. Very likely the 
Delegate does not sympathize with them; perhaps he sympathizes 
with the other side; but these persons who brought this sworn state- 
ment of the history of the affair appeal to us for the protection, not 
of Judge Peck, but of their interests and of the interests of the com- 
munity, and they are entitled to be heard as persons having a stand- 
ing in court as reputable and responsible people. Now let us see how 
this matter happened thus stated under oath by these gentlemen. 
“This memorial,” these gentlemen proceed to say,“ was passed by 
both houses of the Legislature by a unanimous vote.” The Cheyenne 
Sun of the th of December contained the following: 


“On Thursday President Hayes sent the name of William Ware Peck.“ &. As 
ture has just forwarded a memorial to the Presi- 


our readers are aware, the 
dent remonstrating against his a tment. Immediately upon hearing of Peck's 
the table W. E. Wheeler, of the Evanston Age, who don't love 


“CHEYENNE, WYOMING, December 7, 1877. 
“Hon. W. W. CORLETT, 


“ Delegate in Congress from Wyoming: 
POPs at Dis ch just received 5 Ware Peck has been eee 
t passed Legis! y unanimous vote praying against re- 
Stay confirmation, if possible, until you 5 memorial. 
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It was stayed until the memorial was received, and considered. 
If confirmed he will be consigned to a new district, composed of Crook and Pease 


Which was not, as the Senator from Nebraska has supposed, the 
ordinary orderly administration of adjusting districts in that Ter- 


ritory for the convenience of the administration of justice; but it 
was a predetermined affair that if the Government of the United 
States, for the protection of all the citizens of the United States who 
have causes to in that Territory, appoint a judge that this Legis- 
lature does not choose to have appointed, for a good or an ill reason, 
no matter, he shall be sent among the Sioux where he shall be scalped! 
This is the signature to the dispatch : 
W. E. WHEELER, 


Oficial Reporter Legislature. 
The following is Delegate CORLETT’S reply, a very proper one for 


the Delegate to make: 
WASHINGTON, December 7, 1877. 
is memorial. Laid your dispatch before the President and Judiciary Com- 
m . 

Which the Delegate did in the very proper performance of his duty ; 
and I may say here for the Delegate, as I am bound to say, that he 
has conducted himself in this matter, so far as the committee is con- 
cerned and in his conduct abont it, in a perfectly impartial and fair 
manner. Now these gentlemen under oath, knowing what they are 
talking abont, pr to say: 

First, the memorial misrepresents the voice of the community. The facts u 
the subject are a of record, and all so e and well known 
no one can intelligently or candidly question them, and we are compelled to re- 
gard the memorial as designed to mislead the President. 

The following is a summary of the facts: 

Then they go on to state about the judge coming there, how he 
administered the law, with what parity, with what diligence, with 
what success, although, as I have stated, it did cost a great deal with 
the fee bills, as they were, to do it in that way, and to the entire accept- 
ance of the great body of the tax-paying community who had to foot the 
bills in that county. Then they go on to give a history of the terms, 
which I should be very gn to read clear through but it would take 
too much time. One of the causes of these great expenses I should 
now add was that the clerk of the court, according to the custom 
before, had been in the habit of issuing subpenas in prosecutions of 
crimnals, both for the Government and for the respondents on their 
application, without any supervision of the judge. I know in the State 
of Vermont, and I presume it is so in most States, that in respect of 
subpœnas for ths defendant’s witnessess the ju has to pass upon 
them in order to see that enormous frauds and injustice are not com- 
mitted. They say: t 

It turns ont, upon examination in the clerk's office, $1,040.84 were expended by 


the clerk for the of the territorial subpoena so furnished by him at the 
July term prior to August 28 to defendants in criminal cases, as above explained, 
in addition to sheriff 


U ascertaining this diture, also some abuse committed at the same 


ial ern the issuance of a 


ficate to a witness called for the Territory, Judge 
Peck passed for his district two orders, one e oe issuance ef the terri- 
torial subpœnas for the defendant's use except upon special written order of 
the court ded upon motion and affidavit, the meter to be countersigned by 
the judge; the other prohibi issuance by the clerk of a juror or witness 
certificate except coun y the judge. 


These two rules might be just as they are now by law in the dis- 
trict courts of the United States, subject to the supervision and in- 
spection of the presiding judge in order to protect the tax-payers 
against improper practices which might arise. Then the next sin this 
judge committed was that he ordered that the sheriff's bill and the 
bills of the county clerk, and so forth, which were to be paid by the 
tax-payers, before they were submitted to the county commissioners 
to be paid, shonld be submitted to him for examination. That was 
objected to, or is now, as if an arbitrary act. I donot think the 
ple who live in civilized communities and Ido not say that Wyo- 
ming is not a civilized community) would object to that, and yet the 
evidence is before the committee, and is here in my possession now, 
that, after this act of the Legislature passed that we propose to annul 
the first thing one of the other judges did, who came there to hold 
court in one of those two counties, was to set aside and reverse, can- 
cel, both those orders. That will illustrate on which side of this con- 
troversy good order, fair dealing, the protection of the tax-payer and 
of the people of the Territory from injustice, lie. 


Before I go on with this memorial which states the facts substan- 
tially I ought to state another thing lest I forget it. The laws of 
the United States require that the fee bills of the district attorney, 


as he may be called, the territorial attorney, must be approved by the 
judge. This judge found it to be his duty, incompetent as the Leg- 
islature say he is, and you can see these signs of incompetence, to 
refuse to approve one of the bills of this attorney. That was the 
third crime he committed, an act which in every court of the United 
States in the States is thought to be, instead of a crime, a virtue, and 
one necessary even in perfectly settled and organized communities 
to the protection of the tax-payer and of the Treasury from improper 
charges. That made him another enemy, of course. The judge who 
has the temerity to refase to certify to the bill of a ase attor- 
ney may expect that there will bea rumpus in the Territory straight- 
way! These gentlemen then proceed to state the nature of this 
northeastern district as it now is, these two wild counties. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator from Vermont give way for a 
motion to go into executive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I shall finish this in a few minutes; I shall 
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not be long. They then proceed to state how this memorial came to 
be the unanimous memorial of the Legislature. I will not take time 
toread the whole of it but it is all set out and set ont in a way that 
you cannot fail to believe in its truth. It seems to be a practice, as 
it is Stated, in that Legislature, that in respect of all local matters, 
the delegations of the counties shall be followed, so that if county A 
wants a particular thing done or not done, all the others say amen, 
and when county B wants anything done or not done all the others 
a Bones and so you get a unanimous vote nearly every time} 

respect to one of these particular counties it appears that there 
were only two hundred and two voting population. In Sweetwater 
County, the seat of which is Green River, including the women, there 
are two hundred and two adult population. 


held there, making one liquor saloon to 
every ten resident men. It is well known that gambling is connected with oer 
y of busi- 


that the liquor licenso covers two branches 
ness—the saloon and bling traffic. 

ugus es were arrested there under the jud eee 
of robbery as committed in a gambling saloon there, and, upon representation 
him that the local einer a shrank in the matter, were ordered 
before him at his cham at Evanston, wherehe was 
a long examination they were bound over by him in heavy bonds at the October 


term, and remained a considerable time in before they were bailed out. Inthe 
‘course of his decision in the case he spoke severely of the saloon and mpeg 
traffic in his district, as the principal source of the criminal business in his court. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 33 
5 r I should like to inquire of the Senator from what 

e 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam reading from the sworn memorial of nine 
citizens of the counties over which this gentleman presided. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Just nine? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the number is nine, eight of whom are 
indorsed by the Delegate of the Territory as being honorable and re- 
spectable men; and I will add, while the Senate is on the subject of 
nine, that this confirmation was made upon the written memorial, 
among other evidence, of all the lawyers in one of these counties, 
the whole number of the bar with one single exception. At the Oc- 
tober term these parties who had been arrested in Sweetwater County 
were presented before the grand jury, the grand jury divided, and 
they say: 

And it is well known that the jury stood 11 for and 5 the bill; that this 
division continued five successive days. * It is well understood that 
the jury was packed for the purpose of defeating the bill. 

inst these blers and robbers in that county. That was the 

ird sin that Judge Peck committed. The people who get their elec- 

tions by the votes of the liquor saloons and the gambling shops, who 

run politics sometimes in the Territories, as they do in certain places 

in the United States hero and there, or at least the political affairs 

of the Territory are considerably influenced by that sort of thing,— 
these en regarded that as the next sin he committed. 

Mr ident, I might go on through the whole of this memorial; 
it would be very excellent reading; but I will pass over, for I do not 
wish to prolong this matter, to the next step that was taken to incite 
this Legislature to pass these acts and to send this memorial. i 
Mr. Wheeler, the Daily Sun man, put into his paper the following, 
which I have every reason to believe was entirely an invention, un- 


true: 

William Ware Peck, of Evanston, received tidings from the Wyoming Legisla- 
ture thata m was passed, asking that he be not appointed — justios 
of the 3 bore court of this Territory, and straightway he sent a telegraph dis- 
patch to Washington, as follows: 

“Evanston, December 6. 
“ Attorney-General Devens: 


“ Unless my confirmation takes place very soon the will suffer for want of 
law. The Legislature of this Territory is com of cut-throats, thieves, and 
whisky men, and any memorial from them is not worthy of consideration. 

“WILLIAM WARE PECK.” 


This was published in a newspaper you will perceive, and, as I say, 
the committee have never been able to find in all the papers we have 
examined—and we have seen them all—any such dispatch ; but that 
is what the newspaper set up on the Legislature in order to stir up 
their honest hearts of course to a feeling of resentment! The paper 
goes on to state: 

We presume the ex qudge felt tly relieved after he had thus unloaded himself. 
His anxiety that ‘‘the people"’ should have an abundance of law is no doubt sincere, 
but the dear people are not suffering as badly on that account as he imagines. 

Our reporter has interviewed several of the representatives in regard to Peck's 
ape on pie ay 3 e — 

K weetwater County, sa think: farnish 
all the law that is required, an ssa ball j 8 e 

Pease of Albany County, says: Now we know what we are.” 

Hamma, of Laramie County, says: I never expected that our fame would ex- 
tend all the way to Washin, “2 4 

Pease, of Uintah, wants to “ give the old man a chance" to prove he didn't send 
such a race 

Lowo, of Sweetwater, says: Now we'll give him a sage-brush district, sure.” 

Gurney, of the same county, sees Peck's car. marks in that tel * 

Dyer, of Laramie County, says: ater e must refer specially to the Uintah 
County delegation, as he is not acquain th the other members,” 


Now, this memorial proceeds to state: 


We are . that the officer whose bill was disallowed, as above 

is an owner in the Sun. In answer to an inquiry as to where he got said al- 
leged telegram, tho editor of the Sun states that he quoted it from a letter written 
from Evanston to a Uintah County officer then at Cheyenne. All the Uintah County 
officers reside at except one, who resides three miles from here. Of these 


officers, only two were at Cheyenne during the session; those two were the sheriff 


holding court. After band 


and judge of probate, who is also a freight agent, and suddenly turned against 
Judge Peck— 


I think the names of this sheriff and j of probate are on his 
petition in favor of the confirmation of J Peck; and they saw 
cause, for some reason best known to themselves, apparently, to 
change their attitude; but I am not sure about that. 

We deem it a noticeable fact that a law, confined to this county, was passed, in- 
creasing their incomes— 

That is, of the sheriff and the judge of probate— 


and generally reducing those of the other officers of this county—in most instances 
one-half—thus indicating that those two officers were in concert with the majority 
of the Uintah County d on 
Then come letters from people in Wyoming Territory addressed to 
members of its a eae urging them to resist the pomego of this 
act and of any such memorial. The first is from Mr. J. C. Friend, to 
whom Mr. Garbanati, of Evanston, had written, urging him not to 
allow such an act of injustice and of nullification and violation of law 
to pass. He says: 
Your favor of the 1st in regard to the m@morial relating to Judge Peck at hand, 
noted. I heard but little about it previous to the arrival of the western 


terday, since which time it seems to be the unanimous sense of the Sweetwater 


, — Uintah delegations to pass the memorial without further delay 


That “western mail” brought this newspaper with the forged tele- 
gram in Hr pna I ought not to say “forged.” I do not know that 
it did not exist. I only say that I never could find any such paper 
and as it is a matter which only affects the two western counties, and the dele- 
gations being unanimous I must beg to be excused from interfering. 

Very respectfully, 
J. C. FRIEND. 

He was a member of the Legislature from one of tho other counties, 
and he states it, as I stated before, that things go according to the 
wishes of the county delegations. Next is a letter from another mem- 
ber of the Legislature apparently, addressed to this same gentleman 
at Evanston: ? 

Yonr favor duly received and contents noted. * * I regret exceedingly the 
ill-considered action of the in reference to Judge. Peck, but found 
m powerless to prevent it. For some reason or by some means, the entire 
U: FFF All sorts of stories 
were circulated in reference to him, as to what he had about men ho sold liquor, 
Ko. Of course there was no truth in them, but the more improbable the stori 
the more they were relished. The other d said they knew nothing 
g to stand by the Uintah and Sweetwater delegations in 


Judge Peck, but were 
an y one; a ofa mu on society, by whic! 
thing the desired kind of tual admirati: ith hich they 
were to do any ae other wanted done. Please tell Mr. G. Lee the 
contents of this, as I am very busy. Will write you shortly. 
Very truly, yours, 


W. R. STEELE. 

I think this gentleman, Mr. Steele—it is the same name—was for- 
merly a Delegate from that Territory in the Congress of the United 
States, and is a highly respectable gentleman. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont if he knows how far Mr. Steele lives from this district ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not. I do not believe he lives any further 
from it than the Senator from Colorado does. 

Mr. TELLER. He lives almost as far. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But not quite, and therefore must be supposed to 
know alittle more about the Territory than the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Not very much. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presume not very much. Here is another from 
a very highly respectable citizen of that Territory, as 1 learn from 
Senators not connected with this controversy. This gentleman, Mr. 
Kingman, the signer of this letter, is stated to me by gentlemen who 
are members of this body, and not members of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, to be a highly respectable and honorable gentleman. This is a 
eer addressed by him on the 7th of December to Judge Peck him- 
self: ; 

Although I am an entire to I cannot help congratala’ ou on 
your rai tion by the Baie os ‘copes in this morning papers, have 

ed what I could to prevent our Legislature from showing the length of their ears 
and keep them from joining with rascals in the wicked attacks upon you, but with- 
out any favorable result. I know too well what kind of 5 
and have m too much from their rascality not to symyathize fully 
with any honest man whois compelled to submit to their brutal and attacks. 


He is not now speaking of the Legislature, but of the persons who 


move these influences upon the ture. 
I know that no man can administer the law in an impartial and intelligent man- 
8 e not meet with all sorts of abuse from quarters that should 
emplo; 
We feel, in of the Territory, that we need you on our supreme bench, 
and we desire to Ai 1 5 . 


if we can in your fight with ignorant and perverse rascals, 
who cannot endure ae homest man or a quel lawyer onthe bench. Fr sinosrely hope 
you will be confirmed by the Senate, and will remain with us until the character of 
our is elevated vastly above its recent standard. 
I am pleased to add that the uniform testimony of the attorneys who have prac- 
eee 
much respect, I remain, your obedient servan 
J. W. KINGMAN. 


I might go on through this long statement, as I have said under 
cath, reciting facts and circumstances which are corroborated in every 
respect by the other evidence before the Committee on the Judiciary 
for an hour or an hour and a half more, but why should I do it? We 
find and report to you that this attack upon this gentleman is entirely 
unjust; it moves from wrong sources and by wrong influences, and 
the honest men of that islature—I have no doubt there are a great 
many of them—haye been sadly imposed upon and deluded into this 
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act, which is destructive of every principle of good government upon 
which the rights of the community and the progress of society can 
rest. Ifthe Senate of the United States is to say that under such 
circumstances a nullifying act—it is nothing else, it purports to be 
nothing else on the face of it, because it says that the moment this 
man is gotten rid of the whole thing shall go for nothing—if the Sen- 
ate of the United States is ready to give its approval to that sort of 
thing we have done our duty. 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us finish this bill now; it will not take 


long. 

Me. SARGENT. If we can have a vote, very well. 

Mr. WHYTE. I shall not object if we can have a vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not say anything more. 

Mr. 8 ole Tf the Senate desires to go into executive session 
very well. 

. WHYTE. If there is to be no more debate, I shall withdraw 
the motion. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Sena trom Colorado wishes to speak a few. 
moments only. : 

Mr. WHYTE. I withdraw the motion. * 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Judiciary Committee have a 
little the advan of having the evidence in this case, which is all 
er parte, and nobody else has it. Since about the time the Senator 
from Vermont commenced speaking I have received a dispatch from 
a gentleman to whom I telegraphed last night. I telegraphed him 
e if he personally desired to have this bill passed, understandin 
that he knew the effect of the bill. He telegraphs me as follows; 
will not read his name, but I will present it to any Senator who 
wishes to have it: 

For God's sake, can you delay action until we can reach Washington and are 
honestly heard from 

I will say that this gentleman is not a whisky-drinker; he is nota 

bler; he is not a thief; he is a banker, a man of as much respect- 
ability and character as any man on this floor. I have presented here 
to-day the names of nine other persons who are as competent to judge 
of this matter as the chairman of the Judiciary Committee or any- 
body else, and out of the nine at least seven of them are known to me 
to be men of the very best kind of character; two of them I scarcel 
know, but I am told they are men of character in the community. 
simply want to deny that this is an attack made on Judge Peck’s 
character by whisky-drinking men, an attack made on him by bum- 
mers. I say it is not quite fair to the fair fame of the people of that 
Territory that the ex parte statements of a few men, who have cer- 
tainly no greater claim to respectability than they have, should be 
taken to charge the whole people of that Territory with being disrep- 
utable characters. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have made no such charge. 

Mr. TELLER. I know some allusions to the testimony of two gen- 
tlemen that I consider men of character have been made here. I 
think those gentlemen do not live within three hundred miles of 
where this man held his terms of court. I do not say they are not 
entitled to credit; but they do not speak from personal knowledge. 
When the Senator alludes to the fact that this judge went out there 
and proceeded to do something, he would lead the Senate to suppose 
so unusual, so extraordinary as to hold court in one of these Western 
Territories as courts are held in the East, I would say to him that 
after nearly twenty years’ practice in that country I have scarcely 
known of a judge on the bench who did not do just what he says this 
man proceeded to do. As to the fact that he gave his instructions in 
writing, it is the universal rule in that western country that the in- 
structions shall be given in writing. In the State which I represent 
oral instructions are unknown and have been since its organization. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator know what the practice was 
in these two counties before Judge Peck went there ? 

Mr. TELLER. I know the practice in these two counties was that 
the judge might give oral or he might give written instructions. The 
statute of Wyoming says he shall give written instructions if the 

rties so desire; and knowing the lawyers there, I have no doubt 
t nine-tenths of all the instructions given in the Territory of Wy- 
oming since its ya apy ae have been given in 1 There is 
not such a wonderful difference between the practice of law in Wy- 
pay and the practice of lawin Vermont. Ido not believe that this 
man has introduced any new system of practice that isso much better 
that the tax-payers are particularly anxious that he should be the 
judge of that district, for I know that the men whose names I have 
presented are large tax-payers and responsible and reliable men. 

The bill was ordered to be 3 a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the date in the title wants to be amended 
to make it the 15th instead of the 13th, as in the body of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) The title will be so amended. 


BOND FOR SAVINGS INVESTMENTS. 


Mr. WALLACE. I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of say- 


in 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WHYTE. Now will the Senator yield for an executive session? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 4 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. j 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-one minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o'clock and 
twenty-one minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
of Washington, District of Columbia. i 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I demand the regular order, which is 
the consideration of the report of the Committee of Elections on the 
contested-election case of Acklen vs. Darrall from the third congres- 
sional district of Louisiana. N 

Mr. CLYMER. I believe I am entitled to the floor. At the adjourn- 
ment last night it was the understanding that I had the floor. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment to 
tepore a bill for W 

r. CLYMER. If I have a right to the floor I have not the right 


to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER } 
was on the floor at the time of the adjournment. 

Mr. CLYMER. And yielded for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to have this understood. The 
8 er will recollect on yesterday, after the gentleman from Maine 

. HALE] had spoken, unanimous consent was asked that the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] should be allowed to reply. 
That was given. Before his hour had expired the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] rose and asked for five minutes. That, 
by unanimous consent, was given to him, being, as I understand, a 
part of the time of the gentleman from Lonisiana. 

Now, sir, I have no objection to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
occupying the time unoccupied by the gentleman from Louisiana; 
but it is not my opinion that he had the floor in his own right for an 
hour’s speech, and I refer to the RECORD on this question. 

Mr. CLYMER. The gentleman unwittingly perhaps misstates the 
state of affairs on yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think the RECORD will show the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that he only asked for five minutes. 


Mr. MILLS. The Journal will show that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania only rose for a five-minute speech. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. ] claimed the floor upon a personal privilege and 


made a political speech that was political from end to end. The 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] obtained the floor and made a 
olitical speech from beginning to end. Now does the gentleman 
m Virginia [Mr. Harris] propose to let his party be attacked by 
two leading members on the other side of the House without permit- 
ting a member upon this side to reply to those attacks ? 

o SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that there was awarded 
to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] about one and three-quar- 
ters of an hour and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] occu- 
pre about a half hour, so that two hours and a quarter was occupied 

y the republican side, while there was but a little over one hour oc- 
cupied by the democratic side of the House. The Chair thinks it 
due to gentlemen to state these facts. 

Mr. 8, of Virginia. I do not understand that any question 
of the merits of any question is before the House, but that the con- 
tested-election case from Louisiana is before the House. The House 
accorded the poveri from Maine time to make a personal expla- 
nation, and that called ap several other gentlemen from Louisiana 
and Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a matter for the Chair to determine, 
but it is a matter to be settled by the gentlemen themselves and the 
Honse. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My remark was in reply to the re- 
marks of the Chair. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled 
to the floor in his own right. He has not 3 the unexpired 
time of the gentleman from Louisiana, because that gentleman had 
pace an hour before the gentleman from Pennsylvania took the 

oor. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will allow this 
debate to continue, 

Mr. BEEBE. I give notice that after the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania shall have submitted his remarks I shall withhold my personal 
assent to any continuance of this debate. 

Mr. S, of Virginia. Every one knows that when a personal 
explanation is made it leads to another and that leads to more dis- 
cussion. Now, I am willing to yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
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vania, with the understanding that no more speeches of this character 
shall be made. 

Mr.SOUTHARD. It is not now a question whether the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania shall be entitled by unanimous consent to the 
floor; he has already obtained the floor in his own right and is enti- 

« tled to one hour if he desires it. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania obtained the floor by unanimous consent on yes- 
terday evening, and did not gain the floor under the election case, 
because the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] gave notice and 
claimed his own right to the floor for an hour. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to give notice that after the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania shall have concluded I will object to further debate. 

Mr. REED. Then I object to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CLYMER] proceeding, for it may be that, after the gentleman has 
made his personal explanation, somebody else on this side will desire 
to make a personal explanation also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
gia (Mr. Harris] whether he is willing to allow any time at all for 

orate outside of the election case in reply to the debate of yes- 
terday. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. While I do not think it-right that this 
discussion should continue, yet as a matter of co am willing 
to allow the same length of time to-day that was consumed on the 
other side yesterday if the Chair will inform me how much time was 
consumed. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make this suggestion, that the gentleman 
from Louisiana the other day started this discussion and used up some- 
thing like one hour. I hope that the Chair in arranging this matter 
will compute the time occupied by the gentleman from Louisiana on 
that occasion. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman which gen- 
tleman from Lonisiana he refers to? 

Mr. REED. Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON. It was on last Thursday. 

Mr. SPARKS. That was not under the Election Committee. 

The SPEAKER. But the pro debate is not to interfere with 
the contested-election case at all; it does not come out of the time 
connected with the election case. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman from Virginia permit that the 
debate be continued for one hour? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. We could have finished this case yes- 
terday if we had been allowed to proceed with it. I am willing to 
concede one hour, and after that I must insist on the regular orien 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I hope that the time will be 
divided if any one on this side of the House wants to speak. 

Mr. CLYMER. You have had your time already. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. No; you have talked three hours 
to our one, 

Mr. BLAND. I want to know if it is in order now to move to dis- 
pe with all other business in order that we may have a morning 

our and then E to the business on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as the gentleman from Virginia 
has demanded the regular order; and in fact the gontleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Prick] is recognized to speak. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I shall object to discussion unless it is in the 
i, order, because we want to go to the business on the Speaker's 
table. I intend to move to go there at the earliest opportunity. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. After the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CLYMER] has concluded what he has to say I shall move 
to postpone the election case, for it has not been discussed and we 
are not prepared to vote upon the question to-day, and proceed to 
the business on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. FOSTER. I suggest to the gentleman from Georgia to make 
that motion now. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. No; I want the gentleman from 
Serena to have his time; that will end the discussion of yes- 


ay. 

Mr. FOSTER. It will be a long way from ending it. 

Mr. MILLS. Other gentlemen want to be heard, and if we cannot 
have some understanding about debate we might as well close it at 
once. 3 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is to proceed with the election 


case. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I was willing to yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for a personal explanation, after which I should 
insist upon the regular order. ; 

Mr. BLAND. I must object. IfI yield to one I shall have to yield 
to others, and I must insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. CLYMER. Then I give notice that at the earliest opportunity 
I shall respond to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] is entitled 
to the floor upon the contested-election case. 

Mr. BLAND. I will withdraw my objection if only a half hour 
is to be given for debate. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I believe I must object myself. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to postpone the consideration 
of this question and take up the business on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. That would not follow; a morning hour would 
have to intervene. 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Can the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
STEPHENS] make that motion now ? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. PRICE] as entitled to the floor at this time. At the end of 
the hour of that gentleman the Chair would entertain the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] as one proper to be 
made under the rule. 

aw ayes Do I understand the Chair to say that I am recog 
ni 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] if he insists upon his motion at the end of 
the hour of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Price.] The Chair has 
already recognized the gentleman from Iowa as entitled to the floor; 
but at the end of the hour the motion of the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. STEPHENS] will be in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will not insist npon my motion at 
this time against the right of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] 
to proceed. 

LOUISIANA CONTESTED ELECTION—ACKLEN VS. DARRALL, 


Mr. PRICE. After all this tamult, Mr. Speaker, I suppose we will 
have.a great calm. [Laughter.] I am afraid, however, that I shall 
disturb the conversation of some gentlemen, and I do not like to dis- 
turb any little discussions that gentlemen may be carrying on. And 
Iam not particular about having any applause in the way of clap- 
ping of hands while I am talking; I can get along without that. I 
may not have anything very important to say to this House in refer- 
ence to this question. Ido not claim the right personally to speak 
as a mere matter of right; but what I want to say to gentlemen upon 
this floor in reference to this matter is this. I want them to hear me 
for my cause and for nothing else. 

On the7th day of November, 1876, an election was held in the third 
congressional district of the State of Louisiana for a member of Con- 
gress to represent them upon this floor. There is nothing in all the 
voluminous evidence that has been taken upon either side of this 
question, either by the contestant or the contestee, to show that there 
was any attempt during that election in all the parishes composing 
that district to hold the election in any other than a peaceable man- 
ner. It was stated yesterday, inadvertently I presume, by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Elections, [Mr. Harris, of Virginia, ] that 
not until two months after that election was held was the result of it 
declared. Now I want to sayto the members of this House that that 
is u mistake. The election was held on the 7th day of November, 
and on the 9th day of December, one month and two days afterward, 
the result of that election was declared, That point certainly was 
e e to be made yesterday with the object of showing that 
there had been irregularity or want of proper form. That does not 
appear from the record in the case. The election was held on the 
7th day of November and the result was declared on the 9th of De- 
cember following. 

The judges of that election were not all of one political party; they 
embraced both democrats and republicans, as will appear from the 
testimony in this case, to be found on pages 204 and 206 of the evi- 
dence in the record. I want this point to be noted, because ponte 
men, I presume, intend to treat this matter fairly, that the judges of 
the election were selected in accordance with the laws of Louisiana 
from the democratic party and the republican party, and that both 
parties were satisfied with the result of the election. I have before 
me the testimony of that fact in the evidence of the person who gave 
the notice of the election. I read from the testimony of Frank B. 
Deslonde, the supervisor of registration : 

i ` - 

Quest 5 upon whose recommendation did you appoint the com 

Answer. Of the chairman of the democratic committee and a member of the re- 
publican or the president of the republican committee. 

„ State who was the ident of the republican parish committee. 
. I believe it was P. G. Deslonde. 

Q. Who was the ident of the democratic parish committee 

A. Jacob McW' 

Q. Did you 9 in 2 no chairman of the republican committee to 


h 

A. aur, I did. 

Q. Did ro make the same request in writing to the chairman of the democratic 
ittee 


A. I did. 
2. Did they furnish you the names of the various commissioners of the polls? 
They did. 

I will not read more of the testimony; it is all to the effect that 
notice was given to the chairman of the democratic committee of that 
parish and to the chairman of the republican committee of that par- 
ish, and that in accordance with the and the laws of the State 
the selections of judges of elections were made from the two parties, 
and that the judges so selected held the election. 

After that election and after the count had been made according to 
law—there was no attempt to prove or to show anything to the con- 

—after that count had been made and returned, the governor of 
the State issued to the sitting member a certificate of election in proper 
form, attested by the secretary of state, and in accordance with the 
laws of Louisiana. There was no question of it at that time. But 
since that time and upon this floor and in this contest the administra- 
tion of the government under which the certificate was issued has 
been called in question. The chairman of the Committee of Elections 
spent a part of his time yesterday in endeavoring to show that the 
government had no power to issue any such certificate. 
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Now I do not propose to waste any time upon that matter at all. | Now I submit to any of the lawyers on this floor—and there are a 


We are not shut up to that conclusion; we are willing, if anything 
can be made out of showing that the Kellogg government was not a 
legitimate government, that they shall be welcome to all the benefit 
to be derived from it. Butafter the Nicholls government was organ- 
ized, a democratic government, under democratic auspices—I am not 
going into this Louisiana fight at all, except so far as this district is 
concerned; I donot pro to call in question the correctness of the 
Nicholls government or Nicholls legislature ; it is no part of my basi- 
ness to do that at this time, and I will assume that it was all correct— 
after the Nicholls government and the Nicholls legislature bad been 
organized, the new Legislature—and I want my democratic friends to 

y a little attention to this matter—the new Legislature passed a 
ie creating a newreturning board. That new returning board, cre- 
ated under that new law, recanvassed all this vote, and in that recan- 
yass they counted several polls that had been thrown out by the 
Kellogg government; in other words, they counted all the polls of all 
the precincts in that parish. 

Now, after this new count under a democratic administration, they 
still found the sitting member elected by a majority of 1,094 votes. 
That would seem as though it should have been conclusive. I pre- 
sume it did not occur to anybody but what that was the end of this 
contest, until the March following, when the contestant in this case 
claimed that he must have a recount of the ballots. 

Now a recount of ballots is always to be looked upon with a god 
deal of suspicion; and in reference to a recount I want to make a 
declaration ; and I will thank any gentleman upon either side of the 
House who will show that I am in error; not that I like to be in 
error, but if I am in error I want to get right. I assert here without 
fear of successful contradiction that never in the history of this Gov- 
ernment has a recount of the ballots at any election for a member of 
Congress been allowed to unseat a member and seat another in his 

lace—never. The whole line of precedents in the history of this 
e from the date of its organization to the present hour is 
conclusive upon this point. Contest after contest, recount after re- 
count in the various election precincts of the various States of this 
Union has been had, but never has a recount been allowed to unseat 
a member and seat another in his place in this House. To show that 
I am not alone in this opinion, I cite the case of Kline vs. Myers, re- 
ported in 1 Bartlett, 574, where the House refused to order a recount 
of ballots upon the request of the contestant: 


One reason was that the contestant did not offer evidence sufficient to show oven 
presumptively that the fraudulent; but another 
EaA the priielpal resson wae the t danger of attempting to set aside the offi- 
C the boxes and a recount of ballots months after 

on. 


I will not read the whole decision. What I have just read is from 
section 96 of McCrary on Elections; and by reference to sections 97, 
277, and 279 it will be found that the authority is all to the same 
point, and the further you go into it the stronger it becomes, I as- 
sert again that in no case has a recount been allowed to unseat a 
member and seat a contestant in this House. 

Now, I wish to call atten‘éon to another point, and one which with 
me goes far to show that the man who occupies the chair of state of 
Louisiana is not so bad as some men paint him. This recount was 
made in March. Now, I want to call the attention of fair-minded 
democrats of this House to the fact that Governor Nicholls was in his 
seat in March, in April, in May, in June, in July, in August, and in’ 
September; yet he never issued a certificate to the contestant in this 
case. He never yet has issued a certificate to the contestant. After 
this recount upon which the contestant claims the seat here, the dem- 
ocratic governor, occupying his seat for seven long months, never 
issues a certificate to the contestant. But during the first week of 
October Governor Nicholls leaves home on a visit; and then, and not 
until then, the lieutenant-governor issues a certificate to the con- 
testant. That certificate was issued on the 12th of October, three 
days before the meeting of this Congress. It was issued by the lien- 
tenant-governor in the absence of the governor, who was in office 
seven long months without issning a certificate. I do not say he 
refused to issue it, for I do not know that fact; but Ido know that 
he did not issue it during the seven months after his installation as 
governor; but as soon as he goes away, and only three days before 
the meeting of this Congress, one of those days being Sunday, the 
lieutenant-governor issues to the contestant in this case a certificate 
of election, and that certificate is the only paper he brings here as 
the foundation for his claim to a seat on this floor. 

Now I submit to fair-minded gentlemen upon both sides of the 
House whether it is not likely that, if Governor Nicholls had been sat- 
isfied that the contestant in this case was entitled tu a certificate, he 
would not have issued that certificate during some of those seven 
long months that intervened between the recount on which the seat 
is claimed here and the time when this Congress met. 

This recount is not only against all the precedents of the Govern- 
ment, against all the law and regulations upon this subject, but it 
Was 6 at a time when it could not bgal made under the laws 
sore pa Tread a few lines from the law of Louisiana on this 
subject: 


many of them here, ones I doubt not—whether when the 
aw says that a thing shall be done within a certain time it does not 
follow as an consequence under all the rules of law that be- 
yond that time there is no obligation upon anybody to attend to the 
matter; in other words, when you attempt to specify any particu- 
lars the things not specified are not included. ; 
This law of Louisiana isexplicit in providing that the ballots shall 
be kept until after the meeting of the next district court or criminal 
court. My friend, the chairman of the committee, [Mr. HARRIS, of 
Virginia,] says that no court was held. Well, he was not there nor 
was I; but the clerk of the court was there, and here is his cer- 
tificate : 
STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
Parish of Iberville— 
This is the parish that the contest is about— ‘ 
CLERK'S OFFICE, FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT. 
5 Charles H. Gordon, clerk of tho fifth judicial district court of Louisiana, in 
and for the parish of Iberville, do Dorong certify that tho first term of said district 
court for e puan year was held in illo Parish on Tuesday, the 2d day of 


Janı - as the first Monday was the Ist, and a dies non, his honor 
James L, Cole 


ng. 

Witness my id officially and the e of the seal of said court, at the par · 
ish of Iberville, this 8th day of May, A. D. 1877. 

(SEAL.] C. H. GORDON, Clerk. 


Now if theclerk of the court does not know when the court was held 
who does know? Who would be likely to know? There is hisofticial 
certificate that the court was held on the 2d day of January and that 
this count was not had until March following, two months havin 
elapsed after it was the duty of anybody to take care of these ballots. 
So, sir, I think I am justified in saying that, even if the recount under 
other circumstances could have been allowed, two months had elapsed 
after the time anybody was responsible for the safe-keeing of the 
boxes in which these ballots were deposited. This recount was made 
not at the request of the contestee and sitting member here, sir, but it 
was made against his protest. He had no attorney there to cross-ex- 
amine witnesses. He had a friend who was nota lawyer, and he did 
the best he could under the cirenmstances, I doubt not, but the re- 
count was made against his protest, outside of the law, and with no 
poron to look after his interest except a gentleman who acted as his 

end on that occasion, the sitting member himself being a thousand 
miles away from there. 

How have these boxes been kept since that time? I will read just 
a few extracts from the testimony on that subject. It will be obliga- 
tory upon the contestant in this case to show, even if the recount 
could havo been allowed, that the boxes have been kept securely, 
that there was no chance to tamper with them. But the other side 
have scarcely made the attempt to do so, and where they have made 
the attempt they have most signally failed to prove any such thing. 
On the 8 the proof is in the opposite direction. As I have 
said, I will read from the testimony of some of these men. Amadée 
2 — a democrat, one of the judges of the election, testifies in these 
words: 

Question. Were you a democratic or a republican commissioner? 

Now, sir, I am reading now as to the correctness of the count, be- 
cause the next thing after an election is a correct count— 

gruan, Were you a democratic or a republican commissioner ? 
wer. For the democratic party. 

Yes, sir, he was a democrat on the stand, one of the judges of elec- 
tion. 

Question. Did you certify to the returns from that ward as being correct in every 
particular? 


onl Yes, sir, as far as I understand about election returns, because I have 
en— 


What? What did he take! 


a great deal of pains to carry everything along straight. 

That is the testimony of one of the democratic judges of the elec- 
tion about the correctness of counting the returns r the close of 
the election. = 

Again, another judge of that election says this: 

3 me carefully scrutinize every ticket and the name on every ticket! 

wer. „ Sir. 

An attempt was made yesterday, and will be again made to-day I 
have no doubt, to show that these votes were not counted until after 
they had been put upon astring. Gentlemen will remember, however, 
there was but one poll in all that parish, where there were eleven pulls, 
but one where the ballots were put upon a string, and in that case they 
were counted before they were put upon a string, according to the 
testimony of some of the witnesses. 

estion. Do you remember the vote for member of Con; 
swer, I can’t recollect what it was exactly, because 
random. 
. You don't remember the vote? 
Not in special or particular. 

Q. Mr. Piernas, in scrutinizing these tickets and examining them did you examine 
every name on the ticket? 

A. Yes, sir; every name. 

Q. If there had been any republican tickets with the name of Mr. Acklen— 

That is the contestant in this case— 


at that poll? 
did not take no memo- 


A tally-list shall be kept of the count, and after the count the ballots counted | O. If there had FVV 


shall be put back into tho 
inal or 


and preserved until after the next term of the crim- 


Congress would have seen 
A. I would; Eat I did not ese none of thani. 
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If there had been any ticket with no name on for member of Congress would 
3 
For it is alleged that some were blank 
A. All the republican tickets had the name of Darrall on, every one of them. 


So says that witness. ` 
Another judge of the election at the same poll testifies: 
eee Did you witness or assist in counting the votes as polled after the 
n 


Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you carefully examine the tickets? 
A. Yes, sir. 

2 7 you examine all the tickets? 


es, sir. 
Q Were syon, assisted in counting the votes by other officers? 
Yes, 


Q. Who looked over them; what officers iooked over the tickets and scratinized 
the names on them? 
A. The same ones that I just now mentioned. 


There was also Mr. Dubuclet, who was a democratic supervisor. 
There was another gentleman there, but I do not recall his name. 
Witness after witness,.both democratic and republican, at every one 
of these disputed polls, testified pointedly and particularly that they 
watched this count after the close of the polls on that day of election 
and that they examined the tickets, every one of them. 

Now, sir, a ticket was exhibited to members yesterday showing 
that it might have been strung upon a string, and that the person in 
counting would not be likely to see the name if it was a democratic 
name put upon a republican ticket. Apply only a little common sense 
to that. Let any gentleman attempt to string a ticket and he will see 
at once that his attention will be called first of all tothe point where 
the needle goes through and he could not help observing what was 
printed there. ‘ 

If the name was on the center of the ticket as they allege, and the 
tickets strung in the center as they allege, it follows when the point 
of the needle came through—and they testified every one that the 
face of the ticket was up—then it follows the point of the needle 
came through where the man’s name was, and if the man who strung 
it was looking for the point of the needle he could not help but see 
the name, Some of the witnesses testify it could not have escaped 
their notice unless they were blind. That is their language. 

At the next poll the testimony of the judges of election is of this 
character: Smith, a democrat, is examined and testifies (page 54 of 
the record) as follows: ; 

Question. Did you certify to the returns as being correct after the tally-sheets 
were made out! 


He was one of the judges whose business it was to take the tickets 
and count them. He says: 
Answer. Well, th sir, ht as called off. 
va Did you — — itas. ask pads. > = 8 
Yes, sir, as commissioner. 
Then, at the same poll, Mr, Davidson was examined: 


estion. Did you take any bert in the counting of the votes? 

wer. I did when the poll was closed. The was opened, and Mr. Robert 
O. Hebert took out the tickets and examined them, and we held them up and looked 
at them; and Mr. „ he was another republican, stood right on the other side 
of him; and Mr. J. D. Hebert, he was a democratic sı r, he stood on the 
other side; and Mr. Hebert would take the tickets out, he would say, Straight 
republican ticket,” or whatever the ticket might be, and these three men would 
look over. They would count the tickets to Mr. William A. Smith; he was the 
democratic — 

I am reading the testimony exactly as it is here 
and Mr. Smith held a needle with thread on it, and I took the tickets from Mr. 
Smith and put them on the n. and Mr. Smith would pull the string. 

Now this testimony at this poll shows that the democratic super- 
visor was the man who took the tickets singly and strung them with 
the needle upon the bie. And unless you can believe that that 
democratic supervisor had not brains enough to string a ticket or 
was not able to read a name upon a ticket when plainly printed there, 
then you must believe these tickets with the contestant’s name on 
were not there. One of these things must inevitably follow. I quote 
further from the evidence of the same witness : 

Question. Did scrutinize and notice what names were on those tickets as you 
placed them on hat needle? hi 

„We did, because we noticed at the time that Mr. Carville was spelled 
“q "and also that Mr. Wheeler’s name was spelled “ Weeler” instead of 
“Wheeler.” 

Now I submit to gentlemen whether if these men looked at these 
tickets enough to know that an “h” was out where an “h” ought to 
be and that an “1” was inserted where there should be no “1,” whether 
they would be likely to count 800 or 900 democratic votes with the 
contestant’s name on them without knowing it, and whether they 
would not be likely to see some of them at all events. And I want 
to say to the House that there is not a scintilla of evidence to show 
more than two of these tickets counted in this box. Two men only 
could say they voted a ticket with contestant’s name. Only two. 
And yet they must prove eight or nine hundred before they can seat 
the contestant in this case. J 

Ihave more testimony of this kind than I have time to read. 1 
wish to show that these boxes were not returned as the law requires 
them to have been returned, and that they were not kept as the law 
requires them to have been kept; and consequently, if for no other 
reason in the world, this recount ongo not to have a feather’s weight 
of force in this matter, because if the recount could be good for any- 


thing under any circumstances, it must certainly be proven that the 
boxes were properly sealed and that they were in proper custody and 
properly cared for up to the time when the recount was had. Now, in 
reference to the recount. I have not read half the testimony to show 
that the official count under which the Nicholls government has is- 
sued to the sitting member his certificate was fair both by the testi- 
mony of republicans and democrats who were the judges at this elec- 
tion, In reference to the matter of keeping the boxes, I read from 
the testimony o2 Crowell, clerk of the court when the election was 
held, page 59 of the record: 
Question. After the election did you receive all the boxes according to law? 


The Jaw of Louisiana requires the boxes to be deposited with the 
clerk of the court, and by him kept, and here is his testimony: + 

Question. After the election did you receive all the boxes according to law? 
Were they delivered by the commissioners? 

Answer. I received tho chief of them from the commissioners. I received 
two or three from the clerk of registrar here, I belicve. By mistake they de- 
livered them at his office instead of here. 


I believe there were two or three of these boxes that were never 
deposited with the proper person; and the clerk is so indefinite about 
it that he does not know whether the number was two or three. Now 
these boxes certainly could not have been treated with proper care 
and particularity when the custodian of the boxes does not know 
whether two or three of them did not come to his hands at the proper 
time and through the proper channel; but two or three of them were, 
he says, outside of the law in this matter by mistake delivered at an- 
other place instead of at his office. 

One of the judges of election, who is called by the contestant, Ama- 
dée Roth, a democrat, testifies as follows as to the boxes: 

Question. Look at that box at the key-hole. Did you cover that up and sign it 
as you did on the top} 

Wer. Yes, sir; I put E. Roth "—that is my name—on top. 
„The key-hole looks like the paper bad been torn from it. 
I could not tell that. Of course it has not that same look as when I signed it. 


Now will gentlemen pretend to say that the box is properly kept 
when a democrat himself comes up and swears that the box had not 
the same look as when he sealed it? What better kind of evidence 
do you want? But there is better and stronger. 

A member of the same committee testified also that this box did 
not look as it did when he pos his name upon it. This was demo- 
cratic testimony, which would certainly be in favor of the contestant 
if it could have been truthfully made so. 

The clerk of the court, who was the custodian of the boxes, testi- 
fies concerning these boxes, but he swore twice and unfortunately 
for him he does not swear alike; that is his misfortune. Now, on 
page 10 of the majority report he swears as follows: 


that while 
with? 


the floor, one on 1. the other; and I moved them from there and put them under 
this table, which 

little bit, and I moved this table over 

bow, on top of the table. I handled them around, 
carefully if I had thought there was going to be a con lection case, but not 
eee anything about it I did not pay much attention. I might have left them 
Ww ey were. 


Now this is an important point and an attempt to prove that these 
boxes have not been tampered with. That is pretty strong evidence 
that he swears to at first; but here is another swear. is is the 
question which was asked in this way: 

Question. Now, one of the witnesses noticed that over the key-hole of one box 
the paper had been fractured. These boxes hayo been in your possession. How 
do account for that? 

wer. Well, from the simple fact that 
amine these boxes and sit in the office, and 
the office is very damp and you can catch the 
For this reason I say that the dampness has 
the papers have become loose. 

Now, how much is that testimony worth? Here is the custodian 
of these boxes, whose duty it was to keep them, and he swears that 
the boxes have been in his ion, although three of them did 
not come from the proper officer or through the proper channel or at 
the proper time; and then he swears that while in his custody they 
were never touched, and when he is examined again he says that any 
one can come into his office, &c., and examine these boxes and sit in 
the office. Now, I submit to the gentlemen whether that testimony 
is good for anything. I think you will agree with me that it is not. 

ow, gentlemen, you can see very plainly that they admit that 
some of these boxes which had been sealed with wax over the key- 
hole had been broken; and how do you suppose they account for 
that? Why, they say the sealing-wax was spoiled by the dampness 
of the office, Can any gentleman tell how long it takes sealing-wax 
to become softened in water? Why, you cannot soften sealing-wax 
in water. If you place it at the bottom of Lake Erie it will not soften 
until the last horn blows; yet this man swears it was softened through 
dampness of the office, and this for the purpose of making out a case 
for the contestant. The testimony of the clerk is to that effect. He 
was asked if he had the key of the box, and he testified as follows: 

Question. Have you the keys of all these boxes? 


Answer. Yes, sir; they are in my possession in the ofice somewhere, but 1 
would have to look for . i 


body can come to this office and ex- 
my predecessors will tell bzon that 
eumonia or anything hero. 
ened the wax in such a way that 
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. They are insi guess. 
bdo eee e 
o, sir. 


That was the testimony of the clerk whose duty it was to keep the 
keys, but he not only swears also to an impossibility in reference to 
the sealing-wax but he also swears that he has not the keys and does 
not know where they are. 

It is shown in the testimony of democrats and repnblicans both in 
all this parish of Iberville that the official count was carefully made, 
and it is on the recount of the ballots in the parish of Iberville upon 
which the contestant here relies for his seat in this House. It isshown 
by the testimony of all the witnesses of both the political parties that 
this official count was properly made. I have here evidence to prove 
the standing and character of the men who held these elections. One 
of the commissioners testifies like this: Do you know such a man, 
judge of election there? Ves; Ido. What is he? A democratic law- 
yer. Is he a man of good standing in the community? Yes. Have 
the people confidence in him? Yes; unlimited confidence in him as 
afairman. Do you know such a man, who was one of the judges of 
that election? Yes, sir. What is his business? Teacher. Is he a 
white man? Les, sir. Is he a man of standing in the community? 
Yes, sir.“ This is the kind of men who held the election at the differ- 
ent polls in the parish of Iberville. 

Now gentlemen are asked to believe that these twenty-five men— 
at some of the polls there were more democratic than republican offi- 
cers of election; at others there were three republicans and two dem- 
ocrats; but there must have been at least ten democrats and fifteen 
republicans at the five different polls, men of standing in that com- 
munity, lawyers, teachers, &c.—and gentlemen are asked to believe 
that these twenty-five men who sat at the polls and counted the tick- 
ets after the polls were closed failed to discover a single one of about 
900 votes cast for the contestant. 

But it is said that the contestee in this case was unpopular; that 
he had some enemies in the republican party. Well, I would like to 
know of any republican on this floor who has not some enemies in 
his own party; or even a democrat on this floor who is without foes 
in hisown party. It is all that the sitting member had enemies 
in his own party, and that those enemies sought to defeat him. And 
it is said democrats voted for him. Well, we are all willing to admit 
that. I do not suppose there is a republican on this floor who did 
not get some democratic votes at the last election. I never ran at an 
elecgon without getting some democratic votes. If I should run and 


not get some of my democratic friends and neighbors who lived near 


me to vote for me I should begin to think there was something wrong. 

In this parish of Iberville it is said that the contestee ran 213 votes 
behind his own ticket, and that the contestant ran 113 votes ahead 
of his ticket; which put together makes 326 votes that the contestee 
lost on account of enemies in his own paty. 

I think we have accounted for all that sort of thing. But before 
I come to that I want to say this, because there is a great deal of the 
testimony that I am not able to read; I have not time, While the 
pe is that there was treachery, treason, chicanery, and a great deal 

arder dictionary names if I dared to use them—while the proof is 
that all this was used for the purpose of cheating the voters, they 
have not yet proved that those cheating tickets were voted. It is 
one thing to go to the printing-office and get a lot of tickets and it is 
quite another thing to get persons to vote them. 

It is alleged that there were several hundreds and thousands of 
tickets printed as straight republiean tickets with the name of the 
democratic candidate on them. They were printed, we will admit; 
but we have the evidence here to prove that in one case one of the 
men to whom they were intrusted did not use them. They thought 
they had bought him. Now, it is well known that a great many con- 
tracts have been made in this world where the party contracting has 
not been able to deliver the goods. One party whom they thought 
they had purchased did not use the tickets. How was that? I will 
not read the whole.of the testimony, but I want to read just the part 
of it that refers to this point. One of the witnesses testifies that one 
of the enemies of the sitting member, a republican, came to him with 
twenty-five hundred printed tickets and asked him if he would not 
work for the democratic candidate for Congress in that district. He 
said he did not want to do that. Said the man to him, “ you propose 
to vote against the republican candidate.” “Yes,I do.” Mind yon, 
these are two enemies of the gery rene tr both of them republicans. 
He said to him, “Then why not distribute these republican tickets 
with the democratic candidate on them?” The man replied, ‘“ When 
I beat a man I want to beat him fair.” That you know is good, 
square fighting. Well, after a great deal of persuasion the man was 
ove uaded to take the twenty-five handred printed tickets, What 
did he do with them? He testifies that he and a friend of his who 
was with him at the time he got the tickets went to his room, and, to 
use his own language, “ we scrutinized them.” They examined and 
found among them a thousand tickets printed as straight republican 
tickets but with the name of the contestant on as a candidate för 
Congress. He was asked what he did with them. I will give you 
his own lan e. “I took them out, me and Mr. Whittaker, and 
put them aside.” I wish gentlemen would give me their attention to 
this, for I am going to account for a thousand of these tickets. He 


put the balance of the tickets into his pocket and took them down 
to his room, about a couple of acres away from where I reside.” 

The question was asked him: “What kind of tickets did you put 
in the box? The fifteen hundred democratic tickets?” He replied, 
“No, sir; the straight republican ticket.” “When did you begin 
distributing them?” He answered: “In the morning just after the 
polls were opened.” “Did you distribute any of the tickets with Mr. 
Acklen’s name?” That is the name of the contestant here. “No, 
sir; I had them in my room.” Were they taken out of your room!“ 
“No, sir.“ “What finally became of those tickets?” „I burned them.” 

Now there are a thousand tickets gone into the fire. As a matter of 
course they were burned, because they were not printed on asbestus. 
Yet they want to count them just as though they were voted: Now 
we give them the benefit of two tickets that were voted and of two 
hundred and eleven besides that they cannot prove were voted. And 
after all, counting all that, the sitting member gets a certificate from 
both the governors, of both the Legislatures, of both the governments 
of the State of Louisiana; and the contestant gets no certificate from 
any governor, but only one from the lieutenant-governor, long after 
the time when he should have had one from the governor if it was 
proper for one to be issued to him. 

ow, I want to call attention to another fact. Here are five boxes 
in the parish of Iberville, upon the recount of which the contestant 
claims the seat. Now, at the official count 1,307 votes were counted 
for the sitting member by republicans and democrats jointly. At the 
recount they find that 808 of these 1,307 were not cast for him at all. 
Now, can gentlemen believe for a moment that twenty-five intelli- 
gent men, under oath, sitting and counting out thirteen hundred and 
seven tickets, would fail to have found some bogus tickets when there 
were eight hundred and eight of such tickets—nearly two-thirds of the 
whole number? If gentlemen can believe that, then the tales of the Ara- 
bian Nights or anything else can be believed. But I want it noticed 
particularly that the majority report in this case concedes that one of 
these boxes had been tampered with. The boxes were all kept to- 
gether, all kept in the same place; and if one of the boxes was tam- 
pered with, is it not very likely that the rest of them could have been 
and were tampered with? They admit that the boxes were all piled 
together in one place, were all in the hands of one custodian; and 
they admit that one of the boxes was tampered with, and therefore 
did not count it. Now if they admit that one was tampered with, 
what evidence have they that others were not tampered with, par- 
ticularly when the testimony of the witnesses is to the effect that 
many of them were not sealed with anything but mucilage, that many 
of them were not sealed over the key-hole at all, even wi th mucilage. 
Is there not the strongest presumption that these boxes were really 
tampered with, or how could there have been such a discrepancy 
between the official count and the recount? 

Another point: how do these gentlemen make the discovery that 
the sitting member ran behind his own ticket in that parish 213 
votes and the contestant ran 113 votes ahead of his ticket, if they 
did not scrutinize the tickets? It is simply impossible. The con- 
science of every man will rise up against such a conclusion. Such a 
fact could not by possibility have been ascertained without an exam- 
ination of the tickets one by one, as some of the witnesses here testify 
they did examine them in this way. This point alone, without any 
other evidence, ought to be conclusive in this case. 

If you take the same figures upon which the lieuteuant-governor 
issues his certificate to the contestant and add to them the vote of 
Saint Martin’s, which the sitting member and the contestant have 
both by written agreement agreed shall stand, thereby giving 86 
majority to the sitting member, even then the sitting member is 
elected and the contestant has no shadow of claim to the seat. 

Now, if it is claimed that fraud was practiced with reference to 
these ballot-boxes—if it is claimed that men who came to the polls 
intending to vote for the sitting member were defrauded of their 
votes by voting for a man they did not intend to vote for—if that is 
the claim, I want to know whether members upon either side of this 
House are prepared to rÈ themselves upon record as seating a mem- 
ber in this high council chamber of the nation upon a fraud. That 
is what it comes to. There is no possibility of seating the contestant 
here unless you admit that a fraud was Bsa eter ge upon the voters 
to the extent of about 900 votes in the Parish of Iberville, and that 
upon i recount thus fraudulently obtained the contestant is to be 
seate 

Is this the kind of an example that we want to set to the young 
men of this nation to teach them that instead of fair dealing and up- 
right conduct they shall resort to treachery and deceit and chicanery 
to defraud their neighbors out of their just rights! hive sir, I re- 
member (and it is one of the earliest recollections of my life) readin 
in the history of Greece that a man who was sought to be banishe 
from his native city was approached by an illiterate man who said, 
“ I want you to write the name of Aristides upon this ticket for me.” 
“ What have you against him?” said the other. I am tired of hear- 
ing him called Aristides the Just.“ What did he do? Did he write 
somebody else’s name and let the poor ignorant man vote it? No, sir; 
he wrote the name that the man asked him to write, though it voted 
himself out of the city—ostracised him from his native land. That 
has been to me in all the years of my past life a grand instance of 
disinterested justice on the part of a man who rises above small trick- 
sters and trimmers as a giant among pigmies. 
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Yes, sir; if you will allow me to use the language of another, this 
man by this act stands out among ordinary men— 
As some tall cliff, that lifts its awful 
Swells from the vale, and midway leaves the storm, 
Though round its breast the ro — Snin are spread, 
Eternal sunshine settles on its head. 


I do not want this nation in this high council-chamber to put itself 
upon record as indorsing fraud and seating a man whose only claim 
is, if he has any at all, that he cheated some six or nine hundred citi- 
zens of his own congressional district. I do not want any one to be 
seated in this Hall, which ought to be an honorable place, upon any 
such grounds. If it be prostituted to such a purpose as this, it will be 
no longer an honor for a man to occupy a seat upon this floor; no 
longer an honor to be called a member of the Congress of the United 
States of America, but it will be a byword and reproach, because the 
more you can deceive the voter, the more you can defraud him of his 
right, the better your chance is, if this be a precedent for a seat upon 
this floor, to become one of the law-makers of the nation. I hope this 
Congress, I hope the members of this House on this floor to-day as 
they approach the conclusion of this case, will not allow themselves 
to be biased by party predilections or prejudices, not allow themselves 


to mar the bright page of American history, but that the right may 
prevail and triumph. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, 


that at a quarter to four o’clock I shall the previous question, 
and if that demand be sustained the vote will then be taken, or at 
the farthest at four o’clock. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I will only occupy a few minutes in 
the discussion of this case. This contest may be determined alone 
by a consideration of the vote in the parish of Iberville. No matter 
what the count may be in all the other parishes, or any of them, it 
may be determined according to the result in this parish of Iberville. 
If that parish is entirely thrown out, if it is not counted for either 
of these candidates, then in the remaining parishes Acklen is elected, 
having a majority of the votes. If this parish is counted accordin 
to the recount made in pursuance of an order of the judge who h 
these ballots produced before him and the result is taken as corrected 
by this recount, Acklen is elected. 

If that recount is only taken as to five of the polling-places out of 

the eleven in the parish of Iberville, Acklen is elected. If only four 
polling-places in the parish of Iberville, where the count by the man- 
aging officers of the election and the count made in pursuance of the 
order of the court substantially agree, are taken, and the remaining 
seven are rejected, giving a majority in the parish of Iberville of 
about 73 votes to Darrall, and excluding the poll in the parish of La 
Fourche of 86 given for Darrall, which is excluded by the unanimous 
voice of this committee, then again is Acklen elected by a small ma- 
jority. 
: The only complaint made as to any of the votes in the parish of 
Iberville by the friends of Darrall is that certain voters were cheated 
out of their votes. The complaint is that a large number of voters 
in the parish intended to vote for Darrall but were cheated out of 
their votes. I affirm in all this case there is not a particle of evidence 
which shows there was any voter in the parish of Iberville who de- 
sired to vote for Mr. Darrall who did not vote for him, The evidence 
does not establish the fact, and it is an assumption that these persons 
desired to vote the entire republican ticket because they were repub- 
licans. 

The republicans had a large majority in the parish of Iberville, 
where the colored voters were largely in the majority, and being re- 
publicans and being colored voters the presumption is they intended 
to vote for Mr. Darrall, but there is no evidence in fact that one sin- 

Je voter whose vote was counted in the recount for Acklen ever 
Intended to vote for Darrall. In order that there may be a cheat, 
in order that there may be fraud, there must be some person who 
intended to vote for Darrall and was deceived and voted for Acklen 
thinking at the time he wasvoting for Darrall. They were notcheated 
out of one vote unless it is shown they intended to vote for Darrall. 
The assumption is that they were cheated because they being repub- 
licans they would vote the whole ticket for President, congressman, 
and State officer. The evidence, however, shows that there were 
colored men of the republican party in the parish of Iberville who 
were not for Darrall. It is admitted there were a hundred and odd 
votes at the polling-place No. 9, admitted by the gentleman from 
Iowa, among the republican voters who were not for Dr. Darrall and 
who voted for Acklen. 

These republican voters who were known to be in opposition to 
Darrall were headed by W. W. Wharton, a republican candidate for 
the senate in the parish of Iberville. Of the 2,200 republican votes 
in this parish he received more than 1, 00 —-the exact number I do 
not state. This man Wharton was not alone a republican candidate 
for the senate in the parish of Iberville ; but he was the person who 
had charge, by official appointment in the party, of printing the 
tickets and the distribution of them at the several polling-places in 
the parish, He had twelve thousand tickets printed for use in the 
parish; six thousand of these tickets had the name of Acklen upon 
them ; four thousand had no name for Congress; and only two thou- 
sand had upon them the name of Darrall. So that in this parish, by 
the person directed to distribute tickets and have them printed, there 
were only two thousand tickets printed upon which was the name of 


the republican candidate for 9 There were others distrib- 
uted in some of the wards; but this person who had special charge 
of it only had two thousand. The official count shows over two thou- 
sand ballots that were counted for Darrall; so that the probability is 
from this testimony that there were actually more votes counted for 
Darrall than there were ballots in the parish that had the name of 
Darrall upon them. 

There are eleven polling- in the parish of Iberville. In four, 
of the polling-places substantially the same result was arrived at in 
the recount as was arrived atin the count made by the commissioners 
of election. At these four polling-places it appears there was an 
actual count, not of the ballots, but of the votes expressed upon the 
ballots; and only in these four polling-places in the parish was there 
any count of the votes for a member of Congress, In the other seven 
there was a count of ballots, there was a count of paper tickets, 
there was a count of this number, but no count of the votes for a 
member of Congress at all. They count by colors, they count b 
headings, and put down to Darrall “straight republican tickets,” 
that is, the republican tickets on which Darrall’s name was or on 
which it was presumed it was, and republican tickets on which 
Wharton’s name was, and for Acklen only the straight democ®atic 
tickets. As suggested by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT, ] 
these tickets were distinguished not by the names upon them but b 
the color of the paper; black tickets, white tickets, and tickets 
believe of some other color; there were three different colors. This 
[holding up a black ticket] is the ticket called a “straight repub- 
lican ticket.” It is so ed because it has got a black back to it, 
not straight in regard to the names of the persons upon it but straight 
because of its color; and a large majority of the voters of Iberville 
Parish had a color like this as black men and therefore it was sup- 
posed they would vote this. 

Without any examination of it by the sworn officers of election they 
say that every ticket which has a black back to it is a republican 
ticket and was cast for Dr. Darrall, the contestee in this case. 

Therefore I say, Mr. Speaker, that there is no evidence that any 
voter in ghis parish was ever cheated out of the vote for Darrall. It 
has been®tated here as a remarkable fact that there was only to be 
found in this parish two or three voters who wonld testify that he 
voted one of these tickets on which was the name of Acklen or no 
name for member of Congress. It is equally remarkable that in all 
this parish, containing more than three thousand persons who voted, 
not one is found who would swear that he intended to vote for Dar- 
rall. The proposition is here that more than a thousand persons had 
been cheated out of their votes for Darrall, they intending ta vote 
for him but in fact voting for Acklen or failing to vote for any per- 
son. And yet of these 3,000 voters not one single witness is produced 
to say, “I am one of those cheated voters.” Not only that; but the 
facts show they were not cheated ; because voters were produced who 
said their only desire was to vote the ticket which rton, their 
friend, and the independent republican candidate for the Senate, 
desired them to vote. They said, “ We vote the ballot which Whar- 
ton desired us to vote; if Acklen is his friend we will vote for Ack- 
len; if a rattlesnake is his friend and the name of the rattlesnake is 
on the ticket we vote that.“ What these voters intended to do was to 

ut themselves on the side of Wharton and vote as he desired them. 

rton said he was against Darrall and that he meant to beat him 

and he voted against him. This is in evidence, and therefore it is 
untrue that anybody has been cheated. 

Mr. Speaker, it is untrue that there has ever been except in four 
of the polling-places in the parish of Iberville any count of the votes 
for a member of Co These four polling-places to which I have 
referred are polling-places 8, 9, 10, and 11. There the evidence shows 
they took up tickets, calling off name by name, more than forty 
names; that these tickets were taken out and counted, calling out 
the names from the beginning to the bottom. In those four polling- 
places there was a count of the votes and not a count only of the 
tickets. There were three sorts of tickets: upon one ticket there was 
no name for member of Congress; on another there was the name of 
Acklen; on another there was the name of Darrall. They were all 
the same sort of tickets; that is, black tickets. The white tickets had 
the name Acklen and the regularly nominated democratic candidate 
for senate, a man named Wailes. 

At the eighth polling-place the original count was: for Darrall, 54; 
Acklen, 58. The recount was: Acklen, 59; Darrall, 55. In the ninth 
polling-place Acklen, by the official return, had 251 and by the re- 
count 250, while by the original count Darrall had 121 and by the 
recount 122. And it is plain to demonstration what was done in that 
polling-place. The vote of Acklen, both by the officers of the elec- 
tion and by the experts under the order of the court, was made up of 
the straight democratic ticket and of the Wharton tickets. By the 
original count Wharton had there 127 votes and Wailes 129 votes. 
The white democratic tickets and the black republican tickets upon 
which was the name of Wharton made up the Keklen vote of 251. 

In the tenth poll the count by the officers and the recount were the 
same. In the eleventh poll also they were the same. And in all these 
four polling-places the evidence shows there was a count of votes. 
But in the seven wards where there was a change made by the recount 
there was exactly the same number of ballots, and there the recount 
showed Acklen got the votes or a large number on which was the name 
of Wharton and that Darrall did not get them. In the official count 
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there was counted for Darrall all the Wakefield ballots and all the 
Wharton ballots in which his name was not found. 

It being thus true that only in the four polling-places where the 
recount agrees substantially with the official count was there by the 
election officers a count of the votes as actually cast, and in the 
remaining seven polling-places there was only acount of tickets and 
not of votes. The recount gives the truth of the case. Acklen is 
elected, with other claims of the sitting member admitted. 

There is but one way by which Darrall can be held to have been 
elected, and that is found in the line of argument and statement of 
fact presented by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Price, ] that the 
vote of the parish of Iberville be counted according to the official 
return of all the polling-places, in seven of which there was only a 
count by tickets and not a count of the votes cast for Congressman, 
and not as shown by the recount when the votes were counted as in 
fact given. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. LEONARD obtained the floor. 

SILVER BILL. 


cat Sarva S, of Georgia. With the permission of the gentleman 
fro nisiana [Mr. LEONARD] I wish to state that as the chairman 
of the Committee of Elections desires to go on with the pending 
business I will not make the motion pam ler proceed to business on 
the Speaker’s table, but the motion will be made to-morrow by the 
ecg ere from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] immediately after the morning 

our in order that the bill known as the silver bill may be taken up. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—ACKLEN VS. DARRALL. 


Mr. LEONARD. Mr. Speaker, I have thought it but fair that I 
-should take some part in this case because it comes from the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent, and with whose laws 
and customs I am to some extent familiar. But I promise the House, 
I promise the judges of this grave and dignified court that if they 
will but listen to me for a few moments, say half an hour at the 
very most, it shall be a long, long time before I shall trouble them 
in another case of SURROI election. It seems to me, gantlemen, 
that the inducement which I thus hold out to you is sufficiently 
prem to compensate you even for the pain of listening. I might 
ave some slight hesitation in taking the floor at this time on the 
ground that this side of the House had done most of the talking since 
this case was called; but I know that gentlemen on the other sido 
entertain no such feeling. I know that the speech of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HALE ] which was made on yesterday was credited 
to the contestant, since it served to fire the democratic heart. I know 
it was considered a most powerful effort in favor of the contestant. 
During the discussion of yesterday a gentleman who has a very bad 
case of contest on his hands was addressed somewhat in this fashion: 
“Old fellow you have a desperate case, but if you can but get the 
gentleman from Maine to make a speech when it comes up, he will 
put you through. He seated Patterson, he will seat Acklen, and he 
will seat even you if he takes part in the case.” [Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen, although my confidence has been somewhat shaken, 
Iam not yet thoroughly convinced that there is no such thing as Amer- 
ican fair play in an American Congress. It is not necessary in con- 
sidering this case to go beyond the single parish of Iberville. The 
case is a plain one, so plain that if the members of this House will 
take the trouble to consider it for a few moments they can easily un- 
derstand it. If the parish of Iberville is counted for the contestee 
as it was counted for him at the polls, and as the vote was afterwards 
canvassed by both the Wells and the Nicholls returning boards, I say 
that if the vote as canvassed by both political parties is allowed“ to 
stand, then Mr. Darrall is entitled to his seat, even conceding to the 
contestant all that the majority of the committee claims for him. 

At the last election the total vote of the parish of Iberville was 
about 3,000. It was as it has always been a republican stronghold. 
The regular republican majority was about 1,300 votes. Mr. Darrall 
ran somewhat behind his ticket, but his majority as returned was 
about 1,000 votes. The idea that there had been a miscount was 
never entertained in Iberville parish. The people settled down to 
the belief that the vote had been fairly counted. Scarcely a witness 
could say that he even so much as heard, after the election was over, 
that there had been a miscount in the parish of Iberville. And yet 
four months after the election the ballot-boxes were taken from a 
room of the court-house by order of a commissioner to take testimony. 
The ballots were counted by so-called “experts” appointed by the 
commissioner styling himself a court, and instead of finding that Mr. 
Darrall had received a thousand majority in the parish, it was found 
that he did not have any majority at all, but that there was a majority 
of some hundreds the other way. 

Now, gentlemen, this thing may have been possible—nearly all 
things under the sun are possible—but I ask you as fair-minded men, 
is it probable? Is it reasonable? Is it creditable? 

Now, there was no wide-spread oppositionto Mr. Darrall. The Whar- 
ton candidate for State senator was his enemy but his opposition was 
secret. He dared not let his opposition be known in the parish of 
Iberville. Yet if Mr. Darrall was so unpopular there, what cause was 
there for secret opposition? Would not the defections on the part of 
the republicans have been notorious? Would it not have been just 
as unpopular for a republican to have supported Mr. Darrall as to 

have opposed him? But we hear nothing of that unpopularity until 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
seks Minin A eee ak E Soa EE eG ak el el E a aes 


FEBRUARY 20, 


this contestant set up hisclaim to a seat inthis House. The contest- 
ant claims that he has been elected by honest votes. I do not under- 
stand that he, an educated and accomplished gentleman, comes into 
this House and claims his seat by virtue of any trick. 1 acquit him 
of any such pretension. I understand his position as an honorable 
gentleman to be that he received the support of these republican 
voters fairly and honestly; that they cast their ballots for him becanse 
he was the candidate of their choice. I do not think it possible that 
he would stand in the face of the American Congress on any other 
assumption. 

Now, sir, if that position be true, that Mr. Acklen received about 
one-half of all the republican votes cast in the parish of Iberville, I 
ask if this circumstance would not-have been in the mouth of every 
republican in the parish? Would it not have been in the mouth of 
every voter in the parish on the day of election. And yet, when wit- 
ness after witness was called to the stand, they testified that they 
never so much as heard after the election that the name of Mr. Ack- 
len was on any republican tickets. 

Just three republicans in the parish of Iberville testified that they 
had voted a republican ticket with the name of Acklen on it; and 
yet, if others had voted that ticket, would not those voters have taken 
the stand and so testified? The contestant has utterly failed to pro- 
duce such testimony; and, although I have gone through the testi- 
mony most laboriously, I have only been able to discover that just 
these three republicans voted that peculiar ticket with the name of 
Acklen substituted for Darrall. 

Let us take poll No. 2, for example. It is claimed that at poll No. 
2, by the official count certified and sworn to by the democratic offl- 
cers of election, Mr. Darrall received 394 votes, while, according to 
the so-called recount made by the pretended court, Mr. Darle. 
ceived but 86 votes; that is to say, that Acklen’s name had been upon 
three hundred and ight of the tickets a to have been cast 
for Darrall, and that Darrall only received abont one-fourth of his 

arty vote. 

Now if these were the facts, would not the commissioner who made 
such a statement as that have been at once arraigned at the bar of 
public opinion? Yet the democratic commissioner at poll No. 2, when 
called to the stand to testify, was asked this question: 


Did hear, after aberrant diana about J. H. Acklen having received 
any votes on the republican tickets? 
Answer. No, sir; I did not. 


Now I ask the House to bear with me while I go through in detail 
the testimony of the witnesses called to testify concerning a single 
poll. Iwill take poll No. 5 as an example, because it is one of the 
polls in regard to which the majority of the Committee of Elections 
think that there is a clear case for the contestant. 

Every officer of election who was at that poll on election day was 
sworn in the case. Mr. Gourriér, the democratic officer, whose testi- 
mony will be found on pages 88 and 89 of the record, testified that he 
“did not pay much attention to the counting of the votes; that he 
thoaght the returning board would fix it up to suit themselves, and 
that it was no nse to vote at all.” 

Now turn to the testimony of James H. Parker, on page 258 of the 
record: 

estion. Were al day? 

J ˙ . 

g rte you ~ any voters having the republican ticket with Mr. Acklen's name 
on 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q Did you assist in counting the votes as polled, after the election ? 


Yes, sir, 
fut 215 you examine and serntinize each ticket and the name on each ticket care- 
y 


A. Yes, sir; I did, carefully. 
Q Who assisted you in making this 3 of the tickets? 
. There was Mr. Coleman, Mr. Talbert, and m; 4 
Q. Would it not be utterly im ible for three commissioners of election and 
two United States supervisors of election, all acting under oath, to have made aay 
material mistake in counting and compiling the vote 
A. Yes, sir; it would. 
. Were there three commissioners and two United States supervisors at your 
pol angers yourself ? 
A. Yes, sir. 


That is the testimony of an officer of election. : 
Now let us take the testimony, on pages 255-257, of J. C. Coleman, 
another commissioner of election: 


estion. Now, Mr. Coleman, will you please describe exactly how this count was 

made, as you did not A srpa describe it 1 count of the tickets ? 

Answer. Tho way them tickets was counted, I unlocked the box; then I taken 
myself and Parker—taken the tickets out, and laying them all out straight on the 
barrel, the straight republican tickets all to themselves, and the straight democratic 
tickets all to themselves, and the scratched tickets all to themselves, in separate 
piles; then wo taken the straight republican tickets, wrote each name down on the 
ticket carefully as we could, and each name was given his complement of votes, his 
number of votes; the names was taken down as they were on the ticket, and were 
written down; and the democratic tickets the same way; and the scratched tickets 
was counted, and those that were not scratched; the name was taken down straight 
on the ticket, the names written, and the complement of votes written down. 


Mr. CANDLER. What poll is the gentleman speaking of? 

Mr. LEONARD. I am speaking of poll 5, and reading from the 
testimony of Mr. Coleman, on page 257 of the record in this case. This 
is one of the polls, gentlemen, that you are counting for the contest- 
ant; it is one of the polls upon which you propose to seat him; it is 
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a poll without which you cannot seat him, because if he loses this 

one poll his meager majority is gone. The witness further says: 
When the tickets was all taken out and laid out straight in that manner [illustrates] 
Mr. Buttricks and Mr, Guerriére, all was there loo at how they were laid out 
on the barrel t. There were myself, Parker, Mr. Talbert was assorting 
' the tickets, and Mr. Guerridre and Mr. Buttericks, they was standing around look- 
ing on. Then after we got them all straight I read 8 name down on the tickets, 
Ar. Buttrick and Mr. ray en's pe taken them down; then 


Now, take the testimony of another officer, Mr. Talbot, a democratic 
commissioner at poll 5. I know who this gentleman is. There is 
not a brighter man in this House to-day than Edward A. Talbot, who 
acted as democratic commissioner at poll 5 of the parish of Iberville. 
This is his testimony: 

HE ves Will you please state where you were at the election of November 7, 


Answer. Poll 5, ward 3, Deblieux’s school-house. 
Q. vo ou a of election there? 
A. * 
Q Did you count ot eit bi counting the votes at that poll? 
Yes, sir; I did. I counted them. 
Q. Describe the mauner in which the votes at that poll were counted. 

A. Well, the straight republican tickets and the straight demucratic tickets and 
the scratched tickets were each placed separately in piles, and the aggregate num- 
ber of each waa pan down on the tally-sheet. 

bobo dire color of the straight republican tickets issued to the voters in 


. I think it was a dark color, sir. 
Did you after the election ascertain or hear the fact that some of those repub- 
srk peed ce pth J. I. Acklen for Congress instead of that of C. B. 


This is the strongest testimony there is in favor of this so-called 
blunder and mistake: that one intelligent, modest gentleman testi- 
fies that some error might possibly have occurred. Yet will any gen- 
tleman here undertake to make me believe that this educated und 
accomplished lawyer counted 207 votes for Mr. Darrall when there 
were only 79 votes for him in the ballot-box, and that he counted for 
his own candidate only 63 votes when he had 158 votes in the box? 

Now, gentlemen, if any of you in your own districts, at your own 
election precincts, knew that the officer of election who represented 
the opposite political a d as an intelligent, accomplished, and 
educated gentleman, would it be ible to make you believe that 
he could have made any such glaring and preposterous mistake, that 
he could have committed a blunder so great as to give one candidate 
a large majority when in fact the other candidate had a large major- 
ity? I say it is an insult to Mr. Talbot to insinuate that he conld 
ha ve made such a blunder, He says he might have made some mis- 
takes, but he does not say he might have made a mistake of this 
scandalous character, 

Now, here is the testimony of two officers of the election who de- 
clare on their oaths that they took these tickets and counted them 
one by one and name by name. In the face of such evidence, judges, 
do you propose now to declare that this count made by intelligent 
men was utterly and completely erroneous? Yet, as I said before, if 
you fail to give the contestant this one poll, with regard to which I 
say in the presence of this House that there is not one jot or tittle of 
evidence to Wa you in changing the vote —if yon fail to give him 
this one poll his case is gone, and the meager majority which the 
Committee of Elections have figured out for him melts away and he 
is left in a hopeless minority. 

All this is on the theory that this box could not have been tam- 
red with and that it never was tampered with. Why could it not 

ave been tampered with? The majority of the Committee of Elec- 
tions conclude to throw out poll No. 1 because they say the seals were 
broken. Then I would like to know upon what rule of law or justice 
they count poll No. 5, where there was no seal to break. I say now, 
in the presence of the contestant himself and in the presence of gen- 
tlemen who represent him here, that there was nothing in God’s world 
to prevent the unlocking of that box and the changing of the ballots. 
The ballot-hole was sealed, but not the key-hole. Nor is there any 
giona that the lid of the box was sealed down to the body of the 

x. 

It was just as if a man should bar his windows with triple bars of 
iron and then lock his door with a ten-cent lock and think himself 
secure. Gentlemen of the majority of the committee, I see no reason, 
I see no grounds why you should refuse to count a box because the 
seals appear to have been tampered with and yet count a box which 
was not sealed at all. I do not know the nature of the lock, but I 
know the kind of cheap and worthless locks that are generally put on 
these boxes. Isay there was nothing to prevent the box being opened 
at anytime. It was left unguarded in an old county court-honse, yet 
four months after the election they bring forth this box and in the 
face of testimony like this which I have read the majority of the com- 
mittee pretend to unseat a gentleman on this floor and to give his 
place to another. I will not review the evidence concerning all these 
polls. It is all as weak as the evidence which I have reviewed. 

Now, gentlemen, I would like to know whether our seats upon this 
floor depend upon so frail a tenure that a ballot-box which has been 
kept for four months in an old county court-house can be raked ont 
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and a totally different resalt exhibited, for bear in mind here is no 
mere mistake; it is a complete reversal of the whole result. 

It is as though the State of Ohio, for instance, had gone for the 
republican party by a majority of 200,000 and yet it should appear by 
arecount after the election that the State had really given a wajority 
of 100,000 the other way. 

In this case we are asked to suppose the possibility of a mistake of 
1,300 votes ont of 3,000! Gentlemen, such a thing is unknown in the 
history of American politics; it is unknown in the history of the 
world. Such a mistake never has occurred, and it will never again 
be claimed that it could occur. A mistake of 1,300 votes in a total 
of 3,000! It is preposterous. It is the most absurd and ridiculons 
claim that was ever made in any court of justice. It exceeds in its 
ey anything that was ever set up, either in Congress or out 
of it. 

Sir, it is not worth while for us who have seats in this House to 
entertain the notion that we were elected, nobody here zan say that 
he waselected, if four mouths after the election the ballot-boxes can be 
raked ont and it can be shown that there was a mistake in more than 
one vote out of every three. You who are so fortunate or so unfortunate 
as to have seats hereafter iu the American Con had best bring your 
ballots with you, stamped, sealed, and filed, else you will not know at 
what moment some parish jadge in his majesty may order a recount 
and show that so far from your having been elected there was a large 
majority the other way. Why, sir, I caro not what majority a man 
may have; I care not though his majority may be as large as that of 
the distinguished gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] who camo 
out of the land of the setting sun and captared the votes of the gal- 
lant cavaliers of the thirteenth ward of New York. I make this allu- 
sion in no spirit of disrespect to the gentleman, for I have a great 
regard for him; I have done what perhaps few other gentlemen here 
have done. I have read his books, [Laughter.] But I say, though 
the vote of a member holding a seat on this floor were four hundred 
times that of his opponent, it would be as nothing compared with the 
slow but certain growth of time and the powers of a county judge. 

Sir, we are poor mistaken mortals who think we can hold our seats 
here by virtue of official counts on election nights. What are such 
advan compared with the fortunes of the favored few whose 
ballots grow in the boxes like potatoes in a hill, while ours dry up 
and fade away into dim and airy nothingness, 

Sir, it is not worth while, it seems to me, to dwell longer upon this 
branch of the case. It is not worth while to attempt further to show 
the utter preposterousness, the utter ridiculousness, of this so-called 
second count. 

But there is another proposition to which I ask your attention. If 
the jndges of this court who are soon to pass under their oaths upon 
a case of private right between man and man, if the judges who are 
to perform this highest and most sacred of all functions will give 
their attention for a moment, I should like to ask them how they rec- 
oncile this count of the parish judge with any principle of law known 
to American jurisprudence? The assumption before this House is that 
the parish judge acted as a court, and that he counted these votes by 
virtue of some judicial power. What was this parish judge of the 
parish of Iberville? He did not proceed in this matter by virtue of 
the laws of Louisiana, Oh, no; by the constitution of that State his 
jurisdiction in contested-election cases attaches only where the yearly 
salary of the office does not exceed $500. Therefore it is not under 
the State law that he claims to have performed this fanction. Then 
it must be under the law of the United States. 

The Revised Statutes declare that— 

When any contestant or returned member is desirous of obtaining testimony ro- 
specting a contested election, he may apply for a salpasna to cither of the follow. 
oe who may reside within congressional in which the election 
to be contested was held: 

First. Any judge of any court of the United States 

Second. Any o „Judge, or justice of a court of record of any State. 

Third. Any mayor, recorder, or intendant of any town or city. 

5 Any register in bankruptcy or notary public.—Revised Statutes, section 


Therefore this parish judge of the parish of Iberville, who assumes 
to have counted these votes as a court, was nothing more than a com. 
missioner to take testimony—nothing more in that particular sphere 
than a mayor of a town, or a register in bankruptcy, or a notary pub- 
lic. He says that he acted by virtue of the statutes of the United 
States, section 123. Now, what are the powers of this officer under 
that provision. Listen to this, because the whole case turns upon it: 

The officer shall have power to require the production of papers; and on the re- 
fusal or neglect of any person to produce and dehver up any paper or in 
his on g to the election, or to produce and deliver up certified or 
sworn copies of the same in case bg Ags be oficial shall be 
liable to all the penalties prescribed in section 116. 


But here is the clause to which I ask particular attention : 


All papers thus produced, and all certified or sworn copies of official 
shall be transmitted by i officer, with the testimony of the 8 
Clerk of the House of Kepresentatives.—Revised Statutes, section 123. 

This parish judge in the parish of Iberville had the right to call for 
the production of papers; but for what purpose? To send the papers, 
or certified copies of those papers to this court, in order that we might 
judge of the evidence. He had the right to swear experts upon the 
motion of either party; bat for what purpose In order that we 
might see and examine the testimony of those experts and pass upon it 


papers, such persons 
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ourselves. But what has he done? He has not sent us the evidence; 
he has sent us his own conclusions and judgment upon the evidence. 
He has not sent us the testimony of the experts; he has sent us the 
finding of the experts, promulgated and approved by him. 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, are you going pe e 
sanction to such a proceeding? Are you going to unsettle an official 
count here upon tke so-called judgment of one who styles himself a 
judge and a court, but who is in reality nothing more than a commis- 
sioner to take testimony, a register in bankruptcy, or a notary public? 
There is absolutely no law for that proceeding—none whatever. We 
have not the evidence so that we can pass upon it; we have the con- 
clusions of this man—this man of high-sounding title, who talks as 
though he was the Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, but who is really only a petty country magistrate. 

I trust that the members of this House will not forget the name of 
this celebrated judge. I would like to p him by the hair and 
rescue him from that oblivion to which he seems likely to be con- 


signed. 

p PAREA has been very rich in the matter of returning boards. 
She has been celebrated in that connection. She has produced per- 
haps more illustrious characters in that department than any other 
State in this Union, but I assert that the most distinguished and, if 
justice were done, the most illustrious returning officer who was ever 

nown in the history of the world is “James Crowell, parish judge 
of the parish of Iberville.” Why, in the old returning-board days in 
Louisiana there used to be a mistake sometimes or a dispute about 
one vote in ten. John Lynch returned Louisiana for Grant, though 
he had only a few scattering returns in his hands. The late demo- 
cratic returning board went several better than that and returned 
the State for Tilden without having in their possession any of the 
legal returns whatever. But after all there was only a dispute about 
a few votes, there was only a question about one vote in ten. Besides, 
those gentlemen acted by virtue of the petty laws of the State; but 
here comes a returning officer, clothed with the majesty of the Fed- 
eral Government. Listen to the order “ of James Crowell, parish 
judge of the parish of Iberville :” 


in open 
the sworn experts whom I shall appoint, for a recounting of the said ballots, and to 
remain in their presence; and, after the said count has finished, to again take 
oan ent the said boxes, seal the same, and retain them, as provided by 
W. 


oer under m pager perry ade bs key by hog agua States statutes, 
as parish parish, Marc 3 
3 z JAMES CROWELL, 
Parish Judge. 
Then follow other orders: 
In the name of the President of the United gorge I, James Crowell, parish 
{nage and acting under the Revised Statutes of the United States as the oficer 
ore whom the taking of testimony in the case of J. H. Acklen ve. C. B. Darrall 
in Some, Doroin yon te sbpees in sree curs Re Sater eee me to be admin- 
istered, to act as experts in the recounting of the lots cast at the last el 
of November 7, 1876, for Congresaman from tho third con, district, sai 
boxes now being in possession of the clerk of this court, and of said recount to 
make a true return. 
March 6, 1877. 
JAMES CROWELL, 


Parish Judge, 


“Do you, C. W. Colton, George A. Harrison, James R. Jolley, and J. H. Shanks, 
appointed as experts to recount the votes for Congressman in the case of J. H. 
Acklen vs. C. B. Darrall, solemnly swear, in the presence of Almighty God, to 
carefully count said votes now in the ballot boxes and to make a true return there- 
of; so help you God?" : 

The above oath was duly administered by me to the experts therein named, who 


are to recount the votes in this case. 
JAMES CROWELL. 
Parish J 


That is the way he goes on and renders what gentlemen here seri- 
ously pretend to call a judgment! 

Mr. ELLIS. What party is responsible for his position? 

Mr. LEONARD. He was an ardent supporter of the contestant at 
the late election, and I suppose he belongs, therefore, to that gentle- 
man’s party. 

I was glad to hear my colleague ask me the question he did, becanse 
it indicates that he would be ashamed to acknowledge that he be- 
longed to the same party as this parish judge. I know he would be 
ashamed to sanction any such proceedings as these as coming from 
any decent officer in the United States of America. 

Why, sir, this all is the most absurd and ridiculous proceeding ever 
printed in the annals of Congress; a petty officer, acting as commis- 
sioner to take testimony, coming forward and saying: “I command 
you to count these votes, you whom I name as experts, by the author- 
ity of the Revised Statutes and in the name of the President of the 
United States.” Well, it seems that the “ experts” appointed by this 
officer, who acted by the authority of the Revised Statutes and in the 
name of the President of the United States, discharged their duty. 
It seems the votes were recounted under his order by his experts 
while he sat there and looked on in his majesty, and after they had 
counted the votes they certified to the count and he certified to their 
finding, and that is all there is to this case. We have the pretended 


judgment of this petty official, who ot himself a court, acting in 
the name and by the authority of the Federal Union. 

Sir, as I have said before, the history of Louisiana is rich in the 
department of returning ere tiek in extraordinary history record- 
ing elections. From the day when John Slidell returned more votes 
in the of Plaquemine than there were people in that parish, 
from the time when John Lynch counted affidavits for votes down 
to the most recent period, we have interesting history on the subject 
of Louisiana returning boards. But I say there is nothing iu all that 
history to compare in its audacity and preposterousnes with this 
wonderful canvass in which Judge James Crowell acted by authority 
of the Revised Statutes and in the name of the President of the 
United States. Sir, justice will one day be rendered back to him who 
rendered justice, an oe ungrateful man may forget Mr. Cro- 
well, yet when the trump of judgment sounds and John Lynch and 
Jobn Slidell press forward to claim their reward, they will hear a 
voice coming out of the darkness and saying unto them, Stand back, 
make way for James Crowell, parish judge, who returned Iberville 
democratic by the authority of the Revised Statutes and in the name 
of the President of the United States.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. POTTER. In this case three certificates from the executive of 
the State of Louisiana bave been submitted to this House. The first 
and second of these certificates declare that Mr. Darrall is entitled to 
the seat in question, bot the third, the latest certificate, declares that 
upon a corrected statement Mr. Acklen is entitled to the seat. When 
this House was about to organize I was asked by the Louisiana dele- 
gation whether I thought Mr. Acklen was entitled upon these certifi- 
cates to be put upon the Clerk’s roll of members instead of Mr. Dar- 
rall, and I decided that he was not and that Mr. Darrall was entitled 
prima facie on the certificates to be seated. Mr. Darrall having then 
and rightly I think received his seat, his right to retain it upon the 
merits is now presented to us, 

The resnlt of the election in this district depends upon the true 
result of the election in the parish of Iberville. In the rest of the 
district outside of Iberville, and excepting this parish, it is substan- 
tially agreed on all hands that Acklen has a majority of 63 votes. 
The parish of Iberville as originally counted gave Mr. Varrall a ma- 
jority of about 900 votes, whereas as recounted it gives Mr. Acklen a 
majority of about 400 votes. 

So the right of Mr. Acklen to his seat depends upon this recount. If 
this recount is valid and should be aeggpted, then beyond peradvent- 
ure Mr. Acklen should have the seat; and, on the o hand, if this 
recount is invalid or for any reason ought not to be accepted, then 
Mr. Darrall should retain the seat. 

In regard to this recount it is to be remembered that the laws of the 
State of Louisiana provide for a recount at any time before the next 
term of the court. Now, the next term of the court was to be held in 
January, and this recount did not take place until March or April; 
but in fact, as the committee tell us, no court was held in January. 
The person who undertook to hold the court then was not the proper 
judge and transacted no business, and nothing was then done or acted 
upon, The State government in Louisiana at that time was in dispute 
and the general situation such as naturally delayed the transaction 
of any business of a judicial nature. 

Mr. PRICE. Have you seen the certificate of the clerk of Port- 
land that there was an election held on the 2d of January? 

Mr. POTTER. Yes, I have; but 1 do not regard that as conclusive 
or overriding the other evidence in the case. 

Mr. PRICE. Was he not an official of the court who had authority 
to issue the certificate? 

Mr. POTTER. Undoubtedly, but you cannot treat that certificate 
as controlling upon this point. 

Mr. PRICE. Was not such a certificate bound to be ized? 

Mr. POTTER. At that time there was a dispute in Louisiana as to 
the ity of the judge. 

Mr, PRICE. Do you deny that this is not only a question of law, 
but a fact, that a clerk of a court is more likely to know it than any 
man living, the judge himself excepted? 

Mr. POTTER. The clerk could not have known the fact of whether 
the court was held any better than any other man who was present. 
Could he have known when it rained better than the men who stood 
out doors and got wet, because he was a clerk ? 

Mr. PRICE. We do not know when it rains down there. 

Mr. POTTER. I will proceed with my remarks. The gentleman 
has the benefit of his certificate. But behind that there remains the 
fact that there was a recount before there was any actual session of 
the court held, and that the session of the court was held as soon as 
was practicable. There remains also the further fact that the Revised 
Statutes of the United States authorize in contested-election cases 
the taking of certain evidence, and that this recount was part of the 
evidence so taken. This recount was made upon the authority of the 
parish judge, about whom the learned gentleman [Mr. LEONARD] de- 
clai so fervently. This recount was made upon the order of that 
Jonga nug as he declared, in pursuance of the authority given him by 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Now I quite agree that recounts are dangerous things and ought not 
to be accepted unless upon conclusive evidence, 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, I desire to ask the gentleman a question 
in reference to the law of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. POTTER. As I may not be sufficiently acquainted with the 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1219 


laws of Louisiana to answer the gentleman’s question properly I pre- 
fer leaving it with some gentleman who is better acquainted with 
those laws than I am to answer the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. ELLIS. I may be able to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. POTTER. Then I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] to repeat his question, and then afterward to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] to answer it. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
POTTER] stated that under the statute of Louisiana there can be a 
recount at any time before the next term of court inthecounty. The 
law fixes the time of holding the court to be on the first Monday 
in January. He states from the evidence that he was satisfied that 
no term was held in January. Now I ask him, as I ask the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, what is the object of that provision, whether 
or not it was a limitation of the time of the court, pure and simple, 
or whether the statute of Louisiana was to enable somebody to take 
in the matter before the next ensuing session of the 
court. 

Mr. ELLIS. Section 13 of the law provides simply that the clerk 
shall take into his custody and safely keep the ballot-boxes until after 
the next term of the district or criminal court for that parish. I im- 
agine that the objects of the law are twofold: in the first place, for 
the 1 of 5 as to illegal or fraudulent voting, 
and in the second p subserve the purpose of contest of a right to 
a seat here and as to the title of parish officers. But I hardly suppose 
that the gentleman doubts the right of this House to go behind a State 
statute and pursue as far as possible every fact it can bring to bear; 
or will he concede to a State the power to abridge the power of Con- 
gress to investigate the right of any gentleman to his seat here? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wil read that part of the statutes of 
the State of Louisiana touchiny on this matter: 

Section 13, act says: “ Tally-lists sball be of the and after 
the count the allet, N rn OE en ut back into — ey prasi Eem) until 
after the next term of the criminal or court, as the case may be; and in the 
porao except Orleans, the commissioners of 3 one of them selected 

‘or that purpose, shall carry the box and deliver it to the clerk of the district court, 
who preserve the same as above required.” 


Mr. EDEN. I desire to know who is entitled to the floor. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. YEATES.) The gentleman from | is 


New York, [Mr. POTTER.) 

Mr. PRICE. In that connechion I want to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question. 

Mr. EDEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EDEN. Who is entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Potter, ] for a limited time. 

Mr. PRICE. May I ask the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. POTTER] yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] 
to ask a question, 

Mr. PRICE, I want to ask a question in connection with what the 
chairman of the Committee of Elections has just stated. He says 
that the law of Louisiana requires that the t-boxes, and the bal- 
lots as a matter of course, shall be kept until the next term of the 
district or criminal court. That is admitted on all hands. They are 
to be kept for the purpose of using the ballots at that time legally 
for some purpose. The clerk of the court is the custodian of these 
ballots, and he certifies that the court was held on the second day of 
January. Now the conclusion isthat the clerk did not consider him- 
self bound any longer for the safe-keeping of theso ballots, and con- 
sequently the ballots were not in the keeping of anybody after that 
time. That is the conclusion from the evidence. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman has asked a question and has an- 
gwered it to his own satisfaction. I should not myself draw that con- 
clusion. I should suppose it was an idle law that directed the ballots 
to be kept until a fixed and certain day only. What must be meant 
is that they shall be kept until there is a court that can act upon 
them. The purpose of the law was to arp these ballots until the 
court could act upon them; not that they should be kept until a cer- 
tain day, which day happened to pass in this case, as it might in 
others, without any session of the court being held. Now, whether 
the Lage ng denoted by this parish judge was under the State stat- 

e Fede 


ute or th ral statute—— 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, though I do not like to interrupt him. 

The SP. ER pro tem Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I will hear the question. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. The question is this: the gentleman makes 
the statement that a term of the court was not in fact held; I want 


to know where that testimony is. I' have been unable to find any 
such testimony in the record. So far as I have been able to find any- 
thing in the record the only testimony in regard to the term of that 
court having been held is the certificate of the clerk of the court that 
it was held. 

Mr. POTTER. As to that I will answer the gentleman later. I 
am not familiar enough with the papers to find the evidence on the 
moment. This recount was directed by this officer upon probable 
cause, That is to say, application was made to him for a recount 


upon the statement that there were ballots in the boxes which had 
not been counted. The other side, that is Mr. Darrall’s side, was 
cited upon notice of that fact to be heard before him. Not only was 
there evidence before him to show that there were ballots in the 
boxes that had not been counted, but there was also evidence in re- 
gard to the condition of the boxes. When he had satisfied himself, 
first, that there were ballots that had not been counted, and second, 
that the boxes were in perfect order and in an untampered condition, 
he ordered a recount. As I am reminded, this officer was a republican 


jud 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

s The 3 pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to his col- 
e 
r. POTTER. I always yield to my colleagues. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman find in this record anywhere 
that that question was p upon judicially ? 

Mr. POTTER. Why, I find that the very order of the court direct- 
ing the recount had all that in it; and I should say that was passing 
apon it judicially, if the officer had any jurisdiction of the matter 
at a 

Mr. HISCOCK. [I fail to find any evidence that that was passed 
upon judicially. 

Mr. LEONARD. I do not want to bother the gentleman. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman does not bother me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. POTTER] is nearly out. 

Mr. LEONARD. The gentleman from New York is à distinguished 
lawyer. I ask him if the order made to take testimony was by a no- 
tary public or some other officer of the kind, was he a court? The 
fact that he was a court in some other function does not make him a 
eourt in this function. 

Mr. POTTER. No, sir; if he was not a court for this proceeding, 
it is immaterial whether he could hold a court for other proceedings 
or not; that, of course, I admit. 

Mr. LEONARD. He was not a court. 

Mr. POTTER. Perhaps he was not. At any rate I quite that 
his action or proceeding in this matter is not binding upon this House. 
Bat whether he was authorized to direct a recount or not his action 
is equally important as going to show what the fact as to the ballots 
cast at election was, for that is what we are after. In this pe 
ceeding judicial or quasi-judicial, it was all that there were bal- 
lots in the boxes which should have been and had not been counted 
for Acklen, and that the ballot-boxes had been preserved intact. 
Now when the ballot-boxes were opened and the ballots alleged to be 
there and to have been overlooked were found there, this application 
and the recount furnished convincing evidence as to the error of the 
original count and whether the parish judge had jurisdiction or not 
equally goes to show the true condition of the vote at the close of the 
election. 

Then let me say that the evidence shows the boxes to have been 
carefully preserved and intact except in four instances when the 

pers sealed over the key-hole and the hole for ballots had been 
eee ee es I think the evidence clearly shows. but in two 
of these cases the recount agreed with the original count (polls 8 and 
10) and in the other two cases (polls 1 and 7) the committee reject 
the recount ; so that, as I understand, it is only when the condition of 
eas was beyond controversy the recount has been considered 
at 

The manner in which the recount was conducted I understand to 
be unquestioned. It was conducted by the representatives of both 
parties, and openly, with every one who was interested about, and 
no exception whatever is taken to it. Therefore we are reduced in 
this case just to this: were the ballots found in the boxes when they 
came to be reopened there when the election was closed? If they 
were, then the original count was erroneous. 

I quite agree that that is a point upon which we must be fully sat- 
isfied before we give effect to the recount. In considering this it 
is in the first place to be observed there is evidence outside of the 
boxes themselves confirming the result of the ballots as they ap- 
peared on the recount and going to show that mos were the ballots 
which were in the boxes when the election was c , for we haye 
the testimony of certain of the republican managers who declare that 
they were opposed to Mr. Darrall, that they caused certain repub- 
lican ballots to be printed exactly like the regular ballots, from which 
Mr. Darrall’s name was omitted, and certain other republican bal- 
lots otherwise exactly like the regular ballots with Mr. Acklen’s 
name in place of Mr. Darrall’s name; that they distributed those bal- 
lots and caused them to be voted. One of each of those ballots is 
now here before me. 

They are evidently from the same press with the regular republican 
ballots, and in their heading, backs, and general appearance are exactly 
alike; and nobody without scrutinizing them very closely and for a 
considerable time could find out who is the member of Con voted 
for, becanse on each ticket there are forty-nine names; and there was 
no scrateh of a pen upon any of them to invite attention to a change; 
the type of all the tickets was exactly alike; and it was necessary to 
hunt down the list and find the name of the member of Congress, 
with one’s attention specially called to that point, before one could 
tell whether the ballot was for Darrall or for Acklen. 

Now, it is beyond question that these Acklen ballots were distrib- 
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uted and put inthe boxes. It is equally beyond question that on the 
first return only one republican ballot was returned on which Ack- 
jen's name was inserted, and that no republican ballots, blank as to 
the member of Congress, were returned at all. That is, the first re- 
turn gave Darrall the regular republican vote. Thus we have the fact 
established that this operation was arranged, the ballots were distrib- 
uted and went into the boxes, and the persons who made the first count 
did not return them as they must then have been. Indeed there is 
every reason why they should not then have noticed or returned them. 
Take poll 5, of which the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LEONARD] 
spoke just now and in to which he read the evidence of the 
supervisor as to his having scrutinized the ballots. Why, sir, at 
that poll there were 300 ballots cast and on each of them there were 
forty-nine names, making nearly fifteen thousand names in all; yet 
it is in evidence that the boxes from that poll were returned to the 
proper authorities after the votes had been counted within one hour 
alter the closing of the polls, Now, it is absolutely a physical impos- 
sibility that those fifteen thousand names should have been read over 
in that hour or in many times more than that period. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I have fifteen minutes of my hour re- 
maining. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PotreR] that he may continue his remarks. 

Mr. POTTER. Of course it is obvious that the election officers go- 
ing over these ballots hastily would first count them by their backs 
or by their headings, as they testify they did. Asthere had been no 
intimation that it was intended to scratch the republican ticket they 
would not look for such a scratch. If the scratching of Darrall’s name 
had been in ink they would naturally have seen it. If they had been 
told that there was an iutention to drop the regular candidate for Con- 
gress they would have looked particularly forthe name of the candi- 
date for that office. But the men who put up this scheme, if I may so 
call it, kept it secret for two reasons: First, because it was not neces- 
sary to tell the negroes ; the 2 as one of them himself expressed 
it, would have voted for a rattlesnake if Mr. Wharton, the man who 
directed this business, had told them to do so. And second 

Mr. REED. Why, then, xep it secret? 

Mr. POTTER. Because, as Wharton says, if it had been known that 
it was intended to carry through such an operation and to strike Dar- 
rall, the white managers on the republican side and Darrall’s friends 
would have put astop toit, would have interfered with and prevented 
it. To make it successful it was necessary to keep it secret and vote 
the so to speak, blind, as Wharton says was done. 

125 . Then the gentleman thinks this was a cheat, does 
he 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
yield for a question? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield for the question and I will answer it later. 

Mr. REED. Then answer another in connection with it. Do you 
intend to sustain the cheat ? 

Mr. POTTER. I will answer both. 

Mr. REED. Then I think your time will have to be extended. 

Mr. POTTER. There is besides this further confirmatory evidence 
that this difference in the ballots was not observed and that they re- 
mained unchanged until the recount. The aggregate of the votes 
upon the recount is found to be the same as on the first count; that 
is to say, on the recount you find there are so many more votes for Ack- 
len because there are republican tickets with Acklen’s name sub- 
stituted for Darrall’s, and so many more blanks because there were 
republican tickets with Darrall’s name omitted; but the aggregate of 

votes for Congress corresponds exactly with the original return, thus 

showing there could have been no addition to the number of tickets 
in the boxes originally; and the fact that a portion of these votes are 
blank for Congress, aud not all republican votes with Acklen's name 
upon them, corresponds with the original plan and is further confirm- 
atory evidence that those boxes had not been stuffed, but that the 
canvassers, not observing the substitution of Acklen’s name or the 
omission of Darrall's, had counted all the republican tickets for Dar- 
rall ; for if any one was going to stuff these boxes of course he would 
have stuffed them with republican tickets with Aekleu's name upon 


them for Congress, and not stuff them with tickets on which there |- 


was a blank for the name of the Congressman. 

In all these re; the facts correspond with the job Wharton put 
up, and taking what he proves he did and the recount together every- 
thing becomes perfectly clear when you have once seen the tickets 
und seen how naturally and easily in hastily calling them off the sub- 
stitution of Acklen’s printed name for Darrall’s or the omission of 
Darrall’s name might be overlooked. 

Now the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED} asks me whether I am 
in favor of countenancing a put-up job” like this. I answer him 
frankly, I am not; but that is not the question here. I will state the 
real question, which I agree is important; and Ido not intent to avoid 
it in the least. Here itis proved that certain republican managers, ont 
of a feeling of dislike toward the regular republican candidate, entered 
into a secret arrangement to deprive him of the regular party vote 
and that by reason of a mistake on the part of the canvassers at the 
first count, this intended trick, (if you call it a trick,) this purpose 
did nat become operative. The question then recurs whether when 
persons have undertaken to deceive voters in that respect, (if it was 
a deception in this case,) and the intended deception has failed to 


become operative, Congress ought to give it effect. Now Ido not 
intend to avoid that question in the least; I mean to look it straight 
in the face; and I answer that I think we are bound by the true 
count of the votes cast, even if one of the candidates was thus wronged 
or cheated. 

Mr. REED. Which count? 

Mr. POTTER. In this case that is by the recount. Here I think 
it likely that as regards this vote nobody was cheated, for I assume 
that these negroes would have voted exactly as Mr. Wharton told 
them, for he is the man who ran them; so that in voting for Acklen 
instead of Darrall as he wished, they did ignorantly what they would 
have done intentionally, and therefore are not hurt in the least. But 
I want to answer the gentleman’s question fully and frankly by say- 
ing what we ought to do in this case. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELLIS obtained the floor and said: I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Potrer] five minutes of my time. 

Mr. POTTER. If we venture to go behind the votes that were 
really cast—and I assume now that the recount gives us the true re- 
sult of the votes cast, and that these votes were procured by the trick 
mentioned—if we say that we will not give effect to thiscount because 
persons intended to vote differently from the way they did vote, we 
open a door which we never can close. Upon such an inquiry as that 
we sega 8 could 8 an election case within the sitting of a Con- 
gress. course it is a very great misfortune, a very great evil, where 
frand of any kind is intended, that it should . 

But I think we are bound to ascertain and then to give effoct to 
the votes as cast, and that we cannot safely inquire into the intention 
of persons casting them, for that wonld be to open the door for an 
inquiry Congress would never be able to determine; an inquiry which 
as it might involve the intentions of each one of many thousan 
voters, could never be carried out so as to afford practical results. 

Beyond this, the experience of the returning board of this very 
State of Louisiana has shown that when once you set about inquiry 
into the purpose of voters, into whether they voted as they meant to 
vote or were cverced or defranded, you o the way for far greater 
evils and frauds than by adhering to the votes cast. Some other 
remedy for these wrongs must be found than disregarding the votes 
cast and assuming they do not represent the voters’ wish. To do that 
would be, has proved where attempted, to be far more dangerons than 
any of such election tricks as Wharton’s. Indeed, where is the line 
to be drawn by which the voters ballot is to be taken as represent- 
ing or not representing his wishes? So long as it is lawful to solicit 
votes; to urge the voter who to vote for and who to scratch ; to teil 
him which is the right and which is the wrong ticket, just so long 
such election tricks as this of Wharton’s will continue. And how- 
ever else they should be punished or prevented, and however odious 
they are, experience has shown that it will not do because of them 
to refuse to count the ballots as and for whom they were cast. 

Mr. REED. But I su you are opening the official count for 
the purpose of giving effect to this fran 

Mr. POTT No; we are opening the first offleial count only to 
determine the true number of votes actually cast and for whom, and 
it does happen incidentally we find that a fraud, if you call it a fraud, 
of this sort was perpetrated; but we cannot reach or allow for that 
without going into the intention of the voters, and that it is neither 
safe nor practicable to do. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, one of 
its clerks, announcing the passage by that body of a bill (H. R. No. 
1591) for the relief of the Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of Columbia, Georgia, with amendments in which concurrence 
was requested. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills; in which 
concarrence was reqnested: 

An act (S. No. 17) amending the laws ting pensions to the 
soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and their widows, and for other 


purposes; 
An act (S. No. 285) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Stone; 
An act (S. No. 596) to regulate the compensation of postmasters, and 


for other papoa: 
An act (S. No. 686) granting a pension to Mary Emma Baptist, and 
Daisy Baptist, minor child; 
An act (S. No. 697) granting a pension to Annie L. Robbins; and 
An act (S. Na. 704) granting a pension to Grace Aikens. 


LOUISIANA CONTESTED ELECTION—ACKLEN VS. DARRALL, 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the House while, as 
well as lungs oppressed with a very bad cold will permit me, I tedion:ly 
examine this case; and I desire to state now in the outset that my 
purpose will be to convince this House that the contestant was fair] 
elected and is entitled to a seat here. After careful and thorong 
investigation of the law and of the- testimony in this case, I have 
arrived at that conclusion, and now for the contestant, whose per- 
sonal as well as political friend I am, I desire to state boldly that if 
any Representative here, be he democrat or republican, after accord- 
ing to me a patient hearing, be not convinced that Joseph H. Acklen, 
the contestant, was legally and fairly elected to a seat here in this 
body, it is my earnest desire and request that you vote against him. 
Let us, then, approach the investigation of the case. 
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Omitting poll 17 of the parish of La Fourche and the entire parish 
of Iberville, the contestee approaches the disputed points of this 
election and the contested polling-places with 23 majority. in I 
say and desire to impress that, omitting poll 17 of La Fourche Parish 
and omitting Iberville entirely, the contestee, the sitting member, has 
23 majority: This statement is in accordance with the count of the 
Nicholls or present State board of canvassers, for I presume that no 
one here will dispute that the canvass of the Wells-Anderson return- 
ing board is entitled to no respect whatever. Under the testimony 
adduced in this case, as well as by the evidence of the public history 
of the country, fraud, crime, forgery, the carrying out of every dev- 
ilish machination that ever was conceived by the most devilish i 
nuity to defraud the will of a people and strangle the popular voice 
were carried out and executed by that now immortally infamous re- 
turning board. 

Here is the testimony of republicans themselves, of Ledet, of Vea- 
zie, and others, showing the frauds committed by themselves; while 
that board exercised judicial powers which under the constitution of 
State of Louisiana it had no right to do, rejected what it pleased, the 
counted what it pleased, stifled a voice here, a poll there, the will of the 
people all the time, and counted the vote simply to subserve their own 
purposes and tocarry out not the will of the whole people but only their 
own will or that of their pory Under the constitution of Louisiana, 
the judicial power is confe: upon supreme, upon district, and parish 
courts, and justices of the peace by one article, and another article 
of that constitution limits the power and confines it expressly to the 
courts named. : 

Now, the Legislature, in violation of the constitution, did confer 
judicial power spon this returning board. The law was unconstitu- 
tional; it was illegal, and it is null and void; and its execution in 
this regard by the members of that board was unconstitutional, ille- 
gal, and void. After the accession of the legal State government 
the Legislature passed a new law with provisions for a new board of 
canvassers, and the executive of the State appointed a new board of 
canvassers ; and by the order of the islature the returns of the 
election as forwarded by the commissioners from the polls were 
taken by this board of canvassers—one of whom was a strong par- 
tisan friend of the contestee, the sitting member—a board composed 
of republicans and democrats, fair-minded men, and they recanvassed 
the vote of the State and cut down the sitting members majority 
from the estimate of the Wells-Anderson board over 1,000 votes. 
I take that canvass in which there was no exercise of judicial power; 
in which the vote was recanvassed as it was cast, as the true and 1 
count, and under that count, as I stated before, omitting poll No. 17 
of the parish of La Fourche and the entire vote of the parish of Iber- 
ville, the sitting member has 23 majority. 

Seven democratic members of the Committee of Elections and three 
republican members of the Committee of Electious are agreed that 

ll 17 of the parish of La Fourche should not be counted. Why? 

nse the testimony of the republican supervisor himself, the tes- 
timony of other respectable and responsible witnesses, shows con- 
clusively that the place of holding the election was changed from the 
usual and legal place just on the eve of the election more than a mile 
away, to a strange and unusual place, for the purpose of concealing 
from the democratic voters the whereabouts of the poll, and thereby 
men who were entitled to vote and men who would have voted, not 
being able to find a place of voting, were deprived of their votes. 
There is no dispute as to this fact, and it was but a single instance of 
the practice of one of those dark ways and vain tricks of which the 
republican party in Louisiana become masters and — and for the 
successful practice of which to defeat the popular will the late elec- 
tion laws of that State and returning boards were institated and or- 


Bat to the point. The place of pene the election at poll 17 was 
changed and no notice ee Now, all laws in regard to the place 
of election are mandatory, and their violation vitiates and renders null 
the election. This principle is elementary and will not be disputed. 
The supreme court of Louisiana sap yee upon poll 17 of La Fourche 
Parish, and they-excluded it by decree which was rendered, case 
of Welre rs. Wilton. The lan of Associate Justice Egan, who 
delivered the opinion of the court in that case, was very inted, and 
he held that no election had been beld at poll 17 in La Fourche Par- 
ish. Therefore the committee excluded it a gripe and justly 
from the count in this contest. At that poll the sitting member 
received 86 votes and the contestant received no vote. Now, 86 
votes taken from the 23 majority with which the sitting member 
approaches this contest leaves him just 63 in the minority; in other 
words, the contestant approaches the parish of Iberville with 63 ma- 
pm: That parish alone remains to be considered, and upon the 
result there depends the decision of this cause. 

Contestant’s claim is based mpgs a recount of the votes in that 

arish for both boards. The Wells-Anderson as well as the present 
eke ve the sitting member nearly one thousand majority. The 
issue, then, is between the original count and the recount. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, with what jealousy the law regards these re- 
counts. I know that the very word “recount” is open to suspicion 
and is fraught with grave doubt. The law has jealously guarded 
these recounts. It has proren for them, but it has jealously guarded 
them, and it is made obligatory upon him who wishes to take advan- 
tage of a recount to show that the boxes were the indentical boxes; 


that they were in the same condition as when delivered to their legal 
custodians; that they have not been tampered with, creating the pre- 
sumption that the ballots contained in them are the identical ballots 
cast at the election. When it is shown that they are the identical 
ballots they take rank in the legal and judicial mind as the very high: 
est evidence of the result of an election. In a leading case in Cal- 
ifornia, reported in 2 Brightly, the doctrine of recounts of ballots is 
most thoroughly discussed, and the principles I have cited are laid 
down. Furtherauthority for these principles are laid down by McCrary, 
and also by that great jurist Judge Cooley in his work on Constitu- 
tional Limitations. But around ot-boxes, legally in charge of a 
legal custodian, the law casts the general presumption that the officer 
has done his duty and has safely kept the ballots. Nor will the law 
presume that ballot-boxes bave been tampered with. The commission 
of a crime is never presumed. 

It will not be presumed in the absence of testimony that a crime 
was committed. So that these two presumptions of law are thrown 
around the boxes and argue to the legal and judicial mind that they 
were the identical boxes containing the identical ballots that were 
cast at the election. There is from the beginning to the end of this, 
voluminous record no single line, syllable, or scintilla of testimony 
which shows that they were ever interfered with the one way or the 
other. On the con the evidence is overwhelming and complete 
that they were carefully preserved and were the identical boxes con- 
taining the identical ts which were cast on the day of election. 
As such they constitute the best and most conclusive evidence of the 
result of the election. 

But some gentlemen—my colleague on the committee [Mr. PRICE] 
says and con s counsel argue that the time for preserving 
these boxes under the Louisiana statute having elapsed before the 
recourt was had the result of that recount cannot be received to do 
away with the original connt and canvass. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the election law of Louisiana. section 13, pro- 
vides that the clerk shall take and safely keep the ballot-boxes until 
after the next term of the district or criminal court for that parish. 
Under the law the term of that court should have been held on the 
first Monday of January. But it is a matter of history, it is proven 
in the testimony of W. V. Wharton —which I cite, as some gentleman 
asks for the name of the witness—that no term of the court was held 
at the day fixed by law. What was the object of preserving these 
ballots? Was it not that the grand jury might act in any case of 
alleged fraud in the election; or was it not to subserve the p 
of any contest brought into the court for State or parish officers 1 
And does the language of the statute providing for the custody of the 
ballots refer to a mere day? It fixes the day on which a court can 
act. But does it mean that the votes shall be preserved until a term of 
court can be held which can act upon any case in which these ballots 
might be of service as testimony? Clearly there can be no miseon- 
ception of the true spirit and true meaning of that section of the 
statute under consideration. 

No court was held. The clerk of the court says that a term was 
held, a term lasting one day, at which some gentleman named Cole— 
some “jolly old soul”—came and went through the form of opening 
and closing the court. There is no such judge in the State as Jud, 
Cole. There is no man named Cole who was judge then. There is 
no man named Cole who is judge now. There was a pretender named 
Cole. There was a man named Cole who was counted in by the in- 
famous edict of the infamous Wells and Anderson returning bo: 
and who pretended to act as judge for a single day. Lawyers 
to recognize him, litigants refused to ize him. He was tabooéd. 
He was refused recognition by everybody, and in consequence he went 
through the form of ing court, went home and never came back 

in. Such was the term of court which my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. PRICE,] says was a “term of 
court” within the intendment of the statute, at which these ballots 
might have been serviceable in the manner in which the law contem- 
plated they might be. Judge Charles McVea is the judge of that 
district court, and Judge Charles McVea held the first term of that 
court after the November election, in April, 1877, after thé recount. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Is the gentleman speaking from the record 
in this case, or outside of it? } 

Mr. agree My friend hy oa that Congress will ear comme 
zance of the co seals, ju ecrees, judgments; orders an 
sessions of the State courts. W. V. Wharton testiſies in his evidence 
that there was no truth in the certifleate of the clerk and that no 
court was held and he is corroborated by the public history of the 
omak, But granting for a moment that the State statute does 
limit the day for the preservation of these ballots; t tbat the 
law of Louisiana has declared that the ballots s be kept toa 
certain day and thereafter shall be of no account whatever and that 
the legal custody ends thereafter, Mr. S r, is there a lawyer on 
the floor, a man who has ever read the Constitution, a man who com- 
prehends the full right of Congress in the investigation of the title 
of a member to sit here, who believes that a State by statute can 
curtail the power of Co to pursue and p material truth 
wherever they find it, and utilize it as evidence in e Be case of 
contest here? No lawyer will set up such doctrine. e ballots 
were good and valid testimony on the day after they were cast; a 
month after they were cast; ten years after they were cast if it could 
be shown that they had never been tampered with and were the iden- 
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tical ballots cast at the election—ay, they are valid testimony as long 
as the names upon them remain to be read and to evidence the will 
of those who cast them: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me go briefly into the history of the election 
of this parish. Why is it that the republican candidate for governor 
received a majority of nearly thirteen hundred while the sitting mem- 
ber who was the republican nominee for Congress failed to receive the 
same majority ? ntleman says, the poor, ignorant negro 

blicans were duped and deceived! Does that gentleman com- 

lain of this ignorance? Who is responsible for making them voters? 
Ts not the pay of which the sitting member is a mem nsible 
ou think now that it was their ignorance which defeated 


ut, some 


for it? An 
Four party friend? Sir, they are not so ignorant as all this, and I am 
here to vindicate them from that charge. The colored voter knows 


generally the way he yotes. But, you claim that it is a matter of 
course that all the ne vote for your party and party candidates. 
Your theory is that where there are a thousand ne and a thou- 
sand white men in the South there must of n ty be a thousand 
democrats and a thousand republicans. That very assertion is made 
by your public men and in es republican newspapers. Ton deny 
to the negroes the right and capacity to vote as they please; to exer- 
cise that moral and mental liberty which is the dearest right of the 
American citizen. You claim the vote of the colored citizen as your 
partienlar and indefeasible property, and deny without hesitation 
that he can vote other than your party ticket. And thus far = 
have refused to believe that a colored man could or would vote other- 
wise than as his radical task-masters dictated. Is it not so? Do you 
men on the other side deny what Isay? I challenge denial. 

Mr. Speaker, I remember that a few gays ago this Hall was hushed 
in solemn silence while in presence of both Houses of Congress a 
painting was presented to the people representing that historic scene 
and moment when Abraham Lincoln signed the charter of the black 
man’s freedom. 

Sir, if the spirit of Lincoln could return to earth and su to the 
republicans a great truth, would it not say, “Let these colored citi- 
zens be free in mind and soul as well as in body. I strove to make 
them free, but as yet their bodies only are free. So far nobody has 
struck off the chains from their souls, You refuse to unshackle the 
mind; yon fiercely assert the right to dominate it. I intended they 
should be wholly free, and they are not so long as you claim the 
right to herd them at the polls to do your partisan behests.” Yes, 
Lincoln would agree with me that under the republican-party theory 
the negro is yet a slave. For do yon not say that the miserable 
body which mast crumble to dust is free, while the immortal part, 
that which must move and live and act forever in all the annals of 
God is a slave to you and a slave to your party. Now I deny that. 
I say that light is breaking on that people. I declare to you that 
the great frowning god of radicalism to which they have in the past 
bowed with more than Eastern devotion no longer sways their minds 
in superstitious obedience, and the steps that lead to his shrines are 
no longer worn by their too patient and faithful feet. er are 
rising in their manhood to a true realization of real liberty and to a 
full conception of their interests and the day of their eon liberty 
draws 3 They are asserting their rights to feel and to act as they 
pl and at the next election and in 1880, untrammeled, uncon- 
troed they will be found coming up to vote as they please, con- 
trolled by no superstitions regard for a ballot of a icular color 
or designated by talismanic devices, but controlled like other citizens 
by a due regard for their interests and welfare, and these will lead 
them in great part to swell the columns of that grand democratic 
army whose thunderous yet measured tread is at the very gates of 
every department of this 
need have no shadow of doubt. 

Mr. REED. We do not doubt it; we saw it achieved at the muz- 
zle of the musket and shot-gun a short time ago. 

Mr. ELLIS. I can understand how the gentleman would tempt 
me to leave the bt niet of this case to engage in the old strife of 
sectionalism; but he cannot tempt me now. When I shall have fin- 
ished my ent, if there be any time left me, I will pay my re- 
spects to the taunt of the gentleman, and will give it such response 
as will hurl it back and vindicate my slandered and patient people 
and section. 2 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the testithony in regard to the safe custody 
of these ballots. In the first place, this p judge, whose name 
and tion, and whose peculiar title ‘and style of addressing him- 
self, has attracted the attention of my poetic and eloquent colleague, 
[Mr. Leonarp.] He was formerly clerk of the district court and is 
now parish jadge. He testifies—and ke» and ever has been a repub- 
lican—in the most positive and emphatic manner that he received 
the ballot-boxes of Iberville Parish from thé commissioners, with the 
exception of one box, and that box was not one of those the recount 
of which is estimated in declaring the election of contestant. 

This republican official testified that he received these boxes and 
that he had kept them safely as long as he was in office as clerk, and 
when he surrendered the office to his suecessor they were exactly in 
the same condition as when he received them from the commissioner. 
He testified that from the time he entered the office up to the time 
he took the boxes they were safely kept, and that no one tampered 
with them. And he is positively corroborated by his deputy, who 
also swears as to the safe custody of the boxes and to suc ea 


public, Of this fact my republican friends | wen 


stances as demonstrate that it was almost impossible for any one to 
have had access to them. C., H. Gordon, the present clerk, who suc- 
ceeded Judge Crowell, also testifies most positively that he received 
the boxes from his predecessor and safely kept them up to the time 
when he obeyed the “subpana duces tecum” and surrendered the votes 
for the purposes of the recount, The commissioners who sealed the 
boxes testified that they were in the same condition as when 
sealed, and recognized and swore to their undisturbed and unbroken 
signatures which they had written over the seals, over the key-holes 
as well as over the a res used for the deposit of ballots, and 
which would nec ily have been broken had — —— been opened 
or tampered with. 

There can be no reasonable doubt that the boxes were safely kept 
from the time of the election and their deposit with the clerk until 
they were opened for the recount. The committee, out of caution, 
thought it right and proper to reject the recount of one of the votes 
because the paper used in sealing it appeared to have been torn and 
the commissioners were unable to identify their signatures. I say 
this in vindication of the great care and caution exercised by the com- 
mittee in the examination of this case, 

And now I desire to go back a little to discuss a point which in 
my hurry I neglected to notice, and which has a most important and 
material bearing in this case. The evidence lets a full flood of light 
upon the history of the election in Iberville, and gives a clear and 
cogent explanation of the causes which led to the defeat of the re- 
publican nominee for Congress while the republican candidates for 
eine! and President received over one thousand undisputed ma- 

ority. There was in Iberville Parish two republican candidates for 
State senator, Mr. Wharton, of Iberville, and Mr. Wakefield, of Saint 
Martin. They both belonged to the party of Mr. Darrall, the sitting 
member, and instead of running his own race and letting local mat- 
ters alone he interfered with very bad taste and very judgment 
in favor of Mr. Wakeficld. The keen, shrewd politicians who listen 
to me are well aware that in cases of this kind the true and only sen- 
sible plan is to run one’s own race, get all the votes one can, concili- 
ate both sides if a and interfere, if at all, only as mediator to 
endeavor to heal dissensions. The evidence of Hon. W. W. Wharton, 
page 33 of the record, shows what was Dr. Darrall’s course. He says: 

Tee: What is your age and residence! 

wer. I am thirty years of age. I reside in Plaquemines, Louisiana. 
ji What is your vocation ? 
Iam connected with A, S. Barnes & Company now. 
TT ATSA TOOLI FOA DEER OE LETNO TE IA election? 
Did take an active in 
eee e the election and travel throughout the parish 
A. Yes, sir. I was a candidate myself. 
2 Did you advocate Dr. Darrall’s election! ‘ 
No, sir. I was opposed to Dr. Darrall’s election. 
3 3 the republican parish committee f 


Were there two candidates for senator in the district? 
blican candidates and one democratic candidate. 
the senatorial honors did Dr. Darrall support ? 
supported Wakefield, but professed at the same time to be 
ae Will you state, Ar, es, all yon. know in ref 
` on si $ ou w in reference to the votes cast for 
Dr. Darra and J. M. Acklen for prepl ban in the pariah of Iberville? 

A. It was understood among the republicans there that on account of the posi- 
tion Darrall had taken in regard to the senatorial contest, and other objections th 
had against him—he never was popular there and never well liked—they woul 
beat him if it were possible, At the same time it was thought 8988 piia 
0 out 


. Well, he 


my 
, Morey, and others, that { proposed to beat Barrel und of course I 
work to do it. 

Then I call the attention of the gentleman to the testimony of an 
important witness. I refer now to Richard Weightman, a brilliant 
young journalist, and at present one of the editors of the New Orleans 

imes. He had just before been editing the New Orleans Bulletin. 
He was living away from the be ere district, but he testifies as 


rall h his friends, d told him 
thron an 
5 


follows: 

Question. Were you the editor of the New Orleans Bulletin previous to and dur- 
ing the late election ? 

Answer. Yes, sir; a short time ions to and during the whole campaign. 

Q. Do you of an opposi that existed toward Dr. Darrall among the 
prominent republicans in the city of New Orleans and elsewhere 


1 
A. Yes, sir; it was mention e Fase e I only knew of it from 
what they said. Judge Dibble was one of them. 
Judge Dibble was my opponent in the second district, and was 
ne of the campaign committee of the republican party in the 
tate, and one of its ablest leaders and finest organizers. Mr. Weight- 
men on te that Judge Dibble was one of those opposed to Mr, 
arrall: 


8 Give me a few other names also. 
nswer. Well, he mentioned the others. I know of General Sypher's opposi- 
tion to him. 

Sypher used to be here. He never was elected, but he was here for 
six or eight years without being elected once. But he is a very able 
leader and a bold, daring organizer, and lives in the contested district. 


But Mr. Weightman continues: 

mestion. Give me a few other names also. 

nswer. Well, be mentioned the others. I know of course of General Sypher's 
opposition to him. Judge Dibble mentioned Mr. Deslonde, late secretary of state, 
and told mo early in the campaign that he intended, if he could, to defeat Mr. Dar- 
rall. I mentioned that to you last summer, 
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. You also knew of Mr. Wharton's opposition to Mr. Darrall f 


. Yes; but not y. That was notorious. It was so notorious that I 
knew it without anybody’s having told me distinctly. 

Here is another witness, William H. Roberts, at present the corre- 
spondent of the New Orleans Times, and now in this city. He is 
another unprejudiced witness. He says: 

I am one of the editors of the New Orleans Times. 

roman Are yee acquainted with Chester B. Darrall ! 

Q Do sou know of an opposition that existed towards Mr. Darrall in the last 
election among prominent mombers of the reion party? 

A. It came to me as a matter of news that t was a bad split in the parish of 
Therville; that the more influential republicans were opposed to Mr. Darrall. I 
had occasion to make some inquiry about the matter and d it to be true, 

Q. Was he opposed in the city of New Orleans by members of the 
republican * also! 

@ contd you give some of the names f 

„ Well, yes, sir. Judge Dibble and General Sypher were opposed to him. I 
believe Danai Shelton Sas pakra to him. I pia that 8 to Skel- 
don about it he talked as thongh he did not favor him. 

I have gone over this testimony in order to account for the great 
discrepancy which existed in that parish between the vote for the 
sitting member and the vote for Mr. Packard for governor and Mr. 
Hayes for President. } 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman now permit me ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Iwill. 

Mr. PRICE. My friend and 1 differ about a question of fact. The 
testimony will settle it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Well, ask your question. 

Mr. PRICE. I will. We are talking about poll No. 5 now, which 
I say was not sealed. Talbot, the democratic commissioner of elec- 
tions, was examined and this is his testimony : 

estion. After you finished the count what did you do with the tickets? 
nswer. We placed them in the box and sealed it. I do not think that the 
ing of tho lock was sealed. 


Coleman, another commissioner, testifies as follows: 
8 Did you seal the box before bringing it to the oourt- house! 
nswer. Yes, sir. 


In what manner! 

. I sealed it over the hole where the ballots was shoved in. The key-hole, I 
did not seal it. Isealed the ballot-hole and delivered the box to the constable. I 
1 ants until the box was delivered to the clerk of the court; then I delivered 

m the > 

Q Were yon assisted in sealing the box by the other commissioners? 

. Yes, sir; I was. 

Did you place any seal or an over the key-hole? 

2 Ho, oir; mens at all. N z ? 

Now if you want anything stronger than that you will have to write 
it yourself. 

Ar. ELLIS. Now will the gentleman hold on a minute? 

Mr. PRICE. Certainly ; all day if necessary. 

Mr. ELLIS. Even granting that the key-hole ballot-box was un- 
sealed, how was it possible to get into the box without tearing the 
paper which was sealed on top of the box and drawn down and sealed 
on the same side of the box that contained the key-hole ? 

Mr. PRICE. The testimony is that there was no paper pasted over 
the key-hole, 

Mr. ELLIS. My friend and colleague on the committee has failed 
to notice anything but the most partisan testimony on his own side. 
If, however, it will ease him at all, I will admit that the key-hole 
was not sealed over. 

Here is the testimony of Mr. Talbot found on page 46 of the testi- 
mony in this case. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I decline to be interrupted until I get through with 
this point. If the gentleman will turn to page 47 of the testimony 
he will find that Mr. Talbot testifies as follows: 

estion. What did do with the box ! 

nswer. We gave itin — ed one of the commissioners, who brought it to 
the court-house, I subsequently examined the box and found it in the condition 
that I had sent it over in. 

The box was then produced and the witness continued his testi- 
mony as follows: 


open- 


Question. Please examine that box and see if it is in the same condition in which 
you delivered it to the clerk. 

Answer. Yes, sir; I believe it is. 

Mr. PRICE. Now, will you allow me to read a little? The t 
I make is that there was no paper even pasted over the key-holo; 
not only was the ballot-box not sealed, but there was no paper placed 
over it. 
3 no ELLIS. I admit again that there was no paper over the key- 

ole. 

Mr. PRICE. Here is the testimony of Mr. Coleman, one of the com- 
missioners: 

estion. Did seal or over the key-hole? 
Tres No, 5 Pon at all. BTT my 


The next question and answer of that same witness is this: 


Question. From the mannerin which those boxes were sealed and delivered to the 
— office, could the box have been unlocked and the tickets changed at any 


Answer. Of course. 


There was a seal over the ballot hole, but not over the key-hole; not 
even a eat 2775 ; 
Mr. . Ifit will keep the gentleman quiet I will admit again 


that the key-hole was unsealed. The point I had just finished when 
interrupted was to account for the great discrepancy between the 
vote of the sitting member and the vote of the republican candidates 
for governor and President. The reasons are plain, simple, natural. 
He had the bad judgment to interfere in a local election. He encoun- 
tered thereby the opposition of the most powerful and popular repub- 
lican in Iberville and three of the most powerful and 70 0% repub- 
lican leaders in the State; and these were Judge Dibble, General 
Sheldon, and Mr. Sypher. It is neither strange nor surprising there- 
fore, that Dr. Darrall was badly beaten in Iberville Parish, as he most 
undoubtedly was. ; 

But again, the evidence shows that Mr. Wharton supervised the 

rinting of the tickets for that 1 and that for the use of the repub- 
ican party in Iberville he caused twelve thousand tickets to be printed. 
That is not disputed. Six thousand of them—regular republican tick- 
ets—bore the name of * H. Acklen for Congress, t wo thousand of 
them bore the name of the sitting member, and fonr thousand of 
them had no name for member of Congress and no blank place for 
the candidate; it was omitted entirely, as if no such officer was to be 
voted for at the election. The evidence is plain, pointed, and posi- 
tive that these tickets were distributed at polls 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, 
in the parish of Iberville. They were placed in the hands of repub- 
licans and were distributed among the voters very freely and were 
in the hands of people about the polls on election day. The evidence 
is positive; it is almost undisputed in regard to this point. Now it 
is said that no voter has been fonnd to testify that he voted one of 
them. But, sir, men have testified that they voted these tickets. 
Wharton, for we voted such a ticket; George B. Lond voted such a 
ticket; C. H. Gordon voted such a ticket, and there are other republic- 
ans who have testified, from whose language there can be no man- 
ner of doubt that they voted these tickets. 

But it is not important whether 1 come up and testify that 
they voted this ticket or that ticket. e very object of the law in 
ordaining a sealed ballot is to enable the voter to vote as he pleases 
without anybody anywhere knowing how he votes. Suffice it to say 
that the boxes being found in the same condition that they were when 
first sealed and delivered to the clerk, the presumption is irresistible 
that the ballots were the same; and the recount shows that a tremen- 
dous mistake had been made by the commissioners, and that near 
one thousand of these Acklen or blank tickets were voted and failed 
rahe counted through the carelessness or neglect of the election 
officers. 

Now, it is said that it is very fe yee almost impossible, that 
such an error could have occurred. Mr. S er, the polls closed at six 
o’clock in the evening, and at six o’clock on a November evening in 
Louisiana the sun has gone down and darkness gathered about. There 
is no gas in that country, except in the mouths of certain politicians. 
LLaughter.] At the court-house or in the store or out-of-the-way place 
where these ballots were connted it was necessary to use candles; it 
is shown in the testimony that candles were used. Now, here is a 
ticket about ten inches long having 7 it forty-nine names. It is 
the straight republican ticket, except that it bears Acklen’s name for 
Con and was recognized as such. The mistake could only be 
discovered by the greatest care and closest scrutiny, and the evidence 
fully reveals how the mistake occurred. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the gentleman state how many republican 
witnesses swear that they voted the republican ticket with the con- 
testant’s name on it? 

Mr, ELLIS. I cannot remember the precise number. The record 
shows. It is immaterial, for no rule of law is better settled than that 
courts will not hear a voter to tell how he voted unless there be some 
ambignity on the face of the ticket; where no such ambiguity appears 
the ballot is taken as the evidence of the voter’s intention and action 
at the moment he cast the ballot. The gentleman will hardly contro- 
vert the principle. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Can goi approximate to the number of repub- 
licans who testified that they voted the republican Acklen ticket? 

Mr. ELLIS. From three to five testified in that way. 

Mr. MCKINLEY, Testified that they voted the republican ticket 
with the contestant’s name on it? 

Mr. ELLIS. Les, sir. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the 
such tickets were found with 
recount? 

Mr. ELLIS. I cannot now answer the gentleman’s question with- 
out sitting down and making a computation on paper, but I will send 
to the gentleman a tabulated statement 

Mr. McKINLEY, Well, there is a Very considerable discrepancy, 
as I understand, between the number who testified that they thus 
voted and the number of tickets that were afterward found. 

Mr. ELLIS. Oh, yes; there is a very wide difference between the 
number who testified in that way and the number who actually did 
so vote. But I again invoke the gentleman’s attention to that pro- 
vision of law which does not permit a voter to explain his ballot un- 
less there be some ambiguity. The ballot itself is the evidence of 
the voter’s intention, and the well-settled rule of law does not permit 
a voter to be heard in explanation of his ballot. Such testimon 
is immaterial here. The ballots show for themselves. Their identi- 
fication is perfect, and they are better evidence than the testimony of 
those who cast them. I repeat again that it is enough that the con- 


ntleman inform us also how many of 
e contestant’s name on them after the 
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testant has shown that these ballot-boxes were the identical ballot- 
boxes and the ballots were the identical ballots, and that the recount 
disclosed his election, without summoning Tom, Dick, and Harry and 
everybody else to testify how they voted and for whom. The law im- 
poses no such obligation upon contestant. 

Coming back to the point which I was endeavoring to elaborate, 
it will be seen how very easily, in the mode in which these ballots 
were counted, the mistake might have been made. The testimony 
is almost uniform that the ballots were counted in this way: the 
officers took all the ballots out of the box and separated them; then 
poster DA appeared to be straight republican tickets—that is, un- 
scratched tickets—they placed them in one lot; cites the straight 
democratic tickets they placed them in another lot; and then taking 
the scratched tickets (by which I mean tickets on which there were 
pencil or pen marks, the scratching out one name and substituting 
another) they separated them in another lot. That was the mode 
pursued at the various polls except, I believe, poll 9, where the 
tickets were carefully read before being counted. And here and now 
I call the especial attention of this House to the fact that at poll 9 
the evidence shows that every ballot was read and at that A i the 
contestee (Mr. Acklen) received 121 republican votes, and that the 
recount disclosed exactly the result as ascertained by the first count. 
This fact is very important and must be borne in mind. 

Thns having separated these tickets the commissioners merely tal- 
lied, finding out how many “straights” there were, say, one hundred 
and fifty straight republican tickets; they then tallied the Hayeselect- 
ors with that number of votes, contestee that number of votes, and 
so on through the entire republican ticket. Then counting straight 
democratic tickets they tallied each candidate on that ticket so many 
votes, concluding merely from cursory examination that the name of 
every democratic candidate must of necessity be on the ticket that 
appeared straight or bore no evidence of having been scratched. 

ere, then, is a reasonable, easy, and natural explanation of the mis- 
take originally made in counting and which has deprived contestant 
of his seat for nearly one year. 

Need I refer to the testimony? Will any gentleman dispute that 
such was the mode of counting pursued? Will my friend from Iowa 
even ute the fact that it was the method pursued at nearly every 
one of these oe except one? 

Mr. PRICE. Does the gentleman ask me a question? If he did I 
did not get it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I did not. 

Mr. PRICE. I hoped yon had, [Laughter.] 

Mr. ELLIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, my friend and colleagne [Mr. 
LEONARD ] has very gravely settled upon poll 5 and cited the evidence 
of Mr. Talbot, to whom he has given the high reputation which that 

tleman so richly deserves. I cheerfully join my colleagne in cer- 
ifying to the high character for perfect truthfulness and reliability 
of E. B. Talbot, who is my mal friend. He relies on his testi- 
mony to show that these ballots were counted. He relies on the fact 
that he was a lawyer, a“ fellow,” and that, if these actual bal- 
lots had been given, Edward B. Talbot would have found them. I 
fail to find any evidence given by Mr. Talbot which shows that he 
scrutinized the tickets closely or read each name off. He testifies 
that he did not know that Acklen’s name was to be on any republican 
ticket. Had he known that, he would have looked for it and found 
it. He supposed that Acklen and Darrall were running on party 
lines and tickets merely. 

But another fact: at this same poll 5, to which my colleague [Mr, 
LEONARD] allnded, there were upward of three hun tickets cast, 
with over forty names on each ticket, making twelve thousand names 
to be called off, as well as the title of the offices for which they were 
running, equal to twenty-four thousand names to be called off in 
counting the votes at that poll, and yet ee ee the testimony, 
undisputed and undisputable, within less than an hour from the time 
the polls were closed the ballots had been counted and the boxes 
brought to the court-honse for delivery to the clerk for safe-keeping, 
a feat which is physically impossible, Here is the testimony: 

Just about that time the box from the third ward came in, sealed and delivered, 
and I pea ass Talbot, “How did you get gto, 80 g as this!“ He said, 
“ We just Then 
that box had 


whether I should my by se a recount, the box from the Wharton school-house 
came in, and I asked Mr. Bruce, 


and tallied them straigh 

scratched tickets.“ He said, “Why?” “Why,” I said, “I thought you would 
read them out one by one.” A little while afterwards he came back to me and said, 
“Noland tells me that you had some tickets printed with Ackleu's name on them.“ 
I said, Les.“ Said he, Do you think there was any in our box!“ Isaid, I 
know there was one in there, for I voted one myself.“ He said.“ We counted it 
fur the doctor, then.” He said. What are we to do about it now?" Isaid, 
I do not know; you had better tet it alone.“ I come to the conclusion that 
it was better to Jet it alone until I saw what was the next best thing to do. 


This testimony is corroborated by the commissioners themselves in 
the main as to the mode of the counting of the votes. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Eleven minutes. 

Mr. ELLIS. To sum up, then, for I have no time to do aught else, 
it is shown by this testimony, it is shown incontrovertibly that 
there was strong republican opposition to Dr. Darrall in the disputed 


district, and it was strongest among the republican leaders in the 

arish of Iberville, It was in the heart of the greatest republican 

eaders of the State. It wasin the mind and heart of Judge H. C. 
Dibble, perhaps the most active, sharpest, shrewdest republican man- 
ager in the entire State. It was so athe bald gyn it was so with Shel- 
don, two Ex-Representatives in the Fed Congress. This strong 
opposition to Dr. Darrall accounts for the disparity in the votes. It 
is incontrovertibly proved that five-sixths of the republican tickets 
for Iberville did not bear Darrall’s name, and that half of them did 
bear Acklen’s name, and that they were generally distributed. Then 
the evidence is clear and incontrovertible that the ballot-boxes had 
not been tampered with from the time of the election to the time of the 
recount. It is proven beyond all doubt that they had been safely kept, 
and the presumption of law that the custodians did their duty and that 
other legal presumption against the commission of a crime strengthen 
the testimony of the witnesses as to the safe custody of the boxes and 
ballots. The presumption is irresistible, therefore, that the ballots 
found in them at the time of the recount were the identical ballots 
which were cast at the election. Then the evidence shows how per- 
fectly easy and how perfectly natural it was that a great mistake 
should have been made in the counting of these ballots. The result 
follows that, counting polls 1, 7, 8,9, 10, and 11 of the parish of Iberville 
as originally coun y the commissioners and taking the recount 
at polls 2, 3, 4,5, and 6 as showing the vote of Iberville Parish, the 
contestant has 45 majority in that parish, and makes his e beg in 
the entire district 108 votes, and elects him beyond the ow ofa 
donbt to that seat in this House which your voice, Representatives, 
will soon award him. ‘ E 

Let me say, sir, that had the committee—and I utter this after 
having examined this case with great and patient care—had the com- 
mittee thought it worth while to go into the enormities of that elec- 
tion, had they thought it worth while to examine the action of the 
Wells-Anderson returnin, Ser with regard to Saint Mary, with 
regard to La Fourche Parish, and with regard to other parishes, they 
could have returned the contestant elected by a report, the legality 
of which could not have been doubted, by a majority of nearly 1,500 
votes, 

I have no time to pay my ts to-day to that returning board. 
I had intended to do so in reply to the gentlemen from Maine and 
Ohio, [Mr. Hae and Mr. GARFIELD, ] but I have no time now. The 
members of that board are being punished now. The grasp of jus- 
tice has overtaken one of them and her shining sword is above his 
guilty head and just trembling to its swift descent. The other mem- 

, the chief, the inspirer of all its crimes, also feels the grasp of 
law and justice about him, and soon will he realize how terrible a 
thing it is to steal and rob and falsely swear away the rights of free- 
men. Ay,“ Truth crushed to earth” so long rises now in ig pæra 
majesty and asserts her sway; and in her new lease of life in Louisi- 
ana, I trust, will live PEN all God’s eternal years. And who and 
what are these guilty men that their trial and punishment for crime 
should excite such sympathy and evoke letters of condolence from 
distinguished Senators and Representatives and even from Cabinet 
officers? But yesterday the distinguished gentleman from Ohio cited 
the brutal and infamous letter of ison Wells in support of certain 
allegations which he made in the course of his speech. 

Mr. Speaker, I should want no better or more truthful photograph 
of J. Madison Wells than he gives of himself there. It is a well- 
drawn portrait of hi drawn in colors exuding and oozing from a 
heart and nature as black and besotted as ever beat in mortal bosom. 
Is it necessary for me to tell this House who he is? Shall I summon 
the living? Shall I quote the reports of committee after committee 
of this Congress who have condemned him and his crimes? Shall 
I summons General Phil. Sheridan, who testified in regard to Madison 
Wells that there was not one honest man whom Wells could call his 
friend? Or shall I summon the dead from the shadowy land and call 
up the manes of a man in whose innocent blood Madison Wells im- 
brued his hand twenty-five years without shadow of excuse or 
justification? Yes, from his long-neglected and forgotten grave he 
arises to-day and appears in the train of justice that confronts his 
murderer; and the ghastly hand, to the branded infamies of forgery 
and perjury and treason to his State and people, is raised to affix the 
red mark of Cain upon the old man’s brow. Shall I cite the public 


all | records of my plundered State to show the defalcation of Wells or 


hold up his hand here—a hand not like that of some old men, that has 
grown soft and holy and beantiful with the doing of kindly deeds— 
to show it all foul with clinging spoils, filched from the State that 
trusted him? Shall I tell how Anderson more than twenty-five years 
ago gave a foreshadowing of the spirit that was inborn in him, and 
being detected in cheating at pms acquired the sobriquet of “ Keno 
Anderson?” Or shall I rehearse how in spurious claims and jobs he 
aided the cormorants and thieves that were plundering his stricken 
State, and stole her substance with remorseless greed even while she 
fainted and staggered beneath her poverty and her accumulated 


wrongs? 

But 1 will draw these portraits no further. The hideons ontline is 
enough. And still I am not of those who clamor for their punishment. 
Were the power mine I would not give them the benefit of that róle 
which detected scoundrels so easily and naturally assume: the róle 
of martyrdom. In this day of general peace and reconciliation Iwould 
say to these trembling culprits, “Go, drag out the balance of your phys- 
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ical existence in that contempt, disgrace, and scorn with which you 
have covered yourselves.” The great and generous State they have so 
fonlly wronged could let them go in mercy, but the railings and cav- 
ilings of statesmen and Cabinet officers will not hasten that event or 
tend to promote it. It is better forthem and better for you that you 
bow in respectful silence to the decrees and judgments of that State 
now sovereign and independent forever. And now in conclusion let 
me say to the revilers and calumniators of Louisiana, “ Oh, let her 
alone.” I have so often sat here in this Con and in the last with 
heart all aflame and yet with sealed lips while Louisiana's name—a 
name as dear to me as my mother’s, for is she not my mother !—was 
bandied about upon partisan lips even as the name of a shameless 
bawd upon the lips of profligates. I was silent becanse I thonght I 
could pardon much to partisan rancor, to zealous rage, and fanatical 
ignorance. I was patient and hoped that it would cease after awhile 
and I was averse to uttering bitter words or such speech as would 
keep alive the dying embers of hate. I feel the same aversion to-day 
and would by far prefer to utter the breathings of gentle charity and 
kindness to all. But you must let Louisiana alone; your puny spite 
and impotent rage will avail you nothing. Thank God, she is f 
again. Thank „she has resumed the shining robes of constitu- 
tional liberty. 

yee the hammer fell.] 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Many MEMBERS. Goon! Go on! 

Mr. ELLIS. The scepter of home rule is held firmly in her fear- 
less hand and it will never depart from her more. Oh! let Louisiana 
alone. You cannot make her your slave again. You seized her state- 
house; you garrisoned it with troops; you installed above her an in- 
famous usurpation; but she never ceased to resist, and after eight 
weary years of struggle for self-government—a struggle which, when 
partisan prejudice shall die and the vapors and fogs of misrepresenta- 
tion disappear and its annals are illumined by the impartial and splen- 
did light of history, will appear immortal throngh all the ages. She 
is free. True, she trod the wine-press of affliction almost alone; true, 
she suffered political death that the other States might live. For I 
do believe that it was the developments of her grand struggle that at 
last aroused the American people to the swift downward course they 
were pursuing and called that halt, that change of men and meas- 
ures, which to-day gives new heart and new hope to the friends of 
constitutional government. You may revile, you may calumniate, 
but the peerless State will not be your slave. Then let her alone! 
All the signs and symbols which magnificent nature breathes and 
sighs over and around Louisiana talk to her children and tell them 
ofi liberty, and they listen and learn. Her traditions are all of liberty. 
Long ere the patriot sons of Carolina bad gathered at old Mecklen- 
burgh to proclaim the first voice of colonial liberty ; longer still before 
the soft light of that April day had been hazed by the smoke of hos- 
tile muskets and the first drop of patriot blood had saddened the green 
at tent Jae Villere and his companions had surrendered their lives 
at New Orleans, martyrs to the canse of self-government. 

Then let Louisiana alone! She will deal justice to the line and judg- 
ment to the plummet and yet her great warm heart will not throb 
irresponsive to mercy’s voice or magnanimity’s demand. She will 
solve the dangerous and difficult problems, which have been thrust 
upon her by no choice of her own, with full and solemn pr aces pa 
to God and to her sister States, as becomes a great enlightened and 
Christian State, Let her alone! The radiant smile of peace mantles 
all the State’s noble expanse and sweetly rests like a saint’s benison 
upon the bosom of her softly sobbing southern and Lonisiana’s 
great life-giving heart, no longer wounded and torn by the cruel beak 
of the vulture governments who found perpetual feast from its ever 
growing richness throbs on so calmly now, and ere long its mighty 
strength shall send a life-reviving thrill of gladness an prosperity 
through all your social and industrial structure. Yes, let her alone. 
Her breast longs for perfect re ; her hand isstretched out for your 

sp in forgiveness. 9 at hand, cease your revilings, meet her 

n the same spirit which animates her breast, and in that hour shall 
reunited hearts realize that perfect union which was the inspiring 
dream of our patient fathers, when aT contended for this Govern- 
ment in war and when they laid its foundations in peace. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. THORNBURGH. far as I am individually concerned I am 
willing to let Lonisiana alone, but Louisiana is here to-day demand- 
ing to be represented by a democrat in place of a republican, a repub- 
lican who has been declared elected by the State authorities, both 
the republican authorities and the democratic authorities; a man who 
comes here with a majority of over 2,000 votes, according to the re- 
publican returning board, and over 1,000 votes according to the dem- 
ocratic returning board. But the Committee of Elections of this 
House, and this House also, is now making of itself a returning board 
to fairly ascertain and count the votes that were polled in that dis- 
trict. 

I care not so far as the decision of this question goes whether the 
canvass of the Wells returning board was fraudulent or whether the 
canvass of the Nicholls returning board was fraudulent. This is the 

ay returning board, the Congress of the United States, that can 
fully and fairly investigate all the questions, and has original juris- 
diction over them and decides them if differences of opinion arise. 
Differences did arise and now exist only in regard to seven polls in the 
parish of Iberville, polls numbered one to seven inclusive, It is as- 


sérted and an attempt has been made to prove that fraudulent repub- 
lican tickets were printed and circulated with the intention of de- 
franding the voters, and that this frand was successful; and further 
that because it was secretly done and unknown to the officers who 
held the election and counted the ballots, they did not discover that 
fraudulent tickets were put in the boxes, and that thereby Mr. Dar- 
rall received the votes that should have been given to Mr. Acklen. 

Mr. Speaker, the first thing necessary to be done is to ascertain the 
distribution of those fraudulent tickets at the polls. I find that the 
evidence of this case does not show that at poll No. 1 a single repub- 
lican ticket, or purporting to be a republican ticket, had the name of 
Mr. Acklen on it at all; on the contrary the tickets were brought tothe 
parish by W. W. Wharton and sent to poll No. 1 (Adamson’s planta- 
tion) through Mr, Davidson, and Mr, Davidson swears that he did 
receive a thousand tickets, purporting to be republican tickets, from 
Mr. Wharton for distribution; that these tickets had Acklen’s name 
on them; also a number of tickets that purported to be republican 
tickets that had no name on them for Congress. Mr. Davidson says 
that he did send tickets to poll No. 1; but before he did so he took out 
every ticket that had Mr. Acklen’s name on them, and he gave them 
to Mr. Verrett who took the tickets to that poll. He had tickets that 
were blank for Congress, but none with Acklen’s name on them. There 
is no evidence to trace these fraudulent tickets with Acklen’s name on 
them to poll No. 1, and yet upon the recount the ballot-box was found, 
by examining the outside, to show that it had been tampered with; 
yet, when it is opened, the proof becomes more conclusive still that 
there was found at a poll where these tickets had not been distrib- 
uted at all one hundred and six of the tickets in the ballot-box bad 
Mr. Acklen’s name on them. 

Mr. Speaker, the officers of election at that poll, poll No. 1,did know 
of the existence of these tickets, which were blank as to membér of 
Congress. They were therefore put upon their guard and closely 
scrutinized the tickets, especially as to member of Congress, The 
count was accurate ; the officers at that poll were examined and they 
proved that every name on the tickets, ballot by ballot was carefully 
scrutinized and examined, and their return shows Mr. Darrall ran 
far behind his own party ticket, receiving some 70 votes less than 
Mr. Packard, candidate for governor, Now, no ticket with Mr. Ack- 
len’s name on it was traced to that poll; but those intended to be 
sent there were burned. Upon examination of the ballot-box when 
the recount was made it was found in such condition and bearing 
such evidences of having been tampered with that the majority of the 
Committee of Elections did not take the recount, but took the origi- 
nal and official count. Take the fact that the inspectors of that elec- 
tion, five in number, had been warned of the existence of these frand- 
ulent tickets, and for that reason counted the ballots so carefully, 
that they found 70 votes more for the republican candidate for gov- 
ernor than the republican candidate for member of Congress, showing 
clearly the ballots were carefully canvassed. But when the box was 
reopened one hundred and six tickets purporting to be republican 
tickets were found with Mr, Acklen’s name on them. 

Does any man want more evidence to show that these ballot-boxes 
were stuffed and prepared before the recount? If not, why did not 
the majority of the committee count them? Why is it that they 

over pot No. 1 and thereby change Mr. Acklen’s vote from 155 

own to 44? The only reason given, and that can be given, was 

that there was fraud in the changing of ballots in the boxes, there- 

fore no recount of the ballots in the box can be relied upon as giving 
the true vote at this 

Mr, Speaker, it is insisted that at polls Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, the 
ballots, when taken out of the box at first by the officers of election, 
were not carefully counted. I concur with the views of the majority 
of the committee in the opinion that these frandulent ballots were 
circulated at those polls and also at poll No.7. I have no doubt they 
were circulated, One of the witnesses, who had these tickets and 
distributed them there during the day, never discovered until late in 
the day that some of the tickets had Mr. Acklen's name on them, but 
took them to be the straight ticket. It is now claimed that at polls 
Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 these tickets were not correctly counted. 

The mingi of this committee baye said that they were unwilling 
to rely upon the original and official count at these polls; but when 
we came to examine those polls and found the condition the ballot- 
boxes were in, with their seals loosened, the key-holes uncovered, 
some of them sealed only with mucilage, which, instead of holding 
the paper over the openings to the box, was loose and useless, we were 
unwilling to adopt any recount made from the contents of these 
boxes, and felt we had no proof from which we could ascertain the 
true vote of these polls, and therefore we rejected both counts and 
threw out these polls. We believe the true rule on this subject of 
recount is laid down by Mr. McCrary, in his work on elections, as 
follows: N 

Where, as is the case in several of the States, the statute provides a mode of pre- 
serving the identical ballot cast at an election for the purpose of being used as evi- 


dence in case of contest, such statute, and particularly those provisions which pie 
vide for the safe-keeping of such ballots, must be followed with great care. The 
cange that oa me 2 is 9 if the hogs is ey, close) 33 
may be tam with is so grea ‘ho opportunity for such tampering can 
pees: Pench ballots, in order to be 1 ved in phalay must have EAA 
the custody of the proper officer of the law from the time of the original count 
until they are produced before the proper court or officer, and if it opar they 
have been by unanth persons or that they have been left in an ex 
posed and improper place, they cannot be offered to overcome tho official count. 
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There is one faet in the evidence that so far has not been mentioned 
by any gentleman discussing this question. The proof shows that 
some of these ballot-boxes were out of the on of the officers 
who are required by law to keep them in their custody. The evi- 
dence in the case shows that a part of these boxes were not taken to 
the clerk of the court as the law provides, but they were taken by 
mistake to a register of the county, and remained there until the 
next day, out of the possession of any person who was entitled by 
law to their care and custody. If the principle of law laid down by 
McCrary is to be followed, then you cannot count the ballots in these 
boxes. Then, again, many of the ballot-boxes were not found, at the 
time of the recount, in the condition in which they had been left at 
the time Seg vo first sealed and delivered to the clerk. 

However, before I cite the testimony upon that point, I desire to 
discuss for a moment the Jaw of the State of Louisiana concerning the 
preservation and care of these ballot-boxes. It has been stated that 
the law requires them to be turned over to the clerk of the court. 
This was not done in regard to all the boxes. Some two or three of 
them were left in unauthorized hands. 

The law of Louisiana, as has been heretofore quoted, requires that 
these ballot-boxes shall be retained in the bands of the clerk of the 
court until the first term of the next district or criminal court. Now, 
I desire to take issue with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Por- 
TER] upon the meaning and construction to be given to that clause 
in the statute. The terms of the court in Louisiana are prescribed 
by law. The term arrives and passes whether a session of the court 
is held or not. It is a technical term, used for the purpose of stating 
when the session of the court may be held. The law prescribes when 
a term of the court shall commence; and whether a session of the 
court is held there at that time or not, that is the time mentioned in 
the law, and at that time there is a term of the court, held or unheld. 
When the first Monday in January, 1877, arrived. the time arrived 
when the ballots in the boxes were no longer required to be on by 
any officer of the State; they might legally have been destroyed, and 
it was no offense under the law to change the ballots in the boxes. 

Now, I asked the gentleman from New York [Mr. POTTER] for his 
authority for saying that no term of this court was held. He failed 
to answer the question. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS) 
proposed to give an answer to that question, aud he cited the testi- 
mony of W. W. Wharton. I have carefully examined the testimony 
of Wharton, and so far as I can find there is no evidence either in his 
testimony or anywhere else in the record to show that that term of 
the court was not held. It may be a fact outside of the record that 
such a term was not held; of that I know nothing. But there is no 
testimony in the record that I have been able to find to show that a 
term of the court was not regularly held. The only testimony in the 
record is a certificate of the clerk that the term was held, commencing 
on the 2d day of January, 1877. 

Now, if we apply the principle of law just announced in regard to 
the safety of the ballot-box up to the time when they are examined 
for a recount, you will find that there was no officer of Louisiana who 
was —— bio for the care and custody of these ballot-boxes for 
more than two months before the recount. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. By what rule is my time limited ? 

The SPEAKER pro tem The Chair was informed that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. THORNBURGH] had forty-two minutes, 
and that he p to yield twenty minutes of that time to the 

tleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. WiLi1aMs.] The gentleman from 
‘ennessee has spoken twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I have 1 5 to yield a part of my time to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. ore taking my seat, however, I 
desire to move as a substitute for the resolutions reported by the ma- 
jority of the Committee of Elections the resolutions which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
aud ete Sis eee ge 
sional district of State of Louisiana. 

Resolved, That Joseph H. Acklen is not entitled to a seat in this House as a 2 
resentative in the Forty-tifth Congress from the third congressional district of the 
State of Louisiana. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. WILLIAMS. ] 

Mr. POTTER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me to ask 
him a question! 

Mr. THORNBURGH. If it does not come out of the time which I 
have agreed to yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman asked me by what authority I said 
that the term of this court in Louisiana was not held. I failed to 
answer him at the time, and I will answer him now. I understand that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. THORNBURGH ] is correct in say- 
ing that there is no evidence on this subject in the record in this ease. 
Its in evidence only from the general knowledge of the condition of 
affairs in Louisiana. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. The on! 
court who certifies that a term 
fore this recount. 


evidence is that of the clerk of the 
the court was held two months be- 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. This case in its peculiarities, in its 
assumptions, and in its claims, is perhaps one of the most remarkable 


that ever came before the American Congress. If I understand it 
aright the very gist and gravamen of the contestant’s claim is that a 
fraud was not only attempted but actually perpetrated upon the vot- 
ers of Iberville Parish in behalf of the contestant, and the logic of the 
claim is this: that if there was a fraud consummated, so that when 
the electors intended to vote for Darrall they voted for Acklen, the 
contestant, then the contestant is entitled to a seat on this floor; but 
if they intended to vote for Darrall and did vote for him, then he is 
entitled to his seat, so if the fraud failed in its purpose, then the con- 
testee is entitled to retain his seat; but if it succeeded and the electors 
elected a man whom they did not want to elect and did not mean to 
elect, then the contestant must be admitted. In other words, one 
claimant rests his case upon the free choice of the electors, the other 
upon pure and unadulterated fraud. That is the issne, as I will en- 
deavor to show, which this House is called upon to try. 

Mr. HARRIS, of V. As there is some misapprehension abont 
the time when the vote is to be taken on this question, the gentleman 
will allow me to state that after he has occupied the twenty-three 
minutes to which he is entitled, it is my intention to call the previons 
question and then to ask for a vote, unless I should think proper to 
occupy the ten minutes remaining of my hour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, this election was held 
on the 7th of November, 1876. The returning board established by 
Jaw, whose function it was to canvass and certify the result, complied 
with its 1 and coustitutional duty. That board returned for Mr. 
Darrall 15,626 votes, for Mr. Acklen 13,533 votes; electing Mr. Darrall 
by 2,093 majority. It was the clear legal right of the voter when he 
cast his ballot to have that ballot canvassed and reported by the 
legally-constituted authority ordained for that purpose, which both 
parties accepted and voluntarily went into the election. In defiance 
of such rights, when the Nicholls government came into power, a 
Legislature depending for its own validity upon the certificates of this 
self-same returning board passed a law organizing a new returnin 
board, and ordering a recanvass of these returns. In compliance wit: 
such order the Nicholls returning board recanvassed the returns and 
reported 15,786 votes for Mr. Darrall and 14,692 for Mr, Acklen, still 
electing Mr. Darrall by a majority of 1,094 votes. Upon all the prin- 
ciples which constitute the security and safeguard thrown around the 
ballot-box in this country, there the right was established, and on 
that right the seat in this body was accorded to the contestee. 

By a statute of Louisiana, after the commissioners at each poll have 
counted the vote, they are required to replace the ballots in the bal- 
lot-boxes, carefully sealed, and deliver them to the clerk of the dis- 
trict court, who is to retain them “ until the next term of the district 
or criminal conrt.” The certificate of such clerk contained in the 
pa in this case certifies that such term was held on the “2d day 
of January, 1877.“ On the 6th of March, 1877, four months after the 
election and ten months after all tiers pe the part of the 
clerk had ceased, by the order of this same clerk, who in the mean 
time had been promoted to a parish judge, a commission of experts 
spine by said judge proceeded to open the boxes and recount the 
ballots, by virtue of which recount contestant claims the seat. 

Now, taking all the parishes about which there is no dispute, except 
the parish of Saint Martin’s, and taking the stipulation in to 
Saint Martin’s, signed by both pereca and the undispu count 
stands as follows: Mr. Darrall, in undisputed Pet 12,621; in 
Saint Martin's, 1,095; in the 5 1 op lls of Iberville, 941; and 
the te vote for Mr. Darrall is 14,657. Mr. Acklen on the same 
basis has in undisputed, 12,666; in Saint Martin's, 1,028; in the un- 
disputed polls of Therville, 798; an aggregate of 14/049 votes; still 
electing Mr. Darrall by 165 589.45 60 

Now we come to the recount, and the challenge can be successfully 
made that no case can be found on record where a regular official can- 
vass has been overturned by a recount of the ballots. So if in this 
case the contestant shall be seated it must stand as a new departure 
and a precedent by itself. The law of the case admitted on all sides 
is that before any recount can be allowed to have any force or effect 
whatever, the ballot-boxes must be shown conclusively, even beyond 
a reasonable doubt, to be the identical boxes and the ballots they 
contain the identical ballots canvassed and deposited therein by 
the commissioners of elections or officials by whom the boxes were 
sealed and delivered. If these conditions were complied with and 
the recount was valid then Acklen’s majority over Darrall is 342. 

Here a Mr. Wharton appears on the scene. He was a candidate for 
the State senate of Louisiana on the republican ticket at this election. 
He says he had some doubt whether Mr. Darrall would N gee him 
or not; and for his own security he concocted the scheme of placin 
Acklen's name upon straight ee tickets in the parish o 
Iberville, in the hope that it would not be discovered and that thereby 
Acklen would be elected over Darrall. In pursuance of that p 
he went to New Orleans and procured several thousand ballots to be 
printed in the form of the regular republican ticket with Acklen’s 
name in place of Darrall’s. And he claims that he got these tickets 
into the hands of the voters; that they were voted; that the officials 
of the election did not discover the cheat in canvassing the ballots, 
poz 5 these ballots found in the boxes in March elect Acklen over 

Now, in this parish of Iberville there were three commissioners of 
election and two supervisors, making five election officers at each poll, 
of whom I believe two were democrats and three republicans. The 
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parish or county committees had come together and agreed on the 
men for commissioners and supervisors, men who were recommended 
for their known character, integrity, and intelligence. This was the 
character of the boards who were to examine these ballots when they 
should be cast. And it is somewhat remarkable that all these officials 
testify to the intelligence and integrity of each other regardless of 
partisan bias or political results. At the five disputed polls there were 
ten democrats and fifteen republicans of this class of officials who 
canvassed the votes, and they all testify that they did it as carefully as 
they could, opening the ballots, s htening them ane pieg them 
in separate piles, and carefully counting them. The entries show that 
about one thousand of these spurious ballots were delivered to a Mr. 
Davidson among some four thousand others. Davidson objected to 
taking them, and said if he wanted to beat a man, he preferred to do 
it openly. Wharton forced them on to him. 

e finally took them, but he and his companion carefully started 
them out; left them in their room and burned them the next day. So 
none of these were found in the boxes on the following March. 
Wharton testifies to giving some to another person, but that person 
testifies that Wharton, becoming alarmed for some cause, rode up to 
the polling-place on the day of election and directed that they be not 
distributed. So ended that. Now, if Wharton did get these ballots 
into the hands of friends, he and they knew whether they were voted. 
Yet when the votes were counted no man in all the parish took in- 
terest enough in the matter to see whether these votes had gone into 
the ballot-box or not. Does anybody acquainted with the proceed- 
ings at elections believe this? ere were at each poll five election 
officers, two of them democrats; and the testimony shows that there 
were at least ten outside democrats watching every one of these polls; 
they were Acklen’s friends and supporters; yet not a single republic- 
an vote with Acklen’s name on it was discovered by any one of them. 
Any man who had undertaken to do this mean thing of getting re- 
publican voters to take these ballots with the intent to deceive them 
would have certainly watched for the result and ascertained whether 
the ballots went into the boxes or not. It is claimed that there was 
from 600 to 900 of these ballots in the boxes in March; and yet, 
through all the testimony, there is no evidence that but 2 were voted. 

If there had been 600 would not somebody have known it? Cer- 
tainly these ballots did not get into circulation and deposit them- 
selves in the boxes. Somebody was interested in it. Somebody would 
have reported pro; to Wharton. He and his friends would have 
known they were in the boxes and would have been on the alert to 
have had them counted when the polls were closed. 

And especially when the recount was had by the democratic board, 
when they had the whole matter in possessa of tbeir friends, why 
did they not raise the point then? Surely if they distributed these 
ballots and saw them voted they knew they were in the boxes. Why 
wait, then, nearly three months until the clerk, now a judge, who was 
a republican, but voted for Acklen, ordered a recount. Was it known 
more certainly then than ever before that those ballots were in the 
boxes. The boxes were found in the clerk’s office; some with the seals 
broken. Some were never sealed except with maniing; one, the key- 
Molo was not sealed at all. The keys were lying about the clerk’s 
office. 

I have not time in the few moments to which I am limited to read 
the law permitting a recount. Nor am I discussing the question as I 
intended because I am hurried whip and spur over the ground. I 
ony desire to touch the salient points as well as I can. 

ow finding these seals were broken and the law being that you 
must first determine before having a recount that the ballot-boxes 
are the identical boxes and the ballots they contain the identical bal- 
lots put into the boxes when they left the hands of the commission- 
ers, the condition of the boxes must be accounted for in some way. 
There must be some explanation. How does this clerk explain it? 
Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed the expression, this portion of the 
testimony is “ mighty rich reading.” He says that the office is damp. 
He says, You can catch pneumonia or anything else there.” [Laugh- 
ter.] 

A MEMBER. It seems they caught 900 votes. 

Mr. WI of Wisconsin. Les. clean votes not even 
soiled or crumpled by the handling! Reading of this infectious feel- 
ing in that office I was reminded of an ironical remark which I heard 
Mr. Frederick Douglass make some ago. He said he could 
never account for it: but somehow, whenever he got in sight of the 
Dome of the Capitol in Washington, he always felt as though he 
wanted to steal something. [Laughter.] There might have been 
the same sort of contagious feeling about the dampness in this office. 
l There must have been something acting upon some- 

y who wanted to steal into or steal ont of those boxes. The way 
the dampness acted upon the boxes was most peculiar. It was the 
most discriminating mildew I ever heard of. 

Now, just note, Mr. Speaker—and I am speaking strictly by the 
evidence— whenever it resolved, in the very intensity of its dampness, 
to break the seal of one of these boxes, it only broke the seal of those 
where Darrall had a majority. 1 It is an undisputed and 
indisputable fact in this case that when the mildew determined to 
smash a seal it was upon a box that showed a majority for Darrall, 
while it did not leave so much as a breath of dew on the seals where 
Acklen had a majority. [Laughter.] Such was the condition of these 
damp boxes, leit in possession of this damp clerk, in this damp office, 


that if there be no other explanation, one would naturally conclude 
that this humid testimony makes a “demnition damp unpleasant 


body” of the contestant's case. (Laughter. 

It had to be accounted for in some way. e clerk said that he had 
an old feather duster, the feathers being knocked off of it, and that a 
sort of bald-headed concern. [Laughter.] With that duster he used to 
dust these boxes, But that was strange, that duster, too! Although 
ever so carefully handled, when it strack one of the Darrall seals it 
knocked it into flinders, but when it touched one of the Acklen seals 
it glided over it lightly and softly as the down on a lady’s fan. [Laugh- 
pee Selous is the explanation or reason for the condition in which 
the boxes were found. My time is running, however, and even in the 
time allowed meI cannot discuss the question as İ should like. I 
will now show the House some rare curiosities if they will bear with 
meamoment. It is claimed that these ballots were counted in such 
a way that though from six to nine hundred of these fraudulent bal- 
lots were there no one discovered them. Although fifteen or twenty 
democrats, Acklen’s friends and Wharton’s cronies, were watching 
that count, yet no one discovered a republican ticket with Acklen’s 
name on it. They say there were many mistakes. I should think so. 
Let us go through hastily. 

Take poll No. 1 in Iberville Parish. I call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Harris, of Virginia] to this caer, sa 
he says he did not intend to be influenced by partisan feeling. t 
us see what awful mistakes were made. In the first count the can- 
vassers gave Darrall 218 votes at poll 1. In the recount they gave 
him 139. There was a mistake at that poll of 79 votes. They gave 
Acklen 44 votes in the first count and in the recount 150. There was 
a mistake of 106 votes in his case. 

Now, how many ballots were counted? Two hundred and sixty- 
two ballots, and five men of both parties doing their best, made one 
hundred and eighty-five mistakes. Now, you have got to find that 
fact in order to vote this man in on a case of fraud against justice 
and against equity. 

Mr. COBB, Will the gentleman allow me to state that that poll is 
not in controversy at all? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Ah! Well, then, let us look at 

112. The first count gave Mr. Darrall 394 votes; the recount gave 

im 86. There was a mistake in his case of 308 votes. What does 
the gentleman say to that? Was that pollindispute? The key-hole 
of the box at that poll was sealed over with mucilage. For Acklen, 
at the same poll, the first count gave 115; the second count gave him 
340; there was a mistake of 225. There were 509 ballots counted by 
the commissioners, and according to gentlemen’s calculation they 
made a mistake of 533—more mistakes than they counted ballots! 
What does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] say to that? 
The gentleman, for whom I have the profoundest respect, simply 
responds with a sort of grim smile. [Langhter.] 

At poll No. 5 the first count gave Darrall 207 votes; the reconnt 
gave him 79 votes; a mistake of 128 votes at that poll. The first count 
gave Acklen 63 votes, the second count gave him 158 votes; a mistake 
of 95. There were there 270 ballots counted in all, and two hundred 
and twenty-three errors committed! Why these are mistakes, Mr. 
Speaker, which it would require an effort of genius to commit, and 

et you are going to let this fraud succeed. You are going to estab- 

ish it as a Ams Rad You are going to seat this man in the presence 
of such facts as these, and then yon will talk about freedom from 
party predilection and partisan bias. At poll No.6, the first count 
gave Mr. Darrall 301 votes; the second gave him 156 votes, a mistake 
of 145 votes; with these democrats looking right on to see that all was 
fair and true. And the republican commissioners and republican 
supervisors and the democratic commissioners and superwisors all 
testify under oath to the intelligence, integrity, and standing of the 
members of the various canvassing boards. And yet they could not 
count 301 votes without making a mistake of one hun and forty- 
five. At the ragni yan the first count gave Mr. Acklen 99 votes; the 
second gave him 228; a mistake again of 129 ballots. There were 400 
ballots at that poll counted in all, and there was a mistake of two 
hundred and seventy-four in counting them. 

At poll 7 the first count gave Darrall 187 votes, the second gave 
him 96, a mistake of 91. At that poll the first count gave Mr. Acklen 
58 votes and the second gave him 79, a mistake of 21. The total num- 
ber of ballots counted was 246, and there were seventy-two mistakes 
in all. Now somebody must explain how this was or how it could 
be. If this man Wharton knew these ballots went into the boxes, 
and if they went in there, I repeat somebody about the polls must 
have known italso. And why when he had the whole machinery 
of the election in democratic hands, in the hands of Acklen’s friends, 
why did he not present the case then and there and have it examined 
into and adjusted? This is a question a satisfactory or even plausi- 
ble answer to which there is nothing in all this case to furnish. 

He waits four months, waits two months after all responsibility for 
the safe-keeping of the boxes has ceased, waits till these boxes have 
been knocked about the office, waits until the seals are broken, waits 
until the keys can be left anywhere, then having something to inspire 
and move him he institutes an investigation and calls for a recoun 
and ballots are found simply folded, not Raving the appearance o 
baving been handled or voted; waits until somebody knows that the 
ballots are in the boxes sure and then insists on a recount. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I had intended to pay my humble 


compliments to the peroration of the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 
et If gentlemen from the South will constantly drag the events 
of the last ten years before the country it is about time that we of 
the North replied withont hesitation, but of course I am cut off from 
doing so now. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I rise to call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] has 
ten minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Ido not know that I will occupy the 
whole of my ten minutes. a 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LEONARD] put the democratic 
party upon its guard and warned it about the course it should take 
est ere long retributive justice would come home to it. It may be 
that retributive justice has come now, that it has come sooner than 
my friend ted; for in the Forty-first Congress this same Mr. 
Darrall came here as a contestant. The contestee had 7,497 majority. 
But by a republican Congress 8,500 votes were stricken off, and Mr. 
Darrall took his seat. Now this may be retributive justice coming a 
little sooner than it was expected. The vote in that case was 16,065 
for Bailey and 8,568 for Darrall as certified by a republican returning 
board and the certificate given by a republican governor. And yet 
you went behind the returning board then and you went bebind the 
zope licen governor and overturned a majority of 8,000, putting Dar- 
rall into the seat and turning the democrat ont. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I have only ten minutes, but I will hear 
the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did you think that was right? 

Mr. UARRIS, of Virginia. I was not here then and do not know 

: rA aboutit. You thought it was right, I have no doubt. 
. BUTLER. Perhaps I did. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am satisfied, therefore, you will go 
with us on this occasion. 

I cannot reply to what has been said with re, to these ballot- 
boxes. I state on my responsibility, as a member of the Commit- 
tee of Elections, that it appears from the testimony, not only of 
democrats, but of republican commissioners who were present when 
the votes were taken, when the ballot-boxes were ed, and who 
were present in court when the ballot-boxes were opened, that those 
ballot-boxes were intact and in the same condition they had been 
when they sealed them; thereby excluding the r that there 
had been any tampering with the ballots. They were counted in 
the presence of a number of republican judges and republican depu- 
ties, skilled men chosen by the contestant and contestee, and every 
single witness, both democratic and republicau, swears that the ballot- 
aoe had not been tampered with, but were in their original con- 

ition. 

Mr. SPARKS. Were these ballot-boxes kept in the custody of the 


republican clerk ? 

. HARRIS, of Virginia, They were in the custody of the repub- 
lican clerk who was ard made jndge, and he kept them all the 
time, and he swore that they never were accessible to outside parties 
and these republican clerks swear that the keys of the ballot-boxes 
were hidden away where no human being could find them,and they 
further swear that those boxes were never opened. I have no doubt 
in my mind that every member of the committee is satisfied in his 
own mind that those votes were cast for Mr. Acklen. Three of the 
minority of the committee do uot deny that these votes were cast for 
Mr. Acklen. I believe that Mr. Hiscock and Mr. Wart admit this fact, 
but take the ground that the boxes were not securely kept. So that it 
will be seen that ten out of the eleven members of the committee 
admit that these votes were cast for Mr. Acklen, but these three re- 
publican members say they ought not to be counted because they were 
not found intact, while the republican managers of the election swear 
that they were intact. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I would like to state to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. HARRIS] that he has not stated properly the position 
which the minority of the committee has taken. 

Res HARRIS, of Virginia. The gentleman's position seems to be 
this—— 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I willstate it. The gentleman says that we 
admit that the ballots at this contested poll were cast for Mr. Acklen. 
We explicitly denied that the votes at poll No. 1 were cast for Mr. 
Acklen, Nearly the whole of my argument was made to show that 
there was no single Acklen ticket cast at that poll atall, but that the 
one hundred and six were found upon a recount. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not know the number of votes cast, 
but we let it stand as it stood before. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Well, while we did not count them, yet 
we found 106 votes for Acklen when there was none on the original 


count. 

Mr. CONGER. If the resolutions will not destroy the effect of the 
speeches I should like to hear them. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary question. 

The Clerk read Mr. THORNBURGH’Ss resolution. 
: Mr. THORNBURGH. I ask for the yeas and nays upon that reso- 

ution, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know if these are not the 


same resolutions which have been reported by the minority of the 
Committee of Elections ? 

Mr. THORNBURGH. They are substantially the same. 

Mr. PRICE. They are so in words. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. If a vote can be taken upon the substitute 
reported by the minority of the Committee of Elections I will with- 
draw my resolntion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Prick] states that 
the resolutions are in the same words. 

Mr. PRICE. Exactly so, 

The question was upon the resolutions as reported by the minority 
of the Committee of Elections; which were read as follows: 
wie Di ees De ae cit ee 

Ouse as u resentative a 
sional district of the State of Louisiana. x = 

Resolved, Pip seg nace e 1 to a seat in this House as N a 
State of Louisiana. 7 “ 

Mr. PRICE and Mr. THORNBURGH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 139, not 
voting 38; as follows: 


YEAS—115. . 
Aldrich, Deering, Jorgensen, Rice, William W. 
Bacon, Denison, Joyce, inson, D. 
y, Dunnell, Keifer, Robinson, Milton S. 
Baker, John H. Dwight, Kelley, Ryan. 
Baker, W Eames, Ketcham, Sampson, 
Pallon Killinger, Sexton, 
yne, Errett, ham, Shallenberger, 
Bisbee, Evans, I. Newton Smalls, 
Boyd, Evans, James L. Lindsey, Starin, 
Brentano, Fort, arsh, Stone, John W. 
Brewer, Foster, 2 seen Joseph C. 
MeKinle: Thom 
Browne, 82 01 * Thornvargh, 
Bundy, Hale, Mitchell, T 
Burebard, Hanna, N. Townsend. M. I. 
er, Oliver, Van Vorhes, 
Butler, Haskell, O'Neill, Wai 
Hayes, W. 
Cannon, Hazelton, G. W. W. 
Caswell, Hendee, Peddie, Welch, 
Henderson, Phillips, ite, Harry 
Clark, Rush Hubbell, Pollard, White, Michael D. 
Cole, Humphrey, Powers, Andrew 
Conger, Hun Price, Williams, C. G. 
C Hunter, Pugh, illiams, 
Cummings, Ittner, Rainey, Willits, 
Danford James, Randolph, ren. 
Davis, Horace Jones, John S. 
NAYS—139. 
Aiken, Davis, Joseph J. Hunton, Ross. 
Atkins, Dibrell, Jones, Frank Sayler, 
Banning, Dickey, Jones, James T. Scales, 
Beebe, glas, Kenna, Schleicher, 
Bell, jen, Kimmel, Shelley, 
Bicknell, Eickhoff, Kna Singleton, 
Black Elam, Kn Slem: 
Bland, Ellis, Southard, 
Bliss, Evins, John H. Sparks, 
Blount, Ewing, Luttrell, Springer, 
Finley, dymie: Steele, 
Bouck, key, Stenger, 
Bragg, Franklin, Martin, Swann, 
Enay Garth, Mayham, 
Buckner, Gause, McKenzis, Townshend, R. W. 
Cabell, Gibson, cMahon, Tucker, 
Caldwell, John W. Giddings, Mills, ‘Turner, 
Caldwell, W. P. Glover, Money, v. 
Candler, Goode, Morgan, Vance, 
Gunter, Morrison, Veeder, 
Chalmers, Hamilton, p Waddell, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hardenbergh, Muldrow, alker, 
Clark of Missouri, Henry R. Muller, Walsh, 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Harris, John T. Patterson, T. M. arner, 
Clymer helps, tthorne, 
Cobb, Hart, Potter, 8 
Collins, Hartrid, Pridemore, Wi sS, James 
Cook, Hartze Williams, Jere N. 
Covert, Hatcher, Willis, Albert 8. 
Cox, Jacob D Henry, Willis, Benjamin A. 
Cravens, Herbert, Reilly, 
Crittenden, Hewitt, Abram 8. Rid W. 
Culberson, Hewitt, G. Robbins, Wright, 
Cutler, cooker, Roberts, Yi 
Davidson, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—38. 
Banks, Durham, Sinnickson, 
Felton, Loring, Smith, A. Herr 
Blair, Field, ee Smith. William E. 
Bridges, Fuller, Manning, phens, 
Cain, Stewart, 
Calkins, Harris, Benj. W. Neal, a 
Camp, Henkle, Page, A. 8. 
Chittenden, Hiscock, Pound, Young. 
Cox, Samuel 8. Keightley, Rice, Americus V. 
Landers, Sapp, 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. BRAGG. I desire to state that Mr. POUND and Mr. MAISH are 


absent from the city. If present, Mr. PounD would vote “ay” and 
Mr. Maisa “no.” 
Mr, MCMAHON. Iam authorized to state that my colleague, Mr. 
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Rice, is paired with Mr. SINNICKSON. If present, Mr. Rice would vote 
“no” and Mr. SINNICKSON “ay.” Mr. Rick is absent by leave of the 


ouse. 

Mr. MANNING. Iam paired upon this question with Mr. KEIGHT- 
LEY. If present, he would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. MAYHAM. Iam requested to state that my coll e, Mr. BEN- 
EDICT, is paired with my other colleague, Mr. Camp. If they were 
here, Mr. Camp would vote “ay” and Mr. BENEDICT “no.” 

Mr. McKENZIE. I desire to state that Mr. DURHAM is confined to 
his room by sickness. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I am paired upon this question 
with Mr. Banxs. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I 
would vote “ no.“ 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to announce that upon this question my 
colleague, Mr. BRIDGES, is paired with my other colleague, Mr. SMITH. 
If they were present, Mr. Surrh would vote “ay” and Mr. BRIDGES 
would vote “ no.” 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to PEE H ae 5 of ind pe is 
paired upon this question wit 3 N. present, Mr. Cox 
would vine “no” and Mr. TIPTON “ay.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. On this question 1 am paired with Mr. FELTON. 
If he were present, I should vote “ay” and he would vote “no.” 

Mr. LANDERS. On this question I am paired with Mr. BLAIR, of 
New Hampshire. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. CAMP. On this question I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
BENEDICT, who, if present, would vote “no” and I would vote “ ay,” 

Mr. PAGE. On this question I am paired with Mr. DURHAM, of 
Kentucky. If he were present, he would vote “no” and I would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. SINNICKSON. I am paired with Mr. Rice, of Ohio, who, if 
present, would vote “no” I would vote “ ný 

Mr. SAPP. Upon all political questions, and this is one specially in- 
eluded, I am paired with Mr. SMITH, of Georgia. If he were present, 
I would vote “ay” and he would vote “no. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. On this question I am paired with 
Mr. Youna, of eee TU is confined to his room by illness. If 
he were present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. LEONARD. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Georgia, Mr. STEPHENS. If he were here, I would vote “ay” 
and I presume he would vote “no.” 

Mr. STEWART. Iam paired with Mr. HENKLA, of Maryland, who, 
if present, would vote “no” and I would vote “ay.” 

r. FULLER. I am paired with Mr. Lorine, of Massachusetts, 
who, if present, would vote “ ay” and I would vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote just taken, 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The question then recurred upon the following resolutions reported 
by the majority of the Committee of Elections: 

Resolved, That Chester B. Darrall was not elected and eee to a seat in 


the House of Representatives from the third con Louisiana. 
Resolved, That Joseph H. Acklen was e and is entitled to a seat in the 
House of ives from the third district of Louisiana. 


The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Joyce] and the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] had some remarks pre- 
pared upon this question, but they were crowded out. I ask consent 
that they be allowed to have their remarks printed in the RECORD as 
a portion of the debate. 

o objection was made, and leave was granted accordingly. [See 
Appendix.] 

Mr, HARRIS, of Virgina. I ask that the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana be now sworn in. 

Mr. JOSEPH H. ACKLEN then came forward and was sworn in, tak- 
ing the oath prescribed by the act of July 2, 1862. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed and requested the con- 
currence of the House in a bill of the following title: 

A bill (S. No, 732) to annul an act of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Wyoming entitled An act to provide for the organ- 
ization of Crook and Pease Counties and to provide for holding coart 
therein,” approved by the governor of said Territory on the 15th day 
of December, 1877. 

Mr. BREWER. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, ond referred as stated: 
By Mr. BACON: The petition of Daniel Crouse & Sons and 8 others, 
for a drawback in case the tax on tobacco is reduced—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, ‘ 


By Mr. BAKER, of New York: The petition of Myron Pardu, Charles 
Pardu, of Oswego, New York, and others, dealers in barley, that a 
specific duty of thirty-five or forty cents per bushel be levied on 
malt—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAKER, of Indiana: The petition of the Mennonite Pub- 
lishing Company, of Elkhart, Indiana, for the abolition of the tariff 
on ty the same committee. 

By Mr. BRENTANO: The petition of 56 farmers, of Cook County, 
Illinois, against the reduction of duty on flaxseed and linseed-oil—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of the Chicago Handelszeitung and of Moritz 
Langelath, of Chicago, seer | publisher of the Eulenspiegel, for the 
reduction or abolition of the duty on pee the same committee. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petitions of 200 citizens of Randolph 
County, Indiana, and of 25 citizens of Indiana, that the duty on lin- 
seed and linseed-oil remain unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALKINS: A paper relating to the petition of James W. 
Timmons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
New J , favoring the granting of aid to American shipping—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of citizens of Ar for the 
relief of D. M. Frost and the heirs of William M. McPherson, of Saint 
2 Missouri, and Spear Fitsworth—to the Committee on Military 


irs. 

By Mr. CUTLER: Resolutions of the slature of New Jersey, 
favoring the granting of aid to American shipping—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce, opposing the remonetization of silver—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. EDEN: Papers relating to the claim of George R. Herrick— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of James Paddock, James Bell, 
and others, of Gratiot County, Michigan, for the relief of Leversett H. 
Town—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; . 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of 50 citizens of Ashtabula 
County, Ohio, for an appropriation of $50,000 to extend the east pier 
of Ashtabula Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. GAUSE: A paper relating to the establishing of a post- 
route from Powhatan, via Dent, Higginbottom’s, and Opposition, to 
Ash Flat, in the State of Arkansas—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of Bernard Lynch, for compensation 
for services rendered to the United States Government—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of J. D. Sarnighausen, publisher 
of the Indiana Staats-Zeitung, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: The petition of Howard Briggs, publisher of The 
Press, at Greencastle, Indi for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Resolutions of the New Jorsey Legisla- 
ture, favoring the granting of aid to American shipping—to the Gots: 
mittee on Commerce. 

45 Mr. HARMER: The petition of workingmen of Frankford, Phil- 
adelphia, Pennsylvania, against any change in the tariff laws which 
protect labor, and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and 
cotfee—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of B. T. Roberts, publisher of The Ear- 
nest Christian and Goldlen Rule, at Rochester, New York, for the abo- 
lition of the tariff duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, for an appropriation for the im- 

royement of the navigation of Harlem River—to the Committee on 
mmerce. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Clark 
County, Alabama, for the passage of the bill to aid the Texas Pacific 
Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of George W. Gift, publisher of 
Napa County Reporter, California, for the abolition of the tariff on 
PA SES the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MACKEY: The petition of citizens of Clinton County, Penn- 
sylvania, for a post-route from Lock Haven to Hayneville, Pennsyl- 
vania—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Potter's Mills, Center County, Penn- 
sylvania, against any reduction of the present tariff duties and against 
the reimposition of the tax on tea and coffee—to the Committee of 
Ways anc Means. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of 700 workingmen of Youngs- 
town, Ohio, against any change in the tariff—to the same committee, 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of President James H. Fairchild 
and other citizens of Oberlin, Ohio, for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor traflic—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of G. A. Weems, J. B. Blankership, 
and others, composing the Harmony Greenback and Reform Club, of 
Franklin Township, Newton County, Missouri, for the repeal of the 
resumption act and the remonetization of silver—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. MORRISON : Two petitions of Ernest Hilgard, Charles L. 
Bechtold, and others, of Belleville, Illinois, for the encouragement of 
rifle practice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. PAGE: The petitions of the publishers of the North San 
Juan Times, the Union Democrat, the Weekly Mirror and Rescue, the 
Daily Union, and the Pacific Press book and job printing office of Cali- 
fornia, for the repeal of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways 
and. Means. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Papers relating to the claim of Emanuel Mason— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts: The petition of Mary Jane Devine 
and others, of Cherry Valley, Massachusetts, against a change in the 
tariff—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petitions of A.J. Boyd, J. W. Reid, P. B. John- 
ston, Hugh R. Scott, Thomas S. Reid, David 8. Reid, W. N. Meham, 8, 
F. Watkins, John T. Pannill, Glenn & Glenn, members of the bar of 
Rockingham County, North Carolina; of O. R. Cox, J. W. Bean, B. 
F. S J. N. Owens, H. T. Maffett, and 50 other citizens of Randolph 
County, North Carolina; of citizens of Wentworth, North Carolina; 
aud of 75 citizens of Reidsville, North Carolina, and vicinity, against 
the abolition of the western judicial district of North Carolina—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD : The petition of John Coad and 150 other cit- 
izens of Licking County, Ohio, against the reduction of the duty on 
wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of C. M. Patton and 100 other citizens of Licking 
County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of Emeline Church, for a pension— 
“hy Mr. WALLIAMS of Alabama: A paper relating to the establish 

By Mr. 0 : relating e ish- 
ment of a post-route from Glenville to Harris, Alabama—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 5 i 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of H. Krippenstapel, 
pablisher of the Louisville Volksblatt and Omnibus, for the abolition 
of the duty on 1 pes the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YEATES: Papers relating to the claim of Emile Lepage— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WHYTE mted the memorial or L. E. Barbour, Michael 
Ahern, William H. Askew, and others, engaged in the manufacture 
of plate-iron, of Baltimore, Maryland, remonstrating against a re- 
duction of the duties on foreign imports, and against the reimposi- 
tion of the war tax on tea and ee; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the memorial of the board of commis- 
sioners appointed by the States of Ohio, P lvania, West Virginia, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Indiana, and Illinois to look after the improve- 
ment of the Ohio River. The memorialists ask, in the name of those 
States and in behalf of their le, „that the Con of the United 
States will, without delay, consider the question of the improvement 
of the Ohio River and its tributaries; not as a mere local question as 
heretofore, but as one of great national importance, demanding the 


military authorities in 1803, and for the loss of the same by fire. 
There was an adverse rt in the last Congress, but he has sent me 
a petition accompanied by numerous affidavits which I think bring 
it within the role allowing papers to be withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there new and additional evidence ? 

Mr. BECK. Additional evidence with the papers. I want to have 
the papers now on file in the Senate withdrawn and referred with 
this additional evidence to the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be entered. 

Mr. CONOVER presented the petition of John Wallace, of Talla- 
hassee, Florida, praying to be allowed a pension ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FERRY presented a petition of Thomas J. Craft and 34 others, 
citizens of Detroit, yer — praying for the of a law for the 
preservation of the food-tishes of the great lakes and the rivers and 
straits connecting the same, and To sea igeer a sufficient amount to 
maintain fish commissioners; which was referred to the Committee 
on rig tee err 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of Thomas Rowley and 
others, citizens of Oregon City, Oregon, engaged in the manufacture 
of woolen goods, in which they represent that the prices of all do- 
mestic fabries are now lower than ever before, wages are at the low- 
est endurable point, many works are at a stand, and the distress among 
workingmen is so great that Congress cannot be ignorant of it; but as 
bad as the situation is here they are advised and believe that it is 
worse in England, that wages are lower there and goods cheaper, and 
that such a reduction of our tariff duties as will open the American 
market to their wares is greatly desired by English manufacturers; 
that while they sympathize with foreign workmen they owe a duty 
to their own families; that they do not want charity, they want work, 
and claim as a right the home market for the products of home in- 
gu: They say further that they are ad of the urgency with 
which salaried English agents in this country are pressing for what 
they call “revenue reform,” but they Congress to consider that 
it will be no gain in the end to favor the foreign traders who want to 
sell their cheap goods, and to find that protracted idleness has ruined 
our ordinarily industrions workmen. For these and other reasons the 
respectfully remonstrate against any reduction of the duties whieh 
protect their labor and also against the reimposition of the war tax 
upon tea and coffee, which was abolished, as they say, by the friends 
of the workingman. I move the reference of this petition to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 
pact 1 the paion of the Jeffersonville and 

uisville Ferry Company, praying the passage of a law authorizin 
the payment of a balance oe a to be due for transportation o 
troops, stores, ammunition, &c., during the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the petition of Mary B. Marsh, widow 
of Wells R. Marsh, late surgeon of the Second Iowa Infantry, pray- 
ing for a pension ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 927) for the relief of James 
W. Glover, postmaster at Oxford, in the State of New York, reported 
it withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 559) for the relief of James C. 
Rudd, have had the same under consideration, and directed me to re- 
port the same back adversely and recommend that it be indefinitely 


al exercise of governmental powers to render it a great trans- POStpo 


portation highway for the nation, uncontrollable by eo ions or 
combinations, and justifying, in view of the future of the country, 
large expenditures of money from the common revennes of tho na- 
tion.” They also submit a great many facts and arguments showing 
why their requests should be granted. I move the reference of this 
memorial to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the alge of a meeting of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange and the citizens of Nashville, Ten in the nat- 
ure of a petition, praying for the remonetization of silver, and that 
it be made a legal tender without limit; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented inga of the Chamber of Commerce of Mem- 

his, Tennessee, in favor of the free coi of silver and restoring 
ts legal-tender character; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented additional evidence in the case of M. L. Gager, 
of Memphis, Tennessee, praying compensation for p ty alleged to 
have been taken and used by the United States anthorities in that 
city during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of W. W. Agnew and 114 others, 
citizens of Lewis County, Kentucky, praying for the ‘restoration of 
the silver dollar to the coinage, and for the repeal of the resumption 
act; which was referred to the Committee on ce. 

Mr. BECK. I present the petition of William Cash, of Princeton, 


Kentucky, praying compensation for the use and occupancy of certain 


property at Memphis, Tennessee, taken possession of by order of the 


itponed. 
Mr. McCREERY. Let the bill g on the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment 
of claims reported to Congress under section 2 of the act approved 
June 16, 1874, by the Secretary of the Treasury, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No, 2887) to authorize the granting of an Amer- 
ican register to a foreign-built ship for the purposes of the Woodruff 
scientific expedition around the world, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to state for myself and the Senator from 
pee [Mr. SPENCER] that we dissent from the report just sub- 
mit z 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 784) for the relief cf James P. Worrell; which 
Ta read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 785) to provide for building a military post for 
the protection of the citizens of the Black Hills region; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
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obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 786) for the relief of the 
Jeffersonville and Louisville Ferry Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. MATTHEWS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 787) to anthorize the pay- 
ment of a balance due to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 788) granting a pension to Anson K. Young; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 789) for the relief of Michael Fenten- 
heime, a citizen of France; which was read twice by its title, aud, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 790) for the relief of William Braden, sur- 
viving of Sheets & Braden; which was read twice by its 
te and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 791) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying peti- 
tion, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 792) authorizing the establishment of a 
naval station and depot, and for other purposes, at Port Royal Harbor, 
South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHAFFEE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 558) declaratory of the meaning and intend- 
ment of the fifteenth section of the act entitled “An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 

h line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,” approved July 2, 1864; and also to 
amend the act of Con approved June 20, 1874, entitled An act 
making additions to the fifteenth section of the act approved July 2, 
1864, entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other p z ree uly 1, 1862,“ 
and for other ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MERRIMON LIFE-PRESERVER, 

Mr. GORDON submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

That the Committee on Commerce be instructed to examine and con- 


Resolved, 
sider the merits of the Merrimon life-preserver and roport if it will contribute to 
the efficiency of the life-saving service. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 
On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 
Ordered, That J. L. Calhoun, of Alabama, have leave to withdraw his petition 
and papers from the files of the Senate. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
In answer to the resolution of the Senate dated December 7, 1877, I transmit 
with reports from the General of the Arm Deer Congal, U 
ssary-General of Subsistence, and the Chief of Ordnance, showing what 
has been the cost (estimated) of the late war with the Sioux Indians, aud what the 
casualties of rank and file among the soldiers engaged in said 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 20, 1878. 


He also laid before the Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate 
of the 30th of January, 1878, a report of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, showing how many acres of land in the Indian Territory have 
been surveyed, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill No. 
18. I will state that it is a bill for the payment of a small sum of 
money to the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company, which 
passed the Senate at the last session and was reported favorably in 
the House and failed merely for want of time in the House. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 18) for the relief of the 
Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Seeretary of the Navy to inves- 
tigate the claim of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company for 
tolls on vessels transporting naval supplies and to award such sum 
as he may find equitably due, not to exceed $3,742.20, the award to 
be in full payment of ail claims of the company against the Govern- 


ment. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to hear the bill explained. I do 
not know what its nature is. 


Mr. WHYTE. It is nothing in the world but to pay for some tolls 
due by the Navy Department to this canal company and which through 
an inaccurate interpretation of one of the sections of the statute of 
1866 were supposed by the Secretary of the Navy to be under the con- 
trol of the Quartermaster-General. It was not. There is no difficulty 
about the amount, and it ought to be paid. 

Mr. CONKLING. What committee reports the bill? 

Mr. WHYTE. The Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the amount? 

Mr. WHYTE. A little over $3,000. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there a printed report? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir; there is a printed report. The bill was re- 
ported last year and passed the Senate then. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr, President, I desire to say a word this morn- 
ing. Yesterday while the post-office bill was up I was called to m 
committee-room for a few minutes on business. When I came bac 
I found to my surprise that the vote had been taken on the franking- 
privilege amendment; and as I never dodge a vote, never have done 
so since I have been in the Senate, and for fear my absence might be 
considered as an 1 N seb dodge that vote, I desire to say this morn- 
ing that if I had been I should have voted for the amendment, 
and I am very sorry I was not here. f 


TERRITORIAL LAW LIBRARIES. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. Iask the Senate to take up House bill No. 789. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 789) to appropriate money 
for the purchase of a law-library for the Territory of Dakota was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It e 82,500, to 
be expended by and under the direction of the Attorney-General of 
the United States in the purchase of a law library for the Territory 
of Dakota, to be kept at the seat of the government thereof, for the 
use of the governor, supreme and district courts, members of the Legis- 
lature, and such other persons as shall bo provided for by law, and 
also 8200 for the purpose of paying the freight thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report with that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is none. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The amount appropriated is $2,500. It is to carry 
out the practice of the Government in re; to the Territories here- 
tofore. Thisis a House bill and has been considered by the Commit- 
tee on Territories and ananimously reported favorably. Twenty-five 
hundred dollars has been heretofore appropriated for this Territory 
for the same purpose; and this is an additional appropriation. I have 
a table here showing that $5,000 has been bn Jetset by 8 
to every Territory since the Territory of Wisconsin was organ 
This is following that practice and allows, with the appropriation be- 
fore made, the same amount to Dakota for the same purpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I now ask for the consideration of House bill 


No. 1201. 
By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. No. 1201) making an appro- 
priation for the purchase of a law-lib for the use of the courts 


and the United States officers in the Territory of Wyoming was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Colo- 
rado if he knows where this Jaw-library is to be located in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. At Cheyenne, the capital. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the bill tix it at Cheyenne so that they cannot 
remove it out into those counties in the corner of the Territory, and 
tnie the judge we heard about yesterday of any benefit of the 


ry 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Ithink they cannot. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I shonld like to inquire of the Senator having 
this bill in charge what is the occasion for this appropriation to buy 
a library for a Territory. It is something strange to me. I always 
understood that libraries were to be bought by those direetly inter- 
ested in 2 827 them. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I stated before, on the other bill just for 
the Territory of Dakota, that it has been the practice of this Govern- 
ment to furnish a law-library to each of the Territories for the use of 
the territorial officers. I have here a table showing the amount of 
Shpropristiana for each Territory up to this time. Dakota and Wyo- 
ming have not had their full appropriations. We have United States 
eourts in these territories, and a law-library is just as necessary in a 
Paea in a State. 

Mr. MERRIMON, I think, with all respect to the past and those 
who participated in such legislation and gave their assent to it, that 
it has been a very vicious practice and ought to be suppressed. I 
know that the circuit court in my State has not a dozen volumes in 
the office of its clerk and never bad. There was never any money 
appropriated to buy a library for the circuit court of the United 
States in the State of North Carolina or anywhere else in the old 
States that I ever heard of. Six thousand dollars would buy a very 
handsome library, and I sup it is for the benefit of the gentlemen 
of the bar who practice in the territorial courts. It is a discrimina- 
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tion in favor of the Territories that seems to me.utterly unjust and 
without justification. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I trust the Senator from North Carolina will not 
make objection to this bill. This practice of allowing the Territories 
a sum sufficient to purchase a library has been observed for very 
many years; and if the Senator knew the great benefit this confers 
upon the people of the Territory, the judges of the courts, and upon 
the members of the bar in these frontier communities, I know he 
would think the money well expended. There is no objection to the 
matter in principle, and I am sure the administration of justice is 
greatly benefited by appropriations of this kind. 

Ihave had observation in regard to this matter myself. It enables 
a Territory at its organization to have a lib so that the courts and 
the members of the bar throughout the whole Territory may refer 
to needed books where libraries are necessarily very limited, the com- 
munities small, and it cannot be expected that libraries can be pur- 
chased by members of the bar throughout the different parts of the 


anan 

Mr. M IMON. I beg to ask the Senator why there is any greater 
reason for buying a library for a territorial court than for a court in 
the old States? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Because a Territory is a new . ust 
ee to be prepared to come into Statehood in the course of time, 

r. MERRIMON. The lawyers who go there to practice take their 
books with them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The libraries are very limited and the members 
of the bar who go out to the Territories at first are not prepared to 
invest 1 sums in a library. I assure the Senator from my obser- 
vation and experience that nothing can be of greater convenience or 
benefit to building up a sound judiciary system of the administration 
of the Jaws and exert a wholesome influence in the community than 
supplying these facilities to members of the bar; and I do hope this 
practice will not be interrupted. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I cannot support it myself. I do not see any 
reason for it at all. There is just as much reason for buying a library 
for the circuit court in the district of North Carolina as there is for 
that. I do not think there are a dozen volumes there; and all through 
the United States the lawyers buy their own books. It seems to me 
5 absolute donation to the Territory without any reason in the world 

or it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, if this had not been the practice 
from the time of the organization of the Territory of Wisconsin down 
to the present time, ites great strength would be added to the 
Senator's remarks. If it was not the fact that the Senate had just 
this moment a similar bill for another Territory, great weight 
migas possibly be added ; but it would look invidious for the Senate, 

avin passed 
it in the case of Wyoming; and I very much fear a question might 
be raised whether the influence of the debates of yesterday had not 
come over to us and induced us to get even with this Territory for 
assing an act which yesterday we annulled. I know that does not 
3 the mind of the Senator, but still it might be so considered 
y some. 

There is good reason in favor of the legislation, even if it was not 
supported by precedent. The decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States are very important in these Territories, affecting all 
their lands, mining questions, &. The decision in the case of Sher- 
man vs. Buick, made within a year, is of vital importance in reference 
to land questions, and ought to be known in all these Territories. The 
lawyers who go there take, perhaps, their common-law volumes with 
them; but those who go there from most of the States do not prac- 
tice in the United States courts. The proceedings of the United States 
courts to a certain extent are sui generis. They do not have the books 
which are necessary. Furthermore, in the old-established States, like 
the State which my friend from North Carolina represents, where the 
cirenit court is held, there are large libraries to which the courts can 
have access, probably belonging to members of the bar. The law- 
books in Territories, however, are extremely scattered. Here and 


ly 
there you will find a volume of statutes and different volumes of re- £ 


; but anything like a law library is very difficult to find in any 
erritory. A judge is very much at sea in making up his decisions; 
he has to 1 on his memory, perhaps; he cannot e citations ; he 
cannot weigh properly the briefs which are submitted to him, which 
may themselves be founded on the memory of 5 whereas the 
ren rights Which are passed on, the ay of ind 
and criminal, are just as important to those individuals in such com- 
ach i as they are in the older States where the information can 
t. 

8 to me it would be rather invidious, as I said in the first 
lace, not to pass this bill, having passed a similar bill for another 
erritory, when Congress after Congress since the organization of 

Wisconsin as a Territory has set this precedent, and we should be de- 
priving the Territories of a cheap but most invaluable resource for 
the purity and efficiency of their jurisprudence, 

. MERRIMON. I was not adverting at the moment to the pas- 
sage of the bill which passed a few moments ago, and when I heard 
it announced by the President I asked Senators about me what was 


the character of that bill, and they told me it was an appropriation 
of $5,000 to buy a library for a Territory. If I had been 
to it, I should have interposed objection at that moment. 


verting 


a bill of this kind for another Territory, to now refuse | Brace, 


vidnals, civil | and th 


Mr. SARGENT. It was $2,500, and so is this. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I thought it was $5,000. If this practice is 
vicious, although it has been tolerated in the past, that is only the 

ater reason why it should be suppressed at this time. We know 

that there are vicious practices in the Government that ought to be 
suppressed. In the past it has been common to pay unsuccessful con- 
testants for seats in this body the regular sa and mileage. We 
know that that practice has resulted in a great deal of evil and loss 
to the Government and has encouraged proceedings that ought not 
to be tolerated. This is a matter which touches the convenience of 
the judges who hold courts in the Territories, Under the general law 
the clerk's office there is supplied with the statutes of the Uni 
States and the judges are supped with the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. t law is applicable to the Territo- 
ries as well as to the several States, and no reason has been assigned, in 
my Judgment, why the judges who hold the territorial courts should 
have advantages that are not extended to the judges who hold the 
circuit courts throughont the Union. I know that in my own State 
there are not exceeding a dozen volumes in the office of the clerk of 
the circuit court, and I suppose it never was thought necessary to 
purchase books for a library for any such purpose, I desire to test 
the sense of the Senate upon it, and on the passage of this bill I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
and was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the passage of the bill the Senator 
from North Carolina asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
37, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 

Anthon: Davis of Ingalls, Sannders, 
Bailey, N Davis of W. Va, Matthews, 8 „ 
Beck, Eustis, Maxey, Teller, 
2 Ferry. Me Voorhees, 

de, Garland, McMillan, Wallace, 
Butler, Gordon, Mitchell, Whyte, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, M Windom, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Padi 
Chaffee, Plumb, 
Conkling, Howe, 

NAYS—7. 
Armstrong, Eaton, Merrimon, Withers. 
Christiancy, Hamlin, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—332, 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Oglesby, 
Barnum, Dennis, Kellogg, Patterson, 
Bayard, Dorsey, Kernan, Ransom, 
Blaine, Edmunds, Kirkwood, Randolph, 
Hill, y Rollins, 
Coc Hoar, MoCreery, Sharon, 
Coke, Johnston. McPherson, Thurman, 
Conover, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Wadleigh. 
So the bill was passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. SARGENT, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask consent to call up the bill (S. No. 452) to 
provide for a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Committee on 
Finance report an amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and to insert what will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 

That there shall be appointed by the President, be baen with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, a commission of five persons, who shall be selected solely with 
reference to personal fitness and capacity for an honest, and thorough 
investigation, and who shall hold office until their duties be accom ed, 
but not to exceed two years. It shall be their daty to investigate the alcoholic 
liquor trafo, primarily in its relations to revenue and also as to taxation, and its 
general economic and scientific aspects in connection with the public health and 

encral welfare of the people. 
Sec 2 That the said commissioners, not all of whom shall be advocates of 
hibitory legislation or of total abstinence in relation to alcoholic liquors, shall 
serve without salary; that the necessary expenses incidental to said investigation, 
not exceeding $10. shall be paid out of any money in the T not other- 
wise ap ropriated, upon vouchers to be approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and for this purpose the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated. It shall be 
the further duty of said commissioners to report the t of their a 
at © expenses attending the same, to the President, to be transmitted by him 
to Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be treated as the 
original bill, if there be no objection. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. McDONALD. It is so near the hour when we have agreed to 

into executive session, that I think we had better not go on with 
his bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the Senator from Indiana that this 
bill has been so modified by the Committee on Finance that it received 
I think the unanimous, certainly the general, concurrence of all the 
committee, and I presume there will be no opposition to its passage. 
It is contined to the investigation in relation to revenue and taxation, 
and my impression is that it will now receive the support of the Sen- 
ate generally. I hope, therefore, it will be taken up and acted upon 
at the present time. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
Mr. McDONALD. Has this bill been taken up? 


Bor VICE-PRESIDENT, It requires unanimous consent at this 
time. 
Mr. McDONALD.” I did not understand consent to have been 


ven. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked if there were objections 
to the consideration of the bill and the Chair heard none. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I rose to make an inquiry, intending to object 
unless I could better understand it than I now do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the objection 
if the Senator makes it. t 

Mr. McDONALD. If I understood the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance correctly, if this substitute that is offered had been fully 
agreed to in the committee and is limited simply to an examination 
of this 8 in reference to revenue aspects, and nothing else 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator will look at the bill he will see that 
What he would probably object to has been stricken out. 

Mr. McDON. . That is the reason I want time to Jook into it. 
I think it had better go over. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will one objection carry it over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will at this time. It requires unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. Objection is made, 


WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 528) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the Territory of Dakota to 
the village of Sioux Falls. 

The bill was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. Icertainly, with only five minutes until 
tho time of the execution of an order of the Senate, cannot allow this 
bill to pass without paring in my humble opposition to that clause 
of it in particular makes lawful and 3 upon the inhab- 
itants of every town and county in the Territory of Dakota any loan 
or bond that a mere majority of its inhabitants may choose to give 
to this company. It has prs: disastrous every where, and it will 


never get my vote in this 1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over under objection. 


JOHN PULFORD. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think we can dispose of House bill No. 1104, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. It passed 
the Senate during the last session, and was reported favorably in the 
House. It has now passed the House, and been favorably reported 
from the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
poset to consider the bill (H. R. No. 1104) for the relief of John 

ulford. > 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported the bill, with an amend- 
ment in line 20, after “1875,” to insert “with the pay of such rank 
from the day of the passage of this act ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That John Pulford, who was, on December 15, 1870, duly retired from the active 
servico and placed upon the list of retired officers of the United States Army, with 
the full rank of colonel, on account of wounds received in battle while performing 
the duties of colonel in command of his regiment, be, and hereby is, excepted and 
relieved from the 55 of the act of Congress entitled An act for the relief 
of General Samuel W. Crawford, and to fix the rank and pay of retired officers of 
the Army," approved March 3, 1875, sage Ae seer the injuries received by him in 
battle are more severe, dangerous, and ling, and more fully incapacitate and 
disqualify him for any service than the loss of an arm or leg, or the permanent 
ability of an arm or log by resection, and is hereby restored upon the list of retired 
oflicors of the Army to the full rank of colonel, held by him from the date of his 
rotiroment up to March 3. 1875, heb nt? pay of such rank from the day of the 
passago of this act. and shall hereafter hold and receive the rank and pay of colonel 
upon tho list of the retired officers of the Army. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to have the Senator in charge of the 
bill make some statement in reference to it. I have just come into 
the Chamber myself and did not hear it read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill makes a full statement of the case. 
Colonel Pulford was retired with the rank of colonel, but under the 
act n March 3, 1875, was reduced to the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel. That act excepted certain officers from the provisions of it, 
those who were disabled in a certain way. Now, upon an investiga- 
tion of this caso, we found that although the wounds of Colonel 
Pulford were not of the specific character named in the act, they are 
moro disabling and more totally unfit him for any business than the 
wounds specilied in the act, and although he may not be within the 
letter of the exception he is most clearly within the spirit and inten- 
tion of the exception, and therefore the committee propose to place 
— back simply whore he was before, on au equality with other 
officers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the act which excludes him 
from the benefits to be given by this act read for the information of 
the Senate, if there is no written report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The act is section 2 of the act of March 3, 1875, 
“for the relief of General Samuel W. Crawford, and to fix the rank 
and payor retired officers of the Army,” volume 18, Statutes at Large, 
page 5 That section provides: 

Sec. 2. That all officers of the Army who have been heretofore retired by reason 
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of disability arising from wounds received in action shall be considered as retired 
upon the actual rank held by them, whether in the regular or volunteer service, at 
tho time when such wound was received, and shall be borne on the retired list and 
receive pay hereafter accordingly; and this section shall be taken and construed to 
include those now borne on the retired list Beno upon it on account of wounds 
received in action: Provided, That no part of the 1 shall apply to those 
officers who had been in service as commissioned officers tweuty-five years at the 
date of their retirement; nor to those re officers w ost an arm or leg, 
or has an arm or leg permanently disabled by reason on account of 
wounds, or both eyes by reason of wounds ved 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. There 
are two competing orders, the unfinished. business of yesterday, and 
later in point of time the order of the Senate to go into executive 
session at one o'clock to-day. The Chair assumes that the last order 
is the latest expression of the Senate [“ Certainly,” ] and the Senate 
will proceed to the consideration of executive business. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will clear the eries and close the doors. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After four hours and twenty-five minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened ; and (at five o'clock and twenty-five min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


KILLICK SHOALS, CHINCOTEAGUE BAY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3386) for the establishment of a light-house on Killick Shoals, 
Chincoteague Bay, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS, 


Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
3387) to legalize certain patents issued to members of the Pottawat- 
omie tribe of Indians; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SEIZURE OF STEAMER VIRGINIUS. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
at this time a resolution calling for executive information. I donot 
think there will be any objection to it. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to transmit copies of all correspondence between the Governments of the 
United States and of Spam, not heretofore communicated, in reference to the seiz- 
ure of the steamer Virginius and the massacre of.a portion of the passengers 
crew of the same; to inform the House whether ier-General Buriel has 
been tried by the Spanish authorities in accordance the agreement of the 
Spanish government. 

Mr. BLAND. I must ih pat and call for the regular order. 

Mr. MILLS. It is a resolution calling for information only. 

Mr. BLAND. If it takes no time I will not object. 

No objection being made, the resolution was received, and adopted. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. BLAND. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, I have been a member of this House 
for nearly three years 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. SPARKS. And this is the first time that I have deemed it 
necessary to claim the privilege of a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois rises to make a per- 
sonal explanation. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] in his 
speech on the day before yesterday, in answer to several interroga- 
tories with respect to Anderson, a member of the late Louisiana re- 
turning board, took occasion—— 

Several MEMBERS. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] is not 
in his seat. 

The SPEAKER. It is su; that the gentleman from Maine 
not being in his seat, the goena from Illinois might make his per- 
sonal explanation at a subsequent time during the day. 

Mr. SPARKS. I would suggest to the Chair that I was not in my 
seat when the gentleman from Maine made his allusion to me. I had 
paid special attention to the ter part of his speech but was called 
out for just a moment by a friend, and Suring that time this allusion 
to me was made. Butif itis thought best for the gentleman to be 
in his seat, I do not insist on proceeding now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think the gentleman from Illinois had better 
wait. 

Mr. SPARKS. All right. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I see now that the gentleman from Maine is here. 

Mr. HALE. I am listening to the gentleman. 

Several 5 How long a time does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois want 
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Mr. SPARKS. If I am not interrupted, I think I will not occupy 
more than two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois suggests that he will 
occupy but two minutes. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It would not be right to limit him in this personal 
explanation to two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois indicated that as the 
time he desired. 

Mr. SPARKS. Isaid, Mr. Speaker, that if not interrupted I thought 
I wonld not be longer than two minutes. It is not a very important 
matter. I was saying that in answer to certain interrogatories—— 

Mr. SAMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Tho gentleman might rise to a question of order, 
but a parliamentary inquiry can hardly take the gentleman from Illi- 
nois off the floor when making a personal explanation. 

Mr. SAMPSON. My point is whether the matter of a personal ex- 
planation is not within the control of the House; whether when a 
gentleman rises to make a personal explanation the House has not 
control of the matter. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The Chair always asks for consent, 
and to-day did so by recognizing gentlemen on the other side to make 
whatever suggestions they wished touching the right of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to proceed. The Chair desires in this connection 
to state that it has been usual to allow personal explanations only 
where the Representative desired to call attention to something affect- 
ing him in his individual or his representative capacity. Where a 
gentleman has merely been alluded to in debate, it has uot been the 
custom of the House to allow him to get up and claim one hour in 
reply under the guise of a personal explanation. 

r. BURCHARD. I think that the question whether the matter 
is one of privilege arises when it is submitted to the Chair. Now, my 
recollection is that the gentleman from Illinois was not alluded te 
in the remarks of the gentleman from Maine, except by reading 
from a report which been made to the House. The report was 
simply read; that was all. 

. SPARKS. Does my Spies IRS [Mr. BURCHARD] attempt to 
make the explanation for me, or shall I make it for myself ? 

Mr. HALE. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to go on. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, I would have been done before this, 
if I had not been interrupted, I was saying that in answer to cer- 
tain interrogatories, ia regard to Anderson of the Louisiana return- 
ing board, the gentleman from Maine read from a report certain ex- 
pressions of mine made as a member of the investigating committee 
from which that report emanated. 

I quote the language of the gentleman: 

Now, as far as Mr. Anderson is concerned, I answer all these qnestions that are 
starting up here and there and everywhere by reading from proceedings of 
the committee which was investigating this sabject. Mr Anderson testifying upon 
this point is interrupted by Mr. Sranks, a member of the present House, who 
says: 

* My remark about — 

Thal is, the acaba Schon rey ae 
„does not apply to you, Mr. Anderson; because so far as we have gone it is shown 
by the testimony here that you have no hand in it anywhere.” 

Then this follows: 

“The Witxess, (Mr. Anderson.) Thank you.” 

Now, there is a better answer than I can give by going into aay spent detail 
about the participation or alleged participation of General Anderson ia matter. 

Now, if that means anything it means that my statement as a mem- 
ber of an investigating committee of this House js intended to be 
used to indorse Anderson. If it does not mean that, it is senseless ; 
and every member of this House who has been long. here with the 
gentleman from Maine is well aware that whatever political heresies 
may be charged to his account his utterances here on this floor cannot 
be regarded as senseless in any case. 

Now, sir, my explanation of the matter is this: that committee, of 
which I was a member and at the time was conducting the examina- 
tion of the witness Anderson, had previously had before it testimony 
that these Vernon Parish returns had been forged by the clerk Little- 
field at the instance of and by the direction of Wells. 

There wasno rag 4 that anybody else had any connection there- 
with up to that time. The object of forging these returns was mainly, 
as I remember, to elect the republican candidates for judge, district 
attorney, and member of the Legislature. It was not specially astrike 
at the Presidency, for it seems they could count that out without 
these returns. A man by the name of Smart was the democratic can- 
didate for the Legislature in that district, which was notoriously 
democratic. A man by the name of Brown was the republican can- 
didate. I would not say he was a republican, but he was supported 
by the republicans, The transposition of these 178 votes from the 
democratic candidate, Smart, to the republican candidate, Brown, 
elected the latter. And that fraud seated the republican candidate, 
Brown, as a member of the Legislature. Now, sir, I was examinin 
this witness Anderson with respect to that point only. I will read 
from the printed report, Miscellaneous Document No. 42, Forty-fourth 
Congress, second session, page 172: 

By Mr. Sparks; 
ee Who were the candidates for the Legislature from Vernon Parish ? 
nswer. My recollection is that they were Brown and Smart. 
. Who was the democratic candidate? 
. I don't kuow, 

2 Which was the republican candidate? 

I don't know that either of them is a republican. 


Which one did the republicans support? 
2 Iknow that Mr. Smart is a democrat. 


. ported. 

e Don't you know that tiny copperted Brena? 

should have thought it folly for a man to run as a repu r 
. That, 7 would account for the trans position of the 178 votes ? 
Well, I don't know anything about that. 

In that answer the witness exhibited some restiveness, Then I 
made the answer to him, “ My remark about the transposition of 
votes does not relate to you,” &., which is correctly attributed to 
me in the RECORD, and the witness very gushingly thanks me. 

The examination then continues: 

nestion. You don't know Mr. Brown? 


wer. I do not. 
Q. State whether you do not know that he was regarded as the republican candi- 


A. No, sir; to tell you the truth, I didn’t know who the candidates were except 
Smart. I had heard that Smart was a and I have known that y 


I would not suppose that he would be on any other ticket but that. 
hink 30, aep gannein pa ape ary ea at Brown elected, because 
. „ m 
I had heard that Smart was elected. e 

Now that is all I propose to read. 

I was conducting the examination with a view to show by this 
witness in this connection that this forgery, committed by Littlefield 
at Wells’s direction, had been the means of seating Brown as a mem- 
ber of the Legislature when he had been defeated at the polls, and 
that Smart, who had been fairly elected, was, through that forged 
transposition of votes, defeated ; and that the canvassing board, of 
which Anderson was a member, had subsequently sanctioned it by 
certifying to the returns, this bold fraud among them. 

In conclusion, I will state for the benefit of my friend from Maine 
[Mr. Hate] that my opinion then was, and is now, that not only 
Wells but Anderson and the whole board were a set of 3 
swindlers, and that nearly everything connected with or resulting 
from their count was a swindle and S heed. 

MORNING HOUR. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-three minutes 
past twelve o’clock, and the call of the committees for bills of a public 
nature, during which private bills may be introduced, rests with the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, STATE OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 540 of chapter 1 and 
title 13 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill, which was read, provides that section 540 of chapter 1 and 
title 13 of the Revised Statutes be amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 540. The State of Missouri is divided into two districts, which shall be called 
the eastern and the western district of Missouri. The eastern districtincludes the 
counties of Schuyler, Adair, Knox, Shelby, Monroe, Pike, Montgomery, Gasconade, 
Franklin, Was Reynolds. n, and Oregon, as they existed January 1, 
1857, with all the counties cast of tnem. The western district includes the residue 
of said Stato. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pods and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT COURT OF WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the same committee, vit see back favorably 
a bill (H. R. No, 2360) changing the times of holding the terms of the 
district court for the district of West Virginia. 

The bill, which was read, provides that hereafter the distriet court 
of the United States for the district of West Virginia shall be held 
at the times and places following; but when any of said dates shall 
fall on Sunday the term shall commence the following Monday, to 
wit: At the city of Wheeling, on the Ist day of March and the Ist 
day of September; at Clarksburgh, on the 1st day of April and the 
Ist day of October; at Charleston, on the Ist day of May and the 
Ist day of November. And all pending process, rules, and proceed- 
ings shall be conducted in the same manner and with the same effect 
as to time as if this act had not passed. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


g pees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on tho 
ta 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

CREDITORS OF THE LATE REPUBLIC OF TEXAS, 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 18 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay over to the State o 
Texas the balance remaining of the fund appropriated by the acts of 
September 9, 1850, and February 20, 1855, for the payment of the 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


creditors of the late Republic of Texas; and the same was referred 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the ac- Fe 


companying report ordered to be printed. 
HON. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER. 


Mr. BUTLER, also from the Committee on the Judiciary, * Bell. 
88) for 


back, as a substitute for the House bill, a bill (H. R. No. 

the relief of Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 

Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LEGAL DISABILITIES OF WOMEN. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am alsoinstructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciaiy to report favorably the bill (H. R. No. 1077) to relieve the legal 
disabilities of women, and I ask that it may be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. It provides that any woman who shall have 
been a member of the bar of the highest court of any State or Terri- 
tory or of the supreme court of the District of Columbia for the space 
of three years, and shall have maintained a good standing before 


such court, and who shall be a person of good moral character, shall, | Coo 


on motion and the production of such record, be admitted to prac- 
tice before the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to debate this bill nor do I desire to 
cut off debate upon it. It provides simply this: that where any wo- 
man has been admitted to the bar of the highest court of a State, or 


of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and is otherwise | E 


nalified as set forth in the bill, she may be admitted to the Supreme 

ourt of the United States, in order to conduct cases committed to 
her by her clients in that court. If there is no desire to debate the 
bill I will call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the eryk pers ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be en 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 


the third time. 
The question was on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. E, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the bill be again read. 
The bill was again ne 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts a nen Is that the unanimous report of the Judi- 
ciary Committee 

Mr. BUTLER. Iso understand it. I heard no objection in the 
committee, 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 100, noes 68. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Let the bill be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been twice read. If there be no ob- 
jection it will be read a third time. 

There was no objection, and the bill was again read. 

Mr. WHITE, of 8 I wish to ask the gentleman from 


Massachusetts whether the question of the right of women to practice 
in the Supreme Court of the United States ever been distinctly 
brought before that court? 


Mr. BUTLER. It has; and they have decided that as the law now 
stands women cannot be admi 

The qon was taken; and there were—yeas 169, nays 87, not 
voting 


; as follows: 
YEAS—169. 

Aldrich, Ketcham, R; 
Bacon, Davis, Horaco Killinger, — 

ley, Deering, 3 Sa] 
Daker, John H. Dickey, Kno Sayler, 
Baker, Dwight, Landers, Sexton, 
Ballou, Eames, Lapham, Shallenberger, 
Banning, Elam, Lindsey, Sinnickson, 
Bayne, Ellis, Loring, Slemons, 
Benedict, Ellsworth, Fda Smalls, 
Bisbee, ackey, Sparks, 
Blair, Evans, James L. Marsh, Springer, 

ey, Mayham, Starin, 

Boue ‘ort, MoUook. Stenger, 
Brentano, Foster, Minien Stephens, 

g niey, 9 
Bridges, McMahon, Stone, John W. 
Bri G gs, Metcalfe, Stone, Joseph C. 
B en, Glover, Mitchell, Strait, 

Bı Hale, Money, Thom; 
Bundy, Hanna, Monroe, 8 
Harmer, Morse, Townsend, Martin I. 
Burdick, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Vance, 
Batler, Harrison, Oliver, Van Vorhes, 
cam, i Hart, a O'Neill, woe 
Camp, Hartzell” Page, Walker, 
Campbell, Haskell, Patterson, G. W. Walsh, 
Cannon, 5 Patterson, T. Ward. 
Cavan Heya Phel rina 
mers, Hazelton, atson, 
Chittenden, Henderson, Pollard, Welch, 
Jlaflin, Hiscock, White, Michael D. 
Clark of Missouri, Hubbell, Price, i 
Clark, Rush Humphrey, Pridemore, Williams, Andrew 
Clymer, ungerford, Pugh, Williams, C. G. 
le, Hunter, Rainey, Williams, 
Collins, Ittner, Rea, Willits, 
ger. James, Reed, ren, 
Covert, Jones, Frank Reilly, Wright, 
Crapo, Jones, James T. Rice, Wiliam W. Y 
5 1 1 7 John 8. — 3 
jumm eifer, . 
Cutler, i . Kelley, —— 1 — 8. 


NAYS—7, 
Ackil Cox, Jacob D. Harden Randol 
kon Cox, Samuel S, Harris, ee R. * 
Atkins, Cravens, Harris, John T Riddle, 
Beebe, Crittenden, Hendes, bbins, 
Davidson. Henry, 
Bi Davis, Joseph J. Hewitt, Abram S. s 
Blackburn, i Hewitt, G. W. Schleicher, 
Blount, Dibrell, Herbert, Singleton, 
Boone, Douglas, House, Sou 
Brees Bette Jems” —.— 
i 0 wann, 
Bright, Evins, John H. Kens ‘Tucker, 
Cabell, : Fo = 3 Turney 
rey, ey, 
Caldwell, John W. Franklin, Ligon, Waddell, 
Caldwell, W. P. Fuller, Wigginton, 
Candler, % williams, James 
Carlisle, Gause, cK Wi Jere N. 
Clark, Alvah A. Gibson, Mills, Willis, Albert S. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Goode, Wi A. 
Cobb, Gunter, Muldrow, Wi 
Hamilton, Peddie, 
. NOT VOTING—36. 
Banks, Henkle, Muller, Smith. William E. 
Biand, Hooker, Neal, burgh, 
urham, orgensen, 8 pton, 
Eden, Keightley, Powers, ‘ownsend, 
Evans, L N. Lathrop, Townshend, R. W. 
wing, Lockwood, ice, Americus V. te, 
Felton, Luttrell, Williams, A. S. 
Gardner, Maish, Shelley, Wood. 
Garfield, Morrison, Smith, A. Young. 
So the bill Taa panat: p 
During the of the roll the following announcements were 
made: 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky. My colleague, Mr. DURHAM, is de- 
tained from the House by illness. 

Mr. FORT. My colleague from Illinois, Mr. TIPTON, is confined to 
his room by sickness. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. My colleague, Mr. YOUNG, is ab- 
sent on account of sickness. If he were present, I think he would 
vote “ay. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague from Georgia, Mr. FELTON, is absent 
on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. FORT. I suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts that 
before he moves to reconsider the vote passing the bill, the title 
should be amended. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the title of the bill be amended b 
putting in the word “certain” before “ ;” so that the bill wi 
remove certain legal disabilities, not all o them. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peat ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORECLOSURE SUITS. 

Mr. LYNDE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 1452, a bill (H. R. No. 3389) to provide 
for appearance on behalf of the United States in foreclosure suits. 

The bill was read. It provides that whenever an action or suit 
shall be commenced for the foreclosure of a mortgage upon any real 
estate upon which the United States have any lien or other claim, 
which shall have attached or accrued subsequent to the recording of 
such mortgage, the United States may be made a defendant to 
such action or suit, and it shall be the duty of the United States 
attorney for the district in which such real estate is situated, upon 
being served with process in such action or suit, to appear therein for 
the United States. 

Mr. LYNDE. Lask that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LYNDE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EXEMPTIONS ON JUDGMENTS, 


Mr. LAPHAM. I am instructed bythe Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back the bill (H. R. No. 405) fixing exemptions on judg- 
ments in favor of the United States, with an amendment thereto, and 
move that the bill, as amended, do now pass. 

The bill was read. It provides that from and after the passage of 
this act there shall be exempt from seizure on an execution or attach- 
ment issued from any court of the United States, in the hands of each 
head of a family, all the property that may then be exempt by the 
laws of any State wherein the defendant in such a ease may reside. 

The committee pro to amend the bill by striking out all after 
the word “ States” in line 5 and inserting as follows: : 

The same which shall be t from levy and sale by the laws of the 
State in which the defendant shall at the time reside. 

The amendment was to, 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ought perhaps to make one further remark. By 
the peirat law the same exemptions are provided for in all cases in 
bankruptcy as are allowed by State laws; but the object of this bill 
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is to provide for the same exemptions in the execution of the process 
from Federal courts as are provided upon process from the State courts. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be ppoe and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. * 

Mr. LAPHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill, as 
amended, was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move to amend the title of the bill so that it will 
read as follows: A bill providing the same exemptions upon process 
from the courts of the United States as is provided in the several 
States upon process from the States courts. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AN ACT EXPLANATORY OF THE ACT OF JUNE 30, 1864. 


On motion of Mr. FRYE, the Committee on the Judiciary were 
relieved from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2410) to 
amend an act entitled “An act explanatory of the act of Jane 30, 
1864 ;” and the same was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, x 

REPRESENTATION IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report back, with a recommendation that it do now pass, the 
bill (H. R. No. 1630) to amend section 1922 of the Revised Statutes, 
of provisions concerning particular organized Territories. 

he bill was read. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I desire to state, for the information of the 
House, that the only provision of the existing law which is changed 
is that in reference to the Territory of Arizona. The number of the 
members of the council and house of representatives of the other 
Territories in this section of the Revised Statutes are preserved the 
same as they now exist; but in Arizona, of course, the number of 
the council of the Territory of Arizona is changed from nine to thir- 
teen members, and the house of representatives is chan from 
eighteen to twenty-seven. The reason of this change is this: when 
in 1863 the number of councilmen and representatives were arranged, 
I am informed the population of Arizona was about seven thousand, 
and the population now is about forty thousand. This increase of 
the population is proposed to be better represented. This is the whole 
scope of the bill. 

Mr. CORLETT. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HARTRIDGE] to the provisions of the proposed bill 
so far as it relates to the Territory of Wyoming. This provision in 
relation to the Territory of Wyoming stands the same as in the act 
organizing that Territory as origins ly , and therefore I have 
no objection to it on that score; but I wish to add this, that since the 
act originally passed the Legislature of Wyoming has acted upon the 
subject, and has increased the number of members of the lature 
as is provided by the original law. The number of the council have 
been increased from nine to thirteen and the house of representatives 
from thirteen to twenty-seven. 

Now, the effect of this bill would be this: that it would make the 
representation in the next Legislature nine and thirteen respectively, 
and it could not be changed until another meeting of the Legisla- 
tare. I simply suggest that the provisions of the bill so far as the 
Territory of Wyoming is concerned be struck out, so that the matter 
will be left just as it is now, and by doing that object which the 
committee have in view would not be affected. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CORLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. By a general statute no one but Congress have 
a right to increase the numbers of the Legislature; is there anything 
in the laws of Arizona contrary to that? 

Mr. CORLETT. This increase in the numbers of the members of the 
Legislature was brought about by the action of the Legislature itself, 
and not through the action of Con and therefore the effect of 
this proposed legislation would be that the present Legislatures in 
these Territories would be annulled in this respect and the right they 
have always exercised will be taken away. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I have no objection to striking out the pro- 
vision in relation to the Territory of Wyoming. 

Mr. FENN. By the organic act of the Territory of Idaho passed in 
1862, the council was to consist of seven members and the house was 

to consist of thirteen members, and I think they could be increased 
by the provisions of this organic act, at the discretion of the 
lature, and have been increased to the amount of thirteen in the council 
and twenty-six in the house. The Territory of Idaho has grown from 
between seven thousand and eight thousand to about forty thousand. 
As stated by my friend from Wyoming, [Mr. CORLETT,]} this bill, if 
, would put us in the same situation that we were in at the 
ginning. This bill would put my Territory back to seven members 
in the council and thirteen in the house, and then the Legislature 
would have to go to work and increase the numbers again in the 
future. Therefore I hope that Idaho will be excepted from the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. The object of the committee is to preserve the 
Legislative Assemblies of the different Territories precisely as they 
now are, except in the case of Arizona. I have no objection to any 
amendment which does not defeat that p . 

Mr. CORLETT. I move to amend the bill so that the Legislative 


Assemblies of all the Territories with the exception of Arizona shall 
consist of thirteen members of the council and twenty-six or twenty- 
seven members of the lower honse, as the case may be. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I move as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Corterr] that 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this act shall not change the number of members of the Legis- 
latures of said Territories as now provided by the laws of said Territories, except 
in the Territory of Arizona. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question was upon the amendment as amended. 

Mr. FORT. I would inquire of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HARTRIDGE] what reason there is why the number of councilmen 
and members of the house of representatives should not be uniform 
in all the Territories? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. This bill makes them so. 

Mr. FORT. Why not provide for one councilor and one member 
of the lower honse for so many inhabitants in any Territory, so that 
one Territory may not have one ratio of representation and another 
Territory a different ratio? 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. No such general bill has been offered to the 
consideration of the committee, and therefore we have not taken any 
action upon the subject. 

Mr. FORT. The gentleman does not answer my question. I desire. 
to know if there is any reason why the number should not be uniform 
in all the Territories. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE, I know of no reason. 

Mr. FORT. Then why not amend this bill as to make it so? 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I have not been instructed by the Committee 
on the Jadiciary to that effect. 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted; and the bill, as amended, 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. HARTRIDGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
xa panot; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

o table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLICATION OF LAWS, ETC. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 3079, to provide means for giving official 
notice of the acts of the Government, and to provide for the adver- 
aes required by the several De ents of the Government, a bill 
(H. R. No. 3390) with the same title: which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWNE. May I inquire when the morning hour will expire? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. SPRINGER.) morning hour 
will expirein three minutes. 

ANNULLING OF A TERRITORIAL ACT. 

Mr. KNOTT, I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to request that Senate bill No. 732 be taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The bill (8. No. 732) to annul an act of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Wyoming, entitled“ An act to provide for the organ- 
ization of Crook and Pease Counties, and to prune for holding court 
therein,” approved by the governor of said Territory on the 15th day 
of December, 1877, was taken from the Speaker's table and read a 
first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no is Pee the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. KNOTT] so as to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. EDEN. I 5 matter was by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. the morning hour expired! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair announced that the bill had been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the J N i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and the bill was referred accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House now proceed to the consider- 
ation of business on the Speaker’s table, so that we may reach and 
dis of the silver bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to allow me to submit a 
A end from the Committee of Elections for the purpose of having it 

rinted. 
P Mr: TOWNSEND, of New York, and others called for the regular 
order, 
Mr. SPRINGER. It will take but a moment, 
Many MEMBERS, Regular order. 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the question 
is upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] that 
the House now proceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker's table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MEDICAL MUSEUM. 

The first business on the Speaker's table was a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a communication from the 8 n-Gen- 
eral of the Army in explanation of the estimate for repairs of the 
building on Tenth street; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

WILBUR F, CHAMBERLAIN. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a report of the Adjutant-General on 
House bill No. 555, for the relief of Wilbur F. Chamberlain; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CIVILIAN CLERKS IN THE QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a report of the number of civilian clerks 
and other employés of the Quartermaster’s Department; also a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a supplementary statement 
upon the same subject; which were refi to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

COINAGE OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. No. 
1093) to authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and 
to restore its legal-tender character, with sundry amendments of the 
Senate thereto. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. £c., That there shall be coined, at the several mints of the United 
States, silver dollars of the weight of 412} ns troy of standard silver, as pro- 
vided in the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the devices and superscrip- 
tions provided by said act; which coins, together with all silver dollars heretofore 
coined by the United States of like weight and fineness, shall be a legal tender, at 
their nominal value, for all debts and dues, public or ihn except where oth- 
erwise provided by contract; and any owner of silyer bullion may deposit the same 
at any United States coinage mint or assay office, to be coined into such dollars for 
his benefit, upon the same terms and conditions as gold bullion is deposited for 
coinage under existing laws. 

Sud. 2. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
re) 


The amendments of the Senate were as follows: Before the word 
“contract,” in the first section, strike out the words “ provided by” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “expressly stipulated in the;” 
also strike ont all of section 1 after the word “contract,” and in lieu 
thereof insert the following: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to purchase, from 
time to time, silver bullion, at the market price thereof, not less than two million 
dollars’ worth per month, nor more than four million dollars’ worth per montb, and 
=“ the 5 — 55 be coined . 3 n 
and a sum suficient to carry ont the actis a) 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ee gf Ps ny 
gain or seigniorage arising from this shall be accounted for and paid into 
the Treasury, as provided under existing laws relative to the subsidiary coinage: 
Provided, That tho amount of money. at any one time, invested in such silver bull- 
ion, exclusive of such resulting coin, shall not exceed $5,000,000: And provided fur- 


ther, Ihat 83 this act shall be construed to authorize the payment in silver 
eee a posit issued under the provisions of section 254 of the Revised 
tatutes. 


Also, after section 1 insert the following additional sections: 


Sec. 2. That immediately after the passage of this act, the President shall invite 
the governments of the countries composing the Latin union, so-called, and of such 
other European nations as he may deem advisable, to join the United States in a 
conference, to adopt a common ratio between gol silver, for the purpose of 
establisbing, internationally, the use of bimetallic money; ann 1 Hxity of 
relative value between those metals; such conference to be held at such place, in 
Europe or in the United States, at such time within six months, as may be mutually 
ee upon by the executives of the governments joining in the same, whenever 

e governments so invited, or any three of them, shall have signified their willing- 
ness to unite in the same. 

The President shall, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, aj t 
three commissioners, who shall attend such conference on behalf of the United 


Seip 755 shall report the doings thereof to the President, who shall transmit the 
same to Con 
Said comm shall each receive the sum of and their reasonable ex- 


with the denominations of the United States notes. The ted for or rep- 
resenting the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of the 
same on demand. Said certificates shall be receivable for d all 


public dues, and, when so received, may be reissued. 

Also, amend the title to read as follows: 

An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its 
legal-tender character. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. H rise to a question of order. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to reserve all points of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask the Clerk to read Rule 112. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All proceedings touching a riations of money and all bills making appropri- 
ations of . property, 1 5 to be iar or au- 


thorizing ents out of riations already made, shall be first discussed in 
a Committee of the Whole Sessa. $ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the pointof order that this bill as it now 
stands must go to the Committee of the Whole under the rule just 
read, and for the reason that it makes an appropriation. I call atten- 
tion of the House to line 22 of the second page, being a part of the 
Senate amendments, where occurs the following language: 

And a sum sufficient to carry out the foregoing provision of this act is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Further on, in line 19 of page 3, it is provided that— 

Said commissioners shall each receive the sum of $2,500, and their reasonable ex- 
such pid este 3 sed „„ out of ae mone inthe 
8 otherwise 5 N A z 

Mr, FORT. I hope my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] will withdraw 
the point of order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave made the point of order in good faith, and 
I insist upon it. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to speak a moment to the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not concluded. 

Mr. EDEN. Will my colleague allow me a question! 

Mr. SPRINGER, nest A 

Mr. EDEN. Does the gentleman make this point of order with the 
view of defeating the passage of any silver bill by this Congress? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer the question. I make this point of 
order because I have a right as a representative of the people to make 
it; and if it succeeds in defeating a bill which in my judgment does 
not meet the demands of the people 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to discuss the merits of the bill 
on a point of order 

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall be willing to take the consequences, 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. į move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending and a point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be observed if gentlemen will refer to Rule 
112 that its language is— 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money, and all bills making appro- 
. of — or 8 or requiring such — to be sale mer 

Now, it may be said that this is a Senate amendment to a House bill 
and therefore does not come within the rule that bills making appro- 
priations of money or property shall be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole. But this is certainly a “proceeding ;” we are proceeding 
to consider this measure. The broad parlaua term “ proceed- 
ing” as nsed in the rule ineludes everything that a parliamentary body 
is called on to vote upon. Therefore as this bill makes two distinct 
appropriations which have never been before this House for consider- 
ation, its consideration comes within the provisions of Rule 112, aud 
for that reason must go to the Committee of the Whole if one member 
demands it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word further. It is not my object to offer 
any factious opposition to this bill as it comes from the Senate, or to 
delay for one day the passage of a bill authorizing free coinage of the 
silver dollar of 412} grains and making it a full legal tender, but I 
do desire to place this Senate bill where I shall have an opportunity 
of explaining at least the vote which I shall be required to give, an 
opportunity which I shall not have under the motion about to be made 
to concur in the Senate amendments and upon which I understand 
the previous question is to be moved. If the bill, as amended by the 
Senate, goes to the Committee of the Whole, I shall only ask a rea- 
sonable time to discuss it. Members who are required to vote for 
provisions which they do not approve should at least have the oppor- 
tunity of telling their constituents Why they feel constrained so to 
vote. Rule 112 was made for the very purpose of allowing every 
member of the House an opportunity to discuss every appropriation 
of money to be made out of the Public Treasury. If the Senate may 
originate appropriations in the nature of amendments to House bills, 
and if such 8 are so highly privileged that we cannot 
even discuss them if a majority may order the previous question, then 
the rule of the House is of no effect whatever. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] Iun- 
derstand yields to me. 

The SPEAKER. It is unusual to yield on a point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I simply desire to extend all the courtesy in my 
power to my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRIGHT. ] 

The SPEAKER. Has the genleman from Illinois concluded? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I agree entirely with the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER } in his statement that the Senate amend- 
ments to this bill provide for an appropriation of money; but I en- 
tirely disagree with him in the point of order which he raises on that 
ground. Now Rule 112 provides that a bill in the House or a pro- 
ceeding in the House making an appropriation of money or property 
shall first be discussed in Committee of the Whole; but I call the 
attention of the gentleman to the fact that while the bill now under 
consideration was never discussed in Committee of the Whole at all 
it was because it was passed under a suspension of the rules, which 
rendered such discussion unnecessary; and it now comes back to the 
House as a bill that was passed independently of the ordinary rules. 
The operation of the rule haying been suspended in regard to this 
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8 gentleman's point is not well taken, and at best comes entirely 
too late. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the point of order fails for another reason. The 
matter now under consideration is not a bill, is not a proceeding 
originating in the House ; it is a Senate amendment to a bill. Under 
the Constitution the Senate has the right to make amendments, even 
to our revenue bills, But during the course of my experience in this 
House I have never known a single instance in which a Senate 
amendment was sent to the Committee of the Whole for diseussion 
upon merely raising the technical objection that it made an appro- 
priation of money. I have never known a single instance in which 
such amendments went to the Committee of the Whole except upon 
a motion to refer, adopted by a majority vote of the House. There- 
fore for two reasons, first that this bill has already passed the House 
under a suspension of the rules, and secondly that the appropriation 
of money here made is contained in a Senate amendment, which 
comes Giverny eres the House for concurrence or commitment, as 
the case may be, I claim that the gentleman’s point is not well taken, 
and that this bill cannot be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
except by a vote of a 8 of the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am compelled to differ 
totally with my friend from Ohio. I should like to vote for this bill 
as it comes with its amendments without discussion. I think discus- 
sion has been had long enough, both in the Senate and in the House. 
But the idea that the gentleman from Ohio suggests, because this 
bill was first considered undef a suspension of the rules that now, 
since it has changed its status, the suspension is continued so as to 
affect this new amended measure, is a most remarkable statement. 

What is the meaning of Rule 112. It means that every bill where 
money is concerned, every “ proceeding” touching a bill, shall have 
its first discussion in the Committee of the Whole. That rale was 
intended to prevent just such pee as this, which allows the 
Senate to start money bills and appropriations and disallows the 
Committee of the Whole for discussion. I will vote for this measure; 
I will vote for it with the Senate amendments, although I prefer the 
original bill; but I will not indorse any practice leading to a vicious 
precedent. Without proper discussion under the rules of this House 
no money should be drawn from the Treasury, 

The gentleman made another point, but it was so thin I am afraid, 
Mr. Speaker, I cannot remember it or even debate it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYLER. Why do you not answer it? 

Mr. COX, of New York. The general point I make, which includes 
all points and answers all objections, is this, which the gentleman 
cannot answer: that every proceeding touching an eg! Mana of 
money must be first considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYLER. Does that refer to reports from conference commit- 
tees? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Every report, every appropriation of money 
outside of a conference report must go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYLER. The > Airis makes one exception, then. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The rules except a conference report, 
which is not amenable under a special rule of the House, but must 
be taken as a whole or rejected as a whole. But there is no excep- 
tion in a case of this kind, and the gentleman cannot find any 23 5 
ſor it. 

Mr. SAYLER. And the ens can find no rule against it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Here is the rule indorsing the proposition 
I have made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let me ask the gentleman a single question, and 
it is this: While the Senate may amend our revenue bills sent to 
them or n bills, can the Senate originate an appropriation 
or revenue bill? ; 1 

Mr. COX, of New York, I know the gentleman from Massachusetts 
knows as well as any member of the House that although in theory 
the Senate cannot originate an appropriation or revenue bill, yet the 
bad practice is they always do it by way of amendment. When a 
Lill comes back with an appropriation never before discussed in the 
Committee of the Whole, a fresh measure never in any way debated, 
not brought before the House by any motion to suspend the rules, an 
amendment tonching an appropriation of money out of the Treasury, 
it certainly must under the rules have its first consideration in the 
cur. BUTLER Th tl d t get int. 

r. e eman does no my poin 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York whether a bill of a private character involving an appro- 
priation has not always been accepted by the House when it origin- 
ated in the Senate, and accepted without controversy ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I never knew of that practice; but, sir, 
this is not a pae bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair never heard of any instance of a pri- 
vate bill which involved an appropriation of money coming from the 
Senate or on which the point was made that it was first to be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But this is not a private bill; but where 
the point is made all money bills should be first discussed. My in- 
terpretation is general. One word more and I am done. What is 
the meaning of the rule? What is the reason for it? The reason for 
it is that manoy shall not be taken from the Treasury without full 
discussion by the popular branch of Congress. This practice now 


proposed breaks that rule. It breaks the principle of the rule. It 
infringes popular representation, Mr. Speaker, and I know the Speaker 
is not apt to sanction that for any purpose, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire whether it 
has been the practice of the House to consider in Committee of the 
Whole Senate amendments ingrafting new appropriations on House 
e bills? I believe I have not seen it done since I have 

n here. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recall a single instance. It 
may have been done. A great majority of the Senate amendments 
involve original appropriations or increase of appropriations, and the 
Chair does not remember now of a single instance in which such 
Senate amendments have been compelled to be first considered in 
Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is my understanding of the practice. 

Mr. CONGER. The practice, as the Speaker gests, has been 
aniform, and points of order have not carried a bill with Senate 
amendments containing appropriations to the Committee of the Whole 
by the ruling of the Chair. The rule provides the first consideration 
of the bill containing appropriations or the first proceeding touching 
it shall be had in the Committee of the Whole. The Chair has always 
ruled, however, if the consideration has been commenced without 
objection, if debate has been allowed to proceed on such bill without 
objection, it was then too late to raise the point of order. Much more 
than that by an absolute suspension of the rules, which would gov- 
ern this case, the House could determine by a two-thirds vote and 
proceed otherwise than under the rule. That is this case. It is the 
first consideration of the bill. I call the attention of the House to 
the end of the rule where it relates to the first consideration of a bill 
which has been passed and not to any subsequent consideration of an 
amendment coming from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to hear the remarks of the 
8 from Michigan, and business will be suspended until mem- 

rs resume their seats and order is preserved. 

Mr. CONGER. If I was not heard I will repeat what I was saying. 
The point that I made was that the rule requires in regard to any 
proceeding or bill making appropriation of money or touching the 
appropriation of Property that it shall have its first consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. But I was submitting to the Chair that 
the practice has always been by the decision, as far as I know, of all 
2 ruling upon the subject that, . that rule, 
when any proceeding or bill presented in this House subject to the 
operation of the rule shall without objection have p ed to con- 
sideration—the practice has been where debate has been had upon the 
proposition to rule that the point of order was taken too late. Much 
more then in a case where the House by a solemn act of suspending 
by a two-thirds vote the operation of this rule, as in this case, the 
rule would not have applied in the first instance and cannot apply 
now. But, asI understood the Chair to suggest, I do not remember 
there ever has been a case where the practice has been under the opera- 
tion of this rule to send a bill with Senate amendments on the point 
of order to the Committee of the Whole. That the House may do it 
by a majority is unquestionable, as it may refer the bill to any com- 
mittee. But I think it is very important that this question, not in 
regard to this particular bill, perhaps, but in regard to all such cases, 
should be settled as it is raised here. I think the rule cannot apply 
to any subsequent consideration of the bill by the Honse, and espe- 
cially as is remarked by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SAYLER,] 
where the House by that serious and solemn act in regard to it has 
A aaa the rule under which it would be carried to the committee. 

. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I rarely rise in the House on points 


of order, for I am convinced and I am free to say that I never have 


been able to understand the rules of the House. I sup they are 
like most laws which are as the opinion of the last judge construes 
them. But I submit this: First, the House sent to the Senate a bill 


to do a certain thing. It contained no appropria The House 
suspended the rules in order to pass the bill and send it to the Senate. 
When it got there the Senate in its wisdom chose to make it an appro- 
priation bill. The Senate having done so that feature of the bill 
which constitutes it as an appropriation bill has never had any con- 
sideration in this House at all. And then the rule seemed to apply 
that a consideration of an appropriation or revenue measure—ihe 
tule covering both—must take place in Committee of the Whole. 
There has been no giving up of this point. The suspension of the 
rules did not give it up, because it was not before the House then. 
The bill is here now under the operation of the rales of the House; 
and the Senate has not amerfiled one of our appropriation bills but 
has inangurated an appropriation themselves. The question sub- 
mitted is whether the rule requiring that matters of appropriation or 
matters of revenue shall first be discussed in Committee of the Whole 
or shall be passed over at this time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts a question. Does he contend that the suspension of the 
previous a bepa is still operating ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no; just the other way. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Well, I did not so understand; I am glad 
to have the gentleman’s co-operation on that. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I have examined the journals of the 
House to some extent, and the only decision I can find that touches 
this point is one made during the first session of the Forty-fourth 
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Congress. In that case the Army appropriation bill was amended by 
the Senate in such a way as to increase the appropriations. It came 
back to the House. It was referred, I believe, to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and they reported it back with a proposition to dis- 
to the amendments. Mr. Wilson, of Iowa, then made the point 
of order that the amendments must have their first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] 
was then Speaker pro tempore, and overruled the point of order. 
There the appropriation had been increased, and my impression is 
that new appropriations had been added. In that instance, and it is 
the only one I find, the point of order was overruled. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It does occur to me that the point of order 
taken by the gentleman from Illinois cannot be sustained. As well 
might it he contended, because the Senate is not permitted to origi- 
nate a bill for the raising of revenue, that in every instance where 
the House does project such a bill and sends it to the Senate and the 
Senate sees fit to amend that bill by an extension of the amount of 
revenue so to be raised, upon the return of that bill so amended to 
the House it is amenable to this point of order and must go to the 
Committee of the Whole. Such a point of order, I take it, never 
been made or never sustained in the practice of this House. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is not this case. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I know that is not this case; but it seems to 
me that the same reasoning applies to this as well as tothat. There 
is a constitutional inhibition on the Senate in the matter of the rais- 
ing of revenue; and yet each year and each session of Con as it 
rolls round presents the question. This House projects its bills for 
the raising of revenue. They are sent to the Senate. There they are 
amended and in many instances they are amended by an extension 
of the amount to be raised. They come back to the House and the 
amendments of the Senate are considered, concurred in or non-con- 
curred in, and never are required to go to the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. NEILL. If the gentleman from Kentucky will it me 
to interrupt him, I would like to suggest that, waiving the point of 
order, a motion to table the bill and amendments would test the sense 
of tbe House. I and others who are opposed to remonetization would 
thus be enabled to record onr votes in opposition to the bill in the 
most distinct way, and if the motion prevailed we would dispose of 
a question which has agitated the country and is still keeping its busi- 
ness unsettled asmany other propositions before Con are. Should 
the motion not prevail it would be immediate notice to the country 
that silver remonetization would become a law as far as the House 
and Senate were concerned. I make the suggestion in faith, but 
of course wanting an opportunity to vote to table the bill and amend- 
ments. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I cannot yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to make aspeech, but only for a question. 
Mr. SAYLER. The gentleman does not mean to impress the idea 
on the House that increasing the appropriation by the Senate is uncon- 
stitutional ? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I certainly do not. I desire to say this: I 
am not disposed to contravert either the literal meaning or the inten- 
tion and spirit of this rale. I know that the reason of the rule was 
to ie wy each and every bill and measure of the description therein 
stated to be first submitted to the ordeal of debate and examination 
by the Committee of the Whole. But that refers to a bill or measure 
in its original shape. This is not an original bill. It has passed the 
stage at which it was necessary that it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. This bill was not subjected to the ordeal required 

+ by the rule simply because by a two-thirds vote of the House that 
rule was suspended. 

Mr. EAMES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not just now. I assert that a two-thirds vote 
of the House relieved this measure from the operation of therule. It 
was sent to the Senate. The point of order now seeks to replace it 
iu that condition from which two-thirds of the House have already 
released it. 

Mr. KNOTT. When this bill went to the Senate did it go as an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill endeavor to state the facts so that all 
may understand them. 

I say that when this bill was before the House it necessitated an 
expenditure of money, and was subject to this point of order. 1t was 
released by a majority sufficient to relieve it from the operation of 
this or any other rule that carried it into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. I say it is not in the power of any one mem- 
ber of the House to rescind what has been done by a two-thirds vote, 
and require the bill to be subjected to another test. 

Mr, 9 Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
again 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I have yielded to my colleague once, and hav- 
ing declived to yield to several other gentlemen I cannot yield a 
second time to him. When I have done my colleague from Kentucky 
will have an opportunity to speak in his own right. In my own time 
I am endeavoring to answer the e propounded by him. 

pa BENGE Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me one 
Wo 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I have declined in three or four instances, and 
I am sure the oe from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] does not want 
me to be impolite. 


I defy the gentleman from Illinois, learned in parliamen law 
and practice as he is; I defy my friend from New York, [Mr. ox] 
venerable in lore but not in years, who stands without superior i 
not peer in his n in that regard, to single out a single 
instance in which such action as has been suggested on the part of the 
Senate in the shape ofan amendment to arevenue bill ever forced that 
amendment into Committee of the Whole for consideration upon its 
return to this House. 

Ido not believe the pon of order is well taken, and I do not be- 
lieve that the ruling of the Chair set at defiance the precedents that 
have come down to us for a century. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I simply want the gentleman to answer a 
question, and it is whether, when a measure comes from the Senate 
containing an appropriation, the extension of the rule still operates, 
whether it be an appropriation or not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the gentleman by saying that I 
have already replied, but I will still further answer. It was reported 
at the Clerk’s desk by its title and number as House bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But even the title of the bill is changed 
from what it was. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Clerk reported to the House that it was 
House bill of its proper number. It is a House bill amended by the 
Senate, and has by a two-thirds vote of this House been released from 
the test of being considered by the Committee of the Whole. The 
House at its first introduction refused to send it to the Committee of 
the Whole, and it is not in the power of one member of the House to 
rescind that action. 

Mr. EAMES. I rose as soon as the reading of the amendments of 
the Senate was completed for the purpose of making this point of 
order upon it, but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] who 
rose at the same time was recognized before me. I desire to say but 
a few words in relation to the point of order. 

The first remark I desire to make is that when this bill passed the 
House under a suspension of the rules it contained no provision what- 
ever for an appropriation. No gentleman who will read the bill can 
find in it a single line that makes an appropriation of one dollar out 
of the Treasury of the United States. When this bill was passed 
under a suspension of the rules it contained no provision for an ap- 
propriation, and therefore, so far as the operation of the suspension 
of the rules was concerned, it had no reference to an appropriation. 
Is there any member upon this floor who will undertake to say that 
upon the motion made at that time to pass this bill under a suspen- 
sion of the rules, without amendment and without debate, the House 
or any member of it was acting upon any other idea than that the 
rules were suspended only as to the proposition before the House? 
Certainly that cannot be maintained, After this bill passed the House 
in that way and went to the Senate sundry amendments were there 
made to it. Two or three sections were added to the bill, and by one 
of the amendments of the Senate an appropriation is made, I ask 
the Honse to consider what is the question now before us for con- 
sideration. Is it not the amendments made by the Senate to this 
bill? And has either of those amendments been presented to or 
considered by the House in any way? If not, then no action has 
been had on the part of the House, and the rules of the House must 


apply. 
In answer to what was stated by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Concer] I will say that both the gentleman from Illinois (itr. 
SPRINGER] and myself rose to our feet just as soon as these amend- 
ments were read ; the gentleman from Illinois was recognized and he 
made the point of order upon these propositions which have come from 
the Senate before they were considered by the House at all. Those 
propositions have never yet been before the House. The only propo- 
sition which has been before the House is the original bill. As soon 
as the opportunity was accorded two gentlemen on this floor rose 
and made the point of order against the amendments of the Senate. 

Further than this I desire to say that I do not wish any delay in 
the final vote on this question. I desire that there may be an oppor- 
tunity upon a bill of this importance to have some time allowed for 
debate and some opportunity to offer amendments to the amend- 
ments which have been made by the Senate. That is my only desire. 
If I could be sure of that, I would not mind, except as a precedent, 
whether the point of order was sustained or not. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to a 
precedent on this point, which I think onght to have proper weight 
with this House. When the specie-resumption bill of 1875 was 
passed, which bill originated in the Senate, it had in it a provision 
similar to the one we are now discussing, as follows: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pre and provide for 
demption by this 3 and required, he is authorised to use cay 4 5 
revenues from time to time in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, pal) to 
issue, sell, and dispose of bonds, &c. 

That is in effect precisely the provision in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill now under consideration. When the resumption 
bill came to the House from the Senate, as we all know it met with 
the most determined opposition from a large number of gentlemen, 
among whom was the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. BUTLER, ] 
who spoke awhile ago, and the present occupant of the chair, the 
Speaker of this House. Yet the chairman of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency called the previous question on the bill, and al- 
though many members dealta to offer amendments, and the gentle- 
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man from Massachusetts [ Mr. BUTLER] even threatened to filibuster, 
as the Recorp shows, unless opportunity for amendment was given, 
yet the previous question was ordered, and it never occurred to any 
member in this House to raise the point of order that the bill must 
receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. McMAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does not the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McMa- 
HON] know that that bill would have been subject to a point of order 
if any member had made it? $ 

Mr. SAYLER. He does not know any such thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would have been. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I think if it would have been subject to a point 
of order, some member in the House certainly would have made it. 

Mr. FOSTER. The 123 from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] was 
not a member then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, I was not; and I am not responsible for any 
such legislation as that contained in the resumption act. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The object of onr rule in this regard, Mr. 
Speaker, is that every proposition to take any sum of money from 
the public Treasury receive fall discussion in this House; that 
is the object and purpose of the rule. Will it be accomplished if you 

rmit the Senate to originate appropriation measures, and it shall 

decided that the point of order against them cannot be taken? 

Mr. SAYLER. I would ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I hope I shall not be interrupted. I submit 
to you, Mr. Speaker, standing as you do as the go ian of popular 
righta, to eee to it that that rule in its reason anc policy be fully ob- 
served. Much has been said of private interests having defeated the 

pular will and voice by the passage of the bill demonetizing silver. 
New, I appeal to you, Mr. Speaker, to hold to the policy of that rule 
and to let popular rights and the popular voice once more be heard 
in this House. 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to ask the 
correct what is a mistake in fact. The gentleman has said that in 
this instance the Senate has originated an appropriation measure. I 
desire to ask the gentleman if the bill which was passed under asus- 

nsion of the rules, and which referred to the act of 1837, was not 
itself a bill involving directly an appropriation of money? As a 
matter of fact, I will state to the House that the act of 1837 is an act 
providing for the appropriation of money just as much as do the 
amendments made by the Senate to this b Therefore this is not 
an instance of the Senate originating an appropriation measure. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. May I say in ry y, Mr. Speaker, that this 
Senate bill proposes to pledge the good aith of the Government of 
the United States to an entangling alliance with other nations in 
regard to the currency of the people. That I conceive is wrong. 

r. COX, of Ohio. I desire to say a word on the question of order. 
It seems to me that all we need is a fair analysis of the rule itself to 
determine its scope. The rule says— 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money and all bills making appro- 
priations, &c. 

I think no candid man can read this clause without seeing that it 
is simply descriptive of the measures to which the rule applies; the 
rule in this language classifies and describes the measures themselves. 
A House bill comes under the second class here described; and we 
need not pay attention to the first. A bill, then, making an appro- 
priation of money or property or requiring appropriations to be made, 
shall be first discussed in a Committee of the Whole House. That 
is to say, it shall be discussed as a preliminary to perfecting the 
measure. 

Now, the only effect, it seems to me, which the suspension of the 
rules had with reference to the bill now before us was to put it in 

recisely the same position as if it had originally been discussed in 
Eommittes of the Whole. Suppose the bill had gone in regular form 
to the Committee of the Whole and been there discussed and had now 
come back to us from the Senate, how then would the rule apply? 
For we have a right to the same application of the rule as if that had 
occurred, because the suspension of the rules by a two-thirds vote 
operated in the same way. The bill, therefore, is here now as if it 
had been discussed originally in the Committee of the Whole. We 
have the right to consider it precisely as if it had been then so dis- 
cussed. Suppose the bill, having been so discussed originally, should 
come back here from the Senate with amendments, then if gentlemen 
should appeal to the one hundred and twelfth rule to prove that it 
must go to the Committee of the Whole again, the abundantly suffi- 
cient answer would be, “The bill has been there, and you cannot send 
it there again.” Now, if the bill in this case has not been considered 
in the Committee of the Whole it is as stated by my collea (Mr. 
SAYLER] because a two-thirds vote of the House prevented its going 
there originally. We have the right, therefore, to insist upon treat- 
ing this bill now as though it originally gone to the Committee 
of the Whole; therefore the rule does not apply. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. erent I wish to say a very 
few words upon the point of order, Rule 112 and all our other rules 
except the joint rules were made for the government of proceedin 
in our own House. They apply to everyt 1 originates in this 
House; but never within my experience has this rule been treated as 
applying to anything that came from the Senate. During all my 
scrvice on this floor 1 have never known a point of order of this sort 


ntleman a question in order to 


to be raised; and I think the precedent cited by the geneman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCMAHOx] ought to settle the question, for in that case 
the point was not even raised. It never has been raised within my 
knowledge. The Senate makes amendments to our bills and we con- 
cur or not as we choose, without being controlled by the rnles which 

vern matters originating in this House. The joint rules control 
joint matters between the two Houses. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I have known, and so have you, thonsands of 
dollars to be appropriated by the Senate and the action of the Senate 
concurred in by this House without any reference of the question to 
the Committee of the Whole. Such propositions frequently come up 
on reports of committes of conference; yet who ever . of hay- 
ing a report of a committee of conference go to the Committee of 
the Whole because it had some relation to an appropriation of money ? 

This is all I have to say on the subject. I never before knew such 
a point of order to be raised. I trust it will be overruled by the Chair 
and that we shall go on to the business before the House and concur 
in all these amendments of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has listened carefully to all that has 
been said Won this point y 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair allow me to add one word before 
he announces his decision ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would like to make a remark or two before the 
point of order is decided. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] de- 
sires to make a statement, I will yield till he is throngh. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to say but a few words. I am exceed- 
ingly desirious, so far as I am concerned, that we shall now settle a 
great rule of proceeding for the House without any regard to its effect 
on this particular measure one way or the other. 

I want to call attention to a remark made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS, ] which I think he will himself see was much 
too broad. He said that all our rules except the joint rules relate 
solely to 8 of the House and not to amendments from the 
Senate. Sir, there are a great many of our House rules that relate to 
how we shall deal with Senate amendments, For example, if when 
an appropriation bill is pending in the House I move as an amend- 
ment an appropriation which no law authorizes, any member may 
raise the point of order that there is no law for my appropriation, and 
it is therefore ruled ont immediately; so that the House does not act 
on it. But our rules provide that in the case of a Senate amendment 
to an appropriation bill eee there may be no law authorizin, 
the appropriation, yet when the bill comes back from the Senate wit 
such an amendment, a point of order is not good against it, because 
it has been put on by the other House, Thus it will be seen that our 
rules refer not only to our proceedings but also to Senate amend- 
ments. 

All that gentlemen have said in regard to the general rule on this 
subject would be true, and wholly true, and the question would be 
without embarrassment, if they had made their remarks before tho 
13th day of January, 1874, when there existed no such general sweep- 
ing rule as Rule 112. Now let me make a statement of a case, that the 
House may see the scope of the question presented by this point of 
order. Suppose that the Honse of Representatives in a single line 
makes an appropriation of $1,000, an e we will say of 
something for the Navy for the next year. That appropriation goes 
to the Senate; and the Senate sends it back with an amendment con- 
sisting of the annual appropriation bill for the support of the Navy 
for the coming year. The Senate might do that; but would anybody 
here think it quite safe for us to say that a whole e bill 
amounting, it may be, to $20,000,000, because put on by the Senate in 
the form of an amendment toa little appropriation of one line would 
therefore be exempt from the operation of all our ordinary rules and 
points of order, and that thus by indirection the Senate could get the 
power to originate all our appropriation bills, and that none of them 
could be sent to the Committee of the Whole House! 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to ask him 
a question ? 

Ar. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman for several years acted as chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations and the Chair asks whether 
be recollects an instance where an appropriation bill sent from the 
Senate with new matter, in fact new law with an appropriation at- 
tached, whether such bill ever went when it reached here to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? The Chair inquires further though such bill 
may have been referred to the Co ttee on Appropriations for con- 
sideration, whether when reported back from that committee for 
consideration in the House such bill was not proceeded with in the 
House and not referred to the Committee of the Whole ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will say so far as my memory goes this point 
of order was never raised before. It may have been, but I do not 
recollect it. I think it is an entirely new case. Iam not saying how 
I think it should be decided, but I am trying to get before the mind 
of this House the — of our deciding a case touching all our pro- 
ceedings hereafter and allowing that decision to grow ont of our 
particular want just now. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let me say to the gentleman there 
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can be no danger, because the majority of the House can control it. 
It is not a question of order, but a question for the determination of 
a majority of this House. 

Mr.GARFIELD. The majority of the House cannot control it. If 
this point of order is decided in one way the bill goes to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole without a vote of the House, unless the House should 
reverse the action of the Speaker should he decide it must go there, 
and in that way the House itself establishes the rule. I have no 
donbt the majority of this House could this morning determine what 
this rale should be for the futare, and all I am trying to do is to ask 
the House to look beyond this silver bill and this day’s work to what 
we may have before us in the future. While I think as a general rule 
a bill which has been before the House and been in the Committee of 
the Whole and passed under a suspension of the rules, and has there- 
fore technically had done to it what it would have if it had gone to 
the Committee of the Whole, might be considered without reference 
again, yet here is a case where we have a large indefinite pee 
tion, a permanent appropriation, an appropriation based wholly upon 
the will of the Secretary of the Treasury, an appropriation to 
forever unless Congress chooses to limit it he and it seems to 
me rather a e eed proposition to say we will let an appropria- 
tion be originated in the Senate for so large and indefinite an amount 
and say it cannot be considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Has not the gentleman heretofore in this House 
maintained the position that the Senate had under the Constitution 
the right to originate bills other than what were known as revenue 
bills, money bills, and mg Sr re bills, and confined the restric- 
tion on the Senate to such bills? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I had insisted, as the Speaker well knows, in a 
a in which I tried to get up all the historical facts bearing on 

{—— 


The SPEAKER. And a very able one. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That the House had the right to originate not 
only tax bills, but appropriation bills; that appropriation bills came 
under the constitutional name of revenue or money bills. But I in- 
sisted also that the Senate had the right under the Constitution, in- 
dependently of our rules, to make amendments to such bills, and of 
course the right of appropriation as the ~~ of the Senate. It does 
not require, under our the bill should go to the Committee of 
the Whole because the appropriation has been increased; but the 
question here is whether a bill sent from the House which had no 
3 upon it whatever and comes back with a indefi- 
nite permanent appropriation is here to be considered, under our 
rules, under this general head of all proceedings touching appropria- 
tions of money. 

Mr. SAYLER. Will my colleague let me ask him a question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYLER. Did not the bill which the House sent to the Sen- 
ate involve a large expenditure of money? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Oh, no; not at all; no appropriation in it. 

Mr. SAYLER. Let me call his attention to the fact that the bill 
provides this coinage shall be made under the act of 1837, which is 
the 2 coinage act providing for the salary of employés and the 
coining of the entire coinage of the country. 

a ET or Those are salaries provided for in our appropria- 
on bills. 

Mr. SAYLER. It involves every cent of expenditure connected 
with the er of the silver dollar. 

Mr.GARFIELD. There was nothing in the bill to pay salaries now 
existing and nothing to increase salaries or to establish new ones. 

Mr. SAYLER. But was there not a large re, ps of money? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not directly. Now my colleague from the Toledo 
district made an able argument, and to my mind it would have been 
conclusive but for one thing. He read the one hundred and twelfth 
rule as though it were a tautological form of expression, “All pro- 
ceedings touching appropriations of money,” and he read it as though 
the expression “all proceedings” was a mere amplification. I think 
that is not quite the meaning of it. The rule says: 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money and all bills, &. 

There is a distinct second category; the one being bills and the other 
being “all proceedings.” I cannot quite understand why the expres- 
sion “ all proceedings ” does not cover this. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask the gentleman from Ohio whether, if he will 
ut the words “originating in this House” after the word “made,” 
n Rule 112, that construction would not accord with the practice of 

Congress from the origin of the Government down to thisday. These 
proceedings and these bills are spoken of in arule affecting the ordi- 
nary business of this House. I ask the gentleman if that is not the 
pee constraction of the rule. 

r. GARFIELD. Certainly, but my friend will remember while 
we have always held the right of the House to originate the 
appropriation bills we have never held the right of the House to orig- 
inate exclusively all bills that have appropriations in them, for every 
day the Senate issending us pension bills and private bills containing 
appropriations, 

r. BUCKNER. This rule is a rule made for the government of this 
House and must apply to bills originating in this House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think the gentleman begs the question. This is 
a proceeding here and now in this House and this is a rule of this House. 


It says in its own words “all proceedings,” and this isa proceeding 


in this House. 

-Mr. PRICE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he 
has not lost sight of a very important featureof the case. The ground 
seems to be taken that the bill as it left the House did not contain an 
1 I insist that it did contain an appropriation, in this, 
that it provided for the free coinage of unlimited millions of dollars ; 
and that was at the expense of the Government and must be paid for 
by the Government. If that be true, (and I presume it will not be 
called in question,) then the bill as it went to the Senate contained an 
appropriation. 

r. GARFIELD. My friend is quite mistaken. The bill as it went 
to the Senate laid the cost on the bullion-owners. 

Mr. PRICE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; that is where he is 
mistaken. It provided for free coinage to the extent of the silver 
bullion deposited for such co 

Mr. GARFIELD. My friend is mistaken. The bill now proposes 
an ee to buy bullion and to coin it ourselves. 

I close with only one word more. So far as I am personally con- 
cerned I do not know but Ishould prefer this bill should be considered 
in the House. I am not speaking to get at a purpose. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman yield to me just for a moment? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let me finish; I am almost through. I was say- 
ing that under all circumstances I think it would be better if we 
could under the rule act on this bill here in the House. For myself 
I have only one desire. I am desirous we should have separate votes 
upon the amendments that the Senate have offered, and I do desire 
an opportunity to offer an amendment to one of these amendments, 
that I nap thus get fairly an . eee of my own opinion in the 
matter. I have merely offered these suggestions that the Speaker 
may have the whole scope of the case before hi 

Mr. PRICE. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio 
to the fact that the title of the bill itself states its object to be “to 
authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar,” &c. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois who raised the point 
of order desires to be heard, and the Chair desires to hear him if the 
House will Beth it. : t 

Mr. SPRINGER. The honorable gentleman from Georgia, for whom 
I entertain the very highest respect, stated that no such point of order 
had ever been raised heretofore in this House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. So far as I remember. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; so far asthe gentleman remembered. Ido 
not know that any such measure as this has ever been before this 
House; and as we are about to establish a very important precedent 
I hope the House will not do so without due deliberation. 

e sent a bill to the Senate that involved no ys a apr wie what- 
ever. The original coinage act, which has been read the gentle- 
man from Ohio on my left, [Mr. SAYLER,] made all the appropri- 
ations which are required to be made for the p of the coinage 
under the original bill. As the bill went to the Senate, it authorized 
the holder of any silver bullion to take it to the mints and have it 
coined under the provisions of existing law. It made no appropria- 
tion. Now what do we find? The provisions of the House bill have 
been entirely changed by the Senate. Large and indefinite sums of 
money have been appropriated. Three new offices have been created 
by this bill to be filled by appointment of the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate; and those officers are to have salaries, and 
their expenses are to be paid on the anditing of their expenses by 
the Secretary of State. Therefore we not only have an entirely new 
bill, but we have large and indefinite sums of money appropriated by 
this Senate bill. 

Now I ask members before Snog paes upon this question by consult- 
ing their desires with to the pending bill, to consider the prec- 
edent they may establi Ought we to allow the Senate of the 
United States to tack on every bill that we may pass here large sums 
of money to be appropriated from the Treasury, and when such new 
appropriation bills come into this House, ought we to be deprived of 
our privilege and our rights under the rules of this House to have 
those appropriations discussed in the Committee of the Whole House? 

Mr. Speaker, I do not make this point of order with a view of delay- 
ing the passage of this bill. The bill which passed the House has been 
so amended and en by the Senate that the measure which the 
people of this country have demanded and which they now demand 
shall be enacted into a law is scarcely ized by its friends. I 
regret that the bill as it comes from the Senate is not that bill which 
the people demand. If it becomes a law in this shape it will prove a 
delusion in the end and utterly fail to bring relief to the prostrated 
industries of the country. [Loud cries of “Order!” “Order!”] 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to know whether if this point of order is 
ruled not well taken, it will be competent for the House by a major- 
ity vote of the members to send this bill as it stands to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. In reply to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. BEEBE, ] the Chair would state that the point of order 
to which he directs the attention of the Chair involves this question: 
whether the technical objections of one member or a majority of the 
House can refer it to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BEEBE. Iso understood it. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the gentleman from Illinois leaves the 
floor I am actuated by his closing remark to inquire of him whether 
he is pressing the point of order for any pu except that the 
right of one member is lost in this condition of the bill but admits 
the right of the House to send it to the Committee of the Whole or 
table it, whichever the House pleases. For one I do not mean to be 
put in that position. Imean to repeat that in my judgment the po- 
sition which the bill now occupies leaves it in the power of one mem- 
ber of the House by raising the point of order to send it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole but leaves the power of the majority of this 
House unimpaired and untouched to dispose of the measure as it may 


choose. 

Mr. SAMPSON. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] makes 
these two points, as I understand him: First, that there are no prec- 
edents one way or the other Sr ls e ings on such a point of 
order; second, the reason therefor probably is the rule was not adopted 
till 1874. 

Now, sir, I called the attention of the Speaker, in my remarks a few 
moments ago, to the fact that there was a precedent. During the 
first session of the Forty-fourth meee ar: on June 28, 1876, when the 
Army appropriation bill was sent to the Senate and large appropria- 
tions were added to it, and I believe, sir, some new items of appro- 
priations, and it was returned to this House and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, that committee returned it to the House 
with the recommendation that the House disagree to the Senate 
amendments. Upon that Mr. Wilson, of Iowa, claimed that it could 
not have its first consideration in the Honse, but must be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. That point 
of order was overruled. 

Now, on the other point, that the portion of the rule under which 
the point of order has been made was adopted in 1874, the gentle- 
man iscertainly mistaken. Tne Digest shows this rule was adopted 
November 13, 1794, and as it then stood reads as follows: 

All proceedings touchin; riations of shall be first moved and dis- 

ina Comuitteoof the Whole Hous. 

Mr, WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I have before me a record of the 
discussion which took. place about the adoption of this rule in 1874, 
and I confess it has changed my mind upon the subject. I will read 
it, because a portion of this rule was introduced by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] as an amendment to the rule adopted in 
1794, 

A variety of discussions occurred upon the subject, the purport of 
which was that the desire of the Committee on Rules, by the amend- 
ment of the rule of 1794, was to increase the dignity of the discussions 
of the Committee of the Whole and to relieve the point of order from 
the narrow construction that was often given to it, and that it did 
not apply where a bill provided for an appropriation of money hith- 
erto allowed. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] then rose in his place 
and nie Je these questions : 

Mr. Coxcer. Will this rule cover cases of bills back from the 
Senate with 8 espana. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suppose so. Of course all the regular appropriation bills must 
now go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Concer. Suppose the Senate puts an appropriation on some other bill? 

Mr. GARFIELD. It does not affect the 5 general appropriation 


bills, for they mast all go to the Committeo of 
Mr. Concer. I think 


Mr. BLAINE was 8 er at that time, and placed his construction 
upon the rule, which I will read in connection with the further re- 
mark of Mr. CONGER: 

Mr. Coxakn. I desire to ask the Chair this further question: Suppose a bill 
came back from the Senate with an riation grafted upon it, not originally 
put there by the House, whether thero been or had not been an a riation 
made by the House, and the question came up here on coucurrence, wi 
case as that come under this rule? 

The SPEAKER. course. It has always been the rule that if the Senate put on 
an amendment which, if an original proposition, would a ah to be discussed in 
. Some eee OE DA VODOUN AR SOPROS ene ames to the Committee of 

ð Whole. 

Mr. Concer. Does that hold if the change is merely an increase 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; the effect is the same, 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is the law. 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The rule of 1874 is as follows: 
That Rule 112 be amended so as to read as follows: 


Nesotred, 
All bills making appropriations of money or property, or er appro- 
riations to be made, or authorizin: ents out of made, 
ie, 


The old rule read as follows: b 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall be first discussed in 
Committee of the Whole. p 

I am in favor of this bill and I want to vote for its concurrence, but 
I find this to be the rule and I believe it to be with the majority of 
this House, to regulate all discussion. 

I am satisfied that this bill will pass but I do not want to violate 
a precedent regularly established and the interpretation given to this 
rule contemporaneously with its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has listened with care to everything 
that has been said upon this subject, and in announcing the conclu- 
sion which he has reached thinks that he is free from any public feel- 
ing or political bias, or any desire, so far as his decision is concerned, 


such a 


the rule should inelude tho class of cases to which I have | posi 


to give any advantage or disadvantage to the measure under consid- 
eration. 

The rule to which reference has been made is a rule of the House, 
made to govern the proceedings of the House in the transaction of its 
business. There is no rule of the House whatever, nor is there any 
joint rule governing the action of the two Houses, which gives to a 
single member the right to make a technical point of objection against 
a Senate amendment to a House bill, even though such amendment 
shall contain an appropriation. 

In the absence of any rule directory on the Chair in that rope 
the Chair is remitted to the practice which has uniformly been eld 
in reference to the acts of the two Houses. The Chair can recall but 
two instances where points of order have been raised against propo- 
sitions of the Senate incorporated in bills of the House as amendments 
to said bills. The history of the case in the present instance is that the 
House originated the bill under consideration, which bill required, as 
it passed the House, certain matters to be done by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Admit that there was no appropriation in the original 
bill, and that when the bill went to the Senate that body, seeing the 
omission, took occasion, by amendments, to make appropriations to 
execute the provisions which originated in this House: in the ab- 
sence of any rule which gives to a single member of this House the 
right to make a point of order upon such amendments, the Chair 
thinks he must conform to what has been the practice. 

The practice heretofore, as cited by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
SAMPSON] in one instance, clearly establishes the precedent which 
we 8 to follow. In that case the Army appropriation bill camo 
back here from the Senate with new matter in the form of amend- 
ments. The question was raised, and a decision given by one of m 
predecessors that the point of order conld not lie against those amend- 
ments, and the House sustained that decision, 

Again, as far hack as 1871, in the third session of the Forty-first Con- 

the income-tax repeal bill was originated in the Senate. When 
it came to this House the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 1 Ye 
deceased, submitted a resolution directing the return of the bill to 
the Senate under the provisions of the seventh section of the first 
article of the Constitution, which vests in the House of Representa- 
tives the sole power to originate revenue measures. That resolution 
was adopted by the House. The Chair herewith gives a history of 
that proceeding. This resolution was adopted on tho 27th day of Jan- 
uar, 1871, the day the bill was received from the Senate. On the 30th 
of January, three days later, a message was received from the Senate, 
suggesting that whereas parliamentary law, recognized by both 
Honses, states that when the methods of the parliament are thought 
by the one House to have been departed from by the other a confer- 
ence is asked to come to a right understanding thereon, and request- 
ing therefore a conference with the House on the question at issue be- 
tween the two Houses, and appointing Messrs. Scott, CONKLING, and 
Casserly the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

That request was acceded to, and Messrs, Hooper, ALLISON, and 
VOORHEES appointed as conferees on the part of the House. The con- 
ference committee were unable to agree, and on the 3d of March, 1871, 
Mr. Hooper, from the said committee on the part of the House, sub- 
mitted the following resolution, which was agreed to without division: 

Resolved, That this House maintains that it is its sole and exclusive privilege to 
originate all bills directly affecting the revenue, whether such bills be for the im- 
tion, reduction, or repeal of taxes, and in the exercise of this privilege, in the 
first instance, to limit and appoint the ends, purposes, and considerations and lim- 
itations of such bills, whether relating to the matter, manner, measure, or time of 
their introduction, subject to the right of the Senate to propose or concur with 
amendments as on other bills.” 

In the early discussions on the formation of the Constitution it Was 
held that appropriation and money bills, as well as revenue bills, were 
included in that right of the House to originate such bills, yet the 
right was conceded to the Senate to amend. 

he Chair would state furthermore that he recollects no instance 
where any general appropriation bill which had been amended by the 
Senate and sent back to the House, with amendments containing new 
matter and additional appropriation for the purpose of executing the 
new provisions, was sent to the Committee of the Whole on a point 
of order. On the contrary, such bills have almost always been sent 
to the Committee on bo Lip acest i, erase with the Senate amend- 
ments, and when reported back from that committee have been con- 
sidered in the House without reference to the Committee of the Whole 
upon a point of order. 

Moreover, there is an Stain view to be taken of this question. 
It would be a great hardship on the Honse if any one member could 
upon his own volition, in the absence of any rule, even if aided by the 
Speaker, who might for the time concur with such right, and contrary 
to the judgment of the majority of the House, in that way obstruct 
legislation. As an Grai e of the evil which might grow out of such 
practice, the Chair would su that on the last day of a session a 
point of order could be made by a single member which would send 
a general appropriation bill to the Committee of the Whole, which 
might result in the absolute failure of that bill, and require a new 
session of Congress to be called by the President. 

Therefore, in the absence of any rule which recognizes the right of 
a member of this Honse to raise a technical objection to the Senate 
amendments, and in accord with all the past practice of this House, 
for such practice has been unvarying, and in the direction of the right 
of a majority of this House to control its proceedings rather than the 
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right of a single member to obstruct them, the Chair overrules the 
int of order and now recognizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TEPHENS ] to submit his motion. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I respectfully take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will reduce his appeal to writing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed without amendments 
bills of the House of the following titles: y 

A bill (H. R. No. 787) to appropriate pesi for the purchase of a 
law-library for the Territory of Dakota; an f 

A bill (H. R. No. 1201) making an appropriation for the purchase 
of a law-library for the use of the courts and the United States offi- 
cers in the Territory of Wyoming. 

The message further announced that the Senate had and 

uested the concurrence of the House in a bill of the following 
title: 

A bill (S. No. 18) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company. 

COINAGE OF THE SILVER DOLLAR. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 
Mr. SAMPSON. I move to lay that appeal on the table. 
Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. This question of order has now 
been settled, and, as I think, settled correctly. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will inform the gentleman that an 
ap has been taken from the decision of the Chair. 
r. PATTERSON, of New York. Very well; I seppo I have a 
rigbt to say that I think the decision is right. [Laughter.] 
he SPEAKER. So does the Chair. 
Aig” PATTERSON, of New York. And that it will be sustained by 
e House. 
Mr. SAYLER. While the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is 


preparing his appeal in writing—— 
‘ SAMPSO. . Ihave moved to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was bound to ize the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] to submit his appeal, and has requested 
the gentleman to reduce the specs to writing. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. Andon that appeal I desire to 
be heard one minute. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I send to the desk my appeal, as reduced 
to writing, although it has not always been customary to redace 
ap to writing. 

he SPEAKER. This is a very important question; and the Chair 
thinks it proper that the appeal should be in writing, as the rule 


uires. 
. COX, of New York. The reason I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair is simply that this matter involves so many questions in 
the future, ey sats of this bill, that I propose—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend a moment until the 
appeal is read, after which the Chair will recognize him. 

he Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. Cox appeals from the decision of the Chair on the point of order raised by 


ar esT gerea from 3 Mr. SPRINGER, ) and erat bevy 3 112, b 
w proceedings touching appropriations o ey 8 
in a Committee of the Whole Ans y 


0 SAMPSON. I now make my motion to lay the appeal on the 
e. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Sampson] should withhold that motion (which is undebatable) 
until after the Solera from New York [Mr. Cox] has been heard. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Very well. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My only reason for appealing from this 
decision is that we may have a fixed precedent for the future. If 
the Senate can place these amendments on our bill (which was not 
an appropriation bill in any sense) they can place an amendment in- 
volving a hundred million dollars on any cua bill which we may 
send them; and if the rule with regard to the consideration of ap- 
propriations of money in Committee of the Whole House does not 
apply in such a case, then the Honse, the body which by the Consti- 
tution is authorized to originate all money bills, will be deprived of 
its constitutional privilege. I propose, therefore, to take the sense of 
the House on this point. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman the Chair desires to say 
that by this ruling the House is deprived of no right; the majority 
can at all times refer amendments of the Senate to the Committee of 
the Whole or can reject them without such reference. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir; but the right of one member to 
take a point of order is the right of the majority, the right of the 
whole Honse under the rules. 
ao SAMPSON. I now renew my motion to lay the appeal on the 

e 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SAMPSON, it was 
declared agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ido not care about the yeas and nays on 
this question, but I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 222, noes 25. 


So the motion of Mr. Sampson, to lay the appeal on the table, was 

to. 

Mr. SAMPSON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, this point of order 
has been discussed a long time—lon margi to have gone through 
with the bill in Committee of the Whole. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on this bill, and that 
debate be limited to one hour. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to the 
floor by all parliamentary custom and co A 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that the House concur in all 
the amendments of the Senate to this bill, and upon that motion I 
shall, at the conclusion of the hour to which I am entitled, move the 
previous question. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I desire to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia, so as to refer the bill to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Mr. SAYLER. On that I raise a point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the previous question is voted 
down, then the motion of the 2 from Missouri [Mr. BUCK- 
NER] will be in order; but if question of reference should come 
up, shall ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
vagns, and Measures, where the subject now is by order of the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Georgia to move that the House concur in all the Senate amendments 
and to avail himself of his right to occupy the floor for one hour upon 
that motion, giving notice at the same time that he will at the con- 
clusion of his hour demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the motion. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] indicates 
his desire to commit the bill. The friends of commitment and the 
friends of concurrence will separate on the question of ordering the 
main question; that will be a test vote between the motion to concur 
and the motion to commit. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Would we not be entitled toa 
vote upon each of the amendments? 

he SPE R. Yes, sir; a separate vote can be asked on each 
amendment; and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TOWNSEND] as demanding such a vote. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Pending the motion of the gentle- 
N vet Georgia, I move to lay the bill with the amendments on 
the table. - 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do not yield the floor for that mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia does not yield the 
floor for that purpose; but the motion will be in order hereafter, and 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New York to make it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
one question. Before the previous question is moved, will he allow 
one or two amendments to the Senate amendments to be submitted ? 

[Cries of “No!” “No!”] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think the country as well as the 
House has had this question before it long enough and that we are 
ready to vote upon it. If the House does not sustain my motion, then 
it will be in order for any gentleman to move amendments. 

The SPEAKER. If a majority of members desire to amend the 
Senate amendments, all they have to do is to vote down the previous 
question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand very well the rule on that point; 
but I was asking the gentleman from Georgia whether he would al- 
low me within his hour to offer amendments and have them voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia declines. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield three minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. ee 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted me I shall 
attempt no discussion of the principles of the bill or even the prin- 
ciples involved in the Senateamendments. I hold that the questions 
now before us are of a different character, to be settled in a different 
way. All legislation is a species of compromise. Every man who 
enters this body is warranted in presenting his views to it on any 
3 No member is warranted in saying that he will not vote 

or a measure unless it perfectly represents and fully completes his 
personal conception. He has just us much right to his own opinion 
as the other two hundred and ninety men have to theirs, and he is 
sent here with the expectation that he will have sense enough to draw 
through the erncible of American legislation the best thing he can 
get for his constituents. He who in a domineering spirit declares 
that he will defeat a good measure unless fifty men yield to his judg- 
ment has neither the capacity of a legislator nor the dignity of a 
statesman. And if the individual legislator cannot justly assume such 
position neither can one House. The Senate of seventy members is 
just as potent in its yea and nay as the House of three hundred. Both 
must agree ere a law can be made, and the wise legislator studies all 
the methods of agreement. We sent to them what we wanted, they 
have sent it back as they wanted it, and we cannot assume that they 
did not give it consideration. 
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I shall not discuss the element of possible veto. I assume that no 
President will veto a bill unless unconstitutional, or the creature of 
haste which has begot pernicious mischief, or where it contains an 
element immediately dangerous to the public interests and tranquil- 
lity. That the President's signature to a bill is simply a deliberative 
legislativo act, and that he can justly exercise the same power as 
either of these Chambers, is a theory obnoxious to the genius of the 
American Government, and which 1 venture to say will never be so 
exercised without meeting the stamp of popular reprubation. 

Our task to-day is therefore not whether we like the Senate amend- 
ments, but what is the best thing we can do for our constituents and 
country. I believe the very best thing we can do is to concur in the 
Senate amendments, and I say this when I believe that most of those 
amendments detract from what the bill should be, cripple its useful- 
ness, and weaken its power to relieve the country from its present 
embarrassments. 

Why should we concur? Because we gain a positive We 
get a firm foothold from which to get other powers, and we in all 
probability will not get either unless we at the present moment take 
this. 

We remedy the wrong by which the American silver dollar was 
demonetized. We declare our old dollar of 412} grains a | tender 
for all debts, We say to England, the great creditor nation of the 
world—England that is the creditor of every nation and every indi- 
vidual, has tried to make the debts everybody owes her worth more 
by struggling for a single gold standard for three-quarters of a cen- 
tury—that she no longer controls American politics and that we shall 
force even her in her pride to come back to the ancient standard. 
That much we gain, and that is a great deal. That we gain by ac- 
cepting this bill and that we will probably lose unless we now ac- 
cept it. 

Vhy? A bill, like a man, has a history. This bill is now clothed 
with certain powers. We can act on it and secure it. When we refer 
it to a committee we throw that power away. We subject it to 
chances which will probably kill it, and we risk all this in the vague 
hope that we can force in something we like better. The country 
needs and demands relief and is watching us carefully, and will never 
sustain us in so untenable a position, so reckless a venture. But, say 
some, if we do not secure other things in this bill it will have little 
practical value, and as this silver bill has popular strength behind it 
we can dictate our own terms. Let us see. This battle is really 
whether the United States shall be forced on the British platform of 
asingle gold standard. The passage of this bill tramples that doctrine 
inthe dust. It definitely fixes certain ideas on American money. It 
gives us the basis, and we will get the rest. 

The coin certificates are not bullion certificates. We ought to have 
bullion certificates. If silver is one of our standards, when the proper 
value of it is deposited and assayed there is no reason why a certifi- 
cate to act in its place should not be issued. To say we could not would 
be a reflection on American genius. When we have restored to our 
old dollar the patent of its nobility, we will have our feet on strong 
ground from which to demand the necessary details. If the bill as 
it stands becomes a law, I do not think we have a right to assume 
that the President will be so unpatriotic as to veto bills 5 
perfect the scheme of silver coinage. It would be impossible for hi 
to do so without becoming merely factious. 

Again, when the Senate struck out the clause for free coinage it 
did wrong, but on this subject it is proper to state there is a divided 

pular opinion, Formerly a small percentage was charged by our 

overnment for coinage, and the result was to drive our bullion to 
other countries where it was free. To give our mints what belonged 
to them we made gold coinage free, and now the enemies of silver 
coin wish to make it a step-child, and since they cannot keep it out 
of the house strive to make it uncomfortable in it. This bill d 
and silver will steadily appreciate to gold. I venture the prediction, 
and my prediction is based on figures and calculation, that before 
twenty months from the time the silver dollar is coined gold and 
silver in the proportions of our standard will be at par with each 
other, and before three years have passed it will again have risen to 
be the dearest metal. Bills are being matured for free coinage and 
silver-bullion certificates, and these measures will come before a 
Congress that has determined on the double standard. 

Again, the means by which the silver coin can get in circulation 
under these Senate amendments is not good. In this and the invita- 
tions they contain to make private contracts to ignore it is a blunder. 
It will prevent this bill from giving the country as full a measure 
and as speedy a measure of relief as we could have wished, The 
Senate has thus taken this responsibility,and ere long will be glad 
to undo what it has done. Nor ought we to assume that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury will seek to defeat the purport of this bill by 
issuing gold and locking up silver coin. Before we believe him to 
be factious let us wait and see; and even if he is, there is a law of 
business that rises above syndicates and secretaries. 

The country is awaiting our action with an interest they seldom 
take in legislation. And fers let me entreat members to reflect that 
our vote on these amendments is not really a vote on these proposi- 
tious themselves. I do not favor any of these amendments, but I shall 
feel that in voting for them I am not voting on such a proposition, 
but I am voting on the proposition, “shall we have our old silver 
dollar?” On that I always yote ay. I vote for the bill, and a vote 
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for any proposition is a vote for delay and probable defeat. The 
country will so hold it, and justly hold it. Let us have the telegraph 
to-night announce that the first great battle has been fought -and 
won, and that victory perches on the banners of American finance. 


This is the Plevna of the campaign of the silver-dollar men, and the 
enemies of American finance will soon be at our feet. Our position 
is consistent, wise, and just. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield for three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Monror.] 

Mr. MONROE. Mr. S er, I desire to present to the House some 
of the reasons which lead me to vote for this bill as amended by the 
Senate. Before entering upon these reasons I wish to say a word to 
prevent misunderstanding of my ition. 

First. I do not vote for this 5 Iam in favor of a poor 
or cheap silver dollar. In restoring the silver dollar I would not know- 
ingly put a fraction of a cent less in value into it than is necessary 
to make it the full equal of the gold dollar. I am not a friend of 
what is called “coin inflation.” With coins of fall weight and fine- 
ness, whether gold or silver, there can, in my judgment, be no inflation. 
With debased coin, inflation is quite as fom as with paper. 

Again, in eoppori ing this bill I would, on no account, injure the 

ublic credit. I would maintain the plighted faith of the nation in 
th letter and spirit. I adopt all our legislation in support of the 
public credit as a * of my political faith. I would not vote for 
any measure which seemed to me likely to hurt the good name of the 
country. 

Once more: In supporting this bill I would not retard the resump- 
tion of specie payments. I am opposed to oe og inflation as well as 
to silver inflation. I wish to see at as early a day as practicable 
every dollar of our paper redeemable at the of the holder in coin 
of full value. I voted for the resumption act of 1875 and have steadily 
voted against its repeal. I shall continue to vote against repealing 
it unless something more complete and effective can be substituted in 
its place. I shall vote for the bill now under discussion because I 
believe it will prepare for and hasten resumption, and not retard it. 

In stating the grounds upon which I support this measure, I shall: 
by no means attempt to occupy the whole field of inquiry. The lit- 
eratare of this subject, whether in permanent or transient form, is 
already immense. I shall do well if I can fasten upon one or two 

nie facts which rise like islands of rock above the turbulent sea of 
ebate. 
EVILS OF DEMONETIZATION. 

Consider first the calamity which it would be to us and to mankind 
to be deprived of silver as legal-tender money, a calamity of such pro- 
portions that we shall not find it easy to comprehend it. Its magni- 
tude may be illustrated by reference to the coin debt of the world. The 
aggregate of national coin indebtedness is more than 825,000, 000,000. 
The coin debt of our own country, as you know, is $2,000,000,000. The 
corporate and private coin debt of the world, although not exactly 
ascertained, is known to be much r than the national. Hence 
$50,000,000,000 is a very moderate estimate of the world’s total coin 
indebtedness. 

What means have the debtor nations and classes of meeting these 
burdensome obligations? There isin the world a total of $6,750,000,000 
incoin. Of this $3,500,000,000 are in gold, and $3,250,000,000 in silver.? 
The stock at best would seem scant enough for such vast uses. 

Now what is the issne tendered us by the monometallists at this 
cert They pro in a word to deprive the world of nearly one- 

alf of the coin with which it is trying to meet its obligations. They 
would substantially blot out the use of silver as money from the 
world. They sometimes shrink from admitting this, but nothing less 
than this is what their policy must mean. Their theory is universal 
in its application. The reasons for which they have begun demone- 
tization would carry it on to completion. If the two precious metals 
cannot be kept together in circulation in this country they cannot in 
any. If two standards are more fluctuating and less safe than one in 
the United States, ma f would beeverywhere. The arguments which 
would give us only gold would give only gold to the rest of the world. 
Let the theory of the single gold re be logically applied, and 
there would be no silver Sett to either continent, except so much as 
may be used as subsidiary coin. The amount of silver which can bo 
so employed where the oye gold valuation prevails is commonly es- 
timated at not more than 5 per cent. of the amount of gold. To make 
our estimates as fair as possible let us suppose that in the present 
ease it would be 20 per cent. This would leave to the world $700,000,000 
of silver in use after the general adoption of the gold standard. Thus 
„000,000 in silver, or about 38 per cent. of the coin money of the 
Met 3 be eee = ase would be left only about 

rincipa , for all purposes. . 

The immediate seenls af thie. Onik kortat opin, haring Ween’ ak: 
minished in quantity by 38 per cent., would become in proportion 
scarce and difficult to obtain. Gold would steadily grow more dear. 
Its price or value, that is, its purchasing power, would be greatly in- 
creased. The law applicable in this case, as held by all the great 
economists, is that the value of money is in the inverse ratio of its 

nantity. When money is abundant it is cheap; when scarce it is 

ear. Iam not aware that this is any longer disputed. A private 


Walker on Money, page 89; Seyd's Fall of Silver, page 12: Silver Report, page 62. 
2Seyd's Fall of Si Sg page 50; Walker on Money, page 269, si 
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library of moderate extent furnishes the names of Adam Smith, Stuart 
Mill, Ricardo, De Quincy, Ernest Seyd, Jevons, the Walkers, father 
and son, and others as authority for this doctrine. A severe applica- 
tion of this law would make the gold remaining in the world, after 
the single standard had become universal, dearer by 50 per cent. But, 
to put the matter beyond cavil, let us call the rise in the price of gold 
30 percent. Let the monometallists succeed then in withdrawing the 
silver of the world from use as money, and the gold remaining will 
become scarcer and dearer by 30 per cent. This means that it will 
take 30 per cent. more of the necessaries of life and of all other com- 
modities to obtain gold than at present. It means that there will be 
a universal shrinkage of values to that extent in all commodities bnt 
gold: in labor, bread, and meat; in houses, lands, forests, and mines; 
in the products of the farm, the factory, the shop, and the mill. 
That which ereditors are to receive will up in value, while that 
which debtors have to pay with will go down. It means that all 
coin indebtedness will be increased 30 per cent. The national debt 
of $25,000,000,000 would become $32,500,000,000. Our own debt of 
$2,000,000,000 would swell to $2,600,000,000. The total coin debt of 
$50,000,000,000 will become $65,000,000,000. We know what hard work 
the debtor nations, corporations, and individuals have had to meet 
their engagements as it is. They sometimes fail to pay interest and 
more frequently fail to pay installments of the principal. If 30 per 
cent, were added to their indebtedness, most of them would become 


utterly disco „ Such a system would give us general bank- 
1 and would check the growth of the World's civilization for 
half a century. 


The injury done to the world in the loss of the value of silver, in 
consequence of depriving it of its legal-tender quality, and the dis- 
piriting effect upon all business enterprises of a continued contrac- 
tion in the volume of coin, might be discussed in further illustration 
of this subject. But it is not n What has been already said 
is sufficient to show how indispensable it is to the eral welfare 
that the progress of demonetization should be promptly arrested. So 
obvious and imperative are the reasons for this that I cannot help 
thinking that, if any great nation with a large demand for coin in 
prospect would have the courage to remonetize silver it would thereby 
esta ven a reaction which would soon bring other great nations to 
its side. 

THE DOUBLE STAXDARD STEADIER THAN THE SINGLE. 

Another sturdy fact ap to me to emerge, well established, out 
of the silver conflict. This is that the double or joint standard, or, 
if you please to call it so, the alternate, is steadier than the single 
standard. I know that the opposite of this has been often affirmed. 
It is said that where there is a double standard, where the two pre- 
cions metals circulate together as legal tender, they will separate 
more or less in value; that when this occurs the cheaper will expel 
the dearer from circulation; that the dearer will soon be sent abroad 
where it will be exchanged for the cheaper, which will then be 

brought home to make what is already cheap and plentiful more 
plentiful and cheaper still. 

That this will happen when the ratio of the two metals is not wisely 
adjusted is no doubt trae. It happened in our own country previous 
to 1873. Our silver dollar had about 3 per cent. more of pure silver 
in it, 9 to its nominal value, than had the silver coins of any 
other civili country; consequently it disap from circula- 
tion. Then, instead of changing the ratio so as to bring it into ac- 
cord with existing values the practice of other nations, Congress 
unwisely passed a law to drop the silver dollar from our coinage. 
But let the ratio of silver to gold be judiciously fixed and let both 
circulate as full legal tender, and there is no doubt a tendency in 
each to check excessive fluctuations in the other. This results from 
the interchangeableness of the two metals. A corrective and com- 
pensatory action goes on between them which keeps both within a 
narrower range of appreciation and depreciation than would belong 
to either by itself. The cause of this is readily understood. When 
one of the standard metals becomes cheaper than the other it is no 
donbt true, as the advocates of the gold standard affirm, that all 
will seek the cheaper metal with which to pay their debts. But 
then there necessarily happens what these writers do not seem to 
have provided for: the increasing demand for the cheaper metal 
checks the fall in the price of it and the decreasing demand for the 
dearer has a tendency to prevent further rise in its value. In other 
words, let the two metals be joined as interchangeable legal tender 
and a fall in the price of either produces increased demand, which 
tends to raise the price to its normal state; and arise in the price of 
either by diminishing demand tends to bring it down again to its 
true position. Thus each holds the other within safe limits; and 
this is what is meant when it is said that the double standard is 
steadier, less liable to extreme fluctuations, than the single standard. 

This principle, when once stated, is so obviously sound that one is 
surprised that it could ever have been doubted. The later and, I must 
add, more thoughtful writers generally take this position, and fortify 
it with great wealth of argument and illustration. The French econ- 
omist, Mannequin, naturally enough exclaims, “The question of the 
double standard is back upon us. To my great surprise I have seen 
it revive more lively than ever.” As there are still many persons who 
contest this doctrine, I will, at the risk of being tedious, quote from 
the more distinguished writers upon this subject some passages enfore- 
ing the view which I have advocated. 


Before the battle of the standards had waxed hot, Seyd, in his work 
on Bullion and Exchange, had said this: 

On the other hand, it is just possible that were the gold valuation universally in- 
troduced and silver universally demonetized, as su, ed, it might be discovered 
thatthe employment of silver asa standard of value is indispensable for the proper 
upholding of gold as a standard of value, and that a distinct value should be assigned 
to each of the two materials in order to maintain the balance whenever fluctuations 
in the supply and demand tend to lead to oscillation in the value of either. Take 
this mutual check away and the chances are that the fluctuations in the value of 
the sole material left in exclusive possession of the field relatively to the price of 
commodities will be much more serious than they are now.“ 

The distinguished Professor Cairnes, of e for the 
year 1860, when gold was relatively more abundant than silver, and 
the troublesome problem was what to do with gold, compares the rela- 
tion of the two metals to that of two grains, both serviceable for food: 

When the wheat crop is in excess while the oat crop is an average one, it always 
appa that a portion of the consumption which in ordinary years falls upon oats 
is wn upon wheat, the effect of which is at once to check the fall in tbe price 
of the more abundant grain while by diminishing the need for the other it causes 
it to participate in the decline. The influence of the increased abundance of one 
commodity is thus distributed over both, the fall in price being less intense in de- 

in proportion as it is wider in extent. Now this of hare what is happen- 
ng to the relations of gold and silver. The cropof gold has been unusually large; 
the increase in the supply has caused a fall in its value; the fall in its value 
led to its being substi for silver. A mass of silver has thus been disengaged 
from p which it was formerly pat an ds to serve; and the result has been 
that both metals have fallen in value together, the depth of the fall being dimin- 
ished as the surface over which it has taken place has — enlarged.? 

What gives special value to this opinion of Professor Cairnes is 
that it was written before the present contest had opened, and not 
at all as a contribution to it, but merely as his matured judgment 
upon an important financial question. 

More recent and more specific is the testimony of Mr. Laveleye: 


The German economists— 


Says he— 
have generally the compensatory action of bimetallic money, even those 
who are the of the gold standard. We may, I think, consider it as de- 
monstrated that money of two metals is less subject to fluctuations in value within 


short intervals and consequently entails fewer changes of price than money com- 
= of one metal only, for precisely the samo reason that a compensated penda- 

um made of steel and copper is less subject to expansion than if it were made of 
a single metal.“ 

Professor Francis Walker, of the Sheffield Scientific School, in his 
8 published and very valuable work upon Money, expresses 
himself to the same effect. He says: 

Just so soon and just so surely as silver, for instance, tended to become cheaper, 
from causes g the supply, would the desire of every debtor to py with the 
cheaper metal operate upon the demand for that metal bringing it back toward the 
iegal rating. 


IIe illustrates his view of the double standard by taking the case 
of two horses driven in span. It may be true that the two metals are 
seldom precisely in the same relative value as that fixed by law. So 
there have never been two horses of the same strength and speed. 
And yet, horses are constantly harnessed and driven together, the 
harness and the regalating hand of the driver acting in this case like 
the law of legal tender in its steadying influence upon the movements 
of the two precious metals. I will add that wherever heavy loads are 
to be carried two horses are not only better than one but they are in- 
dispensable. It would be a very unwise man who with a loa of two 
tons upon his wagon should abandon one of his horses in order to 
secure some purely imaginary advantage in regularity of movement. 

I quote one more passage from Professor Walker, and that a most 
instructive one, in re to the influence of law in regulating the 
relative price of the two metals: 

eos) 1—. 28 ians — . nerves 1 K * — yr pa referred to as 

* o un ess 0) ver Ww office of money, 

8 to show most strikingly the power of — irata in keeping the 8 
together. If gold and silver y held a course through three centuries so nearly 
parallel, yet when silver was demonetized by the United States and Germany and 
the Latin union ceased to coin silver in unrestricted amount gre ee of gold ex- 
pressed in terms of silver mounted upward in four years from 15,63 to 17.77, rising 
7770000 oot mr amy a opin 
a very stron 

9 together.“ if ist 

I will only add to the authorities already quoted the names of Wo- 
lowski, Courcelle-Seneuil, Prince-Smith, Cernuschi, Jevons, and others, 
all of whom have e opinions similar to those already presented 
in rd to the relations of the two principal metals when united in 
a double standard. 

I deem it safe, therefore, to conclude that, with the ratio properly 
determined, the law of compensation which has now been described 
would, except in very extraordinary circumstances, keep the two 
metals within 1 or 14 cent. of their relative value as fixed by law. 
But would not even this difference be great enough to invite | 
13 of the cheaper metal from Europe? Certainly not. David 
A. Wells is right when he says® that insurances and commissions upon 
the transportation of the precious metals cost 2 per cent., and consti- 
tute a practical prohibition against importing them whenever the dif- 
ference in their value does not exceed that amount. With the double 
standard restored oscillations in the value of the precious metals 
might be frequent, but they would be short, and thus would not seri- 
ously interfere with that steadiness in the standard of values which 
the interests of business demand. 


Bullion and Exchange, page 651. 4 Money, page 203. 
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But why should we further discuss theories, when the facts are 
even better. It seems to be fairly established, that for three hundred 
years, prior to 1873, the relative value of silver to gold never varied 
far from 15.1. Walker more than once affirms! this to have been 
true, and he mentions as the most marked instance of departure from 
it that can be historically traced, the fluctuations in the gold price of 
silver after the immense product of the Californian and Australian 
gold mines had reached the market, fluctuations which at no moment 
exceeded 5 per cent., and finally settled down within 1} per cent. 
Seyd expresses substantially the same opinion? as to the perma- 
nency of the ratio, and mentions the period of the large importations 
of silver into Europe from the mines of Mexico and Peru as the time 
when the ratio became gradually established. He calls attention to 
the fact that the ratio of between 15 and 16 to 1 has been noticeably 
steady since the beginning of the present century. The French law 
of 1803, which fixed the ratio of silver to gold at 153 to 1, held them 
exactly in that relation in France and nearly in that relation through- 
out the civilized world, until the process of demonetization began. 
The ibility, therefore, of keeping the values of gold and silver in 
steady relations as a double standard, by law, is settled by the best 
of all tests, the practical one. 

The monometallists have constantly expressed the greatest solici- 
tude at the possible injury to business from the slight fluctuations of 
the double standard. But the worst possible fluctuations from that 
cause are not worth mention in comparison with that revolution in 

rices which would result from the general demonetization of silver. 

t that work be carried on to its logical conclusion and the price of 
gold, as we have seen, would rise 30 per cent., while that of silver 
would fall indefinitely. Seyd says,” as the result of much patient 
investigation, that it would fall to one-third or one-fourth of its pres- 
ent value. Call it one-third. The result which the advocates of the 
gold theory would then have reached would be that silver would 
stand to gold in the ratio of 72 to 1. Such are sometimes the inconsist- 
encies of even able minds in their eagerness to establish a theory. 

HOW MANY GRAINS OF SILVER TO THE DOLLAR? 

Supposing it to have been satisfactorily established that the full use 
of silver as money is n to the general welfare, and that the 
fluctuations of the double standard are not only less than those of the 
single, but are absolutely nothing in comparison with those which gold 
monometallism would inflict upon business, it becomes apparent that 
this Con owes to the country and the world the duty of remon- 
etizing silver. We must restore the silverdollar. In doing this, the 
first question to be settled is what number of grains of standard sil- 
ver should it contain. ` 

Much has been very properly said in speeches and in the press about 
“an honest dollar,” “a dollar of full value,” “a dollar as as 
gold.” This is canse for satisfaction. It shows a sound state of the 
public conscience; and I fully sympathize with it. I admit that the 
obligation rests upon us to choose that weight of silver which, ac- 
cording to the best light we can obtain, promises to — 4 the silver 
dollar 1 74 55 to par with gold. I not only admit, but I insist, that 
knowingly to do anything less than this would be dishonest; but I 
would also be carefal not to do more than this. To make the silver 
dollar too heavy would be as great a wrong as to make it too light, 
and it would be none the less a wrong because done mostly to our own 
people. But while it isan imperative duty to fix upon that ratio of 
the two metals which shall be just to all the interests concerned, the 
question is one about which there may be honest difference of judg- 
ment. It is one which calls for reasoning and tolerance rather than 
denunciation, In determining the proper weight of the dollar, men 
whose integrity is not called in question have fixed = different 
points all the way from 400 grains, corresponding to the French ratio 
to 440 grains, which are sup to represent the present price of 
silver bullion in London. For myself, having studied the question 
as faithfully as I could, and having done my best to h a sound 
conclusion, it is my deliberate judgment that the old dollar of 412} 
grains of standard silver is that which is most likely to do justice to 
all and injury tonone. I will give my reasons for this. 

It is now generally that the depreciation in the value of sil- 
ver has not been duo in any appreciable degree to over-production. 
This is the doctrine of the silver report, where it is abundantly sus- 
tained by statistics and by argument. The same opinion is expressed 
by David A. Wells, who correctly states that the annual prodaction 
of silver at the present time is less than that of gold.“ Professor 
Walker says“ that he cannot conceive any intelligent and candid 
man as maintaining that the changes in the comparative purchasing 
power of the two metals during the past few years have been wholl 
or mainly due to changes in supply. It would seem that any solici- 
tude about the excessive production of silver might always have been 
allayed by a knowledge of the fact that all the great silver mines pro- 
duce nearly as much gold as they do silver. So far as I know, this is 
a in by all the authorities. Even the famous Comstock lode, 
which some have feared would deluge the land with silver, produces 
with 55 pz cent. of silver 45 per cent. of gold.® 

It is plain, then, that the fall in the value of silver and the immense 
consequent loss of wealth have been due to demonetization. And that 


1 Money, pages 234 and 256. 


The Silver Question, page 20. 
? Bullion and Exchange, page 616. Q 


$ Money, page 266 ; note. 
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2 Bullion and Exchange, page 511. 


cause is sufficient of itself to account for it. The main use of silver in 
the world, that which principally makes it worth what it is, is its use 
as money. Even partially to take that use from it is sufficient largely 
to depreciate its value, not only by what it directly accomplishes, but 
also by what it threatens, by the shock which it gives to credit. De- 
monetization has wrought the evil. Remonetization must be the 
remedy. I hear it admitted that if Germany and the United States 
— er, to restore silver to its old place it would at once rise to par 
with go 

But how much of this could our country accomplish if it were to 
commence et byacting alone? I think it safe to assume that a 
great country like this—the peer of Germany—with specie resump- 
tion at hand and an immense prospective demand for coin, could by 
simple remonetization, by simply restoring the dollar at the generally 
accepted ratio of 15} to 1, carry it up over full half the space which 
separates it from the gold dollar. But this bill proposes not only to 
remonetize it at what was the world’s accepted ratio, but it proposes 


to put 3 per cent. more of silver into the dollar than that ratio re- 
uires. We propose to make the ratio 16 to 1. This would our 
ollar 3 per cent. further on the way to equality with the gold dollar. 


It would raise its value to within 14 or 2 per cent. of par with gold, 
which would erop bring it under the influence of that law of mutual 
control which is the result of the interchangeableness of the metals. 
For it should be remembered that it is not necessary, in order that 
silver should unite once more with gold, that it should traverse the 
whole space that now separates them. Gold will come over part of 
the way to meet its old comrade. As the demand for silver is increased 
by remonetization, a part of the work, otherwise performed by gold 

will be laid upon it. Thedlemand for gold will thus be diminished 
and it will exhibit a tendency to decline in price. Thus at a point 
somewhat below the present value of gold the two metals would be 
reunited and go forth together upon their benéficent work. 

The doctrine that remonetization by the United States will restore 
silver to par in gold is a doctrine strongly held by Mr. David A. Wells. 
His testimony is of peculiar value to us. He is one of the most sturdy 
opponents of bimetallism, and would not, except for incontrovertible 
reasons, give its friends an argument. In a letter published in the 
Cincinnati Commercial last summer he expressed his opinion upon 
this subject very positively. In his pamphlet on silver of last Decem- 
ber, after the friends of the silver dollar had quoting his views 
in support of their argument, he spoke with some qualification, but, 
as he is a conscientious man, with only a slight qualification. Even 
there he says: 

Remonetization of silver in the United States will therefore probably b sil- 
bern iar eee markets of the world, and it willin 
no way benefit the debtor if he counts as a benetit the opportunity to pay his debts 
in value less than he received. 

I may add incidentally here that it is in connection with an ex- 
pression of opinion on this point that he speaks of the cost of trans- 
portation as being a suficient protection to the United States against 
excessive importations of silver. I quote the remarkable passage in 
which this topic is treated. It will be observed that he holds that if 
we restore the silver dollar at the ratio of 16 to 1 it will ultimately 
be found to be overweighted by about 3 per cent., as was the case be- 
fore 1873. He says: 


No government in Europe t Germany owns a dollar of silver; and the sil- 
ver pa e owned by individuals in European = ess silver is by the action 
of such countries d cannot possibly come here. stan of 16 for 
1 is about 3 cent. higher than the standard of any country in Europe. The 
standard of countries varies from 15.30 to 15.60; but at the standard of 
15.50 a citizen of co, Where his silver is legal tender, but where the mintin; 
of silver is discon! 


tinued, would sustain a loss of 3 per cent. in exchanging his sil- 
ver for American silver, in addition to commissions and expenses, which would be 
e Thin ins practical prohibition to tho prosontation of any Karopesn omnei 
cen 
silver held by i brip ph to Ste mate egt paT 1 

I may add that we see from this how slight is the danger that our 
country will, as the newspapers express it, “be flooded with silver 
from Germany.” 

If, then, we pass this bill I shall rely upon three forces to bring sil- 
ver and gold together: The first of these is simple remonetization; 
the second is the excess of 3 per cent. in the quantity of silver which 
we put into the dollar; and the third is that law of reciprocal correc- 
tion and compensation which is found in the double standard. 

We thus reach the conclusion that the silver dollar remonetized at 
the ratio of 16 to 1, or 412} grains of standard silver to the dollar, 
would soon rise in value to par with gold. If Germany would re- 
monetize at the same time with us it would only be necessary to tix 
the ratio at 154 to 1, or 400 grains of silver to the dollar. That we 
shall come to that at no distant day is my expectation. But under 
present circumstances it is no doubt just and right to put the excess 
of 3 per cent. in the weight of silver into the restored dollar. It will 
not be difficult to reduce the amount whenever the advanced price of 
silver shall demand it. 

The disposition toward demonetization has already culminated in 
Europe. If we now remonetize silver we shall not only arrest the 
movement there but shall turn it back, and if Germany should feel 
some unnecessary solicitude as to the values in which our bonds are 
to be paid, she only has to join us in the good work of remonetiza- 
tion in order to recover asense of perfect security. Germany, by com- 
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mencing demonetization did much—innocently no doubt—toward 
drawing us into the same policy and thus depriving us of one of our 
resources for meeting the principal and interest of the large mass of 
our bonds held by her citizens. It would only be a courteous retortif 
by remonetizing silver we should furnish her with a motive for undo- 
ing the mischief she has done. 

REMONETIZATION WILL NOT INJURE THE PUBLIC. CREDIT. 

We are now pre to consider how much there is in the charge 
so frequently made that this bill if passed would injure the public 
credit. Our first reply to this charge is the best of all replies—the 
practical one—that to the best of our judgment, we have put into the 
dollar an amount of silver which will promptly bring it to par with 
gold and make it interchangeable at will with the gold dollar. No 
public creditor can be injured by our coining such a dollar as that. 

But let us suppose the worst. Let us suppose that this bill having 
become a law, it should by and by appear that Congress had com- 
mitted a small error by putting several too few, or what is 
more probable, several grains too much, into the dollar. Or suppose 
what we have little reason to expect, that some revolution in the 
currencies of great nations, or some discovery of gold or silver mines 
of unprecedented yield, should show that our ratio needed readjust- 
ment. What then? Would that be an irreparable evil? Not at all. 
Congress will be in session during most of the time for the year to 
come. If the law should prove to need modification, we ean at any 
time amend it. Such changes in the standard have often been made 
heretofore, and they can be made again. We none of us desire that 
the dollar should be too heavy or too light. It is not for the interest 
of either debtors or creditors that it should be too dear or too cheap. 
No doubt it is our imperative duty to restore the dollar at a rate 
which is as nearly the right one as possible. But the evil of some 
possible error in this respect on the part of Congress has been greatly 
exaggerated. It is an error which could be easily remedied, and 
would be remedied so soon as it should be discovered. 

I may add that this bill incidentally furnishes a further safeguard 
of the public credit in the limitation which it imposes upon the num- 
ber of silver dollars which may be coined per month. It declares 
that there shall be coined during each month not more than $4,000,000 
nor less than $2,000,000, Let us suppose that the average would be 
$3,000,000 per month, which I understand would be about equal to 
the present capacity of the mints. It has been urged as an alarming 
prospect that the Government would be obliged to receive back the 
whole of this amount in payment of customs dues instead of gold. 
But not all the new dollars would find their way to the custom-house ; 
and if they did it would be a small matter. Our revenues from cus- 
toms, judging from the first quarter of the present fiscal year, are 
$12,000,000 per month. It could be no serious evil to receive one- 
fourth of this in legal-tender silver dollars, especially as Congress in 
the mean time could be watching the effect of the new coinage, and, 
if necessary, could diminish or suspend it. 

THE PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not wholly approve of this bill when it was first 
before the House. I did not like the provision for free coinage in it. 
It seemed plain to me that the Government, or rather the people; 
ought to make the profit of the increased value which would resul 
from converting silver bullion into legal-tender coins. Hence I wished 
that the Government should purchase and coin on its own account 
until silver should reach the par with gold. It was an objection of 
this kind which led me to vote against a silver bill in the session of 
1876, the only time I ever voted against a bill to restore the silver dol- 
lar. Silver, however, at that time was considerably cheaper than 
now, which made free ee See objectionable than it would be 
at present. Still I think the free coinage in it was a serious objection 
to this bill in the form in which it left the House, I also regretted 
that the bill did not contain some limitation npon the amount coined 
per month, as affording protection against any possible or imaginary 
evils to result from the change in our coinage system and as giving 
Congress and the Executive an opportunity to watch the progress of 
that change and to judge of its electa. But while tbe bill was de- 
fective on these points, it was offered to the House under a snspension 
of the rules, which gave no opportunity for amendment or debate. 
But I voted for it on account of my approval of the remouetization 
of silver embodied in it and because I hoped that it would be amended 
in the Senate. This has now been done, and the bill has returned to 
us with the defects of which I have spoken removed. I shall there- 
fore vote for it, believing that in its present form it can but promote 
the general welfare. 

THE SILVER BILL AXD MY CONSTITUENTS. 

Perhaps I should not conclude without some reference to the atti- 
tude of my constituents toward this measure. During the progress 
of the discussion upon it many criticisms upon my vote for the res- 
toration of the silver dollar have come to me from my district, through 
the press and in private letters. Some old friends have written me 
that should I persevere in voting for this bill I shall lose political 
favor at home. I cannot say that this may not be true, and I do not 
for a moment pretend that it would not give me pain to lose the 
friendly approval of those to whose continued kindness I have been 
so much indebted and for whom I feel so true a respect and esteem. 
I should deem it a misfortune, but it is a misfortune which eve 
man who enters public life and would not wholly abandon all reli- 


ance upon his own conscientious judgment must be prepared at 
times to meet. I trust it would be rare to find a member of Congress 
without some respect for his own judgment, and if such a man were 
found, it might well be asked whether he were worth having as a 
Representative and whether any district would be proud to claim 
him. It so happens that there is no public question which I have 
more thoroughly studied or upon which my convictions are clearer 
than that of remonetization. I am, upon principle, in favor of the 
restoration of the silver dollar, and I cannot honestly vote against 
any well-considered bill whose object is to effect that result. The 
political fortunes of the best man are of slight moment in comparison 
with the establishment of a sound public policy. Indeed, of such 
vast importance is the general remonetization of silver to the welfare 
of mankind that the political death and burial of a whole generation 
of public men would not, in my judgment, deserve mention in com- 
parison with it. 

Some of my esteemed constituents have expressed “surprise” to 
find that I am so strongly committed in favor of the remonetization 
of the silver dollar. It is perhaps unreasonable to expect that the 
published addresses of Congressmen sliould be much read; but if 
these friends of mine had done me the honor to read almost any one 
of my political speeches for the past two years they would have been 
spared the necessity for any misunderstanding of A position. Dur- 
ing the canvass of 1876 I constantly een myself in favor of re- 
monetization. In an authorized statement of my opinion which was 
published during that canvass in the Oberlin News and other papers 
of my district it was said: 

Mr. Moxnox has never taken nd against the restoration of the dollar. On 
the other hand, he $e ATAYDE of fea soon eo it can be done intelligently and safely. 
He believes that it would then be very useful to the people in transacting their 
business and would greatly aid in resuming specie payments. 

At the previous session of Congress I had voted against the bill for 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar principally for the reason 
that it gave a large margin of profit—then about 20 per cent.—to the 
holders of bullion instead of the Government. I felt the same ob- 
jection, though in less degree, to the Bland bill when introduced in 
the House at the present session; but I voted for it, believing that 
it wonld be, as it béen, amended in the Senate. 

In June last I delivered an address before the literary society of 
Western Reserve College, at Hudson, in my district, in which the 
subject of remonetization was discussed at some length, and from 
which I make this brief quotation: 

I may add that as an aid to ie i well as for other 
in ho of the ran e e e Jam iu abe of ä 
the place which it held in our financial system before the year 1873, without abate- 
ment of its powers and dignities ; with “its arms and trophies streaming in their 

luster.” As the result of reading and reflection which have at least been 
animated by a desire to know the truth, I am convinced that silver will, as a rul 
maintain its relative value to gold. I believe that in steadiness of value it w 
not compare unfavorably with fie other precious metal. 


This ‘address was published in several papers in Northern Ohio. 
Three thousand copies of it were circulated in pamphlet form in my 
district, which brought me in reply about fifty letters of commenda- 
tion, none of which contained any word of disapproval of my opin- 
ions in regard to the dollar. 

I freely expressed the same views everywhere in the canyass of 
last autumn. In one of my speeches, published in the Cleveland 
papers, I find the following passage : 


Andividually, I would have preferred that our platform should have contained a 
simple declaration in favor of restoring the silver dollar to the place which it occu- 


in our financial system before the 1873. I should have felt no concern in 
regard to the ability of silver to maintain its old relative value to gold whenever 
the legislative against it been removed. 


I-have made these quotations from my public utterances merely to 
show that my opinions in regard to remonetization have been frankly 
expressed.to my constituents for the past two years, and need not 
lave occasioned “surprise.” I will add that these expressions of 
opinion have been constantly accompanied with equally strong decla- 
rations in favor of the maintenance of the public faith and tho re- 
sumption of specie payments. 

Thus I have been in the past as I am at present in favor of the re- 
coinage of the old legal-tender silver dollar. I hope this bill may be 
promptly passed. Let these amendments be adopted and the bill be 
ana with the additional saf provided by the Senate, and 
the 7 may soon with unalloyed satisfaction enter once more 
upon full possession of their ancient constitutional coins. 

[By unanimous consent, Mr. MONROE was allowed to elaborate his 
remarks for the RECORD, he not having had time to finish them in 
the House in the three minutes allowed him.] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield for one minute to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Bunpy.] 

Mr. BUNDY. Mr. Speaker, no one need preface his remarks upon 
the question of finance at this time with words of apology, simply 
because the question has wert henn so thoroughly discussed, for the 
acknowledged importance of subject justifies further discussion. 

I believe, sir, that notwithstanding the exhaustive debates in the 
Senate and the discussion in the House, and notwithstanding the 
numberless essays in the public jonrnals and the very lucid reasoning 
contributed in a few instances by the clergy, the masses are not edu- 
cated to a full knowledge of many of the important features and facts 
appertaining to and surrounding this question of the remonetization 
of the silver dollar, 
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I shall be pardoned, I trust, right here, for indulging in a word in the 
nature of a question of privilege. 

I voted for the Bland bill, so called, on a motion to suspend the 
rules, not gp all its features, but giving it my approval 
generally, being of the belief that at least its one most objectionable 
feature—the free-coinage clause—would, by amendment in the Sen- 
ate, be stricken out, and at the time such vote was given I had not 
been made aware that any gentleman had expressed a desire to dis- 
cuss the measure, and if such desire had been expressed it had escaped 
my notice. 

When the Matthews resolution came from the Senate and the mo- 
tion was made to suspend the rules, and the 8 question having 
been ordered on the adoption of the resolution, I understood the 

ntleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] and the gentleman from Maine, 

Mr. HLR, ] and perhaps others, to ask for an 3 to discuss 
the resolution; and being utterly opposed to cutting off debate upon 
any important question, and feeling, as I did, that it was exceedingly 
ungenerous toward the minority to deny them the opportunity to dis- 
cuss the resolution, I was constrained to vote in the negative upon the 
question of the adoption of the resolution ; not that I was opposed 
to the declarations therein contained, but I desired to so vote as to 
defeat a suspension of the rules and thus afford ample op ity to 
the minority to discuss the question. For these votes I have been 
unkindly criticised by the press of my own district and my votes con- 
trasted under a charge of inconsistency. The reasons here given for 
such latter vote is my reply to such criticism. 

Mr. Speaker, that which I desired and believed would be accom- 
plished by the Senate by amendments has been done, and well done, 
and the bill comes back to the Honse with provisions entitled to and 
syi shall receive my vote in full concurrence with the Senate’s 
action. 

While I would vote fora bill providing for a silver dollar of 420 or 
even 425 grains of standard silver, I deny the right on the part of 
any man, the holder of any bond or obligation against the Govern- 
ment growing out of a contract like that contained in the United 
States bonds, to demand of the Government a silver dollar of more 
than 412} grains, because the latter was the legal silver dollar of the 
country previous to the act of February 12, 1873, which denied its 
further coinage, and before its legal-tender property was so singularly 
destroyed by the revision of the statutes in 1874. 

If by this bill now before the House we restore the silver dollar to 
its time-honored position which continued up to its demonetization 
we provide a dollar for the liquidation of the uttermost obligation on 
the part of the Government to the holders of our bonds, which I hope 
to be able to prove by a concise statement of facts, to my mind so 
plain that no one need to err in readily coming to a decision as to the 
unquestioned right in the case. 

In assuming the position I have taken upon this question I am not 
unmindful of the fact that I have separated myself from a majority 
of my colleagues, and this gives me no pleasure but rather pain; but 
I am glad in the belief that a large majority of my intelligent con- 
stituents will sustain me in my views. 

Neither am I unmindful of the further fact that my vote and my 
views are not in accord with the teachings of many of the leading 
New York City journals; but the latter fact does not give me the 
least pain, and neither do I feel the smallest degree of contrition 
when I realize the additional fact that my belief upon this question 
is not in harmony with the recent lectures of several political divines, 
wherein they have joined certain New York City journals, as well as 
with the voice of Wall street, in denouncing the advocates of the 
restoration of the silver dollar to its constitutional and much-needed 
usefulness. The journals referred to have denounced and continue 
to denounce the supporters of the measure under consideration as 
“ swindlers,”, “repudiators,” “enemies of an honest currency,” and 
“ violators of contracts,” and by their false sent tor gp directly and 
indirectly made, have led the masses to believe that a contract actu- 
ally exists between the Government and holders of Government bonds, 
and especially so in regard to all bonds issued since 1873, by which 
the Government is bound in terms to pay the holders of such bonds, 
principal and interest, in gold. This belief is still very generally 
entertained, notwithstanding the multiplied proofs to the contrary, 
shown in speeches in the United States NS and upon this floor. 

I find published in a widely-cireulated religious journal, the Chris- 
tian Union, printed in the city of New York, in the number bearing 
date January 25, 1878, inserted under the evident approval of the 
editor, an extract from a lecture delivered in Boston, Jananta 14, 1878 
by Rev. Joseph Cook upon “Silver Legislation,” from which cull 
the following sentences: 

Shall the nation pay its debts or swindle its creditors? Congress meets this 
morning, and the chief question before it is national honesty or national fraud. 

Again: 

It must be admitted that there is some force in the popular cry that there ought 
not to be one kind of money for the bondholders and another for the masses. 

And then he asks: 

What is the reply to that insidious plea of demagogues ? 

And this teacher divine vouchsafes a reply, as follows: 

The Government promised (by its bonds) to pay in gold the principal and inter- 
estof money lent to it in the war for the protection of the nation. The whole 
Tarogh thelr refrosentalives. Tre pledge was mado (£ 2 10 pay gold) not oniy to 
wealthy citizens but to foreign capitalists. ash 


And this is the ey to the popular cry against one kind of money 
(gold) for the bondholders and another Soin money) for the 
ane and sent through the broad land through the medium of this 
ournal. : 

If Rev. Joseph Cook’s allegations were true they would constitute 
a justification for calling the advocates of the legal-tender silver dol- 
lar ‘‘repudiators.” But they are not true, and if he had given the 
same attention to and exhibited the same degree of intelligence eon- 
cerning the real contract between the Government and the bond- 
holder that he has in respect to holy things, he would have known 
they were not true when he uttered them. 

But these words fall from his lips in Boston upon willing ears— 
were published, and read in New York under the shade of Wall street, 
by gladdened eyes. 

Lectures like these, teachings from such a high source, have had 
their intended effect, and it is no longer strange that so many adopt 
and implicitly rely upon information thus obtained. 

Jam fully persuaded that a class of citizens to-day believe 
that all Government bonds issued since the demonetizing acts obli- 
gate the Government to pay the same, principal and interest, in gold. 

Within a few days, in casual conversation with one of the oldest, 
ablest, and most respected members of this House, I expressed the 
belief that a large portion of the people had been led to believe that 
all bonds issued since 1873 were by their terms payable in gold, and 
when I remarked that all bonds, including those issued since 1873, 
by their Nea ewe: terms, left it optional with the Government to pay 
in coin, gold or silver, of the standard value of the United States on 
J uly 14, 1870, he replied, to quote his precise emphatic words: “That 
can’t be so, If it be so, that fact, it seems to me, is sufficient to close 
the discussion on this question;” and upon the suggestion of this 
gentleman, in order to settle this question beyond the need of dis- 
cussion, I addressed the following letter in my official capacity to the 
Secretary of the Treasury: 

HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C, February 1, 1878. 

Much dispute is daily arising among a large class of le who have never been 
so fortunate as here! fave to be stile th parctinne ERY OL the lnthinons af 4 per seab: 
Serer seqenee tant. pon trill nt an gusty Cay a a sis weit the fia ok ae 

ish me w: 

ENa E A form of the body of the ray inia the real contract — 
the Government and the purchaser and holder of the bond, and also inform me 
whether such form is the same in all cases of bonds issued since 1873. 

An early compliance with this request will greatly oblige your obedient servant, 

SOLOMON BUNDY, 
District, New York. 
Hon, JORN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


In reply to which I was favored with the following, accompanied 
by the form of bond, also hereinafter set forth : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Orrick OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1878. 
Sin: In compliance with your request of the Ist instant I inclose herewith a copy 
of the text of a 4 per cent. United States bond, and have the honor to state that tho 
form is the same as that inscribed on all United States bonds issued since 1873. 


veer ee 60 JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary 
Hon. Soto, BUNDY, j 8 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The following is the form of the bond accompanying the above let- 
ter of the Secretary: 
Four per cent. consuls of the United States. 


WASHINGTON, July 1, 1877. 
WWW or assigns in the sum of 


This bond is issned in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress enti- 
tled “ An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved July 14, 
1870.“ amended by an act approved January 20, 1871, and is redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States, after the 1st day of July, A. D. 1907, in coin of the 
standard value of the United States on said July 14, 1870, with interest in such coin 
from the day of the dato hereof at the rate of 4 per centum per annum, payable 
principal on the Ist day of October, January, April, and July in each year. The 


and interest are See Dope te sp rang a all taxes or daties of tho 
ni from taxation in any by or under State, municipal, 


or 
een 
Entered: 


States, as well as 
authority. 


Recorded: } 


By the plainly-expressed terms of this bond every purchaser can 
readily sce just what the contract is, and its terms could not be more 
easily understood by the employment of the English language in any 
other form. . 

Everybody knows that the standard coin of the United States, July 
14, 1870, embraced silver dollars of the precise weight and fineness as 
the bill under consideration provides, as well as gold, and either pos- 
sessed the unlimited legal-tender quality, and by the plainly expressed 
terms of these bonds the Government just as clearly reserved the right 
to pay in silyer of 4124 grains standard value as in gold, and when the 
bondholder, the Wall street broker, the newspaper editor, or the polit- 
ical divino asserts to the contrary he asserts what is glaringly false 
and what cannot be sustained by any system of reasoning, and I say, 
here and now, that when any man, be he broker or bondholder, ap- 
plies to the advocate of this honest constitutional silver dollar the 
epithet of “swindler” or “repudiator,” such man is himself a tra- 
ducer; and when the clergyman so far forgets his high and holy call- 
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ing as to close the book divine against the teachings of charity, and 
mounts the political platform to denounce the supporters of this meas- 
ure as “repadiators,” that moment he becomes a slanderer. And, sir, 
when any man alleges that the Government, by its bonds issued since 
1873, agrees to pay the bondholder principal or interest in gold, he 
speaks 19 

And yet these false teachings have sown the seeds of error all 
through the land until nothing seemed sufficient to disabuse the pub- 
lie mind of this error but to procure from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the form containing the very text of these bonds, which I have 
done, and to that I point in fall vindication of my course in the sup- 
port of this measure. 

This much I have said to show what the real contract is between 
the Government and the holder of its bond, entered into by every one 
who purebases a bond. 

The bondholder says his bond is payable in gold, And this claim, 
supported by assertion, not facts, has been so persistently made that 
the people, especially in the Eastern and some of the Middle States, 
have come to believe that the Government is in fact bound to pay 
all bonds in gold, especially all those issued since 1873. 

Equally consistent would be the claim of the holders to say that 
these bonds are payable in silver exclusively, supposing silver to be 
worth more than gold, as it once was. 

If the relative value of the two coins were now as it then was, sil- 
ver in advance of gold, would the bondholder claim as a legal right 
to elect in which of the two coins his bond should be paid, and to 
demand payment in the dearer coin? 

When a contract is payable in two or more specific articles, kinds, 
commodities, or coins, the right of election in respect to payment is 
always with the debtor and not with the creditor, 

In this case the Government has wisely retained the right of elec- 
tion, and while it might be S to elect to pay in gold it is just 
and in accordance with the letter and 1 of the contract to pay in 
silver dollars of the precise weight and fineness of the silver dollar 
of July 14, 1870—412} grains standard silver. Such a dollar the cred- 
itor agreed to receive when he lent to the Government, if the Govern- 
ment, the debtor, should so elect at the time of the maturity of its 
obligations. But, say some in these latter days, “ while the letter of 
the contract gives to the Government the right to elect in which of 
the coins the bonds shall be paid, still the equity of the case requires, 
and the spirit of the contract is, that gold shall be paid.” By no sys- 
tem of reasoning can this be shown to be true. On the contrary, this 
“equity of the case,” this “spirit of the contract,” are late creations 
bred of the clamors of the lenders and the insidious revision of the 
statutes in 1874. Let us see. What did the Government mean, if this 
plain English does not express its intention? Suppose, for a moment, 
that the Government had aipua to pay its bonds in the one coin, 
gold. Mr. Speaker, you and I know there is not gold enough in the land 
to pay its indebtedness. Yet if the Government under such a contract 
were to keep its plighted faith, it must obtain the metal at all cost. 
But where get suflicient, say you, above the customs duties? “Ay, 
there’stherub.” With the Government in such a predicament, is it to 
be believed that those who live by the fruits of “ corners” and “Black 
Fridays” would have allowed the year 1878 to have dawned before, 
by means past finding out by common people, they would have com- 
manded their own price for gold? Gold is not abundant enough to 
dodge corners, and cannot if it would, The inevitable result must have 
been to have put the nation at the mercy of the money centers and 
exchanges, and compelled the Government to buy and rebuy gold at 
the broker's price. Will any one believe, Mr. Speaker, that exactly 
that result was not foreseen by Con and wisely avoided when our 
bonds were authorized payable in coin of the standard yalue of July 
14, 1870, in the precise language of the bond I have quoted? 

Ah! Mr. Speaker, the facts are indisputable, the argument unan- 
swerable, the conclusion inevitable: this Government was never so 
blind to its interests, never so recreant to its 5 as a Govern- 
ment of the people, as to legislute its finances to the exclusive bene- 
fit of hoarders and lenders. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I am aware that silver to-day relatively to 
yee is at a discount, I desire to negative the supposition, even that 

advocate the silver dollar as a cheap means of ying the nation’s 
creditors. I am firm in the belief that diverahould be utilized forother 
purposes than the arts and as a commodity with a merely commer- 
cial value, and that the restoring its usefulness as money will go far 
toward restoring its former valne—the equal and superior of gold. 
And while I cannot now, from lack of time, go into the discussion of 
that topic, I am convinced that but a short time will be needed to 
remove all ible inferiority of silver as a legal-tender coin. 

Thus far I have spoken with reference to the relations of the cred- 
itor class to the Government. From this class the proposed measure 
las received the most earnest opposition. Their right to oppose this 
measure or any other none will deny. What I do deny is their as- 
serted right to elect that their demands be paid in gold, and, to my 
mind, the facts already addnced clearly deny that right. 

In assailing the proposition to remonetize silver and thus restore it 
to its original condition and constitutional capacity this creditor class 
and their supporters have exhibted an unwonted love for the laborer 
and for the poor generally. 

But a few days since a geutleman of this Honse, my 9 (Mr. 
Hrwitt,] in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. BUTLER, } in expressing his disapproval of the proposed 
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measure, the remonetization of the silver dollar, took occasion in effect 
to say that to make a silver dollar containing 412} grains a legal ten- 
der would be compelling the poor laboring man to accept for his labor 
a dollar worth but ninety cents, and added very eloquently that he 
most heartily subscribed to the doctrine that the “ laborer is worthy 
of his hire.” 

Most emphatically is the proposed measure in support of this doc- 


ne. 

Mr. Speaker, in what sort of “hire” is the laborer paid to-day for 
his labor? Under the existing law he is compelled to accept for his 
daily toil not a silver dollar of 412} grains, but one containing but 384 

ins of silver in every case where the amount earned is less than 
the legal-tender limit of silver under existing law. 

Out of the hundreds of thousands—yea, millions of workingmen 
of the country, by far the greater number uire their scanty earn- 
ings at the close of each day of toil to supply the hungry of the house- 
hold with daily bread; and I believe that the average price of daily 
labor to-day among the common laborers throughout the country will 
scarcely exceed $1, and hence they must from unyielding necessity 
receive their pay daily, bringing such persons within the legal-ten- 
der limits of the present depreciated silver. 

We propose a better dollar, worth more and weighing more than 
the dollar which the laborer is now compelled to accept. 

The bondholder in his opposition to remonetization has spoken 
through Wall street brokers, wealthy bankers, the largest commercial 
houses of our great cities, and at last throngl the“ New York Board 
of Trade and Transportation,” who have sent me the following memo- 
rial, from which I extract what seems to my mind a potent argument 
for the proposed measure now under consideration : 


MEMORIAL OF THE NEW YORK BOARD OF TRADE AND TRANSPORTATION. 
To the honorable the members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
undersigned officers and members of the Board of Trade and Transportation 
tfully place before you the following facts: 

y prominent wholesale merchants of New York have recently 3 
great inconvenience from accumulations of silver coin received from r enstom- 
ers, who are principally retail ; 80 great an annoyance did this become 
that a call for a special meeting of the Board of Trade and ree aan abo was cir- 
culated, and in a few hours was by more than three hu firms, whose 
annual sales of merchandise are estimated at upwards of 6600,00. 000. At this 
metias which took place on the 4th day of 3 it was shown that a large 
part of the receipts of retail tradesmen in this vicinity were in silver coin, with 
which they in turn sought to pay their liabilities to wholesale houses, The banks 
will not receive silver on deposit except when payable ‘‘in kind,” and in many 
cases not at all, owing to the lack of proper storage room. The wholesale merchants 
are therefore obli to pay it out whenever they can, one merchant stating that 
he was obliged 8 & wagon much of the time in the service of carting silver 
around to pay his bil Owing, however, to the fact that most of their purchases 
are in quantities, and, by agreement with importers and 5 
able in gold, or bank check in currency, the silver accumulates upon the hands of 
w o merchants, especially in the grocery trade, and one merchant had already 
been obliged to buy an extra safe in which to keep it securely. The following no- 


tice, issued by a prominent wholesale grocery house to its customers, explains the 
dilemma in w. itis placed: * 


Notice to our customers. 
“New York, January 31, 1878. 


“ Weare receiving more silver than we can rent, and mast sell it in the market 
port ag A correspond, or we must limit the 


ing upon the consumer of the merchandise, or in effect paying the laborer but 
ninety-seven orninety-eight cents, where he now receives one hundred. The money- 
kers, however, thrive; one of 


them, as stated at the meeting above-mentioned, 

remarked to a merchant that business was “ iting good again,“ he having made 

$60 the previous day in baying and selling silver 

The foregoing is a statement of facts existing under cee law. Would 
gin 


transactions would, by agreement, be made in gold or r; the banks would, 
. mentioned. Lag os ver to those from elon tae rim a t, and while some 
be absorbed for k reserves, 


erior currency, to the inconvenience loss of the community in It 
may be said that arrangements could be made for the depositories of the United 
States to receive silver upon d t and issue paper representatives of the same; 
while this would 7 y obviate the physical inconvenience of counting an 
handling the metal itis doubtful whether it would be availed of throughout the 
country, and if such a thing is to be done for the benetit of the producers of silver, 
ne respectfully e that it might as well be done upon the bullion, and save 

expense of coinage, 

We have thus far principally confined ourselves to presenting facts as they exist. 
We have shown silver coin of the present weight and standard is now at a dis- 
count of 2 to 3 per cent, as compared with paper, and that practically the heaviest 
part of this loss falls upon the man. a silver dollar is coined containing a 
still less weight of silver than those at present in circulation, the loss will be pro- 
pee paa there are certain natural laws which cannot be abrogated, 
and while it is possible for the nation, throuch its representatives, to say to the 
nation's creditors, '' We will pay you off in dollars different from those you expected, 
and worth only what we please to make them.“ it is not possible to prevent the 
nation from suffering indirectly from the adoption of such a course. The rule that 
H" honesty is the best policy applies equally to communities and nations as tu indi- 
viduals, and we do not believe it to be good policy for a great nation to violate the 
spirit of an agreement even if the letter of it permits. 

We are now so near the practical resumption of specie payments upon the same 
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y feated, that reason may Aii 
vail over unthivking clamor, and that enlighted statesmanship will firmly stand be- 
honor an who either foolishly or willfully seek to overthrow it. 

will ever pray, &o. 

Giving full credit to the alleged facts contained in this memorial 
not concurring in all the conclusions therein contained—we learn that 
silver is accumulating in the hands of small tradesmen and becoming 
a source of t inconvenience, Well, is it not pas enough why 
this is so? is state of things exists, be it remembered, under exist- 
ing law. It will not be contended that this accumulation of silver is 
caused by a Jaw not Ld pense for no silver coin has been created by 
the prospective law. e esmen of the cities, according to this 
memorial, are the ones who most complain. But this complaint is of 
recent origin and arises from the fact that the banks refuse to receive 
this accumulated silver except upon conditions never before imposed. 
That there is an ulterior object, scarcely concealed, in all this, admits 

of no question. 

Let us see how this accumulation is e Every purchase 
amounting to five dollars or less is payable in the present silver coin, 
made a legal tender under the present law, and tradesmen must re- 
ceive this silver in small sums, but when attempting to pay for any 
invoice of amounting to a sum exceeding $5, or to pay or deposit 
in bank, this same silver is refused and the tradesman is forced to sell 
his silver to the “money brokers” for the best price obtainable in 
order to meet his outstanding obligations. 

Then to open the door of relief to the tradesman let us remonetize 
silver, making it a full legal tender in any sum, so that he shall not 
be driven into the arms of the unpitying money-changers, whom our 
memorialists denominate “money-brokers,” but with his accumulated 
dollars of each day’s trade he may pay his wholesale purchases and 
even his bank paper. If this shall be so, and it must be under the 
pro law, money-changer’s occupation is gone, at least so far 
us the purchase of depreciated silver is concerned. No more shall be 
heard from Wall street, as we learn by this memorial, the broker's 
boast that business is “ getting Rood in,” enabling the boaster to 
make $90 a day in buying and selling the cheap silver of to-day, the 
poor man’s money, 

But let us apply the operations of the peas law to the laborer, 
the man who earns his bread for self and family from day to day and 
depends upon his daily “hire,” of which he is so worthy. 

This man, if a day-laborer in any of the large cities or villages of 
the country, looking forward to the unwelcome rent-day, from time 
to time prudently lays aside a dollar in silver of the present legal- 
tender coinage until he accumulates the requisite $10 or $15, ap- 
proaches his landlord with his hard-earned money, ready in hand, 
paid to him for his labor at one hundred cents for each dollar, offers 
it to his landlord only to learn that while he was compelled to receive 
it as legal tender his landlord turns upon his heel and says to his toil- 
worn tenant, go to the money brokers and sell your poor man’s money, 
and bring me that which will pay the rich man’s demands; and he 
goes and adds his contribution to the ill-gotten “$90 a day.” 

With constitutional life sean breathed into the silver dollar we 
arm this laborer with coin with which he can approach his landlord 
demanding of him to receive for rent what the tenant is now com- 
pelled to receive for his labor. 

Mr. Speaker, let me take another illustration. Go into the rural 
districts. The head of a family has started in life with the present 
law still in force, upon a little homestead, with wife and children de- 
pending upon him for support, and with “one cow, ten sheep, two 
swine, a team, and necessary tools and household farniture,” merci- 
fully vouchsafed to him by the humane exemption laws, makes pur- 
chase of this house and few acres of land, paying a part down— 

engagi to make the grantor “ safe,” as he terms it—securing the bal- 
ance by bond and mortgage and depending mainly upon his daily 
labor with his team, receiving day by day his hire in silver, if his 
employer elects so to pay. From this silver he lays aside, from time 
to lime, a part, until at the end of the year he has saved just the 
number of dollars to meet his payment, principal and interest, On 
pay-day he learns that he, too, must go to the money-changers to con- 
vert the poor man’s pay into the rich man’s money, receiving but 
ninety cents for each of his dollars that cost him one hundred cents 
in honest labor, Will this continue to be so if we vitalize this silver 
with legal-tender life? Certainly not. 

One word more in reference to this recently developed love for the 
poor man. Tbe bondholder and the poor-man loversof Wallstreet have 
recently exhibited the test degree of tenderness in this direction. 

Let us accompany the bondholder but for a single day, and we 
shall see if he puts in practice the precept which he has so persist- 
ently advanced and commended. He leaves his gardener at his toil ; 
his house-servants at their faithful duties; his baker and butcher 
N e to supply the family’s daily wants; and his coachman upon 
the box, and enters Wall street to draw his interest, now payable, 
under the wicked demonetiziug act, in gold dollars. He tells us, as 
he denounces the supporters of the pro measure, which he con- 
demus as the “infamous silver swindle,” that they are “recreant 
repudiators” and “ promoters of national dishonor ;” and, while other 
like epithets fall from his charitable lips, he declares that the “la- 
borer is worthy of bis hire,” until we are led to believe that in the 
abundance of such love for the poor man these same golden dollars 


t | are speedily to drop into the calloused hands of the laborer. Will it 


beso? Ah,no! Delusive hope! With his 
steps across the street and to the counter of 
on the previous day has been 3 of the tradesman, of the man 
hard-pressed for rent, and of him of whom better money than silver 
was demanded upon the eee ee and mortgage, and lays 
down the . gold, receivin for $110 in cheap money for 
his $100 in gold, securing to the broker $10 of his “boasted $90 daily 
rofits, returns to his of plenty and calls abont him those who 
ave served so faithfully, and to each he hands pieces of silver just 
urchased of the broker which under the present law are a legal ten- 
er to the employed but not to the employer. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not of that number who seem to believe that the 
proposed law will accomplish all that is necessary to bring the coun- 
try entirely out of its depressed condition. But I do believe that it 
will go far toward it, and so believing, I give my voice and my vote 
to this measure. 

All will admit that something should be done to raise the prostrate 
form of industry; to give life to ;mralyzed mannfactures and com- 
merce; to set again in busy motion the many silent hammers and 
weaver’s shuttles ; to enhance the value of real estate and drive the 
sheriff from the doors of thousands cowering beneath the burden of 
bond and mortgage. 

Mr. Speaker, we must not, and I believe we shall not, fail to heed 
the patient demands of unemployed labor nor close our eyes to pallid, 
shivering want that stands to-day in pleading attitude at the very 
doors of Congress. 

Mindful of all these things, and remembering too the coming of the 
Ist day of January, 1879, when I hope to see consummated the finan- 
cial hope born of the resumption act, I cheerfully give my vote to this 
bill with all the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield for five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER.) 

Mr. BUTLER. I propose, Mr. Speaker, with the leave of the House, 
if I can get the attention of the House for five minutes, to give the 
reason why I think it is not well to concur in the Senate amendments. 
I cannot discuss the bill in that time, but I can say to the House in 
that time that it is not according, to its dignity, not according to the 
proprieties of legislation, not according to the conduct in which an 
American Congress should carry on its business, to pass a measure of 
this importance without a single word of discussion; and I myself 
would indorse a veto of the President of the United States if he 
should send it back here and say, “This house originated it; they 
have not given me one word to direct my judgment or inform my 
conscience.” I think that we should do what we do like men, and 
not grab at what 7 755 given to us at the other end of the Capitol 
as though we of the House, which originates revenue measures aud 
controls the appropriations of the country, are to take what they 
send us as though it were a good gift of God, without a question. 

I desire to have this measure discussed, and the trouble with the 
friends of the bill—for we are here in a two-thirds majority—seems 
to be we shall lose it if we discuss it. Are they so afraid? Further- 
more, it is said we are to take this or nothing. Why, we have this 
bill always in our power. We can amend it as much as we please; 
send it over to the other end of the Capitol, where our friends are in 
a two-thirds majority. If our friends think at any time the bill is in 
danger we can recede from our uf ee to those amendments and 
then take this bill at all times. But under the circumstances I pray 
gentlemen we shall not show such fear of this great measure that we 
are not willing to declare our sentiments to the country and give the 
reasons for the faith that is i For one, I shall ask the Honse, 
whether this bill passes in this way or another, at some time to give 
me an opportunity to explain to my constituents, who are not clamor- 
ing for this bill by any manner of means—{langhter]—to explain to 
my constituents why I vote for the bill. At the present I think it is a 
wrong done to every gentleman situated as I am, or otherwise, if he 
has not had that privilege and never has had, and, if the President 

igns the bill, never can have it. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and any other gentleman who may desire to speak on 
this subject may have the privilege of printing their remarks. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, in the Forty-fourth Congress I had the 
honor, as chairman of the Committee on Mines and Mining, to intro- 
duce a bill similar to this one. That bill passed this House and went 
to the Senate; but the Senate did not even give it apassing notice. At 
this session this bill was introduced and passed under a suspension 
of the rules some three months ago and went to the Senate, and they 
have been debating it there ever since and send it back in this 
amended and mutilated form. It is now a question at this late da 
of the session whether we are to take this bill or whether a determi- 
nation to disagree with the Senate shall defeat the legislation upon 
this subject. 

I do not like this bill. It is not what the country e ts, But 
I am in favor of taking this now as making one step in the right 
direction. But I give notice here and now that this war shall never 
cease so long as I have a voice in this Con until the rights of the 
people are fully restored and the silver dollar shall take its piace 


Iden interest he quietly 
e “ money-broker,” who 
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alongside the gold dollar. Meanwhile, let us take what we have and 
supplement it immediately on appropriation bills, and if we cannot 
do that I am in favor of issuing paper money enough to stuff down 
the bondholders until they are sick. [Applause.] 

I say I protest against this bill while I vote for it under that pro- 
test. I want, in this House, to give notice and the understanding to 
go forth that this is no compromise and no settlement. It is not 
what the country expects or desires; but we vote for it now tosecure 
what we can at this time, intending to continue the necessary legi 
lation hereafter. If we amend it now and send it back to the Senate 
and they discuss it three or four months longer, as they might do, 
they defeat that legislation. It is true policy to take this. It restores 
the silver dollar, makes it a legal tender, and compels the coining of 
$2,000,000 a month, up to the capacity of the Mint. I say pass the 
bill and let us then get up a free-coinage bill and pass that also. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
mau from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield one minute to my colleague, [Mr. WHIT- 
TORTE) 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Treating the Senaste amendments as one, I 
am opposed thereto : 

First. Becanse it invites capital to coerce into general use the sin- 
gle standard of gold. 

Second. Because it discriminates in favor of gold and against silver. 

Third. Because it creates a public debt unnecessarily. 

Fourth. It pledges the faith or seeks to pledge the faith of the 
Government to what may become an entangling and dangerous alli- 
ance in the life-blood of our domestic trade and commerce. 

Fifth. Itis not responsive to the demands of the people and their in- 
dustrial interests, nor indeed to the requirements of the Constitation. 

Mr. ATKINS. I voted for the Bland bill and I am Sgi sorry that 
the champion of the measure is not willing to stand by it. This 
House has a duty to perform. It must perform it for itself, without 
reference to the other end of the Capitol and without reference to the 
other end of the Avenue, 

Sir, this bill has been so emasculated by the Senate that its best 
friends admit upon this floor that they do not recognize the bantling. 

There is ample time to restore the bill to nie vigor it possessed 
when it left the House. Itis true that I would ily vote to con- 
cur in the Senate amendments rather than the whole bill should fail; 
but as the amendments are so much dead 12 9455 and A so many 
drawbacks to the relief which the original bill is calculated to brin 
to the suffering and distressed condition of our finances and genera 
business interests, I feel it my duty to send the bill as it originally 

assed the House back to the Senate, and again respectfully ask that 
ly to grant this much-needed relief to the people. 

The people demand that silver be placed upon the same equality 
with gold which it formerly had by the law of 1793. Silver is pecu- 
liarly a great American product. Our mountains and the mountains 
of Mexico are full of it. It only needs the fostering hand of the 
Government by eqnal and just laws to develop this vast wealth, which 
will secure the individual prosperity of the people and the financial 
independence of this country. The people have resisted the discrim- 
ination made against silver in favor of gold ; and I had fondly hoped 
that the American Congressman . to register that decree of 
the popular will. But it seems that we are only to have a half-way 
measure. Why not remove all restrictions and limitations upon sil- 
ver and leave its coi on the same terms with gold? 

The holder of gold bullion has the right to have it coined at our 
mints free of c the seignio going to the holder. But this 
bill requires the seigniorage to be p to the credit of the Govern- 
ment upon all silver bullion that may be coined. The effect of this 
restriction is to limit the amount of the silver bullion by discourag- 
ing the investment of capital in mining it. 

4 like result follows limitation upon the monthly amount au- 
thorized to be coined under the provisions of this bill, the minimum 
being two millions and the maximum four millions each month. 
With an unfriendly Secretary of the Treasury and Director of the 
Mint, which in both instances happens at this time to be the case, it 
is plain that the smallest amount authorized by law will be coined. 
The execution of this bill, therefore, in its present shape cannot effect 
any material change in our financial condition so far as an actual in- 
crease of circulation is concerned, a result which would have been 
happily felt from the original bill had it become the law. 

ji grant that this bill, should it become a law in its present form, is 
a great advantage gained over demonetization, but its friends should 
straggle to 2 it. It is a great triumph of right over wrong so far 
as the principle of remonetization is concerned, of justice over frau 
of the people over an aristocratic monopoly, who would, Shylock- 
like, demand the last d of flesh. It is a public declaration that 
silver as well as gold is a l tender for debts, public and private, 
in this country once more. It is a public decree that henceforth the 
gold ring alone will not be allowed to foreclose its inexorable mort- 
gage upon the homes of the people at less than one-thigd or one-fourth 
their real value. It isan announcement that the American Con, 
does uot belong to the gold board of Wall street, and that a divorce 
suit has at least commenced between them. I trust that the breach 
may be widened until a total separation shall occur and the people 
shall be once more as truly represented as they have been persistently 
misrepresented for the last decade. 5 

It is temporarily unfortunate that the friends of remonetization 


do not agree upon the best parliamen tactics to be adopted in 
securing the great ends which we all seek and which our constitu- 
ency are anxiously expecting at our hands. But let the one course 
or the other be adopted, whether we try to force this bill to become 
a law, to secure the advantage of the original bill introduced by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BLAND, ] which course seems to me to 
be the best, the first step to which is to non-coneur with the Senate 
amendments, trusting that the Senate will recede and agree, or on 


egis- | the other hand to concur and pass the bill now and go to work at 


once to remedy by supplemental legislation the defects which the 
Senate in into the bill, are questions simply of policy, and not 
of principle, about which we may well differ. I fear if the bill passes 
in its present shape that there will be a lull in the popular mind 
which will endanger the complete success which is at no remote day 
within their grasp if they only continue to demand this simple justice 
at the hands of their Representatives. I fear that the bill in its present 
shape will prove a 6 somewhat to the people and more 
will be expected of it than will be realized, aud that in waiting for 
the anticipated relief some vantage- ground will be lost; time at least 
will be lost. I fear, too, that in waiting for this expected relief this 
seeming necessary delay will operate as an obstruction and weight 
upon our efforts at any supplemental legislation to remedy the bad 
arts of this bill. If, then, we should not concur let us urge with all 
ing earnestness the restoration of the bill as it passed the 
House by disincumbering it from the Senate amendments. 

I yield the half minute of my time which remains to the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. BEEBE.) 

Mr. BEEBE, That half minute will answer for what I have to say. 
I merely desire to say, as one who voted against the Bland bill on its 
origin e here, that I shall vote to sustain the amendments of 
the Senate and vote this measure through, because, if we do not, the 
Senate, by receding, may precipitate on the country the bill as it 
originally passed this House. And in saying this I think I speak for 
a number of my colleagues who, having voted against the Bland 
bill, will change their position now, apparently, and vote to concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SouTHARD] three minutes. 

Mr. SOUT . Lyield one minute tomy colleague, [ Mr. SAYLER. ] 

Mr. SAYLER. Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to my colleague from 
Ohio for his courtesy. I desire only to say that I propose to support 
this bill as it comes from the Senate; not because I approve of the 
amendments, for in the main I do not approve of them, but because 
I think it is the best we can accomplish for the present. These amond- 
ments are not so bad, however, by any means as they are represented 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS.] I would prefer 
that we should have a free coinage of silver as we have of gold. 
And yet perhaps we have practically a free coinage in the first amend- 
ment of the Senate from the fact that they have authorized quite as 
much coinage as it is possible for the mints of the United States to 
accomplish ; and we have in that amendment the additional advan- 
tage that the amount of two millions per month of coinage is made 
compulsory on the Secretary of Treasury. Gentlemen who seem 
to regard his action with so much ap rehension should certainly look 
upon this feature with favor. In dition, the amendment transfers 
the profitof the coinage from the bonanza owners to the Govern- 
ment, 

The second amendment, pertaining to a conference of certain na- 
tions, does not affect the general character of the bill. In the third 
amendment I would have preferred that the word “bullion” should 
have been inserted with the word “coin,” and that certificates should 
be issued from the Treasury upon the deposit of bullion as well as 
upon the deposit of coin. 

To accomplish that, however, Mr. S er, I am content to await 
a Nor fara bill, and I am not willing we shall risk the passage 
of this bill and the accomplishment of the great object we have in 
view, for it does accomplish that notwithstanding the amendments, 
to wit, the remonetization of silver, simply because I am not entirely 
content with these amendments, and simply because we do not get 
all that we desire. I regard it as a great step toward the accomplish- 
ment of what the poopie domene; to wit, the complete remonetiza- 
tion of siver and circulation again among them of the old 
silver dollar. . 

Mr. SOUTHARD, I take this measure as a choice of evils, while I 
am opposed to most of the Senate amendments. The discriminations 
made by them nst silver as compared with gold will always 
cheapen silver and keep it at a discount. The meritorious principle 


d, | recognized in this bill, even as amended by the Senate, is that both 


coins shall be equal as a unit of value in legal-tender quality. It 
recognizes the old silver dollar of 412} arans of standard silver and 
makes it a legal tender for all debts public and private, and the argu- 
ment is perfectly irresistible for the rest in the future. It will cnt 
its own way with bnt little help. Therefore, though, like my col- 
league on this side of the House from Ohio, opposed to all these Sen- 
ate amendments, I will vote for them to prevent the total failure of 
the two important principles embodied in the measure, the coinage of 
the old silver dollar and its fall legal-tender qnality. If we conld get 
all we desire without endangering the defeat of what we now have, I 
would prefer that; but true policy and practical wisdom in my judg- 
ment require of me this present action, and necessity compels me to 
vote for these amendments to save the rest of the bill, 
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Mr. DWIGHT. If the previous question shall not be sustained, I 
propose to offer the following amendment: 

Add after the word " contract,” in line 12, “for all sums up to $50, and for all 
sums above $50 at its market value at the time or times when it may be tendered.” 

Mr. Speaker, I do not rise with the expectation of adding much to 
the arguments advanced on the subject acted or gp e e House. 
These arguments have been stated and restated, sifted, varied, ampli- 
fied, and with every conceivable art of rhetoric and force of in- 
genuity,and very little remains to be done but to act. With my mind 
clearly made up in regard to the subject, satisfied that a great injury 
will be done the country by the passage of this bill unless amended 
in important particulars, I am prepared to act, but desire to express 
my views and appeal to the majority at this time of excitement and 
threatened danger. 

It is a common habit of those who feel the lack of solid reason to 
resort to subterfuge. The advocates of this bill have done so in the 
nse of inflammatory catch-words, calculated to attract the ear and 
mislead the judgment of the masses of the people. It is a sad fact that 
the people are oppressed and well-nigh demoralized by hard times, as 
all thoughtful persons knew they would be sooner or later in conse- 
quence of treason and rebelliou. It is natural, therefore, for the poorer 
to look with N the richer, aud for them to be led to believe 
that any change in the financial policy of the country will be of some 
advantage to them. Hence the advocates of this measure artfully 
send forth the ery of an oppressed and aristocracy-ridden people, ap- 
pealing to passion rather than trusting in argument; while the sole 
effects of this bill, if it should become a law, without material amend- 
ments, will be to make the rich of a certain class richer and the mass 
of the poor still poorer. This attempt to array classes of our citizens 
against each other ought to meet with the sternest rebuke at the 
hands of a people who desire concord, good order, and fraternal peace 
in the land. Itakethech of Shylockism, which has been so often 
artfully applied to the friends of the Government, and place it where it 
belongs—at the door of those who are making a catch-word of it to 
inflame passion rather than to persuade the mind. I charge these 
parties with the contriving and engineering of a measure which will 
do wuch to make the poor poorer and the rich richer. To the poor 
they ery “ Behold, suffering brothers, the depth of our interest and the 
intensity of our zeal in your behalf; we would take the yoke off your 
necks, we will not let these bloated bondholders grind you into dust.” 

No man can or will deny that business languishes, and that both 
labor and capital are either largely unemployed or poorly compen- 
sated. A very obvious reason exists for this. To distort that reason, 
as the freuzied advocates of this bill do, and thus to array in the 
bitterness of prejudice, if not in the deeper rancor of deadly hostility, 
one class of our citizens against another is as void of wisdom as it is 
of patriotism. 

When these men affirm that all the legislation of the country has 
been in the interest of one class (the bondholder) as against the in- 
terest of another, (the laborer,) what does it mean? es it mean 
that all the legislation of the country has been corrupt ? Does it mean 
that the wisdom and patriotism which saved the country from the 
rebellion have lost their inspiration, and now that the country is saved 
they are willing to destroy it for their own private gain? Does it not 
rather mean that those who make the unfair charge possess a spirit 
of folly and lawlessness? What else can such language as we have 
heard in this debate mean? You must legislate thus and so or your 
houses, your cities, your highways, and your industries are in jeo 
ardy. I appeal, sir, to every fair-minded citizen and every patriotic 
legislator to note with care the unwisdom of all such fiery and illogi- 
cal speeches; and if we differ let us differ soberly, and differing as to 
the meaus, to unite in one grand effort to maintain the dignity of law 
and to promote unity instead of discord among the people whose 
peace and prosperity we are here to guard and preserve. 

I shall now endeavor to show that there are ample reasons for the 
hard times that are spos us without resorting to subterfuge to ac- 
count for it. In 1860 the whole conntry was prosperous, Labor and 
capital were working in harmony and both were well rewarded. At 
the close of that year the publie debt was about $65,000,000. 

In 1861 one of the most bloody and destructive civil wars known 
to history was inan ted in the midst of and plenty, and 
the shock was felt through the land from limit to limit. More than 
a million men were taken from their ordinary productive pursuits, be- 
coming not only extravagant consumers but fierce destroyers of the 
accumulated wealth of the country through four years of conflict. 
At the close of the year 1865 the public debt had swelled from sixtv- 
five million to more than two thousand six hundred millions, ($2,630,- 

7 ,869.74,) not including one hundred and seventy-three millions of 
interest which had been paid during the same period, ($173,003,473.51.) 
And the whole cost of the war, including interest to July, 1877, is be- 
lieved to be 687,857.42. The amount of interest actually paid on 
tho public debt to Jnly 1, 1877, was $1,574,636,447.15, not including 
interest paid on Pacitic Railroad bonds, which was $34,013,702.77. 
Prompt and decisive measures were of necessity resorted to in the 
emergency. ‘The enemies of the Government have never ceased criti- 
cising these measures, and their attacks have been as bitter and un- 
scropulous as they were unpatriotic, 

By reason of the terrible drain thus briefly stated, the public eredit 
was impaired. Foreign countries would not lend the amount of money 
we needed. No alternative remained but to make forced loans of our 
own citizens, and thus identify them more thoroughly and earnestly 


P- January I. 1861 (total cost) 


with the country in erushing the rebellion. Legal-tender notes were 
issned and specie payment abolished. National banks were created 
and State banks taxed ont of existence, so that they were obliged to 
discontinue business altogether or reorganize as national banks. And 
none of us here, Mr. 8 er, can have forgotten that nearly every 
newspaper in all the Union States and a very large majority of the 
citizens of such States, republicans and democrats, appealed eloquently 
and beseechingly to the rich, the well-to-do, and to those of small 
means, as also to those who earned their bread as day laborers, to 
become purchasers of the Government’s bonds which were issued in 
as small denomination as $50 to enable those whose means were most 
scanty to take them. Even Government certificates bearing interest 
on money that might be deposited were issued, and compound-inter- 
est notes of as low denomination as $10 were issued to enable and 
induce every citizen to become a Government creditor. Those who 
responded are now denounced as “ hated bondholders,” men who in 
a spirit of patriotism invested in Government securities to help their 
country in its darkest hour of need, men of humble as well as men of 
ample means. Half a generation past their praises were on every 
loyal lip; now this cloud with silver lining that overshadows ns so 
ominously would discharge its whole stock of thunderbolts and forked 
lightnings on their heads. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this sudden arrest of the wheels of 
business, this woe of war, aud strain upon the very existence of the 
Government is enough to account for a depression and dluctuation of 
business which we have all seen and felt. Intlation of the national 
currency led to an inflation of values, a kind of hectic and feverish 
life of business necessarily followed by greater depression and wide 
areas of actual ruin. The over-production in every branch of indus- 
try, except the ordinary productions of the farmer and the staples of 
sugar and cotton and perhaps a very few other articles, followed by 
the inevitable collapse, presents a fearful list to the student of the 
times. I quote briefly from the report of the American Iron and Steel 
Association, of June, 1877, (page 12:) 

In the making of pig iron, of 714 completed farnaces at the close of 1876, 236 were 
in blast and 478 were out of blast. 

Of 713 furnaces at the close of 1875, 293 were in blast and 420 were out of blast. 
The productive capacity of the furnaces of the country is at least twice the actual 
yield of either of the last two years, 

In speaking of rails the same anthority says (page 15) that the 
rolling-mill capacity of the country, like its blast-furnace capacity, 
is at least double the prodaction of 1876. 

The quantity of pig-iron unsold in the hands of the producers was 
as follows: 


American iron rails were worth per ton of 2,240 pounds 
January 1. 1801 g ae 


January 1, 1465... 
January 1, 1877. s 
e e. A E T TTT 4 77 32 00 
Bessemer steel rails were worth— 
January 1, 1868 (with gold at 157) 
January 1, 1877, (with gold at 110)........ 
February 12, 1878, (with gold at, say, 1023 
The cost of labor per ton for manufacturing pig-iron was on 
rr h WAA - ⁵ ðù T AN 


January 1, 1873 an as 
January 1, 1875 (total cost) oF 

To drop further statistics, which are abundant and conclusive on 
every similar point, we may thus sum up the causes of all our pres- 
ent ills: First, discontent with and rebellion against the constitu- 
tional and legal authority of the best government known among men; 
secondly, the consequent destruction and waste of war produced by 
the folly and crime of the rebellion; thirdly, a forced loan of irre- 
deemable money as a necessary act for the preservation of the Goy- 
ernment, resulting in a general overproduction of railroads, iron-mills, 
saw-mills, woolen and cotton mills, &c.; and, finally, the extrava- 
gance, speculation, and profligacy that such a condition of things 
would necessarily create. As before stated, the Government liabili- 
ties went up to about $2,700,000,000. I am not advised how much tbe 
confederate liabilities were. But, assuming that the whole amount 
pa and never to be paid was about equal, the aggregate sum would 

about five and a half billion dollars, ($5,400,000,000,) Add to this 
vast sum the destruction of human life and property, and 1 think we 
find cause enough for our present condition of affairs to save gentle- 
men the trouble of taxing their ingenuity to find some reason not the 
real one. To my mind they have miserably belittled the occasion 
and falsified history, and if I were to venture a prediction I shonld 
imagine that it will not be long before it will be difficult to find a 
entleman in Ohio who will care to be known as the author of the 
oint resolntiog which has recently the Senate, and been put 
through here withont debate under the gag of the previons question, 
or a gentleman in Missouri who will conrt the distinction of having 
been the author of the bill now being discussed. 

Let me here again recur to these dreaded bondholders who seem to 
haunt the visions of gentlemen who expect to create wealth by mak- 
ing delusive promises and calling ninety cents a dollar, 

The following statements are copied from the report of the snper- 
intendent of the New York State Nanking department. Two banks 
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only made such a classification, and this one is the Bank for Sayings 
of the City of New York: 
Estimated market value of United States bonds held by banks for 


savings in the city of New York, in 1876 $12, 383, 347 50 
Number of open accounta, Jannary 1, 1877_.......- eee 76, 613 09 
Average amount of each account, January 1, 1877 328 00 


Accounts were opened in the year 1876 with 14,592 persons of the 
following pursuits and occupations : 


Agents... 51 | Farmers 67 
Artists... 41 | Firemen 92 
Attorneys 40 | Fruiterers 59 
Bakers... -....=.- 103 > 16 
8 64 | Gardeners 16 
Bar-tenders 74 | Glaziers... 509 
Blacksmiths 79 | Grocers -.. 145 
Boatmen ... 11 | Hatters .. 00 
Boiler-makers 10 | Hacksters š 4 
Book-binders - 23 | Jewelers B 
Boarding-house- 65 | Junk-dealers...... 7 
keepers ........-. borers 237 
Butechors........... 128 | Liquor-dealers 00 
Cabinet-makers.... 88 1 


4 · 7 115 

34 

12 

179 

77 

52 

i Sundry tradi LAS 
Coopers undry trades 
Domestics 83 ye K occupation, 
ruggists.. married women, 

— — 8 5, 605 


Government from destruction, are a fair representation of the ugly, 
bloated bondholders who have had so many hard things said of them 
upon this floor for working like honest citizens to earn money, and 
trasting us with it at a time when the Government would have per- 
ished withont it. 

Now, sir, what must result from any legislation that will reduce 
the value in the markets of the world of what this Government 
stamps as a dollar? Assume the legal-tender or national-bank notes 


16% ˙ů A ¾ v1 cont oece sce eer banne - $700,000, 000 
Amonnt of life-insurance to be.. 2, 000, 000, 000 
Insurance on property ...-..-----.-- - *5, 000, 000, 000 
Deposits of the poor in savings-banks «ee. ---- “1,000, 000, 000 

Making a total ofſfꝶꝶ. cc ccc cs cece cee - 8,700,000, 000 


If by any process your dollar is debased to 90, you must neces- 
sarily subject the vast multitude of our worthy laboring citizens, 
who are the owners of the banking capital, the life and fire insurance 
policies, and depositors in our sayings-banks, among whom very few 
are wealthy, to an absolute loss of 5, 8, or 10 per cent. on every dol- 
lar of that immense aggregate sum. Again, if you take a debased 
dollar, worth only 90, for customs dues it reduces your revenue 10 
per cent. on $441,784,784, which was the customs dues for the year 
ending November 30, 1877. Here you have a shrinkage on this im- 
portant revenue of 5, 8, or 10 per cent. I cannot conceive, if the 
proposed legislation succeeds, how it can be less than that. This loss 

lls upon the whole people, and is especially bnrdensome on the ga 

The effect, then, of remonetizing silver, as is proposed, must be to 
degrade or discount every existing de e to pay to the extent that 
the currency may be debased or inflated, whether it shall prove to be 
3, 5, 8, or 10 per cent., whether the promises are made by banks, insnr- 
ance companies, corporations, including municipalities or individuals. 

Let me illustrate more fully what I have already stated. Assum- 
ing that the national-bank and legal-tender notes, and life and fire 
insurance policies, and deposits in savings-banks amount to $8,700,- 
090,000, as before stated, and unless a silver dollar is enhanced by 
what is now proposed to be done, it would be worth but ninety-two 


eents when you have coined it and put it upon the market. The loss 
then that wonld fall upon the vast number of persons who are the 
owners of the above sum would be 8 per cent. ou each dollar, which 
would amount to the fabulous sum of $696,000,000. But suppose your 
act of remonetizing should enhance the value of each dollar 3 per 
cent., your new dollar would not then be worth but ninety-tive cents, 
which would still subject the above sum to a loss of $435,000,000. 
The above sum, large as it is, is but a small part of the whole prop- 
erty of the country, all of which is of course subject to the same result. 
If it should be asked why the customs dues should not be paid in 
paper or coin of less value than the gold dollar, the obvious answer 
is that the gold is needed to pay the interest on the public debt, and 
every citizen is interested in that, and is benefited by collecting tho 
customs dnes in such currency as will for full legal value. In 
passing this point, we mar notice that it is urged, as the interest and 
principal of the public debt are payable, by the terms of the statute 
and by the stipulation in the bond, in coin, and as silver is coin, we 
may properly pay in either silver or gold. I admit that I have no 
doubt that at the time the bonds were issued and sold both parties 
so regarded it, but it should he remembered that both metals were 
then of equal value and that everybody believed that all onr liabilities 
would be paid in coin of full value (if the Government succeeded in 
putting down the rebellion, which many of its best friends then 
regarded as quite uncertain and its enemies did not believe was 
posible) and that OVET PAYAS of interest has been made in gold. 
atever rights have become vested nnder the laws and acts of tho 
people Congress cannot change by new legislation, and it should riot 
attempt to. No one claimed that the interest should be paid in sil- 
ver, even at times when silver commanded a preminm above gold. 
It is proper also to remark that as nations progress in knowledge, 
enlightenment, civilization, and power they learn that gold is the 
one standard that should be maintained. In 1816, Great Britain de- 
monetized silver, providing by law that it should be used only as a 
subsidiary coin and a legal tender to the amount of about $9.75 of 
our money: £2 sterling. This is still the law in that great com- 
mercial center and leader of nations. In 1866, France, Belgium, 
Italy, and Switzerland (called the Latin union states) fixed the legal- 
tender properties of silver, which had previously been for an un- 
limited amount, at fifty francs: abont $10 in our currency. In 
1571, all the states comprising the German Empire changed their 
standard, which had previously been silver, to gold, using silver only 
as a subsidiary coin, making it a legal tender for about $4.50, redeem- 
ing all their outstanding silver in gold at par. In 1873, Sweden, Nor- 
way, and Denmark ch from a silver to a gold standard, using 
silver still for small transactions, making it a legal tender for $5. In 
1875, the Netherlands changed their standard from silver to gold, com- 
menced the coinage of gold, epee the coinage of silver, but con- 
tinued to nse what they already had, and made it a legal tender for 
about $4.50, It shonld be observed bere that in all the changes made 
by the nations from the silver to the gold standard I am not able to 
learn that one has 077 270 from gold to silver. It has been part of 
the “cunning tactics” of the supporters of this bill to assert with no 
small parade of rhetoric that silver is the currency of the world and 
only a small minority of the earth’s population hold the gold stand- 
ard. It is equally true that a very large majority of the world’s pop- 
ulation is still either in asemi-civilized or barbarous state. Among 
these peoples silver may be the standard, but if you quote them on 
this point as authority why not take them on others? Why should 
we use knives and forks, we, an insignificant forty million of Ameri- 
cans, when China's four hundred million use chop-sticks? If the ladies 
on some of the Pacific isles prefer gaily-painted cotton cloth to any 
other article of dress, what presumption in us to prefer silk for our 
wives and daughters! How dare we wear a full head of hair when 
our antipodes have a silver standard and a pig-tail? If Britain’s 
little isle chooses to eat beef, let us discard the gold-loving minority 
and confine ourselves to a silver standard and rats and rice for break- 
fast because China does. Count noses, and in the whole world silver 
has it by a large 15 4 But there are other ways to count. There 
is a table at hand which may guide us in counting on this matter. 


Distribution of the export and import trade of the United States throughout the world. 


Value of Value of Value of 
Nations under gold alone, exports and Nations under silver alone. exports and Nations under gold and silver, exports and 
imports. imports. imports. 
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As here shown, our imports and exports with nations 

who make gold their standard amount to $742, 796, 456 
Our imports and exports with those whose standard is 

silver alone Sr penne MOAS 108, 617, 033 
Our imports and exports with those whose standard is 

gold and silver . 149, 920, 253 


The course of other great commereial nations was in a certain de- 
gree followed by our own in what is known as the act of 1873, demon- 
etizing silver. This act, not gotten up in secrecy and „ as its 
opponents would now make us believe, was the result of open and 
public discussion between the United States Treasurer, the Director 
of the Mint, and Congress for nearly three 1 and the bill when 
finally passed did not alter or interfere with the coinage of any de- 
nomination of silver except the dollar. That it was a wise act may 
be questioned. I confess I do not think it was. 

The history of silver for the past ten years proves conclusively that 
it must bé a fluctuating standard of value, and all the remonetization 
la ws of the world cannot make it, as Shing are now, a standard like 

ld; cannot appreciate it to par. The change of standard made b; 
the great commercial countries of the world from silver to gold an 
the greatly increased production of silver in this country and through- 
out the world are the reasons why silver is less valuable, and they 
are enduring reasons. The whole product of silver in this country in 
1861 was „000. In 1877 it was $40,000,000. The whole product 
of the world had not exceeded $40,000,000 per annum up to 1861. At 
this time it is not less than $80,000,000. With this great increase of 
supply there must be an increase of demand in the markets of the 
world for it or the price must necessarily decline. There is no in- 

demand, but a decreased demand; hence its value must depre- 
ciate. These in my judgment are the real causes of its ot patina 
not the demonetizing act of and these causes would exist and 
operate in the face of remonetization. The act of remonetization, as 

e value of silver now is, would Sap be stamping the value of one 
hundred cents on ninety cents. The official stamp would be nothing, 
the value would be the same. 

This bill, then, Mr. Speaker, is based upon false premises. It offers 
a delusive hope. Appreciate ninety-two cents to a dollar by law, and 
trade by its own eternal laws will ee prices in proportion. 
But if it were true, I submit that the Government should buy the 
bnilion as it can for the ninety or ninety-two cents per 412} grains 
and make the profit itself, that all the people may share in the spec- 
ulation, and not permit such profits to go into the pockets of a few 
persons, the owners, ponen, and speculators of silver, whose ava- 
Tice has conceived this measure, a measure which is, I fear, fraught 
with mischief as well as deceit, It isthis sort of legislation which is 
creating distrust and uncertainty in all business circles. It is this 
apparent disregard of honest obligations which is impairing our credit 
everywhere. It is this which is causing our foreign creditors to re- 
turn our securities in large amount to convert them into gold. While 
it wears the face of mercy that professes sympathy for the poor, it 
has the heart of a Shylock that outrivals in the fierceness of its greed 
the historic creation of the t dramatist. 

I am the friend of silver. Yes, sir; I am its friend and desire to util- 
ize it, and if I could place such amendments on this bill as I will rap- 
idly sketch, I will adopt it with a hearty will. My amendments 
would provide that all silver to be coined should be done by the Gov- 
ernment; that whatever ponu may be derived shall be enjoyed by 
the Government. I would then make a silver dollar of 430 grains. I 
would make this dollar a legal tender for any amount under $50 and 
for any amount above $50 a | tender at its value when it is tend- 
ered. I would appoint commissioners and authorize them to meet 
commissioners that I hope may be appointed by all foreign govern- 
ments, to agree upon a universal standard for silver coin, so that it will 
be current W e for what it purports to be worth. Whatever 
we do must be done with the fact before us that the silver dollar you 
pro to coin has by the inevitable laws that govern all monetary 
and commercial affairs become less valuable in the markets of the 
world than the gold dollar; and it is our duty to make a silver dollar 
that is as valuable as the gold dollar. If the two metals are to be 
utilized so that the country shall have the full benefit of both, they 
must not merely in name but in fact the same intrinsic value. 
I am aware that there are difficulties in accomplishing it, and I can 
conceive of but two ways of doing it. One is to secure an inter- 
national congress of all the leading nations with whom we have 
commercial transactions, who will meet from time to time and 
agree upon a common standard of weight that each will accept in all 
transactions the same as they oe our standard gold dollar. The 
other way is the one contained in the amendment I have offered, but 
which I could not get a vote on because you have shut it out by or- 
dering the previous question, which provides as already stated that 
a silver dollar containing 430 grains shall be a legal tender for all 
sums up to $50 and for all sums above $50 at its market value at the 
time or times when it may be tendered. I insist that I cannot see 
how both metals can be utilized and kept in circulation at the same 
time unless you re fe one of these plans. If any better plan can be 
devised I shall gladly adopt it, and Iam unable to understand how 
gentlemen who are apparently so earnest in the belief that the stand- 
ard silver dollar, immediately upon remonetization, will be as valu- 
able as gold, or even more valuable, can object to its being taken as 
a full legal tender at value at the time it may be tendered. It would 


seem somewhat strange indeed that they would not prefer such an 
arrangement if there are no selfish designs concealed by silver spec- 
ulators and their allies who insist on free coin 

Let us glance for a moment now at all the munificent results prom- 
ised on the of this bill. It is averred that it will put business 
into active operation, give employment to the unemployed, and all 
at once send gladness, like an electric shock, through millions of 
bosoms and start all the wheels of thrift and prosperity agoing. How 
is this end to be accomplished? Who that has not got money now 
will have it then until they earn it? It is not money that is lacking to 
do this magical work. It is a market for our supplies. A market for 
our iron, which is piled up at the mills where manufactured, like 
cord-wood about the railroad depots; a market for our magnificent 
supplies of lumber; a market for our tenantless houses in every city 
and town; a market for our boots and shoes and hardware and cloth- 
ing; a market for our untold tons of coal and increase of railroad 
buSiness; a market for e of all kinds bought with an inflated 
currency. For this end we want, more than we want anything else, 
stability in our finances, the faithful keeping of honest p aagos; an 
the maintenance of public credit, faith, and honor. I would rejoice 
if calling ninety cents a dollar would do this wonderful work and 
make up for the waste and destruction of war and all the sad conse- 
quences that always follow in its train. But I am forced to believe if 
we called fourteen ounces a pound it would not add to the quantity of 
corn, or cotton, or merchandise in the country. It would not cheapen 
these articles of consumption; it would not add to the comfort of 
the poor, but might add somewhat to the wealth of the holders of 
such prime necessaries in giving them a fine opportunity of deceiving 
the public until trade ane itself to the new standard. 

Mr. Speaker, let us deal with realities, not with fancies; with what 
we know, and not what we imagine. t us declare by joint resoln- 
tion of both Houses of Congress that our existing obligations shall 
be paid in gold, except in such cases (if any) where the Supreme 
Court of the United States may determine that they may legally be 
pe in coin of less value, and that all future obligations that may 

contracted shall be paid in gold coin or in silver coin that shall be 
the equivalent of gold. This will revive the drooping market for onr 
securities. This will fund our indebtedness at 4 per cent. and save us 
in interest $25,800,000 per annum, a sum which, if invested in a siuk- 
ing fund at 4 per cent., would pay off the present national funded debt 
in a little more than thirty years. This will afford real substantial re- 
lief to the whole country, and especially to the poor. Pay less, if you 
choose, as I think you should, each year on the national debt. Take 
some of the burden off this present generation and divide it with those 
who will hereafter be supporters and beneficiaries of the Government. 
Bat whatever may be done, let us be true to our contracts, and guard 
against repudiation, however slight, as we would against an unmixed 
evil. My motto for better times is, work, economy, and patieuce on 
the of all, rich and poor. Work for the best remuneration, but 
work and economize. The professions are overcrowded. Manufact- 
uring is overdone. Mining is surfeited with its own products. But 
not so with the grand, fundamental work: the tilling of the soil. On 
this all others depend. 

Yet from this too many of our workers are flying. They are crowd- 
ing into cities, They are not unfrequently hangers-on of Govern- 
ment. They are deserting plenty and nestling around want. These 
resolutions and bills, as originally presented, which denounce every- 
thing but themselves and. promise everything if adopted, are mis- 
fortunes that should not be inflicted on the country. They kindle 
delusive hopes and weaken the sinews of labor and prosperity, Mr. 
Speaker, we have had some fine pieces of acting and some splendid 
performances of oratory during this debate. Never did denunciation 
shake its gory spear with more effect. Adjurations have been as thick 
as autumn leaves. Poetic fire has burned in many manly breasts and 
corruscated in thousands of beautiful images before our eyes. We 
have had cries raised to God that bread should be so dear and flesh 
and blood so cheap. We have “heard the maddened roar of labor 
sounding like a trumpet blast of prophecy.” We have seen, with 
terrible effect in our mind’s eye, “accumulating wrongs rise mount- 
ain high and stand out like Ebal, the Jewish mount of cursing, on 
which some avenging prophet may stand aud loosen the nation’s 
curses on the authors of the le’s wrongs.” 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to eall the special attention of the House and 
the conntry to the lan I have just quoted from the speeches of 
distinguished members of this House, and much more of the same 
character, whose authors are apparently seeking by artifice and cun- 
ningly devised schemes to secure the passsge of a law that will enrich 
5 in silver bullion at the expense of the Government and 

0. 

They have shown, as I think, sir, by their intemperate and inflam- 
matory | in the discussion of this subject that they care little 
for riot and bloodshed or for an increase of pauperism, or misery still 
more wide-spread, or for desolation still more pitiable and appallin 
if the selfish purposes of their scheme are secured. And they compe 
the laborer to accept ninety-two cents or less for every one of his 
hard-earned dollars. 

Again, I recur briefly to statistics to show something of the busi- 
ness, history and experiences of the New England and Middle States 
at various from 1850 to 1877, which are not as full aud complete 
as I should prefer, but are all I could obtain from the means and time 
at my command. They are sufficient, however, I trust, to enable us 
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to judge with a good degree of accuracy of the condition of affairs during the same periods of time over a large share of the 
country: 


New England and Middle States—Maine, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New ee Massachusetts, Vermont, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, and Maryland. > 


Principal ce- 
Teal produc- 


Year. 


New England 
States. 
Middle States. 


2 * Percentage of increase 1874 over 1860. 


Average dividends of forty-eight New England manufacturing 
companies, with average capital of $1,102,500: 1870, 10; 1871, 12}; 
1872, 14; 1873, 92; 1874, 114; 1875, 6}; 1876, 43. 

From table 2 we derive the following important faets: 

That in the average of productive farms there was an increase 
from 1850 to 1860 of 10 per cent. In the number of persons engaged 
in agricultural pursuits the increase during the same period was 18 
per cent; the increase in principal cereal productions, in bushels, 
was 20 per cent.; in dairy productions, in pounds, 18 per cent.; the 
increase in the average farms between the years 1860 and 1870 was 2 
per cent.; in the number of persons engaged in agriculture the in- 
crease was 7 per cent.; in the principal cereal productions the increase 
was 2 per cent., and in the products of the dairy, in pounds, there was 
a decrease of 13 cent. 

From table 3 the fact of overproduction in the manufacturing and 
mechanical productions is made so apparent that I apprehend few 
will question it, aud they are as follows: 

The number of manufacturing and mechanical establishments de- 
creased from the year 1850 to 1860, 3 per cent.; they increased from 
1860 to 1870, 61 per cent.; the increase in the number of persons em- 
ployed therein was, from 1850 to 1860, 27 per cent; from 1860 to 1870, 
42 percent. The increase in the value of the productions of these 
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Average price of commodities in the New York market in the month of January of each year named. 
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establishments was, from 1850 to 1860, 67 per cent.; from 1860 to 
1570, 118 per cent. 

Without further elaborating it may be assumed that there is unmis- 
takably too much money and labor expended in manufacturing and 
too little in farms and in their cultivation, It is also apparent that 
the population in sections of good farming districts is decreas- 
ing, and the cities and villages are filled with unoccupied and conse- 
quently unthrifty and needy citizens. Wo are also taught the fur- 
ther fact that laborers in many and perhaps in most occupations who 
are steadily employed are generally well paid in view of the low prices 
at which they can purchase nearly all the necessaries and even the 
luxuries of life, especially if the comparison is made with the prices 
that prevailed in 1860 and previous to that date. ` 

But it should be remar that war and inflated, irredeemable 
paper money have inflated our former economical habits, which will be 
the last and most difficult of all the reconstruction problems to settle. 

So much has been said about the vastly greater number of inhab- 
itants of the earth using silver as a medium of exchange than gold 
I am induced again to resort to statistics on that subject. Way d 
(Elements of Political Economy) says: 

In order to render any substance available as a circulating medium the essential 
quality required is that it is universally desired as such. 
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The following table, showing the distribution of gold and silver and the nations that use the double and single standard, will be found 
sufficiently accurate: 


The coinage of the world. 


Nations under gold alone. 
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The above table has been prepared and exhibited by the advocates 
of the pending bill, who have urged with apparent confidence that it 
affords unanswerable reasons why ninety-two cents may be made one 
hundred by congressional enactments. As I have already remarked 
there is another and more essential way for us to consider this question. 

It matters little to us whether people or nations with whom we 
have little or no commercial relations are vast or few in numbers, or 
whether they use gold, or silver, or paper, or all three, or neither, as 
a medium of exchange. 

It is, however, of the utmost importance to this Government and 
to all of its citizens, that our currency shall be accepted freely and at 
the full value that it bears upon its face, by all nations with whom 
we have large and constantly increasing commercial transactions. 

Considered in this light I am ata loss to understand why the cham- 
pions of this measure should seem to place so much reliance upon this 
table, for it disproves rather than establishes their premises. 

It is true, the population of the nations under silver alone exceeds 
the population of those nations under gold alone by 696,250,000, and 
the population under silver alone exceeds the population of those 
under gold alone, and under silver and gold, by 563,750,000, while our 
export and import transactions were $634,179,423 more with the na- 
tions who have the gold standard than with those who have the silver 
standard, and $784,099,676 more with the nations that have a gold 
standard and a gold and silver standard, than with those having a 
silver standard. 

In other words, there are nearly five times as many people who use 
silver alone as there are who use gold alone, and nearly three times as 
many who use silver alone as there are who use gold and gold and silver. 

While our imports and exports are nearly seven times greater with 
the nations whose standard is gold than with those whose standard 
is silver, and with those whose standard is gold and gold and silver, 
they are more than eight times ter than they are with the nations 
whose standard is silver. As before stated, these facts entirely dis- 

rove the assumptions and subterfuges of those who would have us 
lieve that ninety cents can be legislated into a dollar in value. 
Moreover they show, beyond all question, the absolute necessity of 
this Government making its silver coin equal in value to its gold coin. 

Now, sir, I should as soon expect to see a merchant whose stock 
was purchased at twice its present value, whose accounts are largely 
against irresponsible persons, and whois loaded with bad investments 
outside of his legitimate business, and his condition already made 
poris restored to credit and prosperity by cutting four inches off from 

is yard-stick, and oe fourteen ounces a pound avoirdupois, as 
to see the laborer profitably employed and the business of the country 
made active and thrifty by an act of Congress declaring that ninety- 
two cents of value shall be worth one hundred cents. No act of Con- 
gress can create value or prosperity. Labor alone creates wealth and 

rosperity. 
N The idea that the people's agents, who, at best, can do no more than 
pass laws intended to protect them in such rights as they have inde- 
pendent of Congress and everybody else, are expected to do for their 
principals what nobody in all the world can do for them but them- 
selves, is illogical and unsound. 

It wonld be a happy day for the people of the country if they 
could know that they were safe from all mistakes, bad legislation, 
and follies on the part of Congress; and yet there seems to be an im- 

ression quite erally entertained that something is to be done 

ere that is to afford relief. The business of nearly every country of 
Europe is as much and even more deranged than it isin this country, 
and the suffering of their ple is a great deal more severe than it 
is here. Perhaps some of the friends of this measure in its most dan- 
gerous form may tell us that the of this act will not only 
make ninety-two cents actually worth a dollar and relieve all our 
woes and secure e and 8 to all of our own citizens 
but give relief to all the needy in Europe. I confess that I expect to 
see all these desirable results secured by the p of this bill when 
it shall be demonstrated that it possesses the 8 power of mak- 
ing ninety-two cents worth a full honest dollar. 


Nations under silver alone, 
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Much has been said in behalf of remonetizing silver on the ground 
that it was the money of the fathers, Mr. Speaker, the silver dollar 
of our fathers was just such a dollar as I now contend for. It was 
worth just what it purported to be: one hundred cents. Such a dol- 
lar as deceives no one and pays the laborer just what he is entitled to 
fully compensate him for his services is the dollar I am insisting that 
you shall give the country. I have said that I would coin a dollar 
containing 430 grains and make it a legal-tender for $50 and for all 
sums above that amount at value at the time tendered. As the market 
value of silver now is, it uires 455 grains to make a dollar that 
will be worth as much as a gold dollar. Why, then, accept 430 grains? 
Because the policy of the Government is to circulate silver for a sub- 
sidiary coin and make it a legal tender for a small amount that is not 
worth intrinsically what it purports to be. By increasing the num- 
ber of grains of silver now contained in the dollar from 412} to 430, 
I am willing to consent that it shall be a legal tender for the amount 
already stated, although I prefer to coin four-hundred-and-twelve- 
and-a-half-grain dollars and make them a legal tender for $5, and 
also a legal tender for any greater sum, at its market value at the 
time tendered. I cannot imagine that there are but two certain, well- 
defined purposes in passing this bill now, since its free-coinage provis- 
ion has been stricken out, evidently with the hope of thercby escaping 
the dreaded presidential veto. One is to 5 oe lessen every out- 
standing obligation or promise to pay, other than gold contracts, to 
the extent of 5, 8, or 10 per cent., and pay the laborer 10 per cent. less 
for every day’s work than you promise him; and the other is to flood 
the country again with a redundancy of irredeemable currency, for 
I expect that the next step in the prograinme, after the passage of this 
bill, will be to repeal the resumption act and increase the volume of 
paper currency vastly beyond all the legitimate wants of the conntry. 

When all this shall be accomplished, who can doubt that all sorts 
of claims for war damages and every conceivable purpose will be made 
upon the United States Treasury, and your law-making power required 
to order payment, and speculation, extravagance, and wild, disastrous 
enterprises will again be as numerous on the part of the people and the 
Government as they were at any time during the war or since? 

Mr. S er, itis not my purpose to say or do aught that should be dis- 
tasteful to any one. But, sir, the history that is already made has 
its lessons, and there is nothing that we here say or omit to say that 
can change the truth of what has transpired or our duty to be admon- 
ished by it. There have been two opposite, determined, conflicting 

rinciples in this Government from its organization until Abraham 

incoln abolished one of them, as a war measure, to the extent of its 
constitutional and legal status, But he did not nor can all the uni- 
verse abolish the habits and tendencies and inspirations and unfor- 
tunate influences that that system which he legally destroyed has 
created and left upon almost one-half of our countrymen and their 
prany They generally believed that secession and rebellion were 
right. e believed that they were both wickedly eriminal. On that 
we fought and we won in the conflict of war and upheld the old flag, 
and it floats over the whole country. But we did not convince our 
enemies that they were wickedly wrong; and while they are pro- 
fessedly loyal, and undoubtedly many of them are really so, I have 
no idea that the great mass of them have the same love or regard for 
this Government that those have who believed it was thoroughly 
right and did not desert or attempt to overthrow it. 

On this theory I expect that section, with honorable and note- 
worthy exceptions, such as we saw during the electoral count last 


year and again during the discussion of the pending question in the 
Senate, to feel Jess anxious for the honor and credit of the Govern- 
ment is felt by the great section which fought for and insisted 


apon its preservation. I shall not wonder at the presentation of 
claims, plans, policies, and schemes championed by that section, aided 
of course as in this case by strong supporters prompted by bonorable 
but mistaken purposes from nearly all sections of the country which 

atly increases the danger and makes it all the more alarming. So 
arge a section of country as engaged in the rebellion, actuated by a 
common motive no matter how erroneous, led by trained, bold, able 
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champions, always accustomed to control and command and to be 
obeyed, and predetermined to carry out their purposes, never fail to 
secure allies and supporters whom they attract from a great variety 
of motives, These leaders are in a minority in several of their States, 
and yet they have and will continue to have absolute control just 
about as essentially so as they had when the majority composed of 
those who are nominally citizens were chattels. I therefore have 
not the slightest idea that the irrepressible conflict is ended, or that 
it will be for generations. 

Indeed, I fear that the attacks upon the Treasury and credit of the 
Government may be more disastrous even than the rebellion, because 
more insidious and less likely to become apparent until too late to 
prevent the mischief. It should not be forgotten that when seces- 
sion and rebellion were inaugurated and adopted there were in the 
midst of those scenes , patriotic men who earnestly desired 
peace and the preservation of the Union, but the majority against 
them was so overwhelmingly great and determined that they were 
without power or influence, and they were compelled against their 
choice and earnest protests to join with treason and bear arms against 
the Government through all the bloody conflicts. And who say 
that the few distinguished, able, loyal advocates of the Union, who 
would now preserve its honor and its credit from that section, are 
not to be overborne and carried by the large and determined majority 
into obedience to its will or driven into private life ? 

One of the cardinal doctrines of the democratic party has profess- 
edly been that it was for honest money, worth what it purported to 
be, and redeemable in coin at the will of the owner, and its com- 
plainings were bitter against the Government when, as a war meas- 
ure, it made paper money a legal tender and fixed no date for its re- 
demption in coin. Moreover, its distinguished leader and candidate 
for the Presidency in 1872 was a zealous, able champion of honest 
money, payable at all times in coin, and he insisted on resumption 
soon after the close of the war and told the country that the way to 
resume was to resume. I confess, however, that I thought he was 

remature in the date at which he would have it undertaken, and if 

had been permitted to name the time I should have put it beyond 
the day finally named by Congress. But as both parties adopted it, 
and as the pros of gold and paper money are so near the same price 
now, I would not disturb it at present. 

And in the last presidential contest the same party selected as its 
standard-bearer another conspicuous democrat, who is an eminent 
advocate of dollars of full value and redeemable in coin; and, as 

overnor of the State of New York, he secured the Nee of an act 
y the Legislature of that State which makes coin the legal standard 
of values on the Ist day of January, 1879. 

The republican party adopted paper money as the legal-tenderstand- 
ard, reluctantly, as a war measure; and it has promised us in all of 
its national platforms made since that it would do its utmost to get 
the country back on to a substantial Ne basis at the earli- 
est period possible; and yet upon this great question, upon which 
both parties were agreed, there comes this attempt to stultify the 
financial history and policy of both, and adopt this partial-repndia- 
tion policy now proposed ; and when that policy is once entered upon 
in the smallest degree, who can say where it shall end and what ruin 
and disaster shall follow? But, sir, nothing can be said here that 
can change the purposes or acts of the well ee majority that 
are predetermined to pass a bill containing all of the bad provisions 
which the Senate has stricken out of this one. Could I reach and 
influence that portion of the laboring class to whose inheritance I 

was born, and impress them with the great necessity to themselves 
and their posterity of preserving the credit, honor, and prosperity of 
this now free Government as the hope and home of the humble and 
oppressed, with the danger of listening to the appeals that are made 
to prejudice and excite them to combine improperly against another 
class of their fellow-citizens, or commit acts of violence against per- 
sons or property; if I could impress them with the historical fact 
that is constantly repeating itself, that it is from their class such of 
them as are honest, industrious, frugal, and law-abiding, that Web- 
ster, Clay, Lincoln, Douglas, Giddings, Wilson, Johnson, Girard, Astor, 
Stewart, and Vanderbilt, and a long line of other distinguished names 
that might be added, all came, and that in this country there are no 
hereditary titles of estates, and that there are but few obstacles in 
the way of securing respectable positions in society and comfortable 
homes, and not unfrequently the grandest fame, except such obsta- 
cles as we put in our own way throngh the influence of such appeals 
as we have listened to from profi but dangerous friends, I should 
feel that my duty in reference to this subject was ormed. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dwionr] 
will yield to me for a second. i 

Mr. DWIGHT. I yield a moment to the gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. FRYE. I 

Mr. FRYE. Iam for the amendments and against the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. HAN NA.] 

Mr. HANNA. The advocates of a gold standard complain that the 
Bland bill was forced through this House with indecent haste. They 
characterize it as av attack upon the public credit, a measure fraught 
with national dishonor, a scheme of inflation; that it will embarrass 
the funding of our national debt at a lower rate of interest, and that the 
end sought by its advocates is repudiation. If these charges be true 


they deserve sober consideration ; if false, they should be promptly 
met and answered. The Bland bill restores the law as it existed prior 
to the 12th of February, 1873; restores the free coinage of the old 
silver dollar with unlimited legal tender. May this be done without 


being obnoxious to the foregoing e I propose, as a lawyer, to 
consider the legal questions involved, to determine whether, under 
the law authorizing the creation of our bonded debt, under the act 
to strengthen the public credit, and under the refunding act, we may 
now in good faith to the creditor remonctize silver; whether such 
action involves any breach of contract, and, if not, then whether it“ 
would be wise and politic to so legislate. Among the pra vested 
in Congress by the Constitution is the following: “The Congress 
shall have power to coin money, regulate the value thereof, and of 
foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights and measures,” and “ to 
make laws which shall be necessary and proper” to carry this power 
into effect ; and then, as a limitation upon the power of the States, it 
is declared that “no State shall coin money, emit bills of credit, make 
anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts,” 

On the 15th of April, 1790, Congress by resolution requested Alex- 
ander Hamilton to communicate his views as to the character of legis- 
lation which should be enacted to carry into effect this constitutional 
power. On the 28th of January, 1791, he did so by furnishing a lengthy 
discussion of six propositions, namely : 

First. What t to be the nature of the money unit of the United States! 

What between gold and silver, if coins of both metals are 


Fifth. What shall be the number, denominations, and devices of the coins 1 
Sixth. Whether f coins shall be permitted to be current or not; if the 
former, at what rate and for what period! 


His discussion of these several propositions furnishes an interesting 
and instructive chapter of our early financial history. His concln- 
sions were in favor of a double standard and “that the unit in the 
coins of the United States ought to correspond with 244 grains of 
pure gold and with 371} grains of pure silver, each answering toa 
dollar in the money of account.” Said he: 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quantity of 
circulating medium and is liable to all the objections which arise from a compari- 
son of the benefits.of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation. 

The views of Hamilton, which received the sanction of Jefferson, 
soon crystallized in the form of legislative enactment. At the first 
session of the Second Congress the power granted by the Constitn- 
tion was exercised by the passage of an act authorizing a Mint and 
regulating the coins of the United States, approved April 2, 1792, and 
at the second session of the same Congress by the passage of an act 
regulating foreign coins, and for other 1 8 February 
9, 1793. The ninth section of the-act of 1792 provides 

That there shall be from time to time struck and coined at the said Mint coins in 
gold, silver, and copper, of the following denominations, values, and descriptions, 
namely : les, each to be of the value of ten dollars or units and to contain two 
hundred and forty-seven grains and four-eighths of a g ain of purs or two hundred 
and seventy of standard sald; half eaxies, ona to be of the valne of $5 and 
to contain one hundred and twenty-three grains and six-eighths of a grain of pure 
or one hundred and 1 of standard gold; quarter eagles, cach to be 
of the value of two dollars a half dollar and to contain sixty-one grains and 
seven-eighths of a of pure or sixty-seven and four-eighths of a grain of 
ed d or units, each to be of the value of a Spanish m dollar, 
as the same is now curren to contain three hundred and seventy-one grains 
and ee eee of a grain of pure or four hundred and sixteen grains of 

f dollars, each to be of half the value of the dollar or unit and 

to contain one hundred and eighty-four ns and ten-sixteenth parts of a grain of 
ure or two hundred and eight ns of standard silver; quarter dollars, each to 
of one-fourth the value of dollar or unit and to contain ninety-two grains 

a grain of pure or one hundred and four grains of 

standard silver; dimes, each to be of the value of one-tenth of a dollar or unit and 
ure or forty- 
mes, each to 


nine-sixteenth parts of a grain of pure or twenty 
grain of standard silver. 

Sec. 11. That the proporti r . F e TA ATL one Wace ee by 
law be current as money within the United States, shall be as 15 to 1, according to 
quantity or weight of pure gold or pure silver. 

Dy the fourteenth section it was made “lawful for any person or 
persons to bring to the said mint gold and silver bullion in order to 
there be ser bet ; and the bullion so brought shall be there assayed 
and coined as speedily as may be after the receipt thereof, and that 
free of expense to the n or persons by whom the same shall have 
been brouglit.“ And then by section 16 it was enacted “that all the 
gold and silver coins which shall have been struck at and issued from 
the said Mint shall be a lawful tender in all payments whatsoever, 
those of full weight according to the respective values hereinbefore 
declared and those of less than full weight at values proportional to 
their respective weights.” The suggestions of Hamilton were strictly 
followed. In brief, Congress declared the silver dollar to be the unit 
of value, the standard by which gold was to be measured, that dollar 
to Mara t 3714 grains of pure silver, the gold dollar to contain 244 
grains of pure gold, the coinage of each to be free, the legal tender 
unlimited, and the proportional “value of gold to silver in all coins 
which shall by law be current as money within the United States 
shall be 15 to 1.” The act of February 9, 1793, provides “that from 
and after the 1st day of July next, foreign gold and silver coins shall 
pass current as money within the United States and be a legal tender 
for the payment of all debts and demands at the several and respective 
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rates following, and not otherwise, namely.” and then the quantity 
of pure gold and silver in the coin of each kingdom is made to con- 
form to, and is measured by, the standard fixed by the act of 92; and 
it was farther enacted “that at the expiration of three years next 
ensuing, the time when the coinage of gold and silver ey to 
the act of 92 shall commence at the Mint of the United States, all 
foreign gold coins and all foreign silver coins, except Spanish milled 
dollars and parts of such dollars, shall cease to be a legal tender ;” 
and it was further provided that all the foreign pe and silver coin, 
except the Spanish silver dollar and parts thereof, which during these 
three years may be received in payment for moneys duc the United 
States, should be recoined “in conformity to the act” of 92. 

Tuns by the passage of these two acts Congress exercised her con- 
stitutional prerogative in directing the coinage of money, gold and 
silver, fixed the standard, regulated the value of foreign coin by 
making it conform to the American standard. The men of the Rev- 
olution were not subservient to the bulls and bears in the interest of 
a foreign sovereign as to what would receive their sanction, but true 
to the American ideaof nationality and independence, boldly informed 
all nations that they had fixed the unit of value, and that all for- 
eign coin must be measured by and conform thereto. They further 
said, we will only consent that foreign coin shall be used as a legal 
tender for three years, upon condition that our standard of weights 
must be observed, and so soon as that time has expired it shall no 
longer be a legal tender, unless it receives the impress of American 
sovereignty. On the 28th of June, 1834, Congress passed “An act 
concerning the gold coins of the United States, and for other purposes;” 
as follows: 

That the gold coin of the United States shall contain the foll quantities of 
metal, that is to say: each eagle shall contain 232 grains of pure gold and 25Sgrains 


of standard gold; each balf eagle 116 of pure gold and 129 grains of Stand- 
ard gold; each quarter — shall con 58 grains of gold and 644 grains of 
standard gold ; every such eagle shall be of the value of $10; every such half eagle 


shall bo of the value of $5; and such guarter eagle shall be of the value of 
$2.50; and the said gold coin shall receivable in all parana. when of full 
weight, according to their ene values; and when of than full weight at 
less value proportioned to their respective actual weights. 


By this act 23} grains of pure gold is required for each dollar, but 
no change as tosilver. By “An act supplementary to the act entitled 
‘An act establishing a Mint and regulating the coins of the United 
States, approved January 18, 1837,” it was provided: 

Src. 8. That the standard for both gold and silver coins of the United States 
shall hereafter be such, that of one thousand parts by weight nine hundred sball 
be of pure metal and one hundred of alloy. 

Sec. 9. That of the silver coins the dollar shall be of the weight of 412} Lr ; 
the half dollar of the weight of 206} grains ; ee dollar of the weight of 
1034 grains; the dime or tenth part of one dollar of the weight of 414 grains; and 
the half dime or twentieth part of a dollar of the weight of 20§ sure. And that 
dollars, half dollars, and quarter dollars, dimes and half dimes shall be legal tend- 
ers of payment according to their nomival valne for any sums whatever. 

Sec. 10. That of gold coins the 28 of the eagle shall be 258 grains; that of 
tho half eagle 129 grains; and that of tbo quarter eagle 744 grains. And that for 
all sums whatever the eagle shall be a legal tender of payment for $10, the half 
eagle for $5, and the quarter eagle for $2.50. 


It will be observed that this act does not change the quantity of pure 
ilver required to constitute a dollar. The act of 1792 required 371} 
rains of pure silver. The act of 1837 says“ That the standard for 

both gold and silver coins of the United States sball hereafter be 
such that of one thousand parts by weight nine hundred shall be 
pure metal and one hundred alloy,” and that of this the silver dollar 
“shall be of the weight of 412} paar If you add to the 371; 
grains of pure silver as required by the act of 1792 one-ninth for 
alloy, as fixed by the act of 1837, you have the 412} grains of stand- 
ard silver. The amount of pure silver in each dollar remained un- 
changed, the amount of pure gold required for each dollar 23,4, ee 
On the 2lst of February, 1853, Congress passed an act amendatory 
of existing laws relative to the half dollar, quarter dollar, dime and 
half dime, the first section of which provides— 

That from and after the 1st day of June, 1853, the weights of the half dollar or 

fifty cents shall be 192 grains, the quarter dollar, dime and half dime shall be, 

. one- half. one-fifth, and one-tenth of the weight of said half dollar. 
Seo. 2. That the silver coins issued in conformity with the above 

be a legal tender in payment of debts for all sums not exceeding $5. 


Tt will be observed that the particular coinage of fractional pieces 
authorized by this act contained a less amount of pure silver than 
that required by the acts of 1792 and 1837. Those acts required that 
the halt dollar issued by virtue thereof should contain 185}? grains of 
pure or 206} grains of standard silver, and such issue was a legal tend- 
er without limit, while the fractional coinage authorized by the act 
of 1853 contained only 170} grains of pure or 192 grains of standard 
silver to the half dollar and the legal tender of such fractional coina 
was limited to $5; but, mark you, the legal-tender qualities of the old 
dollar and ee pas thereof authorized by the acts of 1792 and 
1837, which had already or which might thereafter be issued by virtue 
thereof, remained intact. The act of 1853 can in no l! sense be 
regarded as an innovation of the dollar of 1792 and 1837. The hand 
of legislation is next seen on the 12th of February, 1873, when the 
act entitled “An act revising and amending the laws relative to the 
mints, assay offices, and coinage of the United States” was 
From 1792 to 1873 che si ver dollar had been the unit of value. For 
eighty-one years it had stood the test of experience and maintained 
its sovereignty in the money marts of every commercial vation. It 
had been sanctioned by all the wisdom which supported and sus- 


tained every administration from Washington to Grant. It bad 
measured the value of every product, whether foreign or domestic. 
It was the coin which enabled the pioneer to claim as his own such 
part of the public domain as he might select fora home. It was one 
of the great agencies which aided in establishing the foundation of 
western empire. As constitutional coin, it was current wherever the 
American flag floated above the ark of our commerce. 

So much of the act of 1873 as pertains to the question under dis- 
cussion is as follows: 

Sec. 14. That the gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar piece, which, 
at the standard weight of 25.4 grains, shall be the unit of value; a quarter eaglo or 
two-and-a-half dollar piece, a three- piece, a half eagle or five-doltar picce, 
an eagle or ten-dollar piece, and a double oo or twenty-doilar piece; and the 
standard weight of the gold dollar shall be 25 ; * * * which coins shall 
be a legal tender in all payments at their nominal value when not below the stand- 
ard weight and count of tolerance provided in this act for the single piece; and 
when reduced in weight below said standard and tolerance shall be a legal tender 
at valuation in proportion to their actual weight. 

Sec. 15. That the silver coins of the United States sball be a trade-dollar, a half 
dollar, a fifty-cent piece, a quarter dollar or twenty-five cent piece, a dime or ten- 
cent piece; and the weight of the trade-dollar shall be 4.0 ns troy; the weight 
of the half dollar shall be twelvo grams (grammes) and one-half of a Hi mo.) 
the Sophy dollar and the dime shall bo respectively one-half and one-fifth of the 
weight of said half dollar; and said coins shall be a tender at their nominal 
value for any amount not exceeding $5 in any paymen 

Sec. 17. t no coins either of gold, silver, or minor coinage shall hereafter be 
issued — the Mint other than those of the denominations, standards, and weights 


By one ill-advised and revolutionary act the coinage under the 
provisions of all former laws is prohibited, the unit of value changed 
from silver to gold, and the legal tender of silver to be thereafter 
coined limited in amount to $5. The legal-tender quality of all sil- 
ver which had been coined under former acts still remained. What 
is the next step in this piratical warfare against silver? 

On the 27th of June, 1866, Congress passed “ An act to provide for 
the revision and consolidation of the statute laws of the United 
States,” by the first section of which the President was authorized 
“to appoint three persons, learned in the law, as commissioners to 
revise, simplify, arrange, and consolidate all statutes of the United 
States, general in their nature, which shall be in force at the time snch 
commissioners may make the final report of their doings.” After- 
ward, on the 4th of May, 1870, Congress passed an act to revive and 
keep in force this act. Commissioners were appointed to discharge 
the duty imposed. Their powers were clearly defined and limited. 
This commission reported“ An act to revise and consolidate the stat- 
utes of the United States in force on the 1st day of December, 1873,” 
which act was the volume known as the Revised Statutes, and on the 
22d of June, 1874, having passed Con was approved. This com- 
mission surreptitiously incorporated in this revision a section which 
was not in force at the time they reported the act, which had never 
before been passed by Con to wit, section 3586, “The silver coins 
of the United States shall be a legal tender at their nominal value 
for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment.” Thus all the 
silver which had been coined under the acts of ’92 and 37 and Whose 
legal-tender qualities had been preserved by the act of 73. without 
limit, by this section in the revision is limited to $5. By virtue of a 
flagrant breach of the trust confided, only equaled by the iniquity 
of the act of 73, was this accomplished; but, as Congress unwit- 
tingly passed and the President approved the act of revision, the sec- 
tion stands as the law to-day. I t to see in the public prints 
what purports to be a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, dated 
January 18, 1878, stating “the old silver dollar, if any are in exist- 
ence, coi before 1873, is a legal tender for all sums.” Why the, 
expression of doubt as to the existence of all the silver coinage ante- 
rior to 1873? Why, in the face of the law, make the statement that 
it is “a legal tender for all sums?” The leading journals of the East, 
seizing upon this statement as true, have recklessly asserted that the 
old silver dollar with its legal-tender qualities unlimited is only worth 
ninety-two cents, when by the law approved June 22, 1874, the legal 
tender is expressly limited to an “amount not exceeding $5.” 

If the old silver dollar had not been déprived of its unlimited legal- 
tender quality, the public ear would never have been offended with 
this ninety-two-cent twaddle. It is by reason of the destruction of 
its legal-tender quality, reducing it, as if pig-iron, to a mere com- 
modity in the market, that this class have been enabled to decry its 
value. Not content with what had already been done to disgrace 
silver, on the 22d of July, 1876, joint resolution No. 17 was passed, 
entitled “Joint resolution for the issue of silver coin,” the second sec- 
tion of which is as follows : 

That the trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a tender and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to limit from time to time the co thereof 
to such an amount as he may deem sufficient to meet the import dem for same. 

Thus by virtue of the provisions of the act of Jnly 12, 1873, June 22, 
1874, and the joint resolution of July 22, 1876, the silver coined under the 
acts of 1792 and 1837 and the fractional parts authorized by the acts 
of 1853 and 1873 are a legal tender “for any amount not exceeding 
$5 in any one payment.” In view of this history may the Goverument 
lawfully use a silver dollar containing 412} grains of standard silver 
in payment of her obligations, principal and interest? If she has not 
the 1 right to do so, she ought not, but if such right exists, hen 
the highest considerations of common honesty, good faith, and fair 
dealing appeal to us to maintain the law of the contract. U challenge 


the most critical analysis of all the acts of Congress authorizing the 
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issue of our bonded debt. By acareful examination of every loan act 
from February 8, 1861, to March 18, 1869, it will be found that no bonds 
were expressly authorized by law to be issued payable principal and 
interest in coin, except the $75,000,000 of seventeen-year bonds is- 
sued by authority of the act of March 3, 1863, the $196,117,300 of 
forty-year bonds issued by authority of the act of March 3, 1864, and 
the $3,882,500 of twenty-year bonds issued by authority of the same 
act. Within these periods, no act authorized a bond to be issued 
payable alone in gold, and the acts I have mentioned are all that in 
terms authorize an issue payable in coin, Up to March 18, 1869, we 
have an aggregate of $274,999,800 of bonds issued under acts which 
expressly authorized that they should be payable pinana and in- 
terest in coin—not gold alone, butin coin. Now, if we inqnire as to 
the bonds which were issued from February 8, 1867, to March 18, 1869, 
under acts of Con which did not expressly stipulate that they 
should be payable in coin, we find that the following amounts were 
issued under the acts following, to wit: 

Under the act of February 8, 1861.. 


Under the act of March 2, 1861..... 1, 090, 850 
Under the act of July 17, 1861 ..... , 000, 000 
Under the act of August 5, 1861 „139, 321. 200 
Under the act of February 25, 1862 500, 000, 000 
Under the act of March 3, 1864 .... 11, 000, C00 
Under the act of June 30, 1864 ..... 125, 561, 300 
Under the act of January 28, 1865 p 4, 000, 000 
Under the act of March 3, 1865 3 958, 453, 300 

bb « 1,907, 871, 650 


issued by authority of law, which did not expressly stipulate that 
they should be payable principal as well as interest in coin, was the 
sum of $1,907,871,650. I have not considered the issue of notes, cer- 
tificates of indebtedness, or the three-year seven-thirties of 1861, 1864, 
and 1865, regarding them as temporary in their character. Neither 
have I considered the bonds in which the Navy pension fund is in- 
vested. Prior to March 18, 1869, the question was discussed as to the 
character of legal obligation of the Government under the law and 
the contract based thereon, so far as the issue above enumerated is 
concerned. Wherever the law expressly authorized the issne of a 
bond payable principal and interest in coin there was no doubt as 
to the character of liability, but where the law was silent in this re- 
spect some of the ablest lawyers and the most patriotic supporters of 
the Government in the hour of peril, and who as keen a sense of 
national honor as the most exacting creditor, expressed grave doubts 
as to whether the measure of liability was coin or lawful money, that 
is to say, legal-tender notes. 

I do not care now to reopen and go over again the field of that dis- 
cussion. It would result in no good, and is foreign to the purpose I 
now have in view. It is sufficient to say that the differences of opin- 
ion culminated in the pango of “An act to 2323 the public 
credit,” approved March 18, 1869. So much of said act as may be 
germane to the question now being considered is as follows: 


„„ eee eee 
charge all just obligations c creditors and to settle conflict nestions 
d in tations of the laws ty virtas af which such obl; fens bare boon oad: 


and interpretations 

tracted, it is hereby provided and declared that the faith of the United States is 
uivalent of all the obligations of 

nited States notes, and of all the 


than gold and silver. 

By this act the creditor was given the benefit of every doubt; in 
every case where the law did not expressly say that the obligation 
authorized to be issued should be payable in “lawful money or other 
currency than gold and silver” the pledge made by this act was that 
such obligation should be payable in coin; not gold alone, bnt in 
coin. It is a notorious fact that at the date of the passage of this act 
the highest market ed of our outstanding bonds, issued under au- 
thority of acts which were silent as to payment of principal in coin, 
was peasy ets cents to the dollar. Secretary of dis Treasury Mor- 
rill, in his report to Congress under date of December 4, 1876, says: 

The 5.206 cent. bonds, then pr rw, Wendy os fhe nt cents on the dollar, soon 
arose to par in gold coin, and have since © the average premium of 5 per cent. 
at home and abroad. 

The effect of this act was to stimulate and increase the value of 
every bond in the hands of the creditor. That which was eighty-eight 
cents became $1.05 by virtue of an act of legislation; and still the 
creditor is distrustful, unsatisfied, and unhappy. 

For the sake of the argument I am willing to put the case on the 
strongest possible ground in favor of the creditor; stronger than tho 
strict letter of the law of the contract. I am willing to meet the ques- 
tion as though the act of 1869 had entered into and formed a part of 
every act authorizing the issue of our bonded debt, and squarely face 
the question, may the Government in such case of right under the 
law use silver of the coinage equal to that authori by the law 
down to February 12, 1873, in the payment of principal as well as 
interest of her bonded debt; in short, may she use a silver dollar con- 
taining 412} grains of standard silver for such poor Sir, at the 
date of the issue of every obligation was not silver lawful, constitu- 
tional money; a legal tender without limit, and its coinage free? 
Was it not equally as much so in every legal sense as gold? Was it 
not the coin of the Constitution and the law? Was not that fact 


well known at home and abroad by creditor as well as debtor? Did 
it not stand equal before the law and by virtue of the Constitution 
and the law? Can there be ot pretense of frand or deception? 
Even conceding that the act of 1869 was incorporated as a part of every 
loan act, then does not every lawyer know that the law of the con- 
tract entered into and became a part of the contract evidenced by 
the bond, just as effectual, certain, and complete as though written 
or stamped upon the face of it, as a part of it? The law of the con- 
tract and the contract itself are inseparable ; he who does violence to 
the one repudiates the other. Are not the rights of the debtor under 
the law and the contract just as sacred, no more, as those of the cred- 
itor? Before God and man may not the debtor justify himself when 
he keeps the law of the contract? Sir, in that same report Secretary 
Morrill concedes the legal ground in these words: 

In any discussion of the question it must be conceded in the ontset that the sil. 
ver dollar was a unit of value, having the banality of legal tender for all sums and 
in all cases, and that the terms of the United States obligations do not conclude 

yment therein, and that the act of 1869 in which is the pledge of payment in coin 

not in terms discriminate against silver. 

In the absence of this concession I aver, what every enlightened, 
impartial court in christendom would be compelled to decide, were 
the case oh porate e for adjudication, that silver dollars containing 412} 
grains of standard silver may of right and sanctioned by every known 
rule of law or equity be used in re of our bonded debt, prin- 
cipal and interest. Then, sir, I stand on solid ground, and say to all 
those who oppose the restoration of the old silver dollar, who es 
the restoration of the law, who plead for another and different dollar, 
a dollar containing an increased quantity of silver, You are the re- 
pudiators of the law of the contract as to those acts of Congress 
which expressly authorized. the issue of bonds payable in coin, aud 
you are the repudiators of the law of 1869 which pledged the Gov- 
ernment to the payment of the bonded debt im coin. Recreant and 
false to the law of the contract and the solemn pledge of the Govern- 
ment, made in the interest of the creditor, yon shall not become the 
exclusive guardians of the nation’s honor. Those who favor remone- 
tization of silver and at the same time insist that the dollar to be 
hereafter coined should contain more than 412} grains of standard 
silver cannot escape the odium and the infamy which ever soils the 
character of the repudiator. You cannot serve God and Mammon in 
the same breath. There is no half-way house which furnishes a se- 
cure shelter from the righteous wrath of a just God or the indignation 
of an outraged debtor. 

Sir, I always had more admiration for the bold scoundrel who says, 
your money or your life, than for the godless hypocrite who, under the 
guise of morality and honest dealing, attempts by indirect means to 
rob me, Then away with this despicable deceptive “ninety-two 
cent” cant, the stock in trade of those who, under the guise of fair 
dealing, good faith, honest money, are seeking to rob the debtor by 
requiring payment in a coinage beyond the measure of the law of the 
contract. 

Sir, what was the next step in legislation? On the 14th of July, 
1870, Con d an act to authorize the refunding of the na- 
tional debt. The floating debt, consisting of compound-interest notes, 
the interest-bearing demand notes, seven-thirties of 1861, 1°64, and 
1865, the temporary-loan certificates, the certificates of indebtedness, 
the 6 per cent. one and two year notes, having for the most part been 
either liquidated or funded in 6 per cent. bonds, by virtue of the pro- 
visions of previous acts, and Con in 1869 having given the sub- 


sequent legislative pledge that all outstanding obligations, except in 
cases ee stipu otherwise, should be paid in coin- in silver 
and gold or either, at the option of the Government and all the while 


the people having furnished the meaus to pay the interest without 
default, it seems to have been deemed advisable to make provision 
by law for refunding our indebtedness at a lower rate of interest, and 
hence the act of July 14, 1870. In view of the extreme good faith 
which had previously characterized the action of the Government, 
she might reasonably hope to have the hearty co-operation of a just 
creditor with a generous debtor. Let us examine for a moment the 
provisions of this sanding aot and see whether or not those who op- 
the principle of the Bland bill are not attempting to repudiate 

it as well as the act of 1869. The first section of the act is as follows; 
That the Secr of the Treasury is hereby authorized to Issue. in a sum or 
sums not exceeding in the aggre; $200,000. |, coupon or registered bonds of the 
United States, in such form as he may 23338 and of denominations of $50 or 
some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of the present standard value, at 
the pleasure of the United States after ten years from the date of their issue, and 
ng interest payable semi-annually in such coin at the rate Ani 5 er “el 

h! N 0 0 


annum; also a sum or sums not exceeding in the 7 
easure of the United States 


bonds, the same in all respects, but payable at the 
after fifteen years from the date of their issue and ring interest at the rate of 
. ge r annum; also a sum or sums not exceeding in the te $1,000,- 

000 of like bonds, the same in all respects, but payable at the pleasure of the 
United States after thirty years from the date of their issue and bearing interest 
at the rate of 4 per cent. annum; all of which said several classes of bonds 
and the interest thereon s. be exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties 
of the United States as well as from taxation in any form by or under State, mu- 
nicipal, or local authority ; and the said bonds shall have set forth and expressed 
upon their face the above-specified conditions, and shall, with coupons, be made 
payable at the Treasury of the United States. 


It will be observed that the Secretary of the Treasury was author- 
ized to issue three classes of bonds, to wit: $200,000,000 bearing 5 per 
cent., $300,000,000 bearing 4} per cent., and $1,000,000,000 bearing 4 
per cent., the principal “redeemable in coin of the present stand- 
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ard value“ and the interest thereon Poe “in such coin,” which 


„bonds and the interest thereon shall be exempt from the payment 
of all taxes and duties,” and they “shall have set forth and expressed 
upon their face the above-specified conditions.” It was the purpose 
to absorb our entire bonded debt in the character of bonds thus 
authorized. No government on earth ever extended a more liberal 
offer to creditor, or from the incipiency of the obligation acted in 
such generous and perfect good faith. 

Now, sir, what was the coin of July 14, 1870, and what its then 
standard value? Silver and gold, 412} grains of standard silver aud 
23% grains of pure gold constitutes a dollar of each. That was then 
the American standard of values, the coin in which the principal was 
to be redeemed and the interest to be paid—in either coin, at the option 
of the Government. So 1 is the law in its requirements, that 
all these conditions must be “expressed on the face” of every bond 
issned, so that even a fool may not err, or be deceived as to the char- 
acter of the obligation he sorpi: This act furnishes the Secretary 
his warrant of authority and the limitation upon his powers are ex- 
plicit. Every act, every representation beyond its scope, is without 
authority and in violation of law. No authority is given to issue a 
bond . in gold alone or Whose interest shall be payable in 
gold to the exclusion of silver. Representations either by bim or 
others to that effect would be in defiance of the statute. The con- 
tracts which he is authorized to execute may be redeemed in silver 
or gold, and the option of the Government is thus preserved. Then, 
sir, you gentlemen who wish to destroy silver as a coin, or who clamor 
for a silver dollar containing more than 4123 grains of standard silver, 
are not ouly repudiators of the act of 1869 but also of the act of July 
14, 1870. You are waging war upon the only anthority of law whic 
the Secretary of the Treasury now has to fund at a lower rate of in- 
terest. You would strike out of every 5 per cent. and 4} per cent. 
bond which has beey issued the condition, “redeemable in coin of 
the standard value of July 14, 1870,” and change the character of the 
contract. Is it not time to stay the ping hand of avarice? Is 
it possible that the rules of law no Jonger furnish security to the 
rights of parties? I would implore you, do not embark upon a treach- 
erous sea without chart or compass. Let us have an end of mer- 
chandise in national legislation in the interest of the few at the ex- 
pense of the many. Our oppouents, confessing that no lance can 
penetrate the shield which the law furnishes us, are fertile in every 
species of assault which falsehood, cunning, avarice, and selfishness 
can suggest. Says one, it is an attack upon the public credit. What! 
An attack upon publie credit to keep inviolate the law of the contract 
and the subsequent pledge of the Government to pay in coin—not 
gold alone, but coin 

In the name of sound moralty and fair dealing, from whence comes 
this new revelation, which overthrows every rule of divine guidance 
and every adjudication since Adam in the affairs between men or na- 
tions? So long as we pay, as we propose in good faith to pay, theinterest 
upon our bonded debt semi-annually in coin, until the principal becomes 
due, and then in like manner redeem that also, what more can public 
credit justly require? To enable the people, the debtor, to do that, I 
submit there is another vital question to be considered, equally mo- 
mentous as affecting national honor, Pray tell me upon what is pub- 
lic credit based? you forget that it is based upon private credit, 
upon the anh 4 of the tax-payer to furnish the means to the Govern- 
ment whereby she is enabled to keep inviolate her contract and pledge? 
Then, sir, to the end that public credit be preserved, I demand in the 
interest of private credit such legislation as will tend to give employ- 
ment to labor, revive our industries, and enable the people to furnish 
the means as the obligations of the Government require. Who so in- 
sane as to hope for the preservation of public credit in the absence 
of ability on the part of the people to furnish the means? A sound, 
wealthy public credit, of necessity, must have for its base a people 
prosperous in all the industrial and productive pursuits. war 
and famine smite the land and paralyze the arm of industry, money 
eeases to flow into the Treasury and the Government becomes a bor- 
rower to tide over the hour of calamity. If from any other cause our 
productive industries are paralyzed and the laborer idle, the result is 
equally disastrous. Why not in the interest of public credit give 
just consideration to measures whereby private credit is subserved ? 

hy not protect, preserve, and strengthen the base, lest the super- 
structure reared upon it topple and fall? Wisdom and prudence do 
not suggest a lofty tower upon a crumbling foundation. Solid and 
enduring corporations are not created by the pr: union of idle, 
moneyless stockholders. Let us exercise some little practical com- 
mon sense and not do violence to all the rules of successful private 
life. 

Says another, “I am a creditor, and if you restore the old silver 
dollar it will depreciate the value of my bonds in the market and 
deprive me of prospective profits.” I respect the creditor and his legal 
rights, and therefore say to him you shall be paid woort to con- 
tract and pledge. When I keep with you the obligations of the law 
my full duty is discharged. To demand of me legislation which shall 
increase your profits is no part of my duty. However worthy you 
may be as à class, the mass are entitled to be measured by the same 
standard. For yonr pi tive losses or profits I have no concern 
except to keep inviolate the contract. Insinuations and charges of 
bad faith, unreasonable, illegal, and unconscionable demands, can 
serve no good purpose. Be as just to the debtor as he has been gen- 


erous to you, Exercise your influence and bend your energies in the 
direction of building up, fostering, and sustaining private credit, 
without which your loss and ruin is inevitable. Abandon the vain 
hope that you can henceforth make merchandise of the legislation 
of an American Congress. Tell your lobbyists to engage in some hon- 
orable pursuit and cease their offensive importunities to betray the 
rights and interests of the people. Silence your mercenary aud sub. 
sidized press in its advocacy of a policy which leads to individnal 
bankruptcy and national death. Help restore publie confidence by 
rekindling and increasing the fires in the furnaces of our manufact- 
ories, thereby creating a home market for our agricultural prodnets 
and at the same time furnishing employment to the laborer in each 

ursuit; aid in extending and increasing the sails of our commerce; 
in the development of our mining interests, which reasonably promise 
a rich reward; in short, recognize the divine maxim that honest 
money is earned by the sweat of the brow; that we must look to 
mother earth and the riches she cheerfully yields when the stalwart 
arm of labor with a smiling Providence to cheer plies the vocations 
which God intended for man. I entreat ra to co-operate with and 
go hand in hand with this great agency of all that is real, grand, and 
enduring on earth. 

Next comes the disinterested, patriotic, petty banker, borne on the 
wings of steam all the way from Wall street to Washington, panting 
and with fevered brain from over-exertion, with qus soul enough by 
the aid of a clerk to make a 2 per cent. calculation on our bonded 
debt, and he exclaims, “ You will ruin the syndicate, deprive it of 
prospective pas and stop the funding of our national debt at 4 per 
cent.“ Asif standing in the eager of the nation and with an 
air of wisdom that would dwarf a Solomon, he produces the marvel- 
ous and astounding caleulation; then, with proverbial New York 
modesty and meekness and a self-sacrificing devotion to the interest 
of the West, which has dictated four successive New York democratic 
presidential nominations, he reads the result of his Herculean labor. 
Says he: “Two per cent. on so many millions makes so many dollars. 
Now if the 6 per cent. bonds were funded in 4 per cent. bonds you 
would save annually that sum. Just behold what a saving to labor.” 
When the news of that discovery reaches the Wabash there will be joy 
in Israel. Sir, let us epitomize the policy which you insist we must pur- 
sue in order to be able to and without which you maintain we cannot 
fund at 4 per cent. By force of law we must resume specie payments 
within less than eleven months, regardless of cost or consequence, 
whether it can be maintained or not. The legal-tender notes as dis- 
honored paper must be paid in gold and destroyed, although the peo- 
ple grasp them with content asa currency; all outstanding contracts 
of individuals or corporations contracted on a currency basis must be 
paid in gold, or, if the gold cannot be had, then upon a gold basis; 
silver as a coin must be abandoned as a legal tender; and then, added 
to all this, we are asked not to shudder in the presence of the infamy 
of repudiating the law of the contract. 

Now, Mr. Banker, as a business e will it pe , upon the 
false assumption that our bonded debt cannot be fun at a lower 
rate of interest without resort to these cruel, oppressive, illegal, and 
impractical expedients? While I do not for a moment concede or 
believe it wise or ne to adhere to such policy as a prerequisite 
to the funding at4 per cent., nevertheless I ask, as a tata propo- 
sition, under your 8 will it pay? You ought to know that we 
have not on hand the gold necessary to redeem the legal-tender notes, 
and that the means by which it is proposed to be garnered in the 
Treasury is the sale of interest-bearing bonds. How much will that 
policy add to the burden of the people? Then suppose it possible or 
practicable in this way in the next ten months to provide the gold 
necessary to cancel the legal-tender notes, what follows? Every bank- 
note becomes payable on demand in gold. Do you believe the banks 
are prepared or by possibility can prepare to pay on demand their 
notes in gold? Do not you know they would not attempt it? Do not 
you know that every available means of speedy contraction would of 
necessity be reso’ to? Sir, if you desire or propose that the bank- 
ing capital shall be used in the interest of the people, and if you are 
not simply an emissary of a heartless, selfish, anti-American clique, 
whose ultimate object is to profit by a “corner” in gold created by 
legislation, then I ask have you not common sense enough to see that 
the banks would be driven to speedy, universal, withering contrar- 
tion; that the present volume of currency wonld disappear as dry 
stubble in the flres of autumn? And with this inevitable result, have 
4 calculated the cost, the irreparable loss and damage, which would 

added to what has already been sustained in the sacrifice by forced 
sales, the shrinkage in the value of lands, rents, personalty, and evi- 
dences of debt, the appalling consequences of the utter stagnation of 
business, to say nothing of the unutterable woe which would betide 
the suffering r, whose appeal for legislation in the interest of labor 
is already sufficient to melt a heart of adamant? To talk of the neces- 
sity of adhering to such a policy in order to fund at a lower rate of 
interest, and as being favorable to the debtor and in the interest of 
labor, is an insult to the common understanding. 

Sir, reliable sources inform us that to-day three million laborers 
are idle who would gladly workif opportunity offered. Suppose you 
estimate only one-half that number. Many of these are men skilled 
in the various branches of industry, and whose labor would reasona- 
bly command more than $2 per day; but suppose you class the whole 
as common laborers at the rate of $1 per day, and count three hun- 
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dred days for a year, and you have a er! loss to industry of 
$1,500,000 or $450,000,000 annually. Away with all schemes to save 2 
per cent. annually in interest on our indebtedness if such saving can 
ouly be had by adhering to a policy which involves such terrible and 
rninons consequences to the property and industries of the people. 
The idea of stimulating by legislation the price of our bonds in a 
foreign market to such a degree that the excess above par will furnish 
a syndicate a coveted margin as profit or compensation, for sale of 
the four percents at par, and that such policy is vital to the interest 
af me iei people, surely was coined in the brain of cold-blooded, 
selfisi $ 

Says another, it is a scheme of inflation and repudiation. His 
tremulous forebodings of the peril of national honor are only equaled 
by the measure of his insatiate avarice. Repudiation, indeed, to 
maintain the coin of the Constitution! Inflation, indeed, to restore 
the coin of the contract and the law! Such miserable twaddle is 
unworthy of serious consideration, Through the columns of a sub- 
sidized press the charge is made with unblushing disregard for truth 
that the object and pu of the advocates of the Bland bill is to 
scale down the national debt. How pat the parrot-like ression, 
your silver dollar is only worth ninety-two cents in the market, and 
would you as an honorable man palm off ninety-two cents as and 
for one hundred, and thereby cheat the creditor, scale down eight 
cents on every dollar, and more than all discount the laborer’s dollar 
eight per cent? Mendacious hireling, why not publish the truth 
and the whole truth, and tell the country that up to the very hour 
that silver was demonetized it stood abreast with gold, yea more, 
for years was 3 per cent. in the lead, and that so soon as remonetized 
it will again 57 8 1 the position it maintained from the dawn of 
the Republic to 1873. You Soret to know that it was the act of Con- 
gress robbing silver of its birthright of legal tender which enables 
you to stigmatize its value in the market, and so soon as that birth- 
right is restored no man will be found, whether creditor or debtor, 
at home or abroad, who will decry its value. Let the decree go forth 
that silver is remonetized, that we intend to sternly adhere to the 
law of the contract, and avail ourselves of the resources which God 
in His wisdom provided for the hour of need, and that henceforth 
America will command rather than obey, and you will, by the exer- 
cise of this wise and heroic spirit, arrest the further demonetization 
of silver, and our foreign ereditors will be compelled from self-inter- 
est, if from no higher motive, to become the champions of the cause 
in Germany and England. 

The idea of sinking our nationality, abandoning the teachings of 
the fathers, disregarding the lessons of experience, and tamely sub- 
mitting to whatever standard of values England, in her cut-throat 
greed, may choose to dictate, is humilitating to American pride, as 
well as a sacrifice of interests which we cannot afford to permit. If 
England possessed our inexhanstible natural resources would she 
demonetize? Never, never. The beneficent results of this legislation 
are not only for the present, but far reaching in the future. To all 
this it is charged in offensive terms that the people of the West are 
“silver lunatics,” and, in the choice language of the gentleman from 
New York, [ Mr. CHITTENDEN, ] are attempting to inflict “ineffaceable 
disgrace” by advocating the issue of “clipped dollars.” It is said we 
are wanting in “intelligence,” “capacity,” “experience,” “knowl- 
edge of the laws of truth;” that we squander “our money“ in 
y Quixotic ventures” and “ riotous living:” that we are “wild fanat- 
ics,” “inflationists,” “lunatics;” that our minds are “clouded in dark- 
ness.” In short, that the “golden sunlight” of New York has never 
dawned upon our vision. f remember in the infancy of the repub- 
liean party that an arrogant, dictatorial class of the South, about as 
numerous as our bonded creditors of to-day, resorted to the same 
mode of warfare. With an air of superiority they sought to rule 
with a rod of iron. They were the so-called peculiar property class, 
who assumed to be the embodiment of all the honor, intelligence, 
respectability, and character of the South. Have you forgotten their 
favorite weapons of warfare on the result of the contest? The most 
obnoxious epithets that the venom of mother tongue could utter were 
hurled at the infant republican party. Those of us who were strug- 
pling for free territories in the interests of free color, lands for the 
andless, and free schools for all, and insisting that such policy was 
wise and beneficent for the mass of the people of all sections, were 
denounced as “ free-State lunatics,” “conspirators,” “robbers,” “mud- 
sills,” “ black ropa ican “ nigger thieves,” and when that mode of 
assault proved futile then came the attempt to annul and repudiate 
the bond of nnion. 

In view of results, why follow the pernicious example? I implore 
you donot in your unbridled zeal for gain, asa class, lose sight of the 
fact that this is “a Government of the people, for the people, and by 
the people,” and that the highest security for each and every class 
must of necessity be found in that which furnishes a shield and pro- 
tection for all, Abandon the folly of a resort to epithet, and do not 
attempt to repudiate the law. Do not mistake the character of the 
men of the West, or their integrity of purpose. They are actuated by 
a national spirit which scorns to be used in the interest of section or 
class as against the rights and interests of the mass. They are just as 
determined in this struggle that the law shall be maintained as they 
were in the one which involved the bond of union. Let me su t 
to you men of the East that you cannot afford to erect a barrier of dis- 


trust and ill-will between you and the West. Do not persist in the 
attempt to provoke such a result. It is anwise and suicidal. 

And now let me warn the earnest supporters of this measure of the 
real danger to be apprehended. A deceitful friend is more to be feared 
than an avowed enemy. We have ever been cursed with a class of 

litical “straddlers,” fellows who are “in favor of the Maine liquor 

w, but op to its enforcement.” They are now on the alert, seek- 
ing to deceive, capture, and betray. Like the “ bushwhacker” they 
have donned the uniform of those they seek to entrap and victimize; 
professed friends, they are the instraments in the hands of the deadly 
enemies of remonetization. With seductive smile they approach the 
honest advocate of the dollar of the contract and this is the burden 
of their treacherous suggestion: “I have become satisfied that silver 
should be remonetized, but, my dear friend, allow me to aid you with 
the suggestion of a happy thought that willavoid allobjection. Your 
412} grains of demonetized silver, we are told, when measured by the 
British gold standard is worth as a commodity in the market about 
ninety-two cents; now do please consent in the interest of fair deal - 
ing and honest money to add a suflicient number of grains, so that the 
market value of the ‘lump’ as a commodity, when measured by the 
British gold standard, will be equal to a legal-tender gold dollar. 
Just see how fair and honest this would be, and in what perfect good 
faith I suggest this as acompromise.” Let us strip this proposition of 
the garb of fairness and let the fraud stand naked before the people, to 
the end they may see who it is would rob them by means of deception. 

The proposition involves all the infamy of repudiating the law of 
the contract as well as the standard value of the coin of the contract, 
and seeks to filch from the people more than they owe. Sir, you 
know that 4124 grains of standard silver was a dollar which filled 
the full measure of the standard value of the coin in which we 
pledged to pay and the creditor to receive; and you know 
that any additional grain obtained, no matter by what device, is just 
so much stolen from the people. I say to the “ straddler,” there is no 
room for compromise between honesty and crime. Your professions 
of friendship are hollow-hearted. You are not ignorant of the fact 
that one of the results of demonetizing silver was to increase the 
valne of gold. The moment gold as a legal tender is without a coin 
rival, it arbitrarily dicfates the value of every commodity. Having 
now obtained an undue advantage by legislation, you ask, at a time 
when gold is at the flood-tide of value by reason of the imperial 
crown of unlimited legal tender, that it shall determine the size of 
the “chunk” of demonetized silver that shall enter into the remone- 
tized dollar, to the, end that you may thereby practically defeat silver 
coinage or rob the ple. The trick is worthy of the cunning of 
those yon serve. Why not face the truth like honest men and it 
the fact that from 1834 to 1873, a period of forty years, there was not 
an hour during all that time that 412} grains of standard silver, when 
it had the imprint of American sovereignty, was not above par if 
measured by the gold standard. During all that period it not only 
maintained its character and value as compared with gold, but it is 
an instructive fact that the premium was for nine of those years over 
one-half of 1 per cent.; for seven years,1}; for uine years, 2}; for 
seven years, 3}; for seven years, 44, and one year it reached 5}. Pray 
tell me, had not the quality of unlimited legal tender something to 
do with producing A bro gratifying results? It is idle to deny it. 
Do like causes produce similar effects? Dare any man, in view of 
these facts, assume that when the Government 8 again by au- 
thority of law coin these 412} grains of standard silver into an Ameri- 
can dollar with the quality of unlimited legal tender it will still be 
the “under dog in the fight?” You professed friends know full well 
that it would promptly receive the position it so honorably main- 
tained; that it would be the dollar of the law and the contract as 
well as in fact; and hence, I repeat, every additional grain which you 
seek to be added is unlawfully taken from the people. In short, it 
is creditor robbing debtor, Beware of that judgment which the “up- 
right judge” will surely pronounce upon all those who attempt to con- 
summate a wrong s0 ee It is no time to longer trifle with the 
sovereign will of a people who will sweep from place and power any 
faithlessservant who attempts to deceive and betray. They demand 
equal and exact justice, and accursed be he who attempts to read- 
just the scales as a means of robbery. 

Sir, I do not maintgin that the pending measure will bring instant 
and complete relief to the people. It is one step in the right direc- 
tion, the correction of one grievous mistake, the righting of one great 
wrong, the furnishing of effectual aid to resumption. It will do mnch 
to restore and inspire confidence, give vitality to paralyzed industry, 
encourage the development of interests which will give employment 
to labor, add to national wealth and individual happiness. The de- 
velopment of our mining interests will foster others, increase the 
volume of taxable property, and thereby distribute and lessen the 
burden of the whole people, The encouragement of this branch of 
industry will do much to people the broad expause of our territorial 
domain, and thereby add strength and power to the Government. 
New States, vigorous and powerful as any of those added to the old 
thirteen, will spring into being, whose people with patriotic arm will 
help uphold the flag, and with willing hearts contribute to the Treas- 
ury. Why pursue a suicidal, an anti-American policy? God in His in- 
finite wisdom would not have imbedded this metal in our own western 
mountains save for some beneficent purpose, With ſour-üfths of ull 
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Wo are asked to turn our backs upon the wisdom of the framers of 
the Constitution, and give no heed to the voice of eighty-one years of 
experience sounded in our ears b every administration from Wash- 
ington to Grant. Yes, sir, at the behest of a few foreign powers who 
being comparatively destitute of the native ore and have thereupon 
demonetized silver, and to gratify the insatiate and illegal demands 
of a creditor whose coffers have already been largely increased by the 
legislation of 1869, we are asked to adhere to a policy which dwarfs 
and withers national life. Why not lift ourselves up to the magni- 
tude of the results which may be achieved in the interest of the peo- 
ple if we but adopt and carry out a trae American policy? We are 
struggling to extend and increase our commerce. With whom and in 
what direction is the most inviting field, promising satisfactory and 
profitable results? Glance, if you please, at the silver-stan and 
certain of the double-standard countries. Would it not be wise states- 
manship to foster a policy which would whiten the ports of those 
nations with the sails of ourcommerce? Said Hamilton, the father 
of the act of 1792: “It is often in the course of trade as desirable to 
possess the kind of money as the kind of commodities best adapted 
to a foreign market.” Would to God that a Hamilton to-day was at 
the financial helm of this administration reuttering and enforcing 
that otherimperishable truth to which he gave utterance in 1791: “Nor 
can it require argument to prove that a nation ought not to suffer the 
value of the property of its citizens to fluctuate with the fluctua- 
tions of a foreign mint, and to change with the changes in the regu- 
lations of a foreign sovereign.” Have we determined to shut our 
eyes to the light which flamed from the minds of the men of the 
past and blindly submit to the tions of a few “ foreign sover- 
eigus” who represent only ninety-two million eight hundred thou- 
sand of the people of earth, when by wise, enlarged, bold American 
statesmanship we have it in our power to avail ourselves of the incal- 
culable results which would flow from increased commerce with the 
other nine hundred millions. Have we determined that the value of 
the property of our citizens shall fluctuate and change whenever the 
self-interest of England shall so decree? 

Shall we cower in 1 of sy ee commerce and submit 
our sovereignty to the of a British rd of trade? I repeat, 
our hope of increased commerce lies in the direction of those nations 
who have not demonetized silver. They furnish an inviting field for 
the introduction of the labor-saving and handiwork of the man- 
ufacturer and the artisan as well as the life-sustaining products, 
aud their preference for silver is fully attested by the experience of 
ages. Who so blind as not to see that all the silver which may be 
mined from the bowels of our mountains for the next century may 
not be profitably used as coin in furtherance of increased commerce 
which will bring to the lap of this Government the wealth of nations. 
Let us prove equal to the opportunity and wisely avail ourselves of 
the munificence which the God of our fathers has provided. Let us 
not only be American in name, but true to the great central idea of 
1 to every sovereignty of earth that in the inter- 

e 


est and for rotection of our own citizens we will not submit the 
vital question, the stability of values, to the “regulations of a foreign 
soverei 


” 
[Mr. R elaborated his remarks as delivered in the House.] 
r. KELLEY. I desire to say amen to what the gentleman from 

Indiuna has just said. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield one and a quarter minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fort.] 
A „ the House. [His remarks will appear in the 

p IX. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield a half minute to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Eauxs.] 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker, Congress under the Constitution has 
power to coin money and regulate the value thereof. This power is 
to coin money and regulate the value of money coined. In coining 
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money and regulating the value thereof Congress is limited to some- 

thing which may be coined. To coin money is to stamp a metal, as 

gold, silver, copper, or other metal, and thereby convert it into money. 

is power cannot be construed as appien e to anything except a 

metal of some kind, and therefore excludes the idea that money may 

be made from 2 which cannot be coined, as from the pulp of 
or anythin, m which paper may be made. 

t the time of the adoption of the Constitution, when this power 
was conferred upon Congress, there were three metals to which the 
word coin applied Id, silver, and copper. When, therefore, this 
power was conferred: it had beyond any question reference to these 
three metals, and the words “to coin money” were intended to apply, 
if not limited exclusively, to them. 

In any construction which can be placed upon this language it 
cannot be construed to include the power to make anything mone 
or regulate the value of anything as money unless it can be coin 
This power therefore cannot be extended to a promise to pay money 
impressed upon paper or to a certificate which acknowl an in- 
debtedness or to a bond or any other obligation of the Government, 
however it may by law be impressed. An impression on paper is not 
coinage in the sense of the Constitution. 

Assuming this position to be correct, there is no doubt that Con- 
gress has power to coin copper, silver, or gold, and to regulate their 
value for the purpose of . any lawful obligation, public or 
private, and to make either withont limit a legal tender. And nothing 
else can lawfully be made a legal tender for the discharge of debts 
due to or from the Government or to or from the citizen, while the 
Government is administered under the Constitution, as it must always 
be in time of peace. 

War, either e k domestic, may for the time - necessitate the 
issue of paper as a ip, hag any debt, public or private. But it is 
only when the necessity that this can be done. Weare now at 
peace at home and abroad. The provisions of the Constitution confer 
the only power which Congress has u this question of coinin 
money and regulating its value. The legal-tenders now out, issu 
in time of war, may be kept out, perhaps at their present limit. Their 
number and volume may be diminished, but cannot lawfully be in- 


c 

Now, with such powers and restrictions under the Constitution, 
the question is presented as to the remonetization of silver without 
limit as to its amount or as to its legal-tender quality. 

It is a question which is not to be decided by what has been done 
by Congress. It is of no account how or why silver has not been 
coined or how or why its legal-tender quality been limited, but 
tather, in view of the existing law, to determine wisely what, if any, 
change in the existing law ought to be made, and under the Consti- 
tution may be made, to subserve bank pario good. 

This inquiry involves three questions: first, is it practicable to 
have what is called a bimetallic standard as a measure of all values? 
second, if not, shall the measure of values be silver or gold? and, 
third, is there a sufficiency of either of these metals for the purposes 
for which they are required for commerce and trade? 

The first and prime necessity is to have a standard which shall be 
fixed and certain and by which all values may be measured. 

Under the Constitution Con may make either gold or silver 
or both such standard ; and if the market value of these metals could 
be kept the same, except as a matter of convenience, no trouble could 
arise and no objection could be made, if both metals should be estab- 
lished as such standard. 

But the history of these metals, not only in foreign countries, but 
here, demonstrates that they ni deepen and depreciate unequally, 
and therefore that in marketable or purchasable value from time to 
time the one or the other will be the more valuable. 

When these changes occur, the result inevitably will be that the 
cheaper will displace the dearer as a medium of exchange and as a 
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standard of value. And such has been the experience of this country 
and of the commercial world. Sometimes this appreciation or depre- 
ciation to some extent has been brought about by legislation, it is 
true. But, whether by gulon or other causes, the result has al- 
ways been the same, namely, to make the cheaper of the two the cur- 
rency as a medium of exchange and as a standard of values. Such 
changes by legislation and from other reasons have occurred in this 
country. Fora long period silver was the standard. A change in 
the law introduced gold as the standard. But from the inning 
of the Government till now there never has practically been but one 
of these metals as the standard and measure of values. And there 
never can be, whatever legislation is adopted, whether you remone- 
tize silver without limit as to its legal-tender quality or not; and for 
this simple reason, that from time to time these metals vary unequally 
in their purchasable value. The one which is the more valuable, even 
if both by law are 1 pri recognized, will be used as a marketable 
product, and go out of circulation as money, and the other wil] remain 
as currency, and as the standard of value. As they vary in purchasable 
value from time to time and vary unequally, both at the same time 
cannot be kept in circulation as a measure of values for the purposes 


of trade. 

Practically, therefore, the necessity exists to choose between the two. 
If one is named as the standard the other of necessity must be sub- 
sidiary. Which of the two upon this view shall be made a legal 
tender for all debts without limit and which shall be subsidiary? 
Gold is the better of the two in all respects, and it is more convenient 
in use than silver. There is enough of it because with business trans- 
acted by checks, bills of exchange national, and national-bank notes, 
but little gold is required for this purpose and the amount which we 
have and can obtain is amply sufficient. 

It is of vital importance that the measure of value should be cer- 
tain and fixed. Either gold or silver must furnish the standard. If 
one is the standard, the other must be subsidiary to it. Freely con- 
ceding that it isin the power of Congress to make either or both a 
legal tender without limit, I assert, for the reason which I have given, 
tbat by legislation both cannot be such standard at the same time. 
The question therefore is, whether that standard shall be gold or silver. 

Any attempt to compromise this question so as to conciliate the 
views of different parts of the country will prove like all compromises, 
either upon economical or political questions, a miserable failure in 
the end, and upon this question a great detriment to the labor, capi- 
tal, and industries of the country. It is therefore not only the part of 
wisdom, but the duty of Con here and now to determine which 
of these metals shall be the legal standard. In my judgment gold 
is the better of the two, and there is enough of it, with silver as sub- 
sidiary, for all pu of trade and commerce. Comparatively but a 
small amount of either or both is required for this purpose. Ninety- 
seven per cent. of the business transactions of the world are carried 
on by checks and drafts and bills of exchange, requiring the actual 
use of neither gold nor silver. Two and a half per cent. is supplied in 
this country by the national notes and the national-bank notes, and 
only 3 per cent is required in coin. 

To appreciate the national notes and the national-bank notes to 
par with coin so that they will be convertible into coin at the will 
of the holder, requires only this small percentage of coin, which, as 
experience shows, is not to exceed one dollar to six of the paper cur- 
rency, and for this purpose, as I have said, either the amount of gold 
or of silver is sufficient. 

The product of gold and silver is now nearlyequal. Which of the 
two metals shall be the standard? I will not this question 
before the Representatives of the American people in this House. It 
requires no argument to establish the position that gold is in all re- 
spects the better and more convenient of the two. Indeed, it is a 
burden to require by law even the small amount of silver now in use. 
Silver is now avoided, even in comparatively small transactions. It 
is refused at banks for deposit, and reluctantly received even in 
small amounts in the transactions of business. It would be an intol- 
erable burden if by law it should be issued without limit, with no 
restriction as to its legal-tender quality to discharge any and all obli- 

ions. 

Believing, therefore, that there must be one standard, and that the 
better of the two metals for this standard is gold, I am oppad to 
the passage of this bill. The law is well enough as it is. There is 
no occasion for change. 

The monetary system of this country cannot be improved, except 
in this, to appreciate the peper currency to par in purchasable value 
to coin. With the legal tenders, and the national-bank notes, and the 
system of free banking, to supply the amount of currency required 
for trade and commerce, all we need is to appreciate this currency to 

ar in com; and this will soon occur if the existing law is unchanged. 

do not object to the remonetization of the silver dollar; but if that 
is to be done I think that it should be done so as to leave gold as the 
standard of value, and that silvershould be subsidiary with a legal- 
tender quality within a reasonable limit. And if this bill is to be- 
come a law the silver dollar should at least at the start be equal to 
the gold dollar in purchasable value. The silver dollar of the stand- 
ard of 4123 ins is now worth only ninety-two cents. To require 
either the laborer or any one to receive this in discharge of an obli- 
gation under the existing law is a wrong and injustice to which this 


great nation never ought to give its countenance or consent. It will 
injure the credit of the nation not only here, but in every country 
where a United States bond is held. 

If, therefore, this bill must pass, the amount of silver as a legal 
tender should be limited. Even if this provision is made, and the 
silver dollar should continue to be equal in value to the gold dollar, 
it will be extremely inconvenient to discharge obligations in this 
metal. Besides this there should be some provision made by which 
all contracts and liabilities made or incurred since February 12, 1873, 
should be exempt from the provisions of this bill. Without such pro- 
vision the result must be to discredit the Government at home and 
abroad, prevent the farther funding of the public debt at a lower 
rate of interest, and violate the private contracts which since then 
have been made on the faith of the law as it now exists. 

Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate that this question has been agitated 
at this time. No can come from any change in the law. The 
business of the country is depressed; values of all kinds are depre- 
ciated; for more than four years there has been this depression, and 
just as the current is changing from adversity to prosperity, these 
schemes, originating from men who have no practical knowledge of 
them, and who refuse to listen to the views of those who do know 
about them, of repealing the time for resuming specie payments; of 
remonetizing silver, of retiring the national-bank currency, and of 
substituting in its place a certificate of indebtedness—all unite to 
unsettle business, to prevent capital from being invested, and labor 
from being employed. 

If these constant agitations which so seriously interfere with the 
labor, trade, and business of the country could be stopped, business 
would revive, capital would be invested, labor would be employed, 
the industries of the country would be developed, and presents 
would be secured. The curse to all these interests and industries is 
the constant uncertainty which exists as to what changes in existing 
law Congress will make. So that with the proposition of change in 
the tariff affecting every interest in the country, and upon the ques- 
tion of finance, the industries of the country are paralyzed, and capi- 
tal and labor are unemployed. 

In my opinion it would be by far better rather than to constantly 
agitate these questions, that Congress should adjourn without day, 
Such action would be a great relief to the business of the country. 

Nor upon this question of silver can there be any hope by these 
changes that the object sought, an increase of the volume of the cur- 
rency, will be secured. If both gold and silver should be coined, and 
both without limit as to amount or legal tender, the volame of money 
for the p of business would not be ine 

As I have said, the ter part of business transactions is carried 
on by checks, drafts, and in this conny by national notes and na- 
tional-bank notes, and the coin either in gold or silver required is 
very small, 

Whatever is required ought to be soppis, and in the most con- 
venient form, but any surplusis a drug in the market. It is not needed 
as money, and will not be used as money, and whatever that surplus 
may be, it will become merchantable and will be sold for the purposes 
for which it may be required, just as any other article of trade. 

Neither gold or silver is required except as a standard to measure 
the value of other articles. The supply of either which is required 
is small and is sufficient. Gold is the better of the two for this pur- 
pose ; and if so, it ought to be retained as the standard and silver be 
kept as now as subsidiary. With these views I hope that the bill as 
amended by the Senate, unless amended as I have suggested, will not 
receive the approval of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will yield eight minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. EwWIN .] 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, nine-tenths of the people of the United 
States demand the unlimited coinage of the old silver dollar with 
which to pay their debts and conduct their business. They demand, 
in short, the status quo of silver as a money metal from the foundation 
of the Republic down to the furtive and rascally acts of demonetiza- 
tion in 187374. They are entitled to have that demand heeded by 
their Representatives. This House should at least make a determined 
effort to secure it. But if, in a faint, half-hearted way, we accept 
without a struggle a delusive compromise—without even asking a 
committee of conference—we will wrong ourselves and the people. 
By standing ‘firmly for the whole right we will get it now, I think; 
and if we fail, a tempest of popular indignation, which no officer of 
the 4 can withstand, will right the wrong, and right it 
thoroughly. 

Mr. Speaker, see how the Bland bill has been perverted by the 
Senate amendments from its original beneficent purpose and effect. 
Our bill declared unlimited coinage of silver. In Professor Linder- 
man’s testimony before the Coinage Committee he says that with our 
mints open we would get fifteen millions a year from Mexico and 
three millions from South America. This, added to our own product, 
would enable us to coin silver dollars at the rate of about sixty 
ions a year. This would call for a reopening of the New Orleans 
and Charlottesville mints and the enlargement of the capacity of the 
mints now coining; but the par of such preparation would be com- 
paratively trifling. This bill shuts out silver from abroad, expels 
from our shores one-half of the product of our own mines, and gives 
us but twenty-four millions a year,exeept by the grace of the Secretary 
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of the Treasury, the most inveterate enemy of the silver dollar. How 
absurd is the pretense of restoring silver as a legal-tender for public 
and private debts when, by the same act, we perpetuate a demonetiza- 
tion of nearly two-thirds of the metal to pay them! And to crown 
the absurdity we make a large and indefinite appropriation to enable 
the President to select and send a commission of anti-silyer men to 
Europe to pipe-lay with our foreign creditors for a revocation of even 
this small concession to the rights of the people. 

But these are not all the repulsive features of these amendments. 
The country is in an agony of business distress and looks for some 
relief bya gradual increase of the currency. The House bill authorized 
not only unlimited coinage, but coinage of silver bullion owned by eiti- 
zens for immediate nse in business. This bill authorizes no coinage 
except for the Government. Two millionsof silver bullion per month 
are to be bought by the Secretary of the Treasury. How will he buy 
it? There are no surplus revenues. But the resumption law author- 
izes the issue of bonds to prepare for resumption. Under that law 
only can he make the purchase, and only by the issue of bonds; thus 
saddling the people with at least two millions per month of new 
bonded debt. And when silver bullion is so bought the ee er 
act under which he will issue the bonds N that the resulting 
coin must be hoarded in the Treasury for the redemption of green- 
backs. Thus this bill, instead of giving the people more currency 
gives them only more bonded debt. Instead of being a bill to relieve 
them from the terrible effects of contraction and resumption, it re-en- 
forces the resumption scheme and encourages its promoters to stand 
firm and resist all efforts to repeal it. 

Sir, we have been button-holed every hour since the bill passed the 
Senate to hear that we cannot do justice to the people for fear of * 
this bill after it leaves the House. I answer, let us do justice, an 
let those who dare refuse it answer to their masters, the people. 
These amendments cheat the publie hope. aer thwart and indefi- 
nitely postpone the demands of justice, If the bill so amended would 
give substantial relief to the distressed people, I would accept it for 
that reason, and look to the future to right the wrong it perpetuates. 
But it will give no relief, and will prove a mere pretext for adherence 
to the resumption law, the most gigantic scheme of spoliation ever 
fastened on a free Le 

We are told, “Get this mach now, and then get the rest by a new 
bill.” Sir, if the friends of the people accept this as a triumph, a 
long truce on this question will follow. If the enemies of silver will 
not remonetize it now, when 3 excitement is great, will they 
do it afier it has been allayed bya vaunted triumph? No, sir; they 
will not yield another inch until it shall have been demonstrated b 
sad experience that the amendments to this bill are in fact a fresh tri- 
umph of the wrong over the right, of the money power over the peo- 
ple. Then, if the masses are not worn out in their struggles to control 
their own Government, a new agitation will follow, and a new Con- 

born of such agitation, secure that justice which can be had 
now if inflexibly demanded, 

Mr. Speaker, I am far from intending to reflect unfavorably on the 
devotion to the interests of the arepe of those of my colleagues who 
heretofore supported the Bland bill, but now think it best to accept 
the Senate amendments. It isa question of expediency, on which 
their opinions may be wiser than minè. But I must obey the dictates 
of my own judgment, as my sole guide when called to act on ques- 
tions of great public importance. 

(Here the hammer fe 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY.] 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will vote for the bill as amended be- 
cause I believe that we cannot afford to jeopardize the measure by 
insisting on what is not attainable. The bill in its present shape has 
just passed the Senate after along, exhaustive debate, It is substanti- 
ally a compromise of conflicting opinions; and I am satisfied that 
if we insist upon rejecting the amendments, especially the limita- 
tion clause, we will seriously endanger the remonetization of silver 
altogether. Ido not think it wisdom to do so. To use a common 
expression, “I am willing to take half a loaf rather than no bread at 
all.“ While I shall vote for the measure as it stands, I desire to 
briefly point out my objections to certain of the amendments, which 
I would vote to strike ont or amend if I did not think that to do so 
would endanger the bill. The limitation of the coi of silver as 
provided by the Senate amendment is objectionable. Two millions 

der month is little more than half the amount produced by our mines. 
5 the hands of a Secretary of the Treasury hostile to the measure, 
this amendment means that we are to have two millions per month 
and no more. I think the minimum should have been three or three 
and a half millions per month; but I am unwilling to vote against 
taking two millions per month because I think we ought to have 
three or four. Iam willing to take two millions monthly while Jean 
ey it, and depend on future legislation for the remainder. 
think the third section of the bill, as amended, is an objectiona- 
ble feature for several reasons: First, it is scarcely germane to the 
bill; at all events it shoald, in my opinion, be considered and dis- 
cussed in a separate measure. The bill under consideration has for 
its apre object the restoration of the silver dollarof 412} grains as 
a legal tenderin payment of all debts, public and private, with especial 
reference to the payment of the bunds of the act of July 24, 1870, 


which Congress has by a recent concurrent resolution declared paya- 
ble in dollars of that weight and fineness. This amendment proposes 
a conference with other nations, in order to fix the ratio of legal 
tender as between gold and silver; by which, I suppose, all nations 
entering into such conference would be bound. far as the pay- 
ment of the bonds of the act of 1870 goes, there could be no ible 
use for a conference, to fix either the ratio or the standard va be- 
cause whatever ratio might be upon, the silver dollar in which 
those bonds are payable is the dollar of 412} grains, and that is the 
end of that matter. It occurs to me, further, that we do not need 
either the assistance or wisdom of Europe to tell us how man ins 
of gold or how many grains of silver we ought to put in a A pan 

In 1834, 1837, and 1853, when we changed the standard, we were 
able to do so without seeking foreign assistance, and I believe we 
are fully as competent to take care of ourselves in that respect now 
as we were then. This proposition contemplates an alliance with 
foreign nations on the subject of money, from which if it is engaged 
in, it is evident we could not recede at will. Are we prepared at this 
time to consider any proposition looking to such results? I think 
not for several reasons. In the first place, suppose such conference 
was had, and as the results of its deliberations the ratio of gold to 
silver was fixed at 1 to 17, that is, an ounce of gold should be agreed 
upon as equal in value to seventeen ounces of silver; how would such 
an arrangement affect us? Evidently detrimentally, because the 
United States is the great silver-producing country of the world. 

We produce nearly one-half of ali the silver of the world. It is 
therefore to our interest, who have silver to sell, to get as much for 
it as we possibly can. It is just as much to our interest to sell an 
ounce of our silver for a high price in the markets of the world as it 
is to sell wheat, corn, and cotton for a high price; and the smaller 
the difference between gold and silver the higher will be the market 
price of silver. 

I do not say that such conference would result in fixing a ratio 
detrimental to our silver-producing interest, yet I do say that if we 
enter into an mangling alliance with foreign nations on this subject 
such a result is liable to occur, and we will be bound by the action 
of such union, whatever that may be; and it is better, in my opinion, 
to keep out rhb Doge “ paddle our own canoe.” 

While it might be well enough to have an understanding with 
foreign countries as to the value of interchangeable coin currency 
between such countries and ourselves, yet I think it unwise to adopt 
any measure looking to the power of a foreign country, directly or 
remotely, to prescribe what weight, value, or fineness of either a 
gold or silver dollar shall bea legal tender between individuals in 
this country or between citizens of this country and the Government. 
I believe we are fully competent to settle such questions for ourselves, 
without the aid of foreign intervention. There are other objections 
to this amendment that can be u ; and but for the pomiar situ- 
ation in which we are placed, with reference to this bill becoming a 
law, I would vote to disagree to several of the amendments. As it 
stands, however, I think it the part of wisdom for us to agree to the 
bill exactly as it is, and trust to future legislation to remedy what 
does not suit us in this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told that if we remonetize silver the effect 
will be to drive gold from the country. As far as the use of gold as 
a circulating inm among the people is concerned, it wonle make 
but little practical difference if such would be the result; for, as 
everybody knows, gold has not been in use as currency for fifteen 
years. Greenbacks drove gold to the rear long years ago. But will 
the remonetization of silver have that effect, or make gold the more 
valuable as compared with other money? I think not. It is said that 
an inferior currency always drives away the superior, which is true 
in a measure; but in my opinion the argument will not hold in 
this instance, because, first, as a curreney of general use in the cur- 
rent transactions of trade and barter among the masses silver is not 
now and never has been inferior to gold; second, supposing it to be 
the cheaper of the two, it cannot drive out the superior until it 
becomes equal in volume to it, sufficient in quantity to fill up the 
channels of trade, which is not likely to our. 

It has been truthfully remarked that “silver and gold have entirely 
different functions to perform.” Silver, when coined into fractional 
eurrency and dollars, enters into the every-day transactions of life. 
It makes the change at the counter. It is the money paid the poor 
man for his wages and with which he buys food for his family. It 
circulates in every nook and corner of the country; in the hamlet as 
well as the crowded mart; it fills up the small channels of trade and 
commerce. Gold, on the contrary, is the coin with which large trans- 
actions are carried on. It is the coin with which Government bonds 
are bought and in which t speculations are made; it is the coin 
in which Wall street gamblers make and lose fortunes in a day. The 
one is the mammon of the wealthy, the other is the mite of the poor; 
hence it is that, though gold boards and stock exchanges may bull 
gold and quote silver as depreciated, yet the convenience and neces- 
sities of community will always give it a value that enables it to cir- 
enlate at par alongside of gold, and which quotations cannot affect. 
Take the silver ten-cent piece for example. It takes about eleven 
dime pieces to equal a trade-dollar, yet a dime piece everywhere goes 
for ten cents. 

From 1792 until 1873 silver was an unlimited legal-tender coin of 
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this country. During the greater part of that time it commanded a 
premium over gold ranging from 1 to 4 per cent.; and not until it 
was demonetized in 1873 did it fall below gold in commercial value. 
I append a table showing the yearly av value of silver and the 
relative value of gold to silver from 1834 to 1876, inclusive, as follows: 


Table showing the yearly averages of the price of silver from 1834 to 1876. 
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Gentlemen will observe from the foregoing table that until 1873 
the parchasing power of a silver dollar was greater than that of gold 
and the relative value of gold to silver from 1834 to 1873 averaged 
about 1 to 15.61; but as soon as silver was demonetized and shorn of 
its legal-tender power gold went “i and silver went down. Silver 
fell to 93.86, 96.43, and 89.22, in 1874, 1875, and 1876 respectively, and 
the ratio between gold and silver immediately went to 16.17 to 1, 16.58 
to 1, and 17.87 to 1 in favor of gold. Let us once more remonetize sil- 
ver and put it on an equal footing with gold as an unlimited legal 
tender for all debts, publie and private, and I doubt not that it will 
very soon be quoted as the equal of gold. It is needless to say that 
the quantity will become so great as to become the only currency in 
use and a drug in market, because past experience demonstrates that 
under ordinary circumstances such a state of affairs eannot well take 
paoa: There is not gold and silver enough combined to transact the 

usiness of the country, and at no time during the present century 
has the production of silver equaled one-half that of gold. It is said 
that the annual production of silver throughout the world is esti- 
mated at only about $75,000,000, nearly one-half of which is produced 
in po States, while that of gold is more than double that 
amoun 

It appears from the following table, showing the total production 
of gold and silver throughout the world from 1849 to 1877, (which I 
take from a memorial to Congress of the representative bankers of 
New York,) that the total production of gold for the past twenty- 
eight years has been $3,190,125,000, while that of silver has only 
amounted to $1,392,200,000, nearly three dollars to one, 


Total production of gold and silver throughout the world from 1849 to 1877. 
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Total production of gold and silver, §-c.—Continued. 


Years, Gold. Silver. 
29, 520, 000 8, 130, 000 
26, 655, 000 8, 130, 000 
24. 930, 000 8. 130, 000 
24, 970, 000 8, 150, 000 
23, 250, 000 8, 160, 000 
22, 760, C00 #, 540, 000 
21, 550, 000 9, 040, 000 
21, 390; 000 9. £40, 000 
22 600. 000 10, 340, 000 
21. 040 000 10, 390, 000 
24, 220, 000 10, 145, 000 
22. £05, 000 10, 845, 000 
21; 945, 000 10, 045, 000 
21, 245, 000 9. 500, 000 
21; 370; 000 10, 315, 600 
21,400. 600 12, 210, 000 
19, 910, 000 13.050, 000 
19, 240, 000 14, 050, t10 
8. 150, 000 14, 300, 010 
19, 500, 000 16, 100, 000 
000, 18, 000, 000 
13, 000, 000 
278, 440, 000 
81, 322, 200, 000 


Aside from the questionable policy of crippling the great silver pro- 
duction of this country by cheapening its value, it seems clear tomy 
mind that so long as the mines and mints of the world continue to 
produce two to three dollars in gold to one of silver we need entertain 
no very serious apprehensions that $1 in silver will drive three of 
gold out of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, as to whether the demonetization of silver and the 
destruction of its legal-tender power was accomplished by frand, I 
have but a word to say. I believe it was the culmination of a scheme 
devised by the holders of the public debt for the purpose of appreci- 
ating the value of their investments, ess of the ruinous conse- 
quences that might follow. I believe the scheme was accomplished 
with a full understanding and through the mutual operations of the 
capitalists of E and this country. The Bankers’ Magazine for 
August, 1873, contains the following important item: 

In 1872, silver being demonetized in Germany, England, and Holland, a 
capital of £100,000 ($500,000) was raised, and Ernest Serd, of Loudon, was sent to 
this conntry with this fund as the agent of the foreign bondholders and capitalists 
to effect the same object, w was successful. 

It would seem by the foregoing that Mr. Seyd came to this coun- 
try with $500,000 in his pocket to whisper in the ears of our states- 
men that it was to our interest to put silver out of the way and adopt 
the single standard in this country. Whether the demonetization of 
silver which followed his arrival in this country was the result of 
his convincing and substantial arguments I will not undertake to 
say, but that he furnished our statesmen with valuable suggestions, 
we know to be a fact from the declaration of Mr. Hooper in the 
House, He said: 

Mr. Ernest Seyd, of London, a distinguished writer, who has given great atten- 
tion to the subject of mints and coinage, after examining the first draught of the 
bill, farnished many valuable suggestions which have been incorporated in this bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question of how silver came to be demone- 
tized or what influences were brought to bear in order to accomplish 
the result is at present of but little moment. We have the accom- 
plished fact with the ruinous results that followed before us. By that 
single act of legislation the people were deprived of one-half their 
means to pay their debts. It struck down and debased silver coin 
and required people to pay their debts in gold or its equivalent. 

It has been the prolific parent of disaster and bankruptcy, pauper- 
izing the well-to-do and starving the poor. Cries of distress come 
up to us from all quarters, asking relief for a suffering people, aud I 
warn gentlemen that the time has come when Congress can no longer 
turn a deaf ear to the petition of the people. They are demanding 
bread and the means of subsistence. I believe that Congress has tho 
means by appropriate legislation to ameliorae and eventually eure 
the financial distress with which our country is at present afilicted. 
I believe that the e of the bill now under consideration is a- 
step in that direction, and that we should not hesitate one moment 
in the discharge of so important a duty. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of this country, through their Representa- 
tives in Congress, having so recently declared in terms so emphatic 
as not to be misunderstood— 

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued under 
the acts of Congress approved July 14. 1870, and January 14, 1873, are payable, 
principal and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in 
silver dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a nen ten- 
der in payment of said bonds, Redcar aen and interest, is not in violation of the pub - 
lie faith nor in derogation of rights of the public creditor. 

To my mind it conclusively becomes our duty to take immediate 
steps, not only by the passage of what is known as the Bland bill to 
remonetize silver and restore its legal-tender character, but by such 
other legislation as may be found necessary for that purpose, to pro- 
vide the people with a sufficient currency to meet the wants of trade 
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and prepare for the payment of the public debt as rapidly as the pros- 
ponty and business interests of the country will permit. In discuss- 
ing the bill now before the Honse, we necessarily drift into an argu- 
ment of the whole subject embraced in the concurrent resolution re- 
cently adopted by Congress, for the importance of the whole sabject 
lies in the proposition to make the bonds of the United States payable 
in silver as well as gold coin. In discussing the right of the Govern- 
ment in this instance to pay off its bonded indebtedness in a coin of 
less commercial value than gold, the question presents itself as involy- 
ing a double consideration: First, has the Government by a fair con- 
struction of the provisions of the act under which the bonds were sold 
the technical legal right to make them payable in silver coin of the 
standard weight and fineness of silver coin then a legal tender? Sec- 
ond, if the Government has the technical legal right so to do, will the 
exercise of such right be in violation of public faith toward the bond- 
holder, in derogation of his rights as a public creditor, or against the 
better interests of the Government and the people? 

From a careful consideration of this subject, I have fully concluded 
in my own mind that by the terms of the act of July 14, 1870, known 
as the “ refunding act,” and the act of January 14, 1875, providing for 
the resumption of specie payment under which these bonds were is- 
sued, the United States is fully authorized and empowered to make 
them payable in silver coin of the standard weight and fineness of 
July 14, 1870, which clearly were dollars of the weight of 4123 grains, 
nine-tenths fine; and to my mind it follows that with the Govern- 
ment, as with individuals, that exercise of a clearly defined legal 
right which results in the performance of a contract in accordance 
with its express terms can never be said to be in violation of good 
faith, unless the contract itself was induced by fraud or misrepre- 
sentation, or its performance according to its strict letter would oper- 
ate in the nature of a fraud reaching back to its inception. Let us 
examine the laws under which those bonds were issued and see what 
the contract was and whetherits enforcement would operate as a fraud 
on the holders of the bonds. The statute of July 14, 1870, forms the 
contract under which the holders of bonds issued pursuant to it pur- 
chased them. It isalso the basis of the contract for the issue of bonds 
under the act of July 14, 1875, because the act of 1875 required all 
bonds issued in pursuance of its provisions to be of the description 
uf bonds of the act of 1870, so that a purchaser of bonds under the 
act of 1875 acquired no higher right or stood on no better footing 
with respect to the manner of their payment than a purchaser under 
the act of 1870. Ile was directed by the act itself to the law of 1870 
as containing the terms upon which payment wonld be made. I quote 
from the language of the act of 1875 providing for the issue of said 
bonds, as follows: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasnry to and de for the re- 
demption in this act 3 or required, be i anthorized eae any surplus 
revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and to 
issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, either of the descriptious of 
bonds of the United States described in the act of Congress 8 uly 14. 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refanding of the national debt.” with like quali- 
ere and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry prey act into fall 


It will be seen very clearly that purchasers were advised by the 
foregoing provisions that they were buying bonds “of the descrip- 
tion of bonds of the United States provided for by the act of 1870, 
with like qualities, privil and exemptions,” and that whatever 
was provided in the act of [870 with respect to payment must govern 
the payment of their bonds. Let us look, then, at the terms of the 
act of 1870 and see what the contract was in regard to payment. Let 
ns inquire, by the terms of the written instrament itself, just in what 
kind of money the Government promised to pay the holders of its 
bonds. The following is the act of July 14, 1870: 


De it enacted, de., That the e Bed the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
issuo, in a sum or sums not exeeedin: the aggregate $200,000,000, coupon or reg- 
istered bonds of the United States, in such form as he may prescribe, and of de- 
nominations of $50 or some multiple of that anm, redeemable in coin of the present 
standard value, at the pleasure of the United States, after ten years from the date 
of their issue, and bearing interest, payable semi-annually in such coin, at the rate 
of 5 per cent. pe annum; also a sum or sums not exceeding in the aggregate 
$00,000,000 of like bonds, the same in all respects, but payable, at the pleasure of 
the United States, after fifteen years from the date of their issue, and ing in- 
terest at the rate of 44 per cent. per annum; also a sum or sums not exceeding in 
the aggregate 61,000,000,L00 of like bonds, the same in all respeets, but payable, at 
the 3 of the United States, after thirty years from the date of their issue, 
and ting interest at tho rate of 4 per cent. annum; all of which said several 
classes of s and the interest thereon s be exempt from the payment of all 
taxes or duties of the United States. as well as from taxation in any form by or 
under State, nmnicipal, or local authority; and the said bonds shall have set forth 
and expressed upon their faco the above-specitied conditions, and shall, with their 
coupons, be made payable at the Treasury of the United States. Dut nothing ia 
this act, or in any other law now in force, shall be coustrned to anthorize any in- 
crease whatever of tho bonded debt of the United States. 

Sec, 2. Aad be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the is hereby 
authorized to sell and dispose of any of the bonds issned under this act, at not less 
than their par valuo for coin. and to apply the proceeds thereof to the redemption 
of any of the bonds of the United States outstanding. nd known as 5,20 bonds, at 
their par value, or he may exchange the samo for such 5.20 bouds, par for par; but 
the bonds hereby authorized sual! be used for no other purpose whatsoever; and a 
sam not exceeding one half of 1 per cent. of the bonds in authorized is hereby 
n to pay the expense of preparing, issuing, advertising, and disposing 
0 © same. 1 — 


Mr. Speaker, the provisions of the foregoing act are clear and ex- 
plicit. They contain no ambiguous expressions or words of obscure 


meaning requiring the interposition of a court to define them. Never 
Was à contract more clearly or carefully worded, or the righs and 


obligations of both creditor and debtor more definitely and clearly 
defined. The act purports to be an act to authorize the refunding of 
the national debt. It provides for the issue and sale of not exceed- 
ing $200,000,000 coupon or registered bonds bearing interest at the rate 
of 5 per cent. in coin payable at the option of thesGovernmenf in ten 


years, and not ex ing $300,000,000 bearing 4} per cent. interest 
payable in fifteen years, and not exceeding $1,000,000,000 bearing 4 
per cent. payable in thirty years, redeemable in coin at the present 
standard value at the pleasure of the United States. Not in the stand- 
ard value of coin at the end of ten years, when the first lot of bonds 
would become due; not in the standard value of coin at the end of 
fifteen or thirty years, when the second and third installments would 
be payable, but in the present standard value, the standard value 
of coin, mark you, on that 14th day of July, 1870, when the contract 
was made. So careful were the parties to the contract that there 
should be no misunderstanding abont the matter that it was expressly 
provided that all “ the bonds should have set forth and expressed upon 
their face the above specified conditions.” 

In giving construction to the terms of this plainly written law one 
would reasonably conclude that all that Sole be needed to definitely 
settle the rights of the parties under it, so far as the payment of the 
bonds is concerned, would be to ascertain either from the language 
of the act itself, or from the laws then in force, what was meant by 
the word “coin” as used in the act, and what the standard value of 
such coin then was. This is perhaps the first instance in our history 
that it has been found necessary in the discussion of a financial 
measure to grope around, seeking out a definition of the word “coin” 
as applied to the precious metals in this country. In all former legis- 
lation, and on all occasions when courts have beeu called on to give 
construction to acts of Congress respecting the currency, the term 
“coin” has been understood to mean gold and silver; and not until 
recently, since silver has become depreciated in the markets by legis- 
lation demonetizing it, and the agitation of the question of the right 
of the Government to discharge its indebtedness in that metal, has 
it ever been questioned by anybody tbat coin in this country meant 
gold and silver coin. Both gold and silver having been a legal tender 
to an unlimited amount ever since the formation of our Government 
until 1873, and in current use as the standard of value in this coun- 
try, it would occur to me, in a legal point of view, that the use of 
the term “coin,” without words of limitation or restriction, in any 
act of Congress prior to 1873 would necessarily embrace both of the 
precious metals. j 

But it is said that the word “coin” used in the act of 1870 meant 
gold coin, because the silver dollar of 412} grains had substantially 
gone out of circulation; and that it is not fair to presume that Con- 
gress in using the term “coin” had reference to a coin not in nse as 
currency, and which bad ceased to exist except as pocket pieces. I 
answer, that at that time gold was not any more a circulating medium 
than silver; both had gone out of use as such; the one us much as 
the other; neither was used except as a standard by which otber val- 
hes were measured, and that it would be a forced construction indeed 
to say that because of the scarcity at the time of either the one or 
the other, that Congress had reference to the one which happened at 
the time being to be the more abundant of the two. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary for us to speculate and theo- 
rize on this subject. We have abundance of evidence as to what was 
meant by Congress in using the term “ coin,” to be found not only in 
the expressions of opinion by prominent members of Congress at the 
time, but we have the solemn act of Con itself, giving a defi- 
nite and certain expression as to what kind of coin the Government 
intended, and in good faith was bound to redeem its bonded indebt- 
edness in—supplemented by the judicial decision of the highest author- 
ity in the land, the Supreme Court of the United States—forever set- 
tling by judicial construction exactly what the word “coin” meant 
in that connection. 

By the acts of Congress under which the 5.20 bonds and Treasury 
notes were issued it was stipulated in express terms that said bonds 
were redeemable in “Jawfal money”—or Jegal-tender notes—and I 
venture the remark that without an exception at the time everybody 
thought they were to be paid in the same kind of currency with which 
they were purchased. Nobody disputed it. Leading members of 
Congress in both Houses, prominent among whom was the ebhairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means in the House, asserted in the 
strongest language that such was the law. During the whole de- 
bate in the House and Senate not a word can be found by which it 
was claimed by anybody that the principal of these bonds was pay- 
able in gold or silver; the only question that seemed to admit of dis- 
cussion was as to the expediency of making the interest payable in 
coin; for it was admitted without question that unless coin payment 
of interest was expressly stipulated for, the interest like the priu- 
cipal would be payable in lawful money, which then was and still is 
legal-tender notes, commonly called grecubacks. Senator Fessenden, 
year piece of the Senate Finance Committee, so admitted when he 
said: 


Tnleas the Senate amendment ranteeing the payment of interest in coin is 
adopted, all interest on bonds and notes will bo payable in lawful money, 


Mr. Speaker, the very fact that it was found necessary to so word 
the language of the law as to secure the payment of interest in coin 
affords almost a conelysive presumption that it was intended that 
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the principal was not payable in the same kind of money, else why 
make the interest payable in coin? 75 X 

Jay Cooke, principal financial agent of the Government for the sale 
of those bonds, acting no doubt on the general understanding that 
they were to be so paid, was permitted, without objection or contra- 
diction, to advertise the fact all over the country, if my recollection 
serves me right, (and I only speak from 3 that the ten- 
forties were the only bonds of which both principal and interest 
were payable in coin. Yet what followed? Seven years after this 
great war debt had been contracted, as I have attempted to show, on 
as definite and plain a contract and understanding as ordinary lan- 
guage could well make it; long after the books had been posted and 
the exact amount of our bonded and other indebtedness ascertained ; 
at a time when it was no longer necessary to borrow more money or 
issue more bonds, except perhaps to reduce the rate of interest; at a 
time when the period of uncertainty had passed and the public credit 
needed no strengthening, and when it was no longer a question of 
doubt, either as to the purpose or ability of the Government to dis- 
charge all its just obligations exactly in accordance with the terms 
of the contracts under which they had been created; at a time when 
the revenues were more than sufficient to meet all the expenses of 
the Treasury, the gentlemen who had availed themselves of the op- 
portunity to buy in the Government bonds with the depreciated paper 
of the Government, worth at the time fifty to sixty cents on the dol- 
lar, all at once made the important discovery that the public credit 
needed strengthening, that doubts existed somewhere or in the minds 
of somebody, nobody knew just where or how, but that they existed, 
no matter where, as to the purpose of the Government to discharge 
its just obligations with the right kind of money. So in order to 
give the Government backbone in this matter and forever set at rest 
the supposed question of uncertainty as to what kind of money the 
bonds were to be paid in, (which no one before then entertained a 
doubt in regard to,) and at the same time increase their capital in the 
snug little sum of about $500,000,000, they secured the passage by 
Congress of an act entitled “An act to strengthen the publie credit,” 
&c., but which more properly should have been called “An act to 
increase the burdens of the people of the United States and change 
the value of the public debt.” This precious piece of legislation reads 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, de, That in order to remove any doubt as to the purpose of the Gov- 
ernment to discharge all its just obligations to the public creditors and to settle 
conflicting questions and interpretations of the laws, by virtue of which such obli- 

tions have been contracted, it is hereby provided and declared that the faith of 

he United States is solemnly pledged to the payment, in cwin or its equivalent, of 
all the obligations of the United States not bearing interest. known as United States 
notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except in 


cases where law authorizing the issue of any such obligation has expressly pro- 
vided that the same be paid in lawful money or other currency than gold and silver, 


By the foregoing declaratory act it will be seen that by a single 
perfidious act of legislation the bonded debt was changed from a legal 
tender toa “coin” basis. Although at that time the silver dollarof 4124 
verte was the standard by which all other valnes, even that of gold 

tself, were measured, and although no one then for a moment sup- 
that the term “coin” excluded silver coin, yet we are now told 
that every dollar of our bonds and notes is to be paid in gold coin. 
Did any one then question that the term “ coin,” used in the infamous 
act of 1869, meant anything else than gold and silver coin? When 
Congress was su poset to be settling forever aud aye that our bonded 
debt was payable in coin, did any one suppose that gold coin alone 
was meant? What definition of the word “ coin,” as used in that act, 
did prominent participators in that perfidions piece of legislation 
themselves give? Secretary Sherman then said: 

What is the first section of this bill! It is simply a solemn pledge of the United 

States that all the obligations of the United States, notes and bonds, shall be paid 


in gold and silver coin, except only those where the Jaw expressly provides that 
they shall be paid in lawful money. 


And afterward, in further disenssing the benefits and blessings of 
specie payments, how glowingly he descants on the enduring and 
unchangeable value of silver coin? He then said: 

Since the earliest records of humanity, gold and silver have been employed as 
the equivalent for effecting exchanges. From Solon to our day, innumerable at- 
tempts have been malle to substitute something else as money, but in spite of all 

old and silver have maintained their exclusive dominion as the money of man- 

ind. The gold in the shield of Achilles, the shokels that bought the field at Mach- 
pelah, the pieces of silver tho price of the blood of our Saviour, will be current 
coin when the completed history of nations now rising into greatness will be folded 
away among the records of time. 

And again, in further discussing the subject with reference to the 
resumption of specie payments, he used this language: 

The honor of the country, the good faith of the nation, tho interests of the 
laborer, the rich and the poor, all classes, demand that we should resume specie 

ments as early as possible and place ali the obligations of the people of the 

Inited States upon the solid basis of gold and silver coin. 


Mr. Speaker, taking the clear and unambiguons langnage of the 
act of 1869, together with the explicit declarations of opinion that I 
have given, we might safely rest our case without seeking further 
for an understanding of what was meant by the word “ coin” in con- 
nection with the payment of our public debt. But in order to dispel 
whatever doubt may yet exist on the subject, Jet me call attention to 
a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of 
Kank rs. Supervisors, rendered in December, 1868, and to be found 
reported in 7 Wallace, 30, in which the court gives a settled construc- 


2 t eal 
tion to the word “coin.” In discussing the provisions of tho act provid- 
ing for the issue and payment of the legal-tender notes the court says: 

The dollar note is an engagement to} y a dollar, and the dollar intended is the 


coin dollar of the United States, which is a certain quantity in weight and fineness 
of gold or silver, authenticated as such by the stamp of Government, 


Concluding, then, that the term “coin” as used in the act embraced 
both gold and silver, we have but to ascertain what the standard 
“weight and fineness” then was, and we will have arrived precisely 
at how many grains of gold or silver was stipulated should be paid 
for each dollar of the bonds when they respectively became due; for 
mark you, as between the parties to the contract, the Government 
which sold the bonds and the bondholder who bought them, the terms 
of payment are as fixed and certain as language can make them, 

These terms provide for payment at certain periods of certain de- 
terminate weights of gold or silver of a certain fineness, which then 
represented the standard value of a dollar in coin. Neither the United 
States nor its bondholders could enter on the region of fature pros- 
pective values, as to how much gold would be worth in silver, or sil- 
ver worth in gold, or both worth in commodities, ten, twenty, or 
thirty years thence. Questions of value had nothing to do with the 
contract. Nobody can deny that gold dollars and silver dollars were 
a legal tender and standard coins when the bonds were issued. The 
payment of the bonds in either metal was placed by the contract 
utterly beyond dispute or hazard. The Government might in the 
mean time, before the maturity of the bonds, alter the standard value 
of gold or silver or both, as it frequently had done before, both in 
respect to weight and fineness of tho precious metals; or might, as 
it had done before, make something else than gold and silver a legal 
tender. Yet such change would in no wise affect the holders of these 
bonds. Why? Because it was plainly stipulated in the letter of the 
contract and printed on the face of the bonds themselves, as I said 
before, just how many grains of gold or silver of a particular fineness 
every dollar of the bonds should be paid in, to wit, of the standard 
weight and fineness of July 14, 1870. 

Does anybody doubt that the value and effect of each particular 
word, phrase, and sentence of that act was carefully considered and 
fully weighed by the bond-purchasers, for whose interest and protit 
those terms of payment were so varefally guarded? To so doubt would 
be to forget the lessous of cunning and thrift so dearly taught us by 
those astute money-lenders in their former transactions with the Gov- 
ernment. No; at the time that law was framed silver was worth 
more than gold; at that time both gold and silver commanded a pre- 
mium over greenbacks. Prior to that time the Supreme Court had 
decided that the term “ coin” meant gold and silver of certaiu weight 
and fineness, authenticated as such by the stamp of the Government. 
For fifty years preceding that time, the production of gold through- 
out the world had been about three times that of silver in quantity, 
and during all of that period silver had commanded a premium over 
gold ranging from 1 to4 per cent.; and I have no doubt that, not then 
supposing that silver would ever fall bélow either gold or paper in 
value, the gentlemen in whose interest that act was passed supposed 
that the provision for payment in “coin” of acertain standard weight 
and fineness seenred for them beyond cavil gold or silver, worth one 
hundred cents on the dollar, beyond the power of future legislation to 
alter or destroy. As recently put by Senator COCKRELL on the floor 
of the Senate: 


With bead stipe time fixed by law and by the bond, tho bond-purchaser knew 
the exact weight and fineuess of the silver or gold coin called u dollar“ in his 
bond, and in Which his bond would bo paid; and that, although Congress, influenced 
by the whims or prejudices of the poopie or in the exercise of its just constitutional 
power, migas lawfully declare a coin of gold 25.8 grains, nine-tenths fine, or a silver 
coin of 4124 grains, nine-tenths tine, to of the standard value of $2 or $1.50 or 
oe other sum greater or less than §1, yet such act of Congress could not affect the 
dollar of his bond. x 

The bond-purchaser know that the dollar named in his bond, and thereby prom- 
ised to be paid to him, was a silver coin of 412} grains, nine-tenths fine, or a gold 
coin of 25.3 grains, nine-tenths fine, unchangeab:y fixed, sure and steadfast and 
react ing into all futurity. s 


Why should the bond-purchaser not be required to comply with 
the law under which he bought his bonds? What guod reason is 
there, I would like to inquire, for applying one rule in transactions 
between individuals and a different one between tle Government 
and the bondholder? Does it lie in his mouth now to complain if 
Congress, in the exercise of a doubtful policy, should construe the 
provisions of a former act favorably to the peopie, though strictly 
according to the letter of its terms? Congress exercised thé same 
power in 1869 in his favor and ho accepted the fruits, and he is now 
estopped to ooy its jurisdiction, When that act was passed, chang- 
ing a greenback debt into a coin debt, by which the bondholder 
gained and the Government lost about 500,000,000, I notice he ac- 
cepted the proceeds with complacent satisfaction, I have always 
questioned the power of Congress to assume judicial authority in giv- 
ing construction to laws. It did so, however, in 1869 iu the interest 
and for the protection of the bondholder; and if it should legislate 
a little now in the same way in the interest and for the protection 
vf the people, he has no cause to complain, at all events. 

But it is urged that if the Government has the power under the 
strict letter of the law to discharge its indebtedness in silver, that to 
do so would be a violation of pood faith and fair dealing, because we 
are told that at the time the law was enacted silver had gone ont of 
use as currency, and was therefore not contemplated in using the 


1268 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 21, 


word “coin;” that it was not expected by the Government or con- 
templated by the bond-purchaser that payment was to be made in 
silver. A few days ago the distinguished Senator from Maine in dis- 
cussing this point said: 

I only want to 2 one word before I give my vote, which is against the resolu- 
tion, and it is this, that I believe it is not strengthening the public credit nor the 
interest of the public creditor to deny that on the letter of the statute these bonds 
are payable in either coin. I cannot vote for the declaration of the Senator from 
‘Vermont | Mr. Epuusps) because I do not believe that to be the plain letter of the 
law. I intend in my humble way to show if I can, when the silver bill comes up, 
that it is not to tho interest of the United States to take advantage of the letter of 
the law—that is the pouse I put myself on—but that the bonds are payable in 
either coin upon the letter of the law seems to me to be just as plain as the alpha- 
bet. I intend, as I repeat, to attempt to show that it is not interest of this 
country to take advantage of that simple letter. 


It is true that when the act of 1870 was passed silver had gone out 
of use as currency. So had gold. One was no more a circulating me- 
dium than the other. The only currency then in use was a paper cur- 
tency. Every commodity was bought and sold on that basis; gold 
and silver cut no figure in transactions, except as a standard by which 
other values were measured. How, then, can it be- said that the par- 
ties contemplated the one any more than the other? Gold being now 
more valuable than silver it is urged that payment should be made 
in that metal. Silver was then more valuable than gold; why did 
not the bondholders then contemplate being paid in silver 

The President in his annual message at the opening of the present 
session says: 

The power of the United States to coin money and to regulate the value thereof 
ought never to be exercised for the purpose of enabling the Government to pay its 
ebli tions in a coin of less value that contemplated by the parties when the 
bonds were issued. 

I am somewhat surprised to hear such reasons assigned. Whoever 
before heard of the expectations or verbal understandings of parties 
being gravely urged to defeat the plainly worded terms of a written 
contract? What have the expectations of either the Government or 
the bond purchaser to do with it or what has the value of the coin 
with which payment is to be made to do with the question, when the 
exact weight and fineness of each dollar are named? But, Mr. Speaker, 
whatever doubt existed on this subject has long since been settled 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. We all know that prior 
to the enactment of what is known as the legal-tender law all con- 
tracts were made on a coin basis, with the expectation of payment 
being made in gold or silver. When Congress passed the legal-tender 
act creditors were forced to accept nbacks, worth fifty and sixty 
cents on the dollar, for what cost A 81 in gold or silver. It was 
urged that this law was unconstitutional, inasmuch as it impaired 
the obligations of contracts, and unjust and unfair because it was not 
eg. by the creditor or contemplated by the debtor that the one 
would be compelled to receive or the other permitted to pay money of 
less value than that contemplated by the parties when their contract 
was made. But the Supreme Conrt decided that the expectations of 
the parties to a contract had nothing to do with it, I quote from the 
decision of the court, to be found in 12 Wallace, Supreme Court Re- 
ports, page 548, in the case of Knox va. Lee, known as the legal-tender 
case. The court say: 


be accepted. It is true that under the acts a debtor, who became such before they 
were passed, may discharge his debt with the notes authorized by them, and the 
creditor is compelled to receive such notes in discharge of his claim. But whether 
the obligation of the contract is thereby weakened can be determined only after 
considering what was the contract obligation. It was not a duty to pay gold or 
silver or the kind of money recognized by law at the time when the contract was 
made. Nor was it a duty to pay money of equal intrinsic value in the market. 
(We k now of contracts to pay money generally, not contracts to pay some 
specifically defined species of money ) The expectations of the creditor and the 
anticipations of the debtor may have been that the contract would be discharged 
= the payment of coined metals, but neither the expectation of one y to 
the contract respecting its fruits nor the anticipations of the other constitute its 
obligation. There isa well-recognized distinction between the expectation of the 
parties to a contract and the duty imposed by it. Were it not so the expectation 
of results would be always equivalent to a binding engagement that they should 
follow. But the obligation of a contract to pay money is to pay that which the 
law shall ze as money when payment is to be made. there is anything 
settled by decision it is this, and we do not understand it to be controverted. 

No one ever doubted that a debt of $1,000, contracted before 1834, could be paid 
by one hundred eagles coined after that year, though they contained no more gold 
than ninety-four eagles such as were coined when the contract was made, and this 
not because of the intrinsic value of the coin, but because of its legal value. 


Mr, Speaker, could the argument of the hoe be answered in 
more fitting terms than by the language of the Supreme Court from 
which I have just quoted? The questions are identical. The same 
objections are area now that were urged then, but the equities be- 
tween the two bear no comparison. In the one case enforced pay- 
ment in depreciated currency was brought about by the enactment 
of a law in which the creditor can be said to have had no direct 
agency ; in the other, payment is made pursuant to alaw under which 
he contracted and of which he had a full understanding. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told that the passage of this bill will be a con- 
summate outrage of the Government toward its creditors. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr 3 in his recent speech on 
the floor of this House characterized the bill as a proceeding to legal- 


ize a clipped dollar and make ninety cents’ worth of silver a legal 
tender for an honest gold dollar. To pay the bondholder in any other 
coin than gold is with him rank repudiation. 


Whatever else may be said, it cannot be denied that the honorable 
gentleman does not hesitate to boldly denounce everybody in favor 
of any currency except gold as repudiators and coin-elippers. Let 
me put a case. Suppose at the time the 5.20 bonds were issued the 
—- had invested the sum of five hundred silver dollars (which 

e now so much despises) in the purchase of a one-thonsand-dollar 
Government bond, which he could have done. After drawing his semi- 
annual interest in coin on $1,000 for six or seven years, Congress in 
1869 steps in and an act, not clipping the gentleman’s silver- 
dollar investment, but raising it from $500 to one thousand, I want to 
inquire of the gentlemen whether he considers it rank repudiation, 
if now, when he comes to be paid he is obliged to take one thousand 
silver dollars for what he originally paid only five hundred in the same 
set ap should silver be worth ten cents on the dollar less than 


[During the remarks of Mr. FINLEY the hammer fell, and leave was 

nted him to print his entire speech as above.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this discussion be 
continued for one hour longer than the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
STEPHENS] is entitled to under the rule. [Cries of No!“ “No!” 
from all parts of the Hall.] If there is any objection I will with- 
draw the Serpe (Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield for three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should like to know from gentlemen 
who opposed this bill in the first instance and in the Senate, as a stab 
to the public credit, why it is that since it has passed the Senate our 
bonds have gone up and gold has gone down? It is a pity we could 
not discuss that. 

I would like to have silver have fair play with gold. They should 
run pari passu. I know that our subsidiary-coin bill provides that 
the seigniorage shall be paid by the man who owns the bullion; but 
that might be hereafter modified, Lintroduced a bill for that purpose 
at the extra session, and it was referred to the appropriate committee. 

I stand upon the principle that gold and silver shall walk hand in 
hand in their financial function, and it is but just and fair to both of 
them that they should have equal chances; otherwise, the results 
expected may fail. But I have not time to discuss that, except to 
say that although this bill does not come up to the standard which I 
marked out, I will stand upon the old equitable principle that if you 
cannot get the very best thing then take the best youcan get. It 
is the doctrine cy pres. I believe this measure, even as amended, is 
the best we can now get. Under and subject to our Constitution we 
have the right to amend all our laws. Are not all of our enactments 
revokable, and may they not be supplemented? I trust that if neces- 
sary in the future fresh legislation may cure any defect that may be 
discovered in the measure about to pass the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georg a. I now yield half a minute to the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. ITALE.] 

Mr. HALE. I shall vote for the motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr] to lay this bill and the amendments upon the 
table. I expect, however, that motion will be badly beaten. I shall 
then vote for the amendments of the Senate, which coutain au im- 
provement opon a very bad bill, to wbich I am opposa, 

Mr. BUTLER. I thank the gentleman for his frankness. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield for a minute to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT. ] 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to enter a protest against concurring in the 
ameudments of the Senate, for these reasons: ` 

First. That the Senate amendments make a discrimination against 
the silver dollar, subjecting it tothe mint charge for coinage as charged 
for the 8 of subsidiary silver coinage—and this after making 
the silver dollar a standard coin equal in its legal-tender qualities to 
gold coin. The effect of which mint charge is a tax on silver bullion 
calculated to restrict the coinage and circulation of silver and drive 
it from the country and to create an antagonism between the two 
standard coins of the country. 

Second. That the restriction on silver coinage is a declaration to 
the nation’s creditors that the mints of the United States shall be 
operated principally in their favor in the free coinage of gold. 

Third. That the Senate amendment providing for an international 
commission will, bly, result in more effectually mortgaging our 
country to English and German bondholders, so that they may get an 
advantage of 10 per cent. in favor of their bonds by adopting the 
English standard of gold. 

For these and other reasons I am op to these amendments. If 
they are crammed down our thrvats, then I will appeal “from Philip 
drunk to Philip sober” and carry the war before the people. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER.) 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do not desire to make a speech on this question 
at this time. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous consent for 
myself and others to have printed in the Recorb any remarks which 
I or they may desire to submit on this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. For how long a time is that advantage to extend? 

Mr. BUCKNER. A reasonable time. 

No objection was made, and leave was granted accordingly, [Sere 
Angee 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield to the gentleman frum 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] fur two minutes. 


1878. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I cannot vote for the second amendment of the 
Senate to the House bill, for the reason that it strikes ont the free- 
coinage provision of the original bill and limits the amount of silver 
dollars to be coined to not less than two million dollars’ worth nor 
more than four million dollars’ worth per month. And with the 
present Secretary of the Treasury, who is opposed to silver except as 
subsidiary coin, the minimum limit will be the maximum also. The 
same amendment anthorizes the Secretary to purchase bullion and 
coin it into silver dollars, but it does not require him to pay out one 
dollar of the silver coin, The original bill provided for putting silver 
coin in circulation among the people at once and as fast as the mints 
could coin it. This bill, as now amended, does not put a single silver 
dollar in circulation ; on the contrary, it leaves every dollar coined 
in the vaults of the Treasury, where the Secretary may and undoubt- 
edly will hoard it until the Ist day of January next, the day fixed for 
the resumption of specie payments. Then he will pay it out only as 
greeribacks may be presented for redemption. He can then cancel 
and destroy a nback dollar for every silver dollar put in circula- 
tion. And this amended bill is about to be passed as a measure of 
immediate relief to the distracted business interests of the country ! 

I am also opposed to the Senate amendment authorizing the Presi- 
dent to invite other nations to join in an international monetary con- 

but my time will not permit further remarks in reference to it. 

Nine-tenths of the people demand of their representatives the pas- 
sage of an act remonetizing the silver dollar, anthorizing its free and 
unlimited coi: „and making it a full legal tender for all oan 
Will they be satistied with this half-way measure, which while it re- 
monetizes de; es silver and locks up in the vaults of tho Treasury 
the whole coinage, as if silver were something unſit for circulation 
among the people? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. 1 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, it is a fundamental principle in a free 

overnment like ours that the people are the only sovereigns, and that 

aw-makers, executors of the laws, and all who exercise official func- 
tions are their servants and amenable to them. In such a government 
there should, as a fixed principle, be no such thing as class legislation. 
Bat if by perversion of this principle such legislation should have 
existence it is certainly to be oxpected that it would be in the direc- 
tion of fostering the interests of the great masses of the people; 
that the general welfare of the millions of laboring poor men would 
be carefully looked after by legislators, while it might occur that 
interests of the comparatively few rich men should not receive 
such careful attention; or, to express it more boldly, that the labor 
and muscle of the country would receive the fullest consideration 
and be most thoroughly protten even though it be somewhat at 
the expense of capital and the capitalist. In such a government the 
doctrine of “the greatest good to the greatest number“ is not inapt, 
but is full of import, and as natural as the flowing water in the 
stream. 

In the discussion of the question now under consideration it will 
be my purpose to show that these seemingly well-founded presump- 
tions have not only failed of realization, but the order is reversed, 
and that all national legislation on this financial question has been 
constantly in the interest of the few men of wealth and to the preju- 
dice and against the interests of the millions of laboring poor men; 
that the capital and the capitalists of the country have received the 
constant care and protection of Congress while labor and its produc- 
tions have been paralyzed by its legislation. 

In this connection I beg to present a brief extract from a speech 
delivered in the Senate on the 10th day of December, 1877, by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, Hon. A. G. TourMAN. He says: 

Mr. President, I have been nearly nine years in the Senate of the United States, 
and if there has been any financial legislation here for the benefit of the widow and 
tho orphan and the ee have been too obtuse to discover it. I have 
known a good deal of legislation here that I thought was adverse to the interests 
of tho widow and tho orphan and the laboring classes, but any that was in favor of 
thoso classes bas escaped my observation according to my poor capacity. 

Allow me to add my testimony to that of the distinguished Senator 
and additionally thereto to defy the oe of any legislative act 
for ba’ last decade that was not in the interest of and controlled by 

capital. 

ir, the country has become heartily tired of the fine-spun meta- 
physical disquisitions and speculative theories that have been so 
freely indulged in here and elsewhere in the discussion of this ques- 
tion. There is a conviction in the public mind that these are instru- 
ments used only by skillful tricksters to make the right appear wrong 
and the wrong appear right, and that honesty and truth come to the 
solation of all grave questions such as this with a bold front and with 
ractical simplicity. Further, sir, in my judgment the public mind 
as failed to be much enlightened by the array of foreign precedents 
so lavishly paraded, and which confuse and befog us through windy 
discussion as to what they are and what they mean. Our financial 
problem is a practical an uliarly an American question, feit and 
understood by the people from an American stand-point. We have 
had enough and too much of discussion on French finance and English 
finance, French writers and English writers. For, admit the fact that 
the experience of the past may furnish good lessons to guide us in 
the future, and that the experiences of other nations may be fruit- 
ful sources from which to form correct opinions with respect to our 
own course, yet in considering them we deduce directly opposite con- 
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clusions by losing sight of the differences of time and place and the 
differences in fcrm of government and other surroundings of these 
countries and our own. 

France has not been and is not now a government of the people, 
suchasours. Her political ethics, her productions and industries, are 
not like ours. Her history in the past and her condition now are by 
no means similar. And in nearly or quite all of these England is 
equally as dissimilar. Hence the consideration of their financial poli- 
cies serve, as it seems to me, to produce confusion, and are not prac- 
tical. But it is practical to inquire who in our own country are on 
one side of this question and who on the other? Who are in favor of 
the financial legislation of the last sixteen years and for its retention, 
and who against it and for its repeal? Is it not true that the moneyed 
interests, capitalists, bankers, bondholders, and the localities under 
their control and influenced by them are for it, while the laboring. 
producing, and industrial classes are against it and urging its repeal 
or modification? The one class comprises the rich few, the other the 
poor laboring millions. Now, if this be so, does it not show beyond 
precedents or speculative theories the duties of and paths to be pur- 
sued by the representatives of the people in the premises ? 


BONDS. 

The press and orators representing the bondholding element, in 
order to evade the just odium attaching to the favoritism extended 
to that beg habe ag to produce the false impression that the inter- 
est-bearing bonds are largely held at home by the industrial classes, 
and by widows and the pete of orphan children, as an invest- 
ment of surplus fands, &c., and this delusion is echoed on this floor 
by statesmen whose political sagacity, unfortunately for them, pre- 
cludes the charitable hope that it is done by mistake, but instead 
arouses the suspicion that it is intentionally done for purposes of 
deception. 

It is notoriously untrue, and every well-informed man on tho sub- 
ject knows it to be false. It is true that an occasional stray bond or 
a few of them have floated into the hands of this class of people; but 
this is so only relatively as a drop of water is to the full bucket. The 
undeniable facts are that about one-half of the whole bonded debt is 
held by European capitalists. About $400,000,000 of it are owned by 
bankers and are deposited in the United States Treasury as a basis or 
security for national-bank issues, while of the remainder more than 
nine-tenths are owned by capitalists and speculators in the money cen- 
ters of the United States. 

GREENBACKS. 

In keeping with the foregoing specious deception the bondholders 
and their representatives are pregnant with derisive epithets when- 
ever the nbacks are mentioned as asafe and convenient currency, 
and “rag baby” is substituted by them in that case for “ widows and 
orphans” when the bondholders are attacked. Nothing, it seems, hor- 
rifies these gentlemen so much as the existence of any species of debt 
by the Government that does not extort interest money from the peo- 
ple. They are only recs Ad legal-tender Treasury notes are being 
retired and interest-bearing bonds substituted forthem. They nea 

* 
play of “irredeemable promises to pay,“ &. And yet they well know 
that they are backed by the faith and credit of the Government, are 
as sure and certain as are the foundations of the Republic, and that 
notwithstanding the crippling machinery brought to bear upon them 
for their depreciation they are to-day less than 2 per cent. discount 


of gold. 

The legal-tenders are indeed in a certain sense the debt of the Gov- 
ernment, in which every individual member of it is interested: 

First. As debtor to the extent of his liability as tax-payer and citi- 
zen bearing hie portion of the burdens of Government; and 

Second. As creditor to the extent of such portion of it as he may 
have acquired by his care and industry in the business pursuits in 
which he is engaged. 

But beyond this they are, so far as legal enactment and the recog- 
nition of our highest courts ean make them, money itself. The law 
authorizing their issue specifically makes them not merely “promises 
to pay” but a“ legal tender” for the payment of all debts, public and 
private, In my business transactions with my neighbor I must take 
them in payment of such debts as may be due from him tome, In 
all Jigen in the courts they are “legal tender” in liquidation. 
In debts due to or from the governments, national and State, they 
are ; in local debts and taxes they meet all demands in pay- 
ment; and in all things and for been they are law ful money,” 
except for two porpores only, these are odious discriminations 
against them, namely: they are not receivable for “customs dues” 
to the Government, nor for the “payment of interest on the bonded 
debt.” Aside from these they meet every demand, are good for every 
purpose, and to all intents and purposes are “lawful money,” and are 
so declared by the act of 1862 authorizing their issue. To be precise 
I here quote from said act, as follows: 

And such notes shall be receivable in payment of all loans made to the Uni 
States, and of all taxes, internal duties, excises, debts, and demands of overy kin 
due to the United States, except duties on imports and interest, and of all e 
and demands st the United States. except for interest pose pends, notes, 

a legal tonder iu 


certificates of debt or deposit; and shall also be lawful money and 
2 within the United States, except duties 


payment of all debts, public and 
on imports and interest, as aforesaii 

That Congress conld thus by law make them “I tender” and 
“lawful money” under the Constitution was a question involving, as 
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was supposed, many nice legal distinctions. -That it had attempted 
to do so was not . the decision of our highest court, 
when invoked, solved the problem, and declared substantially that 
the anthority existed not only to issue bnt to make them what the 
law declared them to be, “legal tender” and “ lawful money.” 

The “limitations” upon them have been their greatest enemy ; and 
ever since I have had the honor of a seat in this House I have made 
an earnest yet unsuccessful effort to relieve them of one of the most 
vital of these discriminations, namely, with respect to receiving them 
for “customs dues.” At the beginning of the Forty-fourth Congress 
I introduced a bill for that purpose, and it was referred, under the 
“rules” of the House, to the appropriate committee, (Ways and 
Means,) where it was smothered by the unfriendly action of a ma- 
jority of that committee. At the special session of this (the Forty- 
fifth) Con at an early day, I also introduced a similar bill, 
which, under the “rules,” was referred to that committee, where it 
is now pending with an uncertain fate awaiting it. 

These odions “limitations” were evidently placed upon the legal- 
tender for some purpose. They have certainly had a wonderfully 
injurious effect upon them. Now, were they placed upon them in the 
interest of the people and for the public good, or in the interest of 
the “money power?” These are pertinent and fruitful inquiries. 
The public good certainly required that the “legal-tender” should 
rank high and maintain a purchasing power. In a word, be 
kept at or as near as possible to par with coin. And they were en- 
titled to this rank, for they were the pledge of the faith and credit 
of the Government. Were they in the interest of the laboring and 
producing classes? Theso classes receiving them in exchange for 
their labor and productions were snrely interested in having them 
as good as possible, their purchasing power effective and their sta- 
bility assured. Fluctuations in their value could only injure, not 
benefit them. These “limitations” did operate to depreciate them 
rninously and terribly. Who could be benefited by that deprecia- 
tion? It is due to frankness to say that I have no respect for the 
sagacity or honesty of the man who cannot or will not see that it was 
to the interest alone of the capitalists and speculators in money. 
They had coin, all the coin. Coin could alone pay “customs dues ;” 
coin alone could pay interest on the public debt. Hence they could 
and did make coin an article of commerce, and could and did regulate 
its market value according to the demands for it for these important 
purposes. Coin practically ceased, therefore, to be money, but be- 
came an article of merchandise for speculative purposes by those 
who had it and conld control the market in it. 

With this wonderful power in their hands these grasping monopo- 
lists, adroitly manipulating them, could depreciate the notes (and they 
by law made legal tender and lawful money) of this prond Government 
to forty, fifty, and sixty cents on the dollar, and at that rate could fill 
their vaults with them. These notes then as now by these sharpers 
were sneeringly called “irredeemable promises to pay” and “ worth- 
less rags.” It was with such “clap-trap” expressions as these that 
their nefarious work of depreciation could be best effected, and they had 
a purpose in it, for they well knew that behind all this was hidden the 
machinery by which their plundering policy conld be fully developed. 
A funding act providing for the substitution of bonds for these notes 
had already been passed, under and by which these speculators could 
fund their so-called “irredeemable promises to pay” into 6 per cent. 
interest-bearing bonds, in which were the carefully guarded provis- 
ions that the interest thereon should be paid semi-annually in coin, 
and with the farther stipulation that they should be exempt from all 
taxes, national, State, and municipal. 

All this was done by a compliant radical Congress and paraded to 
the country as “ protection of the national faith” and “ preservation 
of the public it.“ Its practical effect was to enable the coin specu- 


lators to double their money by a single act. In other words, on five- | P 


hundred-dollar coin investments they obtained one-thousand-dollar 
bonds, which the moment they got them were about par and have for 
many years been and are now at a large premium over gold. 

Sir, why theorize, or indulge in argumentative speculation, on a 
state of ease like this? This whole transaction was influenced by 
and was solely in the interests of the capitalists. It was done in the 
interest of the rich to make them richer, and it was to the prejudice 
of the poor, for it made them poorer. It was done to aid and build 
up the men that had money, and at the expense of thore who did not 
have it. And before the judgment-bar of the American people and 
in the sunlight of an enlightened public opinion technical evasions 
will not serve to screen nor cunningly devised subterfuges evade the 
retributive justice that will inevitably be meted ont to the political 
tricksters ugh whose faithlessness such villainies were consum- 
ma 

site] BONDS PAYABLE IN co. 


I now proceed to the consideration of the next step taken in this 
rapacious and infamous business of legislating in the interest of cap- 
ital and at the expense of labor, namely, the law of 1869, entitled 
“An act to strengthen the public credit.” Asa preliminary to an 
8 of this act, the pertinent inquiry is suggested as to 
what the principal of these bonds as originally issued was payable 


in, for it was to settlo that question as is well known that prompted 

the passage of the act. I here quote it. It provides as follows: 
That in order to remove any doubt as to the purpose of the Government to dis- 

charge all just obligations to 


© pablic creditors and to settle conflicting questions 
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and interpretations of the laws by virtue of which such obligations have been con- 
tracted, itis hereby proves and declared that the faith of the United States is 


solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its equivalent of all the obligations of 
the United States not bearing interest, known as United States sherpa of all 
the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except in cases where the 
law authorizing tho issuo of any such obligation has expressly provided that the 
samo may he paid in lawful money or other currency than id and silver, Bat 
none of said interest-bearing obligations not already duo shall be redeemed or paid 
before maturity unless at such time United States notes shall be convertible into 
coin at the option of the holder, or unless at such time bonds of the United States 
bearing a lower rate of interest than the bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par 
in coin. And the United States also solemnly pledges its faith to make provision 
stano earliest practicable period for the redemption of the United States notes in 


This act of course settled the question, and settled it in the interest 
of and just as the bondholders desired, by making special provision 
that the bonds should be paid in coin, and, as it seems almost provi- 
dentially in the light of subsequent events, defined the coin as gold 
and silver. But the question is, how did the original law of 1852 
under which the bonds were issued provide for their payment“ This 
inquiry is all-important, for upon it depends the animus of the whole 
matter. It is an amazing thing to mo that a law with such language 
and surroundings should admit of question. It provided for the issue 
of these bonds as a debt due by the Government with no provisions 
that they were to be paid otherwise than any other indebtedness. 

They were certainly entitled to no more favor than auy other debt, 
and when we consider the circumstances under which they were issned, 
and for whose interests, their special exemption from taxation, and all 
other surroundings attending them, it is difficult to make an honest 
man believe that they were entitled to as much respect as debts due to 
the soldiers and others of a like character. There is nothing on the face 
of the bonds or in the nature of their issue to indicate their specially 
sacred character. On the contrary, judging from their face, with the 
special provision for the payment of interes‘, it was and is clear to 
honest, clear-headed men that the principal was payable in legal- 
tender notes, as any other debt was payable. The men who 
the law of 1852 so understood it, notably Hon. Thaddeus Stevens, of 
Pennsylvania, who mainly matured and reported the bill, and who 
knew more of its scope and meaning than any man in America, It is 
notorious that he was over after indignant at any and all intimations 
to the contrary. Ho was one of the most malignant republican poli- 
ticians in the conntry, fall of zeal and aggressive in all things affect- 
ing the success and prosperity of his party. And yet in July, 1838, just 
before his death, in a speech delivered in this House, speaking ou the 
subject of paying these bonds in coin, he used this emphatic language: 

I would vote for no such swindlo on the tax-payers of the country ; if I knew 


there was such a platform and such a determination on the part of my own party 
I would, with Frank Blair and all, vote for the other party. 


I submit, sir, that a proposition thus affecting the mental compos- 
ure of Thaddeus Stevens and compelling him to embrace democrac 
as a retreat from association with its authors must have ootama, 
as he felt, the sum of all human villainies. 

Another distinguished actor in public life, then a United States 
Senator, and now controlling an important branch of the executive 
Government, (Hon. John Sherman,) was emphatic in the expression 
of views similar to those by Mr. Stevens. In the celebrated “ Mann 
letter,” dated March 29, ee of tho law under which these 
bonds were issued, he used this strong language: 

My construction of the law is the result of careful examination. and T feel quite 
sure an impartial court would confirm it if the case could be tried before court. 


Isend yon my views as fully stated ina speech. Your idea is that we propose to 
repudiate or violate a promise when we offer to redeem the “ principal” in legal 


tenders. 

I think the bondholder violates his when he refuses to take the same 
kind of money he paid for the bonds. If tho case is to be tested by the law, I am 
right; if it is to be tested 5 Jay Cooke's advertisements, Iam wrong. I ha 


te re- 
adiation or auything like it; bat we ought not to be deterred from doing what is 
p 


right by fear of epithets. 

He has, it is true, since attempted an explanation of this letter; 
but as to the main proposition his language and meaning are unques- 
tionable, and subject to no misconstruction. 

Sir, as before remarked, it is strange with all this before us that a 
uestion could arise on the subject of the payment of these bonds. 
nd to be perfectly frank I must say that in my judgment no honest 

difference of opinion ever did exist as to what they were payable in, 
but it was the concurrent opinion of all honest men acquainted with 
the subject that either “gold,” “silver,” or “legal tender” would, ac- 
cording to law, at the option of the debtor (the Government) liqui- 
date and pay them. But the bondholders wanted them payable in 
coin. To have the bonds declared by act of Congress thus payable 
benefited the holders hundreds of millions of dollars. 

The passage of the law of 1859, declaring the bonds payable in coin, 
would of course cripple the energies and paralyze the industries of 
the great mass of the people, from whom our resources are derived, 
and out of whom the principal and interest is wrung. It practically 
doubled their debt and m the bonds double in value for the ben- 
efit solely of the few aristocratic capitalists, native and foreign, who 
owned them; and yet a republican Congress passed and a radical Pres- 
ident approved the act, and ostentatiously boasted of the achieve- 
ment. 

THE DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

The publie had reason to expect that the avarice and cupidity of 

the bondholder and capitalist class might have been satisfied with the 
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ing boldness that demanded and the servilo compliance in Con- 
gress and the President in granting legal enactments w ich gave them 
tho benefit of such laws as that of 1862, under which by a cruel de- 
pression of the laboring and industrial interests and their own enrich- 
ment they obtained their bonds, followed by the law of 1869 under 
which they (the few) were doubly enriched and the millions of the 
people were doubly depressed. Hat it seems that in this the pubiic 
were sadly mistaken ; the same pont and avarice that prompted the 
legislation by which that class been heretofore so largely bene- 
fited was still as grasping as ever, and some new device was resorted 
to by which the people could be still further fleeced and the bond- 
holders still further benefited and enriched. The abjlity to pay the 
bonds on the part of the Government by tho act of 1869 had been less- 
ened and abridged to the extent of the removal of one of the elements 
by which they could be paid, namely,“ the le al-tender.” Now if one 
of the remaining two (silver) could be degraded, the value of bonds 


would be immensely enhanced. To accomplish this gave rise to the 
attack on silver which culminated in the passage and approval of the 
law of 1873 by whieh it was demonetized. 


Distribution of gold, silver, and double currency throughout the world. 


Population. Nations under silver alone. Nations under gold and silver. 
gary „ a 


Austria-Hun; 
Costa Rica 


10, 000, 000 
2, 060, 000 


5, 000, 000 

Chili 2, 000, 000 
Denmark 2, 000, 000 
Egypt 17, 000, 000 
Great Britain 31, 600, 000 
ny 42, 700, 000 
Ilawalian Islands.. 100, 000 
Ja 33, 000, 000 
Liberia .. 100, 000 
Norway. 1, 800, 000 
Portugal 4, 300, 000 
Sweden .. 4, 400, 000 
Turke 28, 000, 000 
Uni! 38, 500, 000 
223, 100, 000 


It cannot be urged that the production of silver has created an in- 
flation or superabundance of that metal, for it is a well-known fact 
that the production of gold has increased of late years more rapidly 
according to their relative standard of value than has its twin-sister, 
silver. d added to all this is the further important consideration 
that ours is an extensive silver-prodacing country. 

If common honesty and the public welfare were to be subserved, 
every inducement was in favor of retaining it as a coequal branch of 
legal-tender money on the standard of coin. To de o and demon- 
etize it was to limit on the part of the Government its ability to pay 
its indebtedness, for it destroyed one out of the two remaining ele- 
ments of strength by which it could pay, and it depressed the ener- 
gies and business interests of the masses of the pores by limiting 
and to that extent contracting the volume of the circulating medium. 

In every presentment of the case, therefore, as to Government and 
people of every class, ruin and financial desolation attended its de- 
monetization, save one class only: the bondholders and capitalists. 
All other classes and the Government were benefited by keeping it 
as coin and legal tender; but the bondholding class could be enriched 
by demonetizing it, and it was done. There were no petitions from 
the people for this act; in fact it was quietly and covertly passed by 
Congress without discussion and in such way as to arouse the sus- 

icion that a deep-laid villainy was at the bottom of it. These are 

ard words, sir; but who can look at tho history of this act without 
the conviction being forced upon the mind that the whole transaction 
was tainted with dishonesty and fraud? There is a rumor seemingly 
well founded that a paid emissary of the European bondholders was 
dispatched to this country to act in the character of adviser and lob- 
byist, and that as such he contributed materially toward the consum- 
mation of the act. I will not vouch for the accuracy of this rumor, 
and hope for the honor of my country that if is not true; but if it 
be so, it speaks more eloquently of the means of and pu for 
which the demonetization of silver was effected than can any language 
of mine. 

It is enough, at all events, to say that the act was an outrage on the 
Government and the labor and productive industries of the country, 
and that the manner and the means by which it was done were not 
only indecencies but blots upon the fair fame of the American Con- 
gress. It was a bold stroke by legislation to put money into the 
packas of the millionaire few by taking it from the pockets of the 

boring millions. This act is a stench to the nostrils of the t 
body of honest men all over the country, and until recently Thad. 
supposed that there wero few bold enough to uphold or advocate it. 
In that I was mistaken. By this legislation was completed the well- 
devised scheme, adroitly conceived and covertly executed, by which 
two elements of the national currency were nominally destroyed that 
the remaining one (gold) and the bonds might be largely appreciated.- 
I cannot close this branch of my remarks more appropriately than 


Is it not well, Mr. Speaker, to pause here and calmly investigate 
this outrageous movement? Why demonetize silver? Why degrado 
and strike it from the coin standard? It certainly had a prescriptive 
right to remain as coin. It was coin in the days of the patriarchs. 
Looking to its origin as coin, we are lost in the decaying twilight of 
a prehistoric age. 

It was in 1873, before the passage of the demonetization act, the 
only legal standard of the coin for countries representing over eight 
hundred millions of inhabitants. In addition to this, it then consti- 
tuted one element of the bimetallic standard of nations representing 
over one hundred millions, aggregating a total of over nine hundred 
millions of people who recognized silver as coin, while the nations 
recognizing the gold stan alone represented but a little over one 
hun and eighty-four millions, And to-day the standard is not 
materially changed otherwise than by the demonetizing act in our 
own country, which took it from the bimetallic and placed it among 
the nations under the single gold standard. 

I herewith append a tabular statement which in the main can be 
relied upon as accurate : 


e 37, 700, 000 5, 350, 000 
RESTORES 200, 000 2.000. 000 
2 000, 000 2, 500, 000 
425, 000, 000 36, 100, 000 
3, 000, 000 1, 500, 000 
1, 000, 000 27, 500, 000 
1. 200, 000 4 000. 000 
300, 000 16, 500, 000 
190, 090, 000 2.700. 000 
* one 2, 000, 000 
2, 700, 000 
86, 500, 000 
600, 000 
1, 000, 000 
2 000, 000 
702 750, 000 h ö 100, 150, 000 


to quote from a letter (bearing on this subject) of Hon. Davin 
Davis, late Supreme Judge and now United States Senator from 
Illinois. Under date of December 12, 1877, he says: 


The ex! spectacle is presented to the world of three elements of na- 


tional currency d, 8 and silver each having a differont value, and 
the two last depreciated by legislation urod in favor of tho first. The injus- 
tice of this discrimination need not be discussed, for it is felt in unexampled dis- 


tress all over the land. Honor requires us to keep faith with the pyblic creditors 
to the last letter o£ the law, but it also demands that faith shall be kupt with the 


people, upon whom fall the burden of taxation and the duty of fidelity to national 
obligations. 
BENATE AMENDMENTS. 


Three months ago this House, by an overwhelming majority, passed 
an act for remonetization, and immediately caused it to be transmitted 
to the Senate for the ratification and approval of that body. But 
after this long delay it comes back to us emasculated of some of its 
most vital provisions and hedged in by such amendments that in the 
opinion of its most earnest and devoted advocates the substantial 
fruits of victory are in danger of being snatched from us by insidious 
and cowardly compromising. 

Sir, the people demand the remonetization of the silver dollar and 
its restoration to the coin standard, with its relative equality with 

ld, precisely as it existed prior to the villainous act of 1873 which 

emonetized it. They are by the relations they bear to the Govern- 
ment and by every rule of civil and moral obligation growing out of 
it entitled to this, And I mistake sadly their wisdom and temper if 
they are not aware of their rights in this regard and determined at 
any cost to maintain them, 

The House bill made no discrimination against gold and allowed 
none against silver. Tle object was to place both upon the same 
plane of freedom and relative equality that they had maintained to- 
gether in our country ever since gold had been taken up and linked 
with its more popular sister, prior to the demonetization act. But 
these grave Senators in their superior wisdom must amend it. 

First. By striking at the unlimited coinage of silver and restriet- 
ing it to a minimum of $2,000,000 and a maximum of $4,000,000 per 
month, substantially making it $2,000,000, for it is left discretionary 
with an unfriendly Secretary of the Treasury. Prior to 1873 the 
coinage of gold and silver was “unlimited.” Gold is now so. Now, 
is it ible to convince an honest mind that with a discrimination 
that leaves the one “unlimited” and the other ‘“‘res‘ricted” an ine- 
quality dangerous and prejudicial to one and undaly beneficial to the 
other can fail to exist? 

Second. The coinage of gold is free. The House bill placed silver 
upon the same plane of equality and made provision for its free coin- 
age. The Senate amendment strikes this out and subjects it to the 
payment of a royalty. It is not my purpose now to discuss the ab- 
stract proposition of free coinage. But the country demands that 
these two metals shall stand together. If one is to pay a royalty, 
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both should pay it; if one is to be free, both should be free; and I 
assure gentlemen that the discrimination against silver and in favor 
of gold in this amendment will not fail to meet the indignation of a 
people already sensitive and exasperated at the wrongs that have 

n inflicted upon them by the act of demonetization and other 
abnses equally atrocious with respect to the currency. 

Third. Under the law as it now is gold bullion may be deposited in 
the Treasury and gold coin certificates issued by the Government to 
depositors to facilitate exchanges and aid the commercial and other 
business interests of the country. 

In view of this, it was desired to eee that the same privileges 
should be ted to the holders of silver bullion. But here again 

the Senate by amendment inte a discrimination against silver, 
refuse to allow silver bullion to be thus deposited, and mock the real 
friends of silver and remonetization by the specious provision that 


silver coin only may be thus deposited. In other words, while gold. 


bullion can be deposited and gold-coin checks issned therefor to an 
unlimited extent, silver bullion cannot be deposited at all. Sir, why 
attempt this jugglery and practice these legerdemain tricks on the 
people? They are asking relief. Their cry for relief is borne to us 
3 every breeze. That relief, as they believe, is partly to come 
through the remonetization of the tilver dollar. 

But that remonetization must be full and complete, and an honest 
substantial restoration to its legitimate place on the coin standard 
of the dollar of the fathers. The people have acquired such wisdom 
in the bitterness and through the painful processes of former cheats, 
not only on this subject, but on all others affecting the currency, that 
they are not now likely to be overreached by such flimsy subterfuges 
as are proposed by these amendments, and I seriously misinterpret 
that groundswell of popular feeling perceptible all over the Canl d 
if it does not indicate an earnestness too deep to be allayed by suc 
cowardly compromises. 

THE RESUMPTION LAW. 


I hasten, sir, to the last act in this legislative drama, the notorious 
“ resumption law of 1875.” Its discussion has been so able and elab- 
orate on the bill to repeal the odious third section of that act, in the 
special session just ended, that no argument of mine is needed to 
paint the cruel, relentless rapacity on the part of the “money power” 
that procured its passage and the wide-spread distress and irretriev- 
able ruin to the industrial interests of the country that must neces- 
sarily result from its exeeution. 

For convenience I here quote the whole of said act: 


An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the of the Treasury is hereby an- 
thorized and required, as rapidly as practicable, to cause to be coined at the mints 
of the United States silver coins of the denominations of ten, twenty-five, and fifty 
cents, of standard value, and to issue them in redemption of an equal number and 


amount of fractional currency of similar inations, or, at his discretion, he ma: 
lasue such silver coins through the mints, the subtreasuries, public itories, an 
post-offices of the United ; and, u y authorized 


such issue, he is he 
Pot ch frac 


as provides for a charge of one-fifth of 1 per cent, for „ Id 
b into coin is hereby repealed, and hereafter no charge shall be made for that 


rvice. 
Duc. 3. That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, limi 


the te amount of circulating notes of national banking associations, be, an 
is hereby, ed; and each exist ag benking association may increase its circu- 
lating notes in accordance with exi 


ng law without respect to said L er 
limit; and new banking associations may be or; in accordance with exist- 
ing law without respect to said aggregate limit ; and the provisions of law for the 
withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank currency among the several States 
and Territories are hereby repealed. And whenever, and so often, as circulating 
notes shall be issued to any such banking association, so increasing its capital or 
ere e or so newly organized as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to redeem the legal tender United States notes in excess only 
of „000,000, to the amount of 80 per cent. of the sum of national bank notes so 
issued to any such banking association as aforesaid, and to continue such redemption 
as such circulating notes are issued until there shall be outstandin ng the sum of 
700.000, 000 of such legal-tender United States notes, and no more. And on and after 
the Ist dax of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem, in 
coin, the United States legal-tender notes then outstanding on their presentation for 
redemption at the office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of 
New York in sums of not less than $50, And to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to prepare and provide for the redemption iu this act authorized or required, 
he is authorized to use any surplus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury 
not otherwise 1 „ and to issne, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par, 
in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act 
of Congress N July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of 
the national debt," with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent 
necessary to carry this act into full effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the 
purposes aforesaid. And all provisions of law inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 
Approved January 14, 1875. 
Who demanded the passage of this resumption law? Not the peo- 
ple; they never petitioned for it, but were 8 at the temerity 
of their servants in passing it, and have since then been and are 10w 
clamorous in demanding its repeal. 
The bondholder and capitalist class and their servants in Congress 
* procured it and are now urging its retention, Look at this House, 
sir! Scan the names on a yea-and-nay-vote on it, and you will see 
that to the man the Representatives of the “money-centers” are fer 
dts retention, while on the other hand the Representatives of the 
agricultural, laboring, and producing districts (where no other in- 
fiuences are operating) are, with few exceptions, against it. It is so 


with the press of the country! The metropolitan journals, in the 
midst of and controlled by capital, are the champions of resumption, 
while the local country press is against it. 

These, as illustrations, speak more pointedly than precedents or 
labored discourses. I have no time to discuss its provisions, and it 
is needless to do so; but to me it seems monstrous to attempt the 
resumption of gold payments (for silver is yet demonetized) by law 
when the total stock of gold in the country owned or controlled by 
the Government amounts to less than $50,000,000 and the currency to 
be drawn in and discha by it amounts to $650,000,000. To me it 
is paradoxical how $1 in gold at par value can extinguish $13 in cur- 
rency. To attempt the execution of such wicked Holly, though it 
would benefit the rich, must result in bringing distress and ruin to 
the households of millions of struggling producers and laborers. 


NATIONAL BANKS. 


I have only further time to direct attention without ent to 
the Jaws for the nd paper and protection of national ban They 
are of a piece and as to the main subject identical in pernicious in- 
fluences to those we have had under special consideration. They all 
have one object and one aim. They have all been built up and fos- 
tered by the paternal care of a Congress (composed of the people's 
servants) to rob and impoverish “labor” and to benefit “capital.” 
Theories and sophistical speculation cannot change this, nor blind the 
eyes of the thinking masses to its enormity. They demand a reform 
of these abuses and a repeal of all the vicious legislation that has 
brought this ruin upon them. And if this really be a democratic or 
republican Government whose source of power is the sovereign will 
of the people, their demands will be respected. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER. } 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, my views upon the silver 
ee were eee indicated in the skeleton bill which I intro- 

need in this Honse on the 2ist of January, looking to the unlimited 
and impartial coinage of both gold and silver on Government ac- 
count, and to the retention of both in circulation as currency, or in 
vaults as the basis of coin certificates, by the provision that silver and 
gold shall jointly be a full! tender, each to the extent of 50 per 
cent., and no more, of all debts, public and e &e. I beg the 
indulgence of the House for the brief time allotted me, while I state 
in a few words my objections to the pending legislation and at the 
same time my purpose to vote for a motion to concur in the amend- 
ments as they come to us from the Senate. 

First. I object to a maximum limitation to the coinage being named 
in the bill, not but that I think it essential to have limitation, with sil- 
ver a full legal tender, in order to retain both metals in circulation, as 
that is my belief, but for the present, and perhaps until the limited legal 
tender for both metals which I pro can be secured, I do not see 
the necessity for any limitation of silver coinage other than the 
capacity of our mints will afford, which is well understood. Prac- 
tically, therefore, the same result might be reached without a specific 
discrimination against silver coinage. 

I object also to the international conference, intrusted as it is with 
the duty of securing fixity of relative value between the two metals. 
Such conference may, at the time of meeting, declare approximately 
the then erung relative value; but it can, in my judgment, no more 
secure a fixity of relative value for six months to come than it can 
secure a fixity of relative temperature in the capital cities of the re- 
spective countries for a like period of time. e law of supply and 
demand, higher than the laws of Con or the edict of sovereigns, 
will set aside in a summary manner the presumed fixity. 

Any action of such conference, in so as it looks to the future, 
will be a knowing guess, nothing more; and a mistake in the guess 
or the declaration to the extent of 1 per cent., with full, nnre- 
s'ricted coinage and unlimited tender, will drain any country of the 
dearer metal, just as the fall of an inch to the mile in the great river 
will slowl bat surely drain the upper country of its purer water, 
Nations, like individuals, intensely selfish and jealous, have heretofore 
been compelled to protect themselves in the use of both metals as 
money by the device of subsidiary or token coinage of one metal, 
limited coinage, or complete demonetization. Hence I think the con- 
ference is impractical, if restricted to the objects specified in the Sen- 
ate amendment. Again, I object to holding any conference until we 
have as a people intelligently and deliberately chosen and perfected, 
in so far as we can safely doit, a monetary system in our own interest, 
as England and Germany and France have chosen theirs. 

I would have this country, in the light of past experience and ex- 
haustive comparison with the best systems, first establish her own 
monetary system, then confer, then arbitrate, then teach by practice 
which is weightier than precept, and compromise if need be. 

Is it immodest to assume that of all the nations the United States 
of America, rich in the slumbering wealth of both metals, jealous of 
her rights, and spurning dictation, exceptional in birth, growth, des- 
tiny, is it not indeed wise to assume that this country of commanding 

resence and brilliant 5 0 ts should seek to lead and not follow 
in the effort to satisfy this demand which has so long perplexed the 
civilized world—the demand for a just, steady, competent, and con- 
venient metallic measure of values. But, Mr. Speaker, these objec- 
tions may be met in future legislation, and do not to my mind justify 
the protracted discussions, the vexatious delays, and the continued 
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unrest in business circles which are likely to follow our non-concur- 
rence in the Senate amendments. 

Before passing from the subject of an international conference, to 
the holding of which within the next six months under the restric- 
tions imposed I have objected as not promising any practical results 
commensurate with its cost, let me say that I hope to see the day 
when this nation, coining both metals freely and impartially and 
holding both in equal demand as a single, joint measure of values, 
may, with very great propriety, meet other nations in conference to 
adopt a uniform relative value of the metals and a like legal-tender 
function, Upon no other principle can any country, I think, retain 
both metals in circulation while the coinage of both is unlimited. 
With full legal tender, the cheaper metal will be in demand to sat- 
isfy all debts and the dearer metal will leave the country to purchase 
elsewhere the cheaper coin or bullion. Hence if it be true, as I as- 
sume upon the testimony of the ablest political economists, that no 
country can have too much coin of both metals ate ge lated, 
we want unlimited and impartial coinage of both. The world’s com- 
merce is larger and demands more of the two coin than it did 
twenty-five years ago. And yet the combined annual production of 
the two metals has considerably decreased within that period. This 
tends to the appreciation of both as compared with other Property: 

The yearly production of gold has rapidly decreased, the yearly aver- 
age production from 1853 to 1857 inclusive having been, in round 
numbers, $140,000,000, while the yearly average in the past five years 
was only, in round numbers, $95,000,000. Now, in view of this fact 
let the world demonetize silver, thereby vastly increasing the demand 
for gold as money of account, while the demand 1 d in the arts 
is chs increasing, and can any one doubt that it will take two or three 
times the amount of labor or of houses and lands to purchase this 
select and elect volume of pet money? While the production of gold 
has decreased the production of silver has incre: in the same peri- 
ods from $40,000,000 to $75,000,000, more or less. Within the past five 
years the yearly production of the two metals has been approaching 
equality. It is quite within our power as a nation to stimulate the 
production of silver until it shall keep pace with the production of 
gold. And in that event it is clearly our duty to see that neither 
metal be dishonestly coined. 

The figures I have used are taken from very intelligent statements 
made by a committee of fourteen bank presidents, representing the 
leading banks of the cities of New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and 
Baltimore. They are all acquainted with the subject, I presume, and 


have placed their elaborate memorial, dated January, 1578, upon our 
desks. In the light of these facts I affirm that the value of the gold 
inst its 


dollar has steadily appreciated, both from unwise 1 a 
companion, the silver dollar, and still more from the effect of the nat- 
ural law of supply and demand, as inexorable as the laws of the Medes 
and Persians. This appreciation is welcomed by one class in this and 
other countries whose securities have thus become more valuable 
withont helpful Fe while it is bitterly mourned, nay cursed, 
by that other and much larger class whose property and wages have 
become less valuable in spite of helpful industry, unremitting toil, and 

inching economy. It is our sworn duty to legislate impartially for 

roth these classes and for all citizens of every class, color, and condi- 
tion. I take the position that legislation which claims to deal justly 
by all must in one sense and of necessity be a compromise. 

Hence I plead for a just compromise, a lasting compromise upon 
this currency question. 

Icome now to consider the weight ofthe dollar, both gold and silver. 
No more delicate task was ever im by the Constitution upon 
Congress, no more grave responsibility can in my judgment ever be 
assumed by Con than that of changing, one way or the other, 
our national unit of values. A frequent changing of our tariff laws 

aralyzes industry, but a frequent change in our money unit would 
i infinitely worse. ‘ 

Other nations recognize this principle. Hence we findFrance and 
the Latin union persistently declining to increase the silver dollar 
of 400 grains. When they need protective measures to keep both 
gold and silver in circulation, they do not entertain the proposition 
of so many of my honorable and esteemed friends to increase the 
weight of the dollar, although in France, held up to us as the model 
of financial wisdom, that dollar is only 400 grains, of which $300,000,000 
float at par with gold. France simply closes her mints, limits her 
coinage, and is safe. 

I am eroe ng averse, therefore, to any hasty changein onr own 
silver dollar, which is larger than tbat of France and which has stood 
since 1792 undisturbed in its quantity of pure silver while the gold 
dollar has been changed twice; more especially when we have ter 
protection than France either under this bill or by the natural limita- 
tion of coinage, which the limited supply on hand end the well-known 
capacity of the mints would impose. 

If we wish to confer with other nations on the subject of a uniform 
dollar, it is folly to anticipate that action by magnifying our differ- 
ences, Our dollar of 412} grains is larger than their best judgment 
at present approves. 

Mr. Speaker, the assumption that this dollar under the operation 
of this bili will float at ninety cents on the dollar or 10 per cent. dis- 
count in the payment of debts or the purchase of supplies is wholly 
unwarranted by experience or common sense. 

The Director of the Mint tells us that last year $19,000,000 in halves, 


quarters, and dimes were coined, and we know they have circulated 
virtually at par. 1 

Are we asked to believe that $24,000,000 of a mnch heavier dollar 
circulating next year will be a great calamity? If the debtors of this 
conntry, with debts accruing next year to the extent of thousands of 
millions, (for the average length of a debt is only two years, we are 
told,) I say if these debtors, keenly alive to their interests, attempt 
at public or private sale to secure $24,000,009 in silver at ninety cents 
on the dollar when it will pay any portion of that immense indebt- 
oduro will soon be undeceived. No, gentlemen, the dollar will 
be an honest one; it will pay and purchase honest labor and honest 


8. 

These late bitter and unrelenting attacks upon one of the precious 
metals call to our minds the fact that such attacks have not been 
confined to our day and to silver, by any means. Henry C. Carey 
in his Principles of Social Science, written in 1856, uses these words: 

The men of fixed incomes, whether soldiers, judges, generals, or sovereigns, lose 
now by the substitution of the cheaper gold for the dearer silver; but the farmer, 
the , and the tax-payers of the country profit. 

And again: 

That such is the tendency of the greatly increased facilities for obtaining the 
precious metals is clearly seen by the men of Europe who derive their means of 
existence from the public treasury, from money-rents, or from interest ; as is shown 
by the ingenious efforts in France and Holland for excluding gold from circula- 
tion. The public debt of the latter being immense, and the men who look to the 
treasury for divi‘ends being great ia number and in power, they of course have 
desired to be paid in silver as the metal of greatest value, while the tax-payers 
would have preferred to pay in gold as being the one of smallest value. The former 
triumphed and gold was formally excluded from circulation. In India, too, gold 
was erpel: © company having preferred to colltet its taxes in the dearest 
commodity. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, substitute gold for silver interchangeablyin the 
above quotation and give the triumph to the tax-payer, and what more 
fitting comment can be made upon the present conflict? This con- 
flict then and now was and is unseemly and suicidal. Every consid- 
eration of justice between man and man, every ee for community of 
interest between nations, for steadiness of values and undistur 
commerce, one and all demand that this conflict between the metals, 
universally esteemed as money by every son and daughter of Adam 
the wide world over, shall cease, and cease forever. Can it be that 
the wisdom and the ingenuity of the nineteenth century, so fruitful 
in grand results of arbitration, shall utterly fail to settle this conflict 
between the metallic currencies, a conflict in which a world’s indebt- 
edness and a world’s commerce are so deeply interested. I hope not, 
Mr. Speaker. It was in that hope that I introduced the bill with 
waa I preface these remarks as the skeleton of my scheme of arbi- 
tration. 

Under the operation of that bill we should see the volnme of silver 
coin and bullion brought by steady steps to a perfect equality with 
gold coin and bullion. We should change the security which may 
continue to keep afloat a more desirable and convenient paper circu- 
lation from the coin and bullion of one metal to the aggregate bullion 
of both metals, of which our favored land has inexhaustible deposits 
in well-nigh equal proportion. 

The question as to what the relative weight of the gold dollar aud 
the silver dollar should be in the future under this bill I have pro- 
posed has been left by the Constitution to the wisdom of Congress. 
Suffice it to say that when the time comes to regulate the value of 
our money thus impartially coined, I shall be found, if living, in favor 
of a strictly honest dollar. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I think I know the industrious workingmen of 
this county, of every race, color, and condition, working with either 
head or hands or both, asking no odds but simply fair play under the 
equal protection of our laws, when I say as one of them and for them 
that in their present demand for the recognition of silver they have 
neither a prompting of dishonesty nor-suspicion of repndiation. 

I shall vote for this bill as eminently safe and in the right direc- 
tion, leaving for the future the consideration of my original proposi- 
tion, namely, unlimited coinage of a bimetallic currency which shall 
be a single self-adjusting measure of values. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [ Mr. 8 quarter of a minute. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave but a quarter of a minute in which I desire 
to say that if a single vote would kill this whole bill I would give it 
with the greatest pleasure; but for fear of something worse I shall 
vote to sustain the amendments in the expectation and hope that the 
measure never will become a law. : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I next yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. SAMPSON. ] 

Mr. SAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express myself in favor 
of immediate action on this bill and accepting it as it is. The agita- 
tion on remouetization commenced in this House two years . 
Since that time, especially the last year, the country has been alive 
with it, flooded with silver literature. Volumes of books have been 
written on the subject; the newspapers have been burdened with it. 
It has been discussed on every stump, at public meetings called to 
consider it, in debating clubs, by the fireside, and even in the pulpit. 
The Executive has considered it in his messa It has been 
cussed from time to time in this House for the last five months. It 
has been thoroughly, elaborately, and exhaustively debated in the 
Senate for many weeks, I believe the mind of every member on this 
floor is made up in relation to it. The true friends of remonetization 


1274 


are convinced this is the most favorable plan which can be adopted 
that will secure the requisite strength necessary to enact it into a 
law at this session. The country is weary of talk. What they want 
now is action. We are constantly receiving letters from onr con- 
stituents urging us, if we intend to do anything, to do it at once. 
If relief is to come from this measure we all realize that it cannot 
come too soon. Let the country know what it is to expect. If we 
see signs of delay in the Secretary of the Treasury, additional legis- 
lation may be had to secure more efficient and prompt execution of 
the law. I am therefore in favor of immediate action. 

The bill has been pama by thé Senate by more than a two-thirds 
vote, I hope it will pass the House by equally as large a majority. 
That it will go to the President to-day, and by March Ist the Seere- 
tary can be buying bullion and the mints coining silver dollars. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. WHITE. ] } 7 

Mr. WHITE, of Penvsylvania. Ihave but one minute, and I will 
simply say in reply to the remark of the gentleman from New York, 
[ Mr. Bacon, I that if all the voting power of this country were concen- 
trated in my single ballot, I would vote for the remonetization of sil- 
ver. Iam heartily and earnestly in favor of such a measure. This 
Dill is not what we all desire. But as government is a compromise, 
so this is a compromiso. There are hundreds and thousands of men in 
the country awaiting the action of Congress upon this bill. They 
have conceived the idea that many of the ills which the business com- 
munity is now suffering are justly attributable to the demonctization 
of silver, and that those ills are to be relieved by remonetization. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. HEWITT. ] A 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, this bill is introduced 
as a measure of relief. I wish to put it upon record that it will in- 
tensify and aggravate the prevalent distress. I go further, and say 
that recovery from distress will be impossible until this bill is swept 
from the statute-book, as it will be within one year by an indignant, 
deceived, and outraged people. 1) i ; 

When the bill for the issue of subsidiary coin was introduced into 
the Forty-fourth Congress I opposed it, and, standing almost alone 
ae the advocates for a specio currency, I made the following pre- 

iction : 

i l: of this bold attempt to secure the roral 
VVV in depreciated silver ping Itis 
perhaps intended to follow up this movement-with an effort to secure legislation 
making silver a legal tender for the payment of debts larger than $5. possibly of 
all debts. It may well be argued that if it be resumption to pay debts under Hin 
silver, it is equally s resumption to pay larger debts in the debts, for they are 
only aggregates of five-dollar debts. The argument is so sound that it shows the 
hollow nature of the whole pretenso that there is any specie resumption in the sub- 
stitution for paper of silver worth less than the paper it replaces, when the paper 
itself is at a discount of one-eighth as . gabe with gold. Thronghont the com- 
mercial world there is but one standard of value, aud that is gold, measuring all 
commodities, silver included, and any attempt to substitute anything for gold, even 
though it be metallic, whether silver, copper, or iron, at a higher rate than its true 
valne in gold, is to rob somebody of some portion of his existing property. 

What was then prophecy is now reality, and we are brought face 
to face with a proposition which drives gold out of the country and 
places us inthe same category with semi-barbarous countries, in which 
silver is the sole standard of value. 

SILVER, 

Before the Constitution was made, gold and silver were the money 
of thecountry. The Constitution intended that they should continue 
to be the money of the country becauso it prohibited the States from 
making anything but gold and silver a legal tender. But the Con- 
stitution anticipates that the ratio of gold and silver will fluctuate, 
as all other ratios of value fluctuate, and therefore the Constitution 
provides that Congress “shall regulate the value thereof.“ Now expe- 
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sold except at a loss of 10 per cent. How is the Bank of France deal- 
ing with this problem? It is transferring the loss from the stock- 
holders of the bank to the public. It is calling in its one-hundred 
franc notes, and paying ont silver five-franc pieces for them, as it has 
aright to do under the law. The silver, therefore, is being transferred 
from the vaults of the bank to the pockets of the people. 


WHAT WILL HAPPEN NEXT. 


The French people will not keep more silver than they can use. The 
surplus will leave the country and be sold for what it will fetch as 
bullion. They want a market for it. The Orient will take it, but at 
reduced rates. Hence if we remonetize silver and make it a full legal 
tender it will be sold to ns at higher rates, and the result will be that 
we shall have transferred the loss due to this surplus stock of silver in 
the Bank of France from the French pcople to ourselves, Whether 
silver shall hereafter appeciate or not makes no difference; the pres- 
ent loss will be ours, deliberately assumed at a time when there is no 
earthly reason for it, becanse we can only become the owners of the 
silver by pons it with our bonds or our products, which ean 
just as well be applied to the purchase of gold, on which there can bo 
no loss, for under all circumstances it will pay balances among all 
of our foreign transactions, which are alone and always solvable in 
gold, or in its equivalent at gold values. By remonetizing silver, 
therefore, at atime when we are free from the embarrassments duo to 
its fluctaating in value, we adopt a course directly the reverse of the 
policy adopted by the Bank of France when it was in a state of sus- 
pension, and therefore able to keep its gold. 

It thus appears that in the progress of modern development amon 
commercial nations, in spite of all efforts to the contrary, gold an 
silver have, by reason of their relative material qualities and cost of 
production, forced themselves into their inevitable and natural rela- 
tion, gold as a standard of value for foreign and large commercial 
transactions and silver as the money for small domestic traffic. 

Gold and silver thus remain the money of the nation as they. were 
before the Constitution, and as they were intended hy the Coustitu- 
tion to remain, so regulated in value as to keep both in circulation 
and each in its appropriate sphere. But they can no more bo made 
permanently interchangeable upon a fixed ratio of value than can 
cotton and wool, or iron and pork, or flour and tobacco, or any other 
commodities the value of which fluctuates from day to day according 
to times and seasons and the law of demand and supply. 

While, therefore, legislation is powerless to aceomplish the good re- 
sults which the friends of the unlimited tender of the silver dollar 
hope to produce by its remonetization, legislation can produce a vast 
amount of evil and retard the progress of the country in the develop- 
ment of its foreign commerce, to which alone we can look for relief 
from the stagnation which paralyzes the industry of the country. 


WHO ARE THE WORKERS. 


The great mass of the people of this country are workers that de- 
peng for their livelihood upon their daily labor, whether it be in the 
walks of professional life, in the domain of trade, in the mechanic 
arts, in agriculture, orin what is known as common labor, where 
physical foree is of more consequence than mental power. Of the 
class who live withont labor, upon realized capital, we have but few. 
Tho capitalists of this country are in reality its workers. The great 
mass of loanable capital belongs to them. It is aggregated in banks 
of issue and deposit, in savings-banks, in insurance companies, in 
joint-stock corporations for production and distribution, such as man- 
ufacturing and railway companies, ‘The legislation of the country, 
therefore, if it is to look to the greatest good of the greatest number, 
must ever be directed toward the interests of the working classes, 
who are in reality the owners of the larger portion of the national 
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rience has shown that the ratio of value between gold and silver is | pond 


liable to periodic if not daily fluctuations. All attempts to establish 
a permanent ratio have been in vain. In practice one or the other is 
undervalued and leaves the country. In France, for example, prior 
to 1848, the currency was practically monometallie, that is, of silver. 
The gold discoveries of California and Anstralia lowered the relative 
valne of gold. Silver in France was undervalued and left the country. 
Gold took its place, except for subsidiary uses. It was regarded at 
the time with serious alarm, and Chevalier proposed to put the coiu- 
age of France upon a monometallic silver basis in order to retain the 
silver, which had been the ancient money of France. Fortunately 
for France his views did not prevail, and hence when silver fell it 
found France with a large stock of gold which would have left the 
country if the Bank of France had not heen in a state of suspension. 
What seemed therefore to be the wise finance of France was really a 
pieée of good luck arising from the misfortunes of the Franco-German 
war. 

France has therefore now for commercial purposes a stock of gold, 
and her commerce foreign and domestic is carried on on a gold basis. 
Her domestic traffic settles itself in silver, which to-day in France, as 
in Germany and in England, is serving its only legitimate use as sub- 
sidiary coin. But it will be said that the bullion stock of the Bank 
of France is largely in silver. It is true that ont of the $400,000,000 
of bullion in the Bank of France abont $170,600,000 is in silver and is 
in reality surplus stock, because with the present paper currency 
in circulation there is no room for it and it remains idle in the 
bank. It not merely loses interest, but it cannot be exported and 


Unhappily a large number of our able-bodied workingmenare unable 
to find employment. So far as this state of affairs is due to legisla- 
tion no time is to he lost in correcting it. That the evils complained 
of aredue to some causes besides natural ones is self-evident. We havo 
a fruitful soil, which has produced abundant harvests, so that of onr 
surplus we are able to supply the wants of the world; we have un- 
numbered acres of nnoceupied lands, which will give a gencrous re- 
turn to the hand of toil; we have mineral resources unequaled on 
the face of the globe in variety, extent, and ease of exploitation; we 
have the skill to turn these resources to account, and by means of 
our natural and artificial avennes of communication we have every 
possible facility for their use and development. Why, then, do we 
stand idle! Why do we sufer? Why do willing hands and anxious 
hearts wait for the command which summons them to useful and to 
grateful labor? 


CAUSES OF OUR DISTRESS, 


We are told by some that it is due to overproduction ; we are told 
by others that it is due to the contraction of the currency; we are 
told by others that it is due tothe demonetization of silver; we are told 
by others that it is due to the act providing for the resumption of 
specie payments. But I tell you it is due first to overexpenditare and 
second to the fact that we have no access to the markets of the world 
for anything but our raw products. I insist that there is no such 
F in tho presence of empty stomachs and naked 
bodies, and there is no road out of this condition of affuirs but 
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REMEDIES. 

First, in national and individual economy; and 

Second, in removing the obstructions which by legislation we have 
put in the way of the sale of our manufactured products in foreign 
markets. R 

I insist that the passage of the silver bill and the postponement of 
the resumption of specio payments, which will be its inevitable con- 

uence, can only result in the continuance and aggravation of the 
existing depression, and while it must tend to drive our y le back 
to the soil, to keep themselves from starvation, the unavoidable results 
will be to reduce still further the narrow profits of agriculture, by 
producing a commercial glut of cereal and other agricultural prod- 
ucts which the world cannot take and consume. 

Onr relief then must come from the outside, and not the inside. It 
must come from securing foreign markets for our merchandise. Does 
the House, does the conntry, realize the nature and extent of the 
relief which can thus be secured? Take one example: We pur- 
chased last year from the Spanish American states and Mexico to the 
amount of $149,719,995 ; we sold them to the amonnt of $51,664,693. 
The difference, $98,053,302, we paid in money. This money they sent 
to Europe to purchase manufactured articles which we can produce 
with as little human labor as the people from whom they were bought. 
Why, nnder the absurd doctrine that you cannot sell unless you buy, 
why did we not sell these goods to our neighbors who would naturally 
prefer to buy from us because we buy from them? Simply because 
our tariff laws do not permit us to compete with England and Ger- 
many and France, There the raw materials of manufacture are free. 
Here they pay heavy duties. We deliberately shut ourselves ont from 
the natural aud open markets at our door, and yet we complain that 
our patple are idle and onr mills are closed. 

The demonetization of silver did not prodnce these results, and the 
progress toward specie payments has not contributed to them. We 
never had these markets when we had silver dollars and when we 
had the excessive issues of paper money which are now so loudly 
demanded. But we had then our own markets. We did not then pro- 
duce enough for our own covusumption. But at length, after a cen- 
tury of development, we are able to supply all that we need of every 
staple article for our own wants, and we have a surplus which we 
must sell elsewhere. It is because we cannot sell this surplus at 

rices which will compete with Europe that our mills now stand 
idle and our people seek work and wages in vain. 

The remonetization of silver and further issues of irredeemable 
paper money will not relieve, but will only add to our embarrass- 
men 

Let me explain how and why. The object to be aimed at is to secure 
and control the din sy markets, to take that place in the foreign 
commerce of the world which is now filled by Great Britain. Let us 
first consider what it has done for her, and how it has made her the 
richest nation and the greatest power that has ever existed since the 
world began. 

The destiny of nations is pointed out by nature. The climate and 
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the natural resources of every country determine its career; modified 
pein the physical, mental, and moral vigor of the people who 
inhabit it. 

Nature has clearly indicated that the commerce of the world will 
be as largely controlled in the future by the United States as now it 
is by Great Britain. The capacity for production is the fundamental 
basis upon which the structure of commerce must be reared. The 
aan of raw materials of the varied kinds required for all tho 

ranches of staple industry will surely secure the establishment and 
success of manufactures, provided the climate is favorable and the 
soil is occupied by an honest, intelligent, and energetic race of peo- 
ple. In some respects Great Britain has enjoyed unusual advantages 
for the development of her industry, the extension of her commerce, 
and for acquiring the control of the markets of the world. In the 
first place she possesses a climate singularly favorable to physical 
development and active labor. How far the climate and her insular 
penn have affected her national character let philosophers decide ; 

nt it is certain rage some cause or causes, the English pcoplo 
during the last five hundred years have developed qualities of per- 
sonal independence, of mental vigor, of untiring activity, of limitless 
acquisitiveness, which have no,counterpart in any nation, ancient or 
modern. Hence to-day her rule extends over more than one-fifth of 
the surface, and includes more than one-fifth the entire population 
of the globe, And yet this enormons growth of political power has 
all occurred within two hundred years, and that vast accumulation 
of wealth which excites the wonder and the envy of the world has 
been built up to its great proportions within the last century. Its 
magnitude is simply stupendous and passes the comprehension of 
ordinary rules of estimate. In 1801 the amount of national wealth 
was believed to be eighteen hundred millions of pounds sterling, 
equal to £112 per head of population. In 1841 it had risen to fonr 
thousand millions of pounds sterling, equal to £150 per head. In 
1858 it was six thousand millions of pounds sterling, equal to £206 
per head of population, while in 1677 it has reached eight thou- 
sand five hundred millions of pounds sterling, equal to £260 per head 
of population. The best authorities reckon the annual accumula- 
tions during the last ten years to have been at the rate of £235,000,000 
per annum, of which £65,000,000 are derived from investments of 
British capital in foreign countries. In other words, if this sum were 
ae distributed amona tee inhabitants of Great Britain, the rest 
of the world is paying abont $10 per head annually to each man, 
woman, and child in the United Kingdom. Great Britain is therefore 
not only overflowing with riches at home, but she has secured amort- 
gage-lien upon tho industry of the rest of the world which practically 
absorbs a large portion of the profits of human industry. 

That this statement is true is proven by tho fact that fora long 
period of years the imports of merekandise and bullion into Great 
Britain have largely exceeded the value of the exports. The table 
which I insert shows that during the last niheteen years the aggregato 
of balances of excess of imports over exports amounts to the enormous 
sum of £1,193,608,433: 3 


A comparative statement of the total value of imports and exports of merchandise, including bullion and specie, into and from the United Kingdom in 
each year from 1858 to 1876. 
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The percentage of this excess steadily inereases on tlie average, and 
in the year 1876 it amounted to 4 125,908,263. That no portion of this 
vast value represented debts incurred abroad is proven by the fact 
that besides all the merchandise which she imported there was a bal- 
ance received in bullion amounting to £7,590,000, and in two years 
of £13,230,000. Doubtless some part of this large excess was due to 
the collection of a portion of the indebtedness of foreign countries to 
Great Britain. And as confidence is restored it is possible that some 
portion of this fund may be again invested in foreign securities. But 
the broad fact remains that Great Britain every year draws from other 
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countries in merchandise and in money a sum which is now snfficient 
to defray the annual expenses of her entire administration, including 
the interest on the national debt. It is not surprising, therefore, that 
the people of Great Britain have more of the comforts of life and suffer 
less from poverty than any other nation in the world. The present 
is an era of distress. Throughout the civilized globe the depression 
in business is universal, and the cry of suffering comes up from every 
land. How is itin England? 

My own personal observation during the summer of 1877 in France, 
Germany, aud England satisfied me that the condition of the work- 
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ing classes in England was less grievous and more comfortable than 
in either of the other countries or in the United States. Except in 
one branch of business, the manufacture of iron and steel, there was 
sufficient employment for the operatives; and although wages had 
been reduced they were still sufficient to maintain the working pop- 
ulation in better case than bere or elsewhere abroad. That this state- 
ment is true is clearly proven by the returns of the poor-law board as 
to the relief extended to paupers. The number relieved in 1875 was 
30,000 Jess than in 1874; and in 1876, 56,000 less than in 1875. The cost 
of pauperism per head of population in 1868 was 68. 114d. per head of 
population, while in 1876 it was reduced to 6s. Id. head. More- 
over for the first time in the present century the immigration into 
Great Britain was equal to the emigration from its shores, proving its 
ability to employ its population at a better rate of compensation t 
could be had in foreign countries. The explanation of this unexpected 
and almost incredible state of affairs is to be found in the fact that 
while her exports had steadily diminished in money value from 1872 to 
1874, they had increased in actual quantity in every er fe industry 
except in that of iron and steel. This is not only proved by the offi- 
cial returns but by the unmistakable evidence in the fact that the coal 
raised increased from 127,016,747 tons in 1873, which was the largest 
quantity up to that period, to 133,344,766 tons in 1876. 

In other words, more power had been employed in human industry 
than in any previous period of English history. As the result, there- 
fore, of the British commercial system we have in an-era of universal 
depression increase of employment, increase of income, increase of 
accumulated wealth, and increase of population. Here, then, is pre- 
sented a situation worthy of the study of statesmen. How and by 
what means has Great Britain placed herself in this enviable position 
at the head of the nations in industry, commerce, prosperity, wealth, 
and empire? Are the elements of her prosperity peculiar to herself? 
Has she any monopoly of the sources of power and of growth? Have 
we, members of the Congress of the United States, representatives of 
the people, who are suffering from falling values, from the stop 
of the wheels of industry, from the want of employment of its work- 
ing population, amid the wreck of parties and the confusion of ancicnt 
issues—haye we sufficiently studied the causes of British growth? 
Have we inquired into the secrets of her policy? Have we taken the 
proper steps to follow her example, to appropriate her experience, 
and to secure to our suffering country that portion of her sources of 
wealth which are within our p, and laid the foundations for the 
oy apap of that larger portion which nature has plainly indicated 
to be our right provided we act with intelligence, energy, and integ- 
rity, which is at the foundation of all permanent success ? 

wo hundred years ago the commercial ba gage now enjoyed 
by Great Britain was by Holland. How did Great Britain 
secure its transfer to control? Doubtless navigation laws, pro- 
tective legislation, and warlike operations had more or less influence 
upon the result, but the rivalry continued without material advan- 
tage to either side, until the discovery of the steam-engine. England 
had coal, while Holland had none. Moreover the coal-fields were 
near to navigation. A slight expenditure for canals made it accessi- 
ble to every portion of the kingdom. The steam-engine multiplied 
the productive power of man twenty-five-fold. Previous to its intro- 
duction exchanges were made practically on the basis of one day of 
human labor for another day of human labor. The steam-engine 
enabled England to purchase with one day’s labor the produce of 
twenty-five days. Of course the competition of other countries not 
having access to coal became impossible, and the profits of her ex- 
changes in foreign trade were enormonsly enhanced. This new source 
of wealth enabled Great Britain to maintain the wars with Napoleon 
and resist for awhile the introduction of new political ideas which 
have since regenerated the face of the world. Out of these wars she 
learned one lesson, however, which has governed her policy from that 
day to this, to expend her power and her influence for the extension 
a her trade and commerce and not for the propagation of political 
ideas, si 

The Crimean war, although on its face produced by political con- 
siderations, was in reality undertaken by Great Britain for the pro- 
tection of her Indian empire against Russian aggression and for the 
preservation of a vast trade amounting to a bnndred million pounds 
sterling per annum which she carries on with her eastern depend- 
ency. The commercial element has become dominant in Great Britain. 
A great deal is said of honor, jastice, and religion ; but when her pol- 
icy is analyzed there will always be found behind these noble senti- 
ments inscribed upon her banners and written all over her foreign 
pee the words, Pounds, shillings, and pence.” De Tocqueville 

ong ago pointed out this peculiarity, when he said: 
3 makes for English interests is justice; whatever makes against them 

British commerce being thus founded on her possession of exhaust- 
less stores of power in her coal-beds, could not be disturbed or dis- 
lod until other nations could secure equal access to stores of cheap 
fuel; and practically England secured the monopoly of the trade of 
the world long before other nations could make any pro; toward 
substantial competition. The introduction of railways, however, was 
their release from bondage. It enabled them to get access to the 
sources of power; but England had got fifty years the start, and dur- 
ing that fifty years had gathered unto herself the bulk of the accu- 
mulated floating capital of mankind, and now that other nations are 


in a position to compete, haying got access to fuel, having acquired 
skill, having 8 and established the best machinery for pro- 
duction, they find that the profits of trade are reduced to that narrow 
margin which is due to the superior natural advantages of one country 
over another for 4 Sap classes of products. 

ae 25 Scan = a moment ithe elemenia a enter ame the sae: 
cessful production of manufact ey are, capital ; 
second, skill; third, raw materials; fourth, labor; fifth, money, (for let 
it be noted that money isnot capital;) sixth, arrangements for inter- 
course, diplomatic and otherwise, between countries so as to keep open 
the channels of trade. 

In regard to capital, as we have seen, Great Britain has in ownership 
a vast advantage over our country, but the inventions of ezelango 
of the telegraph, and of the clearing-house system has practically 
made a common stock of the capital of the world. The security being 
equal, it where it will pay best and a difference of 1 per cent. in 
the rate of interest between New York and London suffices to transfer 
capital until there is an equation in the rates. Moreover the outlets 
for the profitable use of capital in Great Britain are so narrowed up 
that it is forced to seek channels in foreign lands for i's productive 
5 and of all the countries in the world the United States 
is the most attractive to the Englishman because we speak a common 
language, have a common ancestry, and a community of political 
ideas. Hence British capital, in the absence of disturbing ranpa 
gravitates to this country and is as available for the development o 
our resources and the growth of our industry as if its owners resided 
among us. I said “in the absence of disturbing causes.” What are 
they! Sometimes, but rarely, of a political nature, Hence it is essen- 
tial to maintain with England the closest diplomatic relations, for 
diplomacy deals primarily with politics and only secondarily with 
commerce. 

Political relations being in a satisfactory condition English capital 
would flow naturally into this country whenever there B a vacuum, 
provided confidence in its security is not disturbed. Now, confidence is 
the offspring of honesty . Given a state of things where- 
in the basis for produetive industry is sound the judgment will be readily 
satisfied. It is not too much to say that unbounded confidence exists 
abroad in the productive capacities of the United States. Foreign 
capitalists appreciate our sources of wealth better than we do our- 
selves because they have less than we possess. No other evidence is 
required of this fact than the vast sums, amounting to many hun- 
dreds of millions of pre which, in the period between 1805 and 
1873, were sent from abroad to be invested in American enterprises, 
and it is largely to such investments that we have been enabled to es- 
tablish throughout the length and breadth of the land convenient and 
economical communications between our coal-fields and the sources 
of our food and raw materials, so that we may now compete upon equal 
terms with Great Britain for the commerce of the world. 

WE CAN NOW SUPPLY OUR OWN WANTS AXD MAKE A SURPLUS FOR EXPORT. 


For this purpose, therefore—that is, the development of communica- 
tions—no more capital is at present needed; but capital is still re- 
quired for working up our raw material into manufactured products 
and for establishing lines of steam transportation between our ports 
and the natural market for these e on the Gulf of Mexico, in 
South America, and the regions of the Orient. 

Why does this capital withhold itself in alarm? For more than 
three years it has been so abundant in the great financial centers of 
the world that it has been difficult to make it earn even the lowest 
rate of interest ever known in financial history. The truth must be 
told. Foreign capitalists have lost confidence in our honesty. I 
shall not undertake to discuss whether there is good reason or not 
for this loss of confidence. I only deal with the fact, its canses, and 
its consequences. We are adebtor nation. It has been held out that 
our obligations will be paid in gold. This proposition was not dis- 
erase so long as capital was flowing into the country from abroad; 

ut when speculative enterprises collapsed in 1873 and values began 
to shrink, suggestions were made and parties organized for paying 
off the bonds in paper money and latterly in silver, which bad in the 
mean time depreciated about 10 per cent. in value. Capital prefers 
to remain idle in security rather than to be employed where there is 
risk of loss. Hence the recovery which in the ordinary course of 
nature wonld have been prodaced by the transfer of floating capital 
into fixed investments has been retarded, aud if such legislation as 
is proposed in the Bland silver bill and the repeal of the resumption 
act should be carried into effect, the time of recovery will be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Money, in the sense of currency, can be created by legislation, but 
capital can be created only by labor profitably employed. It is the 
fruit of labor. It is the result of saving. It must have a sub- 
stantial pre-existence. It can be transferred by money, but money 
cannot be substituted for it. oe is the freight; money is the 
vehicle on which it is carried. Therefore the creation of unlimited 
amounts of money will not secure the presence of capital any more 
than the palling of thousands of railway cars will produce the freight 
which they are designed to move. What we want, therefore, is more 
capital, and not more money. Confidence alone will bring capital; 
legislation cannot. In this question the West and the South have an 
interest vastly greater than any other section of the country. The 
West and South produce the food and the raw materials—cottonand 
wool—upon which our future development of industry must rest 
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This food and these raw materials are now carried to Great Britain, 
are there manufactured, and are thence transported to every portion 
of the habitable globe. There is no longer any good reason why the 
eotton should not be manufactured where it is grown, and the food 
transported from the West into the regions of the South, and the 
cotton of the South in like manner returned to the West, giving life 
to an industry so vast that we can only form a pore idea of its 
proportions by ae that it has enabled England to sustain 
a population of two hundred and sixty-five persons to the square 
mile, while in this country of superabundant food we maintain in 
the States of the Union, excluding the Territories, a population of 
only twenty to the square mile. If our population were of the same 
density as Great Britain it would amount to over two thousand mill- 
ions. 

And there is no reason in nature why the same results will not 
follow the application of the same laws. Let one example show the 
results of English policy: Great Britain took from the United States 
in 1876 8,328,000 hundred-weight of raw cotton out of a total import 
of 13,284,000 hundred-weight. For the whole of this cotton she paid 
£40,181,000, and of it she retained about five-sixths for her own con- 
sumption and exported to the rest of the world manufactures of cot- 
ton to the value of £67,641,268, In other words, after supplying her 
own wants, she drew from the rest of the world £27,500,000 more 
than the entire cost of the raw material. Of course she had to buy 
the food required to feed the labor employed in the production of 
these cotton goods, amounting to 479,515 persons. Her total imports 
of food amounted to £83,589,000, which enabled her to maintain a 
population of 33,000,000 oa peon upon an area not capable itself of 
supporting more than 10,000,000 of people. 

hat a contrast does this present to our condition! With a surplus 
of food, with a surplus of raw material, we have somewhere from 
500,000 to 1,000,000 of able-bodied — who seek employment in 
vain. We are of the same race, and possess as much physical vigor 
and certainly equal intelligence with the English operatives. 

It is an admitted fact that a day’s labor produces a larger result, on 
an average, in this country than in England. And yet, out of the 
very cotton which we sent them, manufactured by labor fed with the 
very food that we sent them, they actually sent back to this country, 
in payment for this cotton and food, cotton goods to the value of 
£2,451,751, and to other nations, just as accessible to us as to them 
cotton to the value of nearly 8300, 000,000, an amount suficien 
to have given employment directly and indirectly to at least one mill- 
ion of persons, more than all our idle population put together. So 
far as this state of things is due to the lack of capital the remedy is 

lain. Inspire confidence by strict adherence to the highest rules of 

1onor and honesty and capital will flow in abundant streams where 
it can be used to such evident profit, The rule should be where there 
is any doubt or question as to the medium of payment to decide in 
favor of the creditor and thus plant ourselves on the highest plane of 
honor. For one, I am at an utter loss to comprehend how the petty 
savings which any community can make by 1 any portion 
of its debt in whole or in part, or by substituting in the payment of 
interest silver for gold because it is a little cheaper at the moment, 
can weigh in the popular judgment against the enormous profits and 
the vast volume of business which would accrue from investments of 
capital in the development of our unrivaled natural resources and 
the certain establishment of the means of transportation to the great 
markets of the world which we can supply upon better terms than 
any other nation. 

Every interest in the country will then be invigorated with new 
life, and labor will find abundant and remunerative employment, 
whereas now there is complaint of depression and stagnation from 
every quarter. Pro and growth alone can give prosperity and 
increasing values. To stand still is to perish; to go forward is to 

rosper. And yet those portions of the country which have the most 
interest in development and growth are the very ones that are turn- 
ing back the hands on the dial of time and postponing the industrial 
trinmphs of the future. ° 

Raw materials, then, we have. Capital we can have on the simple 
condition of stern, unbending honesty. What else do we need so as 
to carry no dead weight into the race? We must have the kind of 
money which the world uses in making its exchanges. Money is 
merely a tool of commerce. A workman with bad tools cannot com- 
e with a workman of equal skill who has good tools. Commerce 

only a barter of commodities; but in order that this barter may 
on withont friction the mode of estimating valnes must not only be 
simple but sure and permanent, because time is required for reaching 
the markets where the bartered goods are to be sold. ‘ 

Gold and silver are the most unchangeable values, and hence have 
been made the standards of value throughout the commercial world. 
Of late, silver has been subject to violent perturbations, and hence 
countries using the gold standard have had great advantages in the 
operations of commerce. They buy more cheaply and make closer 
estimates of results. Hence to-day goods cannot be bought in South 
America or the Asiatic markets except for bills payable in London. 
No matter what kind of currency may be used for local purposes, all 
foreign commerce reduces itself to gold values, and countries using 
acurrency not convertible into gold are subjected to deductions, 
commissions, and allowances due to the uncertainties caused by these 
fluctuations, 


Therefore, gold being the best tool or instrument of exchange, what- 
ever nation will enter the list for the control of the commerce of the 
world must adopt a gold standard as the basis of its money system. 
Hence Germany, intending to enroll herself among the great com- 
mercial nations, has spaa the gold standard as the preliminary 
step to the absorption of Belgium and Holland, which will give her 
coal and colonies. 

So long as silver can be converted into gold at a fixed ratio it is 
equally available, except for its bulk, and it may possibly be restored 
to its old a by general agreement among the great commercial 
nations. But as the case now stands it is simply to retire from the 
race, if it is to be undertaken upon the basis of currency which is 
unstable, fluctuating, and not in any respect as good as the best in 
use among our competitors, In other words, I do not hesitate to lay 
it down as a fundamental principle that it is not possible to get the 
control of the foreign commerce of the world except upon the con- 
dition of a single gold standard of value. 

By refusing to resume ie payments on a gold basis, and by 
offering to pay national obligations in silver, we simpy oe e the 
day when we can enter successfully upon the straggle with England 
for the commercial supremacy of the world. 

But besides money and capital and raw materials, our commercial 
relations with the rest of the world must be of the most liberal and 
perfect character; we must not put any impediment in the way of 
getting such raw materials as we may lack at the lowest possible 
cost; we must take off duties which increase the cost of raw ma- 
terials; we must lower taxes which add to the expense of trans- 
1 ; and while we must at the outset protect our markets as 

ar as possible from the influx of foreign manufactures when they 
are sacrificed below cost in order to get rid of a surplus, we must do 
nothing to add to the normal and regular cost of his supplies to the 
consumer: Sicitur ad astra. É 

In order to estimate the importance of foreign commerce to the 
United States let us compare its present dimensions with the volume 
of commerce carried on by Great Britain. In 1877 the total imports 
and exports of Great Britain amounted to £631,931,305, which was at 
the rate of £19 18. 11d., or nearly $100, per head. The total imports 
and exports of the United States for the year ending June 30, 1877, 
amounted to $1,150,734,997 ; equal to $25.50. per head. If, therefore. 
the volume of our foreign commerce could be enlarged to that of 
Great Britain it would amount to about $4,500,000,000, or four times 
its present dimensions. 

To those who want work for idle hands, here is the solution and 
remedy, To those who are in debt for property purchased when 
prices were high, and who are still clin ng to it as shipwrecked 
mariners hug the here is relief, for with abundant employment 
will come inc pulation, renewed demand, and a rising mar- 
ket for real estate. For those who complain of low prices for agri- 
cultural products, here is a home market which will not only increase 
demand but will save the loss now incurred for transportation to 
distant markets. For those who desire to develop the mineral and 
manufacturing resources of the South, here is the attraction for capi- 
tal to transfer itself from the interior of England, where coal is now 
dear, to the abundant water-powers and coal-fields of the South, 
where the cotton is grown and suitable factory labor abounds, thus 
opening the way for an immigration of white labor, stalwart, inde- 
pendent, and fruitful of increase in numbers, wealth, and civilization. 
For those who desire reduction of taxation, here is the avenue to 
its speedy realization, for the outstanding national debt, thus made 
payable in gold, can be refunded at a rate of interest which will save 
twenty millions per annum, and it is the interest, and not the princi- 
pal, for which taxes are levied. Besides, the saving thus effected in 
the annual interest will, if paid into a sinking fund, liquidate the 
entire principal in less than forty years. And yet men are found who 
advocate the payment of the interest in silver at 6 per cent., instead 
of paying it in gold at 4 per cent., when a simple calculation in arith- 
metic shows that $6 in silver will produce $5.40 in gold; thus losing 
$1.40 every year on every one-hundred-dollar bond and $14,000,000 
annually on the bonds now outstanding. Similar effects will reach all 
municipal and State debts, the pressure of which is now so onerons, 
because property is low and population is small. These will be les- 
sened by every increase in population and by every addition to the 
wealth of the country. 

Summing up the whole matter, therefore, honor and interest alike 
concur in resisting all temptation to substitute silver for gold as the 
standard of value, and the only effect of doing so will be to reduce 
the value of property, to retard the march of improvement, and to 
postpone the inestimable results of a rapid increase in the Mare 
commerce of the country to a generation who, taught by the folly, 
the bitter experience, and the sufferings of the present, shall appre- 
ciate the injunction, “ Whatsoever ye would that men should do to 
you, do ye even so to them.” 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Sore I now yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. McCoox.] A 

Mr. McOOOK. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment this bill is so utterly 
bad that the duty which I owe to my constituents and myself wi 
compel me to vote to lay it on the table. If I had the opportunity, 
I would offer an amendment that the Secretary of the ee in 
the event of the passage of the bill, be authorized to preserve the 
first dollar coined under its provisions and exhibit it in some con- 
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spicuons place in the Treasury Department, so that future generations 
might see the wisdom of the Congress of the United States that by 
legislation attempted to make ninety cents equal to one hundred 
cents. [Laughter.] 


T. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. CUTLER.] 

Mr. CUTLER addressed the House, [His remarks will appear in 
the say avec 

TEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. TURNER. ] 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not belong to that class of imprac- 
ticables who prefer to be carried down rather than quarter a stream ; 
who, in a persistent effort to obtain the best desirable, lose the best 

racticable; yet I cannot give mysupport to the Senate amendments. 
tt seems to me that they emasculate the bill and render it powerless to 
afford the country the relief which it so loudly demands and so sorely 
needs, The first amendment legalizes the making of contracts which 
cannot be discharged in silver coin. The indebtedness of the people 
and the money of the country are held by the banks, the bondbolder, 
and the gold ring, and whoever asks a loan or a renewal will be forced 
to give a note payable in gold and wil iu turn have to sell his produce 
or services for gold with which to meet his obligations, and thus it 
will be in the power of the capitalist to make the remonetization of 
silver purely nominal. As the law now is thé coinage of gold is free, 
and any holder of gold bullion can take it to the mint and have it 
coined without charge and its full yield in gold dollars or multiples 
thereof returned to him, and there is no limitation on the amount of 

old that may be thus coined; and, besides, the moment he deposits 
fhe old bullion he is entitled to a certificate of deposit for the full 
number of dollars it will coin after being debased by alloy, and this 
certificate is receivable in all dues to the Government, inclading im- 
port taxes, and is also receivable in payment of the interest on the 
national debt. 8 

One of the amendments denies the holder of silver bullion the right 
to have it coined into dollars free of charge and on the contrary gives 
to the Government, instead of the holder of the silver bullion, the ben- 
efit of the alloy allowed by law, which amounts to abont 6 per cent., 
and requires tlie Government to purchase and coin not Jess than-two 
nor more than four million dollars’ worth of silver per mouth, but 

rovides no means by which the dollars thus coined can be thrown 
into circulation. Under this provision there will be paid out of the 
Treasury for silver bullion two to four million per month of green- 
backs and the resulting coin will be kept in the Treasury and the cir- 
culating medium will not be increased to the extent of one dollar. 

The resumption act of January, 1875, contains this provision : 

And toenablethe ofthe to and provide forthe redem 
tion in this act eee be tu SEANA to ard prt surplus 8 
from time to time in the Treasury, not otherwise ropriated, and to issue, soll. 


and di of, at not less than in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of 
the United States, described in che act of Congress approved July 14, 170, 


By act of July 14, 1870, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
to issue two hundred millions of ten-year 5 per cent. coin bonds, 
which he is, by the act of January, 1875, to dispose of to obtain coin 
with which to resume specie payments, It is easy to foresee that a 
President and Secretary of the Treasury who are hostile to silver 
remonetization will use these bonds to purchase the silver bullion and 
retain the money into which it is coined in the Treasury as a fund 
with which to redeem the greenbacks after the 1st of January, 1879, 
and will only put the silver dollars into circulation as they withdraw 
an equal amount of greenbacks. 

The amendments also deny to the holder of silver bullion the right 
to deposit it and receive certificates therefor, as can the holder of gold 
bullion, but do provide for such deposit of silver coin, but take pains 
to provide that such certificates of the deposit of silver coin shall not 
be received in payment of the certificates of deposit for gold bullion 
or coin. 

The effect and object of these provisions is to degrade silver and 
elevate gold—is to provide for classes of contracts which cannot be 
discharged in silver. The effect of charging a seiguiorage equivalent 
to 6 per cent. for the coinage of silver bultion may be to drive out sil- 
ver bullion to foreign countries which are more friendly toward silver 
coinage. Again, the Secretary of the Treasury is only authorized to 
buy silver coin at the market price, and in his hostility to the metal 
he may assume the market price as such that no holder of silver bull- 
ion will sell at, and he will then contend that he did not coin the 
silver because he could not purchase the bullion at a fair market 
price. It will be observed that by the act as amended the Govern- 
ment is an enforced purchaser of silver bullion to not less than two 
millions per month. This provision isliabletoabuse. Finding apur- 
chaser who is compelled to buy two millions of silver bullion per 
month, the silver bonanza kings of the Pacific slope and the finance 
minister of Germany, whose conntry has a real orsupposed redundancy 
of silver, might readily form a ring or syndicate to monopolize and 
bull the price of silver bullion to 10 per cent. above its legal rela- 
tion to gold, and thus compel the Government to pay that much 
more thau a fair price for it. 

Our experiences with the present Secretary of the Treasury warn 
us to trust nothing to his discretion which is opposed by the gold ring 
aud designed for the benefit of the people, and that his hatred of 
silver and greenbacks, the money of the people, is enly surpassed by 
his devotion to gold rings and syndicates. 


The second section appended by the Senate provides for a commis- 
sion and conference of at least three nationalities “to adopt a com- 
mon ratio between gold and silver, but only requires the nations 
oonposing the Latiu union, many of which are Hostile to silver, to 
be invited to participate therein, and leaves it discretionary with the 
President whether he will invite other European nations, and ex- 
cludes from invitation the Asiatic and Oriental nationalities which 
use silver as their only currency. 

And the commission can proceed to act when two nations other 
than the United States accept the invitation. 

It requires no prophetic vision to foresee that a President hostile 
to silver will appoint commissioners who are its enemies and that the 
conference will meet whenever England and Germany, which have 
demonetized silver, accept the invitation and send their silver-haters 
to act with ours. To foresee that the commission will be organized 
to convict silver of being unfit to be used as money, the bill as re- 
turned to us by the Senate might well be entitled an act pretending 
to remonetize silver. $ 

I am strengthened in my opposition to these amendments by the 
fact that I find every enemy of silver on this floor advocating them, 
I regret that I cannot act with many of the best friends of silver, in- 
cluding the author of the bill, who insist that we accept the bill with 
the Senate ameudments as the best that can be obtained, and that as 
now framed we can pass the bill over a veto which they assume will 
surely come, Ido not believe the President will ever veto the bill as 
amended hy the Senate, In this regard he will do just as the gold 
ring dictates, and I 1 believe it is their interest to advise him to 
sign this eunnchized bill rather than risk the storm of indignation 
which would follow a veto, and compel such a bill as the people and 
the public interest demand, namely, a bill fully remonetizing silver 
and putting it in all respects where it stood before it was stealthily 
demonetized. It is unwise to accept these amendments until we have 
exhansted every effort to secure a better bill. . 

If we reject the amendments, the bill first goes back to the Senate 
and they vote whether they will recede from the amendments, and 
they may recede, and this at least gives us a test vote as to who are 
the real friends of full remonetization and who are its real enemies, 
and have only voted in obedience to the known wishes of their con- 
stituents and have tried to keep faith with the people to the letter, 
and faith with the gold ring in the spirit; but we are told that we 
ean perfect this bill and remove the objectionable features by a snp- 
plemental bill. If we cannot pass an efficient bill by the requisite 
majority to override a veto, how can we pass by such a majority a sup- 
plemental bill vitalizing an inefficient one ? 

Iam opposed to the adoption of the amendments because it will 
preclude all opportunities of amending the original bill which itself 
is imperfect in this: it does not expressly provide that silver coin 
shall be received iti discharge of all past contracts except such as were 
made payable in gold during its demonetization, and that it shall be 
received in payment of all future contracts for any kind of money. 

It is true, making it a full legal tender ought to have this last 
effect, as it would be against public policy to allow contracts which 
could not be discharged in full legal-tender money, and tho courts 
should so hold; bnt it is safest to be explicit on this point. 

The life-tenure judges of the Federal courts may lean to the gold 
ring and against the people and sustain such contracts and defeat 
the object of the bill. I hardly think the courts would so hold if 
silver was wade a fall legal tender, They have sustained such con- 
tract with regurd to partial legal-tender money. (See Trebilcox rs. 
Nilson and Wife, 12 Wallace, 687; Bunson vs, Rhodes, 7 Wallace, 229.) 
And I concur in the opinion sustaiuing contracts for a special kind of 
money where that kind will paysome debts that another kind will not, 

The Bland bill should be further amended so as to allow the hold- 
ers of silver bullion to deposit it with the Treasury and receive there- 
for certificates for the number of dollars the bullion will yield. The 
bill as amended only enables us to pay the bonds and some other ob- 
ligations in silver. There is no silver in circulation now, and the bill 
pondes no means by which the silver to be coined can reach circu- 

ation. 

Mr. Speaker, tho country is tired of this “milk-and-cider” policy, 
this effort to reconcile the ancient mutiny between right and wrong. 
It is sick nigh unto death and demands heroic treatment at our hands, 
Let us be equal to the occasion, be true to the people and our own con- 
victious, and let the consequences fall upon the heads of those who 
keep their promise to the people in letter and break it in spirit. Let 
us force & square issue and make every one array himself either on 
the side of God or mammon—the people or the gold-riug. Let us not 
afford the professed friends of the people and the real friends of the 

ld-ring an opportunity to dodge the issue and deceive the people. 
believe that we can pass a good bill over the President's veto. The 
people are in no humor to be trifled with, and a veto would prove a 
blessing if it would have the effect I believe it would, namely, to 
arouse a storm which would compel a complete remonetization of 
silyer and the repeal of the resumption act. 

A fall and efficient remonetization of silver will not bring the relief 
to the country which it expects from it unless it is supplemented by 
a repeal of the resumption act and other legislation in the interest of 
the people. This abortion as amended will bring no relief, and the 
people in their disappointment will charge that Congress has been 
subsidized by the gold-ring or had not capacity to see that the pre- 
tended friends of silver have emasculated it of all that was efficient 
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to give them relief. The cry of anguish that comes up from a suffer- 
ing people demands that we should make haste to do something which 
will afiord them relief and will stay the tide of ruin and bankruptcy 
which threaten to become universal. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. ELLSWORTH. ] 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the Bland bill. I did 
80, believing that the Senate would so amend the bill as to make 
it a proper measure to become a law; but the Senate has not made 
such amendments in full as I expected it would, but I shall concur 
in the Senate amendments, believing this bill, when so amended, will 
be the best we can do at this time. I was and am still opposed to the 
Bland bill. I am, sir, in favor of an honest dollar for the poor man 
and the rich alike. f 

And this bill, even as amended, is a fraud and a cheat, in my opin- 
ion, on all the people of onr country, except those interested in the 
silver mines of the West. $ 

I am in favor of resumption, sir, and regret exceedingly that we 
are not permitted to go on to its consummation, believing it to be for 
the best interest of our country. I am opposed to any measure that 
will have a tendency to lessen our credit as a nation among the great 
civilized powers of the world, and thereby increasing the amount of 
interest we shall be obliged to pay to other countries; and that the 
remonetization of silver at 412} grains will have that effect, while 
the Latin union and Germany have substantially demonetized silver, 
I have no question. If Germany would retrace her steps with us and 
the Latin union (so called) then we might expect to see the two met- 
als float together again, with little if any difference, but to expect that 
the remonetization of silver by our country alono would restore silver 
to its former value is hardly possible; in fact, to my mind itis absurd 
to expect such a thing. 

If we cannot by our action bring silver back to its former value 
then to remonetize would be a fraud and a cheat, and would not give 
us an honest dollar. And I am forever opposed to any other but a 
manly, honest dollar, one that will not cheat the poor man ten cents 
on a day's work for which he should receive a dollar. I have failed 
to learn in all the arguments presented in favor of silver how it can 
be expected that our remonetizing silver will with any reasonable 
probability make silver equal with gold; so I vote for concurrence 
as the only thing I can do now for the defeat of the bill as it first 
came into this House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. CHITTENDEN. ] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I oppose this bill with all my 
conscience, with all my judgment as an immorality; and I predict 
here now that every man who votes for it will inthe end be ashamed 
of that vote. Unless three pecks are a bushel, unless ten ounces are 
a pound troy weight, ninety cents are not a dollar. It is an ontra 
against the credit of this nation, and its authors and promoters will 
soon be calling upon the rocks and the mountains to hide them from 


the indignation of the people until their wrath is overpassed. [Great 
a at and applause. 
r. STEPHENS, of ia. I now yield for one minute to the 


gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. HENDERSON.) 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I believe it to be most unwise for 
us, a debtor nation and a debtor people, to limit our resources to meet 
our obligations and to on the business of the country; and es- 
pecially do I believe it unwise to deprive ourselves of the use of one 
of the precious metals as money when that metal is possessed in such 
abundance by us and when it has been recognized, known, and used 
as lawful money for so many a I heartily sympathize with the 
objects of this bill in remonetizing the silver dollar and thus increas- 
ing the volume of our circulating medium; and while the bill, as 
amended by the Senate, may not be in some of its provisions all that 
is desired or all that I desire, still it is perhaps the best that can now 
be obtained; and I congratulate the House and the country on the 
fact that we are now going to pass it without wasting time in discus- 


sion. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of F 8 I yield for one minute to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. EvaxNs.] 

Mr, EVANS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add my 
E to the passage of the bill. I shall therefore vote for Mr. 

EWITT’s motion to lay it on the table. If this motion is defeated, 
as I believe it will be, I shall then vote for it as amended by the Sen- 
ate, not that I believe it will bring the relief to the country antici- 
pated by its friends; but as many of the objectionable features of 
the bill have been removed, and the fear of a more objectionable one 
substituted, I think the best interests of the country will be pro- 
moted by its passage and the final settlement of the question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield for one minute to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Morse. ] 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, if by saying anything or doing any- 
thing I might be able to oppose this bill, I should certainly do so, 
but I know it would do no good, and therefore content myself by 
voting against it. i 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. abbey NS ` 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the bill in its pres- 
ent form, not because it is all I desire, but because to attempt its 
amendment would be to endanger the entire bill. T, like the gentle- 
mau from New York, [Mr. McCook, j would be glad to have the See- 


retary of the Treasury pin up at the portals of this Capitol the first 
silver dollar coined under this bill, not, however, for the purpos 
stated by that gentleman, but as a monument to this Congress, which 

‘has risen above party and hearkened only to the will of our constit- 
uents and obeyed that will without regard to results. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield now for two minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Harrison.] 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, while this bill is far from the one 
I would like to advocate, it is yet better than no bill looking toward 
the remonetization of silver. While it will not satisfy the people, it 
will at least show to them that the tide is beginning to turn 55 that 
legislation, which for fifteen years has been only to make rich men 
richer and poor men poorer, is about to change, and that hereafter 
poor men can expect the Con of the United States to legislate 
for their good. I will vote, sir, for this bill with the Senate amend- 
ments, not because it is what I want, but because it is all I can get, 
and I take what I can get. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield for one minute to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia, [Mr. W1Lson.] 

Mr. WILSON. The people whom I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent on this floor prefer the Bland bill pure and simple. They de- 
mand the free coinage of silver to an extent as unlimited as gold. In 
other words, they demand that silver coin be put exactly upon the 
same footing with gold; that it be made a legal tender for all debts, 
public and private. Dut it is now apparent that we cannot at this 
time get the Bland bill as it passed this House. The Senate has dis- 
cussed it for weeks and returned it to us with the existing amend- 
ments. This is the best we may expect. It is a victory for the peo- 

le in so far as it restores the silver dollar and makes it a legal ten- 


er. er y 

The defeat of this bill in this House would send a thrill of joy 
through Wall street. To defeat this bill and fail to repeal the resump- 
tion act would be to visit upon this people a panic that would amount 
to a scourge. 

Mr, Speaker, upon this subject I desire to read the following letter 
which I received an hour ago from a friend and constitnent of mine 
in the city of Wheeling. He is a large business operator, a man of 
fine capacity, a good financier, and fully conversant with this subject: 

WHEELING, West VIRGINIA, February 20, 1878. 

Dran Sm: I think the position you took in the caucus on the silver bill a correct 
one. Ewixo and BUTLER are undoubtedly right in their objections to the bill, and 
Mr. BUTLER is also correct in assuming that the silver dollar is gaining friends 
daily. But it is extremely doubtful about their being politically correct, for what 
they claim may be obtained hereafter. The public mind has been wearied too long 
with this silver question. It would certainly be consoling to feel assured that the 
victory is partly won. Pass the bill as it came from the Senate, and then press on 
the banking and curreney bill. which seems to embody the views of General Bur- 
LER pretty nearly, Why not substitute this currency also for legal-tender no 
and stop any further destruction of them? of destroying the currency, i 


ge | should be increased. Atleast such ale the ideas of the great mass of the people. 
Yours, truly, 1 
Hon. BENJAMIN WISO. M. C., : 
Washington, D. C. 


1 9 755 Mr. S er, that I have not time to add a few words. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I now yield for three minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, every man who is opposed to the 
use of silver coin as a part of the lawful curreney of the conutry, I 
disagree with. Every man who is opposed to the actual legal use of 
both metals I disagree with. Every man who is in favor of any bill 
that will drive one of these metals out of circulation and give ps only 
the other as money, with him I disagree. It isa matter of deep regret 
to me that on this greatest tinancial measure which has come before 
Congress for many years, we havo come down at last to the turbulent 
seeno of this single hour, not of deliberation, but of experience meet- 
ing, without debate or opportunity for amendment. 

The amendments which have come from the Senate are wise so far 
as they go, and I shall vote for them all. If any man could convince 
me that the bill as it now stands would bring the silver and gold 
dollars to a substantial equality, I would not only vote for it with all 
my heart, but I would vote against the Senate amendment which 
forbids free coinage. I would endow the two dollars with equality 
and make the coinage free. But no adequate discussion is allowed ; 
and we are permitted no opportunity.so to amend the bill as to secure 
that equality. 

Believing, as I do—and I shall rejoice if the future proves me mis- 
taken—believing, as I do, that this bi:l will not bring the two metals 
to equality, nor keep them there; that it will bring no relief to the 
suffering and distress which now afflict the country; that it will 
seriously injure the public credit, and thereby injure every citizen, I 
shall vote to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield fortwo minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRIGHT. ] 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, Rome was not built in a day. You 
have made a step nearer to procuring the remonetization of silver. 
That has been dene. When we began this some three months ago, the 
question was, shall silver be remonetized; that is, shall it be made 
a legal tender? Now I ask gentlemen upon this floor if we have not 
accomplished that point, even with the exceptionable amendments 
which come to us from the Senate. Let me put it to every man in this 
House, have we not by this bill, and by the adoption of these amend- 
ments even, remonetized silver and made it a legal tender? Gentle- 
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men must not say to me the bill in the shape it is with the Senate 
amendments amounts to nothing. I appeal to them to say that we 
have accomplished a great purpose. We have made the silver dollar 
a legal tender, and I am willing to take the bill with the amendments 
as the best thing that can be had. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I shall vote against concurring in the Senate amend- 
ments to the silver bill. My reason is that those amendments so 
emasculate our bill and so far destroy the usefulness of this t 
measure of relief that the just hopes of a suffering people will be 
utterly disappointed by it. The proposal to concur is a proposal to 
surrender. I, for one, am not willing. The people demand and expect 
real relief. Let us not mock them by a measure which will do them 
little good. Let us contend further, and not be in haste to take the 
pill in its present shape as the best we can get. Time enongh to do 
that when we find it so by trying. I am confirmed in these views 
when I see, as I do, all the opponents of silver favoring concurrence 
in the amendments. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield half a minute to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [ Mr. STEELE. ] 

Mr. STEELE, If it is within the financial power of this Congress 
to make ninety cents’ worth of silver a dollar I should say it was the 
duty of Con, always to doit. That is all. I shall vote against 
the proposition of the gentleman from New York. Timeo Danaos. 

Mr. Speaker, I propose to submit at this time some observations 
upon a subject which has agitated and is now agitating the public 
mind in a remarkable degree. It.is one which has engaged the 
thoughts and earnest attention of the great body of the American 
sah to an extent rarely witnessed in the history of the country. 
A comparatively small number of our citizens, but a number who pe 
sess great moneyed wealth, are predioting great evils as surely to flow 
from the of the bill which is now pending, and which I pro- 
pose briefly to discuss; while a very large majority are expecting that 
great advantages are to accrue to all the solid industries of the coun- 
uens confess that in my opinion both classes are likely to be de- 
ceived. 

It is almost needless to say that the question which I propose to 
consider is, whether the silver dollar—oftentimes facetiously and 
sneeringly called ‘the dollar of the daddies”—shall be restored by 
statute to the position which it occupied among the coins of the conu- 
try prior to the act which produced its demonetization, aud whether 
it shall be coined in suitable quantities for the demands of the people. 
At the risk of bringing upon myself the denunciations of those who 
profess to have all the knowledge of the country upon this subject con- 
centrated in their minds, and who seem to think that they who are 
not within their charmed circle are either besotted with ignorance or 
moved by a diabolical 12575 to bring reproach upon the character of 
the Government, I shall express the views which I entertain with 
the fearlessness of a Representative who believes that he is right. 

The act of 1873 struck the silver dollar from the coins of the coun- 
try, and attempted thereby to establish a monometallic standard of 
values. The dollar of which I speak is the dollar containing 412} 
grains troy of standard silver, which at that time, as it had been 
for years, was a legal tender in the payment of all obligations, both 

zublie and private, and which with gold coin, prior to the issue of 
Treasury notes bearing the same characteristics except the payment 
of duties on imports, was the only lawful money of the country. The 
metals of gold and silver were the only metals when coined, which 
since “the establishment of the Constitution between the States 
ratifying the same,” and for years before, were recognized as measures 
of value. No serious objection was ever urged against this bimetal- 
lic stantlard, and no warnings for the financial fate of the Govern- 
ment and the “aggressive commerce” of the world were ever raised 
until after silver, that “pale and common drudge twixt man an 
man,” was “quietly inurned” in the sepulcher of a dead coinage 
as unfit for the uses of a people, who have attained to a better and 
higher civilization than that enjoyed by their fathers. Then, when 
persons of equal respectability, equal intelligence, and equal patriot- 
ism, with the lovers of gold, and, I say it with the most humble and 
profound deference,in their alleged “lunacy,” asked the Congress 
to restore what had been degraded, (I will use no harsher term,) these 
mighty men, surcharged with financial wisdom, and with a modesty 
most highly becoming, through their organs in New York and else- 
where, and even upon this floor, began to hurl the thunders of their 
denunciation against them and to apply such comely epithets as 
“ silver Innatics,” “enemies of their country honor,” “defrauders 
of the nation’s creditors,” and many other like vituperations, which, 
to a small extent, doubtless diminished but did not exhaust their 
vocabulary of Billingsgate. 

Even the amiable and imperturbable gentleman who represents the 
third congressional district of the State of New York, [Mr. CHITTEN- 
DEN,] with an air of confidence which I have never seen surpassed, 
and with a bravado which would have brought the celebrated Ran- 
sey Suiffle to shame when he had reached the enormous proportions 
of ninety pounds avoirdupois during a plentiful season of blackber- 
ries, although complaining of certain harsh language which was used 
in regard to the alleged rapacious demands of the holders of Govern- 
ment securities who had innocent souls, committed no offense except to 
ask for payment in a mode not exclusively named in the contract, has 
seen proper to regale this House by anathemat izing those who do not 
agree with him in his aureous opinions, as “ silver lunatics.” He has 


alsocharged these same persons—his peers—with being the advocates 
of a policy which would swindle the patriots who had, at their coun- 
try’s call, poured freely their wealth (dollar for dollar, of course) into 
the Treasury during a great financial extremity, for no other pu : 
except to preserve the national integrity. Now, “upon what meat 
doth this our Cæsar feed, that he is grown so great?” In addition to 
this, he has charged us with a desire and purpose to have issued by 
the mints “clipped coin,” and with this “clipped coin” to pay, not 
only the persons who hold the bonds of the United States, bnt the 
poor people who live “ by the sweat of their brow.” He does this in 
terms both offensive and unjust. Did it never occur to a gentleman of 
such extraordinary financial wisdom and such elevated ideas of jus- 
tice and honor that the coin whose very appearance almost throws 
him into spasms was worth, according to bis own statement, just be- 
fore it was demonetized, 34 cent. more than his infallible stand- 
ard, the gold dollar? Is it “clipping”—this is a “foul, dishonor- 
ing word”—to legalize the issue of the very dollar which was more 
valuable than “tried gold?” It may be ignorance in me, or even 
“lunacy,” but I confess I am utterly unable to see it, 

Becanse by the act of demonetization and the persistent and harmo- 
nious efforts of the “money changers” the silver dollar of 412} grains 
troy, of standard metal, may be worth less than the gold dollar at 
the present time, the gentleman assumes that the Government would 
be wounding its honor if the Congress restored it to its former place 
and uced it in the payment of its obligations, as clearly provided for 
in the contract with its creditors. Iam entirely unable to see the 
force of this reasoning, if reasoning it may be called; but I sup 
it is because I do not have the fortune to reside in “that land, of 
every land the pride,” within whose sacred precincts he lives, and 
lience cannot be supposed to know anything of international ex- 
changes, business honor, and the unvarying standard of value of the 
almighty dollar of modern civilization and financial omniscience. 

But we are told by the gentleman “that honest men with whom 
we have commercial relations throughout the civilized world hold 
their breath and stand aghast pending a proposition seriously enter- 
tained by the 2 of the United States that ninety-cents’ worth 
of silver (more or less) shall everywhere under our jurisdiction be a 
legal tender for an honest gold dollar.” Did the representatives of 
these honest men “stand aghast” when the United States made a 
paper dollar (a promise to pay only) of the value of fifty cents (more 
or less) a legal tender in the payment of an honest gold or silver dollar, 
promised to be paid in the contracts of private individuals? Shall 
the Government treat its own citizens to a “stone” while it treats 
“honest” men abroad to “ bread?” 

Did the gentleman from New York himself raise that silvery voice 
of his (I beg his pardon) in denunciation of this grevious wrong,“ im- 
pairing the obligations of contracts,” the power to do which is nowhere, 
in that way at least, conferred upon Congress by the Constitution, and 
the exercise of which by Congress would be as flagrant a wrong asif 
done by a State? “Oh, where was Roderick then?” Was this same 
voice raised in deprecation of the existence of a subsidiary coin, the 
value of which was its proportion of 3353 grains of silver—not 412}— 
and which those whose cause the gentleman so feelingly pleads are 
obliged to take in payment of the small debts due them, and upon 
which depends their “daily bread?” These SE eon And 
yet I venture to say that t ntleman himself, and all others of like 
opinions with himself, pay them out in discharge of debts with con- 
sciences unsmitten by those pangs which their “honest” souls shonld 
feel when they thus rob the laborerof what is his due. They whoagree 
with me in opinion, and who desire the remonetization of the silver 
dollars, want nothing but that the Government shall issue this coin of 
the precise fineness and weight which existed at the time “the dollar 
of the fathers” was dethroned and remorselessly hurled from the side 
of a sovereign with which it had jointly regulated the standard of 
values for so many years. 

I trust that I shall be excused if I venture with great humility and 
unspeakable deference to suggest the possibility that the gentleman 
from New York has misapprehended the characteristics of the bushel- 
measure by which he undertakes to illustrate his ideas of tho iniqui- 
ties of silver coinage to those who, he admits, know something of 
grain, even if they are totally ignorant of the great subject of finance, 

confess that I did not know, until his speech was made, that a 
bushel-measure was required to hold “a certain number of grains of 
wheat” or any other cereal. I thought, but I may be wrong, that it 
must consist of so many cubic inches, and, if so, the number of graius 
of wheat it would hold would materially depend upon the variety 
and quality which were to be measured. It affords me great pleasure 
to agree with him that “three pecks and a half will not make an 
honest bushel,” but while I thus coincide I must be permitted to say 
that two half dollars of about 143 grains each will not equal an 
“ honest” silver dollar of 412} grains. If, however, “ the dollar of the 
daddies” is restored to its place in the coinage, I and those who agree 
with me insist that in a short time, despite the money-changers, it 


will be worth as much as an “honest” gold dollar of the weight and 
fineness which are required by the statute. 

The mere fact that the table on page 41 of the memorial of certain 
bank presidents, which was kindly sent to us to dispel our ignorance 
and relieve us of our “lunacy,” shows that in 1874, 1575, and 1876, sil- 
ver was worth less than the standard proportion to weit proves noth- 
ing except that the act of demonetization degraded silver, and thus 
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destroyed the pre-existing ratio of value. This is shown by the fact, 
set forth in the same table, that from 1834 to and including the year 
1873, the year of demonetization, the silver dollar was worth more 
than the gold dollar, and varied in its excess of value from forty-six 


cents to five dollars and twenty-two cents per hundred dollars, Dar- 
ing these years, therefore, according to the ideas of the gentleman 
from New York, the Government was actually issuing “clipped” gold 
dollars, and with such “clipped” dollars was discharging its obliga- 
tions. This is the gentleman’s dilemma, and he cannot escape it. If 
he has fallen in his own pitfall, or been burnt by his own rocket, he 
must attribute the misfortune to his own folly. He is “ hoist by his 
own Kd 

The. gentleman tenders the issue, “Shall the Government issue 
clipped coin?” We accept no such issue. The true one is, Shall the 
Government coin, in quantities suitable to a healthy demand of trade 
and business, asilver dollar of the weight and fineness existing at the 
time of the issue of its bonds, and whether it would dishonor itself if 
it paid in such silver coin the very bonds which were, according to 
the contract, solvable in such coin?” An attentive examination of 
the various acts under which these bonds were issued will show how 
these bonds were payable, and that they were payable in the standard 
coins of the United States, of which the silver dollar was one. Even 
if this shall be left out of the case, the question would yet remain, 
whether it was not the duty of the Congress to provide sufficient sil- 
ver coin for the uses of the people in their daily business transac- 
tions. But what I havestated is the true issue, and no elegant sophis- 
try can make any other. Any attempt to do so is only an evasion of 
the question, neither complimentary to the fairness nor the candor of 
the y paias The parties who took these*bonds were fully affected 
with notice of the mode of payment, and are therefore estopped from 
saying that when they purchased they thought of a but gold 
as the coin in which they were to be paid. Ifsilver had not been 
demonetized, and had remained, as the table referred to demonstrates 
that it would have done, more valuable than gold, cannot any one see 
that some of these very champions of “ honor” would have preferred 
payment in the more valuable coin, and would perhaps have com- 
plained if the “clipped” coin had been tendered ? 

Mr. Speaker, there is a disease which sometimes afflicts the canine 
race, the virus of which is communicable and almost invariably pro- 
duces death. It is known as hydrophobia—a name given it, I believe, 
because the animal suffering from its influence is filled with an ew 
ing dread of water. A disease of a somewhat similar character, whose 
“distillment, swift as quicksilver, so courses through the natural 
gates and alleys ef the brain that with a sudden vigor it doth posset 
and curd, like eager droppings into milk, the wholesome” condition 
of the intellect, seems to have seized with remorseless and unyielding 
grasp on the mind of the gentleman from New York. He evidently 
has the argentiphobia. I fear that there is no remedy for his “mind 
di ; no power to pluck from his memory a rooted sorrow and 
raze out the written troubles of his brain.” “Lunar caustic” will 
do no good, but rather add to his distresses. If no such disorder as 
this affects the gentleman, it is certain, I think, that he has that 
“sacra fames auri” which is spoken of by the Latin poet. All such 
persons would act wisely, perhaps, if while “dealing damnation 
around the land on all they deem their foes” and seeing “motes” in 
others’ eyes they would remove from their own the “beams” which 
destroy their vision. $ 

It is not expected, as charged, that the remonetization of the silver 
dollar will prove a panacea for all our financial ills. As the bill comes 
back to us from the Senate, I confess that I expect far less benefits 
from it than the country would have received if it had passed that 
body as it was sent from this House. Disapproving of several of the 
amendments which have been ingrafted upon it, I still prefer its pass- 
age to its defeat. I think yet that it will be one of the means of 
relieving the present harassing stagnation of business and trade, and 
that with essential changes in the tariff system it will enable our 
people, now suffering from an enforced le to rise hp with hope- 

ul vigor and follow with confidence their ordinary avocations. 

But then we are told that we must adopt the single gold standard if 
we wish to keep pace with the progress of the age, and maintain our 
place with the commercial civilization of the earth. It occurs to me 
that with our vast domain and almost boundless resources, this coun- 
try can use the bimetallic standard with quite as much success in the 
future as it has done in the past. Did the example of England de- 
monetizing silver, to which our attention has been so frequently called, 
produce any influence upon our legislation for the space of nearly 
sixty years; and can the mere fact that Germany has followed in the 
wake of England bring about such a mighty result as to force us to 
remove our“ ancient landmarks?” I cannot believe it. The course 
of these-governments did not cause us to demonetize silver. It was 
some other potent influence, I fear—the influence which is now clam- 
oring so loudly for the preservation of the national faith. Our fore- 
fathers paid but little heed to these monarchies and their ideas of 
government when they established republican institutions on this 
continent. If they could resist the powa of monarchical government 
then, why may we not quite as well resist the moneyed infiuence of 
these governments? The balance of trade, which we have been able 
to maintain, chiefly by the power of our cotton, will enable us with 
the addition of some millions of gold coin to have large quantities of 
silver dollars circulating among our people as a money, which most 
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of them would be glad to take, or acting as a basis of bank bills, 
which will always serve our purposes for general business far better 
than either gold or silver. 

We are duly admonished, also, that if we remonetize silver the 
foreign holders of our bonds will send them back, and get rid of them 
in the market because of our alleged bad faith. Indeed we are as- 
sured that the proposition to restore “the dollar of our fathers ” to 
its former place in the coinage has already had the effect of return- 
ing to this country for sale more than 10 per cent. of the bonds which 
are supposed to be held in Europe. y this is only a of the 
shrewd scheme for scaring us into a compliance with the demands of 
the bondholders and others interested in the monometallic standard. 
Let the bonds come, and let the holders sell them for what they can 
get in gold and takeit out of the country. It will come back 
in good time. Our own patriotic citizens will then become the cred- 
itors, and surely they will not attempt to do us any damage. This 
is but a threat; and shall this ae people—now happily in a state of 
national reconciliation which the chivalrous gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] and some others, who “ smile and smile,” professing such 
desires for ony, cannot destroy—yield their judgment and their 
sense of honor to such menaces? Let the Representatives of the 
ple keep in view always the fact that they owe quite as much to their 
own countrymen as they do to the foreign holders of our bonds, and 
mean, despite the threats of a drainage of coin, to be just to their con- 
stituents, and not ruin them to please those whose only care for us is 
that we may continue to be laborers for the enlargement of their own 
profits. Have not these foreign bondholders now the power with 
only a gold standard existing to sell their bonds if they choose and 
take away the gold; and is any one so simple as to believe that they 
would hesitate one moment.to do soif they thought they could make 
money by it? Do weintend to shape our financial policy at the beck 
and call of the money kings of the world? If we do, then the days 
of our liberties are numbered, and the “almighty dollar,” will become 
the “ god of our idolatry,” and a ruler whose bosom will never heave 
for any interest but its own. I know that some men seem to think 
that the duty of government is ended when 8 is protected 
for in their eyes money can buy all things else. is feeling has be- 
come more common since wealth has become concentrated in fewer 
hands, and colossal fortunes more frequently exist in this country. 
The illusion should be dispelled. If the great mass of mankind are 
treated with justice by the law-making power, the priceless liberties 
of the people will be preserved and then all interests will be secure. 


III fares the land, to threatening ills a 4 
Where wealth accumulates Soe doce 


Let us maintain the rights and interests of the pe body of the 
people, whose toil makes our wealth, as our first duty, and then no 
man can complain that there will be damage done to those who have 
been blessed with a happier fortune and are able to clothe themselves 
with “ purple and fine linen.” 

Every one knows that silver cannot be used successfully in large 
commercial or money transactions where there is to be an actual trans- 
fer of the coin. These require gold or exchange based upon the pre- 
cious metals or upon products which the needs of the world demand. 
But for the ordinary p of the people silver can and will be 
used if the Government not, as I think, unwisely prevent it by 
unfriendly legislation. It is certain that it cannot hurt us worse in 
the future than it has in the past. 

I shall not attempt to array one class of the community nst the 
other. All men are equally-entitled to the protecting care of the Gov- 
ernment. Impartial justice is all which any man or set of men can 
properly ask. No law should ever be which imposes burdens 
upon or gives immunities to any class of our citizens. ere should be 
no conflict. Capital and labor should go hand in hand, for each is essen- 
tial to the prosperity of the other. A collision between them is always 
calamitons, and he is not a statesman nor a wise man who would 
im unjust burdens upon either and thus provoke a hostility which 

es nothing but “ woes unnumbered” to every interest of the coun- 
try. But the great mass of the laboring men in this land, and they 
constitute nine-tenths of the people, have a right to demand, as an 
act of sheer justice, that the coin in which they are most interested 
shall not be de, ed, especially when that coin has few enemies out- 
side of those whose business it is to deal in money and have at their 
command millions of wealth. They certainly do require that the 
financial policy of this Government shall not be shaped exclusively 
in the interest of its foreign or domestic creditors, for whose benefit 
so many appeals in behalf of honor are made. The life of hap gd 
ple, their opportunity to make a living by their industry, is of far 
more consequence to the peace of the country and the existence of 
free institutions than any sentiment of “honor or good faith,” if these 
should unfortunately come into conflict with other, for when it 
is “ 2 destroyed it can never be supplied.“ A lost credit may be 
Te; 

have said for the present all which I cheose to say in regard to 
this branch of the subject. I now beg leave to discuss very briefly 
another question which is involved, and after expressing my views 
upon it I shall return to the matter which is temporarily laid aside. 
I admit that I approach this matter with some timidity, a feeling 
which, I trust, is not unbecoming in one who does not claim to be 
a thorough expounder of the Constitution. But I am compelled to 
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declare it as my sincere belief that there is no power lodged in Congress 
to strike silver from'the coinage of the country. The ach on coin 
money” is specifically ted to the Congress of the United States, 
and isspecifically denied to the States. The urpose of both the grant 
and the denial as well as the inhibition to the States to “make any- 
thing-but gold and silver coin a legal-tender in the payment of debts” 
was to provide a uniform currency and to get rid of an irredeemable 
paper issue, which was resorted to of necessity during the revolu- 
tionary straggle. For the same reason in part the States are inhib- 
ited from issuing “bills of credit.” Now, what was “ money,” which 
the Congress was given the power to coin, as understood by the 
framers of the Constitution? This word must be construed with 
reference to the state of things existing at tho time of the framing of 
that instrament. Then both gold and silver were the only metals 
when coined which were regarded as “ money” in the nations of the 
earth with which we had any expectation of commercial intercourse. 

The power was given to Congress to “regulate” the value of money, 
(geld and silver)—to determine their relations to each other; but no 
power was given to destroy them, or to substitute anything in their 
stead. The States can make nothing, according to their own con- 
cessions to the Federal Government, “but gold and silver coin a legal 
tender in the payment of debts,” and that negation of a power to 
themselves necessarily carries along with it, as an essential part of it, 
the guarantee that they retain the absolute right to make both of 
these coins a legal tender. Can it be supposed that they intended to 
make a grant of power which would be used as a pretext for depriv- 
ing them of any “legal tender“ at all? If, then, Co can destroy 
one of these coined metals, the States, who have a right to use both, 
are abridged of their powers and the Constitution is violated, in that 
the reserved right is taken away. No such thing can be conceived 
as a constitutional grant with the power reserved to destroy the grant, 
unless the same is specifically reserved. Such cannot be claimed by 


implication. 
lf Con can demonetize one of these coins it can demonetize 
both, and we then should haye the extraordinary anomaly of a con- 


stitutional provision requiring the States to have nothing but a cer- 
tain kind of coin as a legal tender, while the Congress had exercised 
the power and refused to coin either of them, thus defeating the very 
right which was granted to the States. How could it be practicable 
for the States to keep gold and silver coin a legal tender if the United 
States should demonetize either or both, by stopping the coinage? 
Under such circamstances what would they have as a legal tender? 
They would be obliged to possess their souls in patience and await 
the tedious precess of a constitutional amendment to enable them to 
have something else with which debts could be legally discharged. 

I know it has been said that we must not suppose that Con 
intends at any time to stultify itself by any such unwise legislation. 
It would be well if the course panoa by it would always justify 
such a feeling of confidence. Unfortunately, we know that it has 

passed some acts within the last ten years, for purposes not compli- 
mentary to the sense of honor or justice of those who participated in 
them, which were not only unjustifiable, but flagrantly violative of 
the Constitution. This was under the plea of necessity, the tyrant’s 
plea; but the first of these acts has “turned to ashes on the lips” of 
those who hoped to profit, and has “returned to plague the inventors.” 
It is well always to keep a strict and allow nothing to be done 
which can “be quoted for a precedent.” and thus allow by its example 
“ many an error to rush into the state.” 

I have already said that the words used in the Constitution must 
be considered and construed with reference to the state of facts ex- 
isting at the time of the formation of that celebrated instrument. 
Indeed there is no other safe way of arriving at any successful or just 
result as to their meaning. Now, as it is a part of history that at 
that time gold and silver only were recognized as money, the power 
to coin money meant that the Congress should provide for the coin- 
age of both gold and silver in proper and just proportions, to be used 
as joint stan of value and the bases of all exchanges except when 
products were used. As the States can neither coin money nor sub- 
stitute anything for gold and silver coin as a legal tender, it is man- 
ifest, so it seems to me, that the Congress must, so long as the Con- 
stitution stands, continue the coinage of those metals in such quan- 
tities as the demands of the people shall require. The act, therefore, 
of 1873 which refuses the coinage of silver dollars is in my view, 
void, and it is the duty of ii aca at the earliest possible moment 
to remove it from the statute-books. That it will do so the indica- 
tions are clear. 

I do not choose to pursue this branch of the question further, but 
will content myself with leaving it in the hands of those who are far 
better able to treat it than I profess to be. My purpose in alluding to 
it at all was to express my opinion, and briefly give the reasons upon 
which they were founded, 

Now, Mr. S r, I return to that part of the question which I laid 
aside. Certain newspapers, for reasons clearly to be seen by the tone 
which they assume, have had the unblushing effrontery to tell us that 
as “capital is now organized,” the representatives of the American 
people will not dare to legislate against its demands. This is at least 
the substance of their outgivings. “Capital organized!” If this is 
right, can these persons complain if there is a counter o: ization ? 
Do they desire that? I de not. Lobject to both as harmful, and yet 
these organs of public or private opinion are preparing the way for 
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a conflict which will bring dire disaster to the country. If it does 
come, they produced it, and must take the consequences. For oneI 
should deeply deplore a rin 9 whose end Iam unable to seo. From 
such unwise expressions, (and I fear they are too true,) cannot any 
one who is not a lunatic see that (to use a vulgar, but somewhat sig- 
nificant expression) “ the colored gentleman in the wood-pile ” is 
something more or less than “thirty pieces of gold,” which makes 
them so audacious as to attempt to dragoon the American Congress 
with threats of Achilles' wrath ”—the irresistible wrath of the 
money power of the world? g 

Is it not a shame that at this day men who set themselves up as 
leaders in “the higher civilization” of the world—as exemplars of 
all that is noble and good—will dare to proclaim sentiments which 
show that in their view the gold of the nations shall become the su- 
preme dictator of legislation and compel the lives and liberties of 
mankind to bow before it and ask the poor privilege to exist only, if 
at all, for the advantage of their sovereign and lord? I confess that 
such sentiments fill me with unutterable scorn for the vile wretches 
who utter them. - 

I admit that silver coin is too bulky to be used in the maintenance 
of the great practical exchanges which the princes of commerce find 
necessary or convenient in their colossal transactions; still, that does 
not constitute any reason why it may not answer a valuable end in 
the smaller business intercourse of the country, which aggregates 
many millions. This people have never yet suffered from their bi- 
metallic standard, and judging from the present influence of the sup- 
posed action of Congress, they are not likely to be subjected to the 
ba sao evils which have been predicted. 

have already said, and I repeat it, that I do not desire any war 
or unjust burdens upon capital. Those who know me will e no 
such charge. I am equally opposed to any assault upon the other in- 
terests of our people. If men will cease to press legislation in behalf 
of their own selfish ends—and they who are “organized” only can do 
s0—no such antagonism can ensue; a mutual sympathy and harmony 
between the elements of our prosperity would exist which wouid de- 
velop nothing but good, while an unnecessary and unwise conflict 
would result in naught but wide-spread disaster and ruin to all classes 
of the country. And yet, strangely enough, the advocates of the gold 
standard are continually and mendaciously characterizing the advo- 
cates of the double standard as persons who are hostile to “honest 
money.” By such a course they are inviting and fomenting a discord 
which may result unfortunat y in the serious damage of the very 
interests which they so unwisely espouse. Such anathemas against 
Senators and Representatives and others, who are in all honorable 
respects the peers of their accusers, only tend to fix them in their pur- 
pose and make tbe slanderers feel that there is a power in this country 
which will and can make them and their masters cower and tremble. 
The money which we advocate is as honest money as was ever yet issued 
by a mint, and infinitely, aer ere more honest than the vile 
lacqueys who vent forth the allegations of their masters. We propose 
to pay the debts of the Governmentin such money, honest or dishon 
as was contracted to be paid; and when these taunts are thrown ou 
by a press whose conduct shows that it has been “bought with a 
price,” the soul of every high-toned citizen is ablaze with indignation 
at their unparalleled impudence. One of them, after reminding us 
that its masters are “organized,” darkly hints that the Representatives 
of the American people dare not resist their edicts or cannot remain 
unmoved by their blandishments. Iam fully persuaded that there is 
enough public virtue still left, in spite of the demoralization which 
is known to exist, to refute the foul imputation. One thing is certain, 
that they who believe that Congress can be moved in this matter by 
any other considerations than such as should operate upon the mem- 
bers of a legislative body show by the utterance of such belief that 
they themselves wonld yield to the temptations which they es or 

Silver money is “honest money.” Itis the money of those who do 
not handle large sums. It is the money which answered the ends of 
our people when patriotism and public virtue were quite as common 
as they are now. It is the money which the States are forced to rec- 

ize as a legal tender with gold; and does any man dare to say 
that the delegates from the States who met in Philadelphia in 1787 
among whom were Washington and Ellsworth and Hamilton and 
Morris and Davie and Pinckney and Baldwin, would have required 
dishonest money to be used in the payment of obligations? 

The holders of Government bonds have no right to complain. Con- 

has soy, as I think unjustly to the people, made many of 
fhe bonds payable in coin which were solvable in currency. Ire 
that work as an outrage upon the rights of the people. And yet 
these very men who thus got advantage beyond the terms of the 
contract now come here and ask the additional premium of payment 
only in gold! For one, I protest against it as unjust and iniquitous. 
All of our people except those who owned these currency bonds are 
obliged by act of Congress to take payment in what are commonly 
called greenbacks. No one can deny that if the contract requires 
that they shall so receive payment it would be entirely unjust to the 
debtor if the creditor should demand something else. He would be 
regarded as a Shylock if he took advan of the necessities of the 
debtor und exacted more than was to be paid. If he accom- 
plished this by what is ae fraud ho would be held accountable by 
the courts. As regards these bonds the Congress, without a cent’s 
worth of consideration, changed the pledges of the people for the 
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benefits of the creditor. To the people this was a great wrong, 
and they who have thus wronged them should be ashamed to ask any 


other advantage. 
Let this Con obedient to the will of a ve majority of 
their fellow-citizens, determine to restore to these frie the dollar 


which was d ed to suit the rapacity of a small minority, and thus 
assist (for it will not entirely relieve) in alleviating the burdens 
which weigh so heavily upon the energies of the country. Besides 
this act of justice, it will also serve as a rebuke to those who have 
„removed the ancient landmarks which our fathers set,“ and teach 
them that this country is the inheritance of its free-born millions, of 
which they cannot be disseized by the scheming acts of those who 
seem to serve only the mammon of unrighteousness. 

I now beg to say that I shall vote against concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate which practically limits the coinage to $2,000,000 
amonth. If it had provided a limit of double that amount, I should 
have favored it. I am the advocate of giving the Government all 
profits on the coinage. 

I shall also vote against the amendment providing for a commission 
to be appointed by the President to consult with European nations in 
regard to a uniformity of the relations between silver and gold, be- 
cause I fear that the commissioners who will represent this Govern- 
ment will all be hostile to silver, and would thus endeavor to defeat 
the parece of the bill. 

If, however, these amendments are concurred in, I do not hesitate 
to say that I prefer the amended bill to the pon state of the law 
by which the dollar is not coined, thinking that it is at least one step 
in the right direction. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield half a minute to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, [Mr. Brace. ] 

Mr. BRAGG, I shall vote against concurring in the Senate amend- 


Mr. BROWNE. I rise to a question of order. As I have not been 
permitted to say anything on this question, I wish to ask will it bein 
order for me to say I approve the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER T] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remark of the gentleman is not 
in order. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield ? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I have parceled ont the hour which 
I might have used for myself. I think the question has been suffi- 
ciently discussed and I pore to add but a very few remarks in the 
minute or two which I have remaining. 

I prefer the Senate amendments in some respects to the original 
bill. I did not like the free-coinage feature in the original bill. The 
amendment of that feature I approve. The other amendments, Mr. 
8 er, I do not like; but not a single one of them is of such a 
character that I would forfeit the passage of the bill on aceount of 
them—not one. 

The object that I had in view, and that I think the majority 
of the House had in view, is accompli . inig bill; that is, the 
double standard of value by it is to be re-established in this country. 
By it the dollar of the fathers is restored. By it silver is made money. 
That is the great object I had in view. We can easily, if a majori 
of this House shall hereafter think wise to do so, supplement the b 
in any way we please. I shall vote for all these Senate amendments, 
lest we hazard the great important principle established in the bill. 
I shall say no more, but now ask the previous question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I move to layon the table the bill 
and Senate amendments. 

Mr. SAYLER. And upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 71, nays 205, not 
voting 16; as follows: ; 


ments for this reason: the people of this country have asked of us 

bread ; we have passed a bill to give them bread, and these amend- er 

3 7 5 pep elie 1 sail i ; Bacon, Dwight, 88 Robinson, Geo. D. 
r. NS, ot i yi a minute to the gentle- ey, — oyce, 

man rom Ilinois, [Me Townes] Pafen am Bethe | fan: enen 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. . Speaker, I am not satisfied | Banks, d, Leonard, rin, 
with the amendments which the Senate has made to this bill. It | Bisbee, j Lindsey, Stenger, * 
does not furnish the full measure of relief demanded by the people, | Blair, , rey 8 
but as the bill in its present shape does yield one of the great prin- arm Gibson, MeCoo' Veeder 
ciples for which we have contended, I believe it the best policy to | Cam Hal Morse, Wait, ` 
accept what has been offered us and trust to the future for more, Campbell, Hardenbergh, Muller, W 
This is a step in the direction we are aiming. Among other thin Se . Harris how ees ca itn vee 
demanded by the people in regard to silver is that it shall be made Ciani, Un A. 333 Williams, A. S. 

a full legal tender for the payment of all debts, public and private. | Covert, Howitt, Abram S. Pugh,’ Williams, Andrew 
This right is conceded by the Senate in the bill as it stands before | Cra 2 uinn, Williams, James 
us. As we have now the opportunity to accomplish this much for poe tne ROE Ries William W ood. 

the people, I ponev 5 e is eja 5 by ae this a 

opportunity to right the t injustice done e act of demonetiza- 

ton. This bill does remonetize yer, It deca dorato the honored Ae 

silver dollar of the Republic which was nefarionsly, stealthily stricken | Acklen, Culberson. Hunter, Roberts, 

-down by the act of 1953. Aik arg y Hunton, 

I am unwilling to refuse a helping hand to restore it as a full legal | At n. ery Tien a 
tender because we cannot obtain all that we seek at once. Concur- | Baker, John H. Davidson, Jones, John S. Sampson, 
rence in these amendments does not prevent future legislation on this | Banning, Davis, Joseph J. Keifer, Sapp, 

‘subject. It does not prevent us from maturing other bills at once | Bayne, pret — Se r. 
which will provide that full measure of relief demanded by the poo: Bone Dicks ‘line 3 

ple. Aud I, for one, say now and here that we should p to | Benedict, — Kimmel, Shallenberger, 
Supplement this bill with others. This bill is r pane Bicknell, Dunnell, Knapp, Shelley, 

It is our duty, sir, to continue the struggle until the silver dollar is | Blackburn, — Know. Singleton, 
rehabilitated with all the rights and privileges it enjoyed before our | Bland, ziam, en — 
statute-books were di by the infamous demonetization act of | Boone, Elis w Ligon, | Southard, 
1873. This struggle should be continued until every limit or restric- | Bouck, Errett, Luttrell, Sparks, 

tion upon the coinage of silver is removed. Boyd, 5 ere seine 

We must not cease our efforts until the amount of the coinage of | BREE | Ewing 2 Manning Stephe 
the silver dollar is unlimited, and in order that a sufficient amount | Brewer, | Finley, Marsh, Stone, John W. 
may be obtained to supply the wants of trade and commerce we can — Forney, Martin, Stone, Joseph C. 
increase the mintage power. Let us take no steps backward, but | Bright, he Mae punk 
press onward as rapidly as we can, step by step if need be, but at any | progàen, Franklin, McKinley, Thornburgh, 
zato proosed abest delay onsi all is accomplished that we seek. I Buckner, Fuller, MeMah — ‘ Throckmorton ton, 

ave an a a our ultimate success. A ‘ownsen' 

If we reject this bill now, we will not only delay the advantages Burchard, 7 98 Alitchen 2 R. W. 
found in this bill, but we will endanger the success of any steps to- ar Bowe Money, Turner. 
ward remonetization. If we vote down these amendments the entire Cabell, Goode, Monroe, Turney, 
bill is virtually defeated. None of the friends of silver wish to do | Cain, Gunter, Morgan, Vance, 
this. Let us, therefore, avail ourselves of the advantage we now lia ve Caldwell conn N: pea 2 „ 
the power to obtain, but let us follow up this advantage by other | G Tit a R Tea, Walker, 
and more effectual steps until the great wrong of 1873 is Candler, Harris, John T. Oliver, Walsh, 
and full justice is obtained for the people. erton, Welch, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I yield. one minute to the gentleman | Caswell, mop Paterson, G. W. White Michael D 
from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER.] Haskell, Patterson, T.M. Whitthorne, 
a) KEIFER, z Sat roe 28 the Senate ee I wish pias 3 — Hatoher, Phet F a 
i at I would prefer them if they were accompani: an amend- yes, ps, n 
ment which I now ask the Clerk to Lead as part of my — ee .. — r 

Re peri read as follows: Cobb, Henkle, Price, Willis, Albert S. 

en amendmi į > Willi 

low oa ents by adding to the end of section 1, as amended, the | Cole, a Rainey r 3 — 

Tonea further, at and during such time or times as silver dollars coined | Conger, Hewitt, G. W. Randolph, Wren, 
under act shall be at or above par with gold coins of the United States of like | Coo! Hiscock, Rea, hla ig 
denomination, owner or owners of silver bullion may deposit the same at any | Cox, Jacob D. Hooker, Beagan, Yea 
United e eee eee into such dollars for his Cox, Samuel S. H i 
5 same terms and conditions as gold bullion is deposited for | Cravens, e. 

and under existing laws. Crittenden, Humphrey, Robbins, 
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Durham, Powers, ton, 

Felton, 3 Rice, Americus V. . — M. I. 
Gardner, Mayham, Smith, A. Herr Willis, A. 
Hendee, Norcross, Smith, William E. Young. 


= the House refused to lay the bill and the amendments upon the 


table. 

Daring the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. STENGER. My colleague, Mr. Malsn, is detained from the 
House by sickness; if here, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. . I am paired with Mr. KEIGHTLEY, of Michigan, 
who has been called home suddenly on account of sickness in his 
family. If he were present, he would vote no“ and I would vote 
“ay.” 

Mr. MAYHAM. I am paired upon this question with my colleague, 
Mr. WIIIIs; if here, he would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague, Mr. FELTON, is detained at his room 
on account of the serious illness of his child ; if present, he would vote 

no. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My colleague, Mr. DURHAM, is detained at his 
room by serious sickness ; if here, he would vote “ no.“ 

Mr. BOYD. My colleague, Mr. TIPTON, is absent on account of 
sickness ; if present, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. NORCROSS. Iam paired upon this question with the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. GARDNER; if present, he would vote “no” and 
I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. My colleague, Mr. YOUNG, is ab- 
sent from the House. 

Mr. POWERS. I am paired with Mr. Rice, of Ohio, upon this 
question, who is absent by leave of the House; if present, he would 
vote “no” and I should vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question recurred upon the demand of Mr. STEPHENS, of 
Georgia, for the previous question on the motion to concur in the 
amendments of the Senate. : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I do not now ask for the division 
of the amendments of the Senate, as I gave notice I should do. 
„Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ask for such a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was upon ordering the main question. 

Mr. ELAM. If the main question is ordered, the question will come 
up on the whole bill as amended by the Senate; it not? 

The SPEAKER. No, it will come up on the amendments of the 
Senate, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] gives 
notice that he will demand a division of the amendments, so that a 
separate vote will be taken upon each amendment. 

r. ROBBINS. Is this a test question on this subject ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not in the nature of a parliamentary ques- 
tion; but rather in the order of an ment. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Will the Speaker state whether this is or is not a 
test question on the question of concurring or referring this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at first misunderstood the gentleman 
from North Carolina. If the motion is voted down on ordering the 
main question, then the question itself will be open to the motion of 
the gentleman of Missouri to commit the bill. 

question was put on ordering the main question ; and ona divi- 
sion there were—ayes 181, noes 43. 

So the main question was ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The question was upon concurri 
Senate to strike out in line 12 of the 
by” and to insert in lieu thereof “expressly stipulated in the con- 

tract ;” so that it will read: 

Which coins, t 
States of like weight and shall be a legal tender at their nominal value 


fineness, 
for all debts and dues, public and private, except where otherwise expressly stipu- 
l in the contract. 


The question was put; and on a division there were—ayes 176, noes 


in the first amendment of the 


Mr. BUTLER. Upon concurring in that amendment I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; less than one-fifth of the last 
vote voting therefor. 

Mr. B called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; only twelve members voting therefor. 

So the first amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was to strike out all after the 
word “contract,” in line 12 of the first section, down to and includ- 
ing the word “laws,” as follows : 

And nt ape of silver bullion may deposit the same at any United States 
coinage 


t or assay office, to be coined into such dollars for his benefit, upon the 
ae terms and conditions an oid bullion is deposited for coinage under existing 
Ws. 


And to insert in lieu thereof as follows: 
And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to purchase, from 


t section the words “ provided | Danf 


with all silver dollars heretofore coined by the United | Deerin 


time to time, silver bullion, at the market price not less than two million 
dollars’ worth per month, nor more than four million dollars worth per month, and 
cause the same to be coined monthly, as fast as 80 into such dollars; and 


act is 1 
gniorage arising from this coinage be — fı a paid into 

accoun! ‘or an 
the T: A s provided, under existing laws relative to the subsidiary coinage” 
Provided, e amount of , at any one time, invested in such silver bull- 
ion, exclusive of such 3 shall not exceed $5,000,000: And provided. 
thing in this act shall be construed to authorize the payment in 


Su S no! 
silver of certificates of deposit issued under the provisions of section of the 
Revised Statutes. 


Mr. BUTLER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays, and there were 
49 in favor thereof and 191 against it. 

Be the yeas and nays were not ordered—not one-fifth of the last 
vote. 

Mr. FINLEY called for tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Toras were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER and Mr. EDEN were ap- 
pointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 96, noes not 
counted. 

So (more than one-fifth of the whole House having voted in the 
affirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 203, nays 72, not 
voting 17; as follows: 


YEAS—203. 
Aiken, Denison, Jones, John 8. Robinson, George D. 
Aldrich, Dibrell, Robinson, Milton S. 
ley —.— ries, Keifer Ryan 
ey, er, F 
— i — 5 Dunne — Samp 
er, William Dwight, enna, p 
Ballon, Eames, Ketcham, Sa — 
Banning, Eden, 5 Scbleicher, 
Bayne, Eickhoff, Knapp, Sexton, 
Beebe, Tania; Shallenberger, 
Benedict, Errett, Lapham, Singleton, 
Bicknell, Evans, I. Newton — Sinnickson, 
Bisbee, Evans, James L. Smalls, 
Blair, Field, Ligon, Southard, 
Bland, Finley, Lindsey, Starin, 
Boyd, Forney, Loring, Stenger, 
Brentano, Fort, Mackey, Stephens, 
Brewer, Foster, Marsh, Stewart, 
= N eN 
D ý 
Buckner, Faller MeGowan, it 
Bundy, Garfield, cKinley, pena 
Burchard, Garth, Mahon, Thorn 
Burdick, Gibson, Metcalfe, ‘Townsen Amos, 
Cabell, Glover, tchell, Townsend, M. I. 
— Goode, Money, ee R. W. 
Ikins, Hale, ‘onroe, ucker, 
Camp Hanna, Morrison, Taney, 
Campbell, Hardenbergh, Neal, Van Vorhes, 
Candler, Harmer, Norcross, Waddell, 
Caswell, Harris, Benj. W. Oliver, Wait, 
Claflin, Hart, O'Neill, Walker, 
Gauer! Nase Haskell Pago, Want 
ai 
Clark, Rash Hatcher, G.W. Warner, 
C A > Hayes, Peddie, Watson, 
Hazelton, Phillips, Welch, 
Hendee, aed White, Harry 
Conger, Henderson, P White, Michael D. 
Coo! Henry, Potter, Williams, A. S. 
Hewitt. Abram S. Pound, Williams, Andrew, 
Cox, Jacob D Hiscock, Powers, Williams, C. G. 
po, Hubbell, Price, Williams, James, 
Cravens, Hunter, € Williams, Jero N 
x umphrey 0 ts, 
‘ord, H Razdal Wi 
7 
vis, Horace James, Reilly. Wright, 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Frank Rice, W. W. Yeates. 
g. Jones, James T. Roberts, 
NAYS—72. 
Acklen, „ Hewitt. G. W. Reagan, 
Atkins, Cox, Samuel S. erbert, Riddle, 
RE RE Sr 
ckburn, ouse, rtson, 
Bliss, Elam, el, Scales, 
Blount, Ellis, tt, Shelley, 
nous è Evins, John H. 2 — enys 
0 —.— e, 
3 Franklin, Manning, Springer, 
t. Gause, McK 0, e, 
en, Gid i Throckmorton, 
Butler, Gunter, Morgan, Turner, 
Caldwell, John W. Hamilton, Morse, Vance, 
Cannon. Harris, Henry R. Nuldrow, Veeder, 
Carlisle, Harris, John T. Muller, Whitthorne, 
Chalmers, Harrison, ‘atterson, T. M. Wigginton, 
Chittenden, Hartzell, Pridemore, Willis, Albert S. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Henkle, Wood. 
NOT VOTING—17. 
Banks, Gardner, Rice, Americus V. Willis, Benjamin A. 
Bridges, e as Smith, A. Herr Young. 
Caldwell, W. P. om Smith, William E. 
Felton, Mayham, Tipton, 
So the amendment was to. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. KWOOD. On this question I am paired with Mr. CALD- 
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WELL, of Tennessee. If he were here, he would vote “no” and I 


would vote “ay.” 

Mr. STENGER. 
Matsa, is absent shes the 
he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BELL. My colleague, Mr. FELTON, is detained at his room on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. MAYHAM. On this question I am para with my colleague 
from New York, Mr. WILLIS. If he were he would vote “no” 
and I would vote “ay.” 


N ay, jaak announce that my colleague, Colonel 
ouse on account of sickness. If present, 


Mr. BRIDGES, I am paired league, Mr. A. HERR 
on all political questions. Not ae this as a political question, 
I voted in the affirmative. Upon inquiry I learn thatif my colleague 


were here he would yote “no.” I think it no more than right, under 
those circumstances, to withdraw my vote. 

The result of the yote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote just 


taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | Beebe, 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Senate was to insert the following as a 
new section: 
after the passage of this act, the President shall invite 
93 called, of such 
in the United States in a 
silver, for the purpose of 
establishing, „and securing fixity of rela- 
) 8 8989 
or in the United States, at such time within six months. as may be mutually agreed 
upon by the executives of the governments ane nares Oe ROT 
ernments so invited, or any three of them, 53 their willingness 
unite in the same. 
eee ebe the advice and consent of the -e uo Speen 
three commissioners, d such conference on behalf 
States, and shall report the doings thereof to the E 
same to Congress. 
Said commissioners shall each 


Mr. KNOTT. Upon concurring in that e J call for the 
yeas and na; 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 30 in the affirmative; not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. KNOTT called for tellers upon ordering the yeas and nays, 

bees were ordered; and Mr. Knorr and Mr. THOMPSON were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 51, noes, 198. 

So (one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays were 
ord 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 196, nays 71, not 
voting 25; as follows: 
YEAS—196. 
Aldrich, Deering, Jones, John S. Robinson, Georgo 
Raley Dibrell, 25 i $ ko : 8 
oyce, 
Baker ‘William H. Dickey, Keifer, Ryan, 
ey tot Sampson, 
Dwight, enna, 
Eames, Sank, 
Bayne, Eden, Knapp, Schl icher, 
Ei Lan Sexton, 
Bicknell, Lapham, Shallen 
Bisbee, Errett, Lathrop, Singleton, 
Blackburn, Evans, I. Newton Ligon, Sinnickson, 
Blair, Evans, James L. Lindsey, Smalls, 
Bland, Field, Loring, Southard, 
Bliss, Finley, Lynde, tarin, 
Boyd, Forney, Maaker, S r 
Brentano, Fort, Marsh, 
oti hel 2 © 
rigg, rye, ham, S Joseph C. 
Browne, Garfield, McKinley, Stone John W. 
Buckner, Garth, McMahon, Strait, 
Bundy, Gibson, Metcalfe, Thom 
Bure Goode, Mitchell, Thorn 
Burdick, Hale, Money, To Amos 
8 Hanna, — Lele E — 
n, Hardenbergh, orrison, Townshen . 
Campbell; Harmer, Morse, Tucker, 
Candler, Harris, Benj. W. Muller, Turney, 
Carlisle, Harris, John T. Neal, Van des 
Caswell, Harrison, Norcross, Waddell, 
i Hart, Oliver, Wait, 
Clark, Alvah A.  Hartridge, O'Neill, Walker, 
rk’ of M Haskell, Overton, Walsh, 
k, Hatcher, Ward, 
Clymer, Hayes, Patterson, G. W. Warner, 
Cole, Hazelton, Peddie, atson, 
Collins, Hendee, Phillips, te, Harry 
Conger, Henderson, Pollard, Michacl 
Cook, Henry, Potter, Williams, A. S. 
Covert, Her! Pound, Williams, Andrew 
Cox, Jacob D. Hewitt, Abram S. Powers, Williams, C. G. 
Cox, Samnel S. ub Price, Williams, Jam 
Crapo, Hunter, Pugh, Williams, Jere N. 
T0 E 
ummings, ‘ump! 3 i! bert S 
Cutler, ord, Reed, Willits, 
f I 5 Reilly, ilson, 
vis, James, Rice, W. Wren, 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Frank Ro Yeates. 


NAYS—71. 
A Cobb, H 
Alken Crittenden, Howitt’ G. W. Res 
Atkins, Culberson, Hooker, Rid 
Baker, John H. Davidson, Robbins, 
Blount, Elam x al £ Shelley, 
Boone, Evins, John H. Kimmel, Slemons, 
Bouck, Ewing. Knott, Sparks, 
Bright, Freeman, 3 $i 
Brogden, Fuller, *  MeCoo! Throc 
Caldwell, John W. Giddings, Mis Vance, 

wi 
Cannon: Hamilton, Phelps, e ton, 
Chalm Harris, Henry R. Pri Wi 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hartzell, „ 
NOT VOTING—25., 
dges, Hiscock, k 1 Willis’ Benjamin A 
cus 

E T O ES 
Durham, Lockwood, Smith, William E. i 
Ellis, Maish, Swann, 
Felton, McGowan, Tipton, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were — — 

Mr. KWOOD. On this vote I am with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. CaLDWELL, who, if present, would vote “no” 
and I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to announce again that my colleague, Mr. 


to | DURHAM, is detained 2 50 a room by sickness. 


Mr. MAYHAM. M e, Mr. BEEBE, eee ere 
league Mr. WILLIS, o New ork. Mr. BEEBE, if present, wo 
“ay” and Mr. WILLIs would vote “ no.” 

Mr. HUBBELL. I am requested to announce that the ifr Eus. 
from Louisiana, Mr. LEONARD, is paired with his colleague, 

Mr. ELLIS, if present, would vote “no” and Mr. LEONARD “ ay.” 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote just 
a and also moved thar thi the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was 

The next amendment of the Saat was read, as follows: 

Insert the following as section 3: 


the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer ofthe United Biles, a sumo not ess than 


$10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, corresponding with 
the ofthe United Stats notes, The coin for or . t 
ing the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury for 


demand. Said certificates shall be recei 1 fi haein Gon ead ull e 
on es vabile for 
dues, and, when so received, may be reissued 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Change the number of section 2 of the original bill from 2" to 4.“ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
tho amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Amend the title so as to read: “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard 
silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 

Mr. EWING. I ask unanimous consent that this bill as originall, 
passed by the House be published in the RECORD as a part of aap 
proceedings, so that the amendments may be intelligible, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill as originally passed is as follows: 

An act to authorize the free of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its 
legal-tender character, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
America in Congress assembled, That there 
the United coer pel silver dollars of the we * 4 
ver, as provided in the act 5 5 — 
ee eee ee by said act; all 
heretofore coi by the United States N55 1 W. cig and fn and fineness, shall be a —.— 
tender, at their nominal value, for all debts and dues, see and private, ex 
where otherwise provided by contract; and any owner of bullion ma; 
posit the same at any voy United States coinage mint or assay office, to be into 
such dollars, fur his benefit, upon the same terms and conditions as gold bullion is 
1 for coinage under 3 

2 All acts and parts of acts consistent with the provisions of this actare 
hereby repealed. 
ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. WOOD. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 


adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved to Jay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, reported, from the Committee 
en the Pacific Railroad, a bill (H. R. No. 3391) amendatory of and sup- 
plementary to the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, and to aid in the construction of this road, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1871, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto; which was read a 
first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed and recommitted, not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, presented in writing the 
views of a minority of the committee; which were ordered to be 
printed and recommi 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
two weeks from to-morrow, on account of important business. 

Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
one week. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave for the with- 
drawal from the files of the Honse of papers in the case of the heirs 
of William A. Graham, no adverse report having been made. 


ELECTION CONTEST, DEAN VS. FIELD. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee of Elections, presented a re- 
port on the contested-election case of Dean vs. Field, from the third 
congressional district of Massachusetts; which was ordered to be 
printed, and laid on the table. 

The resolutions accompanying the report are as follows: 

That Walbridge A. Field is not entitled to a seat in this House as the 


e the third con t of the State of Massachusetts. 
That Benjamin Dean is entitled to a seat in this House as the Repre- 
sentative the third congressional district of the State of Massachusetts, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to give notice that I shall call up this 
case on Wednesday next. 

Mr. CANDLER presented the views of a minority of the Commit- 
tee of Elections in the same case; which were ordered to be printed, 
and laid on the table. 

The resolutions appended to the views of the minority are as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That Walbridge A. Field is entitled to a seat in this House as a Repre- 
BAYS in the Forty- Congress from the congressional district of Mas 


usetts. 
Resolved, That Benjamin Dean is not entitled to a seat in this House as a Repre- 
— in the Forty-fifth Congress from the third congressional district of Massa- 


TESTIMONY BEFORE THE NAVAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PAGE. I have been directed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to ask that the order heretofore made in regard to printing 
certain testimony taken by the Committee on ditures in the 
Navy Department shall be understood as applying not only to tes- 
bari already taken but to such testimony as may be taken in the 

ture. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly: 

PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Mili Affairs as a substitute for Honse bill No. 3263 a Dill (H. 
R. No. ) to te and limit the pay and allowances of officers 
in the Army ; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted, not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider. 

PAY OF ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 
3261) to fix the ae of certain enlisted men of the Army; which was 
ordered to be p and recommitted, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the House now adjourn 


The motion was pe gee to; and accordingly (at six o'clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of George Franklin, Samuel Jew- 
ett, and other wool-growers, of Jackson County, Missouri, in refer- 
enee to the proposed tariff on wool and woolen goods—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BACON: The petition of A. S. Patton, for the abolition of 
the duty on t; to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of J. W. Gillespie, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. BRAGG: The petitions of M. C. Short, of W. W. Coleman, 
and of Stone & Lyon, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRE : The petitions of Z. A. Duncan, publisher of the 
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Republican, of Niles, Michigan, and of E. J. Kelley, publisher of the 
B -Poster, of Pontiac, Michigan, of similar import—to the same com- 
ttee. 

Also, the petition of the officers of the Michigan Pomolegical Soci- 
ety and the officers and teachers of the Michigan Agricultural Society 
and 75 other citizens of Michigan, in aid of forestry—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of H. O. Barnard and 80 citizens of Livingston 
County, Michigan, against the reduction of the duty on wool—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALKINS: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Morocco to sselaer, by way of Beaver Timber and 
Pilot Grove—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Saint Joseph Valley (In- 
diana) Register, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Utah: The petition of the publishers of the 
Ogden (Utah) Junction, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, 5 of the publishers of the Salt Lake (Utah) Trib- 
une, of similar import to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Illinois: The petitions of Dale Wallace, of 
Se ge rela Illinois; of C. V. Walls, of Newman, Ilinois; and of 
ic - Moore, of Arcola, Illinois, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: The petitions of W. L. Davis, Averill 
Brothers & Beatty, J. P. Wallace, Millar Brothers, O. J. Smith, and 
J. G. Sehorn, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of C. H. Byse and 125 other citizens 
of Saint Clair and McComb Counties, Michigan, for the remonetiza- 
tion of silver and against the contraction of the currency—te the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of Merriam Bennett and 100 other women of Mal- 
comb County, Michigan; J. Faugbener and 20 other eitizens of Mal- 
comb County, 355% ja for the passage of laws to restrain the man- 
ufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors as a beverage and to prevent 
its evils—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the memorial of the Michigan State Gran 
ship-canal from Lake Michigan te Lake Erie 
Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Michigan State Grange, fayoring the passage 
of laws to prevent extortion by the owners of certain patent-rights— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of R. M. Skeils and 450 
other citizens of Niagara County, New York, for the romonetization 
of silver—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Sewing-Machine Jour- 


fox a survey for a 
rough the State of 


nal, of New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: The petitions of J. M. Estes, of Osceola, Iowa; 
of Mill is & Co., of Des Moines, Iowa; and of Best & Baker, of Chari- 
ton, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CUTLER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Paterson, 
New Jersey, opposing the granting of aid to the Texas Pacific Rail- 
road—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

ye oor DANFORD: The petition of John Kirkpatrick, publisher 
of Boys in Blue, at Cambridge, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of citizens of Marion camy 
Florida, that a specific duty of ten cents a pound be imposed on a i 
3 imported in the United States to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: The petition of citizens of Chincoteague Island, 
Virginia, for an appropriation for a light-house in Chincoteague Bay— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

a Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of Sarah Spaulding, for relief— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ERRETT : The petition of 100,000 workingmen from eight- 
een „„ any change in the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EWING: The petitions of Orebaugh & Brodbeck, publishers 
of the Sunday News, of Columbus, Ohio, and of J. F. McMahon, pub- 
lisher of the Tribune, of New Lexington, Ohio, for the abolition of 
the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr. H TON: The petition of the publishers of The Com- 
mercial, of Columbia City, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on 

—to the same committee. 
Mr. HANNA: The petitions of J. H. Holliday, publisher of the 
Daily News, of Indianapolis, Indiana; of the publishers of the In- 
iana Farmer, of the same place; of A. & L. O. Callis, publishers of 
the Weekly Gazette, of Martinsville, Indiana, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of Hathaway & Gordon, of Rochester, 
New York, and others, that a specific duty on malt be levied of from 
thirty-five to forty cents per bushel—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of tobacco manufacturers and cigar-makers, of 
Rochester, New York, for a drawback in case the tax or duty is re- 
duced—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of Horatio Seymour, Seth Green, and others, for 
3 of a law for the 3 of the better varieties of 
food-fishes native to Ontario, Erie, and other lakes, and Saint Law- 
rence, Niagara, and other rivers—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
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By Mr. HENRY: Papers relating to the claim of William G. Barn- 
ard—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of Cooper & Son, publishers 
of the T State Banner, of Black River Falls, Wisconsin, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Wisconsin Independent, 
at Black River Falls, Wisconsin, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of Susannah Har- 
dy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of wool-growers and sheep-breeders 
of Shoreham, Vermont, relating to the duties on wool—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the Na e of the Argus and Patriot of 
Montpelier, Vermont, that the duty on type be abolished—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Knapp & Bailey, publishers of the Middlebury 
oe. Vermont, of similar import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. KEIFER: The petition of J. 8. Morris, publisher of the 
Miami Helmet of Piqua, Ohio, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petitions of James S. Slack and others, and 
of d. Alson and others, for the improvement of the Red River of the 
North—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of Weston Scudder & Co., of 
the Petaluma (California) Argus, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. LINDE: The petitions of the Herald Company, of Milwau- 
kee, Wisconsin, of P. P. Denster, and of u, Keefe & Aldrich, 
publishers of the Milwaukee News, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

y Mr. MCGOWAN : The petition of 48 citizens of Michigan, that 
tariff duties remain unc —to the same commi 

By Mr. MORRISON : The petitions of James R. Brown and of Willis 
E. Finch, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of S. P. Drake & Co., of Portsmouth, 
Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Theodore D. Woolsey and 57 other 
prominent citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, for the application 
of the Chinese indemnity fund to the relief of the present suffering 
in China—to the Committee on . Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Grant Smith and 87 other workingmen of Brad- 
ford, Connecticut, against any reduction of the tariff that will affect 
the interests of labor and against the reimposition of the war tax on 
tea and coffee—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana: The petitions of Arthur C. Mel- 
lett, publisher of the Muncie (Indiana) Times; of S. D. McCarty, 
publisher of the Ji sea (Indiana) Courier; of William Mitchell, 
publisher of the Hancock Democrat, of Greenfield, Indiana; and of 
the New Castle (Indiana) Courier Company, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee, 

By Mr. ROSS: Resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, favor- 
ing the granting of aid to American shipping—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of James C. Adams, publisher of the 
Avoca (Iowa) Delta, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of W. H. Robb, publisher of the Independent 
American, of Afton, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SINGLETON : Papers relating to the claim of Henry Whit- 
field—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of citizens of Schenectady, New 
York, that a specific duty of from thirty-five to forty cents per bushel 
be levied on malt—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEWART: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, for 
an amendment of the timver-culture act, so as to reduce the number 
of acres to be planted in trees from forty to ten acres, and that the 
distance between trees be changed from twelve to four feet each 
jvay—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. STONE, of Iov a: The petitions of Roberts & Shroeder, pub- 
lishers of the Fort Madison (Iowa) Democrat; of H. W. Dodd & Co., 
peer of the Plain Dealer, at Fort Madison, Iowa; of the Gazette 

53 u, Aawa aig Hee: ctx he 3 Com- 
ny, of Burlington, Iowa, for the abolition of the tariff on type to 
Tie Bommittee er Wam and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of W. T. Remington and 
38 other citizens of Kent County, Michigan, against any reduction of 
duties on foreign wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TIPTON. The petition of F. B. Mills, publisher of the Lin- 
coln (Illinois) Herald; and of W. H. Bates, publisher of the Tazewell 
County Republican of Pekin, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

y Mr. TOWNSEND of New York: The petition of Mrs. Peter A. 
Cassidy for compensation fora machine invented by her late husband 
now in use of the Government—to the Committee of Claims. 


publishers of the Christian Observer at Louisville, Kentucky, and of 
A. H. Seigfried, publisher of The Commercial of the samo city, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of U. T. Slack and 70 others, for 


the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 25, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
ABSENCE OF THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, desiring to leave the city, noti- 
fies the Senate that he will not 8 chair after the session of 
to-day for several days, and asks the Senate to designate a President 
pro tempore to preside during his absence. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I puns the petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
church of Ashland, Massachusetts, signed by thé pastor, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic. I desire to inquire whether that subject has been 
reported upon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I move that the petition lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a petition signed by James Gordon 
Bennett, of New York, now in Europe, praying Con to oid him 
in a way he designates in seeking new discoveries at the North Pole. 
He has purchased, at his own cost, the Pandora, an arctic vessel in 
her aptitudes ; he means to man and run her at his own nse; aud 
he wants that boat to wear the American flag in the effort she may 
make in the northern field of new discoveries. His petition sets forth, 
more exactly than I think it important at this moment to inform the 
Senate, the nature of his purpose and his wish. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present alsoa numberof petitions signed by citi- 
zens of the State of New York, in different cities, hamlets, and coun- 
ties, touching amendments, all of substantially the same nature, of the 
peusion laws. I move the reference of these petitions to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a memorial of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, urging the appropriation of money to carry 
out the recommendation of General John Newton in e the 
waters of the Hudson and East Rivers through the Harlem River 
and Spuyten Duyvil Creek; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Ferris, Francis B. Wheeler, 
and other citizens of Poughkeepsie, New York, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present a number of petitions 
similar to those last sent to the desk by the Senator from New York, 

raying that the liquor traffic may be looked into with a view to 
better morals. I move that they lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS. I present a similar petition from W. A. J. Potts, 
H.C. Perkins, and 40 others, citizens of King George County, Virginia, 
asking Congress to appoint a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic. I move that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS presented a joint resolution of the Genera] Assembly 
of Virginia, instructing her Senators and requesting her Representa- 
tives in Con to vote for the remonetization of silver; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SARGENT. I present two petitions upon the liquor traffic, 
praying for some relief, one from the Congregational church of Con- 
way, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, and one from the First 
Congregational church of North Brookfield, Massachusetts, signed 
by the pastor. I move that they lie on the table. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I present a copy of an original petition, the orig- 
inal having been sent to one of the California mem of the House 
of Representatives to be presented in that body, stating that the pres- 
ent duty of three and one-half cents per pound levied upon wrought 
iron, lap-welded tubes and flues, is oppressive and unjust as well as 
prohibitory, amounting as it does to over 86 percent. on their cost in 
Great Britain, and praying that in the revision of the tariff the 2 
on these articles, the use of which is very important to the materi 
interests of the nation, particularly the Pacific coast, may be so re- 
duced as to bring them within the reach of all. Imove the reference 
of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. ARMSTRONG presented a memorial of Aldus Eckman and oth- 
ers, workingmen of Saint Louis, Missouri, engaged in the manufacture 
of cotton goods, remonstrating against a reduction of the duties on 
foreign imports, and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea 
and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the memorial of N. A. White, publisher 
of the Western Indianian, and 37 others, employ on that paper, re- 
55 against the pro tariff on foreign manufactured 
type; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. } 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present the petition of the executive commit- 


tee of the peoples’ p ive vv of New York, praying for certain 
financial and lubor reforms therein set forth. 1 move its reference 
to the Committee on Finance. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present the petition of the New York State Tem- 
perance Society, John O'Donnell, president, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traf- 
flo; also the petition of the byterian church, of Rome, New York, 
on the same subject. I move that these petitions lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present a similar petition from the Methodist 
Episcopal church, of 9 Maryland. I move that it lie upon 
the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EATON. I present a similar petition from the Maple street 
Congregational church, of Danvers, husetts. I move that it 
lie upon the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EATON. I present the petition of William Patton and others, 
citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, praying for an investigation into 
the manner of the passage of the act of 1873 demonetizing the silver 
dollar. I move that this petition be printed and lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EATON presented tha petition of Theodore D. Woolsey and 
others, citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, praying the passage of a 
law authorizing the repayment to the Chinese government of $240,000, 
commonly known as the “surplus of the Chinese indemnity fund,” 
with interest thereon from 1867, for the relief of starving citizens of 
the northern provinces of China; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of 8. H. Terhune and 80 others, work- 
ingmen, of Branford County, Connecticut, engaged in the mannfact- 
ure of malleable iron remonstrating against a reduction of 
the duties on foreign imports, and against the reimposition of the 
war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WALLACE, Ipresent the petition of David Vauneman, Samuel 
W. Allen, and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, on the 
subject of the liquor traffic. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of Edward Yost and others, 
citizens of Doylestown Borough, Bucks County, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing fer the repeal of the import duty on tea, sugar, and other neces- 
saries of every-day life, and the supply of the revenue heretofore 
derived therefrom by a tax upon the annual incomes of citizens of 
the United States when the same exceed the amount of $1,000; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of New Jersey against the passage of the so-called Bland sil- 
ver bill, or any similar measure looking to the payment of the matur- 
ing obligations of the United States in any other currency than gold 
or its commercial equivalent; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present a memorial of the Legislature of 
New Jersey, in the form of concurrent resolutions, and these resolu- 
tions being very short, I ask that they be read at the clerk’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ANTIIONY. Is this a memorial of the Legislature of a State? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is a memorial in the form of concurrent 
resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, and it is very short. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then it is proper that it should be read. 

The paper was reau, and ref to the Committee on Commerce; 
as follows: 

Whereas Governor E. MeCle in his declared that “the 

of New J 88 e e the land. 

ve a deep interest 2 the restoration of the commercial marine of the nation,” 
and expressed the hope that all members of the Legislatare would agree with him 
in the earnest desire that Congress mptly do whatever is within its power 
g such restrictions and impediments of 


de our man „ a 
areas we believe ties seek “evelopment depends upon proper facilities to af- 
ford an outlet for domestic commodities to reach countries where a greater demand 
exists therefor; and 
eee it is well konen that certain face nations, T N 
England, are how rea} great bene Ya wise and judicious fosterin 
their oceanic commerce : Therefore, s 
Be it resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the liberal commercial policy of the 
leading governments of Europe should be adopted by the Government of the United 


States, and that such aid should be rendered to American shipping as will secure 
to our le the great advantages and benefits which must pce aa cari 
gress 


That we urge upon our Senators and Representatives 
great im ce of the subject presented, and request that they use their influ- 
ence in favor of all measures that will inaugurate the policy herein set forth. 


Resolved, That the governor be ested to forward a copy of the foregoing 
preamble and resolutions to each of oer Seashore and Repreemtatives in Congress. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I present a memorial of workingmen residing at 
Pawtucket, Rhode Island, en in the manufacture of cotton 
yarns and threads, 33 against a chango of the tariff laws 
which will reduce the duties on foreign goods, and which must have 
an injurious effect upon the industry in which they are employed ; 
also remonstrating against any reduction of the duties which protect 
their labor; and also remonstrating against the reimposition of the 
war tax on tea and coffee, which was abolished by the friends of the 
workingman. I move the reference of the memorial to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of the First Baptist church 
of Holliston, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a memorial of Joshua Coons and others, work- 
in of Lanesville, Massachusetts, engaged in the manufacture of 
print-cloths and cotton yarns, remonstrating against 4 reduction of 
the duties on foreign imports, and against the reimposition of the 
= tax on tea and coffee ; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a petition of 644 citizens of the United 
States residing in the Red River Valley, calling the attention of Con- 
gress to certain resolutions adopted at a convention held at Breck- 
inridge, Minnesota, on Tuesday, December 11, 1877, to consider the 
question of improving the navigation of the Red River. The resolu- 
tions to which they refer state that the Red River of the North is a 
part of the great water system of the North American continent, em- 
bracing over two thousand miles of navigable water; that within the 
United States the said river has a navigable course of about six hun- 
dred miles from F. Falls to the international boundary ; that it 
embraces a great valley which is capable of producing one hundred 
million bushels of wheat annually, and it is destined to become, with 
the contiguous areas, the ry of the American continent and 
largely the source of supply of the world’s breadstuffs. They further 
state that this river is the natural channel of commerce between the 
United States and Manitoba and the other northwestern provinces of 
the Dominion of Canada; that there are now upon its waters seven 
American and three Canadian steamers connecting the Northern Pa- 
cific and Saint Paul and Pacific Railroads with the commerce of Mani- 
toba, connecting at Winnipeg with propellers on Lake Winnipeg to 
the mouth of the Saskatchewan, three hundred and fifty miles, thence 
by tramway five miles around the rapids, thence by two steamers on 
the Saskatchewan to Fort Edmonton, a distance of twelve hundred 
miles more, with some other facts showing the importance of the im- 
provement to the commerce of the Northwest, both in a national and 
international point of view, and asking the appropriation of $10,000 
for the improvement of the river. I move the reference of this peti- 
tion to the Committee on Commerce, and I beg the special attention 
of the committee to the subject. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, representing that the existing law enabling citizens of 
the United States to enter public land under the tree-culture act, and 
to obtain patents to tracts of one-quarter section of the same Spon 
proof that they have planted forty acres with trees no more than 
twelve feet apart, has proved to be substantially a failure; inasmuch 
as it is found almost impossible for the settler to plant and protect so 
large a tract of land for the period required by the law. The memorial 
asks that the timber-culture act be amended so as to reduce the num- 
ber of acres to be planted in trees from forty acres to ten acres, pro- 
viding, however, that the trees shall be planted not more than four 
feet apart, instead of, as at present, twelve feet apart. I move tha 
reference of this memorial to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL, I present the petition of Rev. George B. Tolman, 
A. S. Allis and others, citizens of Brookfield, Vermont, praying Con- 
gress to provide by appropriate legislation for a commission of in- 

uiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; also the petition of the 
ker street Methodist Episcopal church, of Lawrence, Massachu- 
setts, and the petition of the First Baptist church of Chelsea, Massa- 
chusetts, for the same object. Asa bill has been reported on this sub- 
ject, I move that these petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY. I present six petitions of the same nature, and move 
that they lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of E. Comstock and 141 others, 
citizens of Adrian, Michigan, praying for the passage of a law for the 
preservation of the food-fishes of the great lakes and the rivers and 
straits connecting the same, and appropriating a sufficient amount to 
maintain fish commissioners; which was referred to the Committee 
on AURRI: J 

Mr. HOAR. I present six petitions praying for a commission of 
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inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic. I move that they lie 
upon the table. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a like petition from the 
First Baptist church of Menomonee, Wisconsin. I move that it lie 
upon the table. 


The motion was agreed to. p 

Mr. DAWES. I present a like petition from the Methodist Episco- 
pal church of er, Massachusetts. I move that it lie upon the 
table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I present a like petition from the Bethesda Congre- 

ational church of ing, Massachusetts. I move that it lie upon 
e table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSTON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature or 
Virginia in favor of the remonetization of silver; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Without ace, Feit to the views of the pe- 
titioners, | present the petition of the Roane Iron Company and others, 
manufacturers of iron and machinery at Chattanooga, Tennessee, em- 
ploying over twelve hundred workmen, praying that Congress will 
take no action concerning a revision of tariff duties until after it shall 
have ascertained by official inquiry the condition of the industries of 
the country and that the nature of the proposed legislation is such 
as in the opinion of practical business men would best promote the 
restoration of general prosperity. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was a, to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present also asimilar petition from the La Grange 
Iron Works, manufacturers of iron, of Danvillo, Tennessee, employing 
one hundred laborers, praying the same relief. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HARRIS presented the memorial of J, H. Pepper and others 
workingmen of Bristol, Tennessee, enga in the manufacture o 
woolen goods, remonstrating against a reduction of the duties on for- 
eign imports and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and 
coffee; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of the county com- 
missioners of Saint John’s County, Florida, praying that a certain lot 
of ground in Saint Augustine be donated to that county for the pur- 
pose of erecting county buildings thereon ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of C. H. H. Mathews and 500 
others, citizens of the State of Kansas, praying ior an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Osage River, in Missouri and Sus; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WADLEIGH presented the petition of the Congregational 
church of Peru, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying Con- 
gress to provide by appropriate legislation for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 5 

He also presented the petition of Holton & Ferry, publishers of the 
Hillsboro’ (New Hampshire) Messenger, praying for the abolition of 
the tariff duty on type; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
church of Chatfield, Minnesota, signed by the pastor and officers, 
praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented a memorial of workingmen residing at 
Bridgeport, ia the State of Ohio, engaged in the manufacture of iron, 
l against a reduction of the duties on foreign imports 
and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. E. Pollock, C. W. Swartz, and 
other citizens of Marlborough, Ohio, praying for the appointment of 
@ commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I present a memorial of certain citizens of Iowa 
in reference to public lands, and I should like to have it read at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable Congress of the United States: 


We, citizens of Webster, Hamilton, and Boone Counties, in the State of Iowa, 
5 pray poor honorable body to inv: te and repeal a certain donation 
of so. call ublic lands in Iowa, intended by Congress for the improvement of 
Des Moines River, in said State. But your petitioners respectfully represent said 
lands were obtained by false and fraudulent representations in Congress in the 
years of 1861 and 1862, and never have been or ever intended to be used for the 

rarpose of improvement of said river as intended by Congress. 

And we further represent that in 1861 and 1862, when said lands were fraudu- 
lently represented in Congress as public lands, we citizens had then substantial 
improvements thereon, and now by virtue of said acts of Congress the otherwise 
solemn covenants of our Government to the citizen by letters-patent are being can- 
- celed and annulled as so much waste paper, and we are now driven from 

our homes by United States marshal and posse by what we must the most un- 
just rooeedings ever P bee appearing in these United States, and probably not 
i 0 3 of the Old World. 

t 


ds. nine hundred and eee 
oe interest an 


inelnding our legal rights, to be an actual steal for individual 
wah ebieled iy cblcnnary audtraad and wasnever one aer or its equiva- 


lent in any manner whatever on said works of improvement, and is now a 
priated to the personal benefit of a ring of whe have robbed the Gov. 
ernment of the same in addition to the crime of robbing your petitioners of their 
3, 75 rights guaranteed to us by the most liberal Government under the sun. 

‘or the repeal and resumption of said lands your petitioners will ever pray. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I move the reference of the memorial to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of Henry Walker and othe 
colored ex-soldicrs and citizens of Arkansas, Praying the repeal of 
laws affecting the manner of the payment of pensions, and that they 
may be paid the same as white ex-soldiers ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick W. Schaurte, of Saint 
Louis, Missouri, praying for a pension ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of the Baptist 
church of Rome, New York, and the petition of the Temperance 
Union of Lyon’s Falls, New York, praying for the appointment of a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rankin Brayton & Company and 
others, business firms of San Francisco, California, praying for a re- 
vision of the tariff in relation to the duties on iron lap-welded tubes 
and flues; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 195) to declare certain lands subject to tax- 
ation, reported it with an amendment ; andsubmitted areport thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRIMON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 469) for the relief of the North 
American Neuchatel Rock Paving Company, reported adversely there- 
on, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

è also, from the same committee, who were instructed by a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of December 14, 1877, to inquire and report whether 
the action of the commissioners of the District of Columbia in respect 
of the location of the police court in what is known as the Unitarian 
church building, corner of Sixth and D streets, northwest, has been 
andisin conformity with law, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 635) for continuing the work of improving the 
Capitol grounds, asked to be discharged from its farther consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WADLEIGH (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 793) for the relief of Edwin 
R. Clarke; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. BAYARD (by reqnest) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 794) for the relief of E. Trois- 
quos; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 795) for the relief of George W. 
Maher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 175 for the relief of John Hender- 
son; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 797) for the relief of Master Robert Platt, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval i 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 798) to provide for carrying the ocean mails 
in American steamships; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move the reference of this bill to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. In making the motion I beg to 
say to the Senate that this is a billof the executive committee of the 
national export convention recently held in this city. It is a gen- 
eral bill and comes here under the auspices of that convention, com- 
posed as it was of a large number of gentlemen of influence and posi- 
tion in almost every city of the country. Its provisions have ee 
carefully considered and seem to demand consideration of the com- 
mittee first and then of the Senate. It invites the initiation of a 
general policy in reference to the carriage of the mails. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 799) for the relief of Willis 
N. Arnold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 800) for the relief of the heirs of Major D.C. Smith: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Mr. MITCHELL asked, 


and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 801) to amend section 2403 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United*States in relation to deposits for surveys; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (8. No. 802 establishing post-roads in the several 
States and Territories; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro 
duce a bill (S. No. 803) granting a pension to Frederick W. Schuarte ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 804) for the relief of Captain 
Frank Arnim; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 805) supplemental to the several acts relative 
to the Union Pacific Railroad and its branches; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EATON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 806) for the relief of George T. Mar- 
shall; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mtr, MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 807) for the establishment of a certain post- 
route in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia, it was 


paky israrla a agy aat aeaniee irae agar ne an church 
of West Virginia for destruction of their church edifice by United States 
Sere an PNA ane AE WA SANE: from the files and referred to the Commi! 
on 


8. 
Ordered, That the petition and pay of D. D. Smith be taken from the files and 
e ee eee 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT SCHOOL BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MERRIMON. At the suggestion of persons well informed upon 
the subject, I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be instructed to 
into the s. ted necessity for au ap of money to construct addi 
school buildings in the District of Columbia and report by bill or otherwise. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 2507) making appropriations for the su 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

. MATTHEWS. I ask leave to give notice that I desire to move 
an amendment to the bill (H. R. No. 2507) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal pe ending June 
30, 1879, and for other purposes. It is at the end of the twelfth line 
to insert: 


uire 


Provided, That there may be commissioned in the same manner, and placed on 
the same footing as the other professors, and to be selected from the officers on the 
retired list of the Army, 1 

Provided further, That ch neo pour yar ob poe only receive the retired pay of 
the grade from which he is and shall receive no additional pay or = 
ances whatever. 

The amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. f 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. HEREFORD. Lask consent to have the bill (S. No.235) for the 
relief of Joseph Kinney, administrator of David Ballentine, of Mis- 

_ souri, which was reported from the Committee on Claims on the 6th 
instant by myself by mistake, recommitted to the Committee on 


8. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

THE SINKING FUND. 

Mr. BECK. I desire now, if I can, to call up the resolution offered 
by me on the 2lst of January, being a resolution relating to the pay- 
ment of taxes for the pu of creating a sinking fund and the ex- 
tinguishment of the national debt. It was laid over until the silver 
question should be poen of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported if there 
be no objection. 

ISSUE OF RAILROAD BONDS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Ifthe gentleman from Kentucky will yield to 
me I desire to get the action of the Senate on the resolution which I 
introduced on the 14th instant. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Arkansas gent Dorsey] has 
submitted an amendment to the resolution, and I call his attention 
to it now. I accept the amendment and ask that the resolution as 
ba to be amended be adopted by the Senate, and also that the 
vestigation be referred to the Committee on Territories. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. VOORHEES, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judi and the same is 
hereby, instructed to ascertain at its earliest . or not the rail- 
road companies referred to by the acts of the Thirty-ninth Congress, approved 
1 July 25, 26, and 27, 1866, and entitled respectively An act ting 
lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the 383 
Valley Railroad and its extension to Red River;” “An act granting lands to the 
State of Kansas to aid in the construction of a southern branch of the Union Pa- 
cific Railway and telegraph from Fort Riley, Kansas, to Fort Smith, Arkansas ;” 
and “An act ting land to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast,” have issued 
bonds predicated upon the conditional land ts of the lands of the 
Indians of the In Territory claimed by said com under said acts. If it 
be ascertained that such bonds have been issued, then it shall be the duty of said 
committee to ascertain in whose possession the bonds are and for what purpose. 

Resolved further, That said committee, in the discharge of its duties aforesaid, 
pf mati Pocfnmnd rea emer pal spied pe onan} pacer LE cry mon 

06 0 esses to rt vesti- 
gation to this body during the present session of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES] modifies the resolution on the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. DORSEY.) 

A VOORHEES; Le} the amendment of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas . 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to insert at the end of the first 
resolution : 

Jurther, That said committee be instructed to ascertain what amount of 
„„ ĩðͤ v 
8 ogai 5 0 an 0 
organization of a civil 8 Territory s amd whether an of such 

of such 


Resolved further, That said committee be instructed to ascertain whether a civil 


ttee | form of government cannot be organized over the Indian Loar for the better 
w 


n common by 


F and whether the lands no’ 
among the Indians, without con- 


said Indian tribes cannot vided in several: 
firming the conditional grants of lands to 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as modified. 

pros RRE To what committee is it proposed to refer this 
subject 

. VOORHEES. To the Committee on Territories. I will say to 
the Senator from Colorado that at first I designed to have it referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, but upon the suggestion that that 
committee is crowded with work and that the Committee on Territo- 
ries have so much less to do than the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
accepted that suggestion and agreed to have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. DAWES, I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana to 
the wording of his resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEE S. I made the suggestion the other day to change 
it. à 3 
Mr. DAWES, As it was read by the Clerk 
Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir, it was read as originally printed; but 
L intend before it is disposed of to have the right direction given; 
that is, to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. As I heard the reading of the resolution it seems 
to me it should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I do not see 
what relation it to the business of the Committee on Territories, 
and I would suggest to the Senator that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DORSEY, I hope the Senator from Colorado will not ask that 
that be done. This question relates almost solely to the organization 
of a territorial form of government in the Indian Territory. It has 
been my fortune at every session of Congress since I have been a mem- 
ber of this body to present a bill for the organization of that territory. 
That bill has 2 to the Indian Committee two or three times, and I 
do not remember that it has ever been reported back either favorably 
or adversely. I am only anxious now that some final action should 
be taken on this subject ; and in connection with the proposed organi- 
zation of the Territory, Í should be glad to know whether the Indians 
who are protesting inst it, who are hanging about these corridors 
year after year spending money as I believe dedicated to the educa- 
tion of the Indian children, and who are insisting upon the treaties 
being carried out in good faith, are not themselves violating the 
treaties every hour of the day and every day of the year. I think 
upon investigation it will be found that very large sums of money 
how! I will not now dare to mention have been expended here 
for the five or six years out of the funds that were «dedicated to 
the education of the children of these several semi-civilized nations. 
Ishould like to have the matter thoroughly investigated. For that 
reason I ape the resolution will go to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VOO. ES. It has been my purpose to avoid discussion at 
this time upon this subject. It is a grave and important one. I have 
accepted the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas for 
the purpose of getting the original investigation which I asked, and 
getting it without opposition, feeling that the matters that he desires 
to have investigated can harm nobody and may do There can 
be no objection to the investigation which the Senator from Arkansas 
proposes, although I think it quite remote from the main purpose I 
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have in view. Notwithstanding this, however, I accepted it, and am 
perfectly willing for that investigation to take place. 

As to the proper committee for this reference, I have no discrimi- 
nation in my mind against any committee except that which I have 
stated in regard to the Committee on the Judiciary, that it is always 
a crowded and full committee. I believe the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to be a fair committee; I believe the Committee on Territories 
to be an equally fair committee; and asI have given more attention 
to the matter in connection with that committee, I believe it is proper 
that the resolution should go there. It relates to the proposed organ- 
ization of a Territory. I have always been favorable to the organ- 
ization of the Indian Territory into a Territory of the United States, 
so as to let it be represented in Congress. But I shall never vote for 
such a measure if it is to give life and vitality to these land grants. 

I will vote for no measure which will enable these railroad corpora- 
tions to start up and take almost two-thirds of the Indian lands in 
the very heart and flower of their country. The object of this inves- 
tigation is to shell out of that country these railroad corporations, 
now lying in wait for some sort of legislation to take place here by 
which they can clutch millions of acres of the fairest portions of that 
country. I want to loosen their grip and then we can legislate upon 
the erection of a territorial form of government fairly and properly, 
rae act injury, but to the benefit of the Indians so deeply inter- 


es 

I find, Mr. President, in examining this question, that in three days, 

on the 25th, the 26th, and the 27th days of July, 1866, when this coun- 

was in a confused and unsettled condition, and ially so in 
relation to the Indians in the Southwest, three great rai corpora- 
tions obtained legislation one day after another, until if certain con- 
ditions pointed out can be complied with and the Indian title extin- 
guished each one of them will obtain an empire of wealth. Before 
we come to the o tion of an Indian Territory let us see that in 
organizing the Indian Territory we do not turn it into a territory 
simply for railroad corporations. 

I did not intend to say this much, for I have all the time been friendly 
and am yet to the pene of the Indian Territory and to its rep- 
resentation here. The inhabitants of that country are a civilized and 
intelligent poopie; and if we treat them fairly and rightfully there 
will be no need of the delegation alluded to by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas. But as such a land- t measure as this is pending, and 
several of them, it will take this delegation and perhaps more to pro- 
tect their people from disastrous results. Therefore I say, in order to 
clear up this a and get this railroad legislation out of the way 
if itis possible for the benefit of the Indians, and to relieve their 
country from this lien upon it, let thisinvestigation be made and let 
it be made to the very bottom, and then we can proceed with a clear 


field. 

Mr. DORSEY. Before the Senator from Indiana sits down, I desire 
to say that I was not aware that there is any railroad legislation here. 
He has alluded to railroad legislation. I have seen no bill in regard 
to railroads. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from Arkansas had read the reso- 
lution that I had the honor of introducing and which he and I have 
been discussing back and forth here, he would have found that it is 
for the pumo of investigating matters growing out of very exten- 
sive railroad legislation. 

Mr. DORSEY. That is true; but the Senator has been talking about 
railroad le ion now pending. There is no legislation here at all. 
This is for the purpose of investigating what transpired ten years ago. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is pending in this sense, that the land grants 
contained in the laws to which this resolution refers are contingent 
upon certain things that are yet to be done by Congress, and that are 

et sought to be done by these railroad companies and their agents; 
in that sense this is pending and unfinished legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Colorado to propose an amendment? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am told, likewise, Mr. President, by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] that the president of one of these 
railroad corporations has applied to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office demanding that patents for at least some of these grants 
be issued. ‘The Senator says he has the correspondence to that effect. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Before the Senator from Indiana takes his seat 
I should like to ask him to accept another amendment in this direc- 
tion. I think with the Senator from Indiana the investigation should 
be had; and as to what committee it should go to, that is entirely 
immaterial with me; but if the investigation is to be had, the com- 
mittee that has charge of it should have a little more assistance than 
is granted by this resolution. They are empowered to send for per- 
sons and papers; and they should have a stenographie reporter who 
can take down the testimony. I would suggest to the Senator from 
Indiana to amend his resolution to that effect. I agree, as I said, that 
the investigation should be had. It is highly important to the 
country. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The committee can ask that. 

a ys NG: The committee has the power now, without ask- 
ing for i 

. CHAFFEE. I hope the Senator from Indiana will not think 
that I am o to this investigation—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I think it ought to be had, and it ought to be 


thorough. The point with me was simply this, that the Committee 

on Indian Affairs is the most suitable committee to make this inves- 

tigation, as it relates to internal matters of the Indian tribes in the 

Indian Territory. For instanco: 

divided in soveralty among co Tailang, ee the ee greats 
sev: amon; 

of lands to Akai pleis corporations, 

Again: 
of seth eines APAE on hat LADIA te poctaeany. $0 prevent; i future, Cor 

su what leg 
diversion of such echo! funds from their legitimate purpose, * 

It seems to me the inquiry is wholly within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs,and that was the reason I suggested 
that it should go to that committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Colorado that 
there are points which wonld direct this resolution to that commit- 
tee. There are three committees either one of whom might take 
0 of it, the Judiciary Committee, the Indian Committee, and 
the Committee on Territories. Inasmuch as I have decided in my 
own mind, however, to ask its reference to the Committee on Terri- 
tories, I hope tle Senator from Colorado will pardon me for declin- 
ing to accept his suggestion. I ask for the action of the Senate upon. 
the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not object to_the reference of 
this resolution as amended to the Committee on Territories. I do not 
know but that there is great force in the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, that the Committee on Indian Affairs is not the 
proper committee to trust this inv tion to, but I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that the resolution proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas relates wholly to the treatment of Indian 
tribes in the Indian Territory. That question has often been before 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, as stated by the Senator from Ark- 
ave sr as = the Committee on Indian Affairs have decided 

t thi Hs ais egislation was not wise. 

Mr. DORS Y. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. > 

Mr. DORSEY. Has the Committes on Indian Affairs decided that 
this investigation is not wise? There is no legislation proposed here 
yet. For example, I will call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to a resolution in precisely the same words as this which 
was introduced last January and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and so far as I know never acted upon by that committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. What resolution does the Senator refer to! 

Mr. DORSEY. The one you now hold in your hand. 

Mr. ALLISON. This resolution reads 

That said committee be instructed to ascertain what amount of money has been 
gates to Washington during th past ive ears 5 
S erritory. SR 4 

Is that the resolution the Senator refers to ? 

Mr. DORSEY. That is the one. 

Mr. ALLISON. It proceeds— 
ap Sed ega T of gerd SAT DAS DOO ENES ISAD SOOT E syor 

tribes, an W on ven © diver- 
sion of such school fants from their eee * 

The Committee on Indian Affairs did investigate this matter very 
largely last year and they found, from statements presented to the 
committee, that there was no real diversion of the school-fund. It is 
true that a portion of the school-fund was taken for other purposes, 
but it was replaced again in a short time from other funds belonging 
to these Indian tribes. There was no substantial diversion of the 
school-fund, as was stated by the gentlemen representing these tribes. 
in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. DORSEY. If I do not interrupt the Senator, I should like to 
inquire of him whether, in that case, he had power to send for per- 
sons and papers, and whether he had anybody before his committee 
except the very men who were engaged in squandering these funds! 
Those were the men, I understand, who reported that none were 
taken—the men who spent the money themselves. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think the committee had power to send for 
persons and pana 

Mr. DORSEY. That is precisely what we are after now. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will only say that gentlemen who are interested 
in the distribution and disbursement of these funds came before the 
committee and made a statement with reference to the subject. I 
have no objection to any investigation with reference to this subject, 
nor have I any objection to this investigation being intrusted to the 
Committee on Territories; but I think it would be wise to vonsider 
carefully whether or not the Committee on Territories shall take entire 
charge of the subject of the Indians in the Indian Territory, because 
that is what is substantially proposed by the second resolution offered 
by the Senator from Arkansas. ; 

Mr. DORSEY. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. He proposes that this committee shall undértake 
to inquire whether or not the lands belonging to these tribes shall be 
divided in severalty. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Senator will see the connection on reading the 
resolution. It is whether they can be divided in severalty, withont 
giving these railroad companies the additional grants which their 
original charter gives them. The question for consideration in the 
Committee on Territories is, whether the passage of any law organiz- 
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ing that country as a Territory will not so dispose of the Indian lands 


that these two or three railroad companies will become entitled to 
the grants under their charters of 1 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the honorable Senator that that is a 

uestion for the Judiciary Committee and not for the Committee on 

erritories. Here is a great empire, as large as the State of New York, 
set apart for the use and sole occupation of the Indian tribes. Here 
are statutes, as was stated by the Senator from Indiana, saying that 
when the Indian title to these lands shall be extinguished, then the 
land pene overlap these lands to the extent of twenty sections per 
mile, I believe, through the entire length and breadth of this Territory. 

Now, it is notorious that these railway companies who have built 
their lines through this Territory, desire to secure in some form the 
title to these lands. The first step to secure that title is to o; i 
-_ Territory into a territorial government, and the next step will 
be to extinguish the Indian title, one of the steps being to set apart 
these lands in severalty to the Indians living there and of course the 
remainder of these lands will most likely be purchased by the United 

States. That is a proposition that has been repeatedly made to the 
Indian Committee. 

I have no objection to this inquiry being full and complete; nor do 
I have any objection to this inquiry being pursued by the Committee 
on Territories. I prefer that it should be so; but I do object to any 
initiatory step whereby these Indians shall be deprived of their rights, 
whatever they are, in this Territory, and I understood that the object 

of the resolution of the Senator from Indiana was in exact accord with 
this view. I only desire to say briefly that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have made such investigations as they could of these subjects 
when presented to the committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa, the chair- 
man of tho Committee on Indian Affairs knows very well that in 
insisting that this matter be investigated by the Committee on Ter- 
aint meant no reflection on his committee; none in the world; 
and I say further that I regard the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas as hardly germane to the question involved in the resolu- 
tion which I offered, but for the purpose of getting action at once 
without opposition I accepted his amendment feeling that the inves- 
tigation which he asks for can do no harm. 

last resolution which he offers I think is more closely connected 
than the other one with the question I have proposed to have inves- 
tigated : 

That said committee be instructéd to ascertain whether a civil form of govern- 
ment cannot be organized over the Indian OET: for the better protection of 
life and property; and whether the lands, now held in common by said Indian 
tribes, cannot be divided in severalty among the Indians, without confirming the 
conditional grants of lands to certain railroad corporations. 

That is an important investigation. 

Mr. DORSEY. That is precisely what I desire to know. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There are those of us who, if that could be done, 
would feel favorably disposed to the organization of that Territory, 
not as an initiative step as s' ted by the Senator from Iowa to 
deprive the Indians of any of their rights, but, as stated here, for the 
better protection of their lives and their property, and to do this 
without taking from them one acre of their lands or establishing or 
making valid a single land grant. If that can be done, it is as well 
for us to know it in connection with this investigation as at any other 
time, and I can see no reason why we should have astruggle over the 
proper committee to whom this matter shall be refe: I take it 
that every committee of the Senate is a committee com of fair 
men who desire simply to do their duty, and it is only with that view 
that I have asked that it be referred to a committee that I under- 
stand has less work before it than any other. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to say in 
connection with what has been said by him and the Senator from Ar- 
‘kansas and the Senator from Iowa, that I withdraw any objection I 
may have had to the proposed reference. If the Committee on Ter- 
ritories is thought to be the proper committee, letit go there. 

Mr. MAXEY. . My recollection is that several weeks ago I introduced 
a resolution similar to that of the Senator from Indiana, without the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas, and believing that 
it ought to be referred to the Judiciary Committee, as it involved a 

t legal question, I had it so referred. That was several weeks ago. 
ow, Iam opposed to organizing the Indian Territory into a terri- 
torial form of government, and at the same time I am in favor of this 
8 If there is an attempt made here, as I fear there will 
be, to deprive these Indians of their property or their lands, I want 
that ferreted out to the bottom, so that we can put the seal of con- 
demnation on it. If that is not the intention, then the investigation 
will develop that fact. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All objection I understand is withdrawn. 

The resolution was a, to. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I desire to ask authority for the committee to 


bag! a oa er a 
he VICE-P. IDENT. Is there objection to the su ion of 
the Senator frem Colorado? The Chair hears none, and it is so 


ord 
THE FISHERIES COMMISSION, 
Mr. BLAINE submitted the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be respectful: ested to 
«communicate to the Senate at the earliest cable day, if not ie his jodgment 
incompatible with the public interest, of all correspondence between our 
Government and the government of her Majesty in regard to the selec- 


tion of M. Maurice Delfosse, envoy extraordinary and minister 
8 ss the third tommisoner under the twenty-third artis of ako 
treaty of on the question of the fisheries. 

Mr. WALLACE. Let that resolution lie over and be printed. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under objection. 
It will be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 405) providing the same exemptions upon proc- 
ess from the courts of the United States as is provided in the several 
States upon process from the State courts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 540, chapter 1, title 13, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1077) to relieve certain legal disabilities of women; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1630) to amend section 1922 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, of provisions concerning particular organized Territories ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2860) changing the times of holding terms of the 
district court for the district of West Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3389) to provide for appearances of the United 
States in foreclosure suits. 

The m also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1093) to authorize 
the free coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal- 
tender character. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The pees. also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 789) to appropriate money for the purchase of a 
law-library for the Territory of Dakota ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1093) to authorize the coinage of the standard sil- 
ver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 1201) making an e renee for the purchase of 
a law-library for the use of the courts and the United States officers 
of the Territory of Wyoming. 

ARMY REGISTER. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam authorized by the Committee on Printing to 
report the following resolution and to ask for its present considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That 500 copies of the Army Register for 1878 be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

BRANCH ROADS TO UNION PACIFIC. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution: 

Whereas it spra 
Pacific Railroad for the year 1877, communicated to the Senate on the 
25th day of October, 1877, f the Secretary of the Interior, that the Colorado Cen- 
tral Railroad has been aided to the extent of $1,610,497.86 ; credit secured by Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, $767,156.20; balance without interest, $843,341.66, and 


that other investments have been made by the Union Pacific Railroad Company in 
several other railroads, the items and amounts of which are not stated in suid report; 


and 

Whereas such information is necessary in order to understand what has been 
7 es and what is the present financial condition of said company: 

erefol 

Be tt resoleed by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to in- 

uire of the Government directors what securities the Union Pacific Railroad 
y has taken or holds, whether stock, bonds, or other evidence of debt, for 
its aid to the Colorado Cen the Utah Central, the Utah Southern, the Utah 
Northern, and the Republican Valley Rai what credits were received by the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company for the amount of $767,156.20, with whom the 
transaction in respect of credits was had, what security the said compan: 
holds them for, and fer what reason and upon what consideration the said credit 
piven, and report the answers of the Government directors to the Senate with- 
ou y- 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that that be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will lie over under the rule and be 
printed. The morning hour has expired. 

ARGUMENTS ON CHINESE QUESTION. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to allow the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to have printed such arguments as 
may be submitted to that committee on the Chinese question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears no 
objection, and that order will be made. 

THE CALENDAR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. The Sen- 
ate now proceeds to the consideration of the Calendar under an order 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution agreed to on motion of Mr. AN- 
THONY on the 20th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That on Monday next, at one o’clock, the Senate will proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Calendar, and continue such consideration from day to day until 
the same shall have been gone through with; and bills that are not objected to shall 
be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once, and for 
five minutes only, unless, upon motion, the Senate should at any time otherwise 
order; and this order take precedence of special orders or un ed business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the call of the 
Calendar at the point where it was left off at the last call. 


LONG BOND FOR SAVINGS. 
Mr. WALLACE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the unfin- 


from the report of the Government directors of the Union 


| 
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ished business which has 8 in order to make some merely 


technical amendments to the bill which is the ial order as unfin- 
„ and then permit it to go over, the Calendar to be re- 
sumed. 

Mr. CONKLIN G. What is the unfinished business! 

Mr. WALLACE. Senate bill No. 106, to authorize a long bond for 
the investment of savings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of sav- 


ings. 

Mtr. WALLACE. If the Chair will permit me I will just suggest 
the amendments to the Clerk and have them printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move that the amendments be printed in con- 
nection with the bill. 

The motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will now go over. 

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported to Congress under section 2 of the act approved 
June 16, 1874, by the Secrétary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SARGENT. Are we not acting under an order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order is to proceed with the Calen- 
dar. It requires unanimous consent to take up a bill out of order, 

Mr. McMILLAN I merely wish to say to the Senate that this is a 
bill that comes annually from the Treasury os ema upon claims 
submitted to the Department to be passed upon by the Quartermaster- 
General and the Auditor and Comptroller, and reported to Congress 
for their consideration. - 

Mr. SARGENT. We shall reach it on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is very low down on the Calendar and there 
isa larga number of claims involved in it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the Secretary will 
proceed with the call of the Calendar at the point where it was left 
off at the last consideration. 

LAURENA C. P. HASKINS. 

The Cuter CLERK. The bill (§. No. 413) to increase the pension of 
Laurena C. P. Haskins, reported adversely, is the next bill on the 
Calendar at the point where its consideration was last had. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The bill called up by the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. MCMILLAN] affects more persons than all the other cases on 
the Calendar and from more States than all these matters. Most of 
the matters on the Calendar are private matters; and if that bill 
affecting a thousand persons cannot be considered, I do not think 
those affecting one or two ought to be considered. 

Mr. WITHERS. I call the attention of my friend to the fact that 
we shall get to the bill in the process of calling the Calendar. 

Mr. GENT. The threat that a Senator will object to every- 
thing on the Calendar for the time being does not affect me. I have 
nothing on the Calendar that I care for. I only want things to go 
on decently and in order. After some N we have an order to 
proceed with the Calendar. I pro that the order shall be exe- 
cuted. The Senator from Missouri can exercise his own discretion 
whether to object to everything or not. 

Mr. WITHERS. In reference to the case just called on the Calendar 


in pursuance of the resolution adopted, I would ask that it go over | read. 


at the request of the Senator from Minnesota, who proposes to intro- 
duce pe tional evidence in the case. I therefore ask that it be 
over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
CONVEYANCE OF LOW GROUNDS. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 542) to provide 


for the conveyance of the low grounds in the city of Washington 
under the provisions of the act of Congress, chapter 96, approved 


May 7, 1822. 
Mr. MORRILL. I object to that bill. s 
The VICE-PRESID The bill will be passed over. 


THOMAS A. WESTON, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 148) to confirm 
the term, for the period of seventeen years from the date of its orig- 
inal grant, of the patent of Thomas A. Weston. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. WITHERS. I object. 

Mr. BOOTH. 1 hope not. It is a very meritorious bill. I do not 
think it will take three minutes. 

Mr. WITHERS. It is a bill which will lead to considerable debate. 
There are a | number of Senators who oppose it on principle. It 
was on that account only that I objected to it. 


THE MILITIA. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 104) amending 
section 1661, title 16, (“ The Militia,”) of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the bill read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill will undoubtedly lead to debate. It in- 
creases the annual n for arming and equipping the mili- 
tia I believe $300,000. t is certainly a very important bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 


WILLIAM H. NEEDHAM, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 694) for the re- 
lief of William H. Needham, late second lientenant of Company D, 
Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for paying to 
William H. Needham, late a second lieutenant in Company D, Twenty- 
second Regiment Iowa Infantry, the amount due for his services and 
allowances as second lieutenant from the 5th of June, 1863, to the 11th 
of November, 1863, at the rate allowed by law to officers of that grade 
in the service. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is a private bill, and I ask that the report be 
read, which I think will sufficiently show the facts of the case, 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the 4th instant: 


The Committee on 3 
. Needham, late second lieutenant Company D, Twenty- 


That the committee have carefully examin 
ham’s claim is based. In the pipes of the committee the claim is eminently 
* and fully sustained by the evidence. Mr. Needham was a sergeant in Sones 

, Twenty-second Iowa Infantry Volunteers, and so continued until June 5, 
when he was recommended for promotion to the office of second lieutenant in sai 
company by Colonel W. M. Stone, his commanding officer, to Governor SAMUEL J. 
Kirkwoop, governor of Iowa, and in due time was commissioned by him as second 
lieutenant, bearing date June 5, 1863. Mr. Needham was at once put un duty as 
second lientenant and so continued till November 11, 1863, when he was commis- 
sioned first lientenant. Colonel Stone states that he was short of company officers, 
and that there was an actual necessity for his services. The commission, by some 
delay, not reaching within reasonable time, Colonel Stone brought the matter to 
the attention of General Ord, i Srey corps, who advised him that Need- 
ham should be continued as Ueutenant; tit was necessary. Thus matters con- 
tinued till N s commission from Governor KIRKWOOD reached him, August 
5, 1863, and the perenne aera declined to muster him in as second lieutenant 

the company by t time had been reduced below the number authorizing 
a second lieutenant. Still Colonel Stone says he was continued because necessary. 
All this was in front of Vicksburgh. The major and the adjutant of his t, 
and the captain of his company, corro these statements. All tesi that 
he was a faithful, gallant officer, never absent from duty with or without leave; 
that he was mus out as se! t June 5, 1863, and drew no pay nor rations 
nor clothing between that date and November 11, 1863, when he was appointed first 
lieutenant. The Secretary of War, in a communication to him, states his claim 
is meritorious and he would gladly order it paid if allowed by law. Upon the 
whole case, therefore, the committee being satisfied, first, that he is justly entitled; 
second, has not been paid, report the bill back to the Senate and recom- 
mend its passage without amendment. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; 


CHARLES W. WOOD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1142) for the 
relief of Charles W. Wood, late of Company E, First Battalion, Thir- 
teenth Regiment of United States Infantry; which was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War 
to correct the record of Charles W. Wood, late of Company E, First 
Battalion, Thirteenth Regiment of United States Infantry, so as to 
remove the charge of desertion now standing against his name. 

Mr. MAXEY. I willstate in reference to that bill also that it comes 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with a printed report which, 
if read, will satisfy the Senate of its correctness, and I ask that it be 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the 4th instant: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1142) for tho relief of Charles W. Wood, late of Company E, First Battalion, Thir- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry, Bare the following report: : 

That Charles W. Wood, as by original on file, was enlisted 
as a private in 1 vere Robert akene Company E, First Battalion, Thirteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, July 4. 1868 te serve for three „ and was 
3 6, 1805, in consequence of expiration of service, character is 

on 


good discharge. 
It from his mili history, furnished by the Adjutant-General's Office, 
aay eo fl tin pai e 1 a 
racks, icky; rel at Ne 
tin peer tg “Ho was thsi in confin 


was dischar uly 6, 1865, by expira: 
private, having made ys lost by deserti 
hn presented for physical examination hy the hospital steward acting as surgeon. 
Ww or on by the hospital-s acting as si 
Tipos this axemtuntion t the steward said 11 effect he could not — sy his 
was July 26, 1862. Wood N states under eath that he understood by the 
words that he was rejected, and started for home. This is reasonable. Lieutenant- 
Colonel S. Burbank, commanding Thirteenth Infantry, under date November 9, 1862, 
says upon examination he found the steward made the remark attributed to him: 
He states, however, that on that morning, November 9, 1862, the man says he did 
not consider the remark made by the steward as a discharge.“ The man, however, 
swears he did. To say the least, he should have the benetit of the doubt. 

Second. He was released from arrest in January, 1863, by the War Department, 
(Special Orders No. 33, January 21, 1863,) and “ restored to duty without trial on 
condition that he make good time lost by desertion." He served his full time ou 
including the time (two Saa lost by desertion, and was discharged with a 
character. This is conclusive of the case. 

Third. Under the decision of the Supreme Court (United States vs. Kelly, 15 
Wallace) the honorable discharge of the soldier deserted was a formal final T 
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by the Governm 
tative declaration by i t he had left the service in a status of honor; 
that as such it dispensed with necessity that rs soldier 


n 0 
1 to the removal of any charge or impediment in the way o 


this fa also ctmeleatves 


The committee therefore report the bill back without amendment, and recom- 
mend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


MILEAGE OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 58) to prevent 
ee in respect to the mileage of district attorneys of the United 

tates. 

The bill was read and also the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that that lie over for to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over under objection. The 
Secretary will report the next bill. 


JOHN PULFORD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1104) for the 
relief of John Pulford, the consideration of which was resumed as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Ls Affairs reported the bill, with an amend- 
ment in line 20, after “1875,” to insert “ with the pay of such rank 
from the day of the passage of this act ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That John Pulford, who was, on December 15, 1870, duly retired from the active 
service and placed upon the list of retired officers of the United States Army, with 
the full rank of colonel, on account of wounds received in battle while 8 
the duties of colonel in command of his Ly auton be, and hereby is, 8 an 
relieved from the ration of the act of gress entitled An act for the relief 
of General Samuel W. Crawford, and to fix the rank and of retired officers of 
the Army,“ approved March 3, 1875, solely because the injuries received by him in 
battle are more severe, — and bling, and more fully incapacitate and 
ied, him for any than the loss of an arm or leg, or the permanent dis- 

ty eg by resection, and is hereby restored upon the list of retired 
to the full rank of colonel, held by him from the date of his 

h 3, 1875, with cd ve Hg such rank from the day of the 
o; act, and shall h colonel 
upon the list of the retired officers of the Army. 


Mr. WITHERS. I see there is a report in that case, I should like 
to have it read. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thisisin accordance with the rule of the Senate. 
There have been three several actions had by the Senate in the time 
of this law, and I the Senator from Virginia not to abuse his mind 
with the idea that this is any departure at all. It is a well-settled 
practice of the Committee on Military Affairs and has been adhered 
to as the report will show. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCK- 
RELL on the 4th instant: ? 

The Committee on Military Affai 


1104) for the relief of John Pulford, 
the following : 


anpha cme the entire military record of the soldier, and 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
ve duly considered the same, and submit 


During the Forty. fourth Con a bill for the relief of John Pulford was re- 
ferred to this committee, and committee, through Mr. COCKRELL, submitted 
1 (No. 682 :) 

“This bill is intended to restore John Pulford to the rank held Er 

led An act 
officers of the Army.” 
“The application of Pulford for relief comes through the regular military chan- 


nels, 
“Your committee addressed a letter of inquiry to the of War, and 
through him received the following reply from the Adjutan to wit: 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, January 29, 1877. 


August 28. eee ee e tain, May 15, 1862; major, 
E 1, 1863; lieutenant-col „ May 3, 1863; pb erent 155 12. 1864. He 
was mustered out as colonel July was brevetted 0 


1865. He 
ut 


13, 1365, for cond ot and meritorious services during the 


war: He was a ted lieutenant Nineteenth United States Infantry 
the nie Tafa aber al 1288 and left N tu tus crane 

wenty- an consoli- 
dati of the Arny in a os In March, 1869, he applied for t, 
consequence of wounds received at the battle of Malvern Hill, July 1, 1 and 
the battle 0 May 5, 1864. He was ordered 0 


board, in New York City, in 8 1870, and in accordance with the Aa 


under section 32 of the act of July 28, 1 
A copy of extract from herd per aims whe the retiring-board, embracing the 


na of the disabling wounds, time recei and the rank and command held 
by Lieut Pulford on both occasions are set forth in the finding of the 
board. The records of the Fifth Volunteers show that in addi the 


severe wounds for which he was Lieutenan 

N dans. Gaia argh, Pennsylvania, July, 1863: “Contusion of thigh, severe; 

il, 2 May's, 1984 T — bebe — 8 En Baw 3 a 

disabling woun when comman aregimen er the 
section the to the rank of Neu- 


V respectfully, your obedient servant, 
eki THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adjutant- 


The Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR. 


“The accom the letter, 

follows papers panying the foregoing and therein referred to, are as 

Proceedings of the Army Retiring-Board, convened at the Army buildings, in the city 
7 of New Tork. 


— * * 
New York Crrr, November 21, 1870—11 o'clock a. m. 
The retiring-board met * 33 pursuant to adjournment, i 


* 

The board having concluded some other business, then proceeded to carefully in- 
vestigate and determine the facts as to the — cod occasion of any disability to 
paoe active military service and the duties of his office of First Lieutenant John 

‘ord, United States Infantry, unassigned, who thereupon came before the 


* . > * 


3 Moore, of the board, was then duly sworn as a witness, and testi- 
as follows: 

“Question by the board. Please give an sccount of your physical examination 
of Lieutenant ‘ord. 


“Answer. I have, with Lieutenant-Colonel Sutherland, examined this officer, 
ae we find = parag ehs gaot 4 Av ie 
urgeon Moore then © board as answer the joint re which is 
hereto appended as of these proceedings, and marked weenie 
„Question by the To which of the two wounds is the incapacity due! 
„Answer. I think either injury would have disqualified him for service. The 
convulsions a) to have followed on the first injury which fractured the skull. 
waren y the board. From the effects of w ok wound does he now suffer 


most 

“ Answer. He probably suffers the most now from the rifle-shot passing through 

the neck and damaging the protec’ tion of the spinal cord.” = 
* * * * 

Assistant Medical Purveyor Charles Sutherland, of the board, was then duly 
sworn as a witness in this case, and testified as follows: 

“Question by the board. Do you or not concur in the answers just made by Sur- 
geon Moore! And if not, wherein not? 

“Answer, I concur.” 

* 


* * 


- — * * * 


poral bone of the skull and broke his collar-bone and lower jaw, ee * 


derness, Virginia, May 5. 1864, while he was 
Mi Veteran Volunteer He 177 
205 and that he is eee en ee 
approved Ju a 
IRVIN MCDOWELL, 
Brevet Major-General, President. 
ASA BIRD GARDNER, 
First Lieutenant First United States Artillery, Recorder. 


Exum I. 


benefits of the thirty-second section of the 


New York, November 21, 1870. 


protected that a slight pressare of the at 
oi sieka acme erates tations in his possession, b. 
as wo learn n his a 
Golla bone and tevee. 


‘4, Your committes addressed the following letter to the Surgeon- General of the 

„to wit: ja 

7 UNITED STATES SENATE CHAMBER, 
Washington, February 5, 1877. 


Sm: On behalf of the Military Committee of the Senate, I have the honor to 
gs and finding of the -board of the United 
|, United States Army, retired, 
this committee, and to ask if, in 
inion, the wound descri in record is more severe, dangerous, sad: die. 
bling, end more fully incapacitates and disqualifies him from an service or busi- 
ness, than if he had simply suffered the loss or resection of a limb. Please give as 
e lly 

ours, respectfully, 

TA DANIEL SHEPARD, 
Olerk Military Afairs United States Senate. 


General J. K. 
e eee Ci ‘nited States Army. 
To which they received the following reply, namely: 
ScurGEON-GENERAL's OFFICE, February 9, 1877. 
B ena DIDUN ead. move tally tacepaoitaie tos AANI 
8, and more fully inca 
for any service or business than would the loss or resection of a limb. 
J. K. BARNES, 
Surgeon-General. 
“Section 32, act of July 28, 1866, (see volume 14, United States Statutes at 
pagoi actif eee act to increase and fix the military peace establishment 
8 That ofticers of the regular Army entitled to be retired on account of disability 
occasioned by wounds received in battle may be retired upon the full rank of the 
command held by them, whether in the regular or volunteer service, at the time 
such wounds were received.’ 
“Colonel Pulford was a lieatenant-colonel of volunteers, and in full command of 
his regiment when disabled by wounds received in and under the above sec- 
tion was retired December 15, 1870, upon the full rank of his command—colonel. 


1878. 
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“Section 2 of the act of March 3, 1875, entitled ‘An act for the relief of General 
Samuel W. Crawford, and to fix the rank and pay of retired officers of the Army,’ 
(see volume 18, United States Statutes at Largo; p o 512.) provides 

That all officers of the Army who have eretofore retired by reason of 
disability arising from wounds received in action shall be considered as retired upon 

the actual rank held by them, whether in the regular or volunteer service, at_the 
time when such wound was recei and shall be borne on the retired list and re- 
ceive pay hereafter accordingly ; and this section shall be taken and construed to 
include those now borne on the retired 3 upon it on account of wounds 
reccived in action: Provided, That no part of theforegoing act shall apply to those 
oflicers who had been in service as commissioned officers sweaty Eve years at the 
date of their retirement, nor to those retired officers who had lost an arm or leg, 
or had an arm or leg 5353 disabled by reason of resection on account of 
wounds, or both eyes, by reason of wounds received in battle.“ 

Under this law, Pulford was reduced in his rank on the retired list to the rank 
of lieutenant-colonel, and his actual rank at the time when he received his wounds 
in battle. He now seeks to be restored to the rank of colonel, upon which rank he 
was retired, and bases his claim to this right upon the grounds that his wounds, 
received in battle while pang hing Seow regiment, are severer, more dangerous, 
and more disabling, and more fully incapacitate and disqualify him for any serv- 
ice or business than if he had simply lost an arm or or had an arm or leg per- 
manently disabled by reason of resection on account of wounds received in battle. 

“ Your committee find that these grounds ‘pre true, and that his wounds are of 
the character and effect claimed. 

Under the proviso in the foregoing act of March 3, 1875, those officers who had 
lost an arm va , or had an arm or leg CCT 
were continued upon the retired list with the full rank of their command held at 
the time when their wounds were received. 

The act of July 28, 1866, referred to, retired all officers upon the full rank of their 
command, not u their actual rank. The act of March 3, 1865, reduced the rank 
of all retired officers from the rank of their command tothe actual rank held when 
wounded, saving and excepting those officers who had lost an arm or leg, or bad an 
arm or 8 disabled by resection; showing clearly that Congress con- 
sidered the act of July 28, 1 was just and wise in its provisions for these 


excepted officers. 

RY., ur committee adhere to the wisdom and propriety of theactof March3, 1875, 
and its apr age T ; and findin Ar TOD pd neg ey 1 — = ae — 
are more severe. dangerous, an g. and more fully asym an 
him for any service or business than would have been the loss of a leg or or 
the permanent disability of an arm or leg by resection, your committee believe that 
his case is fully within the spirit and intention of the proviso of the act of March 
3, 1875, and that he, too, equally with those who have lost an arm or or had an 
arm or leg permanently disabled by resection, is entitled to be continued on the re- 
tired list with the full rank of colonel of infantry, the rank of his command when 
wounded. Your committee expressly adhere to the continuance of the act of March 
3, 1875, and consider Pulford’s case an extreme and exceptional case, fully embraced 
in the spirit and object of the proviso of said act, and recommend the passage of 
the accompanying bill as a substitute for said House bill.“ 

The bill therein recommended passed the Senate, and was not acted upon in the 

considered this case and fully 


House. 

Your committee bave again t the ing 
report. This bill omits the following words, which were in the n the 
Senate in tho Forty-fourth Congress: With the pay of such rank from the date 
of the passage of this act.” 

Your committee now recommend that said words be inserted just after the words 


j 
“seventy-five” in lines 19 and 20, and that said bill, with such amendment, be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FOURTH ARKANSAS CAVALRY VOLUNTEERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 573) for the relief 
of the officers and privates of the Fourth Arkansas Cavalry Volun- 
teers; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It is a 
direction to the Secretary of War, upon the possession of evidence of 
service which to him may seem satisfactory, to cause to be investi- 

ted the claims of the forces known as the Fourth Arkansas Cavalry 

olunteers, enlisted for twelve months, under the authority of Major- 
General Frederick Steele, in Arkansas, dated November 21, 1863; and 
if he find that the troops performed actual service, he is to cause the 
officers and soldiers thereof to be paid at the same. rates for their 
actual services rendered while absent from their homes as were 
allowed by law to other volunteer forces in the military service at 
the same time. In estimating the amount due the 3 officers 
and non-commissioned oflicers thereof aro to be paid under the mus- 
tering regulations of the Army in force at the time the regiment was 
under recruitment; and no allowance is to be made for any troo 
who did not perform actual military service in full co-o ion with, 
and subject to the orders of, the United States authorities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALLOWANCES OF ARMY OFFICERS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 662) to amend 
section 1270 of the Revised Statutes, relating to fuel, forage, and 
quarters of officers of the Army; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to amend section 1270 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to read: “ Fuel, quarters, and forage may be furnished 
in kind to officers by the Quartermaster’s Department, according to 
law and ic etal 

Mr. SARGENT. What change does that make in the existing law ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I reported that bill, and I ask that the report be read. 

TheChief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the öth instant: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was submitted the communication 
of the dee December 8, 1877, in respect to commutation of quarters, 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to which the foregoing communication was 
submitted, having carefully considered the same, recommend that the following 


amendment, which was added to section 1270 by the act approved February 27, 1877, 

19 Statutes; page 30 to wit; * í 
“Provided, however, That when forage in kind cannot be furnished by the proper 

department, then, and in all such cases, officers entitled to forage may commute 


the same goede to exis 8 — 
be repealed, and t — A d section shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 1270. Fuel, quarters, and forage may be furnished in kind to officers by the 
ter's Department, according to law and regulations.” 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from California that the 
bill was drawn in strict accordance with a recommendation of the 
Secretary of War. The proviso added by the act of February 27, 
1877, made a conflict between that proviso and the existing law, 
which would be removed, as the Secretary was of the opinion, by 
adopting this bill as e, I, however, now ask that the amend- 
ment which I offer be adopted, namely, add to the bill: 

Provided, That officers of the Army and of volunteers assigned to duty which re- 
quires them to be mounted shall. ducing the time are employed pin bo duty, 
receive the pay, emoluments, and allowances of ca officers of the same — 
respectively. 

I will state, in connection with the amendment, that after the re- 
port of the Committee on Military Affairs, which has been read, was 
made to the Senate, and which was in accordance, as before stated, 
with a letter of the Secretary of War, the Secretary of War sent to 
me, having charge of the bill, a communication, saying that a class of 
officers assigned to duty would be, by the bill as re left out, 
and he himself suggested that this amendment should be put in as I 
have offered it, so as to apply to a class of officers nowhere provided 
for in the law. 

I make this statement from the Committee on Military 80 
that the Senate may see the propriety of the amendment which is 
offered by virtue of a letter received since the report was made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Texas does that have 
the effect to give infantry officers who may be detailed for duty in 
cities and towns forage for horses ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I think not. It is where they perform the duty of 
mounted officers. If the exigencies of the service require that an 
infantry officer or an artillery officer shall be mounted, this simply 
gives Po exactly what would be given to a mounted officer on the 
same duty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And which he could not get otherwise. 

Mr. MAXEY. And which he could not get otherwise. At the re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri I will read the communication 
of the Secretary of War on the exact point of the amendment, ad- 
dressed to me under the date of the 19th instant: 

Referring to the bill introduced by you on the 5th instant (S. No. 662) to amend 
section 1270 of the Revised Statutes, relating to fuel, forage, and quarters of ofii- 
cers of the Army, I would suggest that the section be amended by striking out the 
following words, added by the act of Feb: N., 1877, (19 Stat „ 69, p. 243 :) 
“ Provided, however, That when forage in kind cannot be fu ed by the pro 
departments, then, and in all such cases, officers entitled to forage 
same g to ee ae and that the other words added by the 
„ ed to stand. If this suggestion meets your ap- 
proval, the sec! on will then read: 

“Sec, 1270. Fuel, quarters, and forage may be furnished in kind to officers b 
the Quartermaster’s Department, according to law and 5 
That officers of the Army and of volunteers assigned to duty which requires them 
to be mounted shall, during the time they are — 18 on such duty, receive the 
pay, emoluments, and allowances of cavalry officers of the same grade respectively.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may cover the point that was in my mind, but 
I would prefer putting in after the word “duty” the words “and so 
mounted ;” so as to read: “during the time they are employed on such 
duty and so mounted.” 

r. MAXEY. Ihave no objection to that. The only object I have 
in view is that if an infantry officer has to do mounted duty he shall 
have the same pay as a mounted officer. 2 

Mr. COC There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MAXEY. I care nothing about the words. I only want to ex- 
press the idea, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FORT HARKER RESERVATION. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 26) to donate a 
pon of the military reservation of Fort Harker to the State of 

ansas for the establishment of ameducational or charitable institu- 
tion, and to open the remainder of said reservation to settlement. 

Mr. PL . I ask that that bill be passed over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


WASHINGTON LIGHT INFANTRY OF CHARLESTON. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue certain arms to the 
Washington Light Infantry of Charleston, South Carolina; which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The preamble recites that by joint resolution of the Senate and 
House of Representatives approved April 27, 1876, the Secretary of 
War was authorized to issue one hundred and sixty improved breech- 
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loading rifles to the Washington Light Infantry of Charleston, South 
Carolina, to enable it to appear an 3 in the international 
centennial exposition held at Philadelphia; chat the governorof South 
Carolina has asked that one hund and twenty of these rifles and 
their accouterments now in use by the organization be debited to the 
State of South Carolina on its quota, and that the bond given for the 
arms be disc ; and that the President, Secretary of War, and 
Chief of Ordnance have approved of such di tion. It is therefore 
roposed by the resolution that one hun and twenty improved 
Pesh] ing rifles, bayonets, scabbards, and ariel, “Pres aie be 
to the State of South Carolina for the use of the Washington 
Light Infantry of Charleston, and that the bond of R. C. Gilchrist, 
George D. Bryan, R. D. Mure, J. J. Small, and G. A. Follin, given for 
the same, be dith upon the proper officer of the State of South 
Carolina receipting for the said arms and accouterments, 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to inquire if there was any condi- 
tion made by the original legislation at the time these arms were 
delivered that they were to be returned to the United States or were 
to remain the properly of the State. 

Mr. BUTLER. The report of the committee, which I had the honor 
of making, states the facts. My recollection is that they were to be 
returned; and this is simply relieving the officers who signed the 
bond of their obligation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sceretary informs the Chair that 
there is no report accompanying the joint resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I made the report myself and it was in writing. 

Mr. MORRILL, Let the matter be passed over until the report can 
be found. It can be taken up later. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Secretary informs the Chair that 
the report is not with the bill, and the Calendar does not show that 
a report was made, There may possibly be one among the papers in 
the Bases *s office. 

Mr. BU R. I am perfectly satisfied I handed a report to the 


senna SS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be passed 
over. The papers will be sent for. 

K PANCOAST LOOSE. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 62) appropriating $200 to defray expenses of transferring the 
remains oF . 8 a dece soldier; which was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


ury to pay. upon the requisition and under the direction of the Secre- |. 


ar, $200, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the 
purpose of defraying the expenses of transferring the remains of Pan- 
coast Loose, alias Harry Trevor, who was a soldier in Company L, 
Second Regiment of Cavalry, United States Army, and who lately 
died from injuries received in battle with hostile Indians, from Vir- 

inia City, Montana, where the remains are interred, to the home of 
is arents in Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON LIGHT INFANTRY OF CHARLESTON. 


Mr. BUTLER, I understand the report has been found among the 
pene? accompanying House joint resolution No. 37. Lask that that 

taken up. 

There belag no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to au- 
thorize the Secre of War to issue certain arms to the Washington 
Light te eee Charleston, South Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read: 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Bur- 
LER on the 5th instant: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred joint resolution (H- 
ccc 
3 , and submit the following report: 

The Secretary of War, upon being eee to furnish information for your 
committee respecting the propriety of resolution, reports as follows: 

Wan DEPARTMENT, November 19, 1877. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to transmit to the United States Senate and 
House of Representatives 3 gy. oath the Chief of Ordnance on joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 37) to autho the of War to issue certain arms to 
the Washington Light Infantry of Charleston, South Carolina, and to recommend 


the passage of the resolution. 
GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 


tary o 


To the PRESIDENT of the United States Senate. 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, ` 
Washington, November 16, 1877. 
returned to the Secret 


Respectfull of War. 

The State of South Carolina has already overdrawn its 
— $ and * the militia, $84,621.83. Should the 

© value of the one hundred and twenty arms and sets of acconterments 
e would be added to the above amount, and under the operation of existing 
ws the United States will be ually reimbursed. 

Iam credibly informed that there are but few arms under the control of the 
State of South Carolina, yet in the present state of the accounts urgent applica- 
7 ĩ˙ Wasting Light IERES bere bs h in 

am e Was! t ive o to muc 
fitting up an armury, Ke. The retention of the arms pail ioniy anon y them 
will, by €; le, promote that spirit for ee pee poeg aa cee and exer- 
cise in time BORGS PEOR WLOS ME OOA AES a e of war; and in this 
view of the case. and from the fact that the arms and accouterments were loaned 


under the law for 


joint resolution 
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to them under congressional sanction, I would recommend that vo 
sanction to the measure proposed by the joint resolution. i 5 e 
Brigadier. General, Chief of Ordnance. 


In view of these official documents and the recommendation of the Secretary 
of War, it would seem that the Senate should concur in the House resolu- 
tion. Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the same, 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask for information a question of the 
Senator from South Carolina. As it appears that the State of South 
Carolina has already overdrawn arms of the United States to the 
amount of $84,000, and yet there are but few arms in the Stace, I 
should like to know what has become of them. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly what some of the rest of us would 
like to know. It is what we have never found out fully. Those 
arms were drawn, as I am informed, in 1868 or 1869 at thé time Gov- 
ernor Scott was governor. I think the Chief of Ordnance perhaps is 
mistaken in his statement. The State is entitled to a credit of her 
portion of the annual appropriation derived from the $200,000 appro- 
priated for the militia on the part of the United States. A portion 
of that amount has annually fone to its credit, and that reduces the 
amount of $84,000 to something in the neighborhood of $60,000. 
Those arms were drawn in 1868 or 1869 by Governor Scott through 
his adjutant-general, afterward Governor Moses. Since Governor 
Hampton’s inauguration he has been using every effort to secure and 
recoyer them, and has succeeded in recovering some. Where they 
have gone, I confess none of us know. My own information, not 
official, is that e Soap many of them never reached the State at all 
but were sold before they could have got there. 

The arms that are now applied for by this volunteer company in 
Charleston were issued by the War Department to enable the com- 
pany to attend the centennial ceremonies in Philadelphia. The ofi- 
cers were required to give their bond for their forthcoming after they 
should have attended the exhibition; and this joint resolution is sim- 
ply to allow them to retain these arms and be relieved from the obli- 
gation of their bond for their return. It is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of War and the Chief of Ordnance that it should be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. This case is a peculiar one. I do not desire to op- 
pose the measure, but at the same time I should like to have some 
security that these arms are not to be lost in the way that such arms 
have been lost heretofore. Now, I desire to know if the State be- 
comes responsible at all if this bill should pass allowing this com- 

any to have them. Does the State thereby assume any responsibil- 
ity for these arms? - 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, 
Mr. MORRILL. I do not so understand the reading of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand it is so provided by the joint resolu- 
tion. The arms are to 

ed to the State of South Carolina for the use of the Was! - 
. Charleston; and that the bond sash ca 

Of the parties named— 
he for the same be upon the proper officer of the State of South 

arolina receipting for the said arms and accouterments. 

It is provided in the joint resolution, if the Senator from Vermont 
will look at it, that they shall be receipted for by the proper officer 
of the State of South Carolina, which of course secures her account- 


ability. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the resolution be read again. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not see now that the State becomes at all 
responsible for these arms. It merely authorizes us to charge them 
to the State; but the State has made no application for them, as I 
understand. It seems to me that we ought to require the receipt of 
the governor or of some authority that represents the State govern- 
ment there. 

Mr. BUTLER, It distinctly says so, Mr. President, if the honor- 
able Senator will look at the language: 

The proper officer of the State of South Carolina receipting for the said arms and 
accouterments. 

Mr. BLAINE. Why would it not remove all doubt to 
5 nas they shall be a part of the quota issued under 

wW 
l Mr. BUTLER. Itis provided that they shall be charged to the 

tate. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I can see no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. On line 5, after the word “South Carolina,” I 
would insert the words “on its quota.” Those words are used in the 
preamble, and can just as well be used in the body of the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I was temporarily absent from the 
Chamber and did not hear the report read which was made by the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I desire to inquire whether or not the 
State of South Carolina has received her quota? If it has not, how 
much is she now entitled to receive! 

Mr. BUTLER. I am very sorry that I am not in condition to give 
the Senator the information which he desires. The state of the arms 
account between the State of South Carolina and the Government of 
the United States is in a very complicated condition. In 1869,I think 
it was, about one hundred and twenty-odd thonsand dollars’ worth of 
arms were drawn by Governor Scott. The State is now charged with 


ut in the 
e militia 
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884,000. That, as I stated a while ago, has been reduced by the an- The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Sar- 


nual appropriation made for arming the militia in the different States 
and Territories in the United States. I think the amount apportioned 
to South Carolina amounts to about 83,150 annually. That amount 
has gone to her credit since 1869, which of course reduces it down to 
something in the neighborhood of $60,000. We claim that she is en- 
titled to an additional credit of $18,000. Her account, no doubt, was 
very largely overdrawn some nine or ten years ago. Exactly where 


these arms are, nobody has ever been able to find out. I propose be- Teason, 


fore the session ends to introduce a resolution that the Military Com- 
mittee be instructed to inquire into this whole matter, so that the 
Senate may be informed about it. I confess Iam not able to give the 
information. 

This company of Washington Light Infantry, as I stated a while 

o, attended the centennial exposition and applied to the Secretary 
of War for the loan of these arms, and received them accordingly. 
They did attend the centennial exhibition at Philadelphia and the 
exercises at Boston in commemoration of the early contests of the 
revolutio struggle. This is now a joint resolution, which has 
passed the House of Representatives, to enable them to retain those 
arms upon the State being charged with them. That is the whole 
history of it, as far as I know. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move to amend the amendment of 
the Senator from California which provides for inserting the words 
“on its quota” by adding the words “upon the written approval of 
the governor of said State;” so that we shall have the executive 
head of that State government assenting that these particular arms 
shall be charged on the quota of the State although they are deliv- 
ered to this company. I presume there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. None at all, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Senator from 
California. i 

Mr. SARGENT. I accept the amendment to the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Then the question is on the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The amendment was to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was conc in. 

It was ordered that the amendment be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS A. WESTON. 


Mr. BOOTH. I understand that the Senator from Me pawr [ Mr. 

WITHERS] withdraws his objection to the present consideration of 

the bill (S. No. 148) to confirm the term, for the period of seventeen 

oas from the date of its original grant, of the patent of Thomas A. 
eston. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall renew the objection. I am opposa to 
going back on the Calendar. Let us go on through now. We have 
started on the Calendar, and I insist on going through. 

Mr. BOOTH. Does the Senator understand that the bill was passed 
over on objection and that the objection is withdrawn ? 

Merk COCKRELL. I renew the objection, and I say I will not with- 
w it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 

be read. 


GUANO ISLANDS. 


The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. No. 1474) further 
to suspend the operations of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, title 72, in relation to guano islands. 

Mr. WITHERS. Let that bill go over. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the Senator from Virginia will not insist 
on that objection. $ 

Mr. WITHERS. I am op to the bill, and shall oppose it when 
it comes up for , and I think in such cases bills better be 

over at once, and let us dispose of those cases to which there 
is no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the Senator will not oppose the bill when 
he understands it. 

Mr. WITHERS. Possibly that may be the case; but as at present 
advised I do op it. It is not necessary to enter into the discus- 
sion of the merits of the billnow. We are consumers of guano in 
my section of the country, and of course we do not like to suspend 
Afr laws, the effect of which is to increase the price of that 


commodity. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to will be 
passed over. 
WILLIAM H. CORNELL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was a bill (S. No. 632) for the relief of 
William H. Cornell. It provides for the payment to William H. Cor- 
nell, late acting third assistant engineer of the United States steamer 
Winnebago, .51 as his share of money, equal to the amount of 
prize-moneys which have been already accredited to and received by 
other officers of a like grade on board of that steamer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 


ViII——82 


GENT on the 6th instant: 


8 8 

while in the discharge of his duty, and sent to the hospital at Memphis. 
was in the hospital at Kane the Winn madi 

Bay. When the prize-list was made ont his name was omi 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire of the Senator who re- 
ported the bill what the present state of the law is on the subject of 
prize claims, whether or not the law requires that the persons who 
are entitled to prize shall be actually on board of the ship and par- 
ticipating in the peril of the engagement which has produced the 
prize or whether any member of the ship’s company, whether absent 
on leave or sick or otherwise, is entitled to come in? The principle 
involved in this bill of course would spread a great way. 

Mr. M, I respons the = e the ged is that the 

n absent in hospital, otherwise y to perform his duty, per- 
ee it before, performing it subsequently, in other words absent 
on sick leave, is entitled to prize as much as if he was in the vessel 
at the time of the action. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. onii I understand the Senator, in this instance 
the executive department of the Government did not follow the law 
in providing the proper share for this man? 

Mr. SARGENT. That is the truth, as I understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator from California who 
reported the bill whether the whole amount of this prize-money was 
distributed ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think the whole amount of prize-money was 

Ar COCKRELL The Iund dth 

55 7 n, as I understand the proposition, this prize- 
monéy was all distributed in 1865 and 1866, and now we are ealled 
upon to make an ee directly from the Treasury of $236.50 
to this officer who did not come in then and claim his pay and who 
185 never since 1865 and up to 1878 appealed from the judgment of 

e court. 

Mr. SARGENT. This person did endeavor to procure a payment of 
his account by application to the Department. Finally ugh the 
Senator's colleague who introduced his bill and his memorial the case 
was brought to the attention of the Committee on Naval Affairs ef the 
Senate. We investigated the matter in the Department and: by an 
examination of the papers, and were satisfied that he did not get the 
money towhich he was entitled on account of the fault of the offieers 
of the United States, and we propose by this bill to pay him the amount 
due out of the Treasury. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I wish to inform my colleague that this case 
was before the Senate at a previous session. My predecessor brought 
in a bill for the relief of this man, but it failed to get through the 
House. He has endeavored to get his money. He states in his peti- 
tion, which I am told is true, as the man is a thoroughly veracious 
gentleman, that his name was left off, and he never could know the 
reason why. He was in the hospital. The reason probably was that 
it was simply omitted by pure accident, because Admiral Porter ad- 
mitted the fact that he was entitled to prize- money. Admiral Porter 


says: 


. 1 November 3, inclos- 
ne secon et Me H. Cornell, acting third assistant engineer, United 
States Navy. 


This is dated November 4, 1873 : 

I herewith inclose paper? which I trust will enable Mr. Cornell to obtain his 
share of prize-money. : 

The papers were examined by the committee and were found te be 
2 and the gentleman is undoubtedly entitled to the money that 

e asks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The fifth paragraph of section 4631 of the Revised 
Statutes, which is merely a restatement apparently of the act of the 
30th of June, 1864, on the subject of prize, provides: 

After the foregoing deductions— 

Which refer to certain things that are to be taken out of the result 
of the sale of the prize— 

Ses ale ete erp ne at oe et 
on 0 g the an . 
partion to thoi suaeniive vale Of guy tx te version, ae Te 

Now if “doing duty on board” includes a sailor who before the 
1 had been sent ashore to hospital, then this man would 
have been entitled to his share of the prize, and he has been illegally 
deprived of it and ought to be paid it. But if “doing duty on board” 
does not include a person ashore iu the hospital, sent there before 
the engagement, then this particular gentleman, however worthy 
and brave he may be, has no title whatever to any share of the prize- 


money. Iam very much afraid that with this rather latitudinarian 


construction that a man is “doing duty on board” when before the 
en ment he was sent on shore and was in hospital, although he 
belonged to that ship, would o a series of claims to a very large 
amount, because undoubtedly in a great number of cases during the 
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late rebellion, (if it is still proper to call it a rebellion,) a good many 


sailors attached to ships were on shore and in hospital while some 
particular eng nt occurred or some icular capture happened 
to be made. e question, therefore, is whether we can say that 


this sailor, having been ill and sent on shore to a hospital before the 
engagement or the capture, was at the time of the capture “doing 
duty on board.” Looking at it in the mere light of nature and phil- 
osophy, I shonld say he was not. 

Mr. SARGENT. A sailor put on shore at a hospital in order to dis- 
incumber a vessel of its sick before going into action would be as 
much entitled, it would appear, to the relief provided under the prize- 
laws as a sailor who was put into the hold or the sick-bed during the 
same action. Of course, he would not be doing duty strictly in either 
case on board the vessel. He would be on board the vessel in the 
latter case, but he would not be doing duty any more than he would 
if sent on shore. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He would be exposed to perih Shou; while on 
shore he might be presumed to be out of cannon-shot. 

Mr. SARGENT. But the section which the Senator reads is not 
the whole law. The object of that section, of co: is to provide 
that the person shall be bona attached to the That is the 

rinciple which runs through the section which the Senator cites. 
tion 4633 provides that— 


ee ee eee absent on duty from 
the vessel on the books of Which he continued to be while so absent, shall 
be deprived, uence of such absence, of any prize- money to which he 


in 
would otherwise be entitled. And he shall continue to share in captures of 
the vessels to which he is attached, until regularly discharged therefrom. 


I think, taking these two sections together, taking the provision 
that “shall continue to share in the captures of the vessels to 
which he issattached, until regularly disc therefrom,” in con- 
nection with the section read by the Senator, it is clear that the in- 
tention of the statute is that persons who are in the service bona fide 
attached to the vessels shall be entitled to share the prize- money. 
The limitations are not left in doubt. It is provided, with reference 
to the vessels which shall share, that they must be within hailing 
distance ready to render assistance. Although they may not neces- 
sarily render assistance, although they may not actually be called 
upon, still they must be within such distance that they can be called 
upon in case there is necessity for further force to be taken into ac- 
tion. I am informed at the Department, and it is my recollection of 
such matters, that the practice has been uniformly to allow a share 
of prize-money to all the persons borne upon the roll of the vessel ; 
that it is so in case of sickness and it isso in case of leave of absence 
in connection with duty of any kind. If they are off on their own 
pleasure then they are not allowed to share, but if they are absent on 
any duty whatever, no matter how far from the vessel they are in, 
they are not for that reason prohibited from sharing in the proceeds 
of captures, and have not been deprived of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from California would allow 
the bill to go over, and would make in writing to the Secretary of 
the Navy proper inquiry upon the very point he has now been 

i f 


of. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If this has been the practice, of course I have 
nothing to say. If it has not been the practice, then I do not think 
that the words of the statute cover a case of this kind, because I 
think the words of the statute are industrious that the person who 
is entitled to prize-money must be one of the persons who pe gc 
their safety in taking the prize. That is the theory of the 
pri ws, that extra and extrao’ es | peril is the ground upon 
which the sailor is entitled to share in the prize which he captures. 
Now, then, persons on leave, or on duty on shore, or in 3 on 
shore when they are ill, contribute nothing to the success of the capt- 
ure, they are exposed to none of the perils that the captures in time 
of war largely involve, except the e ge of merchantmen, and there 
is a little peril about that if the merchantmen have any pluck. There- 
fore I should be glad to have the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, if agreeable to him, let the bill lie over, and we can take it 
up at almost any time, having obtained exact and official informa- 
tion from the Department, which shall be responsible for it, as to what 


the construction is that has hitherto been put upon that phrase. 
Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, one word. I think the object of 
rize-money which the Senator states is one p of allowing it. 


t is to induce gallantry; but another object of the prize- regulations is 
to induce sailors to undergo arduous duty in war on board ships of 
war. The law helds out this inducement to them in the same way 
that the bounty laws hold out the payment of a certain sum of money 
for people to enlist in the Army. If it were understood that the 
moment a sailor is taken sick and is sent without any request of his 
on shore to be taken care of, any chance that he might have to share 
in the captures which might be made by his ship, (which perhaps he 
has maneuvered up to the place where she would make such captures, 
in which perhaps he has spent months of hardship in preparing for 
the very victory which ensues,) that would seem to do away with one 
object of the prize-laws. So far as I am concerned I have no objec- 
tion to having this matter go over so that we may get the informa- 
tion officially which I have already verbally. The 83 from Mis- 


souri, [Mr. ARMSTRONG, ] who takes an interest in this matter as it 


affects a constituent of hi haps desires to say something on the 
bill before it goes over. ren, i 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I will call the attention of the Senator from 
Ferment to the letters of Admiral D. D. Porter. This is his first let- 

T: 

No, 1710 H STREET, 
Washington, D. O., June 30, 1873. 

Pe nar wae Aen letter of the 24th instant is received and the contents noted. 


can then give the required certificate. I lea this ef 15 fe tage and chail 
. — e 


5 y DAVID D. PORTER. 
Mr. WILLIAM H. CORNELL, ; 
Late United States Navy, Saint Louis, Missouri. 
Here is a subsequent letter : 
OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, 
Washington, D. C., November 4, 1873. 


— ewes a ay aea e ORTE N 
vem papers 3 acting third assistan 
United States Na 


{herewith inclose papers Which I trust will enable Mr. Cornell to obtain bia share 


of prize-money. 
Very respectfully, your obedient aah as APR 3 PE 
General W. M. DUNN, > nee 


United States Army, War Department. 


The certificate of the Admiral I cannot find among these pa but 
mere ae Renae ener of 8 Admiral. He says he has sent it in, 
ut it does not seem to be among these ust now. Su nent] 
to this the auditor sent this 3 popoj 9 8 7 

Sm: Your letter of the 27th ultimo was received. The share of the third assist- 
ant engineer per capture at Mobile is $236.51. 

They had settled it after the letter from Admiral Porter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, that may be all true, Mr. President, and I do 
not doubt it; but neither of these letters shows that the accounting 
officers of the were apprised of the fact that this gentleman 
was not on duty on board at the time when the capture was made, 
That is the critical point, and if in other cases the construction has 
been put upon this statute which my friends from California and Mis- 
souri think ought to be put upon it, then, so far as I am concerned, I 
should not make an exception in this 8 case, although I do 
not think it is the right construction ; but we should have equality. 
But if it turns out that that construction has not been put upon it, 
and that those “doing duty on board” are those only who are enti- 
tled to share in the prize, then I do not think we ought to make this 
case, although it is a small one, an example for us to pay, nobody 
knows how much money, to people who, on the face of the statute, 
are not entitled to it. I hope my friend from Missouri will let the 
bill go over for further and more exact information. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. ale well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over accordingly. 

N. BOYDEN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 685) for the relief 
of N. Boyden; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the of the Treasury to pay $75 without interest 
to the estate of N. Boyden, for rent of rooms in Salisbury, North Car- 
olina, from Jan 1 to March 31, 1866, used for post 5 
‘under contract with him, at a monthly rental of $25, upon the pres- 
entation of proper evidence of the qualification of a legal represent- 
ative of his estate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 611) to extend 
the charter of the Franklin ce Company, of the city of Wash- 
ington; the consideration of which was resumed by the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, the pending question being upon the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
add the following proviso : 

Provided, That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

Mr. DORSEY. The other day when this bill was up, objection was 
made that the shareholders were not made liable for any of the obli- 
gations or debts of the company, even in respect to the amount of 
shares they hold. I now offer an amendment to cover that point, 
which is in the shape of an additional section striking out the pro- 
posed proviso reported from the committee and inserting in lieu there- 
of the following: 

Sec. 2. The shareholders in said com shall be personally liable for all the 
debts of the company to an amount equal tothe of their shares and in addition 
to the amount thereof. And no part of the ca Se eo ee 
withdrawn; and any director or stockholder assenting thereto shall personally 
liable for all debts of said company existing at the time of such withdrawal. 
Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment reported from the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


GENERAL: I beg leave to acknow) 
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The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amendment 
was con in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MELVINA A. MALTBY, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 703) granting a 
pension to Melvina A. Maltby ; which was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Melvina A. Maltby, widow of Jasper 
A. Maltby , late a brigadier-general of volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. INGALLS 
on the 11th instant. 


a 1 on ee having had under consideration the petition of Mel - 
vina A. v. : 
That Jasper A. Maltby entered the service of the United States as of 
Company A. Forty-fifth ent Illinois Volunteers, on the 17th an of - 
ber, 136, He was prom to be lieutenant-colonel of said regiment on Septem- 
ber 20, 1861. On the 26th of November, 1862, he was promoted to be colonel of the 
aame regiment, and was made a brigadier-general of volunteers Augus' 
He was wounded at Fort Donaldson by a musket-ball through both thi and 
wounded at the blowing mo ort Hill, Vicksburgh, E on the 
of shell, in his right side, and died at Vicksburgh, 


In her petition the widow claims that her husband never recovered from the 
effects of the wound in his side, and that, although he died of fever, his death was 
directly traceable to wounds and injuries received while in the line of his duty. 


juries received at Vicksburgh. His t suffering was from the wound in 
i side, from the effects of which he A to the day of his death. He 
states further, that he is well satisfied that he died from the ts of W. 


received while in the line of his duty. 


F. A. Emmons, of the board of examining surgeons, Chicago, certifies to the 
n. standing of Dr. Jones. ne 


Dr. 
Dr 
General Maltby from the time of his muster-out until his death. that he 
was broken down by the exposures and encountered and wounds received 


in the line of duty. He suffered much from wounds, which were a source of 


trouble to him rheumatically, the most serious of which was that of the left side, 
which, in his opinion, prodaced adhesion 


of the lungs and other internal derange- 
ments. 
The petition of Mrs. Maltby is indorsed by Generals Grant, Sherman, Sheridan, 


ante committee consider the claim of Mrs. Maltby established by a 
ance of evidence, and report a bill for her relief, with the recommen 
pass. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE BELT RAILROAD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 320) amenda 
of the act to incorporate the Capitol, North O Street and Sout 
Washington Railway oepa 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, with amendments: in line 13 after the word “space” to strike out 
the words “in a southeasterly direction;” after the word “to” in the 
same line to strike out “C street” and insert “Louisiana avenue ;” 
and in line 14 after the words “ eastward on” to strike out “C street” 
and insert “ Louisiana and Indiana avenues,” so as to read: 

across Seventh street and the intervening public space to Louisiana ave- 
santana eastward F to connect with the tracks 
of said company on First street. 

Mr. MORRILL. I notice that the Senator who reported this bill 
.[Mr. INGALLs] is not in his seat, and as the p railway is one 
of most magnificent extent, nearly enough to gridiron the whole city, 
I think it had better be passed over. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West 
bill. p 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER, (Mr. WALLACE in the chair.) The 
‘Senator from Vermont objects, and the bill goes over. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I can say one word abont it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I notice the bill provides that steam 
may be used on this railway as motive power. That certainly would 
be a new thing to introduce upon the streets of Washington. I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to that provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate takes notice of that pro- 
vision. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. DORSEY. I believe we have a right to discuss the bill five 
minutes each. 

Mr. MITCHELL. One objection takes it over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been objected to, and 
goes over under objection. 

Mr. DORSEY. n inasmuch as the Senator from West Virginia 
bleed sate by unanimous consent to say a word, I want to say a 

W * 7 


0 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. DORSEY. The bill was amended in committee by striking out 
the permission to use steam, and if the bill as it is now before the 
Senate is not so reported, it had better be recommitted to the com- 

ttee. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think that is a very good sugges- 
tion of the Senator, — as I understand the bill fede is allowed 


be used. 
Mr. DORSEY. That was not the report on the bill by the commit- 


der- 
that it 


irginia. I want to say one word upon the 


E. A. Duneau, now a clerk in the Pension-Office, testifies that he attended | J 


tee, for the committee was unanimous on striking that provision out. 
I suggest that the bill go over until the Senator from Kansas, who 
it, is in his seat. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 

DISTRICT BOARD OF HEALTH. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 595) to further 
define and enlarge the powers and duties of the board of health of 
the District of Columbia; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia with an amendment to strike out the words “in the immedi- 
ate and more densely 3 suburbs of the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown,“ and to insert, (within said District in such place 
as the said board by ordinance may designate.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the whole bill be read now as it will read with 
the amendment: 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

That it shall be the duty of the bpard of health of the District of Columbia to 
make and enforce to prevent domestic animals from rannig at 
within said District in such places as the said board by ordinance may designa: 

Mr. MORRILL. It seems to me that the police would have more 
jurisdiction over this matter than the board of health. I cannot con- 
ceive exactly how the board of health has jurisdiction over subjects 
of this character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who has charge of them now? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I think the board of health have jurisdiction over 
the matter. The bill was referred to the board of health for their 
views upon it, and the amendment reperted from the committee was 
made in conformity to their views. 

Me EDMUNDS. What is the present state of the law on the sub- 
ec 

Mr. ROLLINS. There is no provision, I think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh! there is a statute somewhere in the city of 
Washington that has control of that. I should like to see that stat- 


re 


ute. 

Mr. DORSEY. Within the corporate city of Washington, I sup- 
pose, but not outside the city limits. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Is the Senator sure about it! 

Mr. DORSEY. Iam not sure. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY k. M’CLELLAND. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 724) granting a 
pension to Nancy E. McClelland; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Nancy E. McClelland, widow of James 
D. McClelland, late second lieutenant of Company B, First Tennessee 
Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SENTENCES BY COURTS-MARTIAL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 725) to amend 
the one hundred and fourth Article of War; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It amends the one hundred and fourth 
article of war so as to read: j 

ARTICLE 104. No sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until 
the whole proceedings shall have been laid before the officer ordering the court, or 
the officer commanding for the time being, and the sentence shall thereupon have 
been formally approved by him. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the i, oe in that case be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the 12th instant: 

The Committee on Mihtary Affairs, to whom was submitted the letter of the 
Secretary of War, communicating a letter from General W. S. Hancock, 
suggestin and also the 


ion that the article 104 
a substitute for article 104 of the Articles of War: strike out the words whole pro- 
" and insert the word “same.” 


ART. 104. No sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until the 
whole proceedings shall have been laid before the officer ordering the court, or the 
officer comman ing for the time being, and the sentence sball thereupon have been 
formally approved by him. 

Mr. MAXEY. The one hundredth and fourth article, as the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs propose to amend it, will read: 

No sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until the whole 

gs shall have been laid before the officer ordering the court or the officer 
commanding for the time being, and the sentence shall thereupon have been form- 
ally approved by him. 

It not unfrequently happens that a man is put on trial on charges 
and specifications all of which are not approved by the officer order- 
ing the court or the officer commanding for the time being, and as 
the article now stands, if he does not approve the whole proceedin 
the party accused is dismissed. The effect of the amendment of the 
article will be that the whole proceeding shall be laid before the 
officer for review and examination, and the sentence shall be formally 
approved by him. 
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This amendment of the article was su by a letter of General 


Hancock, which was addressed to the Secretary of War, and the 
amendment was approved by the Secretary of War, and also by the 
Judge-Advocate-General, all of whom believe that the proposed 
amendment will result in benefit to the service. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator have the letters read to which 
he refers? 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Clerk to look at the papers on file in the 
case, which I had before me in preparing the bill, for the letters of 
General Hancock, of the Secretary of War, and of the Judge-Advocate- 
General. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letters will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Wan DEPARTMENT, November 15, 1877. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to transmit to the United States Senate copy 
of a letter from Major-General W. S. Hancock, United States Army, suggesting a 
change in the mer pms and cee 1 war, and invites attention to the 

e ` GEO. W. McCRARY, 


ry Mar. 


HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE ATLANTIC, 
New York, October 11, 1877. 

Sm: Am the changes of language introduced into the Articles of War by 
which the rete is now governed is one of le importance, to which I do 
not understand that attention has heretofore been invited. M pips sixty-fifth ar- 
ticle (O. S) it was provided that no sentence of a court-m: “shall be carried 
into execution until after the whole shall have been ‘laid before’ the 
officer ord the same,” &. 

This did not require that the whole proceedings should be approved before a sen- 
tence could be executed, and therefore it has been of common occurrence for the 
reviewing authority to order the execution of a sentence, notwithstanding his dis- 
approval of a part of the proceedings and findings. It was only that 
the approved part of the proceedings should be sufficient to sustain the sentence. 

Now, however, it is provided by the one hundred and toarth Article of War that 
carried into execution “ until the whole gs shall have 


the law, and no change has been 


lear apart! 
a) * 
' Tt wen, of course, not the intention to 
introduced into practice; nevertheless, in the e of the present law, there 
is no authority for the execution of a sentence unless the w proceedings are 
ved, and for this reason 1 believe it to be desirable that the language of the 
article be restored. I would suggest, therefore, that the matter be brought to 
the ee of Con; SER 1 
res , your obedient servani 
g si WINF'D S. HANCOCK, 
Major-General, Commanding. 
To the ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
United States Army, Washington, D. C. 


BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE, 
November 


6, 1877. 

Respectfully returned to the General of the Army. 

I concur prn akis with the view of Major-General Hancock. that the one bundred 
and fourth Article of War calls for amendment by 8 The change from the 
old sixty-fifth article was unfortunate and probably vertent. It altered 
the language of the statute without modifying the practice under it, a practice 
which indeed could not be modified without em ent to the adminis- 
tration of military justice. The simplest and best amendment which I could oF 
gest would be to strike from the le the words whole ings” and su 
stitute the word same. The proper object of the enactment, as I understand it, 
is to require that the sentence should in all cases receive the mal formal a 

val of the officer who convened the court, or the officer who may meanwhile 
— succeeded to the command. It is not specifically to require (as in 
the old article) that the should be laid before the reviewing officer, 
since this must be done in any event and of course. 

The amendment suggested therefore, will, it is believed, most simply meet the 
legal requirement; an the adoption of scion pach eee Si naay urged. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I should like to hear the bill read again in 
the light of that letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as follows: 

That the one hundred and fourth Article of War be amended so as to read as 
eres 104. No sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until 
the whole proceedings shall have been laid before the officer oraig the court, or 
the oficer ee (sd the time being, and the sentence shall pon have 
been formally approved by him.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Vermont will just listen to 
the original one hundred and fourth article he will see that there is 
no damage done by tbis proposed amendment: 

ARTICLE 104 No sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until 
the whole proceedings shall have been approved by the officer ordering the court 
or by the officer commanding forthe time being. 


It is proposed to substitute for that article— 


No sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until the whole p 


proceedi hall have id before the officer orde the conrt, or the officer 
eee hor the tiago ens and the sentence 1 have been form- 
ally approved by him. 

Instead of being required as by the old article to approve the whole 
proceedings, the whole proceedings are to be laid before the officer 
and the sentence approved. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I perfectly understand, and I entirely see 
to it; it is quite right. The only difficulty that occurs to my mind, 
and I merely suggest it as a caveat on my Hag is, as this is a later 
statute, whether if it be passed and the officer ordering the court or 
the officer in command approves of a part of the sentence but wishes 
to remit the residue or diminish it in respect of its degree, this stat- 
ute may not prevent his doing so, and he must either Approve the 
sentence in its entirety or disapprove it in its entirety, at is all. 


Mr. MAXEY. The whole purpose of the substitute for article 104, 
as reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, was to rid the 
eourt-martial and the finding of the officer of an inconsistency owing 
to the language of the law under which he acts. Thesentence of the 
court may be sustained by evidence; the finding of the court may be 
not guilty on certain parts of the charges and specification and guilty 
on others. According to the wording of article 104 as it now stands 
the reviewing officer is bound toapprove the whole proceedings. As 
stated before, the object of the bill is to bring it back to the 5 7 sixty- 
fifth Article of War, which was in force before the aduption of the 
Revised Statutes. The old sixty-fifth articie provides: 

But no sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execution until after the 
whole p. gs shall have been laid before the officer ordering the same, or the 
officer commanding the troops for the time being; neither shall any sentence of a 
general court-martial, in the time of peace, extending to the loss of life, or the dis- 
mission of a commissioned officer, or which shall, either in time of or war, 
respect a —— officer, be carried into execution until after the whole proceed- 
ings shall have been transmitted to the Secre of War, to be laid before the 
8 the United States for his confirmation or disapproval and orders in 


The idea of the amendment is exactly in accordance with that old 
article. The whole proceedings must be laid before the officer and 
the sentence approved. I donot think Iam mistaken in saying that 
it is never safe to incorporate in any Article of War more than one 
object. The object embodied in this article 104 is not in regard to 
mitigution of sentence, which is governed by other articles that have 
no concern with this. I have no preference in the matter, however; 
I have simply disch my duty in presenting the bill to the atten- 
tion of the Senate and pointing out its object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ia with the Senator from Texas, as I do 
with the Senator from Missouri, as to the point embraced in this bill. 
The only thing I wish to say is what I have once already said, that as 
this is the latest statute on the subject and provides that no sentence 
shall be carried into effect until approved in this way, a question may 
be raised whether if the reviewing officer wishes to mitigate the sen- 
tence he still has authority to do so, or whether if he should mitigate 
the sentence it would not make the whole proceeding void and enti- 
tle the person to go free. The finding of the court-martial of guilty 
or not guilty is one thing and the sentence following that finding is 
another thing. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would say to the Senator from Vermont that so far 
as that power is concerned it is not in the slightest degree affected b 
the bill. The old article 104, which is new sought to be mended, 
only makes the requirement that the whole proceedings must be ap- 
proved. It has nothing to do with the mitigation of a sentence any 
more than the pro article, and I therefore cannot see how that 
will affect th 8 

Mr. EDM S. That Iremember perfectly well but the old Article 
of War is in pari materia and at the same time with every one 
of the other Articles of War, and they therefore say that the review- 
ing officer may mitigate, change in the way of diminution, remit, a 

of the sentence thatis pronounced. Now you take an independ- 
ent statute and declare that by it you will change one of those Articles 
of War and declare independently that that sentence shall not be car- 
ried into effect uutil it is “gehen If the sentence is an entirety, as 
dismissal from the Army, if you please, instead of suspension for one 
year without pay, or W ver it may be, the question immediately 
recurs whether the old law which in another provision authorizes the 
reviewing officer, be he President or brigadier-general or whatever, 
to diminish by remission a part of the sentence still applies to this 
new enactment. That is a question which I merely suggest to the 
Mili Committee. 

Mr. Y. I do not see that you can repeal a law by implica- 
tion in that way, especially as this has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion to which the Senator refers. : 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I suggest that this case, being one which admits 
of some discussion, be passed over. There is no special haste for the 


bill. 
Mr. MAXEY. I trust it will be disposed of now. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I pro to pass it over now. 


Mr. MAXEY. It is too late to object now. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not object to its consideration. Imove that 
the bill be postponed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I insist on its being of. 

Honig an pihs 5 of this rule always has bena 
that a single objection inte at any time, at any s of the 
roceedings, carried a bill over. 5 . 

Mr. B SIDE. I merely made the suggestion in the interest of 
fair discussion. I shall vote with the Senator from Texas because 
I have examined the question; but at the same time I think it ought 
to be properly discussed. . 

Mr. Y. It is not the Senator from Texas, but the Military 
Committee that reported this bill. The Senator from Texas asks 
nothing; it is perfectly immaterial to him whether the bill is ap- 
proved or disapproved. * 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I beg pardon of the Senator from Texas if I 
have been in the least degree rough on him. I had no such inten- 
tion. I simpy make the motion to postpone this bill for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The Chair 
understands the Senator from Rhode Island to make the ordinary 
parliamentary motion that the bill be postponed. 
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The motion was not to. 

Mr.CONKLING. Now may I inquire whether any Senator has the 
power at this moment by an objection to have the bill lie over ? Ido 
not mean to object myself, but I want to know what the rule allews. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the senior 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY,] who has had very great 
experience in the chair, to say that it has been the usage of the Sen- 
ate to entertain an objection at 4 stage. The Chair would prefer 
to submit such a question to the Senate rather than to rule upon it 
himself. : 

Mr. BLAINE.’ I cannot speak at all confidently of the usage of the 
Senate, but it seems to me it would defeat the whole value of such 
an arrangement if that should now be the construction. We agreed 
to take up the Calendar. We are supposed to be attentive, If aSen- 
ator desires to object to any bill, he objects when it is stated or read, 
but if he allows the case to go to trial he ought to abide the issue. 
Tf he allows it to be debated, if he allows the Senate to exhaust the 
scant privilege of the rule under the five-minute debate, and upon 
the whole concludes after he has heard both sides that he does not 
like it, if he can then say “I object,” and the whole proceeding must 
go for nothing, it does not seem to me that that is a wholesome con- 
struction to give to the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us settle this question now. When the last 
rule was adopted previous to this one, I asked the Chair myself how 
it was to be construed, whether an objection was good at any time 
after doubts had been developed, or whether it must be made when 
the bill was taken up. The Senator from Rhode Island nearest me 

Mr. ANTHONY] said the construction had always been that the ob- 
ection was good at any time, and the Chair so held. I care nothing 
about this bill; I only in a good-natured way called the attention of the 
committee to a doubt that might arise, not about the fitness of this 
provision but in respect of the necessity of a saving clause ; but now, 
to test the question, I object to the present consideration of the bill, 
and then the Senate will decide which way they will have the rule, 
and I do not care which way itis settled, because I think I can object 
in season. 

Mr. BLAINE. I make the point of order that that objection does 

not lie and ought not to hold at this point. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senate, 
on the question of order proposed, that he is informed by the Chief 
Clerk that at the time this order was adopted the inquiry was put to 
the Senator from Rhode Lland who made the e ee whether 
an objection would be good at any time after debate had arisen, and 
he answered in the affirmative, that it would. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does it ee in the Recorp? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary is now searching for 
the statement in the RECORD. : 2 

Mr. BLAINE. I was inattentive to tha; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West 1 7 I ask for the reading of the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be found printed in 
the first page of the Calendar, 

Mr. ANTH 
not imply the construction that a single objection shall apply at any 
stage of the proceedings; but this rule has been adopted for several 
sessions, and that construction has always been given to it, so that 
it has acquired the force of law. I recollect very well that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] asked me when I introduced the 
order whether a single objection interposed at any time during the 
progress of proceedings would carry a bill over, and I replied that it 
would. Then he said he would have no objection to the order. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let us have read from the RECORD what took place 
and see whether any colloquy of the kind referred to occurred when 
this order was 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the colloquy occurred at the time this order was adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My colloquy was not at that time. It was on the 
previous occasion when the order was offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The order was introduced, as the 
Chair is informed, on one day, and then after something being said 
about it in the Senate it was withdrawn, and proposed anew again 
on a second Fo aaa adopted. 

Mr. EDM S. I think the order in respect to which I made the 
inquiry and in respect to which the ruling by unanimous consent was 
made, was one that was adopted previously and under which we pro- 
ceeded one day. When this order was propose and adopted, I was 
not present, I think, and had no part in whatever was done on that 
occasion. 

Mr. SARGENT. The first time the Calendar was gone over at this 
session we know it was expressly explained that the right of any 
Senator to interpose an objection applied at any stage of a bill when 
we were acting under what is called the Anthony rule. That, I ven- 
ture to say, has been the uniform practice when we have been acting 
under that rule. > 

Mr. BLAINE. Then it only amounts simply to this: it is merely 
asking a series of unanimous consents and you gain nothing; aunan- 
imous consent, too, which is of much more force than it ordinarily is, 
because an objection may be inte at any time and at any stage. 
Mr. SARGENT. On the other hand we gain a great deal more. It 
is not stopping to ask a series of unanimous consents, because that 
takes up time; Senators have to give their reasons, whereas these 


ln 
ONY. I think that the mere reading of the order does 


bills come up in their order by a species of unanimous consent; and 
that we gain something is shown by the fact that we have passed 
quite a number of bills and passed over quite a number of others. 
We have proceeded with our business right along, and I have no 
doubt the rule is useful and adapted to the atmosphere of the Senate. 
Senators, if they want time to consider a bill, have it either by 
talking out the session, or by asking the good nature of Senators, or 
otherwise. 

Mr. BLAINE. They cannot talk out a session under the five-minute 


e. 
Mr. SARGENT. Oh, yes; they can get their friends to do it if they 
cannot do it themselves; they can move an indefinite postponement, 
or move an adjournment, and so on. I see no reason in the world in 
this body, where we have no previous question, if a Senator listens 
to a debate and it develops doubts on his mind which he can only 
solve by hunting up the laws and consulting the Executive Depart- 
ments, why he should not have the time necessary for that purpose; 
and the only effect of this rule is to give it to him. ` 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With the leave of the Senator from 
3 the Chair will ask the Secretary to read the passage from the 

ORD. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have only one word to say, and I prefer to say it 
now. The objection referred to in the order must necessarily have a 
time, and that time must be when the case is called on the Calendar. 
If objection is not then presented, it is waived. It would be whoHy 
out of the common rule of paraman bodies everywhere to per- 
mit business to go on until finished and then let an objeçtion be 
interjected. That caunot be done. You cannot cut business in two 
in that way. 

Mr. SARGENT. Whenever it is understood that that is to be the 
construction of the order, you will not get the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to its being adopted, for I certainly never will allow, on 
a mere superficial reading at the desk, the whole Calendar to be run 
through without opportunity for arresting it. I believe other Sena- 
tors think as I do. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I did not mean to object to the consideration of 
this bill. That was not my motion. I saw clearly that time would 
be saved by a a of this question until some future day, 
when gentlemen who have some misunderstanding now can post them- 
selves up on what the Military Committee meant to do by the pas- 
1 the bill. Isimply made a motion to postpore. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order arises on the ob- 
ection of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS.) The Chair 
will direct the Secretary to read what was said in the Senate and to 
state in what connection it was said. 

Mr. BLAINE. Read the date also. 

The CHIEF CLERK. This occurred“ Monday, February 18, 1878.” 


THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. AntHoyy. I move that the Senate 
Calen 


n which ap 


ich he now up. 

there be no objection the Senate will now proceed to its consideration. Tt will be 
rted for information. 

e Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: i 

x; That on Monday next at one o'clock the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar; and bills that are not objected to shall be taken up 
in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to once, and for five min- 
utes only, till the end of the Calendar is reached, upon motion the Senate 
should at any time otherwise order.” 

The Senate ed to consider the resolution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The resolution should be amended so as to read "this day at 
one o'clock.” 

Mr. Incatis. “Now.” 

Mr. CoxKLIxG. “Immediately.” 

oe Me at al The modification proposed by the mover of the resolution 
w e. 

Mr. Epmunps. I should like to understand precisely what is understood to be 
meant by “bills that are not objected to.” Suppose a bill be taken up and read as 
in Committee of the Whole, and an objection to its consideration be made th 
ae it p over under the objection ; or must the objection be made before the 


Mr. Axrnoxr. The construction of this rule when adopted heretofore and 
acted ander has been that an objection applies at any time during the consideration 


of a bill. 

Mr. Epmunps. Very well, if that is understood to be what is meant by it. I 
. ich way it is to be as to know which way it is to be under - 
s 


The ine ieonta The question is on the resolution of the Senator from 
e 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. SARGENT. Thathas always been our practice. 
Mr. BLAINE. The resolution we are acting under now was not 


to on Monday. : 
Mr. ANTHONY. It is a reproduetion of the same resolution, except 
that the Calendar proceeds from day to day and takes precedence of 


the unfinished business and special orders. 

Mr. BLAINE, I have no interest in this matter except to have the 
practice settled. I never dreamed that the construction now sug- 
gested was to be pnt upon the order, nor did the Senator from Ver- 
mont apparently, who is old and experienced in the Senate, seem to 
have that conception. He asked the question whether it applied 
when a bill was announced by its title or after it was read through. 
Of course the right of objection ought to obtain until every one knows 
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what the bill contains, until the bill is read through. If the other be 
o practice, of course it affects us all alike and I have no objection 
t. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Maine I think does not quite 
correctly understand what I said on the former occasion. I inquired 
whether a bill being taken up as in Committee of the Whole, which 
implies that it is before the Senate for consideration, and 
being read through, an objection would be good then; that is after 
the bill is under consideration. I did not mean in that statement, as 
the Senator imagines, to ask whether I could know what was in a bill 
before it was taken up. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is the impression that I think would be con- 
bes 1 25 the Senator's ng Wb 

. EDMUNDS. It may be; but that is not the impression in my 
mind and that is not the impression which the correct construction 
of the language bears. The correct construction of the language is 
the question whether after a bill has been taken up as in Committee 
of the Whole and read through, one of the p: ings in the course 
of it under the rule,—whether after that action an objection would lie; 
and the Senator from Rhode Island said that had always been the con- 
struction, that the right to object applied at any stage of the bill. 
Now I do not care which way this point is decided; but it is much 
better, I think, to have a bill subject to an objection at any stage, be- 
cause then after a matter has been explained and di it may be 
that an objection that a Senator would make in advance until he could 
hear it discussed would not be madeatall. It or goes to the ques- 
tion of trying to take out from the consideration of the Senate those 
bills that appear so clear, when they are stated and discussed for a 
few minutes, that there is no objection to their . In the other 
way, everybody for security of public interests would object to a bill, 
when its title was read, that ap to him to a yh any subject 
that was not perfectly plain, or the whole time would be taken up in 
hearing a bill in advance for information (which is one of the rights 
in this body) before it is taken up, and then without any right to ex- 
plain it at all, a Senator would feel obliged to object because there 
was something that he doubted about it that might be explained in 
three minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas adhere 
to 7 7 1 of order to the objection made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was the Senator from Maine who made the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLAINE. I only wanted, like the Senator from Vermont, to 
have the point settled. I have not the slightest interest or care one 
way or the other; only that here an obvious misunderstanding hav- 
ing arisen, it is better that we should know precisely in future what 
is intended. I do not have the slightest interest which way the point 
5 “ree shall be decided that I have raised, but only that it shall be 

ecided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the point of 
order to the Senate as follows; and the Senator from Vermont and 
the Senator from Maine will attend to see whether this raises the 

uestion: Does an objection interposed, after debate, by a paar: 

nator, require the pending measure to be passed over, under the 
order now in force? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That es it fairly. 
The P. ING OFFICER. The Chair will submit that question 
to the Senate under the fourteenth rule. Senators who are of the 


opinion that a single objection so requires the question to be passed 
over will say “ay;” those bare will say “no.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. Before the Chair puts the question, I wish to say 
that this construction is the one that has always obtained under this 
rule, which has been found exceedingly convenient in the transaction 

_of business to eliminate from the Calendar unobjected cases. Sena- 
tors do not know whether they will object to a case or not until some 
debate has gone on, in many instances, and as the Senator from Ver- 
mont has said, if the objection could apply only in the initiation of 
the proceedings, then Senators in the public interest would be called 
upon to object to bills merely because they knew nothing about them; 
but under this construction of the rule, which has prevailed before, 
the bills will be taken up and then if no objection is developed as 
they go on they will be passed. 

r. BAY. . I really cannot see why this question should be 
raised, as it lies within the power of the Senate at any time to sus- 
pend the consideration of the Calendar, for a majority may take up 
any bill, as I understand, at any time. This whole proceeding is meant 
to facilitate business. The Calendar itself being printed and laid on 
our desks is notification of the business before the Senate. The char- 
acter of the bills is to be obtained from that, and it is always in the 
power of the Senate by a majority vote to dispense with the regular- 
ity of the Calendar and take up any bill out of its place. The whole 
purview and object of the Calendar and of the adoption of an order 
to go to the Calendar is to facilitate business; and underneath lies at 
all times the will of a majority of the Senate. Now, I submit that 
after a case has been taken up and it has been discussed by five-min- 
ute debate and is approaching a concluding vote it would be unrea- 
sonable to say that asingle objection in a body of seventy-six members 
shall prevent further consideration of the measure, that an objection 
made by a single member of a body of seventy-six should prevent a 
conclusion being reached, and, as my friend from Colorado [Mr. CHAF. 
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FEE] su it may be after an amendment has been made and a 
case is fairly launched for discussion before the Senate. Isubmit that 
a re objection should not then prevent conclusion of that case. 
As I say, all along there runs with this question that of which it 
cannot be divested, and that is the power of the Senate to continue 
the discussion of a case to a conclusion, and it is always in their power 
todoso. Their discretion will control that matter; and I should be 
unwilling to substitute for that discretion of a majority of the Senate 
2 hey not disrespectfully, describe as the caprice of a single 
individual. y 
The PRESIDING OEFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the point submitted by the Chair? Senators who are of the opin- 
ion that an objection inte after debate requires the 8 
measure bat oe over under the order in force will say “ay;” those 
sa; 


op “no.” [Putting the question.] 

Ar SARGENT. This is a very important question, and I should 
like to have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, and others. No; let us take a division. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not want to take up time. I shall be con- 
tent with a division. 

ve division being had, the ayes were 18 and the noes 20; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays in order to geta 
quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Unless this construction prevails the rule is en- 
tirely useless. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I beg the Chair to state the question again. I 
was not present when it was stated before. 

The P ING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the ques- 
tion of order to the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Does an objection interposed after debate by 
a single Senator require the pending measure to be passed over under 
the order now in force? 

Mr. ANTHONY. This construction has always prevailed in the 
transactions of business under this rule, and unless this construction 
prevails now the rale is entirely useless. 

Mr. SARGENT. And we cannot have the rule hereafter. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir; for Senators will object to everything 
that they do not understand. Now, when the right of objection is 
reserved until debate has developed the nature of the bill, Senators 
reserve their objections, and if they become satisfied with the bill 
they do not interpose them at all. The rule might as well be abol- 
ished as to adopt the other construction. 

Mr. BLAINE. I certainly only desire to learn. Do I understand 
the honorable Senator from Rhode Island to say that a bill may be 
reached ; itis not objected to; it is permitted to come before the Sen- 
ate; that then a five-minute debate may run an hour or two hours, 
and might run three hours, and after half the Senators or all on the 
floor have expressed their views in regard to it, then one single Sen- 
ator can say Well, all this goes for nothing; it has been a very thor- 
ough debate, I admit, but I object to this thing being even considered 
after the Senate has considering it two or three hours?“ Do I 
understand that to be the construction of the rule ? 

Peet wad ae gil Certainly, that is the construction always put on 

o rule. 

Mr. BLAINE, Then we ought to have it in the body of the order, 
for certainly no human being reading it would ever infer it. 

Mr. C Nor could any bill pass without a unanimous vote 
of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very object of the rule. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let me read this: 

And bills that are not objected to shall be taken up in their order. 


That meaus that they shall be before the Senate. If they are not 
objected to, they are before the Senate as much as if reported on a 
of a committee. 
And each Senator shall be entitled to speak once, and for five minutes only, un- 
less, upon motion, the Senate should at any time otherwise order. 
As the Senator from Delaware has referred to. 
And this order shall take precedence of special orders or unfinished business. 


Seventy-five Senators, if the body is full, may take their five min- 
utes each, and one Senator, the seventy-sixth, that has just come in 
and is not satisfied with an afternoon on that bill, because he does not 
happen to understand some of its provisions, says “all this shall go 
for naught.” All Icontend is this: if that shall be the construction, 
let us hereafter know it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Practically this rule has worked well heretofore 


in years past, and I presume we can pass three times as many bills 
under the rule as interpreted by the Senator from Rhode Island as 
we could under the other proposition. 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, this rule, adopted a t many 
times, has been a substantial convenience to the Senate, No Senator 
who has been here on previous occasions will have forgotten that. 
We are in danger now, itseems, of doing a thing which will, I think, 
destroy entirely as a convenience this opportunity to do business. 

In the first place the rule was adopted now and heretofore with the 
understanding that no Senator lost, as he would lose and does lose in 
most parliamen bodies where the practice is sharper than it is 
here, his opportunity to object or his advantage in any way if he 
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allowed a bill to proceed, to proceed as we should say in court de bene 
esse; and accordingly, goag business as the Senate does with very 
few rules and with very little reliance except upon the forbearance 
and discretion of each other, we have been able to dispose very rap- 
idly of bills which really invited no contest, under the measure pro- 
heretofore by the Senator from Rhode Island who has proposed 
it now again. That has been the understanding. It was with that 
understanding that we assented to this order now; and I humbly 
conceive thatone question addressed tothe Senate at this moment is 
one of good faith. We all know that on the last occasion when we 
to proceed under this direction the understanding was, and 
was anuounced, that at any stage of the consideration of a bill a 
Senator might object and gain time to look into it. 

The Senator from Delaware says, disclaiming all offense in the 
choice of the phrase, that the caprice of one person might be inter- 
pond. Yes, Mr. President, but it is because the experience of the 

mate has taught us that the unbridled caprice of Senators does not 
prevail here that we are in danger in that regard. 

I should feel bound for the reason I have indicated,—a reason of 
e heretofore, amounting as I think to a consideration of good 

ith,—to vote to maintain the integrity of the rule. But if the ques- 
tion were a new one, if the rule were popoean now for the first time, 
I should say that for other reasons it not do. I submitcertainly 
it will not do in the hope of expediting business to invent a rule 
under which every man has on various occasions in the House of 
Representatives and in other large and somewhat stormy bodies been 
compelled to speak in an instant or never to speak in behalf of his 
rights. If you do that, a caveat will be filed against every bill. I 
should feel bound to do it myself unless I happened to know some- 
thing about it, becauseit is not intended that any committee shall do 
the business of this body, and therefore it is not intended that a 
committee by putting its imprimatur on a bill and having it got on 
the Calendar is to insure the fate of that bill and the approval of the 
Senate. It is designed that every member of this 3 shall exer- 
eise his judgment upon a bill, whatever it may be, and therefore, if a 
rule were proposed di ing with the vote of the Senate to take up 
a bill and causing bills to come up one after another mechanically, 
so to speak, without the action or judgment of the Senate at all, as 
one member of the body I should feel bound to consider very care- 
fully when I heard the title of a bill whether I could in any way so 
assure myself that I ought to part forever with the opportunity of 
objecting to it because I should part with that opportunity forever 
a es I were equipped at the time with the information and the rea- 
sons which would enable me to contest or to support it. 

Then as an original question I insist it would bea mistake. We have 
seen by experience that, under the rule as it has been administered 
heretofore, no difficulty occurs. It is not the habit of the Senate, it 
is not the habit of any Senator with whom I have served pies har ten 
years that I have been here, against the convenience, against the judg- 
ment of the Senate, against the necessity of the occasion, with any- 
thing like caprice or whim, after attention has been given to a bill, 
to inte an arbitrary objection. I never heard it in the Senate ; 
or if I did I have forgotten it. On the contrary, business under this 
rule, as business under other rules, is so conducted here as to make 
the Senate of the United States, as I have heard the Senator from 
Ohio on my left [Mr. THURMAN] say, the pleasantest parliamentary 
body in the world; and in the spirit of comity which enters into that 
remark we should preserve the rule as we have executed it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The whole spirit of this rule proceeds upon unan- 
imous consent. The anes? of it is to such bills as no Senator 
objects to. A Senator does not know in the beginning whether he 
objects to a bill or not. A brief explanation of a moment often 
removes the doubt of a Senator as to whether he will object or not. 
He should retain his right to object until he ascertains what is the 
nature of the bill. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I did not make the motion I made in the spirit 
of an objection, because [ do not object to this bill; but, as it has 
happened, several bills liave been on the Calendar and acted on this 
morning that came fro: the Military Committee, and several Sen- 
ators have asked me i om time to time, as these bills were going 
3 whether they were all right. One neighbor after another 
has asked me that que -tion for information. Now, there seemed to 
be some doubt m this one bill, the one before the Senate, and I 
thought it was wise and proper to allow it to lie over with a view to 
an examination on the of those Senators who did not seem to 
exactly understand it. I think the Military Committee have had a 
full nating before the Senate to-day ; several of their bills have been 
pasen, and no harm can result to this bill by allowing it to lie over. 

hope the Senator from Texas will allow it to take that course, and 
not raise the point of order. 

Mr. MAXEY. As the Senator from Rhode Island helped to report 
this bill, and is just as responsible for it as I am, I cannot possibly 
see his reason for objecting to it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Ido not object. 

Mr. MAXEY. As was stated so well by the Senator from Maine, it 
does seem to me that after a bill has undergone discussion and every 
Senator has had his opportunity of talking abont it, one man can sto 
this whole body. I do not believe in any such one-man power, an 
therefore I want this thing settled one way or the other. I am per- 
fectly indifferent myself. It does not affect me more than others. 


Mr. BLAINE. A sago word, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This being a question of order, the 
Chair does not undertake to enforce the rule strictly as to debate or 
as to the number of times a Senator may speak. 

Mr. BLAINE. Only two minutes. The particular rule we are now 
acting under was not the one about which the colloquy between the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Rhode nd occurred. 
This was adopted on Wednesday, and the following colloquy then 
took place: 

Mr. Sautssury. Is that a limitation ee e Sheen ite? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A limitation of debate apon bilis that are not objected to. 

Mr. ALLIsOoN. Does the order apply to Monday only? 

Mr. AntHoxy. No; it continues until the Calendar is gone through with. 

I need not repeat, of course, that no one Senator has more interest 
in this matter than any other, but I like to have a point thoroughly 
understood. My venerable colleague, if he will allow me to call him 
so, who has been thirty years in this body, who has presided over it 
tells me that his uniform understanding of the rule was just as Í 
have explained it. He, the oldest member of this body, says that 
when a bill is read and is fairly before the Senate, if any Senator 
then chooses to object to it he had ample scope and ve but if he 
chooses to allow it to be debated he takes his chance on it for a vote 
just as he would at any other time. But the Senator from Rhode 
Island will observe, in relation to the remark he just now submitted, 
that it was not intended under this rule to pass a bill that anybody 
would oppose, that every time this morning the Senator who oecu- 
pies the chair has submitted the final vote on these bills just the 
same as at any ordinary legislative session, “those in favor of the 
8 of the bill will say ay and those o will say no,” and 
there have been noes to bills, the understanding being that a Senator 
reserved the right to vote “no,” not the right to object after that 
time had gone by. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator from Rhode Island remember 
how long the rule we are discussing has prevailed in the Senate? It 
came of his motion, I remember. i 
er ANTHONY . About eight years ago, I think, it was first 

opted. $ 

r. CONKLING. Solong? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think so. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is comparatively quite recent. I remember 
very well that since I have been here it was introduced. It may have 
been anciently the practice of the Senate under other rules. It is not 
for me to say. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think on reflection it was six years ago. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think not more than six years ago, but I feel 
reluctant in being very positive, that under this same rule substan- 
tially, this rule in terms or this rule in substance, and never before 
has it been contended in the Senate that he who did not speak on the 
threshold lost his right to speak in objection to a bill. The record 
will show no such thing, and I venture to say that the recollection of 
no Senator will make any such challenge of the statement I make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the pending question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the question read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will direct the Secretary 
to read the order and the question proposed under the order. 

The Cuter CLERK. The resolution submitted by Mr. ANTHONY on 
the 20th instant is as follows: 

Resolved, That on Monday next at one o'clock the Senate will proceed - 
sideration of the 8 and continue such consideration from day wher mater 
the same shall have been gone through with ; and bills that are noto to shall 
be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to once for five 
minutes, unless upon motion the Senate should at any time otherwise order; and 
this order shall precedence of the unfinished business and special orders. 

The question submitted is in these words: “ Does an objection in- 
terposed, after debate, by a single Senator, require the pending meas- 
ure to be over under the order now in force?” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall vote “ nay” upon that question for this 
reason: It has been my understanding all the time that when we 
to the Calendar under this rule or a similar rule the Clerk reads the 
title of the bill reached; the bill is then read, and when the bill is 
read, before any action is had . eae it, any Senator can ob; and the 
objection will carry it over. He can even reserve, as I have often 
done myself, the right to object till after the report is called for. He 
may call for the reading of the report with the right to object even 
when that is read. Now I, for one, am tired of sitting in my seat here 
constantly considering these cases and permitting Senators to absent 
themselves and come in upon the floor after a case has been discussed 
probably for half an hour or three quarters of n hour or an hour and 
then say “I object.” I think every one should be here. These bills 
are printed; the reports are printed. It is no difficalt job for each 
Senator to keep upon his table all the bills which are reported by the 
committees and the reports of the committees; and when a bill is 
read, if he is not satisfied whether he ought to object to it or not he 
can certainly satisfy himself by the time the report is read, and if he 
does not then object I think an objection comes too late after that. 
With that understanding of the rule, that an objection can be made 
effective after the reading of a bill and even after the reading of a 
report when such right to object is reserved, I shall vote “ nay. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not know that I am qualified 
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to express an opinion upon this subject, because my recollection of 
the practice of the Senate is not as distinct as that of some others. 
I can only say that I have very frequently heard Senators when a bill 
was taken up reserve the right to object to the consideration of that 
bill after the bill should have been read, or after the report should 
have been read, or after some explanation should have been made, 
and I have also known the objection, according to my recollection, 
to be made after there had been some debate upon it. 

I do not know whether there has been any decision upon this ques- 
tion before, determining what is the true interpretation of the rule. 
It is therefore with me res nova; and looking at it in that light, I 
should doubt whether a Senator was deprived of his right to object 
because some debate had taken place. The object of the rule is to 
dispose of those cases where there is no objection to the bill. Now, 
it may be that it will turn out, after a bill has been spoken to once 
or twice, that there is serious difference of opinion in respect to that 
bill in the Senate; and you can suppose that every Senator in the 
bedy occupied five minutes for or against that bill; that I believe 
would make between five and six hours on that one single bill and 
would effectually prevent any other bill within the scope of this rule 
from being considered that day. It does seem to me that the true 
spirit of the rule allows a Senator, when he finds that a bill is going 
to occupy too much time and prevent other business to which there is 
no objection, to get that bill out of the way by an objection; and 
therefore I do not think that the right to object ought to be con- 
fined to an objection at the time a bill is read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators who are of the opinion that 
an objection sends a bill over under the circumstances stated will say 
“yea;” those who are of the contrary opinion will answer “nay,” as 
their names are called. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—2. 

Allison, - Hoar, t, 
Anthony, Conover, Kirkwood, Teller, 
Bailey, Davis of Illinois, McCreery, Thurman, 
Booth, Dawes, McMillan, Wadleigh, 

Matthews, Windom, 
Peralta Edmunds, Merrimon, Withers. 
Cameron of Wis., 5 Morrill, 

NAYS—26. 
Bayard, Davis of W. Va, Johnston. Plumb, 
Beck. Ferry, Jones of Florida, i 
Blaine, Garland, Kellogg, 
Butler, Gordon, Kernan, Voorhees, 
Chaffee, Hamlin, McPherson, 
Cockrell, Harris, Maxey, 
Coke, Hill, Morgan, 
ABSENT—23. 

Armstrong, Eustis, McDonald, Ransom, 
Barnum, Grover, Mitchell, Saulsbury 
Cameron of Pa., Ho Oglesby. Sharon, 
Christiancy. Ingalls, = Paddock, Spence 
Dennis, ones of Nevada, Patterson, yte. 
Dorsey, Lamar, Randolph, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the PERAR submitted to the 
Senate the yeas are 27, the nays 26. The objection, therefore, is sus- 
tained and the bill over under the order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to withdraw the objection. I only called 
the attention of the committee to a safeguard that I thought might 
be required I have no objection to the bill being passed if the com- 
mittee think it is safe on that point. I raised the question, as I stated, 
in order that the point of order might be settled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection te the withdrawal 
of the objection? The Chair hears none. The Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole resumes the consideration of the bill (8. No. 725) 
to amend the one hundred and fourth Article of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTHER A. GEORGE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. ee granting a 
pension to Mrs. Esther A. George; which was consid as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It 8 for placing on the pension- roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of mg gyn laws, the name 
of Mrs. Esther A. George, widow of George W. George, late a second 
lieutenant in Company I, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
Infantry, war of 1861, to take effect December 2, 1875, and at the rate 
allowed George W. George at the time of his death. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out the following words in lines 9, 10, and 11: 

December 2, 1875, and at the rate allowed said late George W. George at the time 
of his death. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

From and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LIQUOR-TRAFFIC COMMISSION. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 452) to provide 

for a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection the substitute re- 
sare by the Committee on Finance will be treated as the original 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not objectin this particular instance, though 
I Moses it is a bad practice. this particular instance, I have no 
objection. 

. COCKRELL. Do I understand that the Chair has now settled 
that no objection can be interposed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have the floor, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asked for objection upon 
the question whether the new draft of the bill reported by the com- 
mittee should be treated as the original bill, not as an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isimply wanted to know what the decision of 
the Chair 5 we had to make our objection now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is open at any time. 

Mr. BAYARD. I object. 

bi PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware rises to 
object. 
r. EDMUNDS. But I have the floor at the present moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands under the 
order that an objection may be taken at any time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When another Senator the floor ? 

7 ane PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands and so 
0 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is taken and the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Delaware will withdraw 
his objection. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair conceiyes that to be the 
very spirit of the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Vermont submits to the judg- 
ment of the Senate and the . the Chair with pleasure, thoug 
it is not the law. You cannot take a Senator off his feet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 


ENLISTMENTS OF COLORED SOLDIERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 178) to remove 
all restrictions now existing in regard to enlistments of the colored 
citizen in any arm of the United States Army. 

Mr. ALLISON. I presume that bill will cause debate and if may 
as well be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; there being, on a division—ayes 27, 
noes 21; and (at three o’clock and fifty-seven minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 25, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 5 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and approved. 
EXPLANATIONS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, my pair was not an- 
nounced on the question to lay the silver bill with the Senate amend- 
ments on the table. This was an inadvertence on the part of ay 
colleague, and I rise to state now that if I had been present I woul 
have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. TIPTON. I desire to ask unanimous consent to be accorded 
the privilege of recording my vote in favor of the Senate amend- 
ments to the silver bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman will have to con- 
tent himself with stating the fact that if present he would have voted 
in favor of those amendments. 

Mr. TIPTON. I want to announce that if I had been present I 
would have voted against the motion to lay upon the table and in 
favor of the Senate amendments. 


TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU, 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Lask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
resent two memorials for reference. 
here was no objection. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, presented the 
memorial of the delegations of the Cherokee, Creek and Seminole, 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of the Indian Territory to the Con- 
gress of the United States in opposition to the transfer of the Indians 
from civil to military management, as contemplated in bill (H. R. No. 
959) and others of like import now pending in Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN DELEGATE TO CONGRESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Gengis, also, by unanimous consent, presented 
objections of the Indian delegations to House bill No. and kin- 


to 
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dred measures in the Congress of the United States providing for a 
delegate in Congress from the Indian Territory; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU. i 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. Speaker, I wish, by unanimous consent, to be 
allowed to report from the Committee on Indian Affairs a bill to 
transfer the Indian Bureau to the War Department. My colleague 
on the committee will present a minority report. It is important it 
should be made the special order for March 5, Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. There is already a special order for that day. 

Mr. SCALES. 1 will say Wednesday, then. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to making it a special order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to receiving the report? 

Mr. HALE. I must object. 

Mr. SCALES. It is important this bill should be before the House 
and important it should be considered and acted upon at the earliest 
practicable day. The Indian appropriation bill cannot be proceeded 
with in the Committee on Appropriations until this bill, transferring 
the Indian Bureau, has been acted on one way or other. Ihave been 
pressed by the Secretary of the Interior and by the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations to introduce it in the House in 
order that it may be at once considered. 

Mr. HALE. It is not that I object to this bill specially, but I have 
always objected on Monday to any unanimous consent interfering 
with the morning hour for the call of States for bills and resolutions. 

Mr. SCALES. I have been two weeks trying to get this bill before 
the House. - 

Mr. HALE. Iwill not object at another time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
North Carolina, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, later in 
the day, when the gentleman from Maine will not object. 

Mr. HALE. I demand the regular order of business. 


MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-five minutes 
past twelve o'clock. This being Monday, the first business in order 
is the call of States and Territories, commencing with the State of 
Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, for reference 
to appropriate committees. Under this call joint resolutions and 
memorials of State and territorial Legislatures are in order, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Imove by unanimous consent that the call of 
Sa be continued until all the States and Territories haye been 
called. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SINGLETON. U rise to a privileged question to submit a report 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour, under the rules, has already 
begun and the report is not now in order, but will be later in the day. 


INSOLVENT SAVNGS-BAN RS. 


Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3393) to remit taxes on 
insolvent savings-banks; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK T. HILL, 
Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3394) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank T. Hill, and the accompanying papers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE YOUNGER. 


Mr. HENDEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3395) for the relief of 
George Younger, of Saint Allan’s, Vermont; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

. HENRY L. JAMES. 

Mr. NORCROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3396) for the relief of 
Henry L. James, of Williamsburgh, Massachusetts; which was 
a first and second time, refe to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

f MARY 8. WEBSTER. 

Mr. CLAFLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3397) granting a pension 
to Mary S. Webster; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 


ELIZA CROWE. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3398) for 
the relief of Eliza Crowe, of the city of New York; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS MAGNUS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3399) 
gestae pension to Louis Magnus, late a private in Companyia, 
nd New York Artillery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
TORPEDOES. 
Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3400) 
to provide for experiments and the purchase of movable torpedoes 
for military and naval defense; which was read a first and second 


naros he gaa to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 
UNITED STATES BOARD OF TRADE. 

Mr. MULLER (by pr praa brary grn a bill (H. R. No. 3401) to in- 
corporate the United States Board of Trade, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. WHEELER. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3402) for the relief of 
John F. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY TARBELL. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3403) granting a 
pension to Mary Tarbell; which was read a first and second time, 
ca, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SECTION 4439 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3404) to amend section 
4439 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF DANFORD MOTT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3405) 
for the relief of the administrator of the estate of Danford Mott; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF TAXES. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3406) to provide for the 
refunding of certain taxes in conformity with a decision of the Su- 

reme Court; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

‘ommittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN G. N. TANNER. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 116) 
authorizing Captain G. N. Tanner, of the United States Navy, to ac- 
cept a pair of flower-vases and a lacquered box from the 3 

overnment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mmittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH PIERCE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3407) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Pierce; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF MATURING OBLIGATIONS OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH presented concurrent resolutions of the Iag: 
islature of the State of New Jersey, in relation to the payment of the 
maturing obligations of the United States; which were referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

SAMUEL V. ADAMS, 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3408) granting a pension to 
Samuel V. Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. TYSON. 

Mr. STENGER introduced a poo pa R. No. 3409) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Tyson; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bé printed. 

LEWIS SONNTAG, ? 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3410) for the relief of 
Lewis Sonntag, of Company I, Third New Jersey Cavalry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE LAWRENCE. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3411 
granting a pension to George Lawrence; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CATHARINE L. EDMONDSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3412) panan a pen- 
sion to Catharine L. Edmondson ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
JOSEPH GRAHAM. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3413) granting a 
pension to Joseph Graham; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT THOMPSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3414) for the relief 
of Robert Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY D. PATTON. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3415) for the re- 
lief of Henry D. Patton, late captain and assistant quartermaster of 
the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAMUEL D. NELSON. 


Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3416) for the relief of Sam- 
uel D. Nelson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT ERWIN, ETC. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 117) for the relief of assignee in bankruptcy of Robert Erwin and 
Edwin & Hendee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES VESSELS OFFICERED BY ALIENS, 

Mr. ROBERTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3417) for the relief of 
vessels of the United States officered by aliens; which wasread a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DR. SAMUEL A. MUDD. 

Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3418) for the relief of 
Dr. Samuel A. Mudd, of Maryland; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordéred to be printed. 

GEORGE THOMAS. 


Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3419) for the relief of 
George Thomas, of Frederick County, Maryland; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK SMITH. 


Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3420) for the relief of 
Frederick Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON EYE, EAR AND THROAT HOSPITAL. 


Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill os R. No. 3421) to incorporate the 
Washington Eye, Ear and Throat Hospital; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed, 

CLAIM OF STATE OF VIRGINIA AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HUNTON also presented a joint resolution from the General 
Assembly of the State of hee vind instructing Senators and request- 
ing Representatives to urge the payment of the claim of the State of 

irginia for money advanced by said State to the United States; 
which was ref to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


8 REMONETIZATION OF SILVER, 


Mr. HUNTON also presented a joint resolution from the General 
Assembly of the State of Virginia, instructing Senators and request- 
ing pa ee eg hay to vote for the remonetization of silver; which 
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

JOHN T. RUSTIC. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3422) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of John T. Rustic, of Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3423) to amend section 
572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to provide for 
holding terms of the district court at Charlotte, North Carolina, and 
to require the district judges of the eastern and western districts to 
hold the courts in said districts alternately; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN POLICE FORCE. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3424) to provide for 
the organization, equipment, 8 and maintaining an Indian 

lice force; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3425) for the pay- 
ment of costs incurred in cases removed from the State courts to the 
United States courts under section 643 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIS JARMAN. 


Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3426) for the relief of 
Willis Jarman, of North Carolina ; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 


Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3427) to amend the act 
of June 8, 1872, relative to the money-order system of the Post-Office 
Department; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

E WILLIE P. MANGUM. 

Mr. WADDELL also introduced a joint resolution (H.R. No.118) au- 
thorizing Willie P. Mangum, United States consul at Nagasaki, Japan, 
to accept and wear a badge tendered him by the King of Portugal; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
` PORT ROYAL, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. ATKEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3428) authorizing the estab- 
lishment’ of a naval station and depot at Port Royal, South Carolina, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT ERWIN. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3429) to amend an act 
entitled “An act for the relief of Robert Erwin;” which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CURRENCY. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3430) to authorize the 
issue of United States notes and to provide for the redemption of cer- 
tain United States bonds, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK AND MAZATLAN RAILROAD AND IMMIGRATION COMPANY. 


Mr.SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No.3431) granting a char- 
ter to the New York and Mazatlan Air-Line Railroad and Immigration 
Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

BRYANT DICKSON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3432) 
granting a pension to Bryant Dickson, of Geneva County, Alabam 
a soldier in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIEUTENANT A. M. COOK. 
Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3433) to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Lieutenant A. M. Cook, of Crenshaw County, 
a soldier in the war with Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3434) releasing title 
to a certain ceme lot in the city of Montgomery, Alabama; which 
was read a first second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, VICKSBURGH, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3435) to construct a 
road to the national cemetery at Vicksburgh, Mississippi; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CIRCUIT COURT IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request of Mr. ACKLEN) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3436) to authorize a special term of the circuit court of the United 
States for the district of Louisiana to be held at Lake Charles, Cal- 
casieu Parish, Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. DOUGLAS. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3437) for the relief 
of John C. Douglas, of Allen County, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

R. G. PETERSON. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3438) granting a pension 
to R. G. Peterson, late a private in Company B, One hundred and 
twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN BLEW. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3439) Satan Sy 77 750 
sion to Nathan Blew, late a private in Company A, Fifteenth Ohio 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
has been handed to me with the request that I introduce it for refer- 
ence to the proper committee. 

Mr. SOUTHARD (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 119) submitting a proposed amendment to the Constitution to be 
designated article 16; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Revision of the Laws relating to the 
Electoral Count, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE FRITZ. 

Mr. McoMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3440) granting a pen- 
sion to George Fritz, First United States Dragoons; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MARTIN. 
Mr. McMAHON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3441) for the relief 
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of James Martin, Company D, Twenty-seventh Michigan Volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF J. W. CALDWELL. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3442) to restore the names of 
the widow and children of Judson W. Caldwell to the pension-roll ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA J. FOUT. 

Mr. NEAL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3443) for the relief of 
Eliza J. Fout, widow of Jeremiah Keeton, late of Company D, Second 
Virginia Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF PUBLIC PROPERTY. 


Mr. JONES, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. ae for the pro- 
tection of public property in the Capitol and other public buildings 
and grounds, and for other purpose; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOMERVILL & DAVIS. 

Mr. BANNING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3445) for 
the relief of Somervill & Davis, of Galveston, Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OGOSTINO MONTEGRIFO. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3446) granting a 
pension to Ogostino Montegrifo, late a private of Company C, Thirty- 
ninth Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SILVER DOLLAR, ETC. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3447) to authorize the free 
coinage of the standard silver dollar and the issual of certificates to 
the depositors of silver bullion at the mints of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. KNOTT also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of 
the State of Kentucky, in relation to the repeal of the bankrupt law ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SARAH LANDERS AND ANNIE RODESTER. 


Mr, CALDWELL, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3448) 
to ae upon the pension-roll the names of Sarah Landers and Annie 
Rodester, of Warren County, Kentucky ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dored to be printed. 

JAMES BOREN. 


Mr.CALDWELL, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3449) 
for the relief of James Boren, of Simpson County, Kentucky ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. B. CAMP, 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3450) for the relief of W. B. Camp, of Edmonson County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

! TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, also presented a joint resolution of 
the General Assembly of the State of Kentucky, urging a reduction 
of the tax on tobacco ; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. McKENZIE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Kentucky, in relation to the re 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution be 
printed in full in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask consent for that purpose im- 
mediately after the morning hour. 


PETER W. CLINE. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3451) for the relief of 
Peter W. Cline, of Floyd County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

: PENSION CLAIMS, 


Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3452) to amend sec- | 8° 


tion 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WILBURN LONG. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3453) for the relief 
of Wilburn Long, of Magoffin County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


of the tax on tobacco; | Can 


W. B. MOSLEY. 


Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3454) for the relief 
of W. B. Mosley, of Irvin, in the State of Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGABLE STREAMS IN KENTUCKY. 

Mr. TURNER also presented resolutions of the Kentucky Legisla- 
ture, requesting appropriation for the improvement of the navigable 
streams of that State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS OF KENTUCKY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
Kentucky, asking appropriation for improvement of the navigable 
rivers of that State; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

THOMAS D. WRIGHT. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3455) for the relief of 
Thomas D. Wright, of Milton, Kentucky, for the destruction of his 
Property by the Federal oe in the year 1862; which was read a 
first and second time, refe to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOUISVILLE GERMAN NATIONAL BANK, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3456) for 
the relief of the German National Bank of Louisville, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANDEIS & CRAWFORD. . 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3457) 
for the relief of Brandeis & Crawford, of Louisville, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH A. MOORE AND JOSEPH SERB. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3458) 
for the relief of Joseph A. Moore and Joseph Serb, of Jefferson County, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr. BOONE presented a joint resolution (H. R. No. 120) in relation 
to the appointment of a board of engineers to report upon and recom- 
mend such improvements on bridges across the Tennessee River, so 
as to prevent obstructions to navigation, &c.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF POSTAL REVENUES. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3459) to enable 
the Postmaster-General further to protect the revenues of his Depart- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3460) to 
amend the act amending the charter of the Freedman’s Savings and 
Trust Company so as to reduce the number of commissioners, &c.; 
which was sc a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

; BRANDY FROM CANTALEUPES. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3461) to place 
the manufacture of brandy from cantaleu under the same rules 
and restrictions as the manufacture of brandy from apples and 
pono &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

mmittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
LIFE-SAVING COAST GUARD. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3462) to or- 
ize a life-saving coast rd. 

Mr. WHITTHO . I move that bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move toamend by sending it to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and I beg to give my reasons for it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain unlimited debate 
during the morning hour on Monday. 

Mr. COX, of New York. A bill of similar nature is now before the 
Committee 6n Commerce, and is being investigated. It belongs to 
that committee; and if I had time I could show conclusively that the 
object of the life-saving service is ruined by the adoption of a measure 
of this kind. If the House will permit me further, I will say 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will hear the 
ntleman’s reasons in brief as to reference. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is animportant measure, and if I were 
ing a thorough examination in 
d not make this motion at this 


not concerned to know this is unde 
the Committee on Commerce I wo 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire the attention of the House to this matter for 
afew moments. This life-saving service belongs to the revenue ma- 
tine. It belongs in the Department. It is as much a part 
of commerce and the commercial department of the Government as 
the light-house and customs service. A bill like this was reported to 
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the Senate the otherday. It came from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and the Committee on Naval Affairs, as I understand, had ey 
three present at the meeting when it was a to be 

think only two of the committee were in favor of this bill. But no 
matter for that. If it be a good bill it will have its consideration in 
another body. - 

The bill proposes to take away this life-saving service from those 
who have successfully administered it for years and turn it over to 
the Navy Department. It is intended, I suppose, to give a lot of su- 
pernumerary Navy officers a chance to earn their wages, for ont of 
eight hundred naval officers there are no more than about two hun- 
dred in service on the deep seas. There is a way of disposing of such 
superfluities without endangering a valuable system, which, as I could 
show, has not such a legitimate connection with the Navy as it has 
with the revenue-marine service. 

I could show you, if I had time, that this Dill is not economical; 
that this coast service is intimately connected with commerce an 

with the coast trade and custom duties. It does not belong to the 
Navy Department, any more than the sailor can be a surf-man. A 
nautical man is not necessarily an expert with our coast, currents, 
and other peculiarities of the service. Every reason for the efficiency 
of this service leads to the conclusion that bills of this nature should 
be considered by the Committee on Commerce. That committee is 
collecting all the data on that subject, with a view to perfecting leg- 
islation. It has a bill before it, with sundry amendments, which in- 
volves the whole subject of life-saving. They are investigating by 
order of this House the circumstances connected with the loss of the 
steamer Metropolis. The information thus obtained will aid the 
committee in reporting the bill which I had the honor to introduce 
and which was sent to them from the House. That bill will cure all 
the defects of the present service. Had that bill been here- 
tofore, as was frequently suggested by the chief of the service, our 
service would have been in many ways more efficient. It would, for 
instance, have commenced in September, and there would probably 
have been no loss of the Huron or of the Metropolis. That bill now 
before the Committee on Commerce proposes to double the stations 
on the North Carolina and the adjacent coast. All the losses there 
have occurred at points where the li ving service could not reach 
in time vessels in distress. 

This service has been connected with the revenue marine since its 
establishment, since I offered an amendment here in 1871 and got 
$10,000 for the Jersey coast, as an e i t for the patrol of t 
coast; and even under this very insufficient appro riation there have 
been lost up to last year but eighty lives, and there have been saved b 
this service rig Sua hundred lives and seven million dollars’ wo 
of property. e credit for this belongs to the revenue marine; and I 
do not think it is right or fair for the Navy Department to step in at 
this late day and attempt to take ion of a service which has 
‘won so many honors by the pore of its surf-men and the vigilance 
of its officers. Whatever of error or lack of efficiency this service 
has shown may be rectified by the examination and bill which I trast 
the Committee on Commerce will soon report. 

Mr. FORT. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I may be out of order. I wished the 
House to understand why this bill should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know that the gentleman is 
out of order. Under practice, brief statements have been heretofore 
allowed in such cases. : 

Mr. FORT. Is debate in order during the morning hour of Monday 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for the House to control the ref- 
erence of a bill, and a motion to refer or commit a bill is debatable 
under rule. The Chair must restrict any such discussion, and to have 
it directly to the point, the practice heretofore having been to allow 
a brief statement. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I trust the House will allow me in a single 
word to show why the bill should be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr, COX, of New York. All I have said pertained directly to the 
question of reference. I endeavored to show that this is properly a 
commercial and not a naval matter. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow himself to be interrupted? I desire to ask him a question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I shall be glad to hear the gentleman’s 
question. 4 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire to know froth the gentle- 
man from New York how long this life-saving service has existed and 
whether it has ever been under the = the Navy Department. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It never has been under the charge of the 
Navy Department. At one time the Department was tendered the 
revenue-marine service; but the naval officers, the gentlemen of 
“bine blood,” would not go under the ; oh, no! they would 
not collect customs; they were too proud for such ignoble avocations! 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask the gentleman one 
other question. Does this service exist upon the lakes; and, if so, 
what number of vessels has the Navy on the lakes? 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Navy has but one vessel, I think, on 
the lakes, and this bill, as I could show had I time, would destroy the 
life-saving service there. 

The SP. The Chair directs Rule 130-to be read. If the 


d | all bills so introduced 


Chair was confined to that rule the p of order of the gentleman 
from Illinois would be well taken. Bat the practice has been where 
a controversy arose as to the reference of a bill to allow a brief state- 
ment of the reasons for reference to one committee rather than 
another, but not debate. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, if debate were allowed, the morning hour 
might be used up at any time on a motion to change the reference of 
the first bill introduced. 

The SPEAKER. That is not usually the object of those who have 
exercised the right to speak on a question of reference. The Chair 
thinks the statement should be as brief as possible and strictly con- 
fined to the point whether the bill shall go to the one committee or 
to the other. The Clerk will read the portion of Rule 130 relating to 
this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

And the Speaker shall first call the States and Territories for bills on leave; and 

the first hour after the Journal is read shall be re- 
ferred without debate to appropriate committees. 

The SPEAKER. Under -the rule the point of order of the gentle- 
man from Illinois is well taken, except in manner as allowed. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I think it unfair that after the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] has been heard in favor of the reason 
why this bill should be sent to the Committee on Commerce I should 
not be allowed to show the reason why it should be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks in view of 
the remarks made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that 
he be allowed a few moments to address the House against the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The reason why I desire that the bill should 
be sent to the Committee on Naval irs is in part for the very 
reason stated by the gentleman from New York. I am aware that 
the Committee on Commerce is considering a kindred measure, but I 
think it in the interest of public ecomomy that the matter should be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HUBBELL. As a reason why I think this measure should be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce I will state that we are now 
considering the whole subject. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire, inasmuch as this is a pending theme, 
because measures of a similar character are before both the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and the Committee on Naval Affairs—it is impor 
tant that the Committee on Commerce shall present its views at the 
time when the Committee on Naval Affairs reports the bill; and in 
that view it would be in the interest of the public service and public 
credit. This disaster that occurred to the Huron was caused by the 
„ as itis sometimes called which is prevalent 

re. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does not the gentleman know that the 
anon ya lost by reason of bad seamanship on the part of naval 
officers 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I do not know it, nor do I believe it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that he has indulged this debate 
as long as expedient or admissible ; he will now put the question on 
the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

The question was taken ; and the motion was agreed to. 

CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 


Mr. RIDDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3463) for the relief of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian church at Granville, Jackson County, Ten- 
nessee ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM W. KIRBY. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3464) for the relief of 
William W. Kirby, late lieutenant of Company B, Sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HEIRS OF W. M. LANDRETH. 

Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3465) for the relief 
of the heirs of William M. Landreth ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY A. KELLY. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3466) for the relief of 
Henry A. Kelly, lieutenant Tenth and Eighth Regiments Tennessee 
Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. ANMOUTH, EXECUTOR. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3467) for the relief of 
1 J. eee of 2 of James M. . S ) 
of Memp ennessee, for rent and occupation of buildi uring 
the late war; which was read a first and second time, pie po to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF E. H, CHILDRESS. 


Mr. HOUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3468) for the relief of the 


* 
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estate of E. H. Childress, 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JOHN W. STEVERS. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3469) restoring the name 
of John W. Stevers, a soldier of the Mexican war, to the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH PORTER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3470) for the relief 
of Sarah Porter, of Dearborn County, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IRA FOSTER. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3471) ting a 
pension to Ira Foster, a private in the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, aud ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM N. CLIFT. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3472) grant- 
ing a pension to William N. Clift; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3473) to gradually retire the 
circulating notes of national-banking associations and to replace the 
same with United States Treasury notes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSIT OF SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. SPARKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3474) to authorize the 
deposit of silver bullion in the Treasury and the issue of certificates 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HEBERER. 
Mr. HARTZELL introduced a bill gr R. No. 3475) for the relief 
of John Heberer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. WYATT. 


Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3476) granting a 

nsion to William T. Wyatt, late private company E, Forty-eighth 

giment Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS OF SURGEONS. 

Mr. HENDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3477) to 
equalize pensions of surgeons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
W. L. PEDDICORD, 


Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3478) for the relief of 
William L. Peddicord, of ag e which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3479) to authorize the free 
coinage of a dollar of 412} grains of standard silver, and for other 

urposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

cu pi on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 
BULLION CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3480) to utilize the 
product of . and silver mines, an oponas for issuing certifi- 
cates on gold and silver bullion deposited, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The bill certainly should go to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to say upon that question 

The SPEAKER. The rule really does not allow debate during the 
morning hour of Monday; but the practice heretofore has been to 
admit brief statements only upon the question of reference. 

Mr. BLAND. The first bill 1 introduced this morning, for the free 
coinage of the standard silver dollar, I asked to have referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. The bill now under 
consideration, providing for certificates to be given for gold and silver 
bullion deposited, which certificates would become practically a por- 
tion of the circulating medium of the country, I thought should go 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Personally, I have no 
choice in the matter. This bill is substantially the same bill which 
I reported in the Forty-fourth Congress from the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 


deceased; which was read a first and sec-| The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. STEPHENS, of Geor- 
e 


gia; and upon a division, there were—ayes 96, noes 55. 
So the bill was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. VIRGINIA ARTHUR. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3481) for the relief of 
Mrs. Virginia Arthur, widow of John L. Arthur; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS PLANT. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3482) for the relief 
of Thomas Plant, of Booneville, Cooper County, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, refe to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISRAEL DODGE. 

Mr. HATCHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3483) for the relief of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Israel Dodge deceased; which* 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK P. SHERRY. 

Mr. HATCHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3484) for the relief 
of Frederick P. Sherry, of Wayne County, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3485) for the 
removal of obstructions from the Mississippi River and its navigable 


tributaries, and for other p ; which was read a first and second 
„ to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
p 5 


GEORGE A. MOORE. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3486) for the relief of 

George A. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSTON DIRECT NAVIGATION COMPANY. ' 

Mr. GIDDINGS (by request of Mr. MLLs,) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3487) for the relief of the Honston Direct Navigation Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON A. GREEN. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3488) for the relief 
of Wilson A. Green; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DONATIONS OF LAND TO THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3489) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to accept donations of land to the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ; 


a HENRY HALFIN, 
Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3490) for the 
relief of Henry Halfin ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to þe printed. 


SILVER-BULLION CERTIFICATES. 8 


Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3491) authorizing the 
deposit of silver bullion, the issue of certificates therefor, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
esr i on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3492) to authorize the free 
coinage of a silver dollar and to make the same a legal tender; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3493) in relation 
to docketing of judgments recovered in the courts of the United States 
to make them a lien on real estate; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

E. E. RICE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3494) for the relief of E. E. Rice; which was read a first and second 
we eres to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

. PROCEEDINGS IN TERRITORIAL COURTS. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3495) pro- 
viding that proceedings of courts in the Territories of the United 
States shall be conducted in the English language; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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LAND TITLES IN IOWA. 

Mr. OLIVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3496) to quiet the titles 
to lands in the State of Iowa, and for other p ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

NATIONAL BANKS, FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3497) to authorize 
the consolidation of the Merchants’ National Bank and the First Na- 
tional Bank of Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NANCY J. STEVENS. ` 

Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3498) for the relief 
of Nancy J. Stevens ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. RIPLEY. 
+ Mr. OLIVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3499) for the relief 
of Mary A. Ripley; which was read a first and second time, 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HELENA FECHTELS. 

Mr. LYNDE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3500) granting a pension to 
Helena Fechtels; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BERTIER. 

Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3501) for the relief of John 
Bertier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HEALY. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3502) granting a pension 
to William Healy ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON SOSCAL RANCHE, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. LUTTRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3503) to indemnify 
pre-emption settlers on the Soscal Ranche, in the State of California ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTIN OLVARA. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3504) for the relief of Au- 

stin Olvara; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

e Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN RESERVATION, SOUTHERN CALIFURNIA. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3505) to provide a res- 
ervation for the Mission Indians of Southern California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A. O. THOMS. 

Mr. WIGGINTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3506) for the relief 
of A. O. Thoms; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the 3 on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISSUE OF TREASURY DRAFTS. 

Mr. WIGGINTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3507) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue drafts in certain cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW SAN DIEGO RESERVATION, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. WIGGINTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3508) to author- 
ize the lease of a portion of the military reservation of New San Diego 
in the State of California ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES H. GORGIUS. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3509) to remove the 
charge of desertion „ ee i H. Gorgius, late of Company 
Hatch's Independent ion Minnesota Cavalry; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF TREE-CULTURE ACT. 

Mr. DUNNELL also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, asking for amendment to the tree-culture act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


MILITARY ROAD FROM DULUTH TO PIGEON RIVER. 


Mr. STDWART introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3510) for a t of 
lands to the State of Minnesota to aid in the construction of a mili- 
tary road from Duluth, Saint Louis County, to Pigeon River, Cook 
County; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. $ 


FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R, No. 3511) to provide for the 


survey, appraisement, and sale of a portion of the military reserva- 
tion at Fort eee ; which was read a first and second time, 


e e Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
p n 
CONVEYANCES BY GUARDIANS IN STATE OF KANSAS, 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3512) to confirm cer- 
tain conveyances executed by guardians appointed by the courts of 
the Territory and State of Kansas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CREEK INDIANS WHO SERVED IN UNION ARMY. i 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3513) providing 
for the payment of awards made to Creek Indians who enlisted in 
the Federal Army, loyal refugees, and freedmen; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT BOWEN. 
Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3514) for the relief ot 
Lieutenant Bowen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, AT DECATUR, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. WELCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3515) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Decatur, Ne- 
braska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN AGENCIES ARIZONA. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3516) making 
an n for the payment of certain vouchers, now on file in 
the Interior De ent, for supplies delivered for the use and sup- 
port of the different Indian agencies in the Territory of Arizona in 
the year 1874 and prior years; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 


MESSRS. TULLY, OCHOA & CO. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3517) 
for the relief of Messrs. Tully, Ochoa & Co; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEVERETT H. TOWN. . s 

The SPEAKER. The call has now been completed and those not 
present when their States were called will now be recognized to pre- 
sent bills and resolutions for reference. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3518) granting a 
pension to Leverett H. Town; which was read a first and second time, 
refed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN A. BRIMMER, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3519) granting a pen- 
sion to John A. Brimmer, late corporal of Company L, Second Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
Tonea to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FOSTER W. VALENTINE. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3520) 
granting a pension to Foster W. Valentine; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL MORATERTY. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3521) granting a pension to Michael Moraierty; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 5 


AID TO AMERICAN SHIPPING. 
Mr. PEDDIE presented concurrent resolutions of the senate and 
general assembly of New Jersey, in favor of granting aid to American 
shipping ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. * 


IMPROVEMENT OF SALEM RIVER, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. SINNICKSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3522) to widen, 
deepen, and clean out the channel of Salem River, Salem County, 
New Jersey, between Sharptown and the Delaware Canal; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES, 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3523) to revive 
the law and extend the time for filing claims for horses and equip- 
ments lost by officers and enlisted men in the service of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3524) to 
increase pensions in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed, 4 

MARY A. PRATHER. 
Mr. SEXTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3525) granting a pension 
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to Mary A. Prather; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3526) to authorize the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company to extend its railroad and tele- 
graph line easterly from its present eastern terminus in Arizona to a 
point on the Rio Grande at or near El Paso, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON 8. MURPHY. 

Mr. HUMPHREY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3527 
for the relief of Newton 8. Murphy ; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM T. LEAGUE. 

Mr. BRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3528) for the relief of 
William T. League, of Franklin County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DWYER. 

Mr. EWING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3529) for the relief of 
John Dwyer, of the city of Washington, District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. MAXWELL, 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3530) 
ting a pension to William E. Maxwell, late private Company G 
Ninety- th Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, RARITAN BAY, NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3531) to erect a light-house 
on the shoals known as “Great Beds,” Raritan Bay, New Jersey; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PARIS EXPOSITION, k 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 121) in relation to the international industrial exposition to be 
held in Parisin 1878, and to provide for the appointment of two 
additional honorary commissioners from each of the Territories of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NEHEMIAH OSBURN. 

Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3532) authorizing Nehemiah 
Osburn to sue in Court of Claims for balance alleged to be due 
for building Baltimore court-house ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. . 
REDUCTION OF PAY OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3533) to reduce the 
pay of officers of the Navy, and to reduce the number of officers in 
the line and staff thereof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. SNOWDEN & SON. 

Mr. TURNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3534) referring the claim 
of J. Snowden & Son to the Court of Claims; which was read a 
first and second e to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be prin 

JAMES L. CALHOUN. 

Mr. LIGON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3535) for the relief of James 
L. Calhoun, of Alabama; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. HIGHTOWER, y 

Mr. LIGON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3536) for the relief of 
James W. Hightower ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COURTS IN UTAH. 


Mr. McGOWAN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3537) to amend section 
2 of an act entitled“ An act in relation to courts and judicial officers 
in the 1 of Utah;” which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MULLEN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3538) for 
the relief of Henry Mullen, as first lieutenant of Company A, One 
hundred and ninety-first ent of Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

M. D. TITSWORTH. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3539) for the relief of M. 

D. Titsworth, postmaster at Adams Center, New York; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that 
that committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles ; when the Speaker signed the same : 

A bill (H. R. No. 789) to appropriate money for the purchase of a 
law-library for the Territory of Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1093) to authorize the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar and to restore its legal-tender character ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1201) making an appropriation for the purchase 
of a law-library for the use of the courts and the United States offi- 
cers in the Territory of Wyoming. 

MUSKINGUM HARBOR OF REFUGE. 


Mr. VAN VORHES introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 122) 
roviding for a harbor of refuge at the mouth of the Muskingum 
iver, in the State of Ohio; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
SOLDIERS OF COMPANY E, FIRST REGIMENT ILLINOIS VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. SPARKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3540) for the relief of 
soldiers of Company E, First Regiment Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I ask unanimous consent to have read a resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Kentucky in relation to the 
tax on tobacco. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 


h Kentucky 
Senators in Congress be instructed, and our tatives requested, to use their 
intinence to have the law tobacco, in all its 5 or so modified 
eee cco from the heavy bı of tax imposed by the 
present law. 


2. That they use their influence to re the law prohibiting the planter and 
farmer from selling leaf-tobacco, at re directly to consumers or other persons 
per chee have paid a special tax as exporters, leaf-tobacco dealers, or manu- 

urers. 

3. That the governor cause to be forwarded to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress a copy of these resolutions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that there are several gen- 
tlemen who have bills which they desire to present to the House for 
the purpose of having them printed and recommitted. There are 
other gentlemen who desire to ask unanimous consent of the House 
as to the printing of testimony. If there is no objection the Chair 
will receive such applications at this time. 

No objection was made. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Education and 
Labor, reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 123) relative to Chinese 
immigration; which was read a first and second time, recommitted to 
the committee and ordered to be printed, not to be brought back on 
a motion to reconsider. f 3 

WITNESSES BEFORE COMMITTEE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HUNTON, I offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colambia and the several sub- 
committees thereof be authorized to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. CONGER. I must object to that resolution in its full force. I 
object to the subcommittees being allowed to send for persons and 
papers. 

Mr. HUNTON. I would be glad to hear the objection of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan; I could not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] does 
not object to grant this power to the full committee; but only to the 
subcommi 

Mr. HUNTON. Then let the subcommittees be stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwas abont to ask if there was any particular case 
before the committee that required this privilege. 

Mr. HUNTON. The reason of the resolution, which I was requested 
t introduce by the committee, is that there is to be an investigation 
as to whether the District commissioners, or District attorney or at- 
torney-general have executed a law of Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest to the gentleman to specify the subject- 
matter of the investigation in the resolution; that is the common 
understanding in these matters. 

Mr. H N. I am not authorized to do that. I am instructed 
by the committee to ask leave to send for persons and papers when- 
ever that committee find it necessary. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object to the general request unless the 
gentleman specifies the object for which the power is asked. 

Mr. HUNTON. Can I now move to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it would hardly be in order 
for him to ize the gentleman for that purpose, as there are 
others who have precedence. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I shall do it later in the day. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BANNING, by unanimous censent, from the Committee on 
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Military Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2865) to reorganize 
the Army of the United States, to consolidate certain of its staff de- 
partments, to reduce the cost of its support, and for other purposes, 


with sundry amendments, and moved that it be recommitted to the 
committee and ordered to be printed, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, by unanimous consent, offered the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws regulating the count- 
ing of the electoral votes for President and Vice-President be authorized to have 
printed for use of the committee and the corresponding committee of the Senate, 
any bill, report, or resolution under consideration before said committee. 

Mr. SOUTHARD moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU TO WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SCALES. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report back House bills Nos. 295, 655, and 959, to transfer the Office 
of Indian Affairs from the Interior to the War Department, with a 
substitute for the same, and a report in writing thereon. 

Mr. VAN VORHES. I ask consent to submit in writing the views 
of the minority 1 pa that same subject. 

Mr. SCALES. I ask that both reports be printed, and that the bill 
be made a special order for Wednesday, the 6th day of March, after 
the morning hour, and from day to m until disposed of. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. CLYMER. Not to interfere with reports from the Committee on 


Appropriations. 

Ar. CONGER. I object to the bill being made the special order. I 
understood that the request was to have the report printed and re- 
committed, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. 8C No; that is not the request. The report is from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and we ask that it be printed and that 
the bill be made a ial order for a certain day. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not object tothe printing ; I object toits being 
made a special order. 

Mr. SCALES. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam opposed to the bill, and of course take advant- 
age of all parliamentary rules which will enable me to stave it off. 

SCALES. The Committee on Appropriations cannot proceed 
with the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill until this bill 
has been acted upon. 

Mr. CONGER. I have seen no indication that that committee will 
be prepared to act upon that bill for some time to come. 

Mr. BCALES. Is it in order for me to move to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not be willing to recognize the 
gentleman for that p now. 

Mr. SCALES. Then I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the hh ge and that the accompanying reports be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. Without specifying any time for its consideration! 

The SPEAKER. To take its p on the public Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. Not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. That will be understood. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3541) was accordingly read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole, and, with the accom- 
panying reports, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GONGER. I desire to reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that they have all been 
reserved by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. CONGER. That was my impression; but I was informed that 
they had not been reserved on that bill, but on some other bill. 

. CLYMER. I think it was another bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the journal clerk to journ- 

alize that all points of order have been reserved. 


FREEDMAN’S BANK. 


Mr. MULLER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
preamble and resolutions ; which were read, considered, and adopted 
Whereas it has been that improper use was being made of the funds of 
the Freedman’s Savings- in the city of Washington; and whereas great suf- 
fering and distress prevail among the poor persons who were deluded into deposit- 
in; eir moneys in that institution, 3 
Wereg B re to report te thie ieee he early a0 pouslble why the tune akeedy 
| Te se w y 
paan dierky in their Fands have not been distributed. 7 
Resolved also, That the said commissioners be, and are hereby, requested to trans- 
mit to this House an itemized ee of their accounts from January 1, 1875, to 


their place of residence, 
the securities held for their payment. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. GUNTER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, by 
unanimous consent, submitted a report upon the bill (H. R. No. 1312) 
for the relief of certain citizens of the United States, relative to a pri- 
vate land claim; which was ordered to be printed and recommitted, 
not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 
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WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. STENGER, by unanimons consent, submitted a statement sup- 
ported by proofs and affidavits relative to Senate bill No. 732 to annul 
an act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Wyoming 
entitled “An act to provide for the organization of Crook and Pease 
Counties and to provide for holding court therein,” approved by the 
governor of said Territory on the 15th day of December, 1877: which 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

FLUSHING BAY, NEW YORK. 

Mr. COVERT. I ask unanimous consent to submit for reference 
to the Committee on Commerce the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to commnni- 
cate to this House as soon as practicable what improvements, if any, are demanded 
lui Bay, in the Siateof New York and de nete den bessa, Weser cite 
the peer De "cost of such improvements. 4 

Mr. CONGER. I think there will be no objection to the passage 
of that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House. 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 


PUBLIC LANDS—EDUCATION. 


Mr. GOODE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, reported 
back House bill No. 26, to apply the proceeds of public lands to the 
education of the people and for the encouragement and support of 
schools for the advancement of agricultural and the mechanic arts; 
House bill No. 101, applying the proceeds of the public lands to the 
support of free schools; and House bill No. 198, to apply the proceeds 
of the sales of public lands to the education of the ple, together 
with a substitute therefor, being a bill (H. R. No. 2541) to apply the 
proceeds of sales of public lands for the education of the people, &c.; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted to the Committee on Education and Labor, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


EAGLE AND PHŒNIX „MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent that House 
bill No. 891, for the relief of the Eagle & Phenix Manufacturing 
Company, of Columbus, Georgia, together with the Senate amend- 
ments thereto, be taken from the Speaker’s table. : 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The first amendment was to insert after the word “tax,” in line 6, 
the following: 

So of its capital is loyed in the busi: f banking and sai 
capital 8 as — eai ployed in ths E of. —— i 

The second amendment was to insert after the words “savings in- 
stitutions,” in line 9 of the bill, the following: 

Nor from any tax or penalty which may be hereafter incurred by issuing and 
circulating, or continuing in circulation, notes or bills or certificates of deposit, 
as currency, or as a substitute for notes, bills, or currency. : 

Mr. BURCHARD. Let the bill as it will stand if amended be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the — and Phenix Manufacturing Company of Co- 
lumbus, Geo: be, and is hereby, relieved from the payment of the taxes here- 
tof upon its capital stock as banking capital or capital employed in the 
business of ba pathol ae future similar ö 

is ed in the business of banking, and said ca; 
in the business of manufacturing: 7 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to exempt said company from 5 
— rom ace banks or savings 
institutions, nor from any tax or penalty which may be hereafter incurred by issu- 
circulation, notes or bills or cates of 


Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia. I move that the amendments of the Sen- 
ate be concurred in. i 

The motion was to. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia, moved to reeonsider the vote by which 
the amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, remarks were made in this House 
on the 20th instant which in my judgment demand some explanation 
from myself. I do not desire to take up time to-day, but I ask con- 
sent that I be heard to-morrow immediately after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will have 
consent to make his explanation at the time stated. 

There was no objection. 

LOSS OF SHIP METROPOLIS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Treasury be directed to transmit to this 
House the rt of Captain Merriman, of the Life-Saving Bureau, with reference 
to the loss of the ship Metropolis on the North Carolina coast. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
Mr. KNOTT. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for considera- 
tion at the present time the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the enrolling clerk, the resolution and eas nea clerk of this House 
be, and they are, allowed the privileges of the floor during the sessions of the 


The SPEAKER. This resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. KNOTT. I ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. It changes a rule of the House. 

Mr. KNOTT. I do not understand that there is objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair objects to changing a rule of the House 
without the consideration of the subject by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KNOTT. If the Chair objects, I move the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that all matters involving a 
change of the rules should go to the Committee on Rules. 

a TT. I cannot conceive that this is any change of the 
rule. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this is a change of Rule 134 
as the persons mentioned are not enumerated in that rule as entitled 
to the tloor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let Rule 134 be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3 
s priva: ’ 

of any State, — and Re 
the United States and of the © 


received the thanks of Con; 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have read also Rule 145, 
which relates to the disposition of propositions of this kind. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 


one day's notice being given of the motion therefor; nor shall any rule be sus- 
pended, except by a vote of at least two-thirds of the members present; nor shall 


the order of business, as established by the rules, be postponed or chan except 

by a vote of at least two-thirds of the members present ; nor shall the er en- 

tertain a motion to suspend the rules, except during the last six mnt peor 
e journal 


and on Monday of every week at the expiration of one bour after 
read, unless the call of States and Territories for bills on leave and resolutions has 
been earlier concluded, when the Speaker may entertain a motion to suspend the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has felt it incumbent upon him to ob- 
ject to immediate action upon this resolution in view of the fact that 
the House has recently taken a decided vote upon the question of 
admissions to the floor, This resolution proposes to change in some 
respects the rule which the House has a atively declured should 
be rigidly enforced. This is the reason the Chair thought the prop- 
osition, as it involves a change of a rule, should go to the Committee 
on Rules. Of course whatever action may be taken upon the subject, 
the , will now be with the House. 

Mr. KNOTT, It is with very great diffidence that I feel myself com- 
pelled to differ in opinion from the Chair; but in my judgment this 
resolution does not involve any change of a rule, but simp Ae ere, 
to construe a rule. The rule excluding all except certain designated 
persons from the privilege of the floor ought to have, like every other 
rule, arational construction; and certainly the House, by the adoption 
of that rule, never intended to exclude from this floor officers neces- 
sary for the convenient transaction of its business. The rigid con- 


struction put upon this rule by the S er would in my judgment 
exclude from the floor the reporters of our debates and a number of 
of the Senate who comes 


other gape ayn, exclude the Secretary 
in here to bring communications from that branch of the legislative 
department. It is an old and familiar rale that every law or statute 
should receive a reasonable construction. As Grotius said, the statute 


which made it a felony to let blood in the street was never held to 1 


apply to a surgeon who opened the vein of an unfortunate man who 
had fallen down in a fit. So I think the rules of the House should 
not be construed so as to exclude from the floor the officers whose 
presence here is necessary to facilitate the transaction of our business, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is . construe the rule in 
any other manner than literally; and he not entirely coincide 
with the gentleman from Kentueky in the remark that it is neces- 
sary to the administration of the business of the House that the gen- 
tlemen named in the resolution should be admitted to the floor. The 
Chair has objected to the immediate adoption of the resolution, be- 
cause this is the first occasion when the action of the House has been 
sought to vary the rule touching the privileges of the floor. If the 
— chooses to construe the rule differently, the Chair has no earthly 
objection. 

r. GARFIELD. What is the construction asked ! 

The SPEAKER. To allow upon the floor during the sessions of the 
House the persons named in the resolution of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, which will be again read. 


VII——83 


The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This proposition ought to go to the Committee 
on Rules. I do not know, however, but that, if we follow the very 
letter of the rule, the reporters of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD or the 
Journal Clerk, who sit at the desk to take the minutes of our pro- 
ceedings, would be denied the right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. As to the officers just named by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] the discharge of their duties is on this 
floor and necessarily requires their presencehere. But the case is dif- 
ferent with the enrolling clerk and the petition clerk, Their daty is 
in rooms outside and around the Hall of the House. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD. Of course the cases are different; but the rule in 
terms would exclude equally both çlasses of officers. 

Mr. KNOTT. I have no objection whatever to the consideration 
of this subject by the Committee on Rules; in fact 1 would like to 
have the resolution receive that reference. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules, 

ROBERT R. DICKEY. 

Mr. McMAHON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3543) to permit Robert R. Dickey to locate and enter land-war- 
rant or certificate 41672 under the act of March 3, 1855; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : 
Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of this House be, and is hereby, directed 
to investigate as to the condition of the Government interests and security for ad - 
vances made to the Kansas fie Railway Company, now in process of foreclos- 
ure as to any fraud or wrong-doing on the part of officers or directors of said 
company. 
NATIONAL MUSEUM. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted a written report to accompany a bill (H. R. No.— .) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a buildin g suitable for a National Museum ; 
which was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 


PROFESSOR HAYDEN'S REPORT FOR 1877. 
Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
the following concurrent resolution, with a substitute. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed 10,000 copies of fessor Hayden's annual report on the geological and 
geographical surveys of the Territories for 1877; 7,500 copies of which shall be for 
the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 
500 copies for the use of the officers of the Army. 


The substitute was read as follows: 
„) That there be 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate 
printed 1480 copies of Be abe Hayden's annual report on the logical and 
which shall be for the use 


Seograpbicel survey of the Territories for 1877: aoe 
of the House of ei, humps Ko, copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the Department of the Interior, and 1,000 copies for the use of the 
officers of the survey. 


The substitute was adopted, and the resolution, as amended, was 


agreed to. j 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


POLARIS EXPEDITION. 


Mr. SINGLETON also, from the same committee, reported back 
the following concurrent resolution of the Senate, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved the Senate of the United States, (the House of Representatives, con- 

ing.) That the . of the North Polar eee the United States 
shi rinted, and that 2 250 additional copies be printed, of which 100 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,200 copies shall for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 250 copies for the use of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
ution was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, 7 775 back, as a substitute for House bills No. 1300 and No. 
3190, a bill (H. R. No. 3544) to forfeit certain public lands granted to 
aid in the construction of certain railroad and telegraph lines; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CAUSES OF PRESENT PECUNIARY DEPRESSION. 

Mr. TURNER. I ask unanimous consent to submit the following 
resolutions, f 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, it first and h honld be the patriotic effort 
of the 8 —.— 88 rations into and on sach meas- 
irea re eed kee Foe PONPES om POA neous PORIE Powe 
sure which naw afflicts it. J 
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Second. Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be anthor- 
ized and directed to appoint a select committee, to consist of thirteen members, 
the duty of which — toquira into and 
in uniary pressu what measures, 
the publio fat should be taken to relieve the country and restore its prosperity. 

committee shall be composed of members taken from the following — 
tees: Ways and Means, two; Banking and Currency, two; Appropriations, one ; 
Commerce, two; Judiciary, one; Railways and Canals, one; Pa! lic Buildings and 
Grounds, one ; Mississippi Levees, one, and two from the House of Representa- 


That said committee shall have power to hear evidence, report 

I. or otherwise and shall Hyg eb to employ a clerk, to be 
miscellaneous contingent fund of House on vouchers approved 

een eg and said committee is instracted to report at the earliest prac- 
tleable y. 


upon the causes of the exist- 
t with the Constitution and 


Mr. TURNER. I move the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. CONGER. That committee has the power to report at any time, 
and I object to referring the resolution to that or any other committee 
which has such power. 

Mr. BURCH . Will the commitment of the resolution to that 
committee waive any point of order which may be made when the 
resolution is re back ? 

The SP R. Not when it comes back. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It would be subject then to the point of order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the reference. 

The SPEAKER, That is equivalent to objecting to the introduc- 
tion of the reselution. 

Mr. SAYLER. I Phot ee the objection of the gentleman from 
Michigan to the introduction of the resolution comes entirely too 
late. The resolution had been introduced by unanimous consent and 
the question pending was on its reference to the Committee on Rules. 
The gentleman from Michigan undoubtedly can test the sense of the 
House as to its reference, but after the resolution is in by unanimous 
consent he cannot go back and object to its introduction. 

Mr. CONGER. I reserved all point of order and I had that right, 
or else I would have to object before the resolution was read. 

Mr. SAYLER. Objection must be made after the reading of the 
resolution to its introduction, and not after the question of refer- 
ence has been submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the 8 from Michigan 
rose immediately after the reading concluded. The Chair desires to 
know whether the two gentlemen have come to any understanding 
about the reference. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the gentleman frem Kentucky 
now desires to offer the resolution for reference to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. To that I make no objection. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I object to the introduction of the resolution. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—FROST VS. METCALFE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House testi- 
mony taken on behalf of contestant in the contested-election case of 
Frost vs. Metcalfe, third congressional district of Missouri; which was 
referred to the Committee of Elections. 


PAY OF LABORERS. 


Mr. FOSTER. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to W. H. 
Hall, Robert Coates, Wilson Grice, Henry Hall, J. Cook Nickens, A. B. Thomas, 
James A Savoy, John H. Shaw, Charles Carter, and Andrew Randolph, the amonnts 

pectively due them for services rendered as in the Hall of the House 
Fon the 1 th of October, 1877, and during the present session, at the rate of $720 
each per annum, deducting such sams as have been heretofore paid the aforesaid 
persons for such labor. 


Mr. ROBERTS. I objéct to action on the resolution at this time. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, _ 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found traly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker ngg the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1891) for the relief of the Eagle and Phenix Man- 
ufacturing Company, of Columbus, Georgia. n 

IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR OF NORFOLK, ETC. 

Mr. GOODE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, requested to transmit to 
this Honse, at his earliest convenience, so much of the report of the Chief Engineer 


communicated to the Forty-fourth bearing date October 18, 1875, as re- 
lates to the examination and improvement of the of Norfolk. Hampton 


River, Pa; Creek, Chickahominy River, and Blackwater River, in Virginia, to- 
gether with such other recommendations and other papers relating thereto as he 
may deem proper. 


IMPROVEMENT OF FRENCH BROAD RIVER, NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit 
to this House, at his earliest convenience, so much of the report of Colonel ame 


of the Engineer Department, as relates to the improvement of the 
River, in North Carolina. 


Mr. VANCE moved toreconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EXPERTS FOR INVESTIGATING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ROBERTS. I move that the rules be suspended that I may 
rt from the Committee on Accounts, and that the House may 

= the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ec pe That the Committee on Rules be, and they are hereby, authorized to 
employ a force of Jing shen experts not to excead seven in number, to be assigned 
ee er of the House to such committes of investi, n and for such time 


© present session as to him may seem proper, ir compensa’ 
fixed by the Committee of Accounts and io be paid only for the time . 
said experts before entering upon their duties shall be sworn according to law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. What kind of experts is it proposed to appoint 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer that question un- 
less they be accountants. 

Mr. ROBERTS. What is the gentleman’s question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota desires to know 
what kind of experts it is pro to appoint. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That will depend entirely on the application 
made to the committee, Iam unable to say what kind of experts. 

Mr. BANNING. Is this a unanimous report of the Committee of 
Accounts ? 

Mr. ROBERTS. It is, undoubtedly. . 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that in the opinion 
of the Chair two-thirds had not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. ROBERTS.. I call for a division. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lask that the resolution may be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to know from the Committee on 
Rules whether they wish to undertake this business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can answer that qnestion, in so far as 
he is concerned. No. 

The Heuse divided, and there were—ayes 75, noes 100. 

Mr. ROBERTS and Mr. McMAHON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Lask that the resolution may be 
again read. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WILSON. I would very much like to hear an explanation 
— the gentleman who reported the resolution. [Cries of “Regular 
order! 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not ponse to debate the resolution ; I simply 
ask an explanation from the gentleman who offered it, why the sev- 
eral committees should not select their own experts rather than have 
them assigned by another committee ! 

ise MBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. OLIVER. I ask that the resolution may be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been twice read; and when a 
third reading was called for objection was made. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 78, nays 163, not 
voting 51; as follows: 


Te 


YEAS—728. 
Aldrich, Dibrell, Landers, Scales, 
Atkins, Eden, n. Southard, 
E 2 ou” 
nger, 
Blair, Forts * x 3 
Boone, ranklin, 0 Stenger, 
Bouck, Gibson, Metcalfe, Garner, 
= d. Het peal Tucker, 
ridges, organ, ance, 
Barde Tin Patterson, 7. . Walsh, 
en, e 
8 Hewitt, Abram S. Phelps Warner, 
Caldwell, John W. Hewitt, G. W. Pridemore, Williams, James 
Caldwell, W. P. House, guise. Williams, Jere N. 
Clymer, Hunton, gan, Wood. 
Covert, Ittner, Rice, Americus V. Wright, 
3 
er, 3 ‘oun 
Cutler, Kim Roberts, zi 
Davis, Joseph J. Knott, Robertson, 
NAYS—163. 
Aiken, Campbell, Dunn Han 
Candler, Da a Hardenbergh, 
ley, Cannon, Dwight, 
er, William H. Casw Eames, Harris, Benj. W. 
Ballon, Clafi Eickhoff, Harris, Henry R. 
Banks, Clark of Missouri, Ellsworth, Harris, John T. 
Bayne, Clarke of Kentucky, Errett, Hartzell, 
Bell, Clark, Rush Evans, James L. Haskell, 
Bicknell. Cobb, Evins, John H. Hatcher, 
Bisbee, Cole, Field, Hayes, 
Blackbarn, Conger, Finley, Hazelton, 
Blount, Cox. Jacob D. Forney, Hendee, 
3 5 Samuel 8. E Henderson, 
rentano, berson, vo. 
Brewer, Cumm Garfield, 
Brigga, Danford, Garth, Hooker, 
Browne, Davidson, Gid Hubbell, 
Bariai Davis, Horace . — Hungertod 
a Deering, ungerfo 
Denison, Hunter, 
Camp, Dickey, Hamilton, James, 
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Jones, James T. Monroe, Muller, Riddle, ‘ks, 
Jones, John S. Morrison, W. Townsend, M. I. O'Neill, Robbins, Springer, Welch, 
Joyce, Muldrow, Robinson, George D. er, Overton, Robertson, 0, White, Michael D. 
Keightley, Muller, Milton S. Turney, Page, Robinson, Milton §. Stenger, Whi 
Kenna, Neal, Ryan, Van Vorhes, Phelps, Wigginton, 
Knapp, Norcross, Sampson, Wait, Phillips, Ryan, Swann, Williams, A. S. 
Lap O'Neill, Sap) Walker, Pollard, . Throckmorton, Williams, Andrew 
Overton, Sayler, Watson, Price, Sayler, s — Williams, Jere N. 
Lindse: Fe G. W. Shaten berger White Harry uinn, Schleicher, T ki efi Wile, — 
Tang Peddie, Sinnickson, ` White’ Michael D Rainey, aaan — Wood, 
Lynde, ps, Smalls, Wigginton, Randolph, Shallen 3 Turney, Wright, 
g. Pol Smith, A. Herr Villiams, A. S. Rea, Singleton, Van Yeates, 
Marsh, Pound, wart, Williams, Andrew Smalls, Van Vorhes, Young. 
Martin, Powers, Stone, John W. Williams, C. G. oo a Smith, A. Herr Walker, 
= aau, Sg pene Joseph C. wae Richard | Rice, Americus V. Southard, Walsh, 
4 u i 
McGowan, ey, Thornburgh. Wilson, NATS—51. 
McKenzie, Randolph, Throckmorton, Wren. Bacon, Deering, Jones, Frank Starin, 
11 75 r ey Elsworth, Tames Stone, Joseph ö. 
on 
Acklen, Collins, rigs 8 Singleton, Blair Beret Ee Strait a ee 
e 00 n 
Baker, John H. Cook, Kelley. . — Briggs, = McCook, Townsend Martin L 
Crapo, Kete Smith, William E. 0 Garfield, McGowan, ait, 
Bla Douglas, Killin Camp, Harden Monroe, ite, Harry 
Bli Elam, Maish, Stephens, Cam Hendee, Patterson, T M. Williams. C. G. 
Evans, L Newton Mills, Thom Clark, Rush Hiscock, Patterson, G. W. Williams, James 
Butler, Felton, Mitchell, To R.W. | Cox, Jacob Humpbrey, Rice, William W. Williams, 
Morse, Voeder, Cummings, un Robinson, Geo. D. Willits. 
Cain, Fuller, Potter, Ward, Danford, James, pson, 
Carl Gardner, Reilly, Whitthorne, = 
Chalmers, Gause, Ross Willis, Albert S. NOT VOTING—47. 
Chi Gunter, Schleicher, illis, Douglas, Kelley, Pu 
een e 55 5 
So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the motion to suspend Banks, Evans, L Newton Leing f Shelle x 
the rules and adopt the resolution was not to. Beshe, E. Maisb, Sinnic 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: N ao W — William E. 
Mr. S. I am requested to state that my coll es, Mr. ACK- | Cabell, Faller, Mitchell, Stephens, 
LEN and Mr. LEONARD are paired, and that both are absent by leave | Cain, Gardner, Morrison, Thom 
of the House. Carlisle, Gauso, Morse, Thornburgh, 
Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is detained frum the | Gye — bacon Weddeh, 
House by sickness. Chittenden, „Benj. W. Oliver, Ward. 
Mr. STENGER. My colleague, Mr. Maisu, is detained from the | Clark, AlvahA. Henkle, 6, atson, 
Hgir. WI HORNE. I am paired this th Mr. | Gok, Jones, John 8. Pound, Wren: ii 
Mr. WHITT . I am paired upon this question wi T. | Crapo orgensen 
WILLIS, of New York. If he were here, he would vote “no” and I 1 5 y 3 e s 
should vote “ay.” So (two-thirds vo in favor thereof) the motion vas agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. During the roll-call following announcements were made: 


FELTON, is still detained at home by the illness of his child. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Upon this question I am paired with Mr. 
STEPHENS, of Georgia. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I voted “no;” but I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. REILLY. Ido not know how he would vote if he were 
here, but under the circumstances I will withdraw my vote. 


PENSION BILL. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to suspend the rules, and that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider further the bill (H. R. No. 257) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars 
therein named. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains this motion out of the order 
of the list because it is a public bill, and is the unfinished business 
of the Committee of the Whole, and besides that it requires a two- 
thirds vote to pass it. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama; 
and on a division there were—ayes 102, noes 43. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 37 members voting therefor, 
being more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The 8 was taken; and there were—yeas 174, nays 51, not 

3 


voting as follows: 
YEAS—174. 
Aik Can Forney, Hubbel 
773330 6 
0 icky, un! 

Bagley, Clark of ‘Missouri. Ittner, 
9 Cl G: Jones, James T. 
Bell, Cobb.” Gibson, Joyce, 
ee Cole, Gi 2 

icknell, Goode, etcham, 
Blacki Co: . el S. Aan ey 

x, n 
Bland, ori vens, Hanna, Know’ 
Blount, Crittenden, Harmer, Landers, 
Boone, berson, Harris, R. Leonard, 
Bouck, Cutler, Harris, John T. Ligon, 
Boyd, Davidson, i Lindsey, 
Bragg, Davis, Horace Hart, Luttrell’ 
Brentano, Davis, Joseph J. Hartrid: 3 
Brid. Denison, Hartze! key, 
Bright, Dibrell, Haskell, Manning, 
Brogden, Dickey, Hatcher, Marsh, 
Browne, ell, Hayes, Martin, 
Bandy phlei Henderson, Mckenzie, 
h en 
Bu $ ý Eden, Herbert, McKinley, 
Caldwell, John W. Eickhoff, Hewitt, Abram S. McMahon, 
Caldwell, W. P. Evans, James L. Hewitt, G. W. Money, 
ins, J Hooker, organ, 

Candler, Finley, House, Muldrow, 


Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is detained from tho 
House by sic 

Mr. WILSON. Upon thissubject my colleague, Mr. KENNA, is paired 
with Mr. Jonzs, of Ohio. If my colleague were here, he would vote 
“ay.” He is a member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, and is 
say from the House by reason of taking the silver bill to the Presi- 

nt, 

) Me COBB. My colleague, Mr. FULLER, is absent on account of 
sickness. 

Mr. CANDLER. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. COOK, 
is absent from the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. REILLY, 
who is absent. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that all general debate close 
in two and a half hours. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is too late to do that after the House has re- 
solved to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The committee can rise at any time and get the 
consent of the House to close debate. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Ala- 
pama [Mr. Hewirr] when he proposes to take a vote upon this ques- 
tion 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. To-morrow, if possible. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. SouTHARD in the chair.) 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of proceeding with the further consideration of House 
bill No. 257, granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican and other wars therein named. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Joyce] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOYCE. Chairman, I will first read the bill now under 
consideration : 


A bill pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other 
ee wars therein named, and for other purposes. 


services of the United 
1836, or in the Florida war with the Seminoles from 1835 to 1843, or the Black Hawk 


war of 1832, and were honorably discharged, and to such other officers and soldiers 
and sailors as may have been named in any resolution of Congress for 


any 8) o service in said wars, although their term of service may have been 
less t sixty days, and the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men 
as were married to such officers and soldiers or sailors prior to the discharge of 
such oflicers and enlisted men: Provided, That such widows have not remarried 


Seo. 2. That this act shall nat apply to any person who is receiving a pension at 
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the rate of $3 or more per month; nor to any person receiving a pension for less 
than & per month, except for the difference between the pension now received 
and $8 per month. Pensions under this act shall be at the rate of $3 per month, 
except as herein provided as to persons now receiving a pension for less than 88 
per month. All pensions under this act shall be paid from and after the passage 
of this act for and during the natural lives of the persons entitled thereto. 

Spo. 3. That before the name of any person shall be placed on the pension-roll 
under this act proof shall be made, under such rules and regulations as tho Secre- 
tary of the Interior may prescribe, of the right of the applicant to a pension ; and 
any who shall falsely and corruptly take any oath required under this act 
shall be deemed guilty of perjury. and the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to 
be stricken from the pension-roll the name of any person whenever it shall be 
made to ap) by proof satisfactory to him that such name was put upon such 
roll through false and fraudulent representations aud that such person is not en- 
titled to a pension under this act The loss of the certificate of discharge shall 
not deprive an 7 pe: son of the benefits of this act, but other evidence of service 
performed Sary an honorable discharge may be deemed sufficient. 

EEC. 4, That the provisions of sections 4745, 4746, 4747, 4748, 4766, 4785, and 4786 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States are hereby made a part of this act so 
far as the same are applicable; and no law cr Jaws now in force which in any way 
conflict with the provisions of this act shall be applicable to the survivors of the 
wars above mentioned or be so construed as to deprive them of the benetits of this 
act. 

Sec. 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

Sxc. G. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any person while under 
the political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States. 


I propose to amend the bill by striking out the last clause of sec- 
tion 4, after the semicolon, which reads as follows: 
And no law or laws now in force which in any way conflict with the provisions 


of this act shall be applicable to the survivors of the wars aboye mentioned or be 
so construed as to deprive them of the benefits of this act. 


I also propose to strike ont all of section 5. 

I will now read section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, which is sought to be repealed by this bill: 

Sec. 4716. No money on account of ion shall be paid to any person, or to th 
widow, children, or heirs of auy 3 person, vee any el 8 
engaged in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the authority of the 
United States. 

It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that it is proposed by this bill, not 
only to repeal section 4716, but to go farther and pension every man, 
Jefferson Davis and all, who was enga in those wars, whether he 
fought in the confederate army or not sign, abe late rebellion. Now, 
sir, while we only pension Union soldiers who Jost limbs or health in 
saving the Government, it is proposed, by this bill, to pension all these 
men who fought to destroy it whether invalids or not. To my mind 
this has very much the appearance of granting privileges to the con- 
federate which we deny to and withhold from the Union soldier, and 
is in fact offering a premium for treason. It is said that the number 
of men who took part in the rebellion and who are to be benefited b 
the passage of this bill is small, and that the amount of money which 
would be required to pay them would be comparatively insignificant: 
Conceding this to be true, Mr. Chairman, which it is not, yet that does 
not in the least remove my objections or tend to commend the meas- 
ure to my approval. 

It has been already shown by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Powens,] as I think conclusively, that the passage of this bill will 
cost the Government nearly or quite $7,000,000 annually, to pay the 
pensions created by it, which in the present depressed condition of 
tbe country raises a question which may well invoke the careful con- 
sideration of Congress. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it was only after the lapse of fifty-five years 
that we pensioned the surviving soldiers of the Revolution, and those 
of 1812 were compelled to wait almost sixty pes before any gratuity 
was granted to them, yet in the case of these men, most of whom 
were either actual participants in the rebellion or sympathized with 
it, it is proposed to pension all of them, without regard to health 
or condition, when aay about thirty years have elapsed since the 
close of those wars. The distinction is marked, the discrimination is 

pointed, and should not be made, 

But, sir, I do not propose to stop now to discuss these questions, be- 
cause it is not upon these points, important as they are, that I base 
my opposition to this bill, but upon what I believe to be a sacred and 
saving principle in this Government, and I would not vote for it if a 
singlo man who had borne arms against the Republic or aided or 
abetted its enemies was to receive the gift or reward which belongs 
only to those who have guarded her honor and protected her flag at 
all times and under all circumstances, 

As a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions I could not 
consent to report favorably upon this bill, neither can I now vote 
for its passage. My refusal to support this measure is not because I 
am opposed to granting pensions to this or any other class of our 
soldiers, for I am in favor of revising and modifying our pension 
Jaws and equalizing our bounty system so that every man who risks 
his life in the service of his country and in defense of her flag shall 
in his decrepitude and declining years feel the protecting care and 

nerous snpport of a grateful republic. But my opposition is to 

e last clause of section 4 and the whole of section 5 of the bill, as 
I have before stated, and grows out of serious doubts in my mind as 
to the policy and moral right of Congress to repeal section 4716 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, which authorizes the 
rejection of original claims for pensions and the dropping from the 
pension-roll the names of those “who in any manner voluntarily en- 
gaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority 
of the United States,” and also because I believe it would open the 


gate to the payment of another class of claims against the Govern- 
peni 2 ought not to be paid and which we are determined never 

It has been suggested by those who believe it is too early to pen- 
sion all the men who participated in the wars mentioned in this bill 
that perhaps it would be better and equally as just to include ouly 
those who would be entitled to or had been granted invalid pensions. 
While I believe, sir, that there is t weight and reason in this 
suggestion, yet, for the purposes of this argument I do not propose 
to consider it, but to confine my opposition entirely to the last clause 
of the fourth and the whole of the fifth section. With that clause 
and section stricken out I might be induced to consider the bill in 
the light of these other objections which I have stated. The bill, if 
amended as I propose, would then give a pension to every soldier 
engaged in either of those wars, excepting only those who afterward 
engaged in or aided or abetted the rebellion, 

It seems to me, sir, that gentlemen on the other side onght not to 
oppose such a bill, for, in my judgment, they cannot in reason and 
justice seriously insist upon more. 

I am aware, sir, that the bill recommended by the committee leaves 
out one of the objectionable clauses found in many of the bills intro- 
duced touching this subject, which provides for the payment to the 
men restored to the pension-roll the arrears of pension which accrued 
during the time they were actually engaged in the rebellion against 
the Government. To sucha 1 never would have consented 
under any circumstances; yet the bill as now framed repeals the sec- 
tion to which I have referred, which is equally objectionable and to 
the adoption of which I cannot give my approval. 

If that section is to be repealed, this just and salutary land-mark 
removed, and the flood-gate for the ern of southern claims opened, 
I greatly prefer that it should be done without my vote. 

ore the people I Gy paella my word and honor to resist all 
such projects, and, sir, I will begin here and now to keep my word, 
to preserve my honor, and redeem that pledge. 
hat the repeal of section 4716 is only the entering wedge to pry 
openthe vaults of the Treasury for the payment of all sorts of southern 
claims is plainly indicated in the speech of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama upon this bill, in which he declared his intention to offer an 
amendment repealing section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, That section provides that— 

It sha’l be unlawful for any officer to pay any account, claim, or demand against 
the United States which accrued or existed prior to the 13th day of April, 1801, in 
favor of any person who promoted, encourazed, or in any manner sustained the 
late rebellion, or in favor of say porem who during such rebellion was not known 
to be o) thereto, and distinctly in favor of its suppression; and no pardon 
heretofore . or hereafter to be granted, shall authorize the payment of such 
account, e , or demand, &. 

Now, sir, with these two sections repealed the doors of the Treas- 
ury would be thrown wide open, not only for the payment of every 
conceivable claim from the South, but also for the payment of arrears 
of pensions to these men while they were actually engaged in rebell- 
ion. The sixth section of the bill declares— 

That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any person while under the 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

This section is practically of no effect, because there are at the pres- 
ent time but a very few men under any such disability, and among 
that number there is probably not one who was ever engaged in the 
wars covered by this bill. 

What that section was put into the bill for I never could understand 
unless it was designed as a sugar-coating for section 5 and to catch 
those who are seeking some way of escape from the performance of 
a 7 but unpleasant duty. $ ie 

is Government in its erous magnanimity has punished no 
man for treason and has ee no man's property, while it has 
granted pardon and amnesty to the great mass of those engaged in 
the rebellion and has always been and is now ready to grant it to 
all, with the exception of the man who was “the head and front of 
that offending,” and it is withheld from him not because of any hos- 
tility or feeling of revenge against him personally but because he was 
the representative head of that wicked and unjustifiable rebellion. 
If the people of the South are not satisfied with all this they are 
most certainly unreasonable, if they are not exacting and rapacious. 

It is by the friends of this FFC 
repeal of that section and the restoration of this class of men to the 
benefits of the pension laws not only because it is an act of injustice 
to refuse but ae because to grant it would be a long step in the di- 
rection and interest of peace and conciliation between the people of 
the two sections of this country. 

Now, sir, after carefully considering the provisions of this bill and 
daly weighing all the arguments which have been urged by its adyo- * 
cates, I came to the conclusion that I could not report in favor of it, 
neither can I now vote for its passage; and my object in taking the 
floor at this time is to state to the House and the country the reasons 
which induced me to hesitate, and which now compel me to oppose 
the wiping-out from the statute-book, and obliterating forever what 
seems to me as almost the last remaining landmark between loyalty 
and treason. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I could not agree with the committee in 
the conclusion to which they came, to recommend the of this 
pill, neither can I in any particular assent to the correctness or sound- 
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ness of the premises from which they draw such aconclusion. In the 
first place, sir, I dissent wholly and absolutely from the doctrine laid 
down in the report of a majority of the committee that a pension to 
a soldier is in the nature of a contract or legal debt between the Gov- 
ernment and ths pensioner. There is something in the very nature 
of that proposition which to me seems not only absurd and inconsist- 
ent but cold and humiliating. 

To place the payment of pensions to our soldiers upon that ground 
3 in my opinion, degrade the gallant men who have risked their 
lives in defense of the honor and the preservation of the Repnblic 
from devoted, unselfish patriots, to the vulgar level of mercenaries 
and hirelings. 

When a man becomes a member of society he gives up a portion of 
his individual rights for the general good, and in return he receives 
the protection of the government and the benefits arising from his 
being a member of society. He impliedly agrees at the same time to 
stand in his lot and place and do his share in guarding and protect- 
ing the government, and also stipulates that his life. his services, and 
his property shall be at all times subject to the call and demand of 
his country. 

There is no doubt of the moral obligation of the government to 
care for those who lose limbs or health, and the families of those who 
lose their lives in its service, and every wise and humane government 
always has and always will n with such a humane requirement. 

But there is no legal or vested right in the pensioner to this gra- 
tuity, and the Government would violate no legal duty if it refused. 
The whole matter is properly left to the generosity and to the wise 
and sound discretion of the Government, and the safety of this policy 
is demonstrated by the fact that governments have always acted 
generonsly, wisely, and justly in regard to it. x 

The conduct of this Government has been magnanimous and liberal 
toward its brave, patriotic defenders, and no man has reason to com- 
plain, except perhaps in the slow execution of the laws. 

Now, sir, admitting for the sake of the argument that gentlemen are 
correct in their views to the extent that a pension to an invalid sol- 
dier is a debt, it would not apply to this bill, as the great mass of the 
men intended to be benefited by it were not wounded in any of those 
wars and did not contract disease in that service. But, sir, after the 
lapse of so many years since the close of those wars, I do not insist 
upon nor advocate a rule which would prevent the Government from 
giving a pension to every one of those men who come within the 
terms of the statute and that would include all those who did not 
in any way participate in the rebellion. 

I admit that the Government has the legal and constitutional right 
to restore those men who were Soppa rom the rolls and pension 
the rest, but I object to it because I believe it would be unfair and 
unjust to the thousands of Union soldiers, and because it blots out 
all distinction between the men who rebelled and those who remained 
true to the Government. In the case of the men who fought for the 
Government we only ion the invalids. Can any man give me a 
reason why we should do more for the men who 70 aed against the 
Government than we do for those who fought for it 

There are to-day in the United States more than one hundred thou- 
saud maimed, wounded, and diseased Union soldiers who, with their 
wives and children, are suffering for the necessaries of life, while 
their just and righteous petitions for pensions are delayed in the 
Pension Bureau because the democratic party in this House have cut 
down the appropriations so that the necessary clerical force cannot 
be employed to examine and upon them. 

It seems to me, sir, that before we attempt to hurry this measure, 
which is to pension those who en in the rebellion, through in 
such hot haste, it would be well to give some thought and attention 
to these thousands and tens of thousands of crippled Union soldiers 
who deserve it. 

The Government has the right to granta pension, to reduce it at any 
time for any cause, or to cut it off entirely. If the soldier should at- 
tempt by fraud ar op, kk to get an increase of his pension the Gov- 
ernment would e hisname from the pension-roll and would hardly 
restore him afterward because he had served a term in the peniten- 
tiary for the crime. 

But, sir, it is not my purpose or desire to go into any extended ar- 
gument as to the nature of pensions, or to multiply authorities in su 
port of my views ; and I l content myself with referring briefly 
to what was said by one or two gentlemen on this floor touching this 
very subject during the last Congress. 

General Hurlbut, of Illinois, a member of the last Congress, who 
in addition to having been a brave soldier is one of the best lawyers 
at the bar, in discussing this question, said that— 

There is not and cannot be any such thing as a vested right or a commercial 
transaction between the country and the recipients of its bounty. Every nation 
has the right inherently to command the services of its citizens just whenever it 
calls for 1 call for their lives, to demand their money, and the measuro of 
the citizen's duty is only limited by the necessities of the country. There is no 
contract of dollars and cents in that. So whoever may render service in a military 
8 the nation simply does his plain, unmistakable, undeniable duty, and 
whatever reward the nation may give him for having done that duty is in the line 
of free gift and grace and donation, and not in the line of contract or the payment 
of a legal debt. 

Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, also a 

and now our minister to 
this point that— 


The granting of a pension is a sovereign gratuity by the Government in recog- 


rominent member of the last Con- 
ienna, said in an able argument on 


nition of services which have been rendered by the oner, which may at any 
bane is increased, diminished, or entirely cut off, in discretion of the Govern- 
men 

Now, sir, this view of the subject does not in the least militate 
against the wisdom, policy, or the moral duty of the Government to 
pant nsions and give bounties to every deserving soldier and to 

is widow and children, but it lifts the transaction above the low 
level of a mere contract to the height of patriotic duty on the one 
side, and sanctifies the pension and bounty with the spirit of free gift 
on the other. It is also urged by those who favor the repeal of sec- 
tion 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States that the men 
who were dropped from the pension-roll by force of that statute, and 
also those whose claims have been rejected by virtue of its rovistuns, 
were brave soldiers and patriots and did gallant service for the Govern- 
ment in the wars sought to be covered by this bill. To all that has 
been said, or can be, in praise of the gallant men whose courage and 
noble deeds added fresh luster to the American arms on the fields of. 
Mexico I most cheerfully subscribe, for among that number stood the 
lamented Ransom from my own State, one of the bravest of the brave; 
and yet it seems to me that this would hardly be a safe standard by 
which to try these men, or the rule by which the Government should 
be guided in dealing with its citizens and dispensing its bounties, 

nedict Arnold struggled through the snows with Montgomery to 

Quebec, was wounded in attempting to scale the heights,and marched 
by the side of Ethan Allen into the fortress of Ticonderoga on the 
morning of that memorable 10th of May; but he afterward fell, sold 
himself Jike a traitor for gold, and attempted to barter off Wash- 
ington, his army, the country, and the cause of civil liberty for a 
paltry sum of gold and a miserable commission in the British army. 

These men gallantly bore the flag through Mexico, and bravely met 
the savage for the protection of their families and onr frontier, but 
they afterward in the hour of peril, when the Government leaned upon 
them for support, fell from the lofty eminence of American patriots 
and attempted to destroy the best Government on earth, and in the 
eye of every law, sacred and profane, became traitors to the Republic. 
This is the class of men we are now asked to restore to the pension- 
roll, and not the men who saved the Union and preserved the price- 
less blessings of liberty to this great people. 

We have a voice with which to pay the debt 
Of boundless love, of reverence and regard 

To those great men who fought and kept it ours. 


But for those who shut their eyes to the light of history, spurned 
the flag which had protected them, and rushed madly into the re- 
bellion, I can have no sympathy; and if I should vote for this bill. 
it would not be from a sense of duty or justice, but as another act of 
northern sacrifice upon the sonthern altar for peace. It is said we 
ought to pass this bill and repeal this section, and that unless section 
5 is retained the southern members will all vote against it. 

Now, sir, it is a matter of supreme indifference to me how the south- 
ern members vote. I talk and vote as I think and believe I onght to 
and others must do the same; and as to peace, in this case as in all 
others it is the people of the North who are called upon to give up a 
principle and concede some advantage, while the people of the Sonth 
will consent upon these terms to be forgiven ped. totale, It is 
also claimed that it is not only an act of injustice to reject the claims 
and keep these men off the pension-roll, but a violation of the laws, 
because under the President's proclamation of pardon and 
they have been cleansed and pentog of all offenses growing ont of 
their participation in the rebellion. 

On the 17th of July, 1862, Con passed an act “to suppress in- 
surrection, to punish treason and rebellion, to seize and confiscate 
the property of rebels, and for other p In order to secure 
a speedy termination of the rebellion it was mado the duty of the 
President by that act “to cause the seizure of all the estate and prop- 
erty, money, stocks, credits, and effects of the persons” na and 
specified, to wit, the estate and propert of governors, judges, and 
members of Legislatures of the so-called Confederate States; also all 
those holding offices under the said Confederate States government 
who had formerly held office under the Government of the United 
States; all persons holding any office under said Confederate States 
government, either national, State, or municipal, together with all 
those who in any manner gave aid and comfort to those in rebellion, 
and the proceeds of such property and estate were to be applied to 
the support of the Army of the United States. The thirteenth sec- 
tion of that act provides that— 


The President is hereby authorized at any time hereafter by proclamation to 
— thereat tne rest —— aS wit pone cal aap ASt eto arp 
or 0 exce a 8 
ee as he may deem expedient for the pallis weltare. = RASAI 

On the 8th of December, 1863, Mr. Lincoln, under the provisions of 
that act, issued a proclamation granting to all persons, with certain 
exceptions, who had directly or by implication participated in the 
rebellion a full pardon, with restoration of all property except as to 
slaves, and in property cases where the rights of third persons had 
intervened, upon condition that they had conformed to the require- 
ments set forth in said proclamation. Subsequent to this, and during 
and following the close of the war, various other proclamations were 
issued, explaining and 1 this, and on the 25th of December, 
1868, Mr. Johnson issued one declaring— 


Full pardon and amnesty unconditionally and withont reserve for the offense 
of treason against the United {tates to every person who directly or indirectly 
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ci in the rebe with restoration of all righi vil and immuni- 
Eu 8 and laws. rate nee 

Cases arising under this law have in connection with these pardon 
and amnesty proclamations been is tea before the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and that court has uniformly decided that— 

The pardon and 55 relieves them from the 1 consequences of 
their participation in the ition, and from the necessity of proving that they 
have not thus participated, which otherwise would have been indispensable to a 


recovery under said act. 

The court say that— 

It is trae the pardon and amnesty do not alter the actual fact that aid and com- 
aaka ven by the claimants to the re but they forever close the eyes of 


the Labs seven of that fact as an element in its judgment, no rights of 
third persons having intervened. 

And that while members of the court have often differed upon the 
question as to who were covered and came within the provisions of 
the proclamations, yet that the whole court have always— 


Agreed that the pardon not merely releases the offender from the punishment 
rescribed for the offense, but that it obliterates in legal contemplation the offense 


I cheerfully acknowledge the full force and extent of these decis- 
ions, and have no desire or inclination to question either their policy 
or legal soundness, and if a pension or poy granted toa soldier by 
his Government for mili services is in the nature of a contract, 
and the claim a debt which the Government is legally bound to pay, 
then I acknowledge that as a pnre question of law these decisions 
cover the whole ground, and the names of all these men should at 
once be restored to the pension-roll, because, although all the cases I 
have been able to find arose under the “ captured and abandoned 
property act,” yet the court have fully and clearly decided that under 
those proclamations all persons engaged in or in any manner sympa- 
thizing with the rebellion are forever relieved from the legal conse- 
quences of their acts. 

But, sir, as I said before, I deny the proposition that a pension is 
the result of a contract or commercial transaction between the Gov- 
ernment and the pensioner, and insist that it is a gratuity and free 

ift, which the Government can, in its discretion, grant or withhold. 
erefore and because of that distinction these decisions of the Su- 
preme Court to which I have referred have in my opinion no appli- 
cation or bearing, and are in no sense authorities in thiscase. In the 
cases reported the claimants were seeking to recover from the Gov- 
ernment the value of property seized under a law which made the 
United States the mere trustee of the ms whose goods were 
seized, until the proper tribunals should determine to whom the prop- 
erty or its proceeds belonged; and the only ground upon which ité 
seizure could be justified was that its owner came within the provis- 
ions of the law as in some manner ga) or abetting the rebellion 
against the Government ; and when the legal effect of that act was 
removed by the President’s proclamation of pardon and amnesty, 
there certainly could be no valid reason why the property or its po 
ceeds should not be returned to its owner. But in this case these 
men are not seeking a debt; they are not claiming money which the 
Government is under any legal obligation to pay, but they are ask- 
ing a mere gratuity. They are calling upon the Government to make 
them a free gift, to give them a reward for meritorious services ie 
rendered the Republic before they entered into temptation and fe 

In this view, Mr. Chairman, I claim that the cases referred to do not 
reach the point, and that they are in no sense authorities in support 
of the doctrine for which they are cited. No man will for a moment 
deny the right of the Government to drop the names of these men 
from the pension-roll and stop their pensions at a time when they 
were seeking to destroy the Government which was paying them. 
They had, it is true, “ earned the gratitude of the nation by previous 

ant service” in former wars, but they had “forfeited that right 

abandoning the very nation they had formerly served in the hour 
of its extremest need.” And even, Mr. Chairman, if we should admit 
all that gentlemen claim upon this point, that it is a contract between 
the Government on the one side and the pensioner on the other, then 
we shall arrive at the same result, because no one will claim that it 
is a contract of so high a nature that the breach of it by the pension- 
er’s engaging in the rebellion would not release the Government from 
all its legal and moral obligations to pay it. And, sir, if these men 
are ever restored it will be not becanse they have a right to it, not 
because the Government is legally or morally bound to pay it, but by 
“the clemency, the good nature, and the very lavishness of the Goy- 
ernment.” 

Mr. Chairman, I am ready to bury the hatchet and let by-gones be 
by-gones. I am willing todo much and to go a long way in the direc- 
tion of peace and conciliation; but, sir, I am not willing to suppress 
the truth or to go further to benerit the men who fought against the 
Union than I do to benefit those who fonght to maintain and pre- 
serve it. And, sir, I never will consent, while I have the honor of a 
seat upon this floor, to efface the last line between loyalty and trea- 
son, to annihilate the last shadow of distinction between the patriot 
and the rebel, or to send down to future generations the names of 
both upon the same bright scroll of fame. While, therefore, I can, 
upon fair and honorable conditions, in a measure, forgive the men 
who for four long and bloody years, without the least shadow of 
cause, attempted to tear asunder the union of these States and sub- 
vert the Government, yet I can never forget the treason or feel in my 
heart the same respect for those men that I do for the patriotie men 


by whose stont hearts and strong arms the rebellion was crushed and 
the success of secession rend impossible. 

It is not my purpose or desire to utter a word which can offend the 
most sensitive ear or to revive or stir np any ere | of bitterness be- 
tween the people of the North and the South. I did not bring this 
matter before the House or provoke this debate, but now it is here I 
shall endeavor to do my duty and to speak the truth as I understand 
it, re less of the consequences. And here and now, in the presence 
of this House and the country, I solemnly declare that I will never 
consent that the lessons taught us by the late war shall ever be for- 
gotten; that secession shall 1 an artiele of our political faith; 
that odious treason shall be made respectable, or that the Union an 
confederate soldier shall each receive equal honors at the hands of 
this Government. I can t the courage of the men who risked 
their lives and shed their blood for the confederacy, but I can never 
honor the cause for which they fought. I can forgive the treason, but 
I can never commend the traitor. I can respect the feelings of the 
survivors and throw the mantle of oblivion over the dead, because we 
are all human; but I never will consent that equal honors shall be 
shared by those who survived and those who fell upon both sides. I 
believe the North was right and the Sonth was ; that the Union 
soldier was a patriot and the confederate a rebel. I love and revere 
the Union, but I hate and detest the heresy of secession, and I will 
never consent that the children in this country shall be taught that 
the spirit of the rebellion was right or even endurable. I know it 
was wrong, and so does every man in all this broad Jand, and every 
child shonld be taught so. 

In common, sir, with the great mass of republicans I am earnestly 
and heartily in favor of reconciliation, and we are ready and willing 
to do all that can reasonably be asked of us to accomplish it; but. 
sir, I desire to ask our friends on the other side if they think we are 
to porn all this good work alone. Arethe peopleof the Sonth the 
only ones to be pacified? Is no reconciliation needed north of Mason 
and Dixon’s line? What crime have the people of the North com- 
mitted for which and should ask pardon or do penance to their breth- 
ren of the South? what manner have they wronged the ge 
of the South or why should an apology be demanded of them? No, 
sir, if any crime has been committed it has been against the people 
of the North. If any wrong has been done they are the ones so 
have suffered, and in my humble opinion if anybody should be paci- 
fied it is that class of men who resisted seceesion and put down rebell- 
ion. 

Sir, the political atmosphere has been for several years full of the 

of usurpation, Federal intervention, and the destruction of local 
self-government in the South, and all the riots and disorders and 
frauds and murders and bloodshed have been charged to the pres- 
ence of the Army in those States, while it has been continually pro- 
claimed that if the Army was removed and the people left to them- 
selves violence and strife would cease, quietness would at once be 
established, and the rights of every citizen be protected and guaran- 


When President Hayes assumed the control of the Government, in 
March, 1877, he took these people at their word, and thonsands of 
republicans approved his course and commended him for it. He put 
them upon their honor and good behavior, and what has been the 
result? Look abroad, and let the facts for themselves. While 
Iam anxious to give individual southern men all the credit they 
deserve, yet I ask gentlemen to go and read the fearful vise of 
thousands of brave, true, honest republicans in the South since last 
March, and the machinations of many of the southern leaders to get 
control, through the democratic party, of the General Government. 
I was myself in favor of the policy adopted by President Hayes, and 
hoped as others did that it would t in establishing a fraternal 


feeling between the people of the two sections and securing the rights 
of every citizen, and, sir, I have not entirely abandoned that hope 
yet, an 


I never shall until the last gleam of light has faded and gone 
out; and it is because I believe in peace and conciliation, and hope 
to see them established, that I now warn gentlemen not to crowd too 
hard upon the good nature and generosity of the people of the North. 
It may be well for us to remember that ever since the close of the 
war the North has been constantly conceding and giving in to the 
South. Nothing has been refused, while the South has been required 
to make no new sacrifice, but only to receive what has been so freely 
and generously given. 

In my opinion, we have gone far 75 5 in this direction, and I 
believe it is time to stop and demand of the people of the South that 
they too shall lend a hand in helping to stop the breach and heal the 
wound. And, sir, no man has any right to say, because I propose to 
stop here and oppose the passage of this bill and save this last land- 
mark between loyalty and treason, that I am not in favor of peace 
or that I am opposed to the pacification of the people of the two sec- 
tions. Iam, as I have already said, in favor of both; but I desire 
that the people of the South shall do their share of the work. Ido 
not propose, under any circumstances, to suspend my efforts or to 
withhold my approval of all measures in the direction of peace, but 
I do claim and insist that this one phar atts Began raga marking 
the line between loyalty and treason, shall not be swept away by this 
gushing storm. 

We are told that since the troops were withdrawn there has been 
peace in the Southern States. Yes, Mr. Chairman, there has in trath 
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been 
the same, sir, that the lion 


t peace, but what kind of peace has it been? Is it not 


ives to the lamb when he gets him com- 
letely in his power and the ys expects to be instantly devoured if 
E lifts his head or utters a groan? Is it not a peace which follows 
perfect subjection and utter subjugation? Is it not a peace born of 
absolute fear, and not to be broken or disturbed as long as the col- 
ored propie of the South ignore politics and vote the democratic 
ticket 

The promises made and loyal attitude so grandly and vauntingly 
assumed by some men are, it is feared, only put on for the occasion, 
to be thrown off when by soft words and deceitful smiles the North 
has been despoiled of her political armor and power and the South 
has gained complete control of the National Government. Many 
things would seem to indicate that the people of the Sonth are only 
biding their time until, 1 the aid of political strategy, under the 
mantle of their old ally, the democratic party, they can accomplish 
what they so signally to obtain in the field. They are preach- 
ing economy and crying extravagance until nas commana tho gates 
to the Treasury and have their hands upon the key; then the money 
can be squandered in salaries to favorites and in paying the claims 
of the people whose crimes against the Government led them to beg- 
gary and ruin. It is said that they have attempted to flatter and 
cajole the Chief Magistrate only for the purpose of getting political 

wer and placing democrats in office, and then when that object has 
begs accomplished they have turned around and with a sneer called 
him “a fraud” and “a usurper.” All this and vastly more, we are 
told, is being accomplished under the banner of conciliation and 

, and the man who has dared or dares now even to raise his voice 
fa uttering a warning or proclaiming the truth is called a rađical and 
a puritan, and is accused of opening old issues and of attempting to 
revive and stir up the old feeling of hate and bitterness between the 
people of the two sections. 

During the past ear the gentlemen upon the other side have made 
“Rome fowl ith their denunciations of republican frauds and re- 
turning-board corruptions in the Southern States. But, sir, what have 
these same gentlemen done during the present session of Congress? 
Why, sir, they have in the most shameless manner, by strict party 
votes, seated three men upon this floor against the legally expressed 
will of the people of their districts and the solemn decisions of the 
courts, What language is sufficient to characterize such acts and 
by what name shall we designate such a high-handed outrage upon 
decency and justice? Nor is this all, sir; the people whom we have 
heard eulogized upon this floor as a law-abiding people have, within 
the past few weeks, under the forms of law, prosecuted without in- 
dictment, tried by a defaulter and with a packed jury, and convicted 
and condemned a man who, at least, in this free country was entitled 
to a fair trial by unbiased and honest men. However guilty Ander- 
son may have been that trial, sir, was an outrage upon justice, upon 
fairness, upon humanity, and deserves to be ranked with those of 
Jeffreys and of the worst days of the French revolution. 

All this has been done and all these wrongs perpetrated under color 
of law and in the name of justice, while the men who have for nine 
long years made the name of Louisiana a by-word and reproach, who 
have murdered her eful and unoffending citizens by thousands 
and driven the balance into subjection or from their homes because 
they dared to vote the republican ticket, are to-day filling the offices 
of the State and receiving the honors and plaudits of the people of 
the South for their noble defense of the principle of self-government. 

Let us, sir, hear no more about fraud and corruption from the dem- 
ocratic party, but rather, in the light of this history, let that party 
hang its head in shame and feel the just indignation of an incensed 
and outraged people. - 

I understand, sir, that the South is very willing to be conciliated 
and live in peace if the peopleof the North will surrender every right 
they hold dear and sacred, eve | parry for which they have ever 
contended, and consent to be ruled and governed ay all coming 
time by the men who 5 secession, inspired rebellion, over- 
whelmed us with debt, and whose only inward sorrow to-day is that 
they were not successful. If any man in this country supposes that 
conciliation calls for concessions and sacrifices only on one side; if he 
supposes that he and bis friends are the only men who have any need 
to exercise forgiveness ; if he flatters himself that the men of the 
North will ever tamely surrender those poa fundamental principles 
and truths which have been crystallized by fire and blood, and burned 
in the blaze of battle into the organic Jaw of the 8 then, sir, 
I predict that he will some day awake to a sense of his terrible mis- 
take. 

The people of the North are in favor of peace and long for restored 
confidence and conciliation, but they desire a peace which grows out 
of a sacred regard for the Constitution as it is; that springs from a 
love of the Government and its laws; a peace engendered by loyalty 
to the Union and patriotic deyotion to the flag, and an honest deter- 
mination to execute the laws so as to protect every citizen in the full 
enjoyment of all his rights in every part and portion of the Kave 

his sincere desire for peace and honest yearning for reconciliation 
led many of the people of the North not only to quietly submit but 
to even approve of the course of the President, and to sympathize 
with him in his desire that his southern policy might have an oppor- 
tunity for a fair trial and be thoroughly tested, trusting and hoping 
that it would be met in the same spirit and that lasting peace an: 
prosperity would result from it. 


Sir, the great mass of the republican party have cherished this tree 
of and good will in doubt, but in hope. They have helped to 
dig abont it and to prune it and have waited long and anxiously, bnt 
they fear in vain, for the promised fruit. Instead of the harvest 
promised, and the throne of justice and equality which was to be set 
up, they are apprehensive that the whole scheme will prove a delu- 
sion. Shey can but- see that the republican pe is disbanded in 
122 7 southern State; that republicans are hunted and persecuted 
until they are either subjugated or driven off; that democrats are 
elected nnanimonsly where it is admitted that the Shae would 
have overwhelming majorities if allowed to vote. The whole polit- 
ical machinery of every southern State is run with au eye single to 
. solid South, for the purpose of controlling the national election in 

880. 

Now, sir, the people of the Sonth can continue to pursue this course 
if they deem it wise policy and are willing to trust the result, but 
they must understand that the people of the North can be no longer 
deceived. They know the spirit that inspires and the end to be at- 
tained, and they will no longer listen enchanted as they have done to 
this siren song of peace and reconciliation while the political fetters 
are being forged for their limbs. Pacification and thorough heart- 
felt and honest reconciliation would be the highest blessing which 
could be vonchsafed to the American people, but it is a mis which 
should and must be performed by the people of both sections. The 
people of the South should repudiate and abandon the heresy of 
secession and State rights, acknowledge it is wrong and wicked, and 

ive the people of the North the assurance that they will forsake it. 
ey should accept the constitutional amendments in their spirit 
and t equal political rights to all men. The trouble is they do 
not do this. They acknowledge the aga of the rebellion, that 
Sey vee defeated, and declare that they will never engage in such 
madness again, but at the same time they insist that the cause for 
which they fought was just and right. They still roll the pernicious 
doctrine of secession as a sweet morsel under their tongues. They 
teach their children to love and revere it, and many of their news- 
papers and orators glory in it, and some of their leaders darkly hint 
that they will yet enthrone it through democratic ascendency in the 
State and General Governments, 

This is the reason why the people of the North are not to-day 
entirely reconciled ; becanse, with all these facts staring them in the 
face, their confidence is shaken in the promises which have been made. 
Men talk well upon this subject, and I have no doubt some few of 
them mean well, but their actions do not come up to their professions, 
and, I am compelled to say, are at the best decidedly questionable. 
What the people of the North want is that the South should show its 
faith by its digi ba in this they demand nothing that is either 
humiliating or dishonorable. 

As a test of sincerity a y this point, tell me as honorable men 
whether you think a republican could to-day go into the parish of 
East Feliciana, in the State of Louisiana, make republican speeches 
and organize republican clubs, without danger of molestation, and if 
not there, could he in any county in any State south of Virginia. 
These, sir, are facts plainly spoken in a spirit of fairness and candor, 
and the sooner we all understand them and act upon them the better. 

There never can be a union between the people of the North and the 
Sonth until confidence is restored, and that can never be accomplished 
as long as the people of the South, while professing loyalty to the Gov- 
ernment, cling to the accursed dogma which has been the vital cause of 
all our woes. To restore confidence and cement anew our National 
Union we must renounce and ignore every species of heresy, and 
cherish our Government, its Constitution and laws, above every con- 
sideration of party or self. 

toad Se truth proclaimed by our fatbers, which has been crys- 
tallized by fire and blood in three great conflicts and imbedded deep 
in the 5 1 75 law of the Republic, that all men are politically freo 
and equal before the law, must be engraved as with a per of iron on 
the hearts and consciences of every American citizen. t this great 
principle be rooted and established in the hearts of all our people 
and honestly, sacredly observed. Let tho citizens in every State in 
this Union be left free to exercise the elective franchise withont fear 
or intimidation, and the Republic will stand, the Union be perpetn- 
ated, and happiness and prosperity will fill the land. But if this 
doctrine is ignored and th 9 right refused, yon may talk 
of reconciliation and the return of brotherly love, but it will not come. 
“You may cry peace, „but there will be no peace,” for while 
the sacred rights of a single American citizen, be he high or low, rich 
or poor, white or black, lie crushed beneath this magnificent temple 
of republican e the noble edifice will totter upon its 
foundations and in the end crumble into ruins. The pacification of 
angry passions and the reconciliation of contending factions are now 
a consummation devoutly to be wished for, and to the accomplish- 
ment of this great work every lover of his country should direct all 
his efforts, for, if peace can restored, if a feeling of amity and 
brotherly love can be established, if the people of the two sections 
can be relieved from the bitterness and burdens of the war and turn 
their attention to industrial pursuits and the development of the 
marvelous resources of the country, if the rights of all citizens can 
be respected everywhere, if the spirit and influence of our Constitu- 
tion are felt and respected in every part and portion of the Republic, 
then business will revive, our industries will spring up, commerce 
will again spread her wings, hard times will retreat and disappear, 
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while, inspired by new life and animated by every noble impulse, 
our country will march on in the vanguard of the nations to her high 
and sublime destiny. 

I regret exceedingly, sir, that the provisions which compel me to 
vote against this bill were not left out; but they were insisted upon 
by gentlemen upon the other side, and so I am compelled to vote 
against the whole bill. 

I have now, Mr. Chairman, said all that I desire upon this subject. 
I shall vote against this bill for the reasons I have stated, which are 
entirely sufficient and satisfactory to me. In the course I have pur- 
sned and in what I have said, I have followed the path of duty as 
dictated and marked out by an honest jndgment, Upon this subject, 
as upon all others, I only claim for myself what I freely and cheer- 
fully accord to others—a fair hearing and candid consideration of m 
arguments. I entertain no gloomy foreboding as to the future, 
the people of the North and the South do not yet 2 know and un- 
derstand each other, I believe the day will come, and that speedily, 
when they will. I believe in the end right will prevail, and that 115 
tice and equality will be established in all our borders. My faith in 
the permanency of our Government and in the perpetuity of the Union 
is firm and unshaken, for it is rooted and grounded in the patriotism, 
the intelligence, and common sense of our people ; and to them I ap- 
peal, not only for a justification of my vote upon this bill, but for 
the realization of my highest hopes and most ardent wishes for the 
future grandeur and prosperity of the Republic. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, obtained the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask my colleague [Mr. Davis] to yield to me fora 
motion that the committee rise. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I will yield for that papoa 

Mr. GOODE. Before that motion is submitted, I ask the gentle- 
— from North Carolina [Mr. Davis] to allow me ten minutes of 

is time. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I will do so. 

Mr, HEWITT, of Alabama. What time does the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Davis] claim to be entitled to? 

: Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I suppose I am entitled to one 
our. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I hold that I have the right to control 
the debate on this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, I understand that the gentleman 
who reports a bill has the right to control the time of debate so far 
as members of his committee are coneerned—not the whole time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am but following the practice of the 


House. I hold that the gentleman from North Carolina has no right, 


to pone 3 here aud take the management of this bill out of 
my han 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I do not pro to take the man- 
. of this bill out of the hands of the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Hxwrrr;] but I desire to inform him that I have the floor, and 
under the rales of the House I am entitled to the floor for one hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina was recog- 
nized as a member of the committee, and under that recognition is 
entitled to the floor for one hour, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am not a member of the com- 
mittee that reports this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. A member of the Committee of the Whole is 
what the Chair meant. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Go0DE.] 

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say now that I have listened 
with surprise to the extraordinary speech just delivered by the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. Joxck.] That speech was printed and 
cannot be accepted as an ebullition of temporary feeling, but must 
be regarded as a deliberate, well-considered utterance on the of 
that gentleman. As J listened to him I felt like exclaiming, as I have 
often heard others exclaim, “ Will this cruel war never be over?“ 

I understand the gentleman to base his objection to the bill now un- 
der consideration up: n the assumption that the beneficiaries of the bill, 
some of them, belong in the Sonth and took sides with the South in 
the late unhappy civil war between the States. That is his objection 
to the bill. I wish to reply to that gentleman here and now that the 
Mexican veterans who belong in the South are shielded by the proc- 
lamation of amnesty and . made by the President of the United 
States in December, 1868. They are shielded by the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, for the gentleman knows if he 
has read those decisions that the Supreme Court has decided that in 
legal contemplation the effect of that pardon is to blot out and oblit- 
erate all offenses and that no crime, if he chooses to term that a crime, 
8 of the war can be imputed to them. 

Mr. JOYCE. Will the gentleman allow me a single word ? 

Mr. GOODE. No, sir; my time is limited. 

Mr. JOYCE. The gentleman evidently misunderstood me entirely. 

Mr. GOODE. listened to the gentleman, and those who hear me 
now will read his printed speech. I understood the gentleman to 
base his objection to this bill upon the ground that a large number 
of the beneticiaries live at the South. His printed speech will show 
whether or not I have misrepresented him. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say I listened with surprise to such a senti- 
ment. I did not believe there was a gentleman on this floor or upon 
the American continent who would come here to-day and undertake 
to visit j anishment upon the Mexican veterans for the reasons as- 
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signed by the gentleman. Is not the war over? More than thirteen 
ges haveelapsed since its termination. The fields that were trampled 

y its red, fiery hoof have yielded many rich and abundant harvests. 
Year after year the flowers of spring, sweet emblems of peace, have 
bloomed and faded upon the graves of the dead. 

The Mexican veterans who belonged to the South pay their taxes; 
they bear their due proportion of the burdens of this Government; they 
are living in the dai . of every duty incumbent upon good 
citizens, And, sir, if the emergency should ever again arise I under- 
take to say, speaking for them here, that they would respond with 
the same alacrity and zeal to the call of their common country that 
they did in 1846, I say more, I feel bound to say it in answer to the 
extraordinary speech of the gentleman from Vermont—lI say it in no 
spirit of vainglorious boasting, but I am here to say that if the emor- 
gency shonld arise the men of the South who fought in the Mexican 
war would not be found behind the constituents of the gentleman 
from Vermont, as they were not found behind them at Palo Alto, at 
Resaca de la Palma, at Buena Vista, at Monterey, at Cerro Gordo, at 
Churubusco, and on all the other battle-fields of Mexico which Amer- 
ican prowess has illustrated and made famous forever. 

Sir, I do not know that it will touch the heart of the gentleman, but 
let me tell him that many of these men have been reduced by the 
vicissitudes of fortune to penury and want. They need, sorely need, 
the little pittance which it is proposed by this bill to bestow upon 
them; and now when they come and point with honorable pride to 
the scars which they received in defense of our common country, shall 
it be said that this Government, whose flag they bore in triumph 
this Government which they helped to enrich, will turn its back upon 
them and repudiate the sacred debt which it owes them? And why 
repudiate it? Because they responded to the instincts, the manly 
instincts of humanity, and s by their kith and kin in the most 
gigantic civil struggle which the world has ever seen! I do not be- 
lieve that this Congress will so repudiate the claim of these veterans. 
I hope the gentleman from Vermont stands solitary and alone in the 
utterance of hissentiments, I believe that the representatives of the 


A. JOY 
. JOYCE. I would stand where I do if I were the only man in 
the world to take the position. 

Mr.GOODE. And there I hope you will stand forever, solitary and 
alone, 840 

Mr. JOYCE. I believe it is right; and I will stand there. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Where was the gentleman during the last war? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. He was a colonel honorably serv- 
ing bie country as was the gentleman from Missouri. 

r. CRITTENDEN, A true soldier never would have uttered such 
sentiments. 
7 Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish you were fighting beside 

im to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order, The gen- 
tleman from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. GOODE. Mr, Chairman, I prefer rather to believe the repre- 
sentatives of the American le here assembled (and I believe my 
venerable friend from New York will be found in the category I am 
now describing) are imbued with a spirit of patriotism sufficiently 
broad and comprehensive to enable them to forget the bitter memo- 
ries which the gentleman from Vermont has undertaken to invoke, 
and will say with one voice that the time has now come when this 
, act of justice should be performed. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia has 
expired. 
r. JOYCE. How much of my hour have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman’s hour 
had expired. 

Mr. JOYCE. I did not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had concluded his speech and 
pedet the floor. The Chair was under the impression that his time 

expired or was about to expire. 

Mr. SAYLER. Whether the gentleman’s time had expired or not, 
he yielded the floor and cannot resume it until every other gentleman 


bys 3 arent has spoken. 
Mr. JOYCE. I do not want to resume the floor; I propose to occupy 
the remainder of my hour, if it is my right. 

e CH « The gentleman has no right to the floor after 
having yielded it. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Davis] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I yield five minutes more of my 
time to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. GOODE. ] 

Mr.GOODE. Mr. Chairman, having replied to the gentleman from 
Vermont, I want to say a word about this bill. The war with Mexico 
was pre-eminently a war of the volunteers. It demonstrated the fact 
that under a Government like ours, formed “by the people and for 
the people,” there is no necessity for great standing armies, and that 
the 558 of our defense in times of public peril is to be found in 
the strong arms and stout hearts of our citizen soldiery. Who can 
ever forget the military ardor and euthusiasm that were exhibited 
during that eventful period, and who can ever forget how the men of 
the North and of the South responded promptly and zealously to the 
call of their country? And, sir, when the war was over and co 
was storia ToO can forget the exultant shouts and joyful acclama- 
tions with which the returning volunteers were weleomed back to 
their homes? Who would have been bold enough then to predict that 
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more than thirty years would be permitted to elapse without any rec- 
ognition of their services in a practical, tangible form. 

I undertake to say that it would be impossible to overestimate the 
value of those services. This Government owes those men a debt—I 
choose to call it a debt—a debt not evidenced by bond or promissory 
note, but a debt of still higher dignity; and we cannot longer post- 
pone its payment without incurring the charge of repudiation in its 
most odious and reprehensible form. What did we acquire by it? 
To say nothing of Texas, which may be considered an acquisition 
of the war, we acquired seven hun thousand square miles of 
territory. We have produced from that territory two billions of gold 
and silver, and when to this the prospective value of that vast domain, 
with its virgin soil and its unrivaled resources, agricultural, manu- 
facturing, and commercial, is considered, we have an empire more 
magnificent than eastern prince ever dreamed of. And we owe it 
all—for it all we are indebted to these Mexican veterans. When 
they relinquished the pursuits of private life and sundered the ties 
which bound them to their families and their homes they had a 
right to expect the Government would not only hold their names in 
grateful and affectionate remembrance but it would make some recog- 
nition of their services. They had a right to expect this from the 
past legislation of the country. The committee very well say in their 
report that no policy is more firmly planted in the hearts and minds 
of the American people than that of Sater pensions to their brave 
soldiers who have gone ont to fight the wars of the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this Government is dependent in a large de- 
gree upon these volunteers, Whenever involved in war it is depend- 
ent upon its volunteers to maintain its honor and its flag. There is 
no country upon the globe where the soldier can be so easily converted 
into the peaceful citizen and where the peaceful citizen can be 80 
easily converted into the effective soldier. We have seen, all of us, 
during our history the noble spectacle of whole armies leaping forth 
in buttle-array at the call of the country and then, when the country 
no longer needed their services, falling back and commingling again 
with the elements from which they sprang. I say, then, as a matter 
of policy, to say nothing of gratitude, to say nothing of sentiment, to 
“r nothing of the question of abstract justice, as a mere question of 
policy, it would be a wise and salutary measure to pass this bill, and 
thereby encourage our citizen soldiers to volunteer their services in 
times of public peril. I can say no more, as the time allotted to me 
has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Joyce] had ten minutes of his time left, but he 
8 the floor absolutely without consuming that time and the 

hair then recognized the gentleman from North Carolina as entitled 
to the floor. t 

Mr. BURCHARD. Isit not cnstomary to allow a gentleman later 
on to claim the balance of his time ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not without notice. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks it is not customary, but the 
gentleman from Vermont yielded the floor absolutely and lost what- 
ever time he had remaining. The floor is now in possession of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I yield to my colleague to make a 
motion to rise, not yielding my right to the floor when we next go 
into committee. 

Mr. VANCE. I move that the committee arise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SouTHARD reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 257) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mex- 
ican and other wars therein named, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendments 
bills and a joint resolution of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (. R. No. 694) for the relief of William H. Needham, late 
second lieutenant of Compauy D, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa In- 
fantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1142) for the relief of Charles W. Wood, late of 
Company E, first battalion, Thirteenth Regiment of the United States 
Infantry ; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) appropriating $200 to defray ex- 
pones of transporting the remains of Pancoast Loose, a deceased 
soldier. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill and a joint resolution of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1104) for the relief of John Pulford; and 

A joint resolntion (H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to issue certain arms to the Washington Light Infantry of 
Charleston, South Carolina. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, and re- 
qnested the concurrence of the House in, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 573) for the relief of the officers and privates of the 
Fourth Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers; 

A bill (S. No. 595) to further define and enlarge the duties of the 
board of health of the District of Columbia; 


A bill (S. No. 611) to extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance 


Company of the City of Washington; 
A bill (S. No. 662) to annul section 1270 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to fuel, forage, and quarters of officers of the Army; 
A bill (S. No. 685) for the relief of N. Boyden; 
A bill (S. No. 703) granting a pension to Melvina A. Maltby; and 
A bill (S. No. 724) granting a pension to Nancy E. McClelland. 
Mr. BANNING. I now move the House adjourn. 


GOVERNMENT ADVERTISING. 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 3390) to provide means for 
givin official notice of the acts of the Government and to provide 

or the advertisement required by the several Departments of the 
Government was recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair willexamine the record and see whether 
the motion was made at the time the bill was recommitted and laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire simply to give notice, with the consent of 
the House, that to-morrow at three o'clock we may go into Committee 
of the Whole in order that I may make some remarks on the subject 
of finance as well as thé Mexican war. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk is looking up the Journal in reference 
to the bill on which the motion to reconsider has been entered. It 
appears from the Journal there was no motion to reconsider made at 
the time and laid upon the table. The gentleman is therefore entitled 
pr pending the motion to adjourn, to enter the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I desire to introduce some bills which were mis- 
laid this morning. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call for the regular order of 
business, l 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask the gentleman from New York 
to yield to me to move that the bill (H. R. No. 257) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars therein 
named be reprinted, as the numbers already printed are exhausted. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I yield for that alone. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BANNING’s motion was to; and then (at five minutes to 
five o’clock p. m.) the House adjourn 


‘ PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Catharine Carroll, of Phila- 
delphia, that her name be restored to the pension-rolls—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of the publishers of the Tribune and 
Sun, of Jackson, Tennessee, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

a Mr. BACON: The petitions of Beers & Kissinger, publishers 
of the Rome (New York) Sentinel; of H. P. Willard, publisher of the 
Boonville (New York) Herald; and of Sanford & Carr, publishers of 
the Roman Citizen, of Rome, New York, of similar import—to the 
same committee. . 

By Mr. BAGLEY: The petition of W. R. Clapp, publisher of the 
Herkimer County News, Little Falls, New York; of C. C. Whitthorne, 
preiar of the Herkimer (aen York) Democrat; of J. R. & G. G. 

sakie 8 of the Journal and Courier, Little Falls, New 
York ; of W. W. Ames, publisher of the ned imma Clayton, New 
York ; of the Watertown New York Printing Company, publishers of 
the Morning Despatch and Watertown Reunion, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

e BAKER, of Indiana: The petitions of Puckett & Starr, 
po ishers of the Albion (Indiana) New Era; of C. O. 1 8 ub- 

isher of the Standard, of Kendallsville, Indiana; and of W. K Shef- 
fer, publisher of the Angola (Indiana) Herald, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Henry Billings, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER, of New York : The petitions of George G. Waldron, 
1 isher of the Democratic Volunteer, Hamilton, New York; of 

ohn R. Beden, publisher of the New Era, De Ruyter, New York; 
and of J. A. Place, secre of the Oswego Pablishing Company, 
publishers of the Oswego Times, for the abolition of the duty on 
0 aaee the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BALLOU: The petitions of 32 workmen of Lanesville, South 
Attleborough, Massachusetts, and of John F. Adams and 51 other 
workingmen of Pawtucket, Rhode Island, against the reduction of 
duties which . labor and against the reimposition of the war 
tax on tea and coffee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BANNING: The petitions of the Great Western Publishing 
Company of Cincinnati, Ohio; and of T. J. Smith, publisher of the 
National A. O. U. W. Bulletin, of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Somerville & Davis, of Galveston, Texas, to 
have refunded them certain taxes wrongfully collected from them 
to the Committee of Claims. 
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By Mr. BELL: The memorial of an educational convention, held 
in Atlanta, Georgia, February 13, 1878, asking the distribution of the 
proceeds of public lands among the several States for educational pur- 

to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BENEDICT: The petition of the Heally Manufacturing Com- 
pany of Lockport, New York, and others, against imposing a higher 
Tate of duty on wronght-iron lap-welded boiler flues and tubes—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. f 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petitions of H. H. Gratz, ponnier of 
the Gazette, Lexington, Kentucky; of Samuel Owen, po isher of the 
Jessamine Journal, of Nicholasville, Kentucky; of E. E. Lee, pob- 
lisher of the Owen News; of Benjamin Deering, publisher of the Wood- 
ford Sun, Versailles, Kentucky, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAIR: The petition of C. H. Parker, publisher of the Gran- 
ite State News, Wolfeborongh, New Hampshire, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petitions of H. D. Wing, publisher of the Rec- 
ord, Ahnapee, Wisconsin ; of P. R. Proctor, publisher of the News, De 
Pere, Wisconsin; of Charles Kohlmann, publisher of the Wisconsin 
Telegraph, Oshkosh, Wisconsin; and of C. G. Starks, publisher of the 
Journal, Berlin, Wisconsin, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of the late war, that they be granted 
homesteads—to the Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petitions of Thomas Hughes, publisher of the 

County Citizen, of Beaver Dam; Hotchkiss & Stafford, pub- 
lishers of Fox Lake Representative ; of F. de Haas & Brother, pub- 
lishers of the Nordwestlicher Courier, of Fon du Lac; of A. F. War- 
den, publisher of the Plymouth Reporter; of H. M. Kutchin, publisher 
of the Commonwealth, Fon du Lac; of the Banner and Volksfreund 
Printing Company, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, that the duty on type 
be abolished—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petitions of ves & Carrier, publishers 
of the Ovid (Michigan) Register; of Otis Fuller & Co., publishers of 
the Ingham County News, Mason, Michigan; of Miller & Smith, pub- 
lishers of the Livingston 17 5 555 Republican, Howell, Michigan; of 
W. H. Hess, publisher of the Fowlerville (Michigan) Review; of 
W. S. George & Co., publishers of the Republican, (weekly and semi- 
weekly,) Lansing, Michigan, of similar import—tothe same committee. 

Also, the petition of Hon. W. M. McConnell and 130 other citizens 
of Pontiac, Michigan, for the prevention of the destruction of fish in 
the rivers and lakes of the country—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

35 Mr. BRIDGES: The petition of the American Iron and Steel 
Association, against the passage of the Wood tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the American Nurserymen’s Association, relat- 
ing to forest culture—to the Committee on iculture. 

Mr. BURDICK: The petition of H. C. Hammond, publisher of 
the Elgin (Iowa) Times, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of a post-route from Mill 
3 Vaatad; Iowa—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, the petitions of Peter Karberg, publisher of the Nord Iowa 
Post, Lansing, Iowa; of Newberry & Hoag, publishers of the Straw- 
bong Coa (Iowa) Press; of James T. Metcalf, publisher of the Mir- 
ror, Lansing, Iowa; and of A. F. Hofer & Son, publishers of the Me- 
Gregor (Iowa) News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petitions of Spencer & Balcome, publishers 
of the Compendium, Uxbridge, Massachusetts; of J. II. Earle, pub- 
lisher of the Contribntor, Boston, Massachusetts; and of J. P. Men- 
drum, publisher of the Boston (Massachusetts) Investigator, of sim- 
ilar import—to fhe same committee. 

Also, the petition of James Keenan, of Washington, District of 
Columbia, for compensation for property taken by the military dur- 
ing the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

180, the petition of Sisters of Charity, for an appropriation in aid 
of the Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum of Washington, District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAIN: Petition and resolution of merchants and tobacco 
manufacturers of Charleston, South Carolina, for relief to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the pension 
claim of Patrick Kinsella—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petitions of Wadsworth & Kessler, of the 
La Porte (Indiana) Argus; H. S. Mintle, of the Walkerton (Indiana) 
Visitor; D. 8. French & Son, of the Brookston (Indiana) Reporter; 
Horace E. James, of the Rensselaer (Indiana) Union; and Bedell & 
Wheeler, of the Crown Point (Indiana) Register, for the abolition of 
the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of publishers and printers of 
Cambria County, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of George Chorpenning—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Illinois: The petition of Woods Brothers, of 
Mattoon, Illinois, praying for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. CANNON, of Utah: Resolutions of wool-growers and oth 
of Salt Lake City, Utah, against any reduction of the tariff on woo 
and woolen goods—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of Henry C. Bowen, publisher 
of the Independent, of New York, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the same committee. 

y Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: The petitions of Merritt & Kelsey, pub- 
lishers of the Victor (Iowa) Index; of Brauk & Katzsenmayer, pub- 
lishers of the Iowa Investigator, lowa City, lowa; of Cheshire Broth- 
ers, n of the Republican, Montezuma, Iowa; and of Weiting 
& Clark, publishers of the Toledo (Iowa) Times, of similar import 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. COLLINS: The petition of citizens of Luzerne County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishing of a post-route from New Colum- 
buns, by the way of Town Hill and 5 Mills, to Shickshinny— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Love & Schofield, and 45 
other boiler-makers and machinists, citizens of Port Huron, Michiga 
against an increase of the duty on wrought-iron lap-welded flues an 
tubes for boilers—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Swift & Dodds, wholesale druggists, of Detroi 
Michigan, against an increase of the duties on chemicals, drugs, d 
medicines—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of James Talbot & Sons, publishers of the Port 
Huron (Michigan) Commercial; A. H. Patterson, publisher of the 
Almont (Michigan) Herald; and L. X. Goulet, publisher of the Lapeer 
(Michigan) Democrat, praying for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of J. C. Bollmeyer, publisher 
of the Democratic Expositor, of Wauseon, Ohio; of George Gasline, 
er of the Oak Harbor (Ohio) Press; of Curtis Brothers, pub- 

ishers of the Tribune, Elmore, Ohio; of L. L. Oring, publisher of the 
Democratic Northwost, Napoleon, Ohio; and of Karns & Rudolph, 
publishers of the Wood County (Ohio) Sentinel, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ohio, for a modification of the pen- 
sion laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: The petitions of Dotts & Walker, publishers 
of the Corydon (Iowa) Times; C. F. Lecompte, publisher of the 
Wayne County (Iowa) Republican; S. G. Sloane, publisher of the 
D Centre (Iowa) Globe; G. H. Raysdale, publisher of the Char- 
iton (Iowa) Patriot; J. J. Davies, publisher of the Stuart (Iowa) Lo- 
comotive; G. N. Udell, pablisher of the Leon (Iowa) Reporter ; and 

* D e, publishers of the Osceola (Iowa) Sentinel, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. CUTLER : The petitions of S. L. Garrison, publisher of the 
Boonton (New Jersey) Weekly Bulletin, and Hunnewel & Zillyer, 
publishers of the Dover (New Jersey) Index, of similar import—to the 
same committee. : 

Also, the petitions of the Montclair (New Jersey) Presbyterian 
church, and of the Trinity Congregational church of Orange, New 
Jersey, for a commission of inqniry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traflic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANFORD : The petitions of John Knox and 150 others; 
of G. G. Draper and 110 others; of Thomas Wilson and 200 others ; 
of J. H. Tanner and 208 others, of Jefferson County, Ohio; and of W. 
G. Flewellen and 143 others, of Bridgeport, Ohio, against any change 
in the tariff laws—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petition of vintners and wine 
dealers of California, against the reduction of the duty on wines—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. DEERING : The petitionsof W. K. and F. J. Mend, publish- 
ers of the Iowa Plain Dealer, Cresco Iowa; of George M. Reynolds, 
publisher of the New Hampton (Iowa) Courier; of W. C. Hayward, 
1 of tho Hancock Signal Garner, Iowa; of Martin Blinn, pub- 

isher of the Deuteh Amerikaner, Waterloo, Iowa; of J. Wasson, pub- 
lisher of the La Porte City (Iowa) Progress; of Henry H. Colt, pub- 
lisher of the Floyd County Press, Nora a ies 8, Iowa; of M. Kean, 
publisher of the Lawler (Iowa) Times ; and of M. Atherton, publisher 
of the Mitchell County Press, Osage, Iowa, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of the Knoxville (Tennessee) Trib- 
une, MeMinville (Tennessee) New Era, and a number of California 
newspapers, against the imposition of the proposed tariff on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DURHAM: Men relating to the claim of J. T. White, of 
Kentucky—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Mary A. Coffey, for compensation for property 
taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of Mrs. Mary Mills, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of J. A. Matteson and others, work- 
ingmen of Rhode Island, against any reduction of duties which protect 
labor—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EWING: The petition of Moss & Marshall, of Straitsville, 
Ohio, that tariff duties remain unchanged until thoroughly investi- 
gated—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Sidney Maltby, recommending measnres of 
financial reform—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of W. II. H. Tyler and 56 other eit'zens of Ohio, 
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for oe enactment of a homestead law—to the Committee on Public 
8. 

Also, the petition of John Dwyer, for pay for a horse taken for the 
use of the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of James Heffley, publisher of the Winchester 
Times, Canal Winchester, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FENN: The petition of 54 citizens of Idaho county, Idaho, 
for the construction of a military road from Fort Boisé to Fort Lap- 
wai—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANKLIN: The petition of G. M. Wright and 26 others of 
Cass county, Missouri, that the duty on castor-oil remain unchanged— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. FULLER : The petition of D. C. Zimmerman and others, 
for a route from Lynnville to Oakland City, Indiana—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of citizens of Ashtabula County, 
Ohio, and of Warren, Ohio, for an appropriation of $50,000 for the 
improvement of Ashtabula harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

lso, the petition of citizens of Olmstead, Ohio, against the pro- 
posed free importation of grindstones and building-stone—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of the Morocco Manufact- 
urers’ National Exchange, against the duty on raw goat skins—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia: The petition of Robert H. Chilton, for 
755 removal of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of A. Field & Sons 
and 83 others, manufacturers and workingmen of Taunton, Massachu- 
setts, remonstrating ne reduetion of the duties on imports, and 
against a tax on tea and coffee—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the Board-of Underwriters of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts, and other marine insurers of Massachusetts in favor of im- 
provements in the harbor of Scituate, Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the surviving representatives of the firm of 
U. M. Ellis & Bro., asking compensation for losses sustained in sup- 
plying iron work for the Treasury extension—to the Committee of 

aims. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of 8 Papers relating to the claim of 
Thonfas M. Cardell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of S. F. Joy, publisher of the Hone- 
oye Falls (Monroe County, New York) Free Press, and J. B. Swett, 
publisher of the Medina (New York) Saturday Register, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTZELL: The petitions of Beem & Richards, publishers 
of the Du Quoin (Perry County, Illinois) Tribune; Taylor & Brothers, 
panion of the Sparta (Illinois) Plaindealer; Gear & Sowers, pub- 

ishers of Murphysborough (Llinois) Index; M. B. Harrell, publisher 
of the Cairo (1 TERI Gazette; T. G. Farris, jr., publisher of the John- 
son County (Illinois) Yeoman ; M. A. Smith, publisher of the John- 
son County (Illinois) Journal ; and H, F. Potter, publisher of the Ar- 
gus-Journal, Cairo, iaa f similar import—to the same committee, 

Also, tho petition of J. P. Bozman and 53 other citizens of Pope 
County, Illinois, asking Congress to pass a special act granting a pen- 
sion to William T. Wyatt, late private in Company E, Forty-eighth 
Poeno Illinois Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petitions of the editors and publishers of 
the following newspapers of Kansas: Western Spirit, Southern Kan- 
sas Advance, Monitor, Ottawa Republican, Thayer Headlight, Repub- 
lican Courier, Wyandotte Herald, Western Progress, Journal and Tri- 
umph, and Garnett Plaindealer, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the State Horticultural Society of Kansas, 
asking that the Department of Agriculture be represented in the Cab- 
inet bra Secretary of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDEE: The petition of Mrs. Polly Lackey, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of the publishers of the follow- 
ing newspapers of Illinois: Franklin Grove orter, Henry County 
Chronicle, Prairie Chief, Bureau County Republican, Kewanee Inde- 
pendent, and New Volks Zeitung, for the abolition of the duty on 
epee the Committee of Ways and Means, 

y Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Thomas R. Johnson, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Rinaldo and Ann E. Johnson, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: The petition of Thomas Whetmore 
and 35 other citizens of Sumter Connty, Alabama, for aid to the 
Texas and Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacifie Railroad. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of Power & Barksdale, publishers 
of The Clarion, Jackson, Mississippi, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the members of the bar of the District of 
Columbia, for the passage of the bill to reorganize the judiciary of 
the District of Colambia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The resolution of the Teachers’ Association 
of Monroe and Vernon Counties, Wisconsin, favoring the passage of 
the Hoar bill creating a national fund, the burean, and a pedagogi- 
cal museum of education—to the Committee on Education and Labor, 


Also, the petition of Griff O. Jones, publisher of the Eagle, Augusta, 


Wisconsin ; of J. A. Mells, publisher of the Journal, at , Wiseon- 
sin; of E. L. Hoffman, publisher of the Clark County (Wisconsin) Re- 
70 and Press; of the News Printing Company, publishers of 

u Claire (Wisconsin) News; of A. C. Vanneder, of the Republican, 
New Richmond, Wisconsin; of Symes & Usher, publishers of the 
Liberal Democrat, La Crosse, Wisconsin; of Merrick & Fowler, pub- 
lishers of the Press, River Falls, Wisconsin; of Sharretts & Cline, 
publishers of the True Republican, Hudson, Wisconsin; of F. Fleint- 
sen, publisher of the Faderlande and Emigranten, of La Crosse, Wis- 
consin, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of Lew H. Brown, publisher 
of the Hammondsport ee scat ee of Frank B. Brown, pub- 
lisher of the Corning (New York) Democrat, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition D. F. Sprigg, publisher of the South- 
ern Churchman, of Alexandria, Virginia; of R. W. Hunter, publisher 
of the Winchester (Virginia) Times; of B. F. Sheets, publisher of the 
Mirror, and of William B. Lynch, publisher of the Washingtonian, 
Leesburgh, Virginia, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JACOBS: A paper relating to the establishment of certain 
post-routes in Washington Territory—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of M. C. Burke, publisher 
of the Marengo News Journal, Demopolis, Alabama, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETC : The petition of H. A. Tilden, and of Tilden & 
Co., publishers of the Druggist and Journal of Materia Medica, New 
Lebanon, New York; and of E. W. Addis, publisher of Putnam County 
Standard, Brewster's, New York, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Hunt & Miller, stove dealers at Hudson, New 
York, for the better security of property in patterns for metal cast- 
in the Committee on Patents. 

1 KIDDER: The petitions of E. B. Chambers, publisher of 
the Fargo (Dakota Territory) Times, and of N. D. True, publisher of 
the Dakota Republican, Vermillion, Dakota Territory, for the aboli- 


tion of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of J. McLaughlin, publisher of 
the Press, Stafford Springs, Connecticut, and of J. H. Barnum, pub- 


lisher of the Hartford (Connecticut) Sunday Journal, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petitions of S. L. Deyo, publisher of the 
Record, Naples, New York; of William Harding, publisher of the 
Union and Constitution, Monnt Morris, New York; of Woodra 
Knapp & Co., publishers of the Davisville (New ae a! se 0 
R. A. Sedfield, publisher of the Penn Yan (New York ress; and 
of George M. Shull, publisher of the Mount Morris (New York) En- 
terprise, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Ey Mr. LORING: The petition of Frank Wiggin, for pay as a sec- 
ond lieutenant, United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, the petition of Edmund Kimball, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of E. H. Martin, treasurer of Ipswich Mills Com- 
pany, husetts, relative to duties on wool and woolen goods 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of John Wood, publisher of the 
San Rafael (California) Herald, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, requesting a 
change in existing treaties between the United States and China so 
as to prohibit Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Education 


‘and Labor. 


By Mr. LYNDE: The petitions of Edwin Hurlburt, publisher of 
the Wisconsin Free Press; of Socialist Printing Company, publish- 
ers of Milwaukee Socialist; and of Carl Doerflinger, publisher of the 
Erziehungs-Bliitter and New Education and Freidenker, Milwaukee, - 
Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYHAM: The petition of Jacob D. Hutton, for arrears of 
pay due him as a disabled soldier—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Ellenville (New York) 
Press and of Brainard Smith, publisher of the Ellenville (New York) 
Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

oea McKENZIE: The petition of Benj. Harrison, publisher of 
the Henderson (Kentucky) News; of John 8. Barrett, publisher of the 
Hartford (Kentucky) Herald; of Zeno F. Young, publisher of the Mad- 
isonville (Kentucky) Times; and of Spidel & Miller, publishers of the 
Henderson Reporter, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of B. F. Clark, of Christian County, Kentucky, 
for the refunding of §300 commutation money, &c.—to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

Also, 8 of the Hopkinsville bar and others, asking that 
the Revised Statutes be so amended as to require the United States 
court for the western portion of the district of Kentucky, to be held 
5 Hopkinsville instead of Paducah, &. —to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr McKINLEY: The petition of 47 citizens of West Brookfield, 
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Ohio, against any change in the tariff laws—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


Also, the petition of 100 citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio, against | Aff: 


any reduction of the duty upon wool and woolen goods—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of 59 workingmen of Canton, Stark County, Ohio, 

inst any reduction of duties that protect labor, and against the re- 
imposition of the war tax on tea and coffee—to the same committee. 

lso, the petition of J. V. Lawler, publisher of the Carroll (Ohio) 
Chronicle, and of W. D. Henkle, publisher, of Salem, Ohio, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petitions of F. D. Harkrider, publisher of 
Germantown (Ohio) Press; of L. D. Gould, publisher of the Eaton 
(Ohio) Democrat; and of William J. Shuey, of the United Brethren 
Publishing House, Dayton, Ohio, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of William Clark and other citizens of Dayton, 
Ohio, for the passage of a law for the protection of fish—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of James Martin, for removal of the charge of 
desertior—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petitions of W. C. French, publisher of the 
Standard of the Cross, Cleveland, Ohio; of Greene & Loomis, pub- 
lishers of the Medina (Ohio) Gazette; of C. C. Day, publisher of the 
Seville (Ohio) Times; of Carson, Lake & Co., publishers of the Daily 
and Semi-Weekly Argus, Akron, Ohio; of F. M. Lewis, publisher of 
the Amherst (Ohio) Free Press; of George W. Evarts, publisher of the 
Doyleston (Ohio) Journal; and of P. P. Cherry, publisher of the 
Wadsworth (Ohio) Tidal Wave, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Ne. the petition of citizens of Ellyria, Ohio, against the abolition 
of the duty on KPEE the — cer oe sail 

Also, the petition of citizens of Akron, Ohio, against any reduction 
of the tariff —to the same committee. > 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ellyria, Ohio, against the abolition 
of the duty on grindstones and black-stone—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of the publisher of the Osceola 
(Missouri) Ex-Sentinel-Democrat; of the publishers of the Vernon 
County (Missouri) Democrat; and of the eerie of the Spring- 
field (Missouri) Leader, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of the publishers of the Troy 
(Illinois) Weekly Bulletin, of similar import—to the same committee, 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of Mrs. Sidney A. Harrison, that 
the pension ted to her late husband may be continued to her- 
self—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of boiler-makers and others of Fitchburgh, Massa- 
chusetts, ist the imposition of a higher rate of duty on wrought- 
iron lap-welded boiler flues and tubes—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. OLIVER: The petitions of the publishers of the following 
named papers in Iowa: Lemaro Sentinel, Humboldt Sentinel, Repub- 
lican, (Boone,) The Journal, (Sioux City,) Storm Lake Pilot, Sioux 
City Tribune, and Iowa Liberal, (Lemars,) for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petitions of H. P. Woodward, publisher 
of the Hawley (Pennsylvania) Times; of Dunlea & Brosnan, pub- 
lishers of the Susquehanna (Pennsylvania) Gazette, and of A. E. Ben- 
eday, publisher of the Great Bend (Pennsyvania) Reporter, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 


By Mr. PATTERSON, of New York: The petitions of R. H. Shank- | th 


laur & Son, publishers of the Cattaraugus Union, Elliottsville, New 
York; of 0. F. White & Co., publishers of the Advertiser and Union, 
Dunkirk and Fredonia, New York; of Horton & Deming, 1 
of the Enterprise, Gowanda, New York ; and of John A. 1, pub- 
lisher of the Jamestown (New York) Journal, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: The ee of publishers of the following- 
named papers in Kansas: Marshall County News, Miami Republican, 
The Farmers’ Advocate, Atchison Courier, Jewell County 3 
Smith County Pioneer, and Recorder, (Holton,) of similar import to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Richardson Brothers, publishers of 
the Davenport (Iowa) Democrat, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. PRIDEMORE: The petitions of D. A. St. Clair, publisher 
of the Wytheville (Virginia) Dispatch, and of J. C. PUAA, pub- 
lisher of the Bristol (Virginia) News, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. QUINN: The petitions of the publishers of the Cohoes, 
(New York) Daily Courier Weekly Democrat; of the Daily Press and 
Knickerbocker, Albany, New York; and of the Albany Argus, of sim- 
ilar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of 40 citizens of Western North 
Carolina, against abolishing the Western North Carolina judicial dis- 
trict—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana: The petition of C. Quick and 60 
other citizens of Madison County, Indiana, that the duty on flaxseed 
ana linseed oil remain unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 


By Mr. ROMERO: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claims 
of Manuel Chavez and A. Sandoval—to the Committee on Indian 
‘airs. 

Also, papers relating to the war claim of William Ivers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petitions of the publishers of the following- 
named papers in New Jersey: True American, (Trenton,) Keyport 
Weekly, Elizabeth Freie Presse, and Monmouth Democrat, (Freehold,) 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. SAPP: The petitions of George D. Ross, publisher of the 
Harlem (Iowa) Herald; of Johnson & Willey, publishers of the At- 
lantic (owa) Messenger; and of H. Lupton, publisher of the Lenox 
(Iowa) Time Table, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: Papers relating to the claim of Heury Hal: 
fin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of Margaret Smith Colton, of Texas, 
relative to the satisfaction of the claims of American citizens for spo- 
liations committed by the French prior to July 31, 1801—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petitions of John G. West- 
afer, publisher of the Chronicle, Elizabethtown, Pennsylvania; of 
Rambo & Grier, publishers of the Courant and Herald, Columbia, 
Pennsylvania; of J. F. Weishhampel, publisher of the Christlicher 
Kundschafter, Lancaster, Pennsylvania; of Shock & Hendrickson, 
eee of the Marietta (Pennsylvania) Register; and of R. J. 

issemer, publisher of the News, Milton, Pennsylvania, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on A oe the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of rge Lawrence, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Henry Mullen, for pay as a first lieutenant in 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The petition of C. Frame and 100 other citi- 
zens of Muskingum County, Ohio, against the reduction of the duty 
on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petitions of the Central IIlinoisan, the 
Petersburgh Democrat, the Taylorville Democrat, the Peoria Daily 
Democrat, the Illinois State Journal, the Virginia Democrat, the Illi- 
nois Courier, the Winchester Register, the State Register, and the Mor- 
risonville Times, newspapers published in the twelfth congressional 
district of Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of the American Nurserymen’s Association, the 
Illinois State Horticultural Society, and tue Horticultural Society of 
Northern Illinois, for aid in the restoration of forests and clothing 
with woodland open prairies of the West—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Elgin, Illinois, in relation 
3 the removal of the duty on salt—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona: Papers relating to the Indian dep- 
redation claim of P. R. Tully—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petitions of the publishers of the follow- 
ing-named papers in Minnesota: Alexandria Post, Brainard Tribune, 
Saint Paul Dispatch, Falls City Press, and the Journal P for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. STONE, of Iowa: The petitions of the publishers of the 
Washington County (Iowa) Gazette, and Workingman's Appeal, Bur- 
lington, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Burlington, Iowa, against 
e proposed income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petitions of Nathan Church, pub- 
lisher of the Grand Rapids (Michigan) Times; of A. B. Turner & Co., 

ublishers of the Grand Rapids (Michigan) Eagle; of F. Weller, pub- 

isher of the Muskegon (Michigan) News and Reporter; of Charles 8. 
Hilbourn, publisher of the Lakeside (Michigan) Register; of C. P. Near- 
pass, publisher of the Whitehall (Michigan) Forum; of W. S. Benham, 
publisher of the Grand Haven (Michigan) Herald; of Charles H. Har- 
ris, publisher of the Otsego (Michigan) Weekly Union; andof Da Bois 
Wilson, publisher of the Grand Rapids (Michigan) Saturday Evening 
Post, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of Joseph Gohorn, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Blass & Coggswell, publishers of the Titus- 
yille (Pennsylvania) Herald, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of Rhoda Anderson, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petitions of John L. Bartow, pub- 
lisher of the Dallas ( 1 ; of John H. Bingham, publisher 
of the McKinney (Texas) Enquirer; of T. J. Cook, publisher of the 
Sherman 9 ourier; of Burson & Dearing, publishers of the 
Denison (Texas) Daily and Weekly Herald; and of B. F. Carpenter, 
publisher of the Waxahachie (Texas) Enterprise, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petitions of the publishors 
of the Rensselaer County Standard, Salem Washington County 
Post, Rensselaer County Gazette, Herald, (Sandy Hill,) the Bath Suu, 
and the Whitehall Times, State of New York, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 
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By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: Two petitions of citizens of 
Wayne County, Illinois, that the duty on castor-beans and castor-oil 
remain unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of E. R. Alderman, publisher 
of the Marietta (Ohio) Register, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. WAIT: The 
the abolition of the 
Means. 

Also, the petition of Goodwin & Co. and Barnes & Co , of Norwich, 
Connecticut, relative to duties on corks and corkwood—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. WALKER: Joint resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Virginia, relative to claims for money advanced by that State to the 
United States—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, joint resolutions of the General Assembly of Virginia, request- 
ing the Representatives from that State to support the silver bill—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WALSH: Papers relating to the pension claims of Annie 
Farley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WATSON: Resolutions of the select and common council of 
Erie, Pennsylvania, favoring an increase of the life-saving service at 
that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William McMahon, superintendent of the Bethel 
Home, Erie, Pennsylvania, for Congress to require sailing-vessels to 
life-preservers—to the same committee. — 
By Mr. WELCH: Two petitions of citizens of Nebraska, against leas- 
ing public lands west of the one hundreth principal meridian in Ne- 
braska—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of the publishers of the Co- 
lumbia (Tennessee) Herald and the Guardian, Colambia, Tenn 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways an 
Means. 

By Mr. WIGGINTON: The petition of the proprietors of the Santa 
Cruz Courier, and 20 other proprietors of newspapers in Southern 
California, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of the publishers of 
the Hastings (Michigan) Home Journal and of the publishers of the 
Michigan Christian Advocate, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of George C. Langdon and others, of Detroit, Mich- 
igan, for increase of duties on Canadian malt and barley—to the same 
committee. 

Also. the petition of Joseph C. Bevin and several citizens of Mount 
Vernon, Ohio, relative to the case of William A. Coulter—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petition of John Hammond, 
A. L. Inman, and others, against any change in the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Wisconsin 
State Agricultural and Horticultural Societies, in favor of a uniform 
rate of interest, &c—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Asa Wilkins and others, officers and members 
of the Southeastern Wool-Growers and Sheep-Breeders’ Association; 
against the abolition of the tariff on wool and woolen goods—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kenosha County, Wisconsin, against 
any change in the duties on flaxseed and linseed oil—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, memorial of the vessel-owners and others of Detroit, Michi- 
gan, for the establishing of a lake-coast light and fog-signal station 
on Racine Point, in Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petitions of the citizens of 
Lime and Marion Counties, Oregon, for extending the time for com- 
pleting the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pa- 
cific Railroad. 

By Mr, WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of Brandeis & Craw- 
3 of Louisville, Kentucky, for relief —to the Committee on War 

aims. 


tition of Jerome L. Anderson and others, for 
uty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 


Also, the petition of the German National Bank, of Louisville, Ken- Ch 


tucky, for relief—to the Committee of Claims, 

Also, the 383 of John P. Morton & Co., of Louisville, pub- 
lishers, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Moore & Serb—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: Memorial of the New York Produce 
Exchange, for an appropriation for the improvement of the channel 
of Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of the malsters and brewers of New 
York, for a specific duty of thirty-five or forty cents per bushel on 
barley and malt—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of Guttenburg & Colmar, publishers of the Deut- 
sche Zeitung, of Wheeling, West Virginia; of Milton Wells, pub- 
lisher of the Wirt County (West Virginia) Mentor; of W. F. & È C. 
Richards, publishers of the Telegram, Clarksburgh, West Virginia; 
and of O. G. Schofield, publisher of the State Journal, Parkersburgh, 
West Virginia, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee, 4 


By Mr. YOUNG: The petitions of J. R. Graves, publisher of The 
Baptist ; of E. Whitmore, publisher of The Public Ledger; and of the 
Masonic Jewel, all published in Memphis, Tennessee, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of distillers, rectifiers, and wholesale liquor deal- 
ers of Memphis, Tennessee, for a reduction of the tax on liquor—to 
the same committee. 

Also, papers meraung. te the war claims of James J. Ammonett, W. 
E. Barnett, John W. better, and L, Leatherman—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 26, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The Secretary (GEORGE C. GORHAM) called the Senate to order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Secretary, I offer the following resolution and 
ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That, in the absence of the Vice-President, Hon. THomas W. FERRY be, 
and he is hereby, chosen President of the Senate pro tempore. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr, Secretary, I offer an amendment. I move to 
strike out all after the word “resolved ” and to insert: 

That the Senate do now proceed by ballot to choose a President pro tempore. 

The SECRETARY. The question is upon the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, [Mr. BaYARD.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and 
nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom, ] who 
is a sent. If he were here, he would vote “yea” and I should vote 
“nay. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. RANDOLPH.] If 
he were here, he would vote “yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DAWES, (when his name was Moat On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Barnum.) I should 
vote “nay” and he wonld vote “ yea,” if he were here. 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. OGtesBy.] If he 
were here, I should vote “yea” and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HOWE, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY.] If he 
were here, he would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PLUMB, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 

ired with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. ARMSTRONG.] If present, 

e would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALLACE, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with my colleague, [Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania.] If 
he were here, I should vote “ yea” and he would vote “nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 28, nays 28—as follows: 


. 
Bailey, Dennis, Hill, McPherson, 
Bavard, Johnston, Maxey, 
Bec! Eustis, Jones of Florida, Merrimon, 
ler, Gordon, Kernan, M 5 
Cockrell. Grover, Lamar, Voorhees, 
Davis of IIlinois, 2 Whyte, 
Davis of W. Va., Hereford, McDonaid, Wi 
NAYS—28. 

All Conover, Kirkwood, Rollins, 
Blaine, Dorsey, MeMillan, Sargent, 
Booth, Edmunds, Matthews, Saunders, 
Bruce, Hoar, Mitchell, - Spencer, 
Cameron of Wis., galls, onan ‘eller, 

atfee, Jones of Nevada, Paddock, Wadleigh, 
Christiancy, Ke Patterson, indom. 

ABSENT—20. 

Anthony, poke Hamlin, Ransom, 
A g Conkling, Howe, Saulsbury, 
Barnum, Dawes, lesby, Sharon, 
Burnside, Ferry, Plum Thurman, 
Cameron of Pa., Garlan Randolph, Wallace. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary. The amendment being lost, the question recurs 
upon the original resolution. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Secretary, I move to strike ont the name of 
Tuomas W. FERRY and insert the name of ALLEN G. THURMAN. 

The Secretary. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ai 

Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ANTHONY, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom.] He 
would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay,” if he were present. 
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Mr. BURNSIDE, (when his name was et On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. RANDOLPH.) If 
he were here, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) As before stated, Iam 
paired on this question with the Senator from ois, [Mr. OGLESBY.] 

Mr. HOWE, (when his name was called.) I am pa on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY.] I should 
vote “nay” and he would vote “ yea,” if present. j 

Mr. PLUMB, (when his name was called.) On this question, Mr. 
Secretary, I am paired with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. ARME- 
STRONG. ] If he were present, I should vote “ nay” and he would vote 
“ ea. 

Mr. WALLACE, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
my colleague, [Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania.] If he were here, I 
should vote “yea” and he would vote “nay.” 

The Secretary concluded the call of the roll. a 

Mr. DAWES. Upon this vote, as upon the former vote, I am paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. BARNUM. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Baile McPherson, 
Bayard, Eaton, o ion, 5 
Bock, Eustis, Jones of Florida, Merrimon, 
Butler, Gordon, Kernan, M 
Davis of Illinois, raa MeCree Whyte 
Davis of West Va., Hereford, McDonald, Wi 
NAYS—29. 
Conover, McMillan, Saund 
Blaine, Dorsey, Matthews, ee 
Booth, Edmunds, Mitchell, eller, 
Hoar, Paid Wadleigh, 
Cameron of W. Ingalls, Paddoc Windom. 
— — Nevada, P. 
Conkling, i Kirkwood, Sargent, 
ABSENT—19. 

Anthony, Cok Howe, Sauls’ A 
Armstrong, Dewey Oglesby, 8 
Barnum, Ferry, Plumb, Thurman, 
Burnside, Garland, Randolph, Wi 
Cameron of Pa., Hamlin, Ransom, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SECRETARY. The question recurs upon the resolution as orig- 
inally offered. s 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. FERRY] will 
please take the chair. 


Mr. FERRY thereupon took the chair, escorted by Mr. ANTHONY and 
Mr. THURMAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thanking you, Senators, for an- 
other i of your confidence and relying upon your generous sup- 
port, I will enter at once upon the duties to which you have chosen 
me. The Secretary will read the journal of yesterday. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that, in the absence of the Vice-President, the Senate has chosen Hon. 
Tuomas W. Ferry, a Senator from the State of Michigan, President of the Senate 
ad POr that he make a similar communication to the House of Repre- 
sen 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. No. 405) providing the same exemptions upon process 
from the courts of the United States as is provided in the several 
States upon process from the State courts; 

A bill (H. k No. 596) to amend section 540, chapter 1, title 13, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1077) to relieve certain legal disabilitiesof women ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2860) changing the times of holding terms of the 
district court for the district of West Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3389) to provide for appearances on behalf of the 
United States in foreclosure suits. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1630) to amend section 1922 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, of provisions concerning particular organized Territories, was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. | d 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS, 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I wish to make a personal explana- 
tion. When the silver bill was on its final passage, I stated that my 
e [Mr. HNL, ] was paired with the Senator from Tennessee, 
[Mr. anI] and that if my colleague were present he would vote 
against the bill. On my pry ke return from Georgia, he states to 
me that I misapprehended the extent to which his pair was intended 
to go; that his purpose was to pair only npon the Senate Finance 
Committee amendments, and not upon the bill. I wish to make that 
explanation that it may go upon the record. 

r. HILL. It is proper that I should say that I concur in the state- 
ment made by my coll AsI was leaving for the State of Georgia, 
6 t, I requested him to pair with me on the 


amendments proposed by the Senate Committee on Finance, and on 
nothing else. I could not ask a pair on the bill because I could not 
know in advance what the bill would be when it came to its 

I had stated to the Senate that with certain amendments to the bill I 
would vote for it; without those amendments I would under no con- 
sideration vote for it. Therefore I could not say in advance how I 
would vote on the passage of the bill; and in asking for a pair, I 
said nothing about it. I simply asked to pair with my colleague on 
the amendments proposed by the Committee on Finance. After I left, 
an arran nt was made, to which I had no objection, to pair me 
with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Harris.] My colleague simply 
misapprebended the extent to which I asked this pair. 

Mr. GORDON. My coll e is right. He referred to the amend- 
ments in our conversation, but I no thought that the pair was 
limited to the amendments; and in pairing him with the Senator froin 
Tennessee, who was in entire accord with me on the silver bill, I did 
what I believe is altogether customary in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Soora of the Interior, in compliance with the reso- 
lution of the Senate of February 13, 1878, calling for a report of the 
number of persons now on the United States pension-rolls in the 
States of Arkansas, Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
South Carolina, Texas, and the Indian Territory; also the number of 
payments reported daily to the Commissioner of Pensions, made to 
such persons by the pension agent from the 4th day of September, 
1877, to the 31st day of January, 1878, inclusive; which was ordered 
to be printed, and lie on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of the Dearborn-street 
Baptist church of Boston, Massachusetts, in favor of a commission 
of inquiry concerning alcoholic ne, and a similar petition from 
the First Baptist church of Marshfield, Massachusetts, and a similar 

tition from the Pilgrim church of Cambridgeport, Massachusetts. 

move that these petitions lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have a petition which the Senator from Ver- 
mont has set forth so vividly that 1 will simply say that it is signed 
by a large number of persona residing in Rochester, New York. I 
move that this petition lie upon the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition on the same subject from the 
union meeting of the Christian and Citizens’ Temperance Association 
of Menomonee, Wisconsin, and I move that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a petition on the same 
subject from citizens of Clayton, Wisconsin. I move that it lie upon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I present the petition of Morris Reynolds and 
other citizens of New Lisbon, Ohio, on the same subject. I move that 
it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I present the petition of Thomas W. Shep- 
ard, Rev. B. V. Deming, and other citizens of Putnam County, Illi- 
nois, on the same subject. I move that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of certain citizens of Ottowa, 
Kansas, on the same subject. I understand that a bill has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance ens. the subject, and I 
therefore move that the petition lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed t to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of the First Congregational 
church of Stoughton, Massachusetts, on the same subject, and move 
that it lie upon the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present two similar petitions, one from the Calvary 
Baptist church of Salem, Massachusetts, and the other from the Uni- 
versalist church of Newton, Massachusetts. I move that these peti- 
tions lie on the table. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the petition of Catharine Malony, 
widow and administratrix of William P. Malony, late of Ann Arbor, 
Michigan, praying for compensation for certain property sold to a 

uartermaster of the United States Army in New Orleans during the 
war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHYTE 1 the petition of C r Wolf, a citizen of 
Baltimore, M ud, praying for payment to him of arrears of pay 
as captain of the Fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteers during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of E. K. Brown, L. E. Buckley, and 
others, citizens of Rising Sun, Maryland, praying for the appointment 
of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KERNAN presented a resolution of the common council of the 
city of New York, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the 
improvement of Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of George A. Osgood and Cyrus Cur- 
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tiss, of New York City, receivers of the effects and pro of the Co- 
lumbian Insurance Company of New York, praying that the amount 
of certain claims assigned to that insurance company be paid to them 
by the United States out of moneys paid by Great Britain to the 
| United States under the Geneva award, or that the petitioners be au- 
‘thorized to prosecute their claim in the Court of Claims; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented the petition of B. F. Jackson and others, citizens 
of Clinton County, New York; the petition of H. E. Hitchcock and 


others, citizens of New York; the petition of B. R. Morrison and oth- | P 


ers, citizens of Clinton County, New York; the petition of Florinda 
Burdow, of New York; the petition of William iervas, jr., of New 
York; the petition of John Hurley, of New York; the petition of 
Julius Welch, of New York; and the petition of Lydia M. Duritte, 
of New York, praying for an amendment of the pension laws extend- 
ing the time of applying for pensions to the 4th of July, 1880; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Lepper, Anson S. Green, 
and others, citizens of Amste New York, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DENNIS presented the memorial of John P. Weddle, George 
Baker, and others, workingmen, of Catoctin Furnaces, Maryland, en- 
gaged in the manufacture of mining ores and pig-iron, remonstrating 
against a reduction of the duties on 1 imports and against the 
reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of the Salem and Mariners’ 
church of Boston, Massachusetts, also that of the First Congrega- 
tional church of Greenfield, Massachusetts, each in favor of legisla- 
tion in reference to the alcoholic liquor traffic. I move that they lie 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the memorial of S. S. Kelsey and others, 
citizens residing along the coast of New Jersey and its vicinity, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 777) to organize a life- 
saving and coast- servico; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of the Presbyterian church of Mont- 
clair, New Jersey, officially signed, praying for the appointment of a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAINE presented the memorial of Charles Goff and 48 others, 
citizens of Auburn, Maine, remonstrating against the proposed trans- 
fer of the United States Life-Saving Service from the Treasury De- 
pene to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of W. F. Hallett and 132 others, cit- 
izens of Augusta, Maine, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of A. Linn and others, working- 
men, of Hartland, Maine, en in the manufacture of woolen 
goods; the memorial of John E. Clayton and others, workingmen, 
of Sanford, Maine, engaged in the manufacture of carriage robes; the 
memorial of J. L. Lowry and others, workingmen, of Barre Forge, 
Huntingdon, Pennsylvania, engaged in the manufacture of iron; the 
memorial of William Adams and others, workingmen, of Skowhegan, 
Maine, engaged in the manufacture of woolens; and the memorial of 
Roscoe L. Jackson and others, workingmen, of Jefferson, Maine, en- 
gaged in the manufacture of lumber, remonstrating against a reduc- 
tion of the duties on aha imports and against the reimposition of 
the war tax on tea and coffee; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of W. K. Dana, manufacturer of 
warps, of Saccarappa, Maine, employing forty-five workmen; the pe- 
tition of Hiram Holt & Co., manufacturers at East Wilton, Maine, 
employing twenty-four workmen; and of Lavis, Anderson & Co., 
manufacturers of woolens at Skowhegan, Maine, employing sixty 
workmen, praying that Congress will take no action concerning a re- 
vision of tariff duties until after it sball have ascertained by official 
inquiry the condition of the industries of the country and that the 
nature of the proposed legislation is such as in the opinion of prac- 
tical business men would best promote the restoration of general 
prosperity; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McCREERY presented the following resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Kentucky ; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Resolution requesting Kentucky members in Con to secure the repeal of the 
bankrupt law and amen: ts. 

Whereas the Congress of the United States an act establishing a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States; and 

Whereas, in the judgment of the General Assembly, the occasion and circum- 
stances justifying its enactment now cease to exist: Therefore. 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, That our 
Senators in Congress are hereby directed and our Re: tatives requested to 
vote for and use all honorable means to secure the repeal of said bankrupt law, and 


all amendments thereto. And the governor is requested to have a copy of this 
resolution forwarded to each of our tors and Representatives. 


Mr. BECK. I have a memorial from the Legislature of Kentucky, 
accompanied by a letter of the secretary of state, instructing the 
Senators and Representatives to vote for the re or modification 
of the tax on tobacco. It is very short and I ask that it be read. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1327 


The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

as follows: 
Resolution requesting our Sonators and 
reduction of the tax on tobacco. 


Whereas the tobacco crop of Kentucky amounta to about one hundred and fifty 
million pounds, and nearly one-third of the crop of the United States: Therefore, 


Representatives in Congress to secure & 


1. Resolved by the General Assembly of the Co: of Kentucky, That our 
Senators in Congress be instructed and our 9 requested to use their 
influence to have the law taxing tobacco, in all its f repealed or so modified 
3 producers of to from the heavy bi of tax imposed by the 
resent law. 

2. That they use their influence 3 the law prohibiting the planter and 
farmer from selling leaf. tobacco at directly to consumers or other persons 
than those who have paid a special taxas exporters, leaf-tobacco dealers, or manufact- 
urers. 


3. That the governor cause to be forwarded to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in a copy of these resolutions. 

Mr. BECK. As the Legislature of Kentucky is instructing us pretty 
freely, I ask leave to present another resolution instructing us to vote 
for internal improvements in the navigable waters of the State, which 
I desire to have read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 

Resolution requesting our members of Congress to secure an appropriation for the 
EA jana eiia of navigable streams in 2 

Whereas it has been from time immemorial the policy of the Federal Govern- 
ment to appropriate large sums of money for the internal improvement of both 
State and eral Government; and 

Whereas the State of Kentucky is now and has been for a long time one of the 
largest revenue-paying States in the Federal Nesta nares has received but the 
meagerest sums in the lavish distribution which has been made by the General 


p 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Common’ 
Senators and resentatives in Congress are hereby earnestly requested to use 
their utmost and united efforts to obtain from the peras Congress, for the im- 
provement of navigable rivers in this Commonwealth, an appropriation of such 
sums of money as may be commensurate with the wants of Kentucky and with 
what she is entitled to under a fair and equal distribution at the hands of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

2. That copies of this resolution be forwarded by the proper authority to our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress at as early a day as possible. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 613) to repeal section 2 of an act entitled 
“ An act for the relief of General Samuel W. Crawford, and to fix the 
rank and pay of retired officers of the Army,” approved March 3, 1875, 
ag tees adversely thereon, and the bill was 3 indefinitely. 

. SPENCER, from the Committee on Mi 2 Affairs, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. No. 420) for the relief of Major P. P. G. Hall, 
reported it with an amendment; and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 287) eons pension to John C. Hughes, 
late private in Company H, Marine Regiment United States Volun- 
teers, reported it with an amendment; and submitted a report there- 
on, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 330) explanatory of section. 1889 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and to ratify and confirm certain 
territorial legislation, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 207) explanatory of section 1889 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States and to ratify and confirm certain territorial legis- 
lation, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. tie the relief of the legal representatives 
of William O. Redden; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 809) for the relief of Wright R. Fish; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOWE (by a na asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 810) to provide for short-hand report- 
ers in the circuit and districts courts of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 811) for the relief of Henry L. James; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EATON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 812) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann 
Cornelia Lanman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
pepon on the files relating to the case, referred to the Committee on 

eusions. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 813) for the relief of the administra- 
trix of en Wheaton, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 814) to refer the record of proceedings of a 
naval court of inquiry to the Court of Claims for use in the case of 
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the schooner Flight against the United States in regard to a collision 
between the schooner and the steamer Tallapoosa, now pending in 
that court; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 815) for the relief of the estate of E. H. Chil- 
dress, deceased, late of Nashville, Tenn through Thomas Chad- 
well, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 816) to alter and appoint the times 
for holding the circuit court of the United States for the fourth judi- 
cial circuit, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 817) to aid in the 1 tae of the public 
records and property against loss and damage by fire; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 818) for the relief of Amos Payne; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
him to the bill (S. No. 420) for the relief of Major P. P. G. 
was ordered to be printed. 

HOG CHOLERA. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I offer a rebolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. It only changes a resolution passed a few mornings ago, 
so as to include other farm animals, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to; as follows: 


3 hid 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Agriculture be directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate such information and facts as may be in his relative to the disease of 
hogs, commonly called hog cholera,” and to farm animals generally, 
with such suggestions as he may deem pertinent. 


BRANCH ROADS TO UNION PACIFIC, 


Mr, PLUMB. I wish to call up the resolution introduced by me 
esterday. 
7 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further resolu- 
tions—— 

Mr. BECK. I called up yesterday a resolution relative to the fur- 
ther payment of the principal of the public debt, which I desire to 
have either further discussed or voted upon. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL ]and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes ] 
euch indicated a desire to discuss it, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas obtained 
the floor first. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I had the floor yesterday morning, and 
this resolution was called up, but I gave way to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] to get his resolution up, which it was under- 
stood would take no time, but it consumed the morning hour; and I 
understood this resolution would come up after that as the business 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas holds the 


floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. Teall for the consideration of the resolution I offered 
yesterday. It will take but a moment. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, yesterday submitted 
by Mr. PLuMB: 

Whereas it es from the report of the Government directors of the Union 
Pacific Railroad pany for the year 1877, communicated to the Senate on the 25th 
day of October, 1877, by the of the Interior, that the Colorado Central 
Railroad has been aided to the extent of $1,610,497.86; credit secured by Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, $767,156.20; balance without interest, $843,341.66, and 
that other investments have been made by the Union Pacific Railroad Company in 
„ the items and amounts of which are not stated in said re- 

rt; ap 
Pr Wherens such information is necessary in order to understand what has been the 
W mers and what is the present financial condition of said company: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate, That the Beorstiry of the Interior be directed to in- 

ties the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany bas taken or holds, whether stock, bonds, or other evidence of debt, for its 
aid to the Colorado Central, the Utah Central, the Utah Southern, the Utah North- 
ern, and the ublican Valley Railroads, what credits were received by the Union 
Pacific Rail Company for the amount of $767,150.20, with whom the transaction 
in respect of said credits was had, what security the said company holds them for, 
and for what reason an upon what consideration the said credit was and 
report the answers of the Government directors to the Senate without delay. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Kansas to permit that 
resolution to lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is only a resolution calling for information, cer- 
tainly not out of the usual line at all, sach information as the Senate 
not only has a right to call for, but which is very desirable in view 
of legislation now pending. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not propose to interpose any objection to the 

assage of the resolution—at all events I do not pro to say that 
Twill antagonize the passage of the resolution; but it makes iuqui 
in reference to certain roads in my State, which have been built, as 
understand, by private enterprise; not by the Union Pacific Railroad 
at all, but by some persons who are connected with that road and by 
some others who are not connected with it; and I should like an op- 
portunity for one day to make inquiry in reference to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course if the Senator knows what he says to be 


quire of the Government directora what securi 


true in regard to roads in his State, the resolution will have no effect 
on those particular roads, ; 

Mr. PADDOCK. While it may appear that it will have no effec 
yet it relates to enterprises which have been gone into and carri 
out by private individuals; and it seems to me that of the reso- 
lution is misplaced, I know that some roads in my State have been 
built which are not roads constructed by the Union Pacific Company 
at all; and this resolution might work injustice to some of those en- 
terprises. 

Mr, PLUMB. That will be disclosed by the answer of the Govern- 
ment directors, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I bope the Senator will let the resolution go over 
until to-morrow. I was not here yesterday when it was introduced. 
It affects material interests in my State, and I wish a little oppor- 
tunity to examine it. - 

Mr. PLUMB. Mt Wel let it go over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. fore the resolution goes over, I wish to say 
a word. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to 
one peculiar feature of the resolution, which I think goes too far, and 
that is wherein it directs the Secretary of the Interior to cause another 
body of officers to do a particular thing. I think all that we have 
the power to do with the Secretary of the Interior or any other execu- 
tive officer of the Government by resolution of this body is to com- 
pel him to give us any information in his possession ; but we cannot 
direct him to go out and seek for information and bring it in, becanse 
his duties are fixed by law. He is bound to respond of course by law 
when we in the exercise of our legislative power pas any inquiry to 
him in respect to what he knows or any papers in his office; but that 
art of the resolution which directs him to require the Government 
irectors to do a particular thing, I submit to my friend is beyond our 


power. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator would prefer to have it amended, so 
that the requisition shall be made directly upon the Government 
directors, I have no objection. We certainly have power to do that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have power to call on the Government direct- 
ors but no power to call on our own officer to call on other parties. 

Mr. PLUMB, The Government directors report to the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know; but the Secretary of the Interior by this 
resolution is called upon to direct the Government directors to do a 
particular thing, which we have no right to ask him to do, I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is only 8 amplifying what we have 
already done in another way, However, that point will come up 


-to-morrow on the consideration of the resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1891) for the relief of the 
Eagle and Phenix Manufacturing Company, of Columbus, Georgia. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the res- 
olution of the Senate of November 20, 1877, to print the narrative of. 
the north polar expedition by the United States ship Polaris, 

The m further announced that the House had passed a reso- 
lution to print 10,000 copies of Professor Hayden’s anuual report of 
the geological and geographical survey of the Territories for 1877. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
ort the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 1891) for the relief of the Eagle and 
Phenix Manufacturing Company, of Columbus, Georgia; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

THE SINKING FUND. 


Mr. BECK. Does the Senator from Vermont desire to be heard upon 
my resolution ? 

r. MORRILL, I desire to say to the Senator from Kentucky that 
on so grave a matter as this, if his pnrpose is to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Finance and he merely desires to call it up for the 
purpose of submitting some remarks, I have no objection ; but it seems 
to me that this is a question which it would be eminently proper should 
first be considered in the Committee on Finance. It is a change of the 
policy of the Government. We adopted a certain policy in 1862 when 
we issued what are commonly known as nbacks, and provided for 
issuing bonds to a very amount. e made a solemn pledge that 
we would have a sinking fund to which 1 per cent. of the amount of 
the public debt should be annually devoted to its final and ultimate 
1 Now, the Senator from Kentucky proposes to de- 
part from that policy. Thus far it must be conceded that we have 
substantially complied with that pledge, and have even paid a larger 
amount than we could have been required under the pledge. But if 
the Senator from Kentucky merely desires to submit some remarks, I 
shall be very happy to hear him now or at any time; but I should 
hope he would have no objection to having the resolution considered 
in the Committee on Finance before any action shall be asked on the 
part of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, when I offered the resolution now 


sought to be considered I submitted some remarks which I thought 
ought to induce the Senate to interfere with the policy of the admin- 
istration at least for the current year and perhaps for years to come 


1878, 
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as to the further payment of the principal of the public debt upon 
the ground shown by the reports of three Secretaries of the 

that we not only had complied with all our obligations, if they can 
be called such, but that we had reduced the public debt nearly 
$600,000,000 altogether or §223,000,000 more than our obligations 
under any fair construction of them required us to do, and that hay- 
ing done so we ought now in the present depressed condition of the 
industries of the country, no longer to impose $37,000,000 a year to 
pay the principal of the public debt, but that we ought to lighten 
taxation to that extent in some way which the committees of the 
House and the Senate are fully competent to determine in order to 
induce the return of prosperity again to our people. 

When I made the remarks referred to, the Senator from Vermont 
and the Senator from Massachusetts each rose in his place and de- 
sired that the resolution should lie over, so that they might submit 
some remarks in opposition to it. I consented to that, and, as those 
gentlemen both know, I have from time to time consulted with them 
as to when it would be most agreeable for them to be heard, and have 
postponed its consideration at their suggestion. I have called up the 
resolution now in order to give them an by e to be heard, and 
I desire to say, though the majority of the Senate may differ with me, 
that I expect to ask a vote of the Senate upon the resolution. I do 
not believe it is a matter that onght to go into the Committee on 
Finance as an original proposition, I believe that the Committee on 
Finance would be glad to have the views of the Senate upon the 
question as to whether or not in providing for taxation they should 
be required to provide for $37,000,000 to still further reduce the prin- 
cipal of the public debt. I suggest that it is for the Senate and for 
the House to say to their respective committees that in considering 
the ways and means necessary to carry on the Government, it either 
is necessary or is not necessary to provide the $37,000,000 which is now 
asked for the further reduction of the principal of the public debt. 
I had supposed that those gentlemen were, as they indicated, going 
to speak in opposition to the proposition I made. I now desire to say 
that if they do not, I do wish to be heard and to give some further 
reasons why I think the Senate should express its judgment before 
the question goes to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. SARGENT. Does the Senator propose to continue the discus- 
sion after the morning hour? 

Mr. BECK. I did not intend to do so this morning. I expected of 
course, after what was said, that the Senator from Massachusetts and 
the Senator from Vermont would speak. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator brings the question up within five 
or ten minutes of the close of the morning hour. No Senator desires 
to speak on this question for four or five minutes and then be cut off. 
If the Senator desires the consideration of the resolution, it seems to 
me it would be very much better for him to call it up at some other 
time than in the morning hour. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not aware that I can call it up except in the 
morning hour. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator can with the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. It is on the Calendar of resolutions. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator can call it up, with the consent of 
the Senate, at some other time than the morning hour, 

Mr. BECK. If the Senate will now indicate any time this week or 
in a few days when it may be called up, it will satisfy me. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to submit to the Senator from Kentucky 
the eminent propriety of having a question of this weight and gravity 
referred to the proper committee. Now, in relation to taxation, if 
there is any committee of this body supposed to understand what is 
going on or will take place in relation to taxation, it should be that 
committee, 

Mr. BECK. I think so. 

Mr. MORRILL. And this matter ought not to be acted npon except 
in harmony with whatever may be done in relation to taxation, and 
it ought not to precede the consideration of taxation. 

Mr. BECK. My idea was and is that the determination of this 
a lies at the very root of the whole subject of the action of 

e Committee on Finance, because if they have to provide by taxa- 
tion for the still farther reduction of the principal of the public debt 
in the face of the fact stated by three Secretaries of the Treasury that 
we have reduced that debt 000, 000 more than any obligation or 
pretended obligation required us to do, if the Senate is still of opin- 
ion that the committee shall go on and impose taxation to continue 
the reduction of the principal let the Senate say so. If, on the con- 
trary, the Senate is of opinion that the committee ought not further 
to reduce the principal of the public debt now, we ought to say so; 
then it will be the duty of the committee to provide by taxation only 
for the other necessary expenditures of the Government. This ques- 
tion seems to me, as I said before, to lie at the very foundation of the 
action of the committee. And it is not a question for the committee 
at all to determine, but a question for the Senate and House in con- 
currence to say to their committees what in their judgment are the 
things necessary to be provided for. It is for the House and Senate 
to act in the first instance and to say so to theircommittees that in the 
8 they make they shall or shall not consider that subject. 

en they can proceed intelligently. 

It is because I thought that to be the proper thing to do that I 
brought it before the Senate, and I hope to show before the Senate 
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refers it to the committee, if it determines to do so, that it onght to 
act in the first instance upon it. í 
Lam willing that it may come up at any time. I did not want to 


bring it up within ten minutes of the close of the mo hour as 
suggested by the Senator from California, [Mr. ee did not 
suppose I could bring it up at any other time except in the morning 


hour, therefore I want to obtain a place for it now, but I am willing 
to fix any day and agree to any reasonable limit for the discussion. 
When that is had if I am wrong and the Senate determines that it 
ought to go to the committee, if, I say, that is the judgment of the 
Senate, I shall conclude that the resolution is a failure and that the 
committec will feel that they are pledged to go on and tax the coun- 
try to the extent of $37,000,000 beyond what is necessary for ordinary 
expenditures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the Senate proceeds to the Calendar I wish 
to say a word. As the morning hour has expired it drops the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky in the midst of his remarks. He made an allu- 
sion to the desire expressed by me at the time he brought up the res- 
olution to submit some remarks upon it. As between him and the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, I am entirely content to fol- 
low them as to the course the resolution may take. Tho Senator 
took occasion to allude to legislation in the past in which he thought 
that I, naming me personally, had been grossly deceived by fi 
statements from the Treasury Department. It did seem to me, there- 
fore, proper that at some time I should make some allusion to those 
statements as well as to the general policy of the resolution itself. 
I have not sought to postpone it. I am ready at any time to say the 
little that I may desire to say upon the resolution. I wish the Sena- 
tor would contrive some way, however, at some time to get it out of 
the morning hour, so that each Senator may not in turn have the 
hammer drop upon his head as it has upon his own to-day. Itisa 
matter of so great importance, involving such consequences to the 
Treasury itself and to the it of the nation, that it ought not to 
be passed pro forma as resolutions so often are. There is more in the 
Senator’s resolution, as he himself knows, because he drew it him- 
self, than at first strikes the eye as you run it over. As the Senator 
has said to-day, it lies at the root of the whole matter and it deserves 
consideration from the Senate. I with the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance that no such important matter as that ought 
to receive definitive action in the Senate before it has had tho bene- 
fit of the consideration of a committee. If tho Senator, however, 
insists upon it, and will bring the Senate to a vote before the reso- 
lution is considered by a committee, perhaps tlie committee’s services 
will not be wanted at all. But if he intends to have a vote upon the 
merits of the resolution before it is considered by a committee, I 
pray him so to conduct it that he will give those who differ so widely 

rom him as I happen to do, and who lio nnder the imputation from 
him that wo have been victims of gross imposition on the part of 
officials, an rtunity to express our views. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that he 
can at this moment, if he likes, or at any other, move to postpone the 
present and all prior orders and to take up the resolution. That mo- 
tion is perfectly in order“ He can make it now, if he likes. 

Mr. BECK. I am very much obliged to the Senator from Vermont 
for his suggestion. I want the resolution disposad of in some way or 
other at an early day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Such a motion would bring it before the Senate 
if the Senate chose to take it 0 

Mr. BECK. I know very little about the rules, I am sorry to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the Calendar. 


MILEAGE OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I was in attendance on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee when the bill which is order of business No. 63 on the Calen- 
dar was passed over yesterday. The bill was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. Objection was made to its 
consideration by the Senator from Orkon; [Mr. MITCHELL.) Isaw 
him afterward and removed that objection, and I should like to have 
the bill taken up and considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is it? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The purpose of the bill is to correct two 
abuses in relation to the mileage of district attorneys of the United 
States. I can illustrate 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see if we can get it taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I dislike 8 to object, for I am heartily 
in sympathy with the Senator from Illinois in this bill; but there 
are half a dozen other Senators who the very moment that it is taken 
ve and disposed of will ask the same favor. We can get through 

th the Calendar in a very short time, I think, and those of us who 
are making reports from committees and are ch with seeing 
that matters reported from committee receive the attention of the 
Senate do not feel like giving way to bills which are to be taken out 
of their order on the Calendar, 
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"her F pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
object 

r. COCKRELL. That is the only objection, and therefore I insist 
oing on with the Calendar. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri objects, 
and the first case on the Calendar at the point where it was left off 
at the last call will be reported. 


CIRCUIT COURT AT SCRANTON, MISSISSIPPI. 


The Secretary read the title of the bill (H. R. No. 3072) to authorize 
a special term of the circuit court of the United States for the south- 
ern district of Mississippi to be held at Scranton, in Jackson County. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iunderstand the Senators from Mississippi would 
like to have this bill, which was reported adversely, go over, and I 
rather think it ought myself, as it is a matter of importance and per- 
haps ought not to be considered under the five-minute rule ; and soit 
can go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


CHARLES H. MOSELEY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 401) for the relief 
of Charles H. Moseley; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the accounting officer of the Treasury Department 
to allow and cause to be paid to Charles H. Moseley, a second lieu- 
tenant of Company K, Forty-seventh Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
(mounted,) the pay of a second lieutenant for the time served as such 
between the date of his commission and November 30, 1864, or the date 
from which he received pay as a second lieutenant, without regard to 
the date of his muster into service as second lieutenant of the com- 
Pany and regiment. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, with 
an amendment to add: 

Deducting any sum that he may have received as the pay of a non-commissioned 
officer or private for the same period. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
on the 12th instant: 

The Committee on Mili 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 401 
for the relief of Charles H. 
submit the follo 


oseley, have had the same under consideration, an 
wing repo 


rt: 

A similar bill has once been considered by the committee, and passed the Senate, 
but was not acted upon in the House. The evidence shows that Moseley was com- 
missioned second lieutenant of the Forty-seventh Kentucky Mounted Infantry 
September 9, 1864. He was not mustered use of the failure of one McCracken, 
the person whose promotion caused the vacancy, to appear for muster. The evi- 
dence is conclusive that Lieutenant Moseley entered upon duty immediately upon 
receipt of his commission and rendered faithful service. In reference to his claim 
the Reoretary of War says: “There seems but little doubt that he rendered service 
as second lieutenant from September 9, 1864, to November 30, 1864." 

The committee therefore recommend the 2 of the bill with an amend- 
ment. Insert at the end of the printed bill the words “ deducting any sum that 
he may have received as the pay of a non-commissioned officer or private for the 
same period.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
sie hin from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

he amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


on 


ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 458) to authorize 
and equip a paon to the arctic seas. 

Mr. COC „I think that bill would lead to considerable dis- 
cussion, and there is avery lengthy report in the case, I think prob- 
ably it had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 


be passed over. 
INDIAN TRUST FUNDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 720) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain funds in the United 
States Treasury in lien of investment; which was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to deposit in the Treasury of the United States any and all sums 
now held by him or which may hereafter be received by him, as 
Secretary of the Interior and trustee of various Indian tribes, on ac- 
count of the redemption of United States bonds or other stocks and 
securities belonging to the Indian trust fand, whenever he is of the 
opinion that the best interests of the Indians will be promoted b 
such deposits, in lieu of investments; and the United States shail 
pay interest semi-annually at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from 
the date of deposit of any and all such sums in the eeaaary. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, with 
an amendment in line 9, after the word “ trust- fund,“ to strike out 
the words, “ whenever he is of the opinion that the best interests of 
the Indians will be promoted by such deposits in lieu of investments.” 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill go over. I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
oneri and the bill goes over. 

r. INGALLS. It is essential that the bill should be passed at an 
early day, and I hope it will be disposed of now if the Senator has 
no particular objection to it. 


Mr. ALLISON. It is urged by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am aware that the Senator's objection carries it 
over, and if be insists upon it I have nothing to say. 

HOAR. Ihave no objection to having the bill considered at 
the present time. It struck me on hearing it read that it involved 
rather an important principle. I knew nothing about the subject. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no principle involved, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill seemed to me to change fands which had been 
committed to the Government as a trustee for investment into the 
trustee's own debt. To be sure, that is the debt of the Government. 
I will not object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator withdraws his objection, I should 
like to make a brief statement. Otherwise I do not desire to trespass 
on the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. At the present time there are nofunds held by the 
Secretary of the Interior on account of the redemption of United 
States bonds; but the Secretary is the trustee of the Indian fund to 
the amount of several millions of dollars that are now invested in the 
securities of the United States, but which are liable at any time to 
call for redemption by the Secretary of the Treasury. On the 17th 
day of March, 1576, when this matter was first urged upon the atten- 
tion of Con and the committee, the Secretary of the Interior held 
in coin checks derived from this source the suin of $425,600, which 
belonged to the Indian trast funds. Under the laws as they now stand 
funds that are derived from the redemption of bonds held in trust for 
the Indians are required to be reinvested in similar securities, and as 
those are often at a premium that investment is ata loss to the funds 
that belong to the Indians. Inasmuch as the debtor in both cases is 
the same, itis srs to allow the Secretary of the Interior to deposit 
the funds derived from redemption with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, subject to the same rate of interest that they would draw if in- 
vested in bonds. It is for the purpose of saving the Indian fund intact 
by reason of the premium that may exist on the bonds of the United 
States that the passage of this bill is required. 

Mr. HOAR. edi inquire of the Senator from Kansas whether 
the present treaties impose any obligation on the United States, and, 
if they do impose an obligation, in his judgment whether there is 
any undertaking by the present treaties to invest any of these funds 
at a larger per cent. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; the obligations of the treaties, so far as I 
have examined them, (and I believe that my investigation has ex- 
tended to every treaty between the United States and the Indians, 
where funds are held in trust,) provide for an annual interest of 5 
percent. The bill was drafted in accordance with the provisions of 
existing treaties, so that the funds might bear the same rate of inter- 
est when deposited upon the books of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that they would bear if invested in bonds. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask another question, and that is 
whether the present bill would require the United States to assume 
the perpetual obligation of paying 5 per cent. on all future bonds. 

Mr. INGALLS. So long as the treaties endure, that is an existing 
obligation which the United States will be bound to fulfill, whether 
these investments are made in bonds or whether they are deposited 
with the Secretary of the Treasury. Of course the rate of interest 
might be changed by treaty, but the obligation is a specific one that 
cannot be changed without the consent of both parties. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the treaty require an investment in United 
States bonds? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; it requires the payment of 5 per cent. in- 


terest. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas if by 
the existing treaties the Government of the United States is bound 
to account to these tribes for 5 per cent. per annum upon these funds? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the eee on in all the treaties that I 
have examined, where funds are held in trust by the United States 
for the Indian tribes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In how many cases doetz the United States Gov- 
ernment hold funds in trust for Indian tribes? 

Mr. INGALLS. I cannot without examination state the precise 
number, but it is quite a considerable number. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then if the Government now holds these funds 
in trust and is liable to pay 5 per cent. of interest upon them, why is 
there a necessity for this proposed law ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Because these bonds are subject to call by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for redemption. The funds then are chan 
from bonds into money, and of course without a provision of law they 
cannot be deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury and draw in- 
terest, because the Government does not pay interest except on its 
securities. The necessity of such a law arises from the fact that the 
reinvestment will have to be made in bonds at a premium, by which 
the amount of money which the Indians are entitled to would be 
diminished. As the obligation of the Government is a fixed one for 
a specific sum, to bear a specified rate of interest, it is immaterial so 
far as the Government is concerned whether this money is deposited 
in the Treasury bearing interest or in its obligations bearing the same 
rate of interest. 

Mr. HOAR. Do the treaties require the United States toinvest the 


funds in its own obligations at 5 per cent? 


1878. 


Mr. INGALLS. They do not require an investment at all. The 
treaties render the United States Government liable for the payment 
of certain specific sums of money bearing a certain rate of interest. 
It has been the custom heretofore to invest these funds in the bonds 
of the United States, but these being now subject to call, the Secretary 
of the Interior frequently has in his hands a large amount of money 
upon which he cannot pay interest unless authorized by law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He can invest the money in other bonds. 

Mr. INGALLS. But at a premium which would diminish the money 
to which the Indians are entitled. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Cannot the Secretary invest the money in 4 per 
cent. bonds? 

Mr. INGALLS. Then they would bear but 4 per cent. interest. The 
treaties require 5 per cent. interest to be paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would be a violation of the treaties. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam opposed to the Government paying even 
4 per cent.; it cannot afford it. No government of the character and 
standing of this Government can afford to pay 5 per cent. interest, 
and I am opposed to the bill in toto. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suppose if the Government has contracted to pay 
5 per cent. in specified cases the Senator from Missouri wonld not be 
in favor of abrogating the contract? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; I would not be in favor of abrogating 
a contract. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is all to which this measure refers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think, though, the matter had better remain 
just asit is, and let the money be reinvested in bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ata premium? 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the Goyernment will not then be suffering 


any loss. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Indians would be suffering a loss. These 
funds belong to the Indians, and not to the Government. The Sen- 
ator misapprehends the case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. It is not the fault of the 
United States. 


Mr. INGALLS. It may be the misfortune, but certainly not the | In 


fault. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to ask the Senator if the Government of 
the United States is to-day redeeming a solitary bond bearing 5 per 
cent, interest. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have just read that less than a year ago there was 
on hand in money derived from the redemption of United States bonds 
held by the Secretary of the Interior in trust for Indian tribes the 
sum of $425,600. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Were those bonds bearing 5 per cent. interest ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Six per cent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Six per cent.? 

Mr. INGALLS. They had been. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say there has been no redemption or calling in 
of 5 per cent. bonds, and the records of the Treasury do not show that 
any of them have been called in. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West . Nor are they likely to be called in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) Is there 
objection to the consideration of the bill at this time ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the consideration of the bill. We 
must have further time to consider it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be passed over. 


REAR-ADMIRAL JOHN J. ALMY—FOREIGN PRESENTS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 47) authorizing Rear-Admiral John J. Almy, United States Navy, 
to accept a decoration from the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 

The joint resolution was read. á 

Mr. GENT. I move to indefinitely postpone the joint resolu- 
tion. * I desire to submit some remarks on the question of indefinite 
‘postponement. As I desire to give to the Senate some information 
that I have collected with considerable care, and am not able to do 
so in five minutes, I have made this motion. I trust the Senate will 
indulge me in making the motion and in discussing the merits of this 
and ee itions. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from California allow me to ask 
him to make a single objection and let the measure pass over and 


come up at the proper time? 
Mr. SARGENT. After I have submitted my remarks on it, the Sen- 


ator will be in order in objecting to the consideration of the joint | M 


resolution. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Very well, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, this species of legislation has grown 
upon us within the past few years, 

Every sort of present, from every sort of foreign potentate, from 
an order of nobility to a cream-jug, from the Queen of England to a 
king of the Cannibal Islands, seems to be grasped for with avidity 
by our officers, naval, military, and consular and diplomatic. The 
Creeks proposed to give Jackson a piece of land in 1814, and Con- 
gress refused to let him accept it, but recently an Indian chief sends 
a miniature canoe to the President, and Congress is not asked its 
opinion. The latter gift was insignificant, and 3 was accepted 
without recollection of the constitutional inhibition. Congress it- 
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self has practically abolished the clause of the Constitution which 
I will read : 

No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States; and no person hold- 
ing any office of profit or trust under them, shall, without the consent of the Con- 

accept of any present, emolument, office, or title, of any kind whatever, 

m any king, prince, or foreign state. 

The power to grant titles of nobility is also forbidden to the state. 
Yet the acceptance of such titles has been authorized by Congress 
when offered by foreign kings, aud gifts have of late been allowed 
almost as a matter of course. The duty of discrimination is imposed 
by the Constitution. Yet decorations, titles, pitts, &c., have been 
indiscriminately sanctioned, as I shall show. I think I am justified 
in taking enough of the time of the Senate to call its attention to 
the history of its logiak tion in this regard. 

Sixty-five years elapsed in our history before Congress assented to 
the reception of a gift by any public officer from a foreign prince or 
state. The earliest effort to procure such consent was in 1798. 

Thomas Pinckney, of South Carolina, was minister to both Spain 
and Great Britain. On leaving he was tendered by both govern- 
ments customary presents. He declined to receive them without the 
consent of Con Con refused to give its assent, though he 
had ceased to be a plenipotentiary, resolving that it was induced 
to such refusal solely by motives of general policy, and not by any 
view personal to Mr. 5 

In 1817 Secretary of State J. Q. Adams sent the following instruc- 
tions to Richard Rush, our ministet to England: 


uated ac- 


his opti of 
Sfeding So Bis Tank, OFA EIIE DOE GE C ee ogrel Valua: The tance 
su 


0 
Constitution; and even if it were not, while the Uni 


ted ve not adopted 
the custom of such presents to the diplomatic ts of foreign powers, it 
can be consistent with the delicacy and reciprocity of intercourse between 


them, for 

rinces as the ministers of those 
return. ex 

y the 


These instructions were explicitly repeated in 1834. Congress was 
not troubled with further applications until 1814, when application 
was made on behalf of General Andrew Jackson to enable him to 
accept lands tendered to him by the Creek Indians. It was refused. 

Forty years passed before another application was made to Con- 
gress to assent to such gifts, when, in 1854, Maury was allowed to 
accept a gold medal from the King of Sweden for his discoveries in 
the physical geography of the sea. 

During these sixty-five years the presents tendered to our officers 
were treated as the property of the Government and deposited in the 
State Department, or sold and the proceeds put into the Treasury. 

This became so burdensome in the State Department that President 
Jackson recommended that hereafter no such presents should be re- 
ceived unless Congress had previously authorized it, and that to dis- 
incumber the State Department the presents there should be given 
to those who originally received them or their heirs. This latter Con- 
gress declined todo. It would not sanction such reception of gifts, 
even after most of the parties were dead. : 

Since 1854 Congress has allowed such presents to be accepted when 
they were in recognition of great heroism, in saving life, or self-sac- 
Tifice in behalf of humanity. 

Thus Great Britain was allowed to signalize her appreciation of the 
arduous labors of those officers who braved the dangers of the arctic 
seas in search of Sir John Franklin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. But under the rule I am not confined to five min- 
utes on a motion to postpone indefinitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to postpone indefinitely 
comes under the rule. The Senator can ee ante general consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
California may be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am obliged to the Senate. 

So when the officers of the United States ship Vixen imperiled 
their lives to save those of British officers and sailors, so in the cases of 
owry, Henry, and Bache, these men had rendered distingnished serv- 
ices to mankind, and Con consented to their receiving the tokens 
of N tendered by foreign governments. 

If Congress had not recently gone further the constitutional pro- 
hibition would have recognition, and the relaxing of the sterner rule 
of the fathers might be justified. But of late these applications 
have come thick as the leaves of Vallombrosa, and good-natured 
committees have recommended their tification where they recog- 
nized no merit beyond ordinary official courtesy, if even that. And 
itis noticeable that foreign “ orders,” “titles of nobility,” like Knight 
of the Bath, &c., are as lavishly given and as eagerly accepted as the 
other kinds of foreign gifts. 

This is unrepublican and should be stopped. Our system finds no 
room for decorations. We have enacted by the statute that “ail 
persons in the diplomatic service of the United States are prohibited 
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from wearing any uniform or official costume not previously author- 
ized by Con Me do not wish our diplomatic officers abroad to 
be izened with frippery and finery. It was said of Castlereigh 
when he appeared dressed in plain black among the gorgeous uni- 
forms at the Congress of Vienna, Ma foi, il est très distingué” 

Why, then, should we encourage our naval officers to court the in- 
signia of foreign rank? The rs (pasos made to us and inconsid- 
erately 8 verge on the ridiculous. What are these orders be- 
stowed y Kalakaua, these orders of Kamehameha? What a sub- 
lime distinction to wear them! Four officers ask Congress at the 
same moment to be allowed to array themselves in them. Kalakaua 
gives them ont liberally at least. Nothing mean about him! 

Hokey, pokey, wanke 

How 7 — ae arns — done? 
Decorations on every one, 

Said the king of the Cannibal Islands. 

What a gorgeous spectacle there would be presented of an American 
admiral strutting about among the other courtiers of this great tribal 
Kanaka king, dressed in the gy ribbon of the order of Kame- 
hameha! 1 given for bestowing it is the “appreciation” of 


9 1 n wearing the deo- 
orations of some foreign potentate or power. Committee on Foreign Affairs 
are opposed to this whole system. ji P * 


He caused the following letters to be read to the House, on which 
the resolution was tabled : i 
Welles to Seward. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, January 3, 1865. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 24th 
ultimo, communicating a copy of a note ad to you by Mr. Burnley, and 
submitting to my consideration the expediency of requesting Congress to allow 
Lieutenant Pearson, of the United States Navy, to accept the nomination of 
com of the military division of the Order of the Bath,” which her Britan- 
nic Majesty is desirous of conferring upon him in a iation of his zealous co- 
operation, and the conduct of the United States na ‘orces during the operations 
in which the combined forces of Great Britain, France, the Netherlands, and the 
United States were recently engaged in the Straits of Simonoseki, Japan. 

Without expressing or having formed an opinion of the merits of the controversy 
between the Japanese and the combined forces of Great Britain, France, and the 
Netherlands, in which the United States naval forces, under the advice and direc- 
tion of our minister, Mr. Pruyn, participated, Ihave to inform you that neither 
the canse of controversy nor the battle which took place was such as to call forth 
special congratulations from the Department toward those who were engaged; 
nor has any recommendation for promotion or advancement of Lientenant Pear- 
roposed or entertained by this De- 


son, or any officer who was in the action, been pi 
ent. 
That Lieutenant Pearson and the officers and others of his command behavec 


admiral is a favorite to this great monarch, who can- | partm 


see all his dominions from his one volcanic 
Mountain all round to the sea. 

There is no suggestion here of heroic deed or noble motive or en- 
deavor. No achievements for science or humanity call for the grant- 
ing of this twice-preferred, once-rejected request to Congress. It is 
the 8 MRN or of foreign patronage, the nauseous travesty of foreign 

cence 

Let us not by compliance with these applications teach our admi- 
rals and other naval heroes to seek this kind of “appreciation” for 
such services, Con has ressed the “appreciation” of the 
nation 5 by thanks for services of naval heroes, as 
3 dee an = officers and a sy dees eee — mse 

azard Perry, Farragut, Rogers, &c. It voted swo or gal- 
lant conduct to Sterritt, Decatur, &c. It has voted medals, from 
Captain Truxton, in 1800, to General Taylor, in 1847. While Congress 
has been generous of praise and gifts to its officers in all parts of its 
service who render heroic services, it has been until recently averse 
to their receiving such gifts from abroad. Thus the act of August 
18, 1856, provides: 

Nor ~ any eee eee e e for himself 
or any other an umeni pecuniary, wor, or 
title a any from 8 government. 1 wie 

This is the law to-day. If this is good for diplomatic and consular 
officers, why not especially for naval officers who have to second them 
abroad? If the underlying principle of the statute is the preserva- 
tion of the purity of our service from the contaminating effects of 
inert how much more necessary to adopt such a rule to keep un- 
tarnished our naval honor and preserve to the country its disinter- 
ested service! 

Henry IV of France invested two of the bravest officers of the En- 
glish auxiliaries with the collar of the Order of St. Michael for the 
services that they had done him in the war; but on their return to 
England they were imprisoned for daring to accept this honor from a 
foreign sovereign and the decoration was ordered to be immediately 
sent back to the French monarch, Queen Elizabeth proudly observ- 
ing, “that a virtuous woman ought to look on none but her husband, 
so a subject ought to cast his eyes on no other sovereign than that of 
his own country.” “I will not,“ said she,“ have my sheep marked 
with a strange brand nor suffer them to follow the pipe of a strange 
shepherd.” 

e Emperor of the French once offered to Lord Clarendon the grand 
cross of the Legion of Honor, but “it was respectfully declined on 
the ground of its being unusual, perhaps illegal, for English ministers 
to receive orders of knighthood from foreign sovereigns.” He also 
conferred on several British subjects who had distinguished them- 
selves in the s competition at the Paris universal exhibition the 
Order of the ion of Honor. No foreign order can be worn by an 
English subject but with the sanction of the sovereign, and in this 
case that sanction has been withheld. 

The ape upon which these titles and decorations were rejected 
is that underlying our constitutional provision, namely, that the na- 
tion is the fountain of honor to our officers. Let them seek only the 
reward of the applause of the Republic, and only such titles and dec- 
oration as it gives. If they seek more we must refuse to sanction 
their vain and mischievous aspirations. ; 

While calling for the dollar of the father let us act on the princi- 
ples of the fathers. A little of their austerity would temper our easy 
good nature. I wish to show to the Senate the rapid growth of this 
ee of legislation aud how 5 the 1 micros are in urging 

eir requests, even after denial by Con ake the case of Com- 
mander Pearson, to whom the English government tendered an order 
of nobility, namely, that of Knight Commander of the Bath, for sery- 
ices rendered at the Straits of Simonoseki, in the inland waters of 
Japan, in 1861. Mr. SWANN, of Maryland, reported back a joint res- 
olution e pst its acceptance adversely, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and said. 


These applications are 


becoming too uent of late. Iam free to that if 
these appeals are listened to, we Eat — a very short — 


time a large class of 


lantly and in a manner worthy of the flag under which they fought, I have no 

ubt; but as Lieutenant Pearson has in this case received no 8. cou 
mendation from his own Government, I am not prepared to recommend that the 
constitutional prohibition should be waived in order that he shall receive the spe- 
cial honors of a foreign government, whether conferred as a token of personal 
valor or an acknowl ent of the allies for services rendered to them, and es- 
ae rn to Great Bri As a measure of public policy, it appears to me inex- 
pedient to depart from a constitutional in order to permit our naval or 
— | officers to receive the orders and rs of a foreign sovereign. The prin- 
ciple of the prohibition ebony ng d sound, and we can never know how soon events 
may occur to render ke to it not only undesirable but embarrassing. 
U 


Very respectfull 
75 GIDEON 8 1 
Secretary avy. 
Hon. WILLIAu H. SEWARD, y 10 
Secretary 


of State. 


Seward to Welles. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 11, 1865. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3d in- 
stant in regard to the proposed nomination of Her Britannic 9 of Licuten- 
ant Pearson as a companion of the military division of the Order of the Bath, and 
in reply . the suhjeet have been made the basis of 
the answer to Mr. Burnley's note. 


I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 
Hon. GIDEON WELLES, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


This is all we heard of such attempts by Lieutenant-Commander 
Pearson or any other officer in that Congress, (Forty-first.) He waited 
a few years until a more complaisant Con was found. Accord- 
ingly in the House, January 22, 1875, authority to accept and wear 
the decoration of the Order of the Bath was again asked by Lienten- 
ant-Commander Pearson in the shape of a bill which was introduced 
and em that day without objection; and it subsequently passed 
the Senate after having been once indefinitely postponed and that 
vote reconsidered. Hence one officer at least of our Navy has a title 
of English nobility and under the circumstances described in the let- 
ter of Secretary Wells. The three classes into which the Order of the 
Bath is divided are Grand Knights Commanders, and Knights 
Companions. Did the Senate reflect that under the harmless desig- 
nation named in that bill was hid such a title? I should like to in- 

uire if they know what title is hid under the order conferred by 
ing Kalakaua, originated by his illustrious predecessor, Kameham- 
ehaf Does anybody know? We have no report here that shows. 

At the next Con (first session, Forty-second,) March 23, 1871, 
in the House, Mr. Poland reported a joint resolution giving the con- 
sent of Congress to Professor Joseph Henry, secretary of the Smithso- 
nian Institution, to accept the title and 7 1 of a commander of the 
Royal Order of Saint Olaf, conferred upon by the King of Sweden 
and Norway, grand master of said order,“ for his distinguished scien- 
tific services and character.” It is said that this order is merely a 
literary society. It is said in a similar bill now before us for Protes- 
sor Baird that this is a mere literary order. I trust the committee 
have verified the assertion of that bill, which I see they report favor- 


ably. 

jot this a brief debate 8 Finkelnburg arig “if this 
is an order of nobility ” ang Mr. Eldredge asking : “ 1s there liberty to 
be given to this gentleman to become a saint? Mr. Poland explained 
that the distinguished professor visited Europe during last season, 
and while there this compliment, the 3 to this order, with 
its decorations and re Was ted to him by the King of Swe- 
den,” and caused to be read the following—now let us see what mag- 
nificent decorations they have for a literary order: 
ago, Ast August, 1847, a Norwegian civil order was established 
of Sweden and Norway, in honor of Saint Olaf, and is composed 


three and ts. It has as ia a white 
93 u of the kingdom. rer lion crowned, holding the 
red ring with blue 


halberd of Saint Olaf, on a red field, 
each 


by an enameled 
F In th 
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Mr. Scofield asked Mr. Poland to “ bring in his man here with all 
his regalia on him, so that we may see what they are before we pass 
this bill;” and further remarked of the professor that it is his con- 
stitutional right to make himself ridiculous if he has a mind to do 
so withont a law of Congress.” 

The resolution passed, notwithstanding the hope expressed by Mr. 
Holman, that the House would not “pass a resolution giving effect 
to these titles of nobility.” 

In the Senate, March 24, 1871, this joint resolution was laid before 
the Senate, but was laid on the table on the objection of Mr. Cas- 
serly, who said he “ was opposed to that resolution on principle.” 

“Subsequently, April 17, Senator Casserly. said: 

‘The other day I objected to the consideration of a House resolution giving the 
consent of Congress to Professor Henry, of the Smithsonian Institution, to accept 
certain testimonials conferred upon by the King of ae I wish to vy 
now, in etia ooti Be objection, why I made it and why I withdraw it. 
malle it, sir, because I considered the practice an objectionable one. I regard it as 
in conflict with the letter and the spirit of the Constitation, certainly with the 


irit of it, that there should be any such thing as a class of men growing up here 
With decorations and orders, and — l titles of rank and nobility, derived 


from foreign governments. But, sir, practice has existed and I do not wish 
now to take an objection to the continuance of it in this cular case. I do not 
WWW SO RED ER RTOS tion against Professor 
enry, 


Why, Mr. President, you have to stop somewhere. You have to 
make an invidious distinction where you break off a bad practice, in 
the case of the person whose application is then under consideration, 
or what seems to be an invidious distinction. Iam very sorry that 
my former colleague in that case did not have this matter still farther 
probed to the bottom, at any rate to the extent of laying down some 
rule Which should be a legislative guide thereafter if possible. The 
resolution in that case passed, with a remark of Senator Hamilton, 
of Maryland, that nothing else of the kind should come in. 

At the next session a Senate joint resolution was reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Foreign Relations “permitting certain 
diplomatic and consular officers of the United States in France to accept 
testimonials from the Emperor of Germany for their friendly services 
to the subjects of the 2 during the war between France and 
Germany.“ May 2, 1872, Mr. Cameron moved to take up this joint 
resolution, when the following colloquy ensued: 

Mr. SuMNER. Has that the sanction of the committee? 


Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Scmxer. I must object to it with my whole soul. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I ob 
on, utterly untenable. 


Mr. Suuxxn. I consider it a most vicious 
Mr. CassEr.y. I cannot sustain such a proposition under whee circumstances. 
before they put in 


Mr. CAMERON. I trust Senators will allow me to say a 
their objections. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I object to any debate on it. 

Subsequently Mr. Cameron, having taken occasion to speak on this 
subject on another bill— 

Mr. SUMNER said: The Constitution of the United States says: 

“No person holding any ofice of profit or trust under them [the United States] 

1. without the consent of accept of any present, emolument, office, 

or title of any kind whatever, from any king, prince, or foreign state.” 

Not even the German Empire. has followed one rule from the 


r to receive 5 
ini 


I remark here that the reasoning of Mr. Sumner is just as forcible, 
his objurgation just as strong against the habit of allowing our raval 
officers to wear at their button-holes these ribbons sanctified by the 
favoritism of foreign kings. 

The subject then cropped out of sight, though it would be difficult 
to find more humane and meritorious services than those referred to 
in the resolution. I do not know that it is necessary for me to recall 
what those services were. Congress never did consent to the accept- 
ance of the recognition for those services at the time of the French 
war, when our minister and other diplomatic officers had, at perhaps 
some risk, certainly with great e sagacity, and humanity, 
protected the subjects of the German Empire who were in Paris during 
the siege of that city. For that these decorations were tendered. 

In the House December 19, 1873, during a pause in the discussion 
of the then absorbing civil rights bill, to allow committees to report, 
a House joint resolution permitting Edward Young, Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, to receive from the Emperor of Russia a diamond 
ring as a souvenir of the international statistical congress at Saint 
Petersburg—other official delegates thereto having received similar 
souvenirs—was passed without objection or debate. 

In the Senate January 6, 1874, the resolution was reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and Mr. Sumner said: 


I will make one remark upon that resolution. It seems to me that we are about 
e eter the rule thus far laid down; it will be for the Senate to consider 
whet wisely or not. The practice, as I understand, has been to allow any 
officer to accept a present or mark of honor from a foreign government in con- 
sideration of generous or humane services rendered on the ocean or elsewhere, 
from which some subject of that government has derived penn bv help. Thus far 
I think it has been deemed fit to limit the acceptance of such presents to these 
cases. The heart of every man goes forth in honor of any service of humanity ; and 
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if a foreign government chooses to recognize it, let the officer who has rendered 
the service wear the honor nobly and beautifully through life. I know not if there 
be not some other case which may justly claim our But Lam sure that 
C t with the spirit of our 


institutions. 

But when allow a person in the diplomatic service, or otherwise emplo: 
abroad, and representing our Republic, to 8 insignia of honor or other tron 
a foreign iment, the case is materially different. For one, sir, I shrink from 
allowing the representatives of our country abroad to enter into the discreditable 

which 8 recognition from princes. It seems to me 
our course should be austere. We should say to all who go abroad with the com- 


mission of the Republic, Go not into rivalry with for crosses and rings 
from emperors or ; serve your country r country will reward 
you; but look for no from any foreign power.” ich has the rule in 
times onb policy for the Senate now to depart 


past, and I think ita very 


t. 
This may seem a small affair; but if you allow this office-holder, who has ren- 
dered no signal service to humanity, whose life has been in no who has saved 
no life, who has not the title to wear the fairest crown of ancient Rome—that for 
pg ee Sala regaled page OMRE AUAI yet yan tens ou allow 
him to receive this ring, where will you stop? not one of your one 
of your secretaries, one of your consuls, or somebody else in your service, apply for 
a similar indulgence? Will not our agents be inspired to watch the fi of 
princes or be the courtiers of fi power? The simple citizen is under no con- 
straint; but whoso bears title or office from the Republic must remember always 
that he is a republican. 


Sir, that is the very spirit of the declaration of Elizabeth, who said 
that her sheep should not bear the brand of a foreign shepherd. On 
that occasion the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] said: 


I wish to say a word on this resolution. The reasons that influenced the framers 
of the Constitution in putting in it the inhibition which it contains against any 
officer of the Government receiving any present from any foreign prince or — 
tate are well known. It was the eustom when the Constitution was formed, and 
had been for a long time before and has been since, for even the ministers of a for- 
eign country to receive presents from the country to which they were accredited 
and at that time very few treaties were formed where presents were not bestowed 
upon those who n ted them. The framers of the Constitution saw fit not 
only to forbid that, 7 5 to forbid bess ee pavers Lees re agbe 
any present from any foreign or prince withou consen ongress. 

Kew it seems to Da as has Penge by Pine Senator from Massachusetts, that 
8 to have some principle on which to go in granting this assent, If we 
grant it whenever it is applied for, the provision of the Constitution amounts to 
nothing. If we grantit in one instance that stands on no particular principle, it 
is very difficult to refuse it in another instance; for it is not only then ap tly 
an injustice to the individual who asks for relief, but it seems to be some discourt- 
ae ee that bestow the gift. I think, therefore, en dibs ‘nod 
to have some principle upon which we go in giving this assent, and I can con 
of none better than that ted by the Senator from Massachusetts. In cases 
Metano sitparty of ts wattle oto fection poison aad be tae. Toeegy 

© lives an of the subjects of a and he 
that by offering to bestow. upon some we have a plain. simple rule, and 
we have always granted that consent; and for the present, at least, I think we 
had better confine ourselves to such cases. I therefore, with the most perfect re- 
spect for the gentleman to whom this ring is offered, and for the reasons that have 
been expressed by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, feel com- 
pelled to vote against the resolution. 

It would seem there was a division of opinion in the committee. 
Several Senators held that no harm could be done by allowin Mr. 
Young to take his ring, as it was a small matter; and the resolution 
8 One argument used in the Senate at that time was that the 
term of this person had been limited and had long expired, that he 
was sent for a cular duty which had been ed, and therefore 
he might be allowed to receive this present without danger of its act- 
ing as a corruption to him. I should like to contrast that with the 
action of the first sixty-five years of the fathers of the Republic, when 
they would not allow presents to be an ae at all, and subsequently 
rejected a proposition to give those which had been sent to the living 
heirs of those to whom they had been originally offered, they being 
then in the office of the Secretary of State. A 

To show how such small matters were viewed during the first 
three-quarters of a century of the Republic, I find in the list of for- 
eign presents to our officers which Con would not allow them to 
accept the following, the schedule submitted to the Senate in 1834 by 
President Jackson : : 


ScHEDULE C. 

Estimated value of the articles in the foregoing schedules A and B; those of 
gold and silver having been determined e eee e neki fons 
metals contained in or that which it is beli they contain, in cases 
where they could not be separated from the other materials. 

A. 

Hod Gert gat ˙-V— . engen en 
0. word, gold, S501.574—CIAMONGS, BS . ~~ 99999 

INOS: CON BON oa oa oo ds ake cn ennednaxesssaepeosesdancucvebunpese 2133 

/ / ⁰ W » S ĩ 0. 11i 

c A S ATA 42 00 

ere ͤ y taspa pE 100 00 

No.7; Modal 08 CNGt ATOR ue os asc cc ence ccscccswcccccncccenssecs onsnse 100 

No. 1. Peruvian gold medal of 1821... 16 A 

No. 2. Peruvian gold medal of 1828 14 87, 

No. 3. Gold meda 29 75 

No. 4. Four silver medals, 8 88 

No. 5. Two Rio de la Plata dollars... 2 00 

No. 6. Sword, gold, $223.50 ; blade $100 383 50 

No. 7. Gun ornamented with 500 00 

No. 8 Gun ornamented 500 00 

No. 9. Seven gold coins, 28 00 

No. 10. A of pistols 50 00 

No, 11. A fowling- 30 00 

No. 12. Two cast-iron medals, $1 each 2 00 
They treated them alike, whether worth $2,000 or $1.11. Judged by 


the light given by 3 construction of the Constitution, as 
illustrated by the acts of the fathers, the distinguished Senators from 
Massachusetts and Ohio were not far wrong. In 1875 both Houses 
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passed the joint resolution authorizing the Fitch diamonds to be re- 
ceived—without debate. February 18, 1875, the House authorized 
Captain C. H. Wells to receive the cross of the Legion of Honor, con- 
ferred by the French President as “ evidence of his appreciation of that 
officer; rather a barren statement! And I cannot find, after looking 
into the debates and among the reports of Congress, any other reason 
per for the acceptance of that foreign insignia of distinction than 
the was appreciated by the French Emperor. The French Em- 
paor may have had good reasons for appreciating some people. He 
very different reasons for appreciating different people. I have 
no doubt he appreciated those who helped in the coup @état, He per- 
haps appreciated those men whom he kept in office who filled his 
shells with saw-dust, so that when the soldiers attempted to explode 
them in the war they were not effective. 

He certainly was deceived in his appreciation of a great many peo- 
Be Whether he was deceived in his appreciation of this man, we 

o not know; at any rate Con, did not stop to inquire. Somuch 
haste has it got to exercising in these matters that it did not look into 
the ground of the appreciation, or certainly it was not anywhere 
shown in any debate. He may have invited the Emperor to dinner, 
or the Emperor may have invited him to dinner, I do not know. That 
seems to have been the highest service rendered by Admiral Almy for 
which this order of Kamehameha is to be received, so far as I can 
learn; and I am not entirely sure that he even rendered that, for he was 
merely in command of the fleet in which was the vessel that brought 
over the King on his visit to the United States. Perhaps the commit- 
tee will enlighten us upon it before taking the grave step of availing 
itself of the exception allowed under the Constitution of permitting 
an order of this kind to be received. I a gs it has taken pains to 
inform itself of the facts, and I shall be able to get some light from 
its explanations of this important bill. 

In the Senate, March 3, 1875, in the very last hours of the last day 
of the last session of a Congress, right in the thickest rush of great 
appropriation bills, when in a moment of calm, utilized to put through 
a number of private bills, the resolution was taken up to which I 
have alluded, the following colloquy ensued: 

Mr. Epubxps. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, who is a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations. Ido not see the 

here, and I inquire of him whether it has been usual for the Congress of 
the peng States to sathorive any of its officors to receive the insignia of a foreign 
or honor. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We had that subject under consideration for some time 
within the last two weeks, and unless it was conferring some title by a foreign 
power, we did not think it was objectionable. 

Mr. Epmuxps. So you think this is right? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We did not think it was objectionable, and we reported a 
bill authorizing a decoration to be received. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I should like to be informed as to the object of this. 

Mr. Cnadix. Captain Wells, of the United States Navy, by some act of his—I 
do not know what— 

As I said, the committe itself did not know what it was all about— 


S the respect of the Emperor of Franoe, who conferred upon him a certain 
lecoration of honor, or something of that sort. We have passed various measures 
of that kind, and Captain Wells is one of the best officers in the Navy. 


The joint resolution then passed, and the Senate was left in doubt 
why this decoration was given or why it should consent to its ac- 
ceptance. In effect it abdicated its constitutional power of revision 
over such matter, and ground through chaff and wheat indifferently. 
The case of Wells may have been meritorious, but this body did not 
know it. Am I not right in saying that it is time to call a halt; 
that more scrutiny and some principle of action is necessary to guide 
us in these matters! 

In the Senate, June 3, 1874, Senate bill giving the assent of Con- 
gress to the acceptance by the officers of the United States ship Mon- 
ocacy, of silver medals presented to them by the King of Siam, “on 
the occasion of the recent interchange of civilities between His Maj- 
esty and the officers” of that ship, was reported, leading to the fol- 
lowing debate : t 

Mr. CAMERON. R object to the passage of that bin, 


5 * 

Mr. Monrox. I should like to inquire for what services or acts those medals 
were given! 

Mr. ANTHONY. There were no services rendered, but these were small silver 
medals given by the of Siam to the officers of this ship after having witnessed 
their maneuvers and evolutions, as an evidence of his admiration for their disci- 
pline and 1 

Mr. Cameron. Ithink we ought not to allow our officers to be receiving these 
compliments from kpa (a wers. Itis being carried too far. 

Mr. Mortox. I mmp y desire to say that I think this bill is outside of the prin- 
ciple upon which bills of this kind have usually been based. We haveallowed oflicers 
to accept presents where they were intended as a reward or as an honor for dis- 
tinguished services rendered, or for acts of humanity where something has been 
done in the way of heroism to save life or even property but I have never known 
a bill to pass allowing presents to be given to our officers as mere matters of court- 
esy and of compliment. I think when we adopt that principle and allow presents to 
1 ee a rg hes Apes yl mares — — services have been 

it is a departure that is nota one. As as these presents are con- 
fined to a tion of acts of heroism and humanit; — ed services, 
they are complimentary and are valuable; but when they are to be given as mere 
matters of compliment, for unusual politeness, I think we take away their merit. 
For one I cannot vote for the bill. 


After further debate, in which Messrs. ANTHONY, Buckingham, 
HAMLIN, and Stockton favored the passage of the bill and Mr. Cam- 
eron opposed it, the bill was passéd. 

In the House, June 11, 1874, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, and without remark passed. 


I wish to show how rapidly these oe are growing upon us and 
on what frivolous reasons we set aside the constitutional provision 
and certainly the spirit and policy of that provision. Emboldened 
by this success, the next Congress (Forty-fourth) had scarcely opened 
before quite a number of applicants were begging at the portals of 


Con for the privilege of some foreign honor, 
February 29, 1876, Senate joint resolution authorizing First Lieu- 
tenant Henry Metcalf, of the Ordnance Department, United States 


Army, to accept a decoration of the Order of Osmanie, tendered to 
him by the Sultan of Turkey as an evidence of his appreciation of the 
efforts of that officér in conducting an inspection of arms and ammu- 
nition made for the Imperial Ottoman . in Providence, 
Rhode Island, and Bridgeport and New Haven, Connecticut, was re- 
ported and passed without debate. 

In the House, March 3, it was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and not subsequently reported back. February 7, 1877, the 
same matter was introduced as a House joint resolution, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and not reported back. 

February 9, 1876, Senate joint resolution authorizing Captain Tem- 
ple and Lieutenant-Commander Whiting, United States Navy, to ac- 
cept the cross of officers of the Order of Kamehameha I, conferred 
upon them by the King of the Hawaiian Islands, as evidence of His 

ajesty’s “appreciation of those officers in connection with his visit 
to Washington,” was reported as “a formal matter” and passed with- 
out debate in the Senate. 

Well, sir, this will not as a formal matter and without debate, 
I can assure Senators. We set the precedent there. It shows that it 
is time to call the attention of the Senate to these things. They are 
brought forward and Leyes through when the attention of Senators 
is diverted to other things, on the statement that it is a mere formal 
matter involving nothing. Sup that accompanying a report of 
that kind it was stated the constitutional provision is that these bills 
shall not pass, these gifts shall not be accepted, titles of nobility and 
decorations shall not be allowed to our officers unless Congress intel- 
ligently and expressly assents thereto—that is the rening of it—do 
you think it would then be treated as a formal matter? That would 
put the Senate on its guard. Many of these things slip tkough be- 
cause they are not noticed. 

In the House, February 14, the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. At 
the next session, January 19, 1877, it was reported back, and under 
the operation of “the previous question,” in the face of manifest 
opposition, passed, Mr. BucKNER asking “ what active services these 
officers of the Navy did to this king of the Hawaiian Islands?” and 
Mr. Holman remarking “This is so ridiculous a proposition that I 
must demand the yeas and nays” upon a motion to lay on the table 
a motion to reconsider; which resulted—yeas 112, nays 106. 

I believe the services which those men rendered, which caused this 
3 were that they were officers of the ship in which the 

ing sailed over the seas. They did not furnish any ship to him; 
they did not save his life; he had not fallen overboard, nor had any 
of his staff. They did not render any service to humanity; they were 
simply polite, as American seamen should be. I trust that they did 
not put on gri that they did not fawn that thrift and decora- 
tions in the power of the King to give might come to them. I think 
it would be an injustice te them to suppose that they did. Perhaps 
it would be an injustice to the Navy to suppose any man in it would 
do so; but if you allow so liberally the acceptance of gifts from all 
sources and for any or for no cause whatever, I should like to ask 
how soon it will be before a corrupt spirit will grow up, a spirit of 
cupidity that will reach for gifts, or a spirit of vanity that will reach 
for decorations? 

July 15, 1876, in Senate, the Senate joint resolution authorizing 
Lieutenant Theodorus B. M. Mason, United States Navy, to accept a 
silver medal from the King of Italy was passed without objection, 
Mr. Frelinghuysen making this statement: 

Mr. Mason was a lieutenant in the Navy. He was on board of one of our sbips 
at Callao, Peru. There was an Italian vessel there laden with petroleum which took 
fire. There were a great many other vesselsin the harbor and they were all A ar 
ened at it. The lieutenant of this vessel, with a part of the crew, took a small boat 


and went to the ship with a Babcock fire-extinguisher and put the fire out and 
saved the ship. . 


My recollection is that during the pesa session of Congress that 
bill passed the Senate again without objection. Iam willing to 
go as far as any Senator in the direction of recognizing heroism. I 
would not go too far, however, even in that direction. I should like 
to have the Senate be cautious in that respect. It is not always the 
case that a man armed with a Babcock extinguisher and going on 
board a vessel while it is on fire runs any risk at all. If it were an 
act of heroism, each case standing upon its own merits, and that hero- 
ism was recognized by the government to which the vessel belonged 
which was saved, I would allow the person to take the gift, especially 
if he saved life; certainly if he saved life. 

In the House, August 8, 1876, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that was the last of it. It may 
well be doubted if any of the officers who have received the order of 
Kamehameha did as much to earn it as Lieutenant Mason, with his 
Babcock extinguisher, to earn that medal. 

In the Senate, March 14, 1876, Senate joint resolution authorizing 
Rear-Admiral John J. Almy, United States Navy, to accept a decora- 
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tion of the Order of Kamehameha I, tendered to him by the King 
of the Hawaiian Islands as “ an evidence of his appreciation” of that 
officer, came up from the Calendar and was passed without remark. 

In the House, March 16, it was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. That committee, May 5, 1876, reported the same back, 
by Mr. Faulkner, adversely. But there appears to be a curious dis- 
crepancy touching this matter, as between the statement of proceed- 
ings in the House Journal and in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The 
House Journal simply states that: 

On motion of Mr. Faulkner, the Committee on —— . 3 Affairs was discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 2) au- 
thorizing Rear-Admiral John J. Almy, United States Navy, to accept a decoration 
from the King of the Hawaiian Islands, and the same was laid on the table. 


The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the same date, May 5, 1876, states 
that: 

Mr. Faulkner, from the Committee on Fi Affairs, reported back, with an 
adverse recommendation, the joint resolution (S. R. No. 2) . 
John J. Almy, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands; and the same was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


No such report is among the printed reports of the House commit- 
tees of that session, and I confess to a degree of curiosity to know, 
if there was such a report, what became of it. A singular persist- 
ency is shown in the pursuit of this piece of ribbon or whatever may 
dangle to it from the fact that the measure now before us is a House 
joint resolution authorizing Rear-Admiral John J. Almy to accept a 
decoration from the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 

In the House, February 11, 1876, Mr. Faulkner, from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, reported Honse joint resolution authorizing 
Edwin James, United States consular agent at San José, to accept 
from the Queen of Great Brituin “a piece of plate which she desires 
to present to him in recognition of his courageous and efficient serv- 
ices rendered in support of J. Magee, the British vice-consul, when 
his life was threatened by the commandant of San José ;” which was 


In the Senate, March 14, the resolution was passed without objec- | kn 


tion. This seems to have been a meritorious case if any one con- 
nected with the consular service should be allowed to receive pres- 
ents. 

In the Senate; March 2, 1876, a joint resolution was introduced, 
authorizing Hon. William L. Scruggs, United States minister at Bo- 

ta, to accept a silver inkstand, with a suitable inscription, from the 
oiek of Great Britain, as a testimonial of her appreciation of his 
services as the British arbitrator in an important case between Brit- 
ish subjects and the government of Colombia. 

The following letter was read by way of explanation ; and I call 
especial attention to this letter because it shows that the Queen of 
Great Britain, through Sir Edward Thornton, requested, as a favor 
to Great Britain, that the acceptance of this present should be al- 
lowed by Congress : 

WASHINGTON, January 31, 1876. 

Sm: In compliance with an instruction which I have received from the Earl of 
Derby, 1 have the honor to inform you that a long-pending claim, brought by Messrs. 
Cottesworth and Powell, British subjects, against the government of Colombia, has 
lately been decided at rig tad reference to arbitration, a large sum having been 
awarded to the claimants, This satisfactory result is, in the opinion of Her Maj. 

s minister at Bogota, in very great measure to be attributed to the able and 
duous manner in which Hon. W. L. Scruggs, minister resident of the United 
States in has d the duties of British arbitrator. 

In these circumstances his lordship has instructed me to request you to be good 
enough to convey to Mr. Scruggs the thanks of Her Majesty's government for the 
zeal and ability shown by him in assisting in the settlement of a British claim, and 
to add that Her Majesty's government pro to beg the acceptance by Mr. Scruggs 
of a silver inkstand, with a suitable tion, as a testimonial of the high sense 
which it entertains of his friendly and disinterested conduct in under g the 


laborious office of arbitrator. 
Her Majesty's government that the Government of the United States will 
not object to the acceptance by Mr. Scruggs of the proposed testimonial. 
I have the honor to be, with the highest consideration, sir, your obedient servant, 


EDWARD THORNTON. 
Hon. HAMILTON FISH, &. 


The joint resolution was thereupon, without objection, passed. 

In the House, Marcli 17, 1876, the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
reported back the Se: ate joint resolution adversely; and, after an 
able speech by Mr. Fuulkner, the resolution was indefinitely post- 
poned, notwithstandin.; the formal request of the British government 
through its minister. . 

At the samesession Professor Baird failed to procure leave to accept 
the order « St. Olaf and George P. Marsh was allowed to accept pres- 
ents from Switzerland aud Italy for deciding a question of boundary 
between the two countries. 

By this view of the legislation of Congress upon the subject, the 
want of a principle of action is evident; and it may well be feared 
that the legislation of Congress is fostering an idle vanity on the part 
of our officers, remote from republican simplicity and good taste. 

This Congress is delugea with memorials, petitions, and resolutions 
for action in the same improvident direction. One officer wants to 
accept a gilt tea-pot as a “souvenir” from a barbarous prince. An- 
other wants enameled vases, a chenon box, &c., given as souvenir.“ 
A third wants to accept a betel box and silver medals as “ souvenir.” 

We do not learn that there was anything heroic or self-sacrificing 
or humane or enlightened to proyoke these presents. 

Four officers want leave to take Kamehameha’s order of nobility; 
not for nobility of conduct on their part, but because they were agree- 


able to Kalakaua and are Dies qe depreag by him. Another wants the 

Order of Osmanli, presented by the Turkish Sultan for inspecting 

arms at a factory in Rhode Island. Two officers ask leave to accept 

medals for services in saving foreign vessels, which two are all that 

can by any. stretch of charity be considered as meritorious or expe- 
jent. 

I lay down these general principles. It is improper, as a general 
practice, to allow officers of this Government to accept titles er pres- 
ents from foreign powers; and Congressshould discriminate between 
proper and improper cases where application is made to it to allow 
acceptance of gifts to our officers, 

We should not assent to such gifts unless the service which it rec- 
ognizes is worthy of national acknowledgment and of such distinc- 
tion. There should be something in the act performed worthy of the 
interposition of Congress and of commemoration for its intrinsic 
merit. It should e of heroism or humanity or benefit to man- 
kind. Such gifts should not be tolerated as expressive of the com- 
monplace of compliment or for services merely incidental to the dis- 
charge of duty. For myself I say further, that I will not knowingly 
vote to allow any citizen to accept an order of nobility for any con- 
sideration. I deem such titles unrepublican, having no place in our 
social, political, or moral system, and I think that where Congress 
has refused to t ission to an officer to accept a present the 
subject should be considered dis d of, that it may not be lobbied 
session after session to say yes, when it has once deliberately said no, 
as it has in the case of the bill that is now before us. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, if I cared a fig for this bill, of course 
I would not undertake to defend it now, to return the shot of the 
Senator from California and to fire without resting. I should like to 
make, however, by way of apologizing for the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, which Isupposein an unguarded moment, certainly in some 
moment, instructed me to report this bill favorably, two or three re- 
marks, very prosaic, without a drop of poetry in them, because I 
have an idea that this whole thing is to be determined more by the 
Epy of plain good sense than by the use of any other faculty I 
ow of. 

The Senate is certainly under obligation to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia for seizing upon this occasion to bring forward, to digest, and 
to exhibit to the Senate and to the country a synopsis of the course 
of legislation upon thissubject. It has been very thorough, very com- 
Bee and has some instruction in it. The Committee on Foreign Re- 

ations, I am bound to confess, did not Iook at asingle chapter of that 
whole history before recommending the passage of this joint resolu- 
tion, and I do not, after listening to that recitation, see that it at all 
enlightens us as to what we should do with this particular subject. 
The Apostle Paul said to the Corinthians that when he was a child he 
spoke as a child, he understood as a child, and he thought as a child, 
but when he became a man he put away childish things. When this 
country was in its infancy, when we felt somewhat overclouded by 
the presence of the power of foreign nationalities older than ourselves 
if not abler than ourselves, there was a little lurking jealousy—we see 
indications of it elsewhere than in that clause of the Constitution which 
has been read here—a little lurking jealousy of the influence that 
might be exercised by other governments over our officers, and to 
guard against that the very sagacious men who made the Constitu- 
tion incorporated these few lines in it: 

And no person holding any office of profit or trust under them— 

Under the United States— 
shall, without the consent of the Congress, accept of any present, emolumen! 
office, or title of any kind whatever, from any king, prince, 9 state, S 

They did not undertake to say what my distinguished friend from 
California says, that no present or gift shall be received except for 
acts of extreme heroism. They simply said, “ We will reserve to 
Congress the right to say for itself upon each case whether it be 

roper for the individual to receive the git or not to receive it.“ 

hat is all they said; and so from that day to this each individual 
W bas been presented to the Congress, one Congress after 
another. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed by 
the same courtesy that was accorded to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin may 
proceed by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOWE. I think I shall occupy but a very short time. I 
thought I should get through in five minutes, but I haye not suc- 
ceeded in that. Each question has been passed upon by itself. The 
Senator in his careful research has discovered the lack of principle, 
the want of the general rule. I think any one going over the same 
ground would have made the same discovery, though lacking very 
much of the diligence which my friend always exercises. There is 
no principle discovered unless it be this, that when the Congress 
would it would, and when it would not it would not; when it was in 
one mood the application was granted, and if it happened to be ina 
different and more unhappy mood, without regard to the merits of 
the question, the application was denied. I conceive that my friend 
is entirely right in saying that we should have a principle, and I 
cannot think of any so just, so profitable, as this simple rule. If you 
think the public interests are to be injured by allowing the gift to 
be received, do not permit it to be received; but if they are not to 
be injured, do not deny it. 
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The Senator says he does not know what this conduct was which 
moved the King of the Hawaiian Islands to proffer this gift; nor do 
I; Inever inquired.. When the Senator from California is‘ upon 
to make a present to me himself, I think he is bound to know what 
I have done to entitle me to a present; but if the honorable Senator 
sitting next to him should some time or other, in an un ‘ded mo- 
ment, be moved to profier me a present, I do not think it quite con- 

‘cerns anybody else in the world what I have done to entitle me to it. 
. Mr.SARGENT. But suppose that other person has a right of super- 
vision as to whether you should receive it or not; that you are in the 
service of that other porion; and he has a right to know from whom 

receive favors; that it is in the contract that he shall know, and 
it can only be received by his consent ? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, Mr. President, if the Senator from California had 
the right of visitation, the right of supervision, as we have, then it 
would be proper for him undoubtedly to ask—but to ask for what 
pu or to what end? Simply, as I conceive, if I have not mis- 
taken the right rule, to ask that he may be sure his interests or the 
interests which he is called upon to guard are not to be prejudiced 

by my accepting the gift. 

Mr. SARGE Bat I understand the Senator to say that he does 
not know, and does not care, and has not asked; and it is to that I 
object. 

Mr. HOWE. No, sir; Lhave not asked, I do not know, and I do not 


care. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is what I thought. 

Mr. HOWE. And for this plain reason, Mr. President: What Almy 
has done to have secured the gratitude of this foreign prince I do not 
know. I know the uniform that he wears; I know where he was 
bred ; and I know what blood runs in his veins ; and knowing this I 
undertake to say, as a man authorized to speak for all that class of 
public servants, that there is no gift which that prince can bestow 
upon him that would be prejudicial to the interests of this Govern- 
ment or would alienate one jot of his affections from that fidelity and 
that allegiance to the Government of the United States, and so I did 
not care what he had done. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOWE. Certainly. 
| Mr. SARGENT. The Senator now puts the case on Sor tenable 
ground. He puts it on een e that he himself personally knows 
with reference to a particular item that the rig ri or will not 
have a particular effect on the person. I should like to know upon 
what principle other Senators who do not know this particular ad- 
miral, to whom this matter is entirely impersonal, who merely know 
that he is an admiral of the United States, are to act. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I object to the further consideration of this 
measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further consideration of the 
bill is ooer to. 

Mr. ; OWE. Will the Senator allow me to proceed a moment 
longer 

r. BURNSIDE. I did not know that the Senator from Wisconsin 
had anything more to say, and I thought, as the Senator from Cali- 
fornia was through, I would object to the further consideration of 
the joint resolution. I do not want to stop discussion between those 
two Senators by an objection to the further consideration of the 
matter. 

Mr. HOWE. I would give way at any moment when my friends 
expect it; but at this icular moment I want to correct my friend 
from California upon this one point. I did not form my conclusion 
from my acquaintance with Admiral Almy. I do not know that I 
ever saw him in my life. I am quite sure that he never spoke to me 
upon this or any other subject. I said I knew the uniform he wore 
and knew where he was bred. That is all I know about him. I 
should say the same of the Senator from California for greater reason 
if the gift was offered to him, because I happen to know him person- 
ally. But I simply know that it is not in the power of any of these 
princes to do that which will alienate the affections of any one of 
the officers in your Navy or in your Army or in your service, I hope. 
That is all I mean to say. 

Mr. President, there may be, and I think there is, some reason for 
n between your agents engaged in the diplomatic serv- 
ice and those employed in other branches of public duty. They are 
charged with negotiations with other governments; their business 
brings them in contact with foreign governments day after day. It 
may be very proper and very prudent to refuse them the privilege of 
accepting presents from the power with which they are daily trading, 
daily negotiating; but the officers of your Navy have no diplomatic 
functions whatever, the officers of your y have none, and I con- 
ceive there is no danger whatever from any such influences and they 
cannot endanger any interest of the United States by accepting such 

ts. 


Mr. President, in the course of the debates from which the Senator 
from California has quoted, I noticed that some one, and I am glad 
to say I do not remember who it was, objected to allowing our officers 
to enter into a scramble for the decorations or ribbons of foreign 

inces. Ishould object to that. If I supposed that Admiral Almy 
1 for this ribbon, if that is what it is, had scrambled for 
acknowledgment from this king, I would not only vote to reject 


an 
this proffered gift, I would vote to censure him and should be glad to 


see him cashiered and dismissed from the Navy. But I take it no 
such scramble is to be charged against him, and I take it these gifts 
are never in any single instance the result of a scramble. 

Sir, I do not see anything in the world in this matter beyond this, 
that, for some reason or other seeming good to the parties moving, 
they from time to time offer a vote of thanks, a snuff-box, a medal, a 
ribbon, something which is to be accepted as an offering of good-will 
from one to another, and I do not think that the Congress of the 
United States is called upon to raise a committee to investigate the 
particular conduct which has moved the ticular individual. If 
we have any reason to mistrust that our interests are endangered, 
then we should . but if we have no such reason, then I 
would allow the individual offering the gift to determine for himself 
the fitness of the occasion which prompts it, and certainly if the gift 
comes from a sovereign power, a power which we acknowledge to 
have the right of arise war and of making peace, he who is in- 
trusted with such power as that, I think, might be safely intrusted 
me the power of determining when he will offer a ribbon or a snufi- 

x. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I have long believed that many are 
poets who never penned their 1 if I had a doubt upon 
the matter it would have been solved by the poetic production of my 
versatile friend from California this morning. Poetry does not con- 
sist in rythm or meter, but in beauty of sentences. I think the Sen- 
ator from California has presented the poetic side of the question 
which is now before us. f want in a very few brief words to present 
what I regard the sober prose of it. 

First, however, let me say that in the consideration of these matters 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations we did not consult au- 
thorities ; but it was stated distinctly in the committee that the 
practice of the Senate had been varied, sometimes had been one way, 
sometimes had been another, and it was therefore known what had 
been the practice of the Government heretofore. I had myself looked, 
not as extensively I admit as the Senator from California, into the 
entire action of the Government, but I had looked quite fully into it; 
and allow me to say that 8 I knew for many years what 
was 1 pragulos, that if in the humor of it one Congress would t 
permission to receive these little mementoes, and another would not, 
or if yon please the same Congress on one day would do it and on 
another day would not. I knew that there was a variety of action 
upon it, which could be cited both ways; and in the consideration 
which the committee gave to the subject I think they desired more to 
learn what might be, if it were possible there could be, a settled rule 
that would bind us in the future than control us in the present. 

I wish to say for myself individually that I will vote now and at 
all times for the reception of a present of value consisting of a thing 
not a decoration, not a badge, from any foreign power to any Gov- 
ernment official of ours, if I believe that it is properly bestowed and 
that there is nothing 8 in the donation or the reception. 

The bills are of three characters: first, those relating to little 
mementoes that consist of valuables; second, those that consist of 

or decoration; and, third, those that consist of titles. I have 
stated that I would vote, and I think the committee was very nearly 
unanimous upon that Miao in favor of the reception of presents of 
value if there was nothing in the tender or the receiving of the gift 
of valuables outside of general principles that was objectionable. 
Second, as to decorations I was myself inclined to think that it was 
unwise to allow decorations to be received. I held that opinion until 
I examined the authorities and found that it had been frequently 
done. I went one step further and I could learn of no single instance 
in which it had been done, where the person receiving the decoration 
had ever worn it, and that it had been received in the past simply as 
a souvenir and memento of some service rendered, some kind feeling 
created, and I came to the conclusion that in the future as in the 
past there would be wisdom enough in the officers either of the Army 
or the Navy who might receive such little memen never to deco- 
rate their persons with them. If I believed they would, I would cer- 
tainly oppose their reception. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five min- 


utes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will be allowed to go on. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will, I think, not occupy more than five minutes 
more, perhaps not that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will proceed by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would under no condition of thin gs vote to sanc- 
tion the bestowal of any title whatever. I think there is in no one 
of the cases which have been reported anything which conveys a title. 
They are simply decorations; they are not titles nor are they evi- 
dences of title in any case. One case, and one alone, we had which 
did p rt to convey a title, and that was reported adversely. We 
are prohibited ourselves from creating titles, and surely we would 
not allow a foreign power to do that to our citizens which by the 
Coustitution we are prohibited from doing. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is not the Senator aware that that has been done 
sometimes ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I was not aware that it had been done except in 
one case. I only say I would not in any single case agree to the con- 
ferring of a title bya foreign power. I have the impression now from 
my examination—and I did not pay so careful attention to it per- 
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haps as I ought—that there was but one such case. That there was 
one I was aware. I think it wrong. 

Now, I submit to the Senate whether there is to be any 
danger or wrong feared from the bestowal and the reception of these 


any great 


` little mementoes. I ask again if there is not to be some 
absolute and actual good produced? Does it not cultivate a relation 
between the officers of our Government and the foreign power that 
may see tit to bestow a little present for Snp social purposes or 
services, if you please, that have been rendered? Does it not serve 
to create those kind relations that may advance our commercial in- 
terests with those very people? 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator tell me what he thinks of the 
soundness of the argument advanced by Mr. Adams wherein he said 
that it was improper for our officers to receive favors from foreign 
governments which our Government could not confer upon foreign 
officers, and that it violated the spint of delicacy and reciprocity that 
ought to exist? I will remark here that that is not poetry. That is 
taken from a grave document, and to my mind it carries a very pro- 
saic effect. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I still, notwithstanding the high and eminent au- 
bere, Sa" which the Senator refers, must maintain my position that 
both the bestowal and the reception of these little souvenirs that are 
insignificant in value have yet a worth to them in relation to the com- 
merce of the two countries, in relation to the condition of feeling 
existing between the two countries, that is, of vastly more value than 
anything that can be anticipated of evil growing out of their recep- 
tion. That is my judgment, and acting upon that judgment I have 
concurred with the committee in the reports whic 
sented to this body. 0 

Now, I wish that we may have in the final decision of this question 
that action which shall be a gada to us, if we can get it. Although 
I am well aware that under the influence of the Senator’s speech to- 
day there would be undoubtedly an adverse action of this body on 
this question, yet this very Senate on another day might reverse 
its action of to-day. The whole history of the subject proves con- 
clusively that it has been a matter of feeling more than a matter of 
judgment, that it has been perhaps a matter with which courtesy has 

ad mi ete deal to do; the officer receiving the testimonial may have 

had influential friends who desired to bestow a courtesy on him which 

they might not so readily bestow on another. And yet, for the con- 

siderations which I have named, I think it not unwise for us to allow 

these gentlemen to receive these little tokens, these little souvenirs, 

that are in value, as I have said, insignificant, and that vastiy more 
than evil will result from our so doing. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will ask the courtesy of the Senate for about 
two minutes only. I wish to disclaim any desire on my part to put 
the Committee on Foreign Relations on its defense. I have not ad- 
verted to its action at No Senator has a higher respect than I 
have for the chairman and the members of that committee without 
exception. I simply desired to call the attention of the Senate to 
what I deemed an important consideration arising out of the rapid 
progrese we were making in this species of legislation, and to refer 
to the most prosaic documents and records 8 we had gone 
from step to step until we had reached a complete departure from the 
Constitution as interpreted by the action of the fathers. I still insist 
that there is instruction and much instruction to be drawn from the 
fact that for the first sixty-five years of the Republic no present, gift, 
donation, or title of any kind was allowed by Congress to be accepted; 
and it was only at a very recent period that any was allowed what- 
ever except it was for some act of heroism or some service to humanity. 

Mr. DORSEY. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I had concluded my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and it goes over. The next bill will be read. 


THOMAS J. TURNER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 55) to authorize Medical Inspector Thomas J. Turner, United 
States Navy, to accept a diploma of the Order of Kamehameha from 
the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. EATON. I suos 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be passed 


over. 
Mr. HOAR. I suggest to Senators who object whether it would 
not be well, as this matter has been debated, to have a vote on it 


my and dispose of it, instead of having it all over again at another 


y. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not half debated yet. 
„ OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 
Te 


have been pre- 


SPENCER F. BAIRD, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1989) to 
authorize Spencer F. Baird, assistant secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, to receive from the King of Sweden a diploma and medal, 
constituting him a member of the Norwegian Order of Saint Olaf, 
the same being a literary and scientific organization. 

Mr. EATON. I objected to the consideration of the last bill that 


was read by its title, as I do to this, upon this ground simply: 
friend from Arkansas objected to the further eee Ta bil 
of the same character, and therefore in my judgment there is no use 
in spending more time to-day over bills that are objected to. 

Mr. DORSEY. I objected after more than two hours of the time 
of to-day had been taken up upon a measure that it seemed to me 
hardly a member of this body has the slightest interest in the world in. 

Mr, EATON. That is the very reason why I wondered the Senator 
did 8 We were all ready to vote. n 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] was 
not willing that the vote should be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill will be read. 


WILLIAM J. WILSON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 733) authorizing 
William J. Wilson, assistant surgeon United States Army, to receive 
from the Khédive of Egypt a decoration for gallantryin battle in the 
action near Gura, Abyssinia, March 7, 1876. 

Mr. SARGENT and Mr. EATON. I onen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The biil, being objected to, goes 
over. 

WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 528) to authorize 
the Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Company to extend its 
road into the Territory of Dakota to the village of Sioux Falls. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must ask that that go over; it involves a very 
ae question, which should not be limited to a debate of five 

u 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over and the 

next bill will be read. 


SALMON FISHERIES ON COLUMBIA RIVER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 97) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to grant permission to the proprietors of salmon 
fisheries now located on Three Tree Point military reservation, on 
Columbia River, in Washin Territory, to remain on said reserva- 
tion ; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported the bill with an amend- 
ment to strike out after the word “ authorized,” in eee t 
ponsa to proprietors of salmon fisheries now located on 

Point military reservation, on the Columbia River, in Washing- 
ton Territory, to remain on said reservation until the same is required 
for Government purposes,” and to insert, “ to lease, at a reasonable 
rent, for such a time and on such terms as in his judgment may be 
for the best interests of the Government, to the proprietors of salmon 
fisheries, the premises and land now occupied by them on the Three 
Tree Point military reservation, on the Columbia River, in Washing- 
ton Territory, they being permitted to remain on said reservation 
until the same shall be required by the Government.“ 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is 
interested in that measure. I do not see him in his seat now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. INGALLs in the chair.) Does 
the Senator from Minnesota object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPENCER. There is a report on the bill. The Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. RANDOLPH] reported the bill. I hope it will be 
considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? The Chair hears none. e question is on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ar inh concurred in. 5 1 PR 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, e 
third time, and passed. 


. CHANGE OF NAME OF VESSEL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1928) to change 
the name of the steam-tug C. M. Whittaker to Caroline; which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

: MARTHA C. KENDALL. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 755) ting a 
ion to Martha C. Kendall; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for placing on the pension-roll the name 
of Martha C. Kendall, dependent mother of Isaac G. Kendall, late a 
private in Company K, Sixteenth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. WHERRY AND WILLIAM E. HOPKINS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 104) authorizing Captains William M. Wherry, of the Army, and 
William E. Hopkins, of the Navy, to accept decorations from the King 
of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

Mr. WITHERS. Let it go with the others. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The bill will be laid over. The next 
bill on the Calendar will be read. 
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AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LANDS FOR COLORADO. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 398) extending 


the act of July 2, 1862, entitled “An act donating publicdands to the 
several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanical arts,” to the State of Col- 
orado, and for other er 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will have to go over. Debate on it ought 
not to be limited to five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. The 
next bill on the Calendar will be read. 

WILLIAM A. HAMMOND. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 560) for the relief 
of William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 490) supplement- 
ary to an act entitled “An act in relation to the Hot Springs reserva- 
tion, in the State of Arkansas,” approved March 3, 1877. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this bill? ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a public bill which ought not to be 
limited to five minutes’ debate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not inter- 
pose an objection to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But he has interposed an objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Could he not be induced under any circumstances 
to withdraw it! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been passed over. 


EBENEZER WALKER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 771) for the relief 
of Ebenezer Walker. 

The PRESIDING 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to say a word in reference to the 
objection made by my friend the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Ep- 


MUNDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it not to be 
in order. The bill, having been objected to, has gone over and is not 
before the Senate. 

a PADDOCK. By unanimous consent a remark may be per- 
mitted. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is the bill before the Senate? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not before the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I refer to Senate bill No. 490, which simply pro- 
vides for extending the time six months for the commission which 
was appointed last year under the act of March 3, 1877, to settle and 
determine the matters relating to the Hot Springs reservation. The 
term of office of those commissioners expires on the Ist day of April, 
and it is important that immediate action should be taken on the 
bill. There ought not to be ras Atos. about it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I happen to know that they are not through with 
their work, and that it will probably take them nearly six months 
more to get through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 


be reported. 
Mr. HEREFORD. I hope the Senator from Colorado will waive | Pe 


his objection in the case of Senate bill No. 771 for the relief of Eben- 
ezer Walker. It only allows $78.90, and is recommended by the Post- 
Office Department, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
8 by unanimous consent only, the bill not being before the 

nate, 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The bill will be read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 771) for the relief of Ebenezer 


alker. It provides that in the settlement of the accounts of Eben- | P 


ezer Walker, late postmaster at Okemas, Michigan, with the proper 
De ent, he shall be allowed as a oredit 8 of 878.90. 5 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIFE-SAVING AND COAST-GUARD SERVICE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 777) to organize 
a life-saving and coast-guard service. 

Mr. SARGENT, Atthe request of several Senators I do not desire 
that that bill shall now be considered; that is to say, they wish fur- 
ther time on it. The bill is very important, and at some time not far 
hence, when the convenience of the Senate will allow, I shall ask 
that a special day be assigned for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator now object to it? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over under objection. 


OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- | Pe 


GENERAL NAVY REGISTER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 14) for the purchase of the copies of the General Register of the 
Navy and Marine Corps of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this joint resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I save my objection until I hear the resolution 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be reported 
at length, subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs proposed to amend the resolution, 
so as to make it read: 


That the Secre of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his discre- 
tion, and after satistying himself of its accuracy, to purchase 1,000 copies of Dalin 
and Dow's General Marin 


ter of the tilt Neate e Corps of the United States, 
for the use of the Navy Department and thereof and officers of the Navy; 
and a sufficient sum for the purpose is hereby a riated out of any money in 
the not otherwise appropriated ; Proviled, „That the crab abel 
not exceed $4 per copy. . 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Why in the world does not the United States fur- 
nish its own Navy Bogmer, I should like to know. We have rather 
a large printing establishment and plenty of Navy people to make up 
the manuscript to print from. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose that under a resolution of the Senate 
instructing a general register of that kind to be prepared, it would 
be done. It would probably cost more, however, to do that than this 
amounts to. The general register of the Navy is designed to give the 
history of every oflicer of the Navy from the original times down to 
the geat time. Such a register was published and copies of it 
boyght by Congress in 1848 for the first time in our history. Since 
that time the general eee has not again been published. It has 
been prepared, however, by these persons, who haye the copyright of 
it, on the plan of the original register. Of course the mass of it is 
enormously ter than it was at that time on account of events 
which have happened since that time which during a portion of the 
riod have crowded the naval service. This book is very warmly 
recommended by all naval authorities for its accuracy and for its de- 
sirableness. It never will be prepared unless it is prepared in some 
such way as this, in my judgment. Certainly no one would feel au- 
thorized to detail clerks for the purpose of Prarie a book of this 
kind. There cannot be much general sale of a work of this sort. If 
Congress does not aid it by taking some copies, there will not be 
enough interested in the sale to make it a remunerative job, and for 
that reason it will not be undertaken. 

These are the considerations which influenced the committee, I 
have examined the ori general Navy register that was published 
in 1848, and find that it seems to have been at that time a very useful 
book. I have also examined some proof-sheets of the present pro- 

publication. They have e some few of the first pages un- 

er the letter A; it runs alphabetically; and I suppose they will con- 

bates hugs work and finish it, provided they get this small assistance 
m Con x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ionly wish to put in my humble dissent tothe propo- 
sitions of this bill which, as they are now stated, are that in order 
to assist in a private enterprise of which there is a copyright, and of 
course for the benefit of the United States in buying the books, we 
are to spend, at $4 a copy or $5 or whatever the price may be, four or 
five thousand dollars to purchase a thousand copies of this book for the 
benefit of the Navy. It does not ap te me that it is a wise expendi- 
ture of public money, We have a Navy that in time of peace is quite 
competent, not merely by detail of clerks but by detail of officers in 
rforming bureau duty or in whatever way Con; may choose, to 
provide the means of making a compilation (if it be desirable, as I 

are say it is) of all the officers who have been in the Navy of the 

nited States and their naval history or whatever other thing it ma 
be fit to put in it. Then we have a Government Printing Office, wit 
buildings and presses and types and men and everything else to print 
that compilation. If we start ont in respect of this partieular branch 
of the public service, to employ private persons to print books for us, 
I do not know where we shall stop. 

I remember some instances within a few years where a committee 
of which I am a member has been very strongly urged to provide for 
urchasing a certain number of copies of a very valuable commentary 
on the Constitution of the Uni States, which every Senator and 
every member of Congress and every head of a Department and every 
clerk and every citizen of course ought to have a copy of. It is sup- 

to be a good thing to be in every house, but the committee were 
unable to see the propriety of haying private books of that character 
or encouraging their publication. If the Government of the United 
States wants to have an edition for public use of the Constitution of 
the United States, with notes, let it print it; it has the means of doin 
so; but before a book is printed, to go into a kind of partnership o 
this character to encourage the enterprise and at the same time ben- 
efit ourselves, I do not think is oe policy. I may be wrong. I do 
not object to the consideration of the bill, but I only want to say that 
I shall vote against it. 

Mr.SARGENT. I should like to have the Senate vote on the ques- 
tion. It is one of those propositions that come to us in the course of 
our duty. On examination of the book the committee was satisfied 
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that we should encoura 


it. It will not be printed without it. It is 
continuing a work which Congress formerly bought, and it is useful 
for the history of the Navy and preservation in the libraries of the 


Navy. For these and other reasons the committee thought that this 
volume should be bought. There is abundant nt for it. The 
Senator will remember that we bought Hickey’s Constitution over 
and over and over again at successive sessions of Con We also 
bought a book prepared by the Librarian of Congress of that day, 
being the records or sketches of members of Congress, the Senator 
perhaps can 57755 me the name. 

ea EDMUNDS. Lanman’s Dictionary; but we have stopped all 
that. 
Mr. SARGENT. We have stopped it, I know; but the query is 
whether we were wise in stopping it altogether. I was stating prec- 
edeuts for it. We have p ents for this in the direct line of legis- 
lation. Of course it is in the discretion of the Senate to buy these 
books or not. For one, I think it is wise. 

Mr. COCKRELL, [hope that the bill willbe voted down. I think 
it is a bad precedent for the Senate to set. I am opposed to the bill. 
It is a bill to purchase books 8 by private citizens. * 

Mr. H I think the bill ought to be amended if it is to pass. 
I suppose these books will be for distribution like public documents. 
The language of the present law would not allow them to go through 
the mail. I shall therefore submit an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1487) making 
appropriation for the payment of claims reported to Congress under 
en 2 of the act approved June 16, 1874, by the Secretary of the 

ury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The five-minute rule ought not to apply to that. 
The bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 


WOODRUFF SCIENTIFIC EXPEDITION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2887) to au- 
thorize the granting of an American register to a foreign-built ship 
for me purposes of the Woodruff scientific expedition around the 
wor! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. SPENCER. I ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over under the rule. 


JAMES W. GLOVER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 927) for the 
relief of James W. Glover, postmaster at Oxford, in the State of New 
York; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It au- 
thorizes the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department 
to credit James W. Glover, as postmaster at Oxford, New York, with 
the sum of $179.99, being the value of posta, ps stolen from the 
safe of his post-office by burglars on the night of the 26th day of 
May, 1877, such stamps being so stolen without the fault or negli- 
gence of Glover. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and or- 
dered to a third reading. 

Mr. SARGENT. I see there is a report in that case. I should like 
to hear it read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAMLIN 
on the 2ist instant: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 927) for the relief of James W. Glover, postmaster at Oxford, in the State of 
New York, having had the same under consideration, respectfully report: 

i that James lover was 


That it was in evidence before committee W. 


d safe one 
of $3.13, tam i 
of $179.99, and also a few dollars in two, three, and fivecent pi 
ures have taken as seemed practicable to trace out 
he e is no allegation or suspic of fraud on the part of the postmaster, bu 

ere is no allega’ or on on e „but 
rather a presumption of considerate care, in purchasing, at his own expense, as he 
did. a safe in which to keep the pro of the Government. The robbery is 
clearly proven, the loss and amount of funds a. both by the assist- 
ant postmaster and the Department, and efforts have been made to ver the 

lars, but without success. 

f ‘ore the committee recommend the passage of the bill without amend- 
men 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the Senator who reported this 
bill whether this loss was immediately reported to the Post-Office De- 
partment? I see the report seems to be silent on that poiat. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It was not immediately reported, but was subse- 
quently reported, and they sent a special agent there, whose report is 
in accordance with this report, that the office was prudently managed, 
8 y was entered by burglars, and is a ease where there ought 
to ief, 


; that such meas- 
perpetrators of the 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How long a time transpired after the supposed 
robbery before the Post-Office Department was informed of it? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I am not able to tell. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All I want to say is, I do not object to the bill in 
the sense of sending it over, but I have resi in times gone by all 
bills of this character, because they are so rous. The postmas- 
ter ought to be responsible for his stamps and his money when he 
takes the office, and run that risk himself, and pay for it like a man 
if he loses. But I have been voted down so often that I know it is 
perfectly useless to make resistance to claims of this character on the 
Treasury. : 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. KERNAN. The Government is doing this every day, and I 
think this bill ought to be allowed to pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it is done every day, but this ought to be 
the last day. 

The bill was passed. 

JAMES C. RUDD. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 559) for the relief 
of James C. Rudd. 

Mr. McCREERY. There is an adverse report in that case, and I 
ask that it be passed over, and give notice that I will move to amend 
by striking ont the words “three thousand” before the words “six 
hundred,” so that it will read— 

That the sum of $600 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over under the objec- 
tion. The Calendar is concluded. 


CENTENNIAL MEMORIAL. 


Mr. BRUCE (by request) submitted the following resolution ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library : 


to be de 
to be 


LONG BOND FOR SAVINGS INVESTMENTS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. > 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. WALLACE. I hope the Senator from Vermont will give me the 
floor to get up a bill as unfinished business. 

Mr. S. The Senator can move it in the morning; but I 
withdraw the motion for the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of sav- 


ings. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and eight minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five 
o'clock and twenty-six minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 26, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BOONE. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me that I 
may introduce a resolution for reference. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

PAY OF MESSENGER. 

Mr. BOONE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to pay to 
Ben. O. Terry, out of the contingent fund of the House, $111.11, for service ren- 
dered as messenger under the Doorkeeper of the House from the ist day of Decem- 
ber, 1877, to the 10th day of January, 1878. 

HENRY DYE. 

Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3545) for the relief of Henry Dye, late private Company B, Sixteenth 
Missouri Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF STEAMBOAT. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3546) to change the name of the steamboat D. A. McDonald to Silver 
Wave; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 
Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com 
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merce, reported back as a substitute for House bill No. 2546, a bill 
(le No. 3547) to regulate interstate commerce and prohibit unjust 

iscriminations by common carriers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 


PIER HEAD-LIGHT AT TWO RIVERS, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
5 R. No. 3085) for the erection of a pier head-light at Two Rivers, 

nitowoc County, Wisconsin; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
TARIFF. 


Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
national convention of the United States export trade, praying that 
section 21 of the proposed tariff bill and all other sections, if any of 
equivalent meaning, be stricken out; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BAYNE. Lask that the memorial may be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. I object. 


GUSTAV A. HESSELBERGER. 


On motion of Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 82) 
for the relief of Gustav A. Hesselberger, was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


SECTION 1785, ETC., OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] 
asks unanimous consent to present at this time the petition in front 
of the desk, the object of which the gentleman will state. 

Mr. B . This petition is signed by some fifty thonsand men 
and women. It asks for a repeal of the law about the transmission 
of matter through the mail. A great number of prosecutions are in- 
stituted which are su to be in consequence of the provisions of 
this law which it is claimed ought to be revised. Without expressing 
any opinion on this subject I desire that the petition, containing over 
fifty thousand names, and some twenty-one hundred feet in length, 
may be referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and 
that the petition without the names may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SAYLER. I suggest that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
put the petition in the box at the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. It is too large. [Laughter.] 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws, and was ordered to be printed in the 
RecorD. It is as follows: 


Senate and Hi 88 the 
eri i T e e ee in Congress assembled : 


The petition of the undersigned, citizens of the United States, residing at and 
near the p set opposite our names ny shows: : 

1. That they are loyal and devoted supporters of the Constitution of the United 
States and of the republican form of government, and that they are so principally 
from the conviction that under them personal li N. om of conscience, of the 
—＋ and of the expression of opinion, together with equality before the law and 

departments of Government, had been for the first time substantially secured 
— men ; and your petitioners rejoiced in the belief that the rights thus 
anteed had in our poa . — forever abrogated every form of political. font aot 
ous ani uisition. 
That without the knowledge of your petitioners, and, as they believe, without 


the knowledge of any t e Et the oes of ae 15 — 5 
acts were procured to be passed gress in (since incorpora! 0 
United States Revised Statutes as 5 . 1785, 3878, 3893, 5389, 2491) for the osten. 


sible purpose of suppressing obscene literature, &c., which reversed the policy and 
— aa our n since its foundation. et 


persons, 
true construction and meaning of these 


urposes of moral and religious persecution, whereby the dearest and most pre- 
3 ts of the exe belie S violated wader the formis OF tagal 
ion, fines, forfeiture, and im 


t. 
ng And your petitioners further show that they are convinced that all Deve, ers 
of civil government, whether State or national, to enforce or to favor parti 

ous, moral, or medical opinions or schools of thought or practice are 
not only unconstitutional, but ill-advised, contrary to the spirit and progress of 
our age, and almost certain in the end to defeat any beneficial objects intended. 
That mental, moral, and physical health and safety are better secured - 
served by Nabari resting upon liberty and knowledge than upon 1 enforced 

n. 


Ah, te ais 8 
truth is free to combat it. That the greatest danger to a republic is the insidious 


- | lect one case of my own, that of a committee 


CHARLES MULKEY. 
Mr. ATKINS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Appro- 


riations, reported back the bill oe 1821) for the relief of Charles 
ulkey, late postmaster at Butler, Georgia; and the committee was 
disc from the further consideration of the same, and it was 
ref to the Committee of Claims, not to be brought back on a 


motion to reconsider. 
MRS. SALLY B. M’CAMPBELL, 


Mr. ATKINS also, by unanimous consent, from the Commitiee on 
Apion ions, reported back the bill (H. R, No. 1374) for the relief 
of Mrs. Sally B. McCampbell, of Jessamine County, Kentucky; and 
the committee was discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, and it was referred to the Committee of Claims, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


SHIP-CANAL THROUGH MICHIGAN. 


Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, reported back, from the 
Committee on Commerce, the memorial of the Michican State Grange, 
in favor of a Government survey for a ship-canal from Lake Michi. 

to Lake Erie, through the State of Michigan; also, resolutions of 
the Patrons of Husbandry of Michigan; also, the petition of Crosby 
Eaton and 41 other citizens of spy 18 also, resolutions passed at 
the annual meeting of the Michigan State Grange; also, the petition 
of Henry Willis and 6,500 other citizens of Michigan, of like purport; 
and moved that the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and that they be referred to the Committee on 
ate ii and Canals, not to be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. SPARKS, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour begins at one o’clock precisely. The Chair understands that the 
Committee on the Judiciary have two bills that will occupy but a 
short time and which they desire to present now. 

Mr. KNOTT. I simply ask a construction of the proviso to Rule 51, 
which is: 

That when any committee shall have occupied the morning hour of two days 


it shall not be in order for such committee to report further until the other com- 
mittees shall have been called in their turn. 


The Committee on the Judiciary reeks by a fragment of one hour 
and one entire hour, and consequently the question is whether it is 
now entitled to another full hour or only a fragment of an hour or 
any time whatever until the other committees have been called. 

Mr. EDEN. My understanding is that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary at the last morning hour had finished their i dy and then 
asked unanimous consent to have something done. e Committee 
on War Claims was in fact called, but gave way to let the Committee 
on the Judiciary make their request. 

The SPEAKER. It is true that the Committee on War Claims was 
called, but the Chair thinks that the Committee on the Judiciary had 
further Si aah ready to be made. 

Mr. KNOTT. We had, but we desired to adhere to the rule, and 
if it excluded us we were willing to consent to be excluded, 

The SPEAKER. When a committee occupies a portion of an hour 
it is the practice that that be counted as one of the two hours speci- 
fied in the rule for reporting. The practice is just if adhered to 
strictly as to all committees. The Chair is without wish whether it 
shall be understood and the rule construed to give two full hours or 
to let the committees take their chances and enter upon their first 
hour, though they may only thereby receive a fragment of the hour 
for reports on the first day on which the committee is reached. The 


gs | House can determine the matter. 


Mr.SAYLER. I think it is very important that this question should 
be definitely settled by the House. The ruling has been as the Speaker 
states, as long at least as Mr. BLAINE wasin the chair; he always held 
that any portion of an hour which the committee might 1 should 
be charged to the committee so occupying it as one hour. My recol- 
lection of the ruling of Mr. Kerr is to the contrary. I think I recol- 
inning to report late 
on the first day were allowed to report on the third day for as long a 
time as they had lost on the first day. I agree with the Speaker that 
it is equitable in both ways. But I think it is more in accordance 
with the spirit of the rule to give a committee two whole sixty min- 
utes whether they come upon two orthree morning honrs. I hope it 
will be settled so that the Chair may not be annoyed by this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that he is without wish 
how the question is settled. The practice either way will be recip- 
rocal all around; but if the House desires to give two full hours to 
each committee, the Chair will hereafter make a note of the time 
when each committee is first called so that the committee shall have 
its full two honrs, just in the same manner that a note is made where 
a ahve begins a speech who is entitled to an hour. 

. GARFIELD. One of the evils of the old rule to consider any 
part of an hour a full hour has been this in my experience, that when 
a committee was about to be called near the end of an hour they got 
somebody to make a dilatory motion, so that they might have a full 
hour on the next day, and in this way thirty minutes of the time of 
the House was wasted. If the rule suggested by the Speaker bo 
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adopted there will be no reason to do that, and I am inclined to think 
that its adoption will hasten the business of the House. 

Mr. . If we give each committee two thirty minutes, may 
not it delay the course of the call of the committees? ee in 
that direction tends to protract the call, so that the committees low 
down on the list will not be reached. That evil is especially felt 
toward the end of a session. I have known in the last month of a 
session the roll not to be called through. I hope, therefore, the pres- 
ent rule will be adhered to, so that the committees shall be limited in 
time; and that will be fair all around, for one as for another. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire to say one word with re- 
gard to this question. I think changing the ruling of the Chair will 
operate with great hardship upon the business of the committees 
standing lower down on the list. The Committee on Indian Affairs, 
of which I happen to be a member, have matters of vast importance 
that ought IA reported tothe Honse and acted upon, and which 
they are very desirous of reaching at the very earliest practicable 
moment. I believe in the interest of that committee and of all the 
committees lower down on the list that we should adhere to the old 
rule. Ihave noticed that three or four committees at the head of the 
list practically occupy the whole time, and I think that at the earlier 
part of the session a large number of committees had no opportunity 
to report. I think the old rule would very much facilitate the bring- 
ing forward of the business of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KNOTT] 
desire to submit any motion? 

Mr. KNOTT. I do not; but I wanted to get the construction of 
the rule for the guidance of the House. My own opinion is that the 

irit of the rule requires that the full amount of time shall be given 
that is necessary to be used by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will see that it 
does not present any point upon which the Chairis required to make 
a ruling. 

Mr. KNOTT. Some of my colleagnes on the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary I understand have business which they desire to bring before 
the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. In reference to the point of order raised by the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, [Mr. Kxort,] I desire 
to say that I saing the construction of this rule should be that the 
committees shall bë called in the order in which they stand upon the 
list of the committees within the morning hour, and each committee 
shall be allowed to occupy such portion of the morning hour as will 
enable it to present for the consideration of the House such matters 
as it may desire to report. It would be then within the spirit of the 
rule for the Speaker to proceed to call the other committees. If each 
committee was to be allowed two hours the other committees might 
not have an opportunity to report so soon as the rule would other- 
wise allow them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that no injustice would be done 
in the event of either construction of the rule. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would inquire of the Chair whether, in case the 
Committee on War Claims now holding the floor should exhaust all 
the subjects upon which it desires to report during the morning hour 
of to-day, it would occupy its position during the morning hour of 
the next day? 

The SPEAKER. If it had no reporis to make, of course it would 
not continue to oecupy the time of the House, and the next commit- 
tee would be called. 

Mr. COX, of New York. When this rule was first adopted, in the 
Thirty-sixth Congress I believe, it was for the purpose of remedying 
a t trouble which came from the Committee on Publice Lands 
holding the morning hour through almost the entire session. The 
first interpretation given to the rule was that the committee called 
for reports should have a full hour on each of two da That was 
the interpretation until Speaker Colfax gave another interpretation 
to the rule. Mr. BLAINE for a while followed the interpretation of 
Mr. Colfax; he ruled on both sides. 

My impression is that in interpreting our rules we should follow 
the system of a strict construction. 
pede rather than to facilitate legislation. The most of them were 
made by our State-rights statesmen from the South, for the purpose, 
if possible, of preventing too much Federal legislation. I think in 
matters of doubt the Chair should rule strictly, should give the rule 
a narrow instead of an enlarged interpretation, in the interest of the 
public business. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair says that the certainty of the ruling 
makes it even all around in the conrse of the session. 


e rules were intended to im- W. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the proper construction of Rule 51 as to re of committees be 
held to be that each committee shall have two full morning hours of sixty minutes 


The SPEAKER. If the committee wish to use so much time—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I would suggest that there be added 
to the resolution the words “if necessary.” 

The SPEAKER. Or “if demanded by the committee.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Certainly; that will do. 

Mr. SAYLER. I have no objection to the modification. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution which has been read be now entertained, so that the House 
may express an opinion thereon. The Chair will again say that either 
construction of the rule which has been suggested, if adhered to, will 
be fair to all committees. When 8 refer to the NODER ee 
e rupio from day to day by one committee, it should be re- 
membered that it was occupied in the consideration of reports, not 
in the making of reports. A notable instance, and the one no doubt 
alluded to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] when he spoke 
of a committee occupying the morning hour for three months of the 
session, was in the case of the civil rights bill. A similar instance 
occurred during the last Congress, when the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. BLAND] reported a silver bill which occupied the morning hour 
for many weeks. 

That is not the point which the House is now called upon to deter- 
mine. The consideration of a report when once made can be con- 
tinued as long as the House may desire. The question is simply whether 
a committee shall be entitled to two full hours for the making of its 
reports only, not for their consideration of any one of such reports. 

. CALKINS. I offer as a substitute for the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the former ruling of the Chair be, and the same stand, as the true 
interpretation of Rule 51. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. For the information of the House 
I would ask the Chair what was his ruling upon this point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heretofore in his ruling has conformed 
to the practice of former 3 as he understood it; that is, that 
when a committee occupied a fraction of a morning hour it should be 
counted against that committee as afull hour. That ruling has been 
given in connection with this portion of Rule 51: 

Provided, That whenever any committee shall have occupied the morning hour 
on two days it shall not be in order for such committee to report farther until the 
other committees shall have been called in their turn. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Then the substitute offered by the 
. from Indiana recognizes that as a fair interpretation of the 
rule. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the substitute. 

Mr. STEP 8, of Georgia. I su that the substitute had 
better be modified so as to read “ The ruling of the present Speaker.“ 

The question being taken on Saronio g to the substitute, it was agreed 
to, there being—ayes 117, noes 24. 

ae Seca as amended by the adoption of the substitute, was 

to. 

Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution, 
as amended, was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested : 

an act (S. No. 328) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther A. George ; 
an¢ 
An act (S. No. 725) to amend the one hundred and fourth Article of 


ar. 
The message further announced that, in the absence of the Vice- 
President, the Senate had chosen Hon. Toomas W. FERRY, a Senator 
from Michigan, as President pro tempore of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolu- 
tion and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


The SPEAKER. The uniform construction of ths rule either way | Same 


would be just to all committees. 

Mr. CONGER. In this particular case I will say that the Conimit- 
tee on the Judiciary have two or three bills to report in regard to 
holding terms of courts in some of the States which it is of some im- 
portance to have passed upon immediately. I have one bill of that 
character which I am instructed to report, a short bill. 1 would 
sy desiro to have the rule camge to meet a particular case. I 
would like very well to report this bill for the holding of a term of 
court before our call is passed, if the House will give us that priv- 


ilege. 

Mr. SAYLER. In order to bring the matter before the House so 
that it may be upon properly, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) appropriating $200 to defray ex- 
pee of transporting the remains of Pancoast Loose, a deceased 
soldier; : 

An act (H. R. No. 694) for the relief of William H. Needham, late 
second lientenant of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa 
Infantry Volunteers; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1142) for the relief of Charles W. Wood, late of 
Company E, first battalion, Thirteenth Regiment of United States 

‘antry. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not consider it just that the time 
which has been occupied in discassing the construction of the rule 
should be counted as part of the morning hour. He therefore rules 
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that the morning hour now begins at twenty minutes past one o'clock. 
The call rests with the Committee on War Claims. 
PAYMENT OF WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. EDEN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3548) making appropriation for the payment of claims reported 
allowed by the commissioners of claims under the act of Con of 
March 3, 1871; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted. 

J. W. BURBAGE & CO. AND R. H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 

H. R. No. 3549) for the relief of J. W. Burbage & Co. and Robert H. 

ontgomery ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY FRY. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, from the same committee, reported 


back the bill (H. R. No. 2812) for the relief of Betsey Fry, widow of Í 


Fry ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


JACOB CRAMER. 


Mr. BOUCK, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 3550) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer, 
lieutenant of the Pennsylvania Continental Line in the revolutionary 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


ASSIGNMENT AND LOCATION OF LAND SCRIP. 


Mr. GUNTER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
951) defining the manner in which certain land scrip may be assigned 
and located, or applied by actual settlers, and providing for the issue 
of patents in the name of the locator or his legal representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back adversely the bill 
(H. R. No. 1091) defining the manner in which certain land scrip may 
be located ; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GUNTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JURISDICTION OF COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 
Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Manufactures, submitted the 
following report; which was read: 
The Committee on Manufactures beg leave to make the 8 
tures, on examination o. es of the House of 
Representatives, find that no duties are assigned to said commi: 


ttee. 
‘his fact induced the committee to examine the history of this committee as 
shown by the records of the in- 


ation we find that the Com on the Sth day 
of December, 1819, and that for nearly a half cen it was regarded by C 
ouse committees. To it was 


and od peonia ae one of the most important of the 
assigned, and it took charge of, all matters pertaining to the tariff and manufact- 
ures. Important reports were made to Con committee in the Eighth, 
Ninth, Tenth, Eleventh, Twelfth, Fourteen 
At the seeond session of the Twenty-first Congress (January 13, 1831) Mr. 

lory, from the Committee on Manufactures, to whom was refi so much of the 
President's message as related to the tariff of duties on imports, and so much thereof 
as related to manufactures, made an elaborate 2 sons ae whole subject 
submitted. A similar report was made by Mr. Adams to the Twenty-second Con- 


At the second session of the Twenty-second Congress Mr. Adams, on behalf of 
the minority of the Committee on Manufactures, presented a under a refer- 
ence made by a direct vote of the House on so much of the ent's message to 
DEA asrelated to domestic manufactures, and the protection thereto necessary 
ven. 3 

Mr. Adams, in one of his reports, said: 

The Committes on Manufactures, to whom was referred so much of the Presi- 
dent's m as relates to manufactures and the modification of the tariff, have 
attended to that subject with all the solicitude which a sense of its pre-eminent 

ce to the we! and prosperity of the Union was calc to inspire, 
with a deep anxiety that in present 


so much of the 

ent's message and accompanying documents as te discriminating 

aono and domestic manufactures was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
tures, 

From time to time various. petitions, memorials; and resolutions on the subject 
of the tariff and its revision and domestic manufactures have been referred to, con- 
sidered, and 5 tea upon to Congress by this committee. 

During the rty-eighth, ‘Thirty ninth, Forti and Forty-first Congresses a 
number of 1 reports were made, among which we mention particularly 
the report of Mr. M at the second session of the Fortieth Congress on the 
W. use system. 

A careful examination of the reports 
ures from the time of its o tion 
gress will show that the duties assi 
to the manufacturers of the United 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


represented in this House with sufficient 
present such matters and ask for such i 
interests of Ie 


wer under the rules of the House to 
as may be demanded by the man- 


the judgment of this ttee, the rules of the House should be so amended 
all questions affecting domestic manufactures and internal revenue should be 
referred to and considered by the Committee on Manufactures. The committee 
to-day 


result in a revival of business and add greatly to the wealth and prosperity of the 
nd employment 


— 0 there being really no committee empowered to recommend 


h of operatives of any employment whatever 

giving to others low wages during the partial time they are at work. Thus bank- 

— is threatening our people on e hand, for one branch of the nation’s 
ustry cannot be thus unduly dep: withont unfavorably affecting every 


coin to our national 


r specio pay- 
ments without unduly disturbing the financial he 


of either individuals or the 


cease to be a burden to the le, lower rates of interest can be obtained, and all 
an abiding faith inthe cea ibis Ae wegen sen A nal and steady 
of the public debt will then be possible, wi ad to the burdens 


diminution 
of the people and without embarrassing ran ey our business interests. 
The committee beg leave also to following resolution and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Rules of this House : 
That the Committee on Rules be, and they are hereby, instructed to in- 


questions 
and the internal revenue of the United States of America. 
A. 

Appended is a list of the reports of the Committee on Mannfactures: 

First session, Tenth Congress, several minor 1eports; second session, Tenth 
Cor several minor reports; first session, Eleventh Congress, No. 39; second 
session, Eleventh Congress, No. 1; third session, Eleventh Congress, No. 1; first 
session, Twelfth Congress, No. 1; first session, Fifteenth C. No. 105 ; sec- 
ond session, Sixteenth Congress, No. 34; second session, Twenty-first Congress, 
No. 36, (Mallory’s;) first session, Twenty-second Congress, No. 481, (Adams‘s;) 
second session, Twenty-second Congress, No. 122, (Adams's;) second 
Twenty-second Congress, No. 64, (Adams's ;) second session, Twenty-seventh Con- 
Brees, 0. 461, (Saltonstall's;) second session, Twenty-seventh Congress No 64 
(Habersham’s;) first session, Thirty-eighth been ee) No. 48, (Moorehead's;) 
session, Thirty-ninth Congress, No. (M 's;) second session, Fortieth 
8 ene be ga ig system, (Morrell; )second session, Forty-first Con- 
gress, No. 0 

During the Eighth and Ninth Con several less important 
eee Commi ttee on — e e acute 

Mr. TIPTON. I move the adoption of the resolution accompany- 
1 report. 

. WOOD. I raise a point of order upon the reception of the 
report. The subject has never been referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures, and consequently they have no right under the rules 
of the House to report upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Treton] whether this subject-matter was ever referred 
to his committee. 

Mr. TIPTON. No, sir; this comes directly from the committee. 
If the point of order is made, I will move that the report be printed 
and recommitted. J 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, recognizing the 
point of order, asks that the report be printed and recommitted. 

Mr. HALE. Not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WOOD. Does this require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the Committee on Manu- 
factures, if the facts are as stated by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr., Woop, ] have no right to report upon this subject at all. The 
Mannal, page 193, reads: 

It is not competent for a committee to report a bill where the subject-matter has 
not been referred to them by the House, by the rules, or otherwise. 

That relates to the reporting of a bill, At the first session of the 
Forty-fifth Congress this question came up, and upon a report from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs— 

Mr. Feye, of Maine, made the point of brder that the House not having referred 
any measure, bill, petition, or resolution to the Committee on Naval for an 
investigation as proposed by the ae resolution, it was not competent for 
F . r 0 

tempore (Mr. SAYLER) sustained the order on the ground 
Guat the resniuition was not a“ amensure™ within the sisasiing of Rule 89. 
* 


1878. 
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The rule applying to that orh would by analogy apply to all re- | for the 22d day of March next, not to interfere with the appropriation 
8. 


ports. The Chair will cause Rule 89 to be read as it applied to the 
question then in controversy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the Committee on Naval Affairs to take into consideration 
all matters which concern the naval establishment, and which shall be referred to 
them by the House and to report their opinion thereupon; and also to report, from 
time to time, such measures as may contribute to economy and accountability in 
the said establishment. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I call attention to page 249 of the Manual, where, 
referring to the rule, it is stated that there are no duties assigned to 
the Committee on Manufactures. Therefore, of course no subject- 
matter is referred to them under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The committee in this report state that no duties 
are assigned to them by the rules. 

Mr. FORT. Have not the committee the right of petition? [Laugh- 


ter. 
The SPEAKER. The panenan from Illinois can be and will be rec- 
ognized by the Chair if he desires to present this resolution on Monday 
during the morning hour. 

The Chair thiuks under the construction of the rules the committee 
would not have the right to report that resolution. He will, how- 
ever, recognize the gentleman in his individual right on Monday to 
introduce it for reference. 


COTTON ARMY-WORM. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back a 
bill (H. R. No. 2935) for the appointment of a commission to investi- 
gate the origin and best means of destroying the army worm, with 
amendments. 

The bill was read. The first section provides that the Commissioner 
of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 5 7075 
as soon as practicable, a commission, to consist of three persons illed 
in the natural sciences pertaining to agriculture, one to be selected 
from each of the States of Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas, whose 
duty it shall be to inquire into the origin, habits, and best means of 
destroying the cotton army-worm. 

The second section provides that said commissioners shall be au- 
thorized to make such practical and scientific experiments as may be 
necessary to carry into effect the objects of this act. 

The third section provides that said commissioners shall report the 
result of their investigations to the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
whose duty it shall be to transmit the same to Congress with his 
annual report. i A 

The fourth section provides that said commissioners shall receive 
for their services such compensation as the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure shall allow, not to exceed the sum of $1,500 each per annum; 
and for the purpose of carrying this act into effect the sum of $10,000 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to be drawn and disbursed by the Commissioner 
of Agriculture as other moneys are by him. 

The amendments of the committee were read as follows: 

In the first section, in lines 6 and 7, strike out the words “one to be selected 
from each of the States of Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas,” and insert after the 
word agriculture” in the sixth line the words “ and cotton-growing.” 

In section 4, lines 2 and 3, strike out the words “ such compensation as the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture shall allow, not to exceed.” 


Mr. EDEN. I think that had better go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLYMER. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that the bill makes an appro- 
priation, and must have its first consideration in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. I have no objection to that reference. 

The bill and amendments were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


FORESTRY. 


Mr. CUTLER, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported the 
following concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, er Senate 
printed 100,000 copies of the report npon ‘orestry, transmi 
to Congress, from the Commissioner of Agriculture, on the 1 ; 
of this number, 63,000 shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 17,000 
for the Senate, and 8 for the Department of Agriculture: Provided, That the 
number of pages shall not exceed eleven hundred. There shall be allowed a sum 
not exceeding $600 for drawings and engravings necessary for this report. 


CHOCTAW CLAIMS, 


Mr. SCALES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
as a substitute for House bill No. 980 a bill (H. R. No. 3550) for the re- 
lief of the Choctaw Indians; which was read a first and second time, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I present the report of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs on the bill to ascertain the amount due to 
the Choctaw Nation of Indians, and move that it be printed with 
the majority report. 


The motion was 5 7 to. ~ 
ask that this question be made a special order 


ing,) That there be 
tted by the President 
3th of ber last; 


Mr. HOOKER. 


bill 

Mr. EDEN. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order this bill makes an appro- 
priation and under the rules must have its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr, SCALES. I think it does make an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Then, under the rules, it must have its first con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. There being no objection the 
views of the minority will be ordered to be printed together with the 
report of the 1 p 

Mr. SCALES. And the accompanying papers. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and the reports of the majority and mi- 
nority, with the accompanying papers, will be ordered to be printed 
if there be no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SCALES. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It had the same reference last Congress, and will 
be so referred. 

The bill and reports were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


BIDS FOR CONTRACTS TO WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BANNING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2287) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to prescribe rules and regulations to be observed in the prepara- 
tion, submission, and opening of bids for contracts under the War 
Department. á 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Secretary of War to pre- 
scribe rales and regulations to be observed in the preparation and 
submission and opening of bids for contracts under the War Depart- 
ment, and he may require any bid to be accompanied by a bond in 
such penal sum as he may deem advisable, with good and sufficient 
security, conditioned that the bidder will enter into a contract agree- 
ably to the terms of his bid, if the same be awarded to him within 
sixty days from the date of the opening of the bids, or otherwise pay 
the penalty. No bid shall be withdrawn by the bidder within the 
said period of sixty days. 

Mr. BANNING. Mr. Speaker, one word in explanation of this bill. 
It is made with a view to prevent what are known as “ straw bids” for 
contracts in the War Department, and in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of War, which may be found on pages 15 
and 16 of his report to this Congress, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONTRACTS. 

I desire to call the attention of Congress to a serious defect in the law relating to 
the mode of awarding contracts required to be made by the Department for sup- 
plies or services, Under the statutes 1 advertisement and the awarding 
of contracts to the lowest responsible bidder, it uently happens that numerous 
bids are received from widely scattered localities, These bids are publicly opened 
at the office from whieh the p were issued, and thereafter pera de tg to 
Washington, with the recommendation of the officer in charge. Itoften becomes 
necessary to investigate the character and standing of the several bidders and the 
responsibility of the sureties, as well as other questions that may arise in the con- 
sideration of the question of a the contracts, and these investigations neces- 
sarily consume more or less time. As the law now stands, to the opinion 
of the Attorney-General, (9 Opinions, 174,) the head of a Department has no power, 
without authority of law, to enforce a rule requiring that bids shall not be with- 
drawn until after a certain time, whether accepted or not. The result is, that, while 
itis of the utmost importance that the ent should have the right to delay in 
determining the qnestion of accepting a bid, all bidders are at liberty to withdraw 


ney-General has well 
ding the withdrawal and 
Congress onght to enact it.“ I earnestly recommend the passage of an act 80 

d ted. in 


for 
ents of the Government, absolutely binding upon the bidder and upon his 
sureties for at wos eo Fg unless sooner rejected. And the statute should also 
require that every bid should be accompanied by a bond, with security, pledgin; 
the bidder to me rd yoo bid for sixty days, and enter into the contract, if aw: 


Mr. BANNING. Under the law as it now stands, when the several 

8 for contracts are opened the party bidding has the right to with- 
W. 

Mr. Speaker, this explanation of the Secretary I think gives suffi- 
cient reason for the of the bill. I wish, however, to call at- 
tention to an opinion of Attorney-General Black on this subject made 
in 1858, found in Opinions of Attorneys-General, volume 9, page 174. 
Lask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An offer to make a contract is not itself a contract. It takes two to make a bar- 
gain. in agreement requires the consent of two minds to the same thing at the 
same time. 

A proposal to do or not to do a particular thing is the act of one person. The 
proposer may withdraw it, and if e the withdrawal the otber nt ore signifies 

willingness to accept that is but another proposal coming from the opposite 


de. 

A withdrawal, however, must be notified. The mere intention to withdraw is 
not a withdrawal. 

Here there was a rule of the Department that bids put in should not be with- 
drawn after a certain time, whether accepted or not. It is n that such a 
rule should exist, and Congress ought to enact it. But you have no power in the 
present state of the law to enforce it 

As long as it remains a mere regulation its utmost effect will be given to it by 
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CC the offer. The then, would 


be as if the bidder appended to it a promise not to w it before the 
Department should decide upon it. Such a promise would create a moral obliga- 
tion, but all the books say that is nudum pactum, and not bi in law. 


perty on certai 


akie dow 
the civil law the basis o! parieron eee, coupled with a 


not to withdraw it for a ti term expires. 
t the common law wayio ly refuses to hold ee hans responsible for what he 


has promised, unless he either received a valuableconsideration or bound him- 
self by a sealed instrament. The common law is the standard by which the rights 
of the in case must be tried. I am therefore of opinion that if you 


to his proposals he could defeat yon by showing that he withdrew his 
bafare yoo acospued Tt; z x z 


Mr. BANNING. Mr. Speaker, it is necessary to have this bill passed 
to a law to protect the Government from fraudulent ar straw bids, 
and to prevent bidders from joining ther and selling out, the 
lower bidders to soso ones, after the bids have been opened. 

Unless some gentleman wants further explanation, I now move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The question was on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask that the bill may be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and being 
ans Sap it was accordingly read the third time, and ; 

. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paea; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. g 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN A. DARLING, 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1254) for 
the relief of John A. Darling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, ap- 
point John A. Darling, late captain Second Artillery, a captain of artillery in the 
Army of the United States, with the rank and date of commission from m- 
ber 9, A. D. 1873; and that he, the said John A. Darling, shall be assigned to the first 
ergs begs his grade occurring in the artillery arm of the service: Provided, That 
said John A. Darling shall receive no further pay for the time he was out of serv- 
ice, so that he shall only receive pay from the date of appointment under this act. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike out the word the“ and insert his former ;” so that it will 
read “with his former rank and date of commission.“ 

In line 7, after the word commission,“ strike out the words “from Decem- 
ber 9, A. D. 1873." 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Should not that bill go the Private Calendar? 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. There is. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It is the unanimous report of the 
committee. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It involves an appropriation, as Iunderstand it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It not involve any appropri- 


ation. 
The Clerk read the report of the committee, as follows: 
It from the evidence presented in this case both by the petitioner and 
that John A. Darling entered the military service of the 


the War Department, 

United States in 1861 as a second lientenan' 

In November, 1862, he was — leave of a 
commission as major of the 
in the field until ya 

conclusion of the war, and joined regular regiment on the Pacific coast, with 
the rank of first lientenant. He was commissioned in the Second United 
States Artillery, December 9, 1267. His record eas Aer waris thatof ort 
faithful, and field, having command 
artillery in active 


in 
at Point San José, California, and at Fort Stevens 
at the date of his muster-out. 
It further a; rs from the report 
letter, dated Abril 3, 1871, (filed in this case and numbered 16) that the petitioner 
was eee vr and conseqnently mustered out of the 


is the section: 
5 W 2 That . of the Army and commandin aap rs 
© seve tary departments of the Arm . e r 
the passage of this act, forward to the Secretary of War a listof officers serving in 
their respective commands deemed by them unfit for the proper discharge of r 
duties, from any except injuries incurred or contracted in the line of 
their duty, setting fi specifically in each case the cause of such unfitness. The 
Secretary of War is hereby au and directed to constitute a board to consist 
of one major-general, one brigadler- general, and three colonels, three of said 
cers to be selected from among those appointed to the Army on account of 
distinguished services in the volunteer force during the late war, and on recom- 
mendation of such board, the President shall muster out of the service any of the 
said officers so e with one year's pay; but such muster: out si not bo 
ordered without allowing such officer a g before such board to show cause 


9 it.“ 

his statute gives the President authority to muster any officer out of the mili- 
service of the United States on the following conditions : 
irst. That the department commander of the officer has, in pursuance of this 


July 15, 1870. The follo 
And be it further enacted, 


act, to the of War that such officer is unfit for th 
proper disc ree at his ta eee 8 
Second. such officer has been allowed 8 to defend himself 
t tho re of his department commander such board. 


agains port 

Third. That the report favoring such officer's muster ont of the service has been 

— 3 Be 5 board consisting of one major: general, one brigadier- general, and 

ree colonels. 

In pursuance of this statute, orders were issued from the War Department in 
July, 1870, directing the various department commanders to prepare and forward 
to the Secretary of War a report on the efficiency and character of the officers in 
partiwant the. peltionor ‘had boon bbb 

ent the T r some years as a post commander, 

prepara and, in October, 1870, forwarded to the War Department his report, 

which, by the above statute, is made absolutely in order to initiate the 

before the named in the law, without the approval of which the 

dent no power tò muster an officer out of the service for the cause as- 
signed in this case. 

On an examination of the special list Bly. nuke oo Canby of the officers 
in his department “deemed unfit for the proper hargo of their duties, the 
name of Cap! does not appear; but on the contrary it appears that in 
a separate report made r* distinguished officer at the same time in which he 
ure the si of all field and company officers of his command in their respect- 
ve grades the petitioner is commended as a good officer, and rated fourth on the 
list of captains. There were but three wapens in the department that the depart- 
ment commander preferred before Ca Darling. There was then no charge 
made against this officer that gave the of officers provided for in the statute 
quoted authority to pass upon the standing of Captain Darling and recommend 


his muster-out. 
Darling was not only not given an opportunity 


to appear betoro ida board, VALES was entity Ù £ any proceedings agains 
appear ut he was en orant of an t 
Š — oh the War Depart- 


him at Washin and Serine saral upon hi 

ment and the high approval he received from department commander, he 

had no thought of personal injury, until he received the order announcing to the 

Army his 8 the service. 

en ~~ state of the law did not authorize the trausfer and muster-out of 
is officer. 


third Infantry, was ed upon by the assist- 
division of the pacio 
fit the service, derived from 
the department: 


Thee’ filed in this case exhaustive, and shows most conclusively 

that this report u which the War t based its action cannot 
be maintamed as y corrector just in the prance pepe he officer who 
deceived as to the facts upon which 


tioner are virtually with- 
3 tained all 4 ns of 


Considering all th 
were properly en 
quirements of the law, au 
correct of 


sooner by 
Senate in the 


passage restoration to the 
tho ned which through error and misre 
removed. accompanying bill (H. R. No. 
ment and the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. EDEN. Has the Chair ruled upon the Roe of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not. The ir has some embar- 
rassment in doing so. This bill provides: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to nom - 
8 by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint John A. 

g 

Now there is a condition therein involved which niay never occa- 
sion an appropriation. For instance the President of the United 
States ning Hed ine to nominate and even if he nominated the Senate 
may see fit to reject; and that would not necessitate an appropria- 
tion. The rule reads: 

All proceedings touching a riations of money and all bills making appro- 
priations of money or proper 83 such appropriations to be male. or 
authorizing payments out of cnn already made, shall be first discussed 
in a Committee of the Whole House. 


The Chair finds a ruling which would seem to reach this case in the 
first session of the Forty-fourth Congress when it was decided where 
a bill may incidentally involve expense but does not directly require 
an appropriation, it does not necessarily go to the Committee of the 
Whole, (Manual page 201.) But the Chair, as a solution of the doubt, 
would entertain a motion to commit this bill to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. EDEN. I make that motion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I hope that disposition will not be 
made of the bill. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. WHITTHORNE. ] 


and place held by this officer in 
resentation he haa been injuntl 
) is reported with an amend- 


1878. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. When I heard this bill read my first pur- 
pose was to oppose it, because I had been witness of the fact that 
there was a general disposition on the part of officers of the Arm 
and of the Navy when once out of the service to seek to be put bac 
into it. But having heard the report read and being satisfied from 


the report that a very act of injustice has been done to a very 
meritorious officer, I think the bill ought to pass. It does not come 
within the range of the objections which I would be disposed to 
make to these cases generally. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question, if seconded, would cover 
the motion to commit, if that motion should be made. 

Mr. REAGAN. From what time is this officer's pay to run? 

The SPEAKER. From the date of his appointment. There is a 
distinct stipulation in the bill on that subject which the Chair will 
cause to be ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That said John ash as e eee for the time he 
Was out of service, so that he shall only receive pay from the date of appointment 
under this act. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is the Chair to understand that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. EpEN] makes the motion to commit ? 

EDEN. I will not make that motion; but I will remark that 
I think these bills of a pone character ought to be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so too; but the rules do not 
give him the latitude to send such bills as this to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not wish to antagonize the bill. I think this is 
a very unsafe system of legislation; but as there seems to be a dis- 
position on the part of the House to pass the bill I will not make a 
motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair commends the vigilance of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The amendments reported by the committee were adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en and read a third 
erg and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was nana ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has; and under the consent given on yester- 
day to thë gentleman from Mississippi the Chair recognizes that gen- 
tleman to make some remarks. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Her SOUTHARD. I rise to a question of privilege or personal ex- 
planation. 
I find in the Associated Press dispatch contained in the New York 
Tribune of to-day a paragraph which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, February 25. 


Representative SOUTHARD, of Ohio, chairman of the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws Regulating the Counting of the Electoral Votes for President and Vice- 
President, introduced a bill to-day, g an amendment to the Constitution 
The offering of this bill is the more important because, as it is understood, it 
resents the opinion of a portion at least of that committee, and may therefore 
brought before Congress for its action during the present session. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Sournaub provides that the executive power 
of the United States shall be vested in three Presidents, who shall constitute a 
supreme executive council. These Presidents are to be elected by the qualified 
voters of all the States, one President to be taken from each of the three prominent 
sections of the country known as the East and Middle States, the West, and the 
South. No two of the Presidents are to be from the same section or district of 
country. The term of office of the Presidents is to be six years, and no one ha 
served the full term is to be eligible for a re-election. By the first election hel 
under this article of the Constitution, should it be adopted, the President from the 
western district is to be chosen for a fractional term of two years; the one from 
the southern district for a fractional term of four years; and the one from the 
eastern and middle district for the full term of six years. After the first election 
one President is to be chosen every two years. 

It is also proposed to abolish the office of Vice-President, and to provide instead 
that once in four years the Senate shall elect a President who is not a member of 
that body, and who, as on prec shall exercise all the authority now exer- 
cised by the Vice-President. The compensation of each President is tixed at not 
ox g $30,000 a year. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The rosolution was introduced “ by request” as 
stated by me at the time, and I feel it due to myself and to the com- 
mittee to now further state that the resolution as offered was not in- 
tended to express either my personal views or the views of the com- 
mittee. The question, in the form presented, had never been consid- 
ered before the committee nor, so far as I know, by any member of the 
committee. The resolution was prepared by one whose high character 
and attainments entitle his opinions to most tful consideration; 
and as has been the custom in the House, I introduced it by request 
and referred to the committee forthe purpose of permitting the com- 
mittee to consider it. 

I do not desire to deprive the author of the resolution of the credit 
of whatever merit it may „and take pleasure in absolving 
myself and the committee from all claim to it. 

Mr. EDEN. Before the gentleman from Mississippi proceeds I would 
like to say that in future when a gentleman asks the floor to make a 
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personal explanation I shall insist upon his stating the point of his 
explanation so that the House can determine whether or not leave 
shall be given. 

I do not make this point in reference to my friend from Mississippi 
but I propose to take this course in the interest of the transaction of 
perlie business, to prevent political debates being precipitated on the 

ouse in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not in order at all to pre- 
cipitate discussions of a public character under the privilege accorded 
for a personal explanation, and hereafter will maintain that position 
his attention having been directed to the subject by the remarks o 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EpEN.] 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Riek, I chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, has asked at this time, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi, as the Chair is informed, is wie to yield, to introduce 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a bill, which if not now con- 
sidered would work great hardship to as many as fourteen thousand 
pensioners in the city of New York. 

The Chair therefore feels that he is authorized to ask unanimous 
consent of the House that the gentleman from Ohio may have the 
opportunity of presenting that report. 

No objection was made. 

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
pee a bill (H. R. No. 3551) to amend section 4778 of the Revised 

tatutes; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. But one word of explanation is necessary. In 
the month of January the pension agent tor the eastern district of 
New York, Frank Howe, resigned his position and recently sailed for 
Europe. The President appointed in his place Charles S. Foster as 
pension agent for that district. The appointment was confirmed by 
the Senate, but the appointee has not yet been able to fulfill the 
requirements of the Department in making the necessary bonds. 
The bond required is $250,000, $100,000 of which shall be in real estate 
unincumbered. As yet he has not been able to make these bonds, 
although he expects in a few days to meet the requirements of the 
law. On tho 4th day of March, next Monday, the quarterly payment 
of pensions becomes due, and if this amendment is not passed there 
is no person authorized to pay about fourteen thousand pensioners 
that will apply on that morning in New York for payment. This 
being the state of affairs, the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Pensions have recommended the passage of this amend- 
ment that it may act for the time sig ay bys a papaa bridge over 
the matter, and will allow these men to be paid. I believe that that 
is all that is necessary for me to say. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Allright; we will all help you. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in Deore: assembled, That tdi there shall be @ vacancy in 4 
office of pension agent by resignation, death, or delay in qualifying after appoint- 
ment, the President may, if he deems it 6 some person to perform 
the duties of — agent for a period not to ex ixty days or until the va- 
cancy can be filled in the regular way ; and such appointee shall execute such bond 
as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
59 pee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] 
is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHALMERS began his remarks and after proceeding a short 
time— 

Mr. REAGAN said. I do not wish to be considered unkind, but I 
feel it right that I should raise a question of order here. This isa 
speech that will call for another day’s debate and does not seem to 
be in the nature of a personal explanation at all. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Consent has been given by the other side and 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question has been taken out of the hands of 
the Chair by the House through its action on yesterday. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. It was only for a personal expla- 
nation. 

The SPEAKER. The House gave consent yesterday. The Chair 
will direct the Clerk to read from the Recorp what was done. 

Mr. REAGAN. While the Clerk is looking up that portion of the 
RECORD, I desire to refer to page 270 of the Digest, from which I will 


When unanimous consent has been given for a personal explanation, the member 
cannot be interrupted by a single objection. When the privilege (of making per- 
sonal explanation) is given, the member must confine his remarks to the matter 
upon which he has been criticised, and in regard to which he has asked consent to 
make a personal explanation. 


The point which I now make is that this is not a personal explana- 
tion, but is general debate on a question which will consume another 
day very unprofitably, 

Mr. CHALMERS. My friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] need not 
be so nervous; I do not intend to say anything that will hurt him. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I have no fear on that score. I think we have 
already wasted days enough in this sort of unprofitable, I might say 
vicious, discussion about sectional controversies. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, remarks were made in this Honse on the 20th 
instant which in my judgment demand some explanation from myself. I do not 
desire to take up time to-day, but I ask consent that I be heard to-morrow imme- 
diately after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will have consent to 
make his explanation at the time stated. 

There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects distinctly that he submitted 
the request to the House; and the responsibility is therefore with the 
House. 

Mr. REAGAN. May I be permitted to say one word in relation to 

7 


at 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr, REAGAN. The House gave its consent to a personal explana- 
tion. When a personal explanation is being pursued no individual 
member can object, after leave has been given by the House. But 
when the fact is disclosed that it is not a personal explanation, but 
is general debate and a reply to former speeches of other members, it 
cannot certainly be constrned as a personal explanation and as with- 
in the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to direct the 
attention of the Chair to the exact paragraph from the Digest which 
he read a moment ago? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is the third paragraph from the top of page 270 
of the Digest. I will send it to the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. It seems to me, from the reading of the RECORD 
by the Clerk, and as I also understood the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] at the time he made it, that he 
asked something more than the privilege of making what may be 
technically termed a personal explanation. The gentleman referred 
to remarks that had been made and matters that been presented 
by gentlemen of this House, as will be seen by reference to his state- 
ment as printed in the RECORD; and he stated that to those remarks he 
wished to make a reply. It was not then claimed that it was purely 
a personal explanation, privileged under the rules of the House. The 
request of the gentleman was fully submitted to the House by the 
Chair, and objection was asked to granting the request. For one I 
certainly understood that the gentleman desired, after preparation, 
to reply in such manner as might suit his feelings and his case to the 
remarks of one of the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and of 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HALE. ] 

I anticipated, and I have no doubt that many other gentlemen of 
the House anticipated, some very pleasant revelations in the remarks 
to be made by the gentleman from Mississippi, not purely personal 
explanations. In that view I, for one, together with many other 
gentlemen, did not object, and the unanimous consent of the House 
was obtained by him for that purpose. Now, whatever may be the 
rule in regard to the technical re of personal explanation, it 
seems to me it does not apply here. hops the ruling of the Chair 
may give to the gentleman who very kindly asked of the House this 

rivilege his hour in which to mak 

ve been referred to by other gentlemen, I am not one of those 
who shrink from the exhibition of proper feelings and the utterance 
of proper sentiments on this floor, as my friend from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] seems todo. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi may 
be allowed to go on. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say Apin enas if such a practice as that 
mentioned by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] be allowed 
to be interpolated upon the rules of this House, then they will cease 
to be rales for the government of the House by which we can con- 
duct its ordinary business in a legitimate and proper way, and upon 
a plea of personal explanation and personal priv general ques- 
tions of political debate may be opened up. Now, every one can see 
what would be the effect of such a practice as that. 

In relation to the announcement of proper principles, which the 

tleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] has referred to, I do not 
now that I should agree with him as to what is proper or improper ; 
but I desire to see the legislation of the conntry proceed; I desire to 
have all bitterness and sectional 5 ayed and removed in 
the interest of this country and of humanity. That cannot be done 
by cultivating and stimulating bitter personal and sectional contro- 
versies on this floor. 

Mr. HOOKER. In reply to the objection of the gentleman from 
Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, I I would call the attention of the Chair to the 
paragraph preceding the one to which that gentleman referred. The 
paragraph is as follows: 

When unanimons consent has been given for a personal explanation - 
ber cannot be interruptod by a single Eren goe 997 

That relates to a case whero it is purely a personal explanation. I 
understand that my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] asked 
the House for an opportunity to reply to certain observations made 
by the gentleman from Ohid, LMr. GaRrreip,] to which he intended 
to reply at the time but did not obtain the opportunity to do so. 
Yesterday he asked consent of the House to make a response to those 
observations. The House having given him unanimous consent for 


e his remarks upon matters which | Pose 


that purpose, I make the point of order that the objection of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] comes too late, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to say a word on this point of order. 
While I shall not object to the gentleman from Mississippi pursuing 
his remarks in this instance, I must say that I believe the point ot 
order raised by the gentleman from 
taken. I understood yesterday that the gentleman from M ssissippi 
desired to make a personal explanation. Now, if his remarks disclose 
the fact that it is not a personal explanation, then I think the House 
has not giyen him consent to make a speech on ordinary subjects. 
While I do not aie to the gentleman from Mississippi proceedin 
in this instance, I give notice now that hereafter 1 will unite with 
my colleague from Illinois, [Mr. EpEN,] in whose remarks a few mo- 
ments since I heartily concur, and absolutely 2 in any case to 
any member making a political speech on the floor of this House 
under the guise of a personal explanation when it is not such in fact. 
I have no objection to a personal explanation when the honor or in- 
tegrity of a member demands it, but I do object to the time of the 
House being consumed in making political speeches under pretense 
of a personal explanation, to the prejudice of the public business and 
the public interests. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that if he were unin- 
cumbered in the decision of this question he would decide that when 
a member demands the right as a question of privilege to make a per- 
sonal explanation the subject-matter should relate to him personally 
as a Representative connecting him with legislation. Except for tlie 
consent which has been given by the House in this instance the 
Chair thinks there could be no doubt that the point of order would 
be sustained and that the gentleman must confine himself as indi- 
cated by the gentleman from Texas. The paragraph alluded to by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooxzn] which reads, “ when 
unanimous consent has been given for a nal explanation a mem- 
ber cannot be interrupted by a single objection,” means that he can- 
not be interrupted by a single objection in the occupancy of the floor 
—not as to the line of his remarks. But in this case the House, with 
an understanding, asthe Chair supposes, of what it was doing, gave 
conaran yesterday to the gentleman from Mississippi to proceed in his 
remar] 

Mr. REAGAN. Allow me, with t deference to the Chair, to say 
one word further. When consent is asked for a personal explanation 
we do not in advance require the person desiring that privilege to 
state what it is about, but we give consent upon the condition and 
with the understanding that it is to be a personal explanation. 
We cannot tell that it is not a personal explanation until the fact is 
developed by the line of remark adopted. Whenever it appears that 
it is not a personal explanation but general debate, it is no longer 
privileged under therules of the House, and the consent given ceases 
to apply. Otherwise under a request for personal explanation the 
House could be at any time deprived of an hour by a speech on a gen- 
eral subject. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, whenever the House gives consent it can; and 
that is what it did yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the language employed 
yesterday by the gentleman from Mississippi indicated that his pur- 

was to reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio made 
on the 20th instant. The Chair taking no responsibility on this sub- 
ject, but desiring to leave it to the House, submits the question, shall 
the gentleman from dere be allowed to proceed? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. CHALMERS resumed and concluded his remarks. The entire 
speech is as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, since the days of Mare Antony’s oration over the dead 
body of Cæsar we have heard nothing so skillful and adroit as the 
late effort of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] under the 
guise of sorrowing friendship to arouse the bitterness of human 

assions. It was the voice of Jacob, but it was the hand of Esau. 
ith professions of the greatest kindness for the South and with 
the ression of an ardent and patriotic desire for and har- 
mony in the Union, he made an appeal to the passions of the North, 
by a fancied statement of the ingratitudo of the South, that was cal- 
culated to move the yoy stones to mutiny. The object of both the 
2 from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and of the gentleman from 
aine [Mr. HALE] to my mind was too plain to be mistaken. It 
was a cunning and carefully prepared assault upon the southern 
licy of the President. They intend to reinflame the passions of the 
Forth a t the South, and either to drive Mr. Hayes from his 
policy of conciliation or else drive the republican party still further 
mhim. They intended, too, to draw from southern democrats, and 
especially the Louisiana members, some declaration of hostility to 
the President’s title to his seat in the hope that this would not only 
alienate him from them but furnish another illustration of southern 
ingratitude. When the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.Grnson]spoke 
of the great fraud of the returning board, the prompt question of the 
gentleman from Maine as to what fraud the gentleman alluded to 
exposed this purpose of the attack. But, sir, I was glad to see that 
my gallant comrade, descended as he is on one side from an honored 
e e who founded the first church and endowed the first col- 
ege in my State, aud from the best blood of Kentucky on the other, 
bore himself in that debate worthy of his illustrious ancestors an 
did not fall into the trap set for him bythe enemy. We have no in- 


exas [Mr. yam is well 
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tention or desire to build up the republican party by assailing the Presi- 
dent. We are satisfied with the policy of Mr. Hayes and do not pro- 
pose to beled into any war with him. He is in his seat, and whether 
it was given to him by fraud, accident, or mistake we are making no 
effort to disturb his possession. The conviction of Anderson, Wells, 
Kenna, and Cassanave, all for crimes in Louisiana, could have no legal 
effect upon that possession. 

The whole country has long since been satisfied of the facts in the 
Louisiana election. They know that the democracy had a large ma- 
jority of the votes in the ballot-boxes, and that in the disputed par- 
ishes the majority was thrown out on the ground that it had been ob- 
tained by intimidation and fraud. I recognize the fact that many of 
the republican party honestly believed this to have been rightly done 
under the laws of Louisiana, The democracy on the other hand just 
as honestly believe that this charge of intimidation and frand was a 
mere pretense, and that the ballots were knowingly, wilfully, and cor- 
ruptly thrown out in defiance of justice and law. While these differ- 
ences of opinion existed as to the disputed parishes, there were oth- 
ers in which there was no dispute, and among these was the parish 
of Vernon. When thereturns from this pariah were opened, showing 
but 2 votes for the republican party, it was declared to be all right 
in the presence of Mr. Anderson. It is admitted now on all hands 
that these returns were subsequently altered, and that the returning 
board certified to the altered returns as correct. This under the laws 
of Louisiana constitutes forgery, and for this Mr. Anderson has been 
tried by a jury of his coun , and a verdict of guilty as charged 
has been returned against him. 

But the gentleman from Maine undertakes to say that there was no 
testimony that would have warranted a verdict against him in the 
State of Maine. If the pecels of Maine entertain the same sentiments 
as those expressed by their Representative on this floor, if they be- 
lieve that a fo alteration of election returns is a pardonable polit- 
ical offense, if they would prejudge a criminal case and telegraph their 
opinion in advance, then he is perhaps right in his judgment as to 
what would be the result of such a trial in that banner State of the 
republican party. But I do not believe the people of Maine any moro 
than the people of the South have been fairly 3 by the gen- 
tleman’s speech. Both he and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gan- 
FIELD, ] without regard to the question of guilt or innocence, claimed 
that if the returning board were all guilty of the crime of forgery as 
all against them, these were but political offenses which not only 
should be condoned, but that it was understood and expected by 
the whole country that they would be condoned. And because they 
have not been, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] tells us that 
the North is profoundly impressed with the belief that the South is 
not to be trusted. The trouble with the gentleman is that this is not 
true and he is only angry because it is not true. I can say to him 
that the country is profoundly impressed with the belief that the re- 
turning board of Louisiana was not to be and some are sv in- 
credulous of the honesty of those who consort with thieves as to assert 
that some at least of the visiting statesmen who consorted with the 
returning board of Louisiana were not more worthy of trust than their 
notorious associates. But why, sir, should these men not be prose- 
cuted if they are guilty? 

The gentleman from Ohio puts it upon three separate grounds. 
First, because the lives of the confederate soldiers were spared ; sec- 
ond, of the conciliatory policy of Mr. Hayes, and third be- 
cause of the implied agreement to the contrary in the resolutions of 
the Nicholls Ls apps Because confederates were pardoned for 
treason he thinks the small matter of forging election retarns should 
have been overlooked. Sir, the man who boldly takes up arms in de- 
fense of what he believes to be his constitutional rights is no worse 
traitor to republican liberty than he who by machination, perjury, 
and forgery robs the people of their elective franchise, corrupts 
sources of political power, and gives to fraud the fruits of victory 
and virtue, If we were traitors we met you in an open field, in the 
light of day, with our principles inscribed on our banners, and we 
staked our lives upon the justice of our cause. If the returning board 
of Louisiana and those who aided and abetted them are traitors to 


republican liberty, they with perjury on their lips, forgery on their 
hands, and usurpation in their in the d oar at midnight 
and under the cover of darkness stole away the priceless jewel of 


constitutional liberty, They robbed the people of their elective fran- 
chise, and they will go down to history linked in infamy with the 
blackest traitor in the tide of time. But the gentleman boasts of the 
clemency of his party because we are not gibbeted for treason. Our 
lives indeed were spared; but I would remind him that there are 
some punishments more terrible to a high-minded gentleman than 
death itself. And I can assure him that when we were enduring the 
pains of reconstruction, when the hand of the carpet-bagger was in 
our pockets, when the heel of the African was upon our necks, and 
the bayonet of the Federal soldier at our breast in times. of ý 
many a southern man felt that death would have been preferable to 
such persecution. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] says of the Ariderson trial, 
“this cures me of conciliation.” Sir, if he had not informed us of his 
recovery, we should never have suspected him of being afflicted with 
the disease. And in the same counection he announces oracularly 
“that good faith on the part of southern gentlemen cannot be ex- 
pected.” Impartial history will determine which side has observed 


faith best in the settlement of our unfortunate difficulties, I do not 
desire to answer crimination by recrimination, but gentlemen must 
remember that there are two sides to every question. We surren- 
dered our arms to the Federal soldicrs under the agreement made be- 
tween commanding generals on the battle-field that we should be 
permitted to return to our allegiance as citizens of the Union. But 
republican politicians violated the solemn treaty made under flag of 
truce upon the battle-field. Our president was imprisoned, with 
manacles upon his limbs, and he would have been tried for treason 
had not Chief-Justice Chase intimated the opinion that the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution was a statutory pardon as to the 
death penalty for the all treason of participating in the so- 
called rebellion. The gentleman in his claim of mercy points us to 
the statute on treason signed by George Washington, and thereby 
shows that he, like those who framed the fourteenth amendment, did 
not understand its full legal effect, and that their clemency exceeded 
their intention. 

Our loved chieftain, who though overcome by numbers conquered 
his enemies by the grandeur of his character, Robert E. Lee, would 
have been seized and submitted to the same indignities if politicians 
could have wreaked their ven ce upon him. But when the order 
was given for his arrest, thank God! General Grant, with the chival- 
rous instincts of a soldier, interposed and said No; not while he 
holds my parole.” 

Our property was taken from us; we were disfranchised in many 
instances and an ignorant race enfranchised and put over us. Thieves 
and robbers were sent among us like the locusts, lice, and frogs upon 
Egypt, and while our political voice was stifled, while we were tied 
hand and foot, they preyed upon our very vitals, Sir, the captive tied 
to the Indian stake, while the howling red devils dance around and 
prepare ey for his body, would prefer instant death to lingering 
torture. But those who devise such punishment understand that 
death would be a relief to the victim and they refuse to grant it. The 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] need not, therefore, have hesi- 
tated with such mock forbearance about referring to the mercy ex- 
tended to confederates. History will decide whether the terms im- 
posed upon an unarmed and defenseless people were the dictates of 


pe ev or of mercy. 
ith deep pathos he told us “there were sore and bleeding hearts 
over the terrible massacres of Hamburghand Ellenton,” but that “there 
is so much of political passion” and “so much that nobody could 
fathom about all these riots, that finally it was concluded (not alto- 
gether with my consent) to let them drop.” And when the gentle- 
man in the next breath informed us that no one of the murderers of 
Hamburgh were punished, he did not mean to agitate again “this 
afflicted American people, “tired and weary to the bone and heart 
of political contention,” for the gentleman from Ohio “is an honora- 
ble man.” In the wide range of his broad mental vision, when he con- 
templated the question of “unfathomable political passions,” he saw 
other scenes of riot and bloodshed and other evidences of ungovern- 
able passion in other sections of the land. And if his time had not 
been so limited he would have told us of the religious persecutions of 
the early days of the Republic. He would have told us, also, of the 
Mormon riot, when their first prophet, Joe Smith, was murdered and 
his followers dispersed. He would have pictured in the language of 
his powerful eloquence the terrible Know-nothing riots, when men 
were murdered, convents burned, and women and children driven 
houseless upon the cold charities of an unpitying populace. He would 
have told us of hotel riots, where colored waiters assaulted sonthern 
pon susien in northern cities. And rising above this he would have 

escribed the fierce storms of political passion that swept over the 
North against the fugitive-slave law, and told us of the riots all over 
the land which made this law a dead letter on the statute-book. And 
rising still higher he would have told us how this political animosity 
penetrated the courts of justice and the legislative halls—how a dis- 
tinguished republican judge had set the law at defiance, and how 
State Legislatures had openly nullified the acts of Congress, and that 
no man was ever punished forit. But the gentleman did not have 
time. He did notintend to do any injustice to the South. If time had 

rmitted he would have told us that all these things had occurred 
in the North, and he would have published it in the same speech that 
these statements might go out together with the reference to southern 
outrages, to soothe and comfort the “ tired and weary bono and heart 
of this afflicted American po 

Upon his second ground I am disposed to agree in a great measure 
with the gentleman. Mr. Hayes has shown himself to be an honest 
upright, and fair-minded man; and while he is entitled to no speeis 
eredit for doing his constitutional duty, except its remarkable contrast 
with the counsels of his party leaders and the acts of his predecessor, 
I should t to see any movement in the South that seems to be an 
act of ingratitude toward him, and if I were governor of Louisiana I 
should not hesitate to pardon Anderson, Wells, and the whole batch 
of e Bein be criminals as fast as they were convicted. To con- 
vict them, that the truth of history might be vindicated, is one thing, 
but their punishment would be another. I have no desire to see these 
men punished, t as I believe their crime to have been: first, be- 
cause it would be used as an argument to revive sectional animosity 
and prevent reconciliation and, second, because I do not believe in 
e Sey tools and dupes to suffer for crimes which intellect and 
power have sanctioned if not inspired. 
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But while we accord to Mr. Hayes full credit, while we admit that 
he has extended to us both hands bearing the olive-branch of peace, 
and while we pledge ourselves to stand by him and his policy as long 
as he has the manliness to stand by himself, how has it been with his 
party? With but a few 1 0 (gee so few that they can be counted 
on the fingers of a man’s hand, he has been denounced by the great 
ar en of his party leaders as a traitor. They commenced to de- 
nounce him from the inauguration of his poney: They desecrated the 
sabbath of the nation, they dis; the Fourth of July by permitting 
the carpet-bag pretender to the governorship of South Carolina to 
denounce Mr, Hayes at a Fourth-of-July meeting beld in the State of 
Maine, and it is said that a distinguished leader of the republican 
party gave tone and vigor to it by lending his august presence to the 
occasion, though the masses upon that occasion are said to have sus- 
tained the President aguinst their leaders. And not only have they 
assailed Mr. Hayes, but they have made the bitterest warfare upon 
us of the South. 

The hate of these men seems to be of that character which quench- 
eth not and passeth not away. When we of the South voted solidly 
with our democratic brethren of the North we were seeking to get 

on of the Government, that we right overturn the Union. 
en we parted company with our northern democratic brethren 
and voted to sustain the electoral count, we were denounced as truck- 
ling to obtain Federal patronage. When we submitted to taunts and 
insults upon this floor it was made the text for a glorification speech 
and a nomination for the Presidency was claimed for the wonderful 
hero who was said to have taken the confederate brigadiers by the 
throats. When we have been insulted in the Senate and refused to 
convert that august Chamber into a fish-market, but proposed, like 
gentlemen, to settle our personal difficnlties elsewhere, we were de- 
nounced for our plantation manners. When we have voted with the 
hard-money men of the East for Mr. Tilden we were preparing to 
bankrupt the Government with southern claims and payment for our 
slaves. When we voted with the soft-money men of the West we 
were seeking to disgrace the Government by gf sea AEE currency. 
All these charges have been made against us and have been re-echoed 
in a leading republican paper, the New York Tribune, once fair and 
liberal toward the South, but which has now turned upon us with omi- 
nons ferocity. 

Not long since it compared the return of the South to the Union to 
the return of the prodigal son, and said: “There is too much fuss 
being made over the ragged reprobate who only returned because he 
could not help himself.“ If this story furnishes a parallel between 
the returned prodigal and the ragged confederate soldier, it furnishes 
a parallel equally as striking to the radical republican of to-day. The 
Bible tells us that when the prodigal returned his father wept tears 
of joy upon his neck, and ordered the fatted calf to be killed. But 
it tells us, too, that there was a jealous brother there who murmured 
at this reception, whose envious soul was unwilling to share with a 
brother his father’s heritage, and who in the malignity of his heart 
would have driven him ont again into the wilderness to eat husks 
with the swine or to starve. en we returned toour father’s house 
we found our democratic fathers and democratic brothers ready to 
receive us with open arms, to shed tears of joy that the lost were found, 
and to kill the fatted calf in honor of our restoration. But we, too, 
found a eee brother here who murmured at our reception; a radi- 
cal brother who reviled us with a tongue more bitter than a nt’s 
tooth, who barred the doors of our father’s house against us, and who 
kept us out in the cold through many weary years standing upon the 
ragged edge of expectation during the painful experiment of recon- 
struction. Mr. a sear, I do not allude to these things in any spirit 
of malice, for we have all to lose and nothing to gain byit. They be- 
long to the historic past, and I treat them as I would any other facts 
of history. I refer to them now simply to remind gentlemen that all 
the good faith is not upon one side and all the bad faith upon the other, 
but that both sides, perhaps, “have done those things which they 
ought not to have done, and have left undone those things which they 
ought to have done,” and that both have cause to ask forgiveness. 
come next to the implied promises alleged to have been made. 

In the discussion which took place upon the 14th instant the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] told us that “the outrageous per- 
secation of the returning board in the city of New Orleans was again 
involving the country in sectional auimosities.“ And the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Hate] said: “I do not think these men ought to be 
abandoned. The Administration ought not to abandon them.” In 
reply to the charge that the order had gone forth from the democratic 
party to assail the President I might say that here we had the first 
notes of the warfare that was to be made on him from the other side. 
These were the first shots upon the skirmish-line intended to drive 
the President into measures and compel him “not to abandon these 
men.” But the President remained unmoved, and on the 20th instant 
the whole force of the artillery was brought to bear upon him. The 

entleman from Maine went abont shelling the woods with random 
shots from his light artillery; but the gentleman from Obio struck 
to the center at every fire, and those who respect the President trem- 
ble for his safety. Under the pretense that an order had gone forth 
from the democratic camp to assail his title these gentlemen bave 
thundered into his ears that his canse and that of the returning board 
is one and the same; that the case of the State of Louisiana ts. 
Anderson and Wells for forgery is but another name for the case of 


Tilden rs. Hayes for fraud and usurpation. And when the gentle- 
man from Ohio said that the number of republicans who distrusted 
the President’s policy “has been increasing month by month, week 
by week, and recently hour by hour,” it was meant to intimidate him 
and not the democratic party. It was a warning to the President 
that the republican lion of the House could roar as lustily as the 
republican lion of the Senate. 

ut, sir, What the Administration has to do with the enforcement 
of criminal law in the State of Louisiana I am unable to understand. 
And unless there was some bargain, contract, or agreement that it 
should not be done I am unable to comprehend why the prosecution 
of its citizens in the State of Louisiana in a State court for a State 
crime against a State law should involve the country in sectional 
agitation. Nor can I understand how the Administration could or 
should interfere any more for the protection of Anderson in Louisiana 
than for Boss Tweed in New York. I do not say there was any bar- 
gain. Nor would I eriticise with severity the action of those who 
made it if one had been made. When some noble vessel has strug- 
gled through the poa of shipwreck I bave no respect for the hars 
eriticiem of a land lubber who, after the danger has passed, mocks at 
the apprehension of manly men or who undertakes to show how some- 
thing better could have been done. 

I accept the solution of the ee as given by the gentlemen 
themselves. The country was thoroughly agitated over the possible 
results of an obstructed electoral count on the one hand and the pol- 
icy of the probable incoming President on the other. A number of 
distingnished oe peony it assembled at Wormley’s, around bis costly 
festal board, and, as usual with diplomatists, extended each to the 
other renewed assurances of distinguished consideration. The one 
assured the other not that the President should, but that he would. 
Now you must observe that a great deal depends on the language used 
in diplomacy, as the offended Irishman observed when he had been 
ejected from a gentleman's house. He said“ I would not have minded 
it if he had sai . out of my house,’ but he said Get ont of 
my house, McCarty.’” ese gentlemen did not bargain that the 
President should, they simply gave assurances that the President 
would remove the troops from Louisiana “as a matter of constitu- 
tional duty.” The gentlemen on the other side made no pogam that 
the southern democrats should, they simply gave assurances that they 
would permit the electoral count to go on “as a matter of high na- 
tional duty.” The “matter of high national duty” was performed. 
The count went on and the President was inaugurated, But the 
“matter of constitutional duty” was not performed. Another com- 
mittee of visiting statesmen was sent to New Orleans and a little 
more diplomatic assurance was given. The Nicholls legislature gave 
assurance by resolution that there should be “no persecutions for 
political offenses,” and then and not.till then were the troops with- 
drawn “us a matter of constitutional duty.” 

These were the assurances, as I understood them to have been 
given at the Wormley conference. But when I put the direct ques- 
tion to the gentleman from Ohio he denied that he had ever admit- 
ted that any assurance was given at the Wormley conference that the 
troops should be withdrawn from Louisiana. Sir, what is the testi- 
mony on this subject. That Mr. ELLIS and Mr. Levy, of Louisiana, 
and Mr. Brown, of Kentucky, were determined at one time to pre- 
vent the consummation of the electoral count is certain. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman will allow me to say that Mr. Brown 


never did bytes it. 

Mr. CH RS. Then I am mistaken on that point. That they 
ceased all opposition suddenly is equally as certain. That they had 
assurances poe kind from prominent republicans we know, if the 
statements of these gentlemen are to be believed. What then do 
they say? In a speech delivered in the second session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress Mr. Levy said: 


The people of Louisiana have solemn, earnest, and I believe truthful assurances 
from prominent members of the republican party, high in the confidence of Mr. 
Hayes, that in the event of his elevation to the Presidency he will be guided by a 
policy of conciliation toward the Southern Beaten, that he will not use the Federal 
authority or the Army to force upon those Southern States governments not of 
their choice, but in the case of these States will leave the people to settlo the mat- 
ter peaceably of themselves. * * * I do not hesitate, for reasons before stated, 
to declare that, actuated by a sense of duty to Louisiana, I shall throw no obstacle, 
by any action or vote of mine, in the way of the completion of the clectoral count, 
but relying upon the faith, the in ty, and the truthfulness of the gentle- 
men who have given these assurances, and having faith in their individual personal 
honor, I shall unhes‘tatingly l duty and call upon those of my fellow - 
members who have been influenced in their action on this matter by a desire to 
protect Louisiana and South Carolina te join me in the course I feel called upon 
and justified in pursuing. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] followed Mr. Levy in a 
speech on the same day, and hedid not then either deny or affirm the 
statement made, nor did he express any astonishment or surprise at 
the assurances said to have been given. But us he was not alluded 
to by name perhaps his silence was then not binding upon him. But 
sir, here on the 14th instant, in the presence of all of us, Mr. ELLIS, 
of Louisiana, described the ATAR at Wormley’s, at which he suid 
the two gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER and Mr. GARFIELD] wero 
present. He said, “The language they used to us was—speaking of 
Mr. Hayes—we know him; we know he believes in self-government 
in those States; and without speaking authoritatively for him, we 
yet say to yon in our opinion he will give the blessings of free gov- 
ernment to those two States.“ The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gan- 
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FIELD] sat here and heard it, and did not deny its truth. What, sir, 
did the blessings of free government in Louisiana mean to Mr. ELLIS 
but the withdrawal of the troops? And I insist that I was well war- 
ranted in assuming that it had been admitted that at the Wormley 
conference assurances were given that the troops should be with- 
drawn. I confess I was somewhat astonished at the flat denial given 
by the gentleman in answer to my question, 

But, sir, this is not all. In the published statement made by W. 
E. Chandler, he cites this proof, (New York Tribune, March 29, 1877:) 
“Interview with Foster—He admits an informal meeting—Present 
as friends of Hayes: Sherman, GARFIELD, Dennison, and MATTHEWS— 
Admits withdrawal of troops talked of and letter ga but says no 
bargain made.” This the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has 
never denied though he has often seen it in print. John Young Brown, 
in his interview with the Courier-Journal was still more explicit. He 
speaks of the meeting at Wormley’s and says it was expressly agreed 
that the troops should be withdrawn, and that Grant should issue the 
order. 

I deem it unnecessary to produce further evidence that I was 
right in assuming that assurances were given that the troops should 
be withdrawn from Louisiana. A few words more as to the resolu- 
tions of the Nicholls legislature. It is admitted that these resolutions 
simply pledged his government against any political persecutions. 
Now, sir, for the first time in our political history perjury and forgery 
are elassed as mere political offenses; and we are told that because 
a republican has been convicted of forgery in Louisiana the whole 
country is to be again involved in sectional controversy and the 
President is admonished that he must not abandon these men; that 
he must wake up and do something. But just exactly what that 
something is that he must do we are not given to understand. But 
the gentleman from Maine, with all the anxiety of Mrs. Chick at the 
bedside of Mrs. Dombey on a critical occasion, has given the Admin- 
istration to understand that if it means to be a Dombey it must make 
an effort. 

But, sir, I have very much misconceived the New England mind 
with its tinge of Puritan tlam and the mind of the masses of the 
republican party if they can be induced to acknowledge perjury and 
forgery as pardonable political offenses. And I shall be still more as- 
tonished if gentlemen can drive the President into a stretch of con- 
stitutional power or can arouse the country into another sectional 
controversy on such a platform as this and over the pains and penal- 
ties of such canonized saints. It was an effort to re-enact the Jeff. 
Davis scene of the Forty-fourth Congress, but it was the play of 
Hamlet, with the part of Hamlet by a stock actor when the star 
was gone. 

In the heat of our struggle and in the storm of passion that imme- 
diately followed the war mucli was said and done to imbitter the 
feelings of men upon both sides; but now that the clouds of war have 
rolled away and we stand in the calm, clear sunlight of peace, we 
should study to promote the best interests of the whole country, with- 
out passion and without prejudice. 

A few days since we witnessed the presentation of the picture of 
Abraham Lincoln and his Cabinet, taken in the act of signing the 
emancipation proclamation. When we were participating in the cer- 
emonies it occurred to me that it would be well for the country if 
those who venerated him for this act of humanity to the blacks of 
the Sonth would learn to emulate him in his spirit of justice for the 
whites of the same section. It is related of Mr. Lincoln by an eye- 
witness, as I learn from a member of this House, that when he vis- 
ited the battle-field of Gettysburgh he was shown the cemetery 
heights where the tide of battle was turned. He was told that here 
the enemy came charging three times with great violence and were 
repulsed with difficulty, and that the troops who held these heights 
should be remembered forever. He answered: “ Yes, the troops who 
held these heights will be remembered forever.” Then, gazing down 
at the steep descent with a look peculiarly his own, he said: “That 
was a steep place to charge up, and the troops who e d three 
times up those heights will Jive in history, too, and I shall always be 
proud to remember that they were my countrymen.” 

Sir Cromwell sleeps in Westminster Abbey beside England’s hered- 
itary kings; the white and the red roses have mingled their hues in 
England’s glory; and let us hope that the time may come when the 
blue and the gray may be blended together as the common heritage 
of American valor. [Applause.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the House again resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 257) granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican and other wars therein named. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if this motion prevails 
the House, when it goes into Committee of the Whole, will resume 
the unfinished business of that committee. But the gentleman from 
Massachusetts 5911 BUTLER] gave notice yesterday that he would to- 
day ask that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 

nerally, so as to give him an opportunity to make some remarks. 
Tn view of this anuouncement the House can informally express an 
opinion for itself which order of business it prefers in committee. 

Mr. FOSTER. On the 17th of January the Committee on Appro- 


peat reported a deficiency bill for the ep phere of some clerks, 


hat bill has not yet been called up, and I trust the gentleman in 
charge of it will now make an effort to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. According to the practice when the House resolves 
itself into Committee of the Whole that bill would be reached in its 
order; but the House by a vote determines to take up in preference 
the bill granting pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican war, so that 
the fault, if any, is with the House, and not with the committee or 
the W having ante of the appropriation bill to which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FosTER] alludes, 

Mr. DURHAM. I desired to make that statement myself, and I 
am glad the Speaker has made it for me. It is no fault of mine that 
the bill referred to has not bi been taken up, for I pressed it in oppo- 
position to this pension bill, 

The SPEAKER. The House by a decided vote determined to take 
up the pension bill in preference. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iam prepared now to press the bill referred to b 
the gentleman from Ohio as soon as this pension bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to say that this bill granting 
pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war was reported long before 
any appropriation bill had been reported to this House. It has been 
on the Calendar longer than any other bill; it is the first bill upon 
the Calendar, and I think it ought to be considered now. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me there are matters 
connected with this appropriation bill which make it absolutely neces- 
sary for the House to consider it now. 

Mr. FORT. It has been absolutely necessary for a long time, and 
still the gentleman has never called it up until now. 

Mr. FOSTER. The majority of the committee have charge of the 
business, and I now make my protest against delaying action further, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair deires to say, in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, that they haye been repeatedly to him 
on this very subject, but that the House itself by a decided vote 
(under a call of the yeas and nays, if the Chair remembers correctly) 
srt to go on with this Mexican pension bill in preference to any 
other. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is true. 

Mr. FOSTER. I trust hereafter they will come to the House in- 
stead of going to the Speaker. There are plenig ot people in this 
city who to-day are suffering for want of bread because we are de- 
laying action on this bill. 

he SPEAKER. The object of the members of the Appropriation 
Committee in coming to the Chair was to urge in every way the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. ATKINS. The remark of the gentleman from Ohio requires 
me to make a single observation. Not only was the Speaker ap- 
eee in order to get the floor, but a motion was made in the 

ouse to go on with the 3 bills. The House voted that 
down and determined to take up the Mexican pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair repeatedly stated to the House 
that in so far as he was able he would give preference to the Appro- 
priation Committee in every way possible. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It will be remembered that last week I gave 
notice at an early day I would press the consideration of the consular 
and diplomatie appropriation bill. I saw, however, from the temper 
of the House there was no use to attempt it against this bill pension- 
ing the Mexican soldiers. I have been watching every moment to 

et an opportunity to press the consideration of the consular and dip- 
omatic bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move the House resolve itself in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union generally. 

The SPEAKER. The House can test its disposition. If the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as an amendment to the motion 
of the gentleman from Alabama, should prevail, the Chair would su 
pose that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, whoever he 
might be, would construe that to mean that he, the Chairman of 
committee, should recognize the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
make the remarks of which he has already given notice. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask by unanimous consent we hear in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts on the financial questions of the day. That can 
be done without going into Committee of the Whole. We seem to 
have been assembled here this afternoon for the purpose of hearing 
him under the notice given yesterday. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. hope this gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be heard in the House. I believe in reciprocity, 
and as we have consented to hear a southern gentleman to-day at 
great length, I hope now we will hear a northern gentleman. 

H The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there ought to be no such dis- 
inction. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I agree with the Chair if it had 
not been made already, but we have sat an hour and heard a shot 
fired from the South to the North, and now here is one who talks for 
the whole Union. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think we had better look to the old 
soldiers, and therefore I desire to test the sense of the House on the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 
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Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I insist on going into the Committee of 
the Whole to consider the pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union generally; and the Chair desires to state to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama if that should prevail it would interrupt the 
consideration of the unfinished business to the extent of recognizing 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. pomeri 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then I wish to for a division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 126, noes 60. 

Mr. BUCKNER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The Honse determines to go into the Committee of 
the oer on the state of the Union generally, and Mr. EpEN will take 
the chair. 

Mr. SAYLER. Has the question of order of business in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole been raised before the House? I should like to raise 
the question as to the order of business in the Committee of the Whole 
now, if it has not already been raised. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desired to draw a distinction by the use 
of the word “ generally,” so as to give effect to the wish of the House 
as between taking up the unfinished business and going on with it, or 
whether the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] be allowed 
to be recognized to interpose his remarks, 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to ask the Chair whether that will interfere 
with the power of the committee to control its own action? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. SAYLER. And whether the committee can violate Rule 114? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was only facilitating the execution of 
the wish of the House in an informal manner. 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to ask further whether Rule 114 will not 
compel the Committee of the Whole to take up the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It can be laid aside by a majority vote under the 
rules, or by consent the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] 
may be heard. 

Mr. SAYLER. There are only two Committees of the Whole, one 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the other 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, There 
is no other distinction in the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole of course controls 
its own action. Neither the Chair nor the House can compel the 
Committee of the Whole to break a rule of the House. The Hoase 
rules govern in Committee of the Whole, and the House now deter- 
mines to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYLER. I understand that the Chair has decided the point 
which I raised. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that he cannot control the 
action of the Committee of the Whole; neither does it rest within 
the power of the Honse to compel the Committee of the Whole to 
N rule of the House, which may govern both House or com- 
mittee or both. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—DEAN VS. FIELD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the House resolves itself into Committee 
of the Whole, I desire to give notice that to-morrow after the morn- 
ing hour I will call up the eontested-election case of Dean vs. Field 
from the third congressional district of Massachusetts. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE HOUSE. 


The House, pursuant to order, resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. EDEN in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the pending 


bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (I. R. No. 257) granting a pension to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Mex and other wars therein named. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire, if the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts will permit me, to ask the Chair one ques- 
tion. Ifthe An from Massachusetts [ Mr. BUTLER] should now 
proceed with his remarks, what effect will that proceeding have upon 
the pending order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is now before the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. And this bill is the regular order ? 

The e Les; and the gentleman from Massachusstts is 
recognized. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I had the floor yesterday when the 
committee rose. About that there can be no difference? of opinion. 
I am perfectly willing that if the committee desires to hear the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts its wish may be accommodated ; but Iam 
utterly unwilling that any action should be had now which would 
bg me of my right to be heard on the pending Dill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The present oceupant of the chair was not 
aware of the fact that the gentleman from North Carolina had the floor 
in Committee of the Whole on the pending bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. IE will be very agreeable to me if 
it be agreeable to the House to hear the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts this evening, and I hope the House will be pleased to do so, 


The CHAIRMAN. Theright of thé gentleman from North Carolina 
will not thereby be affected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. With that understanding it will 
be very ble to me and J am sure it will be agreeable also to the 
Honse that the gentleman from Massachusetts should now proceed 
with bis remarks. : 

Mr. SAYLER. As I raised the question of order in the House, I 
wish to ay that I did not raise it against the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts; but I did not wish to see the rule as tothe management of 
business in the Committee of the Whole violated, If we treat the 
Committee of the Whole as a mere debating school, we will never get 
any real work done; and if the gentleman from Massachusetts should 
now proceed with his remarks, I hope it will be understood that it is 
by unanimous consent, which is the most complimentary way in which 
the House can ia the gentleman to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Davis] to waive his right to proceed at this time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I submit that if the gentleman from 
North Carolina waives his right to proceed at this time he thereby 
loses his right to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Not at all; [understand the Chair 
to say that that would not follow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
North Carolina at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. That is quite satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to make oneremark before the 
gentleman from Massachusetts proceeds. I have no objection to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts being heard this evening, but I wish 
to say that I think it would be much better for us to go on with the 
business before the House rather than to be hearing political speeches, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that we are going on 
with the business before the committee. General debate has not yet 
been closed. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BuTLER] will 
proceed. 

FINANCE. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, the vast field of thought which lies 
before me; the fen truths which should bo brought out by one who 
speaks to this House for that for which the needs of the state aro so 
great; the fact that the hour which I have is but a point of the time 
which it ought to claim, for what we do here and now must be for the 
weal or woe of men for all time, each and all so crowd the mind that 
Ido not feel that I can speak the true, right and just words which 
the honr and the place where I stand call for. 

T shall try to meet as well as I may some of the faults urged by its 
foes to a bill to give back its rank among the coins of the nation, to 
the silver dollar which it holds by the Constitution of the country— 
to be the equal and peer at least of gold. 

I own that the views which I hold have not been, if they are now, 
those of the men who sent me here, but I Bope and trust that the 
soon may be; with more thought, with more light, with full seare 
1 they will make to find the truth, all will come to see tho right 
as I see it. 

I claim the ear of the House, then, to my words because I speak 
under the weight of so grave responsibility. 

It would be far easier for me to swim with the tide and float with 
the wave of popular thought at home than to try to stem it as I must 
do, and trust to the event to be seen to be for the good of the people 
to jastify my action. 

my own mind held one doubt that I were not doing the best I 
can for all at home who rh me this place to aet and speak for them, 
I should give way to that doubt, stop, and yield my judgment to 
theirs. But I do not, cannot doubt, and so must go on and do tho 
right as I see the right. I have faced outcry and passionate denun- 
ciation and inyective before, and can do itif need be again, and 


again. ò 

I therefore declare myself for the full restoration of silver into the 
coinage of the country, to the place it has held during the life-time 
of the Government, and from which it should never have been silently 
thrust ont. 

However it may be incumbered with extraneous and irrelevant 
matter, or considerations of how that restoration may affect this, th 
or the other interest, the question “ hath this extent, no more:“ Shal 
we give back to the people the use of silver as coin which was un- 
wisely if not fraudulently and wrongfully taken from them. which 
act of demonetization has been followed by such fearful consequences, 
even if it were not one of the primary causes of them ? 

It is objected that now to make the old silver dollar of 412} grains 
legal tender is dishonest to the creditor. 

So far as this claim is not used as a matter of slang and vitupera- 
tion, but is put forward by those who are not so far instructed in 
finance as to understand the patent disingenuousness of the term 
* dishonest ” in this connection, it deserves candid answer. 

In what is this dishonesty to be found? As claimed, in this, that 
the disk of metal on which the silver dollar is stamped is less in mer- 
cantile value than the gold dollar by eight cents, and therefore to 
enable the debtor to pay in silver dollars would be to discharge the 
debt by a less value than he received. 

Let us examine the equity and justice of this claim in regard to all 
debts; admitting, for the sake of the argument, its truth. 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1351 


There are two classes of debts, one owed by the Government, or the 
ublic debt, and the other owed by the individual, or private debts. 
‘irst as to private debts. Can it be truthfully asserted that there is any 

debt from one citizen to another, payable in legal-tender currency, 
which by the law under which it was contracted is not payable in the 
silver dollar? Or, in other words, is not every private debt that calls 
for a gold dollar only secured by a contract payable in gold? Can it be 
claimed that in giving value for the average private debts in this coun- 
try, contracted within the last fifteen years, the creditor paid or the 
debtor received an amount equal to the merchandise value of the sil- 
ver dollar even as bullion, measured by gold, so that the just and 
honest claim of the creditor would be fully answered by payment 
with the silver dollar at its bullion value, taking the average of the 
rivate debts of the United States? Remember that when the great 
Paik of the now outstanding debts of the country was contracted, 
tho debtor received only a currency depreciated below ninety cents 
as compared with gold, so that the creditor paree with less than that 
amount of gold on each dollar when he took his security. Is it in 
morals dishonest or wrong to provide by law that a debtor shall pay 
back all he received, with interest, in discharge of a money debt 

What idea of equity and justice can he have who claims that it is 
dishonest so todo? It is true the law may give the creditor more 
than ho paid ont and interest, but that is a technical, but not a just, 
claim in equity and good conscience. 

Has the creditor any greater Jegal claim than to bo paid in silver? 
His legal claim is answered by the fact that all debts contracted in 
the greenback are payable in the greenback, and the greenback by the 
law of 1869 is itself made pares expressly in silver. 

What is the equity and law in regard to the public debt? There is 
no paniis debt of the United States that can be, or is proposed to be 
paid by the silver dollar which was not contracted to be paid in silver 
of precisely the same weight and fineness as the silver dollar which 
is nei 85 be coined, and the one which has been unlimited legal tender 
since . 

Let me repeat, defying contradiction, that every debt of the United 
States now existing which can be paid by the silver dollar which we 
now propose, was, by the very terms of the law under which it was con- 
tracted, to be paid by asilver dollar of the same weight and fineness. 
The 7 ae on the ono side is as perfect as the obligation on the 
other : the Government must pay, and the creditor shall receive, just 
such a dollar and no other. True, the act of 1869 which created this 
obligation was a very great concession to the creditor interest, to the 
damage of the debtor interest in the country to the value of many hun- 
dred millions. An unjust, hard, almost unconscionable bargain, it was 
sepia the interest of the people, but we made it and we must, and 
the creditor shall, stand by if. By that bargain, enacted into a law 
in this House against my protest and vote, standing almost alone, the 
panio creditor cheated and defrauded the people once then; that was 

is fanlt. If ho is allowed to do it again now, it will be our fault. 

Before leaving this question of the equitable claim of the public 
creditor to be paid in a coin of more mercantile value than that which 
he contracted to take when he loaned his money, I wish to answer the 
objection that to pay with the silver dollar the public debt is espe- 
cially nnjust and dishonorable as regards the foreign bondholders. 
I do not care to call attention to the fact that he bonght largely his 
bonds of us in our legal- tender notes at a time when they were depre- 
ciated below gold nearly three times, and still more below silver, 
which was then at a premium above gold; nor that when he so 
bought the bonds we promised, for the loan of his $30 in gold, and 
less than that in silver, to pay him interest in gold or silver at 6 per 
cent, on $100, being twice the average interest of the world on good 
government securities, and that he claims we pledged forever our 
customs revenue to that payment; because, as I say, all that was 
settled, however unwisely or wrongfully, when our new contract with 
him was made in 1869. 

But to demonstrate the wrong and injustice, nay, the impertinence 
of the demand that both the principal and interest should be paid in 
goa and not in silver, let us take, for illustration, the bonds now held 

y the citizens of those nations which form the German Empire, which 

counts by far the largest portion of our bonds held abroad. We 
have the option, by our contract, expressed on the face of the bond 
itself, to pay them, both principal and interest, in silver coin. We 
are a silver-producing nation, and if would have lightened our bur- 
dens to pay in silver, heavy as I have shown they were made by 
inconsiderate legislation in 1869. Has our German creditor a right, 
by his own act and for his own profit, to take away that option from 
us, and then demand that we should pay the principal and interest 
of his debt in gold of an increased value? 

Every sense of justice would revolt at such a proposition. Yet Ger- 
many, holding our bonds, so payable in silver, to the extent of many 
hundred millions, demonetized that silver, which act, concurred in by 
other nations of Europe, caused among other things the great shrink- 
age in the merchandise value of silver, which had maintained itself 
with sucli steadiness as compared with gold through generations. 
Germany, then, by her own act having reduced the value of silver for 
her own purposes, seeks additional profit by refusing to take silver 
coin in payment of her claims upon us according to the contract, for 
tho very reason that she has degraded and debased silver so much by 
her own act. Have we not the right to say to the bankers of Ger- 
many, “As that coin which you contracted to receive has become de- 


based by act of your own government, you must look to it for appa 
t o 


and not to us, Who have been the unwilling sufferers by the ac 
your government! It was neither our fault nor our wish that silver 
should be any less in value than it was when we made our contract 
with you. If your government has made it of less value, make your 
claim on it to pay you the difference, and not upon us, who are the 
otherwise unwilling heavy sufferers by that lossiri one of our greatest 
and richest productions. We did not guarantee what should be the 
value of silver when we paid your debt. We only promised you so 
much silver. There it is, take it; if it is less valuable it is what you 
yourselves have made it. Remonetize it yourselves and restore its 
value if you are dissatisfied with it.” 

I have thus far answered this charge of dishonesty to the creditor, 
assuming his premises that the coin value of the silver dollar will 
only be the same as the merchandise value of the silver in the disk 
on which the dollar is stamped. 

That brings me to examine what is a dollar. It is neither a piece of 
gold nor a piece of silver of whatever value. The dollar is that unit 
of value established by law as the unit of account, precisely as the 
pound sterling is now an ideal unit of account in England. It origi- 
nally was in fact a pound of silver of a given fineness, but for many 
decades of years has lost that characteristic. Therefore a dollar, in 
all contracts in all accounts, means only 

A MEASURE OF VALUE IN COMPUTATION. 

It can mean nothing else, because whatever represents that unit of 
value by law discharges all debts, all contracts, and all accounts 
measured by it, whatever may be the mercantile value of the repre- 
sentative dollar. The representative is subject to change, and has 
been many times chan The unit of account remains the same, 
whether the legal-tender representative dollar stands at a higher ora 
lower price than any given qnantity of merchandise; whether that 
merchandise be gold, silver, wheat, corn, or other, the unit remains 
the same; the merchandise may rise above or fall below that repre- 
sentative of the standard dollar, as tho case may be, even when mer- 
chandise composes that representative itself. 

Congress has enacted that the representative dollar and Parliament 
has enacted that the representative pound shall sometimes have so 
many grains of silver, sometimes more, sometimes less, but the unit of 
account remains the same, precisely as the standard of measure of 
length, the yard, remains the same in taking account of distance, to 
whatever distances it may be applied; or, in other words, the aftixed 
Government stamp upon anything that will discharge the obligation 
to pay a dollar is a dollar, which dollar can never be above or below 
par, as it is par itself. The material upon which itis 1 may be 
worth more as merchandise than the stamp value, but the dollar is not 
then above par; it is the merchandise upon which it is stamped that 
is above thestamp value. In that condition it will pay no more debts 
than when its mercantile value is less than its par value. Or, the 
memp may be, asin the case of the greenback, impressed upon that 
which has no mercantile value ; still, that valueless dollar discharges 
the obligation, settles the account, and pays the debt as much as if 
stamped on a disk of gold worth as merchandise a hundred cents more. 

The moment any contract is made for payment in anything else 
than legal dollars it becomes a contract for payment in merchandise 
of a given weight and quality; it is a contract of barter only. 

If a note is payable in silver dollars of a given weight and fine- 
ness—as in the olden time Spanish milled dollars, for instance—the 
contract calls for and is satisfied only by so much weight of silver of 
a given fineness, whatever may be the coined dollar. If the contract 
is for so many dollars in gold of a given weight and fineness, then it 
is payable in that weight of metal of a given fineness, And this has 
been decided by the courts. Therefore all claim that the dollar of the 
law can ever be Jess than a dollar in payment of any obligation is 
illusory and intended for deception only. 

Whether the dollar of the law will have a greater or less purchas- 
ing power depends upon the credit, stability, and power of the nation 
issuing it, and not on the sup value of the metal on which it is 
stamped, If that is less than the coin value, the stamp will sustain 
it in a strong and commercial nation. If more, then the coin will 
disappear and become merchandise. 

By the law of July 14, 1870, anthorizing the emission of the 5, 4}, 
and 4 per cent. United States bonds, it was expressly enacted that 
they should be paid in coin of the then present standard PORTE ae 
fineness; and if the coin of the United States at the time the ome 
payable should by law be enhanced in weight or fineness, the law of 
the contract called for no better dollar in payment to the creditor than 
that of the standard weight and fineness contracted for on the 14th 
day of July, 1870. If, on the other hand, coin should be debased from 
the then standard to any lower standard of weight or fineness, the 
creditor has full right to call for the payment of his bond, principal 
and interest, in coin of the same standard weight and fineness of July 
14, 1870, to wit, 4124 grains of silver in weight and 1 in 10 in fineness. 

it is objected further that it is dishonest to make a coin of silver of 
so few grains and so little fineness that it does not come up to the 
gold dollar, a legal tender for debts, public or private. 

Very well, then, if it is dishonest to do so, if is dishonest everywhere 
and at all times and in all sums. Yet, when by the resumption act 
of January, 1875, which is claimed to be tho perfection of honest leg- 
islation, passed by the urgency of the gold bullionists, and not upon 
the petition of the people, the fractional currency was withdrawn, 
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and there was substituted therefor the silver half and quarter, pur- 


posely debased to 384 i of silver, or eighty-four cents in gold 
to the dollar, forthe alleged reason that this coin ought not to have 
and should not have a merchandise or bullion value equal to its coin 
value lest it should be taken out of the country and used abroad as a 
currency, or used up at home as bullion by the silversmith, taking the 
eoin as the cheapest method of procuring silver bullion of an assured 
fineness, yet these same men in the interest of bullion, who now cry 
out so loudly of the dishonesty of making a silver coin of 412} grains a 
dollar legal tender, advocated and passed, without objection raised, 
the law that made the silver coinage of 384 grains to the dollar legal 
tender to pay the sum of 85. 

If it is dishonest to enact a debased currency to pay $500 is it less 
dishonest to enact a much more debased currency to pay $5? Upon 
the gold theory it is honest and just to legislate to cheat the poor 
man with a dollar of eighty-four cents out of his hard earnings, but 
dishonest and “ pocket-picking” that the money-lender shonld be 
paid his usury in a coin worth ninety-two cents. But then thelabor- 
ing-men, as a class, own no newspapers to publish editorials to repre- 
sent their wrongs from the top of the highest towers of the worst gov- 
erned and richest city on the continent. 

Again, what is the compromise of the bullionists offered to the 
friends of this bill? They a we may issue this dollar of 412} 
grains, if we will limit its legal-tender power to $50 and exempt bank- 
ers and bondholders from its scope. 

It is a curious fact that $50 is about the average pay of a laboring- 
man’s month’s work. So again a debased dollar as the bondholder 
claims is not good enongh for him. The gold-loving bullionist says 
it is just right to be coined to pay the poor man’s month’s wages but 
for no other purpose. 

Out upon such bare-faced hypocrisy! The devil would blush to use 
it, if there is one, and, if not, there ought to be, to catch such states- 
men who would eat np God's people as if they were bread,” 

It is also objected that it is inexpedient and unwise to this 
bill, because the United States must as a commercial nation have for 
our currency the dollar of the world. The misfortune with that ob- 
jection is that there is not now and never has been any dollar of the 
world, either in gold or in silver, and especially has the United States 
never had any dollar of the world. As a part of this objection I have 
heard no claim that we should adyance our gold dollar either in 
weight or fineness in order that it might be the dollar of the world. 

Since 1837—since we had any gold dollar in fact—we have had only 
a debased gold dollar, less in value than the same weight of gold in 
any coin in any country of the world. Our gold is alloyed 1 part in 
10, i. e., 9 parts of gold to 1 of alloy. The gold of Great Britain and 
France is 1 part in 12, i. e., 1 of alloy to 11 of gold. How, the: 
can the gold dollar of America, debased 1 part in 10, pay in equa 
weight for the coin of England alloyed 1 part in 12? Therefore we 
have always had a difference in exchange to make up part of this 
difference of alloy, $ 

Tke gold dollar of America never paid a debt as a gold dollar on the 
other side of the Atlantic. Whenever our gold goes abroad it 
into the eager poh, Twenty thousand dollars of American gold dol- 
lars never circulated as money at any one time on the continent of 
Europe and the island of Great Britain. When our gold crosses the 
water it goes as so much weight of gold of a stamped fineness, and 
instantly makes its way into the melting-pot of the mint because it 
is debased below the standard of tineness in Europe. When the Eng- 
lish sovereign comes to this country it also instantly goes into the 
melting-pot becanse its standard of fineness is above that of gold in 
thiscountry. Gold and comes across the water not as money but 
as merchandise to be sold by weight. When any merchant trades in 
England for her produets he bargains in the currency of England: 

ands, shillings,and pence of one value; when an Englishman trades 
inant for the products of America he buys in American dollars 
and cents of another value, 

To calm the fears of those who honestly believe that rid a it 
on a piece of silver of ele cents value will bring down the value 
of the dollar of the United States there can be no better illustration 
than the history of our own greenback dollar which has done such 
valuable service under circumstances so thoroughly devised to depress 
and weaken its power. 

When first issued, before the end of the first of the war, when 
no successful battle on any considerable scale been fought, and 
the nation had suffered the grave disaster of Bull Run; with all the 
uncertainty hanging over the future; even to grave doubt whether 
we wero a nation or that we would remain one of the powers of the 
earth, the ‘greenback for a very considerable time maintained a par 
with gold. As the war went on with varying fortunes; as every 
nation of Europe refused to loan its money in any considerable amount; 
when France and England looked upon the cotton plan of the confed- 
eracy, with more favor, as a better investment than 5.20 bonds; when 
the needs of the Government required issue after issue of moro notes; 
when the credit of the nation was overstrained, and it had nearly 
exhausted all its powers; when the surplus of our productions were 
destroyed or consumed by contending armies; when our commerce 
was being swept from the sea, and the necessities of the Government 
caused it to repudiate its own notes and refuse to receive them for 
all classes of its own dues; when it made special contracts for gold 
and silver only, the purchasing power of the greenback sank step by 


step, under the efforts of the gold gamblers of Wall street supplied 
with gold from the enemies of the country at home and abroad, until 
finally it reached the lowest point of its depreciation at the time of 
the election in 1864; but from that hour, as the armies of the Union 
encircled the rebellion and it became apparent that its forces were 
dying out and it must succumb at last, as arose the credit and power 
of the Government so arose the nback in purchasing value, until 
now it is within 2 per cent. of gold, which has in the mean time itself 
advanced 12 or 15 per cent. in ee power in all the markets of 
the world; and even that difference of 2 per cent. it is admitted is 
maintained because the United States cannot pay the interest on its 
public debt in its notes, nor receive them for its customs. Still that 
greenback dollar, only an imperfect stamp of the power of the Govern- 
ment upon a piece of intrinsically worthless paper, has taken its 
place beside the gold dollar. : 
I am quite aware that the reason commonly given for this advance 
in the 3 power of the greenback until it will buy more of 
la bor and more of every other valuable thing in this country or abroad 
than would the gold dollar fifteen years ago, is because the green- 
back was a promise by the United States to pay ultimately in gold. 

That reason wants two elements of truth. First, the nback 
dollar never was and is not now a promise to pay in gold. It is noth- 
ing more nor less than astamped piece of paper saying that the United 
States would pay a dollar. Now, turn to the back of it and see what 
is the manner of that payment, (although the law under which it 
was issued required it should be printed upon the face,) and you find 
only a declaration that it shall be receivable for its face value for all 
debts public and private, areen, interest on the public debt, (which 
by law is not to be paid in gold but in coin, i e., gold and silver,) and 
duties on imports, which should be and were payable in coin, i. ¢., 
gold and silver; and were so payable until silver became so much 
more valuable than gold that it left the country, and became “obso- 
lete” as a coin because of its greater merchandise, than coin value. 

When a promise was enacted in 1869 that it should be redeemed in 
coin, it was expressly enacted that that was gold and silver coin. 

When what is claimed as a new promise was made by the United 
States to redeem the greenback in gold by the resamption act of Jan- 
uary 14, 1875, there was no promise that the greenback should be re- 
deemed in gold but expressly redeemable in coin; on the contrary an 
express enactment that up to $5 the greenback might be redeemed in 
silver coin, and that, too, debased to 384 grains, so that when the gen- 
tleman from the Brooklyn district of New York stood up here at the 
Clerk’s desk and waved his five-dollar greenback in our faces and 
claimed that the United States had promised to pay him in gold for 
that, and dishonored its promise, he was mistaken and did not know 
the character of the paper he held in his hand. It was a paper pay- 
able at the option of the United States in gold or silver, or as legal 
tender; and now when you offer to pay him in silver at 412} grains 
instead of 384 to a dollar promised by the resumption act he makes a 
speech against being obliged to receive the better silver dollar, the 
want of payment in which he had claimed was a dishonor of the note 
he held. If the resumption act was enforced to-day every bank could 
redeem its five-dollar notes and under in specie, according to the ob- 
ligations of its charter, in debased silver coin of 384 grains to the 
dollar only. 

As the merchants of New York and the manufacturers of New Eng- 
land buy the trade-dollar, which is not money at all, and pay it out to 
their operatives and customers as money, is 1785 any doubt but what 
the same men as bankers would redeem the flve-dollar notes of the 
gentleman from Brooklyn in this debased silver coin and none other, 
precisely as the United States has redeemed all of its fractional cur- 
rency greenbacks of less than one dollar, which is the circulating note 
of the poor man, in a currency worth only eighty-four cents on a dol- 
lar, with no protest against the dishonor of this transaction from the 
gentleman from Brooklyn or his associate bankers? 

Therefore let us who stand here, representing the people, see to it 
that the same dollar which pays the poor man’s debt shall equally can- 
cel the rich man’s demand, so that both shall stand before the law 
alike, and that right and justice shall be done at the hands of Con- 
gress, in spite of executive recommendation or executive power, 
whether in the shape of veto or other. 

I have thus far answered the objection of dishonesty in the silver 
dollar, admitting the accusation that it would be of less value than 
the gold, but now I deny the premises. The standard of silver in the 
world was 15} to 1 in gold until England demonetized silver and took 
gold for the basis of her currency at a time when she controlled the 
only gold-producing country in any large quantities known to the 
cdi to wit, the gold coasts of Africa, supposed to be the Ophir of 

omon. 

England, in making that Sga Se order to get rid of silver, re- 
quired sixteen ounces of silver to be equal to one of gold, and enacted 
her own standard of fineness for gold, which, however, did not differ 
materially from the standard of fineness of other European nations, 
The Latin nations—French, Spanish, and others forming a union— 
still held fifteen and a half ounces of silver equal to one of gold. 
This country remained upon the same basis until after the discovery 
in 1832 of the gold mines of North Carolina and Georgia, which were 
sup at that time to be so rich in gold as soon to work a change 
in the coinage of the country, as indeed they did; and those mines 
were given protection by law altering the relation of gold to silver, 
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so that it took sixteen ounces of silver to buy one of gold instead of 
fifteen and a half as before. 

And so little notice was taken of the difference between gold and 
silver in the world at the time we fixed our sixteen-to-one standard 
of value, even down as late as 1857, when Perry was in Japan, he 
found in that nation that three ounces of silver would buy one of 
gold, and in China eleven ounces of silver would buy one of gold. 

From all time in Asiatic countries silver has always been the metal 
of coined money. Among the first authentic accounts we have of it 
is when Abraham bought the cave of Machpelah for a burying-place, 
and weighed ont, says the Scripture, four hundred shekels of silver 
(or about $200) “current with the merchants.” And although Ophir 
poured its gold into the lap of Solomon, yet silver remained the money 
of account, as defined in Leviticus by the law of Moses, when the 
redemption of a male was declared to be “fifty shekels of silver after 
the shekel of the sanctuary.” And this, too, it will be remembered, 
at a time when the Israelites used their gold to make a golden calf 
to worship. Times are changed; now the calf worships the gold. 

Solomon used his gold from Ophir for ornamentation and made of 
it wasb-hand basins and other basins which are nameless, for service 
in the temple; but still the “ shekel of the sanctuary” was the money 
of account. And so silver remains to-day in every Asiatic nation. 

So possessed were our fathers with the idea of the steadiness of 
the value of silver that in the later days of the colonies and the early 
days of the Republic they were accustomed to put in their contracts 
the kind and weight of silver in which they were to be paid; and I 
hold in my hand an obligation of Massachusetts, issued in the times 
of the Revolution, “ payable in Spanish milled dollars;” and when 
Massachusetts set up a coinage for herself—being the only colony 
that ever undertook to exercise that highest act of sovereignty, coin- 
ing money—she coined silver. 

Silver maintained its value as against gold in this country as in 
the world down to the time that we undertook to alter the relative 
value of silver by law in 1837, and it immediately then arose above 
the value of the gold dollar, so that it was used in the melting-pot, 
because bullion could be more cheaply obtained by using coin 
in avy other way. 

The “dollar of our fathers” held a value above the gold dollar, and 
went abroad in so much that the minting of the silver dollar had to 
be stopped by Jefferson, by Madison, and by Monroe, and in a little 
time after its debasement, in 1837, it again rose equal to and beyond 
the value of the gold dollar and became at a premium in comparison 
with the gold d until 1857, when the coinage was again stopped; 
and at last it was demoneti in 1873 upon the plea, so far as any 
reason was given at all, that being 3 per cent. more valuable than 
the gold dollar, the coining it was simply to send all the silver out of 
the = and leave here only the comparatively cheaper and baser 
metal—go. d. 

Because of this greater and steadier value of the silver dollar, be- 
cause of its scarcity, because it was of great value, because all hoard- 
ing was done in silver and not in gold, (for who ever heard of a hoard 
of gold in the earlier times?) our silver dollar became so scarce that 
one learned gentleman, for whom I have the highest respect, has 
founded an argument against this bill upon the proposition that the 
silver dollar had become “ obsolete” when we demonetized it. Why 
savage Because it had become too valuable for currency of circu- 

ation. 

Here let me call attention to a remarkably instructive fact. Upon 
the attempted resumption of specie payments by Great Britain after 
the fail of Napoleon, silver was more valuable than gold, and her 
public creditors claimed to be paid the debts due to them in silver, 
and refused gold, founding their claim upon the fact that the unit of 
account was in Great Britain the pound sterling, which they averred 
meant silver, as the original meaning of “pound” was a pound of sil- 
ver; and in Great Britain they were enabled to maintain this claim 
npon the government because none but rich men and their sons got 
into Parliament. 

Thank God, the Congress of the United States is not composed 
wholly of bankers and brokers; and the public creditor's claim to be 

id in better coin than he a to take will not be voted here 
use his eldest son holds his father’s wealth under the law of primo- 
geniture. 

This steadiness in the value of silver for so many generations is 
not accidental. The philosophical reason for it would seem to be 
this: gold fluctuates use it can be found upon the surface of the 
earth, and obtained by what is known as“ de mining;” that is 
to say, an unskilled laborer with his pan and shovel can wash out, as 
the case may be, ten, fifteen, thirty, fifty, or a hundred dollars per 
day, using neither skill nor capital, not owning or claiming any title 
to the land even from which he draws his wealth. When that can 
be done and where that is done, gold falls immensely in value, and 
everything else is said to rise in paoe; provisions are at a fabulous 
price in gold; iron is more valuable than gold, and it is only when 
the pon flows out and mixes with the great reservoir of gold in the 
world that the value is at all made equable. 

As we know, when the placer washings of California were discov- 
ered, it was believed that the value of gold would be unsettled ; and 
it was so far unsettled that in 1856 Germany demonetized gold be- 
cause of its fallin value. Afterward the placer mining of Australia 
unsettled the value of gold. Who shall say, when we penetrate the 


interior of Africa and re-explore the gold coast, the Ophir of Solomon, 
that gold may not be found in like abundance, to be so easily got that, 
like ar, amenos of the African cape, its value will be diminished 
one- 

On the contrary, no placer mines of silver have ever been dis- 
covered. No pure silver has ever been found except mixed with rock 
to be dug out through mines and shafts and galleries, and assa ed 
with great expense of capital and skilled labor. So that silver has 
always maintained, and, so far as we can foresee, always must main- 
tain a nearer relation to the other products which are wrought out 
by labor than the gold which has been so often picked up, almost with- 
out labor. 

We see daily announcements that the silver dollar of 4124 grains is 
only worth ninety cents in intrinsic value as compared with our gold 
dollar. This is far from being a true statement of the fact. How is 
it got at? We are told at this hour that silver is selling at fifty-five 
pence half-penny per ounce in the London market—as compared with 
what? With English sterling gold, which is eleven parts fine to one of 
alloy ; while our gold dollar is only nine parts fine to one of alloy, and 
this is the value of gold, too, in England, where the ratio is sixteen 
ounces of silver equal to an ounce of gold, when, if we 2 simp! 
across the channel into France, fifteen and a half ounces of silver wi 
purchase one of gold. So that, reckoned in our gold dollar, silver is 
worth ninety-seven cents as bullion, in com n with the weight 
of gold in our gold dollar; and the stamp which we pnt on it in the 
Mint will bring it up to one hundred in the money of account among 
the merchants, and make it a just representative unit of value. 

I am asked, why not put more silver into a dollar so as to make its 
value as merchandise equal to its coined value? I answer, why did 
not the gold worshiper put in more than 384 grains in the silver sub- 
sidiary coin to the dollar? Simply to prevent that coin from going 
into the melting-pot and going out of the country, and thus lost to 
the use of the people after being coined at the cost of the Govern- 
ment. So I desire never to see silver, in its merchandise value, within 
2 per cent. of its standard value, so that it may remain in this coun- 
try, = if it goes anywhere, may go to the nations of Asia where it is 
valned. 

I dare not put any more silver into our dollar because, in my 
judgment, long before another Con shall come together silver 
will have advanced beyond gold, when, remonetized by what ought 
to be and will be the t commercial nation of the world, if the 
productive powers of this people can have fair play and are not 
crushed out by a tyrannous financial system which is sucking out 
their substance and stamping out their energies. Then we shall have 
again to stop coining our silver dollars as our fathers did, to prevent 
the silver dollar from becoming an “ obsolete coin,” thus affording an 
argument to some learned Senator of a future generation to be used 
again in favor of the demonetization of silver. 

Among the false and insidious appliances to impede Congress from 
legislating in the interest of the people we have daily poured into 
our eurs as for the fact, by the newspa subsidized by bankers, 
native or foreign, that Congress may be held up to the hard contract 
and Shylock bargain of the bondholder requiring pay in silver at its 
mercantile value only, for what he paid us in paper only, in many 
instances at less than one-third of that silver value, is the rumor that 
Enrope is now sending back to us “sixty million” of bonds for sale 
in our markets which they will no longer hold, if we decide that they 
shall be paid, as they were agreed to be paid, in silver of an agreed 
weight and fineness. 

This is simply, basely, false. Is there a child, fit to be trusted to 
across the street alone and keep out of the way of passing teams, who 
does not know that, if sixty millions of bonds had been returned to- 
this country for immediate sale, such retarn would have affected the 
market price of bonds more than 10 or even 20 per cent., while in 
fact less than 1 per cent. is the substantial variation in price of bonds 
since the discussion of this question began? Nay, more; with the 
average rate of interest on the bonds of the best government in the 
world, payable in gold at 3 per cent. only, can any one believe that 
the German bankers are about to return their 6 per cent. bonds, or 
double interest, payable in silver, when the difference in the mercan- 
tile Toe between gold and silver varies less than one-fifth of their 
interest? 

For myself, so far from being frightened at the rumor of the sup- 
posed return of these bonds, while denying its trath, I say solemnly, 
upon my jadgment of what would be the best for the financial an 
business prosperity of this country, I wish it were true. I wish 
Europe would send back every bond of ours it holds; the sooner the 
better, and the lower the price at which they sell here, the better. If 
I could only hear that our 6 per cent. bonds were coming back at 
fifty cents on the dollar to be exchanged for our merchandise, our gold, 
or our silver, I should look upon it as the brightest and happiest finan- 
cial fact that the country ever knew. - 

Unaided and alone this country once carried by ourselves, all our 
bonds, when they were more than three thousand millions, instead of 
half that sum which is now abroad. Ay, and we carried them, too, 
amid the perils of a long and devastating war. Germany took none 
of our bonds, even when they had sunk to thirty cents on the dollar 
in gold, until near the close of the late war, and then only in an in- 
considerable quantity. As we carried them once, we can carry them 
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With fifteen hundred millions of 6 per cent. national, State, and 


corporate bonds abroad, we are compelled to send of our productions, 
either gold or silver, wheat, cattle, petroleum, or manufactures, 
ninety millions to pay our interest yearly, a continual drain, sapping 
the resources of the country, all which would be saved to us if our 
bonds only come back at the price we would take them. 

Reflect a moment, that if all our debt were owned in this country, 
while the Government would owe it, the nation would not. One cit- 
izen would pay taxes for interest, another would receive the interest; 
next year the tax-payer might become the interest-receiver, and the 
interest-receiver the E payor: If all our bonds were owned in this 
country by our citizens, the country would not be one dollar richer, 
nor one dollar „if they were all put into the fiery furnace and 
burned. The 8 as such would be relieved from a debt to 
be provided for by taxation. The whole people of the country, as 
such, would make neither loss nor gain. 

What is our present financial condition? Our savings-banks are 
failing because they can find no securities, which are not liable to 
great depreciation, bearing a reasonably high rate of interest in which 
they can invest the earnings of their depositors so that they may 
draw a remunerativo interest. Money goes begging at no interest at 
all, and lies idle and useless because the capitalist can find nothin 
in which to invest. Would not men who have their money inves 
in savings-banks and trust companies to the amount of twelve or 
fourteen hundred millions be very glad to have our Government bond 
at 6 or 5, ay, or at 4 per cent., ata pries below par for investment! 

All history shows that there is nothing so destructive to the pros- 
perity of a nation as a continual drain upon its resources by annual 
payments to a foreign country. 

That England has been able to s under her national debt of 
four billions seven hundred millions is because it is substantially held 
by her own citizens alone, 

That France is that miracle of wealth, of industry and prosperity, 
when all other nations are suffering, comes from the fact that her 
national debt is distributed in very small sums among her people. I 
admit that it is true that the national debt of Great Britain held at 
home while it does not draw from her resources as a nation, yet has 
made two classes of her. citizens the very rich and the very poor; but 
that is because ont of the twenty-odd millions of population in the 
island of Great Britain the holders of her debt are only a little over 
one hundred and twenty-six thousand holding an average amount of 
her debt of some $35,000 each; while France, so prosperous up to the 
late war with Germany, because her debt of abont seven hundred 
millions was held by over eleven hundred thousand of her people or 
an average per capita holding of about PEN. 

There is no more instructive. Jesson to be read and pondered upon 
by the statesman when dealing with financial problems than the con- 
templation of the condition to which Ireland has been reduced by 
a continued drain npon her resources without anything in return. 
All writers on political economy agree that ‘Irish absenteeism ” is 
the primary cause of her decline. Sixty years ågo Ireland contained 
one of the most prosperous and happy people on the globe. 

The happiness and prosperity of a people can always be gauged by 
the production of children, for statistics show that the number of 
marriages in all countries where such statistics are kept varies year 
by year in exact ratio with the price of corn. Teeming with popula- 
tion, Ireland had eight millions of contented and well-fed people, her 
land was rich, tilled like a garden, her manufactures were numerous 
and productive, and her landed proprietors and manufacturers lived 
upon the soil and added their annual returns to her wealth. 

In consequence of her union with England, it became fashionable 
for her landholders and capitalists to live abroad and spend in for- 
eign countries the revenues received from the lands occupied by the 
tenantry and their investments. The amount was not large. It has 
been estimated to have been $12,500,000 only per annum, or a dollar 
and a half to each of her population. That constant drain, without 
return, reduced her population in a single generation from eight mill- 
ions to four millions, and those who remained, to and want. 
So much so that she became. an object of charity to mankind, and 
we sent a national ship laden with corn for her relief. Her people 
swarmed away from her shores in emigration; many of them coming 
here and furnishing the strong arms of our Jabor. 

Nay, this drain was equally destructive to the absentee landhold- 
ers themselves, for a little later nearly all the estates of Ireland have 
gone into insolvency throngh the “incumbered estates court,” a sort 
of real-estate bankrupt court. 

The cause being thus partially removed, Ireland has since made 
progress to resume her place among the nations as a happy and con- 
tented people. 

We have no absentee lords to spend our earnings abroad. We have 
by far too much spent abroad by the butterflies of fashion, who mi- 
grate to Europe to furnish their wardrobes and smuggle large amounts 

ome in their trunks. 

What we do have, instead of absentee lords, is national, State, city, 
county, aud corporate indebtment abroad, which calls for payment 
in gold to the amount of more than one hundred and twenty-five 
millions, or about $5 per annum in gold value and sent abroad for 
every man, woman, and child iu this country. 

The dollar and a half for cach living soul, sent abroad, ruined Ire- 
land. What $5 each will do to America depends upon the difference in 


the energy of our labor, the capacity of our production, and the suc- 
cess of our enterprises, which are now so ee e by the 
financial measures which we are endeavoring to alleviate that the 
ery of the gold bullionist is that we have grown suddenly poor from 
overproduction! 

This country at the present moment is like a wealthy farmer with 
a rich farm heavily mort and for which every year the corn and 
cattle and hay have to be sold to pay the interest on the mortgage. 
Who does not know the end to which that farm must come? Was I 
not right, then, in saying that I shall hail it a happy day when I see 
our bonds come back from Europe, and the heavy drain upon our re- 
e industries first diminished, then stopped, and I trust 

‘orever 

But, it is said, “Oh, it will never do to have our bonds come back; 
we can’t sustain a debt payable at home.“ Again, I answer, but we 
did sustain a twice greater debt payable at home, even in the very 
crisis of the war, when millions of men stood face to face with arms 
in their hands in the field, and the draught upon the production of 
this country was heavier than was ever known before. 

But I answer further, in contradiction to the idea of some financier, 
pioka up by guess who has held the position of Secretary of the 

reasury, that the interest of our bonds ought to be made payable 
abroad in order that the bonds might be sold abroad. That is exactly 
where they ought not to be sold. Every endeavor should be made to 
have them sold hero at home, so many of them as need to be issned, 
m the fewer the better. I aver that wo ean carry our bonds at 

ome, 

We have one class of bonds, payable principal and interest in cur- 
rency, not taken abroad at all, carried by our own citizens, a G per 
cent. interest-paying bond, payable, too, let me say here, principal and 
interest in “rag baby,” “failed paper,” “broken promises,” the much- 
abused greenback, which a gentleman from New York shook in our 
face from the Clerk's desk the other day with apparently not the 
slightest conception of what it was or what it contained or in what 
manner it was payable, and yet that 6 per cent. bond, so payable in 
“rag money,” “broken promises,” is 10 per cent. higher than any 6 
per cent. gold-bearing or gold-payable bond of the United States in 
the market, and has been for a series of years. I refer aow to the cur- 
rency sixes, and ask, when Iam through, for any gentleman to get 
the New York papers and read the quotations. “ Ob, yes,” I shall be 
flippantly answered, “ that is because it is a long bond.” Ia along 
bond and a high rate of interest are preferable; but not if anybody - 
believed the slanders on our greenback that it was “failed paper,“ 
“broken promises to pay.” Would not the real state of that bond in 
that case be that the longer the worse, instead of longer the better? 

Again, I am answered, the people believe that the greenback will 
be paidin gold. Ineed only declare the fact that by law they are 
payable in silver dollars of 412} grains, which is the dollar of our 
fathers, which we are engaged in rehabilitating, that it may do the 
same service for the sons which it did for their sires. 

It will be seen that I take a somewhat different view of the effect 
of a silver coinage from others of its advocates. I am certain that it 
will not make that great loss to the country which its enemies predict. 
Ido not ee, the great immediate benefits to the debtor which 
some of its enthusiastic friends claim. 

Being tho greatest silver-producing country of the world now, I 
think it is unstatesman-like and unwise, nay, ruinous to the commer- 
cial prosperity of this country, that we, eee nation, lying 
nearer on the great Pacific, in fact, than any other commercial nation, 
to the nations of Asia, where four hundred million out of the six 
hundred million on earth who are known to use stamped money use 
silver only, should not take advantage of the good gift that God has 
sent usin our silver mines, to utilize in the e possible way His 
good providence, drawing closer the bond of commerce between them 
and us, until the teas and silks of China, the hemp and spices of India, 
the beautiful products of Japan shall come to the world through the 
ports of the Pacific coast and be distributed by our merchants, leay- 
ing the rich guerdon of its freights in transportation to our steam- 
ships and rai and the commissions for the handling of this vast 
traffic as profits to our merchants; so that San Francisco, although 
on the far western water, by its nearer connection to the east shall 
more than rival New York on the eastern side of the continent, 

If I could have legislation as I would frame it, on finance; if I could 
have an “AMERICAN SYSTEM OF FINANCE,” I would not lock up three 
or four or five hundred millions of silver in the vaults of banks or of 
the Treasury as a basis of circulation or distribute it to do duty simply 
as coin. I do not believe, nor does any one of the friends of silver, 
so far as I know, who is looking at the subject intelligently, believe 
that any great amount will be coined ; nay, it cannot be coined with 
any appliances of the Mint that we can pnt upon it, in such amounts 
as to mako t difference in the volume of currency in any near 
time in the future. 

Being a silver-producing country and a wheat-producing conntry 
also, I want to seo both silver and wheat sent abroad to pay our debts 
and bring tho balance of trade in our favor, instead of allowing it to 
run backward against us, as in the present year as compared with the 
prior year, twenty-three millions, 

I see neither wisdom nor statesmanship in locking our silver up in 
vaults whore it cannot be used, any more than I should see wisdom 
and statesmanship in locking up, by law, our wheat in granaries 
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where it could not be used, upon some senseless fear that seed-time 
and harvest would fail, instead of sending it away to make room for 
the new crop and relieve the nation of its burdens, by its sale. 

: Ishall be asked, then, Why do you advocate the remonetization of 
silver?” I answer, the science of statesmanship is the balancing of 
inconveniences; and while I shall show in a moment wherein I think 
consists the unwisdom of coining silver into money or storing it in 
vaults to be made the ye of the paper money of account, I see the 
finances of the coun such deplorable condition that they must 
have relief or national and individual bankruptcy will sweep up the 
property of the country, save wealth taves in debtor obligations, 
so that all property will pass into the hands of the creditor portion 
of the people, a dormant, useless, valueless, and idle on, the 
very reverse of a blessing to the tax-paying holder without income— 

“ Like Dead Sea fruits which tempt the eye, 
But turn to ashes on the lips.” 

With at least three millions of unemployed laborers; with the best 
mercantile, manufacturing, mining, and 3 establishments be- 
ing closed by ruinous insolvency; with the savings-banks tottering, 
so that the stored earnings of e of labor are imperiled and depre- 
ciating one-half; with the laborer himself so discontented, so pow- 
erless to help himself, as he looks upon the hollow cheek of wife and 
the glazing eye of starving children, driven to desperation so that he 
is ready to break loose from all the bonds of law that society has 
thrown around him for the protection of all property rights. 

Do I state these facts too strongly? Is it an overwrought picture? 

I have not troubled you with statistical tables, but there are a few 
figures taken from commercial See so remarkable and so 

ent as to be necessarily considered. 

‘or the year 1857, the time when we felt the full force and effect on 
the stability and ansaid of business carried on with paper mone: 
redeemable in gold and silver, or what is called “specie payments, 
when the banks failed to make their promises, the number of 
business failures was forty-nine hundred and thirty-two, with aggre- 
gate liabilities of $291,750,000. Failures continued closing up - 
ness firms until in 1860. there were only twenty-six hundred and 
seventy-six failures, with liabilities of $50,000,000. 

But in 1861, the first year of the war, when the banks again sus- 
pended specie payments, failures increased to sixty-nine hundred and 
ninety-throe in number, and $207,250,000 of liabilities, After the 25th 
of February, 1862, business felt the relief of the issue of the n- 
back, and in that year, the war still going on, there were only sixteen 
hundred and fifty-two failures, and liabilities $23,000,000. In 1863, 
when the fall force of the relief from the issue of greenbacks was 
felt, the failures were reduced to four hundred and ninety-five only, 
with $8,000,000 of liabilities. In 1864 there were only five hun 
and twenty failures, with $8,500,000 of liabilities. The warstill going 
on iu 1865, when we came to settle up the whole business of the war, 
there was only five hundred and thirty failures, with $17,500,000 of 
liabilities. In 1867, when we commenced upon our measures of con- 
traction of the greenback currency, failures increased to twenty-seven 
hundred and eighty, with $96,500,000 of liabilities; and in 1873, to 
which the bullionist points as the culmination of the effect of the war 
and extravagant speculation and overtrading in an inflated currency 
called greenbacks, and which is claimed to be a lesson against any 
other currency except bank-notes redeemable in specie, there was 
substantially the same number of failures that there was in the specie- 
PEAS, year of 1857, But the whole amount of liabilities was 
$228,500,000, the effect of greenback overtrading, in a largely increased 
population and business, as against the amount of failures in 1857 
from specie-redemption overtrading, is A GAIN from $291,750,000, by a 
diminution of $63,500,000 in the amount of liabilities in favor of 
greenbacks against specie basis. : 

In 1874, the year before the resumption act was passed, the “ weed- 
ing out” process among business men having gone on meanwhile, 
there were AT Sinx hundred and thirty failures, with an aggregato 
of $155,250,000 of liabilities; and in 1875, after the of the re; 
sumption act, the number of failures was increased from six thousand 
to eight thousand, and from $155,250,000 of liabilities to $201,000,000, 
And as the baleful effects of the resumption act became more potent, 
failures spreading in all classes of society, in the year 1876 the num- 
ber of failures was 50 per cent. over 1874, or from six thousand 
in 1874 to nine Atete Si 1876, with an increase of $40,000,000 in 
liabilities. In 1877, notwithstanding this sifting process for four 
zany; tho number of failures was nine thousand, the amount of lia- 

ilities was $190,500,000, or one failure in every seventy-three of the 
business men of the country. 

These business disasters are still going on during the year 1878 in a 
still-increasing ratio, now threatening to involve the revenues and 
credits of the Government itself. 

Shall we then do nothing to stop this, but still turn on the screws 
of contraction until, as I have said, individual, national, universal 
bankruptcy shall follow ? 

I seek, therefore, some hopeful measure of relief, although it may 
not bo the best that the wisdom of man could devise. I accept any- 
thing; I cling to anything; I am willing to rae any remedy rather 
than the country should remain in its present distress. I see before 
me, only ten months off, a law which is devised to bring all prop- 
erty save indcbtments down by shrinkage of values, so that debts 
shall appreciate and be paid in gold alone. I believe it impossible 


that that can be done without destruction, even, to the creditor inter- 
est itself. Iam certain that it cannot be done without striking down 
all il oe depreciating all 1 80 low in price as to allow 
the debts to foreclose upon the industrial and producing wealth of 
the country. My judgment is convinced, my mind is instructed, that 
there are no inconveniences, harm, and wrong that can possibly come 
to this people so great as these! 

Looking about, then, for a remedy, I see before me the fact ac- 
knowledged by all, that the remonetization of silver will stop this 


contraction of property values, that the debt will no longer go up 


and everything else go down. 

The mort, has been increasing and the mortgaged property 
decreasing day by day; the bond has inflating, the substance of 
the people has been collapsing, for more than four years. 

This must stop. 

The remonetization of silver will certainly tend to stop it, and no 
cost which can accrue to the country from remonetization will equal 
the gain to the people and their prosperity, if if can be understood 
definitely and certainly that the time of contraction of values in 


Property is past. 

rom that hour values will begin to appreciate, so that enterprise 
vrs start afresh with a certainty that its rewards and the products 
of industry will not be cut by shrinkage in its exchangeable 
value, arising from financial measures against which no business 
foresight or capacity can provide; that the ship that is built to-day 
will be worth more when it is finished than when its keel was laid ~ 
that the manufactory will be worth more than the expenditure for 
its cost; that the cloth woven will be worth more than the wool out 
of which it is made when it is done; that the iron smelted and 
ier into form will be more valuable than the ore from which it 

cast. 

These things are not so now, but the change will come from hav- 
ing it thoronghly understood as a fixed fact that contraction here 
and now stops. This is the only and immediate great and wide-spread 
benefit that any man with pretensions to statesmanship can look for 
from the remonetization of silver; and it is a blessing which will fall 
upon this country as the manna fell upon the children of Israel in 
their desolation at the moment of starvation—by the use of a natural 
gift of God to the saving of the people. 

I see nothing, therefore, inconsistent in saying to this House that I 
do not consider the use of silver as a currency by any means the best 
currency for that use. I have said that I think it senseless, expen- 
sive, foolish, to lock up valuable merchandise to do duty as a cur- 
rency when experience has told all men who have ever used a bank- 
er’s check, a bill of credit, a bill of exchange, a promissory note, or a 
greenback, that an inexpensive article may be made a measure of 
value, and that to make it the measure of value needs no merchan- 
dise value in the article of which the measure itself is composed, but 
that its value can fully be determined by what is written or stamped 
upon it, and not by its merchandise value. 

Let me illustrate this topic by calling to your attention what has 
happened under your own cyes within the last three years. Three 
pra ago we bad for our snbsidiary money for daily use what was 

nown as the “fractional currency,” or parts of the greenback dol- 
lar. Cheap and inexpensive, because the loss in the wear and tear 
of metallic coin when nsed for that purpose would be equal to the 
cost of printingit; convenient—no man doubts that it was much more 
convenient than any other form of such money ever used; safe, asit 
was much more dificult to counterfeit than small silver coin; desired 
and appreciated by the people, from whom no complaint came up to 
5 to withdraw it from circulation ; and yet it was withdrawn. 

What was that fractional currency, nearly fifty millions of it? It 
was a part of the non-interest-bearing debt of the United States, 
which the people were satisfied to carry without asking any interest 
upon it, to be got by taxation. Not only cheap in that regard, but 
by a singular felicity it was dividend-paying to the United States; 
because, when any individual lost a fifty-cent scrip, the Government 
gained it, If a man loses a silver half-dollar, both he and the Goy- 
ernment lose it; it is gone forever from everybody; so that we find, 
when we have called the fractional currency in for redemption, there 
are some twelve or fifteen millions of it which cannot be found, and is 
so much gain to the Government. 7 

Why was this cheap, safe, and desirable fractional currency with- 
drawn? In the interest of specie payments, as it is called; in the 
interest of the gold bullionists. 

As the first step toward what is called resumption, a Secretary of 
the Treasury was found who recommended to Congress that he be 
allowed to issue fifty millions of 5 per cent. gold-bearing and gold- 
payable bonds of the United States, which will not be paid for thirty 
years, to buy silver to be coined at a great expense at the Mint, issued 
to take the place of our fractional currency to be withdrawn and 
canceled. Upon what plea and pretense was this done? So that, as 
it was claimed, we might have a subsidiary coin of a merchandise 
value equal to its stamped value; there never was any other reason. 

But did any man ever stop to consider when he handed a fifty-cent 
scrip to his coachman for driving him to the cars whether or not it 
had any merchandise value? Or did the coachman when he received 
it take any note of its want of value as merchandise, when it pro- 
cured him his supper? It was claimed to be necessary to have a 
merchandise value in our small coinage, yet its issue was so debased 
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that there was only eighty-odd cents’ worth of silver in a dollar; so 
that the holder was obliged to depend upon the stamp at last. 

If he could trust the stamp of the United States for twenty cents 
on the dollar, could he not trust his Government for a whole dollar? 

See the great wrong and loss wrought by this change of our frac- 
tional currency! This generation is to be taxed to pay for the privi- 
lege of using small debased silver coin, which will be substantially 
lost and worn out in thirty years and disappear from the face of the 
earth, the enormous sum of two hundred and nine millions and odd 
thousand dollars. Take your pencil and 1 and figure it up: 5 
per cent. at compound interest on fifty millions for thirty years, and 
add the 8 for the lost and worn-out silver. 

And the people of this country are to be taxed this enormous sum 
for the privilege of wearing out their pockets with subsidiary silver 
eoin nrg of carrying the light and more convenient fractional 
currency 

I do not believe that that Secretary of the Treasury who framed 
this measure ever sat down to make this calculation that I have 
done. If he did, and then foolishly cast this enormous burden on 
the people of this generation, a just Government ought to hang him 
to the nearest lamp-post for malice toward all mankind. If he did 
not foresee what mischief his financeering would do, then I do not 
know but what he onght to hang anyhow, because of his incompe- 
tency to discharge the duties of the office he did not fill. 

With this example before me, does any one suppose that I desire 
the locking up of three or four hundred millions of silver bullion in 
the shape of silver dollars to be borrowed by the United States on 
our bonds, to be paid for from taxation; or, if not borrowed by the 
Government, yet to have so much merchandise, the production of 
this country by our labor, thus destroyed which ought instead to go 
abroad to pay our debts; and the larger the amount of silver held to 
do duty as coin which could be better done by paper, the larger the 
amount of merchandise value is extinguished in making it coin. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, Tam ready to say with the preacher, (Eccle- 
siastes v, 10:) „He that loveth silver shall not be satisfied with sil- 

ver.“ We want the greenback for our currency and mean to have it. 
Of that currency I said on this floor nine years ago and repeat now 
with all the confidence gained by experience: 

“T stand h therefore, for inconvertible money, the „Which 
has fought our battles — saved our country Fehich hes fen r a just 
equivalent for the blood of our soldiers, the lives of our sons, the widowhood of 
our daughters, and the orphanage of their children. 

I stand here for a currency by which the business transactions of forty million 

le are safely and successfully done, which, founded on the faith, the weal 
and property of the nation, is at once the excmplar and engine of its industry an 
power; that money which saved the country in war, and which has given it pros- 
perity and happiness in peace. To it four million men owe their emancipation 

slavery; to it labor is indebted for elevation from that thrall of d tion 
in which it been enveloped for ages. I stand for that money, therefore, which 
is by far the better agent and instrument of exchange of an enlightened and free 
people than gold and silver, the money alike of the BARBARIAN and tho DESPOT.” 

But I do not desire that the greenback currency should be made to 
serve the country as it has done, vilified, insulted, depreciated by the 
act of the Government itself; being refused not only to be received 
for all debts due the Government, uot even paid for all demands due 
from the Government. 

The “ American system of finance” which will obtain in the near 
future—and I hope at once—which I desire, is: 

First. A dollar that shall have at all times a certain fixed and stable 
value below which it cannot go. 

Second. I demand that that dollar shall be issued by the Govern- 
ment alone, in the exercise of its high prerogative and constitutional 
power, and that that power shall not be delegated to any corporation 
or individual, any more than Charles the Second ought to have dele- 
gated his prerogative of stamping gold coin for the benefit of his par- 
amours, as a monopoly. 

Third. I want that dollarstamped upon some convenient and cheap 
material of the least ible intrinsic value, so that neither its wear 
nor its destruction will be any loss to the Government issuing it. 

Fourth. I also desire the dollar to be made of such material for the 
purpose that it shall never be exported or desirable to carry out of 
the country. ing an American system of finance I do not pro- 

to adapt it to the wants. of any other nation and especially the 
hinese, who are nearly one-quarter of the world. 

Fifth. I desire that the dollar so issued shall never be redeemed, I 
see no more reason why the unit of measure of value should be re- 
deemed or redeemable than that the yard-stick with which I measure 
my a“ or the quart with which I measure my milk should be re- 
deemed. 

Sixth. For convenience only, I propose that the dollar so issued 
shall be quite equal to, or a little better than, the present value of 
the average gold dollar of the world, not to be chan or chan 
able, if the gold dollar grows lower in value or grows higher, or to 
obliged to conform itself in value in any re; to the dollars of any 
other nation of the world, keeping itself always stable and fixed so 
that when all the property of the country adjusts itself to it as a 
measure of value it shall remain a fixed standard forever. But if it 
is ever changed, it shall change equally and alike for the creditor and 
the debtor; not as the dollar based upon supposed gold whose changes 
always have given the creditor the advautage. 

To give the greenback currency thus described a fixed and stable 
value, I would make it fandable at all times, and at a sufficient num- 
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or registered bonds 
of $50 and the multiples thereof up to $10,000, bearing interest at 3.65 
per cent., payable semi-annually, which bonds should be reconvertible 

to currency at the pleasure of the holder at every penis depository. 

Thus I would have a currency better than a gold currency; unal- 
terable in value because founded upon the wealth, power, and prop- 
erty together with all the gold and silver of the country; held by all 
the people, whose interest it would be to keep it at a steady measure 
of value to which all property would soon mmodate itself, and 
ultimately the whole national debt would be brought home from 
abroad and funded into this national bond. 

This would give to America a non-exportable currency better than 
any other, capable at all times of being invested at home at an equal 
rate of interest with gold of the world, which is now in the best gov- 
ernment securities invested at an average of 3 per cent. only. 

I only state, and do not now argue the question, what in my judg- 
ment is the currency that the people of this country demand as neces- 
sary to its prosperity, its power, its honor, its glory. A currence 
made by the people, for the people, and the whole people, into whic 
the savings of the poor man and the surplus of the rich one, all 
should be alike invested in perfect safety; taking the place of de- 
posits in the savings-banks and deposits in the banks of discount; 
in which the laboring-man would have the same interest and look 
upon with the same favor as the capitalist. 

This would tend to bring to an end in all matters of finance the 
contest between capital and labor, the rewards of both being brought 
into the same medium of exchange. 

By this system of fxyance the unforseen fluctuations in the volume 
of the currency; the fall in values of property not to be provided 
against by business foresight; the high rate of interest which eats ~ 
out the very vitals of enterprise, the means of manipulating the cur- 
rency, by which the banker grows rich and the business man grows 
poor; and the fluctuations of real estate, the most valuable and 
stable of all ions, now changing like the variations of the 
barometer as the whirlwind approaches, will be as much a thing of 
the past as are the products of d-spinning and hand-weaving as 
compared with the textures woven by the power-loom. 

I sketched in this place this * of finance nine years ago. It 
was not popular then perhaps because unknown; it is now much 
more known and has become the demand of the people. I have re- 
ceived political persecution and sometimes almost social ostracism, 
because of these views ever since. What motive could I then have 
had and now have to advocate them except for the prosperity, power, 
and glory of my country, in behalf of which I have endeavored to do 
all that I might do in the front while my detractors stayed in the 
rear “ with the bummers and sutlers.” 

Because e their T I have been cet a dema 0. Para 
agogy is seeking to ride into power on a popular cry or by panderin 
to popular prejudice. If ademagogue, why, then, did I advocate an 
do still cling to an unpopular measure? On the contrary the states- 
man seeks to remedy hurtful errors in the government of his country 
and instruct the popular mind in regard to them, to their true inter- 
est and to see the right as it is given him to see it re ess of loss 
or gain of place or power. By that standard I am ready to have all 
my acts tried in the candid judgment of all just men. 

{The hammer fell at four o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m., Mr. 
Butter’s hour having expired. ]} 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask unanimons consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] be permitted to p. and finish his 
8 


peech. 
There was no objection, and Mr. BUTLER resumed and concluded 


ber of places convenient to the people, in 720 5 


his speech at five o'clock ip: m. 
Mr. CHITTENDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 


Mr. BUTLER. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I desire to do the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts no injustice, but I understood him to state explicitly that he 
disbelieved that our bonds were being returned from Europe, but he 
desired them to be returned until the price of the 6 per cent. bonds 
should be 50 per cent. on their par value. Now I wish to ask this 
question: What will become of the poor men and women who own 
$500,000,000 of deposits in the savings-banks of Massachusetts and 
New York when these 6 per cent. bonds are returned from Europe at 
fifty cents on the dollar. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the question? 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think this will be what will happen: they will 
be just where they are now with their deposits, not in 6 per cent. 
bonds, but in tumbled-down real estate in New York, not worth 15 
per cent. on the dollar, with the taxes to be paid. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Does the gentleman mean by that that every 
savings-bank in New York and Massachusetts will be bankrupt? 

Mr. BUTLER. They are bankrupt already so far as Government 
bonds are concerned, for they have few ornone; they have sold them 
already to meet the demands of their depositors. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Does the gentleman mean that all the savin 
banks in New York and Massachusetts will be and ought to be bank- 
supe Ry the return of these bonds! 

. BUTLER. They will be; but they ought not to be bankrupt. 
They will be bankrupt, because the value of. their securities in real 


. 
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estate and railroads, and everything else but Government bonds, have | 257) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
been diminished two-thirds by this infernal lust for gold. [Applause.] | and other wars therein named, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN. I wish to hold the gentleman to the point i 
he will allow me to ask him another question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; I am content that you shall do so. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. If you, as the advocate of unlimited remone- 
tization of silver, force back upon this country the “many hundred 
of millions of bonds,” to use your own expression, which are held in 
Germany, and thereby break down, before the world, every seringe 
bank in New York and Massachusetts, who will be held responsible? 
Will not you, sir, by forcing back these bonds, be fairly entitled to 
be hung to a lamp-post, where you desired the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to be hnng? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill take my chance with the rest when the lamp- 

st comes around; I have no fear u pon that point. But it will not 

the return of the bonds which will break the savings-banks. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. By what authority does the gentleman say 

Mr. BUTLER. Because -7 now break and are Wosa; they 
are rotten and are sinking, and the bonds have not come back. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I know a savings-bank that has $10,000,000 
of Government bonds. If they are obliged to take $5,000,000 for them 
they are ruined, and twenty thousand depositors are ruined with 

them. The poor people for whom you profess to speak, and about 
whom we hear so much on this floor, the laboring men and women, 
twenty thousand of them depositing in that one bank, will be reduced 
to beggary forever. 

Mr. BUTLER. And if that happens every one of the directors of 
Ten bank should be hung to a lamp-post and burned afterward. 

ter. 

Mr CHITTENDEN. Iam no joker. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Nor I either; and let me tell you in all seriousness 
if that happens they are very likely to be. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I know the gentleman from Massachusetts 
has moments of seriousness, and I now wish to appeal to his possible 
serious 77 855 

Mr, BUT. I never was in better temper in my life. [Laugh- 


ter. 

M. CHITTENDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts if there is any more prosperity for this country—and that means 
prosperity to the laboring-man, to the 7 e to the man who 
works in the blacksmith shop and in the shoemaker shop—is there 
any more prosperity for this country until there is restored confidence 
to capital? And will your everlasting, irredeemable, immeasurable 
greenbacks restore that confidence ? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the prosperity of this country depends upon the 
2 per cent. difference between gold and greenbacks, then God help 
the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Oh, no, don’t play with the question; come 
right down to the work, my friend. [Laughter.] If you have a house 
to build or a horse to buy, you know what practical business is. Now, 
Task you to come right down to the work. You have spoken of bank- 
ers aud brokers. In this House of two hundred and ninety members 
there are two hundred and fifty lawyers. 

Mr. BUTLER, I wish the other forty were. [Langhter.] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Now, I ask you to doff your gown and come 
right down to the work, and tell me whether, without confidence to 
capital, ou can restore prosperity to this country. 

. BUTLER. I would a great deal rather have some better basis 
for prosperity in this country than the confidence which has hereto- 
fore been so fully bestowed upon the capitalists of the country by 
Congress with such results. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. You think the basis should be eternal, meas- 
ureless backs. I think that is what you said. 

Mr. BUTLER, I did not quite say that; I will say again what I 
did say. I want you to understand that I look upon the greenback, 
based upon the strength, the power, the wealth of the country, as a 
great deal better basis for its prosperity than any one product of the 
country, whether it be wheat, corn, gold, silver, or confidence. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. That leads me to my final remark. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am glad to hear it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I wish to say to the gentleman that in his 
6 h, which is in print, he represented me as going to the Clerk's 

esk with a five-dollar bill in my hand. Now, Fina to have him 
make a correction and to say that it was a ten-dollar bill; and that I 
do not come within the tive-dollar limit. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg your pardon. I did you great wrong. I 
should not accuse you of having anything in common with the labor- 
ee Sag so low a8 a five-dollar bill. [Great laughter.] 

r. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move that the committee now 


rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must recognize the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Davis] as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, I will yield for a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. EDEN reported that, pursuant to the order of the House, 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had nnder 
consideration the Union generally and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles ; in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (S. No. 97) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant permis- 
sion to the proprietors of salmon fisheries now located on Three Tree 
Point military reservation, on the Columbia River, in Washington 
Territory, to remain on said reservation ; 

A bill (S. No. 401) for the relief of Charles H. Moseley ; 

A bill (S. No, 755) granting a pension to Martha C. Kendall; and 

A bill (S. No. Md i the relief of Ebenezer Walker, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 927) for the relief of James W. Glover, postmaster 
at Oxford, in the State of Maine; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1928) to change the name of the steamship C. M. 
Whittaker to Caroline. 

Mr. BANNING, I move that the House now adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, de that 
they had examined aud found truly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 927) for the relief of James W. Glover, postmaster 
at Oxford, in the State of New York; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1928) to change the name of the steam-tug C. M. 
Whittaker to Caroline. : 

AMERICAN WOOD-PRESERVING COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, together with papers aceom- 
panying the same, in relation to a contract with the American Wood- 
yee rving Company ; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. i 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE GREAT KANAWHA RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of Major William P. Craighill on 
the improvement of the Great wha River ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


MODIFICATIONS OF CONTRACTS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report on House bill No. 2773, to ratif. 
the modifications of certain contracts for public buildings; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun&s. 


WILLIAM HINES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting papers in relation to the gratuitous issue of 
clothing to private William Hines, Company F, Eighteenth United 
States Infantry; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


EDMUND T. RYAN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting copies of papers in the case of Edmund T. 
Ryan, late lieutenant Fifteenth Infantry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
The SPEAKER also Iaid before the House a communieation from 


the Secretary of the Navy, asking appropriations for sundry objects; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


FOURTEENTH VOLUME, OPINIONS OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, forwarding a statement in regard to the publication of 
the fourteenth volame of the Opinions of the Attorneys-General, with 
a copy of the said volume; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

LIGHTING THE CAPITOL BY ELECTRICITY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a proposition of W. E. 
Sawyer, of New York, for lighting the Capitol by electricity ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. LEON- 
ARD, indefinitely, and to Mr. JORGENSEN, for four days, on account 
of important business. 

WILLIAM S. GRANT. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3552) for the relief of William S. Grant; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The motion of Mr. BANNING that the House adjourn was then 
agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Papers relating to the claim of Benjamin L. 
Brittin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Miss Alice Park—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of J. R. Dunning and 65 other citizens of Bloom- 
ingdale, Illinois, against any change in the duty on flaxseed and 
linseed oil—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BALLOU: The ponpon of the Pilgrim Congregational 
Church of North Weymouth, Massachusetts, for a commission of in- 
quiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffie—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 

By Mr. BANNING: The petitions of Walter Hartpeace, publisher 
of the Harrison (Ohio) News, and of Charles B. Murray, publisher 
of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Live Stock Review, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of E. J, Christy, publisher of the 
Southern Watchman, Athens, Georgia, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BLAIR: The ponton of the First Baptist church of Wor- 
cester, Massachusetts, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUCK: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of John 
Berlier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petitions of the publishers of the following- 
named newspapers in Illinois: Fulton County Ledger, Deutsche Zeit- 
ung, Brimfield Gazette, Canton Register, and Peoria Daily National 
Democrat, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, ; 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route between Duncan’s Bridge and Woodville, Missouri—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURDICK : The petition of the German Catholic Publish- 
ing Company of Dubuque, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on 
ty to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. CLAFLIN : The petition of 33 citizens of Stafford, Connecti- 
cut, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of S. J. Tomlinson, publisher of 
the Lapeer (Michigan) Clarion, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUTLER : The petition of Henry Matthey, publisher of the 
Carlstadt (New Jersey) Freie Presse, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DANFORD : The petition of V. T. Mo and 90 others, 
citizens of Bellaire, Ohio, against any change in the tariff laws—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of J. C. Gallaher, publisher of 
the Florida Expositor, Live Oak, Florida, for the abolition of the 
duty on ty to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petition of the American Bo- 
racic Acid pe pr A ed a tariff of ten cents per pound be levied on 
boracic acid, and t cents per pound on borate of soda and borate 
of lime—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of N. G. Kittle against the abolition of the duty 
on panpa er—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. B. McNeil, for a reduction of the duty on 
type—to the same committee, 

Also the petition of 2,340 officers and seamen serving on deep-water 
vessels sailing out of the port of San Francisco, California, against 
the amendment e gene in Mr. McCoox’s bill (H. R. No. 2488) to the 
shipping act of 1872—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 132 shipmasters commanding deep-water ves- 
sels sailing ont of the port of San Francisco, California, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petitions of publishers of the following- 
named newspapers in Iowa: Raymond Journal, Mason City Express, 
and Shell Rock News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURHAM: The petition of Neild & Grimes, publishers of 


the Kentucky Observer, Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petitions of J. R. Doughty, publisher 
of the Isabella County (Michigan) Enterprise, and of H. H. Graves, 


ublisher of the Isabella Times, Mount Pleasant, Michigan, of simi- 
ar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petitions of the publishers of the follow- 
ing-named newspapers in Ohio: Advertiser, (Tiffin,) Independent 
Press, (Wakeman,) Jeffersonian, (Findlay,) Democratic Messenger, 
(Fremont,) Fremont Courier, Weekly Journal, (Sandusky,) Norwalk 
Reflector, and Bellvue Local News, of similar import—to the same 
committee. f 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of D. G. & W. R. Gregory, pub- 
lishers of the Fayette County Record, La Grange, Texas, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of C. A. Arnold, publisher of 
the Chronicle, Bluffton, Indiana, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 


By Mr. HAYES: The petition of Zarley & Co., publishers of the 
phe a pt Signal, and of Denhard & Witte, publishers of the 


Central Ilinois Wochenblatt, Ottawa, Illinois, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of C. Lassalle & Co., 
publishers of the Courrier des Etats-Unis, New York City, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of Henry C. Scott, publisher 
of the Angelica (New York) Advertiser, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr, JONES, of Ohio: The petitions of the publishers of the fol- 
lowing-named newspapers in Ohio: The Spectator, (Sunbury,) Gazette, 
(Richwood,) Cardington Independent, Ashley Enterprise, The Union 
Register, (Mount Gilead,) Democratic Banner, (Mount Vernon,) 
Mount Vernon Republican, and Marysville Tribune, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of the Kalamazoo Publishing 
Company and 12other publishers of newspapers in Michigan, for the 
abolition of the duty on type, together with a statement of C. E. 
Reeves, publisher of the Benton Harbor Palladium, against the abo- 
lition of said tariff—to the same committee. 

Also, three petitions from farmers of Van Buren, Lenawee, and 
other counties of Michigan, that the present duty on wool be re- 
tained—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of the salt-makers of Kanawha Valley, 
West Virginia, for an increase of the tariff on salt—to the same com- 
mittee, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of M. P. Williams, publisher of 
the Register and Gazette, Hudson, New York, for the abolition of the 
duty on ty to the same committee, 

By Mr. KNOTT: The memorial of George A. Osgood and Cyrus 
Cartis, with reference to the Geneva award—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LATHROP: The petitions of Boies & Armstrong, publish- 
ers of the True “ie pepe) Sycamore; of G. 8. Southworth, of the 
Woodstock Sentinel; of George E. White, of the Harvard Independ- 
ent; of the publisher of the Somonauk Reveille; of H. N. Wheeler, of 
the Saint Charles Leader; of E. J. Carr, of the Rockton Herald; of 
H. R. Enoch, of the Rockford Journal; of R. W. Coon, of the Belvi- 
dere Northwester; of Pierce Burton, of the Aurora Herald; of Van 
Golder & Davis, of the Daily Free Press, Sycamore; of Baker & 
Arnold, of the Free Methodist, Sycamore; of Voloski Heix, of the 
City Weekly, Sycamore; and of Arnold Brothers, job printers, of Syo- 
amore, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of C. C. Leach, E. F. Sabin, and others, of Belvi- 
dere, Illinois, that the present duty on flaxseed and linseed oil be 
retained—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIGON: Threo petitions from citizens of Coosa and Talla- 
poosa Counties, Alabama, for aid to the Texas Pacific Railroad—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of Charles Francis Adams and others, 
for an act regulating the transportation of animals—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MANNING: A paper relating to the establishment of a Ae 
route between Charleston and Swan Lake, Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, the petition of Samuel F. Massey, publisher of the Weekly 
Tidal Wave, Senatobia, Mississippi, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MCKINLEY : The petition of John Pollock and 50 other 
citizens of North Lawrence, Ohio, irrespective of party, against any 
change in existing tariff laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MULLER : The petition of William Raich, publisher of the 
Matrimonial Advertiser and of the Heirath Anzeiger, New York City, 
for the abolition of the duty on typo—to the same committee, 

By Mr. OLIVER: The petition of the mayor, council, and others, 
business men of Sioux City, Iowa, for an adequate appropriation for the 
improvement of the Upper Missouri River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, the petition of Thomas Brennan and 120 others, citizens of 
Boone, Hamilton, and Webster Counties, Iowa, and settlers on the 
so-called Des Moines River lands, for an investigation of the facts 
relative to the passage of the joint resolution of 1861 and the act of 
1862 under which their homes are claimed to have been granted the 
State—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of H. A. Pike, publisher of the Palo Alto Pilot, 
Emmettsburgh, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: The petition of A. G. McBride, publisher of the 
Kirwin (Kansas) Chief, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POWERS: The petition of ship-owners of Bangor, Maine, for 
improvements in the Penobscot River—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the Methodist Episcopal church of 
Wilbraham, Massachusetts, for a commission of inqniry concerning 
the aleoholic liquor traffie—to the Committee on the Jniliciary. 

By Mr. REA: The petitions of the following-named newspapers in 

issouri: Holt County Press, Mound City Globe, De Kalb County 
Register-News, Daily and Weekly Gazette, (Saint Joseph,) and Atch- 
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ison County Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr, REED: The petition of George II. Coyle and others, of Port- 
land, Maine, masters, mates, pilots, and engineers, for the amendinent 
of the act to authorize the employment of certain aliens as engineers 
and pilots—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Quinn & Co. and others, of Portland, Maine, 
against the imposition of a higher rate of duty on wrought iron, Jap- 
welded boiler fines or tubes, than is charged upon other manufactures 
of iron—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SAMPSON: The petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Koonse, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SINNICKSON: The petitions of the publishers of the Daily 
Journal, Vineland, New Jersey, and of the West Jersey Pioneer, Bridge- 
ton, New Jersey, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. STEWART: Petitions from chiefs and braves of the Min- 
nesota Indian tribes, against the transfer of the management of In- 
dian affairs to the War Department—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of the publishers of the following- 
named newspa in Minnesota: Le Sener County Herald, Tribune, 
(Saint Peter,) Advance, (Red Wing) Lake City Leader, Glencoe Reg- 
ister, Red Wing Argus, Sentinel, (Lake City,) and Union, (Hastings,) 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. THOMPSON : The petition of Jacob Zeigler & Son, pub- 
lishers of the Butler (Pennsylvania) Herald, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. TIPTON: The petition of the publishers of the following- 
named newspapers in Illinois: Leroy Enterprise, Atlanta Argus, 
Times, (Delavan,) Register, (Clinton,) Pekin Weekly Times, Home 
Journal, (Gridley,) of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of A. Hughes, William 
Wilson, Frank Canfield, and 152 others, against any change in the 
tariff affecting adversely the interests of manufacturers of grindstones 
and building-stones—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Davidson & House, Sampson Sisseors & Co., 
Cleveland Nat Company, Hotchkiss & Gaylord, and 353 other business 
Urms of Cleveland, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petitions of James A. Lowry, 
pa isher of the Hardin Gazette, Elizabethtown, Illinois; of D. W. 

kley, of the Wayne County (Illinois) Press; and of L. H. Davison, 
of the E Laat Vernon, Illinois, for the abolition of the 
to the same committee. 


ree Press, 
duty on Pea 

By Mr. VANCE : The petition of H. H. Crowson, publisher of the 
Blue Ridge Blade, Morganton, North Carolina, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Samuel Young, 
publisher of the East Brady (Pennsylvania) Independent, of similar 
Import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware: Papers relating to the claim of 
Stephen Casey—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petitions of the publishers 
of the following-named N in Wisconsin: Janesville Ga- 
zette, Rock County Recorder, Beloit Free Press, Evansville Review, 
Clinton Independent, Whitewater Eepinen, Walworth Independent, 
Delavan Republican, Geneva Lake Herald, Sharon Inquirer, Racine 
Journal, Racine Advocate, Burlington Standard, Kenosha Telegraph, 
Waukesha Freeman, and Oconomowoc Local, for the abolition of the 
duty on 9 7 the Committee of Ways aud Meaus. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petitions of the publishers of the follow- 
ing-named ne pers in Michigan: Hillsdale Standard, Monroe 
Commercial, Dundee Reporter, Monroe Monitor, and State Line Ob- 
server, of similar import—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HAYDEN’S REPORT FOR 1877. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution received yesterday from the House of Representatives; 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there bo 
printed 10,080 copies of Solas e report of the 98 and geo- 
graphical survey of the Territories for 1877, 5,000 of which shall be for the use of 
the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 


for the use of the Department of the Interior, and 1,000 copies for the use of the 
office of the survey. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (II. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John A. Darling; 

A bill (II. R. No, 2287) to authorize the Secretary of War to pre- 


scribe rules and regulations to be observed in the preparation, sub- 
mission, and opening of bids for contracts under the War Depart- 
ment; and 

Abill (H. R. No. 3551) to amend section 4778 of the Revised Statutes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were 5 signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 927) for the relief of James W. Glover, postmaster 
at Oxford, in the State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1928) to change the name of the steam-tug C. M. 
Whittaker to Caroline; 

A bill (H. R. No. 694) for the relief of William H. Needham, late 
second lientenant of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa 
Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1142) for the relief of Charles W. Wood, late of 
Company E, First Battalion, Thirteenth Regiment of United States 
Infantry; and - 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) 3 8200 to defray ex- 
8 of transporting the remains of Puncoast Loose, a deceased 
soldier. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 3lst ultimo, a report of Major G. K. 
Warren, Corps of Engineers, on the improvement of Providence River 
and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commeree, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DENNIS presented the petition of William C. Smith and others, 
ship-owners, masters, and pilots, interested and engaged in the navi- 
gation of the Chesapeake Bay, praying for the establishment of a 
“ screw-pile” light-house and fog-bell on the “nine-feet lamp” on 
Poplar Island, and on the end of the shoal at Sandy Point; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorialof Joseph Taylor and 133 others, 
who are masters, mariners, and men acquainted with the sea, resi- 
dents upon the coast of Cape Cod, Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the passage of a bill introduced by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Sandkxr, ] to organize the life-saving and coast-guard 
service, and urging the passage of the bill introduced into the House 
by Mr. Cox, of New York, on the same subject. The remonstrants 
set forth that the transfer contemplated by the bill introduced by the 
Senator from California would, in their judgment, prove the ruin to 
the life-saving service. They say that “ the officers of the naval serv- 
ice are not fitted by education or mode and habit of life to success- 
fully administer the affairs of the life-saving service.” The remon- 
strants further et that the crews of the life-saving service now are 
commonly selected from the surf fishermen, who are experienced in 
the use and handling of the surf-boat and thoroughly acquainted 
with the mode and manner of going and coming through the sarf, 
which can only be learned and the skill necessary for such successful 
management of boats in the surf acquired by actual practice and long 
years of arduous toil and battling with the elements, and that the 
life-saving service on our coast has attained a degree of proficiency 
which is unquestionable and highly creditable to all concerned in its 
administration. The remonstrants further claim for themselves and 
their neighbors, by reason of their peculiar situation on the cape 
which they inhabit and having especial experience in relation to 
this subject, that their opinion is entitled to the careful and favorable 
consideration of the Committee on Naval Affairs. I have not myself 
any such experience, and in presenting the memorial and commending 
it especially to the consideration of the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, I do not wish to be understood as expressing any opin- 
ion of my own in regard to his measure, but simply to assure him that 
no opinion of practical men could be of greater value than the opiu- 
ion which these remonstrants express, 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to make one remark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose this memorial had better lie on the 
table unless the bill be recommitted. Perhaps it had better lie on 
the table and I will examine it. I should like to say, however, that 
the reports of the life-saving service emanating from the Treasury 
Department show a disgraceful system of inefliciency. Further, it 
is in the knowledge of Senators upon this floor that in some cases, in 
the case of fearful wrecks, when the officers and surfmen connected 
with the life-saving service were in sight of the vessel and afraid to 
man their boats other persons haye come forward and taken the duty 
out of their hands and saved life. It is shown by the report of the 
Treasury that the service at the present administration of it is the 
subject of political influences; that men are appointed to please pol- 
iticians; that the highest class of men are not appointed; and that 
very considerable demoralization exists at some places where the life 
service is operated, leading to disaster to life and property. 

I am aware that it is difficult to work a reform in such things. I 
have seen it tried in this Senate in regard to several branches of the 
public service. Where persons were interested in having abuses con- 
tinued and communities were interested in them, reforms have always 
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failed. It may be that this attempted reform will fail; but I wish 
to assure the Senator that the Naval Committee do believe that these 
abuses exist, and that by taking sailors to manage the boats who 
are accustomed to the sea and whose business | them not to be 
afraid, and by having them under military discipline, liable to court- 
martial, a remedy can be effected.. r 

If the Senate will allow me a moment longer, I wish to say that 
contrary to the rules of both Houses a statement was made elsewhere 
that the bill which was reported from the Naval Committee was re- 
ported in the absence of a quorum of the committee, only three bein 
present, one of whom was opposed to the bill. Without stating wha 
took place in the committee I desire to say that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs never acts without a full quorum and did not then, and 
in my recollection no one member was opposed to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to say one word further. I have not my- 
self investigated the merits of the measure to which this remon- 
strance is abe but I beg to assure the Senate (I do not, I 
know, need to assure the Senator from California, who is a native of 
that State) that there is nowhere in the world a braver, more kind- 
hearted, and more intelligent community than that which is made 
up of the retired mariners, both master mariners and seamen—men 
who have been employed in the whaling business in former times and 
who have carried our commerce all over the world—than that class 
which makes up the country towns on Cape Cod; and no wrecked 
vessel ever wanted brave and speedy succor where its condition was 
brought to the knowledge of men of the class who have signed the 
memorial that it did not receive it. They may be wrong, they may 
be attached to an existing abuse, they may err; but the perfect in- 
tegrity and the absolute ability to judge of the question which they 
possess cannot, I believe, be questioned. I am sure the Senator means 
no disrespect to them in anything he has said. 

Mr. SARGENT. Oh, no, not at all. I dare say the Senator is entirely 
right, and especially with reference to that particular locality; but 
the service of course extends all along the coast of the Atlantic and 
on the Pacific, on the Gulf and on the Jakes. 1 do not know whether 
the Senator would be willing to say that throughout the whole serv- 
ice this character exists or not. If he should say that, then I should 
say that he differs with the report made by the Treasury Departinent 
which has charge of the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not myself mean to impute to the Senator any 
sentiment in the least disrespectful to these remonstrants. I know 
that he entertains, and could entertain from his own nativity ,which 
is on the coast of Massachusetts I believe, no such sentiment, but I 
thonght one sentence he uttered might possibly be construed into 
such disrespect. 

Mr. SARGENT. It was not my intention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie upon the 
table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the Congregational church of 
Billerica, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for the appoint- 
ment of acommission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, MATTHEWS. I present the petition of W. H. Mussey and 
others, of Cincinnati, Ohio, policy-holdersin the National Capital Insur- 
ance Company of this city, a corporation chartered by act of Congress, 
stating that the company does not pay its losses or its matured poli- 
cies; that it is insolvent; that the principal part of the company’s 
assets is situated in the State of Connecticut, having been derived 
from two Connecticut companies, which it reinsured ; that under a 
statute of that State the probate court for the district of New Haven 
granted on January 2, 1878, a petition by the widow of a Connecticut 
policy-holder for the appointment of a trustee in insolvency to take 
and administer upon all the Connecticut property of the company as 
insolvent estate; that the company is now doing no new business, 
and that they believe it to be wholly insolvent. They therefore 
pray that its charter may be repealed by act of Congress, and that 
the company may be forthwith wound up, and its assets, as far as 
they will, go in liquidation of its liabilities, as the general laws of 
the District of Columbia or of the United States afford no remedy in 
such a case. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the memorial of John Pollock and oth- 
ers, citizens of Stark County, Ohio, remonstrating against the pro- 

reduction of the tariff duties on imports as unwise, inexpe- 
ient, and hostile to the best interests of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of the Congregational churches 
of Miller’s Falls, Massachusetts, praying for a commission of inquiry 
upon the liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRUCE presented the petition of the First Congregational 
church, of Douglas, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present the petition of a meeting 
of the Christian and Citizens’ Temperance Association of Pepin 
pete Wisconsin, on the same subject. I move that it lie upon the 

e 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of the Center-street Methodist 


Episcopal church, of Cumberland, Maryland, signed by the pastor and 
officers, praying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry con- 
ae the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Professor E. V. Potter and 
the members of the faculty of Union College and other citizens of 
Schenectady, New York, praying for the appointment of a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MERRIMON, I present the memorial of the New River Canal 
Company of North Carolina, suggesting the importance of inland 
water communication between the lakes of the North and the Missis- 
sippi River by way of the Erie Canal, Hudson River, lakes and sounds, 
and short canals along the Atlantic coast, and the coast of the Gulf 
of Mexico, The memorial suggests many considerations why this 
communication ought to be established, and prays Congress to pur- 
chase the free use of the canal of this company for military purposes, 
Co-, and I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Lalso present alike memorial from the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Wilmington, North Carolina, which I also move 
be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I pont a concurrent resolution of the s- 
lature of New Jersey relating to the penna of the maturing obli- 
gations of the United States, and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the res- 
olution, if there be no objection, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Concurrent resolution relating to the ent of the maturing obligations of the 
United States. ae 


Be it resolved by the senate and General Assembly of the State of New Jersey, That 
our Senators be, and they are hereby, instructed and that our Representatives in 
Congress are requested to oppose by all honorable means the ge of the so- 
called Bland silver bill or any other similar measure looking to the payment of the 


maturing obligations of the United States in any other currency than gold or its 
commercial equival 


ent. 

2. And be it resolved, That the president of the senate and the speaker of the 
house are soron directed to transmit immediately upon the passage of this reso- 
lution copies of the same to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress. 


The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the memorial of Jacob Mann and 
others, brewers of Detroit, Michigan, remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the duty on imported malt; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Samuel Wright and others, farm- 
ers and wool-growers of Michigan, remonstrating against a reduction 
of the duties on imported wools; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of D. J. Bingman and others, citi- 
zens of Moon Park, Michigan, praying for the appointment of a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic ; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of the Congregational church 
of Lakeville, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r, HEREFORD presented the petition of William P. Smith, pray- 
ing for the removal of his political disabilities; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mrs. Rosa Vertner Jeffreys, of Lexington, Ken- 
tucky, praying an allowance for rent, repairs, and to her 
house and furniture, occupied as headquarters by several commanding 
generals during the recent rebellion, submitted a report thereon, 
pore sists by a bill (S. No. 819) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jef- 

reys. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 742) in relation to the Japanese indemnity 
fund, ask to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The Committee 
on Foreign Relations, in the last Congress, had charge of this matter 
and made a printed report. 

The report was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 820) to authorize the Secretary of Wur to 
purchase from the New River Canal Company for military pu 
the free use of an inland canal and water-route between Pamlico 
Sound, North Carolina, and Charleston, South Carolina, paying for 
the same eee as the work is completed between certain 
navigable bodies of water; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I introduce this bill by request in connection 
with the memorials 1 N by me this r I move that the 
memorials and the bill be printed and that the bill lie upon the table 
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to the end that I may make some remarks upon them on some suit- 
able occasion in the future. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 821) to provide for the entry of lands by 
Indians under the homestead laws; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 822) for the relief of Lewis 
Johnson & Co.; which was read men its title, and, with the “papers 
on the files relating to the case, refe to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HILL (by request) asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 823) for the relief of the assignee in 
bankruptcy of Robert Erwin and Erwin & Hardee; which was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 824) establishing the rank of the senior In- 
spector-General of the United States Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GROVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 825) for the relief of William L. White; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

ds. 


Lan 
Mx. COCKRELL. By request, without knowing anything about 
the case, I ask leave n a bill. À 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 826) for the relief of Henry Dye; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 827) to provide for the sale of certain portions 
of the Fort Leavenworth military reservation ; which was read twice 
Ly its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. By request I ask leave to introduce a bill. 
I do not know whether it is right or not. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
828) to amend section 856 of the Revised Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Carl Jussen be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Miltary Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the the claim of Mrs. Elizabeth Patterson and 
tho claim of I. l Jet Bardon taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

INDIAN CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. GARLAND. I desire to submit an amendment which I intend 
to propose to the bill (S. No. 107) to enable Indians to become citizens 
of the United States, and I ask that it be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think under the circumstances that the bill with 
the amendment had better be recommitted to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill and amendments will be recommitted to the committee. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
Speak Buildings and Grounds and to ask its consideration at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield to 
me to take up Senate bill No. 490, relating to the Hot Springs reser- 
vation. It is a matter that must be attended to at an early day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mischa: 
setts yield for that porjon 

Mr. DAWES. I would yield to the Senator if I thought I should 
not be out of his way in a very short time. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was re- 
committed the bill (8. No. 635) for continuing the work of improvin 
the Capitol grounds, have directed me to report it without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. The bill has also had 
the consideration of the Committee on Appropriations. I will state 
to the Senate why I desire to have it ac 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill, it having been reported to-day ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless there is some necessity for its immediate 
consideration, I must object. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill state why I desire to have the bill acted upon 
to-day. The bill was introduced and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds some time since, They thought it 
ought to have the approval of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
it was referred to that committee for its approval. It was reported 
back by the Committee on Appropriations yesterday and rereferred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I understand, 
although no formal report was made to that effect, that the bill met 
the approval of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The reason of asking at this time for $20,000 is this: the fund is 
entirely exhausted, there is not anything even to sweep the walks, 
much less to take care of the shrubs and the trees. As spring is ap- 
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upon at the present time. 


proaching, the care of the grounds becomes an imperative necessity. 
petition for this appropriation was introduced a month ago, aud 
then there was danger of even snow upon the walks here that could 
not be removed. There is nothing by which the grounds can be 
taken care of at all, and every Senator will see the absolute necessity 
of having work done here in the spring if it is to be done at all. 

I will state to the Senate why the fund is exhausted. The appro- 
priation for the current fiscal year was originally, according to the 
estimates, $100,000. An item of $100,000 was inserted.in the appro- 
priation bill; but at the last moment on the passage of the bill it was 
ascertained that it was absolutely n to make an appropria- 
tion for ventilating the Hall of the House of Representatives. at 
was estimated to cost $33,000. The anxiety not to increase the aggro- 
gate of appropriations induced the Houseof Representatives (in which 
the Senate acquiesced) to quarter it upon thisappropriation of $100,000 
for the improvement of the Capitol grounds. That at once took 
$33,000 out of the regular estimate. The item was also made avail- 
able at once. There was need of continuing the work and they con- 
tinued the work under that appropriation till the Ist of July last, 
expending $20,000 more of that appropriation. The work went on. 
It was thought economical to press the work during the good weather 
in the ing and carrying out the plan of work about the Capitol 
grounds rather than to continue it during the winter. No one knew 
then that the weather for the winter would be what it has been. There- 
fore, with the intent of expending no more than the appropriation, 
the work went on, and the officers have produced an account current 
of all their expenditures, which I will have read at the Secretary’s 
desk if any Senator desires it, showing that the work has in all cases 
been done under the estimate, Under the authority to anticipate the 
fiscal year, $20,000 of the $73,000 left of the $100,000 was expended 
before the present fiscal year be and they find themselves at this 
moment wanting that very $20,000, being withont any fand, without 
any means to prane the trees during the winter, to take care of the 
shrubs, to sweep the walks, or meet any of the n expenses 
incumbent upon the care of these vast grounds. I have the account 
current of every dollar of that expenditure here, and the reasons moro 
at large than I have stated, which if any Senator desires I will have 
read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to ask him whether 
this appropriation is to complete and finish work already begun, or 
is it to change some work that was done last year in order to do it 
over pt 7 
Mr. DAWES. It is not for any such purpose as is last indicated by 
the Senator from Missouri. It is to do just what the Senator would 
do with his own ample and beantiful grounds at home in Missouri. 
He would take care of them in the winter, he would prune his trees, 
he would dig about the grounds, he would purchase fertilizers, he 
would sweep his walks, and he would adorn and beautify the home 
in which he lives. I know the Senator himself, notwithstanding the 
sentiment that exists in some quarters of his State, is desirous of 
having this capital the most beautiful capital in the world. He does 
not desire to have a dollar wasted, but he is willing to expend with 
a generous hand every dollar that can be expended properly and for 
a consideration in nese these grounds. But if nothing is done, 
the shrubs about this Capitol will die and go to waste, and the work 
will bein the condition of that of a thriftless, careless, and bankrapt 
man about his own estate, a condition that Ags arts to have 
the Capitol of this Hen nation in. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a single word, Mr. President, in ad- 
dition to what has been said by the Senator from Massachusetts. At 
this season of the year, it becomes necessary to buy trees and shrubs 
that may be required further for the Capitol grounds. I understand 
that some more valuable trees it is desirable should be set ont, and 
they should be purchased and paid for now in order that they may be 
properi set out at the right season of the year. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not object to it. I desire to say to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that while I feel very generous in what 
belongs to me individually, I must dissent from any imputation being 
cast upon my Polering in govermental generosity. 

Mr. DAWES. Then, Mr. President, I take all back that I said on 
the subject of the Senator’s generosity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not believe in generosity on the part of the 
Government. I am not willing to put my hand in the pockets of the 
tax-payers of this nation and erous with their money. If this 
appropriation be necessary for the completion and finishing up of 
work around the Capitol, I have no objection to it. If it is to be 
expended in remodeling and undoing what has been done and doing it 
over again, then I am opposed to it. 

Mr, DAWES. I have already stated to the Senate that it was not 
of that character. The Senator will find it difficult to get out from 
under the policy of a fair aud liberal appropriation for the beauti- 
fying of this capital if he tries; but I know the Senator does not 
intend to do any such thing as that. 

Mr. CONKLING. Would it be agreeable to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to indulge me in a question of curiosity ? 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing would give the Senator from Massachusetts 
greater delight. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to know, as far as the chairman of 
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the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds does know, when 
the grounds about this Capitol are to reach that point at which we 
may say they are finished? What is the expectation in that regard? 

Mr. DAWES. I will answer the Senator in the language of the 
Yankee who told me he was going to New York when it was finished; 
he did not propose to go there to see that city when it was unfinished. 
I think that it will be a good many years before these grounds will 
be finished. I think as the capital grows, as the nation grows, as 
these pau around about here ots as time’s tooth wears away 
what is erected, there will constantly be expenditure in the line of 
the suggestion of the Senator from New York. 

But, to be more specific, as I suppose the Senator alludes to the 
1 appropriations for specific alterations, (I suppose the Senator 
had that in mind and he isentitled to a fair answer as to that,) that 
will depend upon whether Congress shall adopt one plan of carrying 
out the alterations of the Capitol or another. Thus far the improve- 
ments have gone on in a way that would be proper and fit for either 
of two or three plans. Whether Congress shall hereafter determine 
upon one or the other of those three, I cannot say of course. If 
they determine upon one, it will certainly involve considerable time 
and a considerable amount of money, but no money has been expended 
with such reference to that plan as to make it inapplicable to any 
other plan. Therefore none of these expenditures involve the neces- 
sity of determining without repetition whether we shall go on with 
a larger and broader alteration here than any Senator would desire. 
The present bill asks for only $20,000 to purchase and trim the trees 
we have, to improve the walks, to sweep the walks, and care for the 

unds. Imeant to answer the Senator in good faith, and I hope 
e did not suppose I was trifling in the matter. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the answer of the honorable Sena- 
tor isso luminous and definite that I cannot doubt he meant to answer 
in good faith. He begins by referring to the man who thought he 
would go to New York after it was finished. The absolute justness 
of that parallel fills me full of light on this subject, I infer that as 
business increases and as population increases here in this building, 
the area is to expand and improvements are to go on with the mare 
of increase, Everybody can understand that. 

My pu „Mr. President, in asking the question will be indicated 
sufficiently by one or two facts which I feel moved to state. For now 
twenty years I have been coming to this building, During that time 
there eA not been one year (unless I have forgotten it, and I think I 
have not) when either on foot or by vehicle anybody with comfort 
and safety could approach this Capitol. I hope that does not sound 
exaggerated. How is it now in front of the Capitol grounds on the 
west, where a monument stands intended to be.a great improvement 
upon that quaint and rather inartificial monument which I saw first 
in front of the building, but which I venture to hazard my reputation 
as a critic by saying is nothing like as impressive as that was? It 
would not be without the appearance of having been surmounted by 
something which has been broken off. Without stopping to speak of 
the monument, there it stands in the jaws of that street, and people 
on foot and people in vehicles are unsafe in reaching this end of Penn- 
sylvania avenue. It is the best place in the whole city to wreck a 
carriage at any time, incumbered and jammed as it is by horse-cars, 
and burden-trucks, and all sorts of things. Then on another front 
is a railroad embankment. I cannot doubt it is a great monument of 
all the taste of all the committees on all the public buildings and 
grounds that have belonged to this generation. That stands an eye- 
sore, as I think it is; and if anything else in these Capitol grounds 
has stood, if there be anything else which has not been lifted up and 
then put down and then changed in some other way, it is a tree over 
here, a8 the friend of which a Senator now dead appeared and ex- 
empted that from the besom of change, if not of destruction, which 
has gone over the Capitol grounds. 

Mr. President, I mean no offense to any artist, however well reputed, 
who has this matter in hand, when I say two things; first, that if he 
wonld give us rest, if he would allow the Capito unds to settle 
somewhere and remain, I should be thankful; and, second, that if 
the board of public works in Washington, that stalking-horse for vi- 
tuperation, which I have heard denounced by dint of nearly all the 
adjectives that signify opprobium, had done what has been done about 
this building and within the curtilage since I have been a member of 
Congress, my impression is that the country would not be big enough 
to hold the noise. 

I have felt moved a good many times to say something abont this. 
I hope the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] who has re- 
cently come to the head of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, or the other Senator, the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Mon- 
RILL,] who seems now to be lurking privily to say something to the 
Senate,—I hope neither of them takes any offense at what I have said; 
I mean none; but if I were called upon to file a bill of particulars as 
is said here sometimes, I think I could specify year by year what I 
mean, and I venture as a member of the Senate and as one citizen of 
the Republie to say to any man, be he my constituent or anybody 
else’s ri 55 is at work about these gronnds, that I hope he will be able 
to settle two things first in his own mind as to what onght to be done 
pretty soon, and then allow that settlement to be followed by a settle- 
ment of the premises to remain some way or other. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, so far as the criticism of the Sen- 
ator from New York concerns the western approach to the Capitol, I 


think the Senate and the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
of the Senate are entirely innocent of any neglect of duty. If a suf- 
ficient appropriation had been made by the House, as it was last year 
by the Senate, that approach would have been fully completed, and 
there would have been no obstruction to carriages or foot passengers 
in reaching the Capitol, Last year it was provided by a bill which 
passed the Senate that we should have the corners of private prop- 
erty at that point condemned by process of the courts; but the bill 
was poles in the House 90 8 Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, although I think a jority of the committee were 
favorable to its . Early at this session the Senate passed a 
similar bill, and I learn from conversation with members of the Honse 
that that bill will be now immediately considered and probably 
assed, and that this obstruction, as it is now at the throat, as it has 
n Prog „of the approach to the Capitol will be speedily done 
away with. 

In relation to other matters, some four T> ago it was resolved by 
the Committees of the two Houses on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
with the assent of both branches of Congress, the Senate and House 
of Representatives, that there should be some system adopted by 
which there should not be an improvement made one year to be done 
away with the next; and therefore it was pro and finally 
arranged that Mr. Olmsted, of New York, undoubtedly the highest 
authority upon such matters that there is in this country, and, per- 
haps in any other, shonld furnish a regular plan and system for the 
improvements about the Capitol in consequence of the enlargement 
of the grounds. The 2 adopted and proposed by him have been 
diligently pursued so as the appropriations would allow, and I 
believe it will be conceded by all that a vast and most satisfactory 
improvement has been made in the appearance of the gronnds, and 
I will add that every dollar that has been appropriated has been well 
spent and no dollar of it wasted. 

In relation to the final completion of the grounds, of course that 
will 6 755 upon the amount that shall be appropriated for the pur- 
e t is contemplated that there shall be stairways suitable in 

ignity to the Capitol, to approach the west front of the Capitol 
building itself, and of a rather better style of constrnction than those 
we now have, If an appropriation for that purpose shall be made, 
and for the terrace that is proposed, which will add much to the 
beauty of the Capitol, (which is certainly too thin in its elevation 
for the dome and for the immense breadth of the Capitol,) all this 
will be completed in the course of two years. Of course it requires 
that an J dace sufficient shall be granted for that purpose. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I wish, in view of the pathetic appeal 
of the Senator from New York, once more to request the Senator from 
Missonri to withdraw his objection to this small appropriation of 
$20,000 for the immediate necessities of the Capitol groun I want 
to assure the Senate, and especially the Senator from New York, that 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have been alarmed 
many times at the peril distinguished statesmen have been expe- 
riencing, with gary J horses and arg: gt equipages, in threading 
their way as well as they could through the narrow throat at the 
foot of the Capitol grounds; and they have appealed to the Senate 
more than once, The new and inexperienced chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds came to his work with this 
peril impressed upon him by daily observation and by a considera- 
tion of the alarming consequences that were likely to be visited upon 
the nation by the slightest catastrophe in the irreparable loss it 
might experience from any accident that might occur there. Now, 
I appeal to the Senator from Missouri, if he has any milk of human 
kindness in him, to say eens public generosity, to withdraw his 
objection and let us remove this bank which frightens horses and 
open this narrow way which cramps buggies, and with this little 
sum of money clear up and grade the approaches to the Capitol, and 
especially to the Senate, so that the public may never be shocked 
with the account of some terrible accident that has occurred through 
the negligence of the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds 
certainly. The Senator from New York will remember that I spent 
a year tyngt convince the Senate of the necessity of opening that 
way, and I have been trying long enough to havo the whole work 
done. The Senator from Missouri is now in. I wish the Senator 
would withdraw his objection. . 

Mr. MORRILL. He does not make any objection to consideration, 

Mr. DAWES. If the bill is before the Senate I will not say another 


word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of tbe bill? The Chair hears no objection; and tbe 
bill (S. No. 635) for continuing the work of improving the Capitol 
grounds is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

For continuing the work of the improvement of the Me nba grounds 
during the present fiscal year, the bill appropriates $20,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the act (S. No. 702) providing portraits 
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to 5 the memorial addresses on the late Senators Morton 
an 


Bogy. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
Affairs: 


A bill (H. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John A. Darling; and 
Abill (H. R. No, 2287) to authorize the Secretary of War to prescribe 
rules and regulations to be observed in the n submission, 
and opening of bids for contracts under the War Department. 
‘VACANCIES IN PENSION AGENCIES. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3551) to amend section 4778 of the Revised 
Statutes was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. That bill should properly go to the Committee on 
Pensions; but Iam authorized by the committee to say that, although 
they have not formally considered it, there is an exigency that war- 
rants me in asking the Senate to depart from its ordinary rules and 
act upon the bill immediately. With the consent of the Senate, I 
will state the emergency that exists. 

The pension agency at New York City became vacant a few weeks 
ago by the resignation of Colonel Howe; General Coster was 
appointed his successor and has been confirmed by the Senate. He 
is required to execute a bond for $250,000, one hundred thousand of 
which must be based upon unincumbered real estate. He has rot 
yet had an opportunity to fill that undertaking. The quarterly pay- 
ment of the pensioners at New York City commences on Monday 
next, the 4th of March. They are about fourteen thousand in num- 
ber. Unless this amendment to the pension-law can be made au- 
oe the President temporarily to fill this place these fourteen 
thousand persons will be deprived of their pensions and great suffer- 
ing and destitution will ensue. 

Sir. CONKLING. Why does he not give bail? 

Mr. INGALLS. He does not give bail because he as yet has been 
unable to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unable to give his bond, I understand. 

Mr. INGALLS. The ion agent was confirmed by the Senate a 
few days ago, and has as yet been unable to file his bond for $250,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the date of the confirmation? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Secretary can state; I am not aware. 

Mr. CONKLING. My impression is that it was nearly a month ago. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to have the bill reported at length. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Let it be read a second time at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That whenever there shall be a v: in the office of pen- 
8 by ees. death, or delay in qnalifying after appointment, the 
duties oF 838 Ae re not to — 1 or und the 5 
can be filled in the way, and such appointee shall execute such bond as the 
Secretary of the In may prescribe. 

Mr. INGALLS. The reason why this amendment is proposed to the 
general law is, that although the immediate exigency that has arisen 
applies to one particular case, yet similar difficulties have occurred 
before, notably in the case of New Orleans a few months ago where 
the pension agoni in the midst of a payment resigned an left the 
office incapable of execution, whereby great suffering followed. If 
the Secretary has the date of the confirmation, I should be glad if it 
might be ene p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been sent for; it is not yet 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The thing that onght to be done, I think, if any- 
thing onght to be done, unless this man gives his bond or somebody 
else is appointed, would be to put the bill on the same gronnd that 
the law in respect of all heads of Departments is, which is not half 
as broad as this present bill, but which provides in the case of such 
a vacancy occurring that the President may temporarily fill such De- 
partment for not exceeding ten days, and only once. But the effect 
of this bill, as it strikes me on merely hearing it read, would be prac- 
tically to put the control of all pension agents’ appointments into the 
hands of the President alone, for an indefinite period of time, when- 
ever there was oiy difficulty about the selection of a sewer ; and 
the President in this very case, if this gentleman should decline to 
give his bond, (and of course the President does not issue his com- 
mission until he does, ) would have apparently a perpetual wer of 
appointing a pension agent there. Of course, this is merely a first 
impression of mine on hearing the bill read; but as it is a general 
law, and as it is so broad, I should not be willing for one to have it 
pass to-day. 

Mr. INGALLS. The law acts of course upon the assumption that 
every man will ùo his duty; and while the section that is proposed 
as an amendment may be obnoxious to the criticism of the Senator 
from Vermont, still I presume that if a case of that sort arose there 


would be no difficulty in procuring such modification by Congress of | tary. 


the statute as would prevent the difficulty which he suggests. 

In bringing this matter before the Senate I have acted merely in the 
discharge of what I conceive to bea public duty. I ask that the bill 
may be read three times upon the same day, out of order, and that 
it may be passed, and I have stated the reasons why that action is 
desirable. The facts that I have stated to the Senate have been 
placed in m sion by the Commissioner of Pensions. I am ad- 
vised that this is the largest pension agency in the United States, 


that there is a greater proportion of pensions paid to applicants in 
person there than at other places, and that it frequently occurs in 
consequence of the great number of r people who have congre- 
gated there that as early as three o'clock in the morning of the day 
when the quarterly payment becomes due there is a long line of pen- 
sioners waiting for the office to open in order that they may receive 
the paltry pittance that will ath save them from suffering for 
the next ninety days. These facts may be true or may not be true: 
I am advised that they are true, and I submit them to the Senate. 

Mr. KERNAN. Can the Senator state how matiy persons are paid 
there each quarter? 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam informed by the Commissioner of Pensions 
that there are fourteen thousand in round numbers. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has ad ys 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be pro- 
ceeded with to some disposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that means merely the consideration of it, I do 
not object, but I do not think I shall be willing to have it read the 
third time to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the bill will 
be continued for the present if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. . President, the presence here of a bill reliev- 
ing the pension agent in New York from giving bonds promptly, or 
perenne the giving of bonds, surprises me. The bonds required of 

im are the bonds long required of other pension agents, and they 
have been given and given promptly. I remember an instance in 
which, owing to a casnalty, it became necessary under the last admin- 
istration to telegraph to a person who was named, designating him to 
take possession of the pensiun agency. It was in the presence of a 
payment which was to be made. His name came to the Senate the 
next day, and was confirmed, and eee ve these very bonds 
and entered upon the execution of his place. ha gentleman in ques- 
tion now is so connected in New York that it is more difficult for me 
to understand in his case than it would be in the case of any recent 

nsion agent there, difficulty or delay in the execution of his bond. 

e was confirmed by the Senate on the 6th of February; that is just 
three weeks ; and was confirmed after he had been for several 
days nominated to the Senate. As the honorable Senator will remem- 
ber, we held some conversation about it three or four days after his 
name had been sent in. So, then, for a month this officer has been ap- 
prised that he was to give bond. I cannot but express my surprise 
that any legislation should be pro to relieve him from that duty. 

But I rose, Mr. President, to call attention to a feature of this bill 
which it seems to me should secure its rejection in the Senate. The 
Senator from Vermont understated, rather than otherwise, the effect 
of if as I read it: 

The President may, if he deems it necessary— 

That commits the act, of course, entirely to his individual dis- 
cretion— : 
appoint some person to the duties of on t for a period not to 
3 sixty days, or un 6 way. 

It virtually transplants the appointing power of all the pension 
agents in the country from the place where the Constitution intended 
it to rest and where the statutes declare it shall rest, with the Presi- 
dent and the Senate, to the President alone. Under that language, 
without any wrenching or distortion of it, every Senator must see 
that daring an entire presidential term there never need be one pen- 
sion agent appointed by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, unless the President in his individual judgment should de- 
termine that that had better be, For one, I will not vote for such a 
bill to relieve Colonel Coster from giving bond after he has had three 
weeks to do it, nor would I vote for a bill to relieve all the pension 
agents from giving all the bonds which are reqnired of them, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I see on looking at the statute 
that the amount of the bonds of a pension agent is in the discretion 
of the Secre of the Interior. Now, in this 8 instance, if 
the Secretary of the Interior has confidence in this gentleman, he ean 
require him to give a bond of $5, which will comply with the law, 
and he can goon with his work, and then he can tell him the next 
day when he paid these pensioners, “You must give a larger bond,” 
and if he does not do it he can be turned ont. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. INGALLS.. That does not change the law in any respect from 
— present provisions. Section 4779 of the Revised Statutes declares 
that— 

All pension agents shall give bond, with and sufficient sureties, for such 
amount and in such form as the Secretary of the Interior may approve. 


The amount and the form are both in the discretion of the Secre- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I am tryi g to state jn order 
to show that it is in the power of the Secretary of the Interior in 
five minutes, if he chooses, to intrust this gentleman on a fiye-dollar 
bond to pay out this money for this special occasion. vi 

Mr. INGALLS. He has the power now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I am trying to show, that it is un- 
necessary to pass this billin order to pay these pensions as a mere 
temporary thing. That is what I mean to sax. 
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Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to make a 
few statements in reference to this matter? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWE. More for the poe of hearing his reply to them 
than for any other Eee is peculiar state of things now exist- 
ing in the State of New York, as I understand the matter, suggested 
to the Pension Commissioner two difficulties, One was whether, if 
acting upon the interpretation given to that statute now 9 
by the Senator from Vermont, the Commissioner of Pensions having 
once required a bond of a quarter of a million should now say to the 
appointee “Give a bond in $20,000 or $40,000,” that would be valid and 
legal; whether they have not fixed the amount and whether they 
can now mores ty it, That was one difficalty. 

aa) EDMUNDS. Has my, honorable friend any doubt on that 

int z 
1 5 HOWE. I have none whatever; but that was one difficulty 
suggested. I should myself meet that difficulty precisely in the way 
suggested by the Senator from Vermont. Another difficulty was sug- 
gested, however, by this very occurrence, which I cannot so readily 
or so satisfactorily meet, and it is this: suppose while the Senate is 
in session and on the eve when a payment is to take place or pending 
a payment an agent should die, or should be detected as a defaulter, 
and it should become necessary to make a change at once or to sus- 
pend the payment; how is that case to be met?) Lia Saas the pay- 
ment,” the Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] says. Yes, postpone 
the payment; but if you want to avoid postponing the payment, if 
yon want the payment to go on, then a provision something like this, 

ut modified somewhat, might be very convenient. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Wisconsin and myself a 
that it is entirely within the legal competency of the Secretary of the 
Interior, to whom this matter is committed, to fix and to change the 
amount of the bond required from a pension agent at any time he 
likes; and therefore it is within the competency of the Secretary of 
the Interior to provide for this individual case, in an instant, provided 
he is willing to trust this srpointee with the money at all. If he is 
not, he ought to have found it out within three weeks, and that gen- 
tleman ought to have been told that the commission would not issue 
under ay. circumstances and another name should have been pro- 
posed. Now, in order to remedy a difficulty of this kind, which if the 
right man has been selected in whom the Department has confidence 
can be remedied without any legislation at all, it is proposed to put 
the whole power of the selection and 1 and continuance 
of pension agents in the President of the United States aloue asa 
matter of permanent law. I am opposed to it. My honorable friend 
from Kansas stated that the presumption is that every officer will do 
his duty. Sir, the legislative presumption is that no officer is free 
from the temptation of not doing his duty or abusing it, and there- 
fore your statutes are made to set up barriers, and boundaries, and 
conditions, and limitations, and commands to him in respect of what 
he shall do before he exercises his offices and so on, and how it shall 
be exercised, and when the office shall terminate. That is what I 
think the true spirit of law-making is. 

Next as to the second difficulty that the Senator from Wisconsin 
suggests, there is great force in it; but it is a difficulty that applies to 
all the pension agencies, and always has, and a general law for that 
p such perhaps as that which prevails in regard tó post-ofñces, 
might be advisable. Where there is a sudden and temporary vacancy 
in a post-office, the Postmaster-General is authorized to send one of 
his special agents,a known oflicer of the Government and for whom 
he is responsible, to take possession of it for the time beiug; such a 
provision here might be advisable, and that is well worthy, I think, the 
consideration of my honorable friend, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. It might be provided that in the case of any of these 
sudden emergencies in a pension agency a special agent of the Inte- 
rior Department shall take on of the office and run it for the 
time being. In respect to all heads of Departments and bureaus, 
which are quite as important as pension agents, the statute has pro- 
vided that the President of the United States may do something of 
this character; but his power absolutely terminates in ten days. He 
has no power with the alternative in that bill “ or until the vacancy 
is filled,” but his power absolutely terminates in ten days. That is 
probably reasonably safe enough; and if this bill had provided that 
this should be for ten days or for two weeks and should then abso- 
Intely terminate, I do not know that I should have made these sug- 
gestions against it; but I do not think under the circumstances that 
the emergency is one which will warrant the of this kind of 
a bill, and particularly as this emergency, except in one almost im- 

robable event, is one that the Secretary of the Interior in my opin- 
ion can clearly and easily remedy for time being by taking such 
bond as he is willing to take from this gentleman for this one pay- 
ment and then tell him “You must give a bi and better bond im- 
mediately or we will turn you out before you have any more money.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam aware that if the Senator from Vermont ob- 
jects it will be useless to proceed further with this discussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do object. 

Mr. INGALLS, And that being the case, of course the bill ites 
over. I merely want to observe, however, that I appear here solely 
in the interest of what I conceive to be a very meritorious class of 


people. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Nobody questions it. 


Mr. INGALLS. They are the pensioners who are paid at New York. 
If the Senator from Vermont has any objections to this bill that can 
be obyiated by an amendment to bring it within the purview of his 
conclusions, I wish he would suggest the amendment, so that the bill 
may be returned to the other House and give them an opportunity to 
act upon it in order to tide over this difficulty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have made the suggestions that occurred tome 
and in the same interest that the Senator is pressing the bill in, and 
that is the interest of just and correct administration to everybody. 
Now, if the Senator will let the bill take the usual course of going to 
his committee, I have made the suggestions which will bring to his 
mind all the point I have about it, and if he thinks it is fit to make 
any change in the bill he can do so and reportit. If he thinksit is not, 
he can report the bill as it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. I can say that I am authorized to report the bill 
now by the authority of the committee. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. e Senator cannot do it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have done it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator cannot do it. He cannot report a 
bill that has not been referred to his committee, conveniently, accord- 
ing to any law that I understand. The bill has not yet been referred, 
and so it cannot be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is pending on the question 
of reference. 

Mr. BLAINE. I never heard anything in my life of General Coster 
that was not to his credit, but it seems to me the title of this bill 
ought to be “An act to relieve the Secretary of the Interior from the 
em ent of having appointed a pension agent in New York 
who cannot give bond.” 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire whether it would meet the ob- 
jection if this bill were amended so as to limit the term of the tem- 
porary appointee to eight or ten days. I have had no opportunity to 
examine the bill; I have only heard it read; but I desire, if it can 
properly be done, to obviate the difficulty of these pensioners not be- 
ing paid on the 4th of March. These people are mainly indigent peo- 

le, men and women who rely on getting their ons bk arth 

he times are very hard, and at this season of the year if they do not 
get their money promptly they will doubtless suffer. Hence, if it 
would obviate the objection of gentlemen, I shall move to insert 
“ten days” in lieu of the time now named, and let the payment be 
made in that time. It would be a very great hardship, I think, to 
have these people prevented from receiving their pay on account of 
the want of some one to attend to it. I ask the Baer from Ver- 
mont if in his judgment it would make it safe if we limited it to ten 


days. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am so slow in any intellectual processes that I 
cannot tell at this minute. If the Senator who has the bill in charge 
would let it be laid aside for the time being until we can look it over 
carefully and talk it over with him, I think it would be better. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be laid over informally, then, Mr. President, 
e to objection, 

, CONKLING. While it is lying over, I beg to ask the Senator 
from Kansas to consider and answer this question: Does he know 
any reason in law and in fact why this nominated and confirmed pen- 
sion agent should not give his bond to-day or to-morrow and pay the 

nsioners on the 4th of March; and if he can find a reason for that, 

oes he know any reason why the President of the United States, list- 
ening to the command of the Constitution, should not send here 
promptly the name of another man for us to confirm who can and 
will ponar ive his bond and pay the pensions ou the 4th of March? 

Mr. C KREL L. I would ask the Senator from New York if they 
have gentlemen there who can give a bond of $250,000? 

Mr. CONKLING. I think if the field of selection were not limited 
too much by the requirement of a special kind of polities, a great 
many men might be found who could give a bond of $250,000, or any 
other sum. What could be done within the particular precinets to 
which selection is confined, it is not for me to say; but I will indulge 
myself in saying that never in my opinion was a more gratuitous aud 
bald appeal A te a legislative body than this. The idea that this 
man, who for more than three weeks has been summoned every hour by 
the law to qualify and has not done it is to come here in person or by 
proxy, and make the interests of the poor and the crippled, of whose 

try pittance the Senator from Kansas has told the argument 
‘or special legislation to exonerate or relieve him! Mr. President, I 
heard the ease stated by the Senator from Wisconsin. I undertake to 
say that it is a case which does not arise to dispute the propriety of 
the law. He puts the case of a pension agent dying to-night, near the 
day when payments are to be made, and he asks what would occur 
in that case, and the Senator from Vermont seemed to admit that 
default of payment would occur. I deny it; it is not true, and it has 
not been true of this very agency. I referred to an instance in which, 
in the presence of acoming payment, the office was suddenly vacated, 
and forty-eight hours sufficed to fill it and to qualify the man whom - 
the President nominated and the Senate confirmed. So I deny that 
in any contingency this legislation can be necessary; but certainly 
there is nothing in this case which calls for it. 

Mr. INGA The Senator from New York asks me if I know any 
reason why this appointee cannot give a bond to-day or to morrow ot 
the next day and proceed to execute this office. I frankly say that 
I do not, nor do I know any reason why he did not give it yesterday 
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orthe day before or last week ; yet the fact remains that he has not 
given the bond. And I do not propose to make this occasion an op- 
portunity for criticising the particular policy of the Administration, 
either through the President or the Secretary of the Interior. Ido 
not believe it is appropriate, whatever may be the opinions of indi- 
vidual Senators as to the particular precincts from which selections 
are made for the civil service of this Government, that ding a 
discussion of that nature the interests and the welfare and the health 
and aps the life of fourteen thousand innocent pensioners of all 
political denominations may suffer. Therefore I hope that the Sena- 
tor from New York will allow this bill in some shape at least to go 
through to-day and leave the necessary modifications of the pension 
law to be attended to hereafter. 

Mr. KERNAN. I venture to suggest, as this bill is to lie over fora 
thort time, that it would be wise certainly to have some general pro- 
vision by which there should be for five or eight days a vacancy of 
this kind filled and the pensions paid. The 3 agent might die 
immediately before the day of payment. It is very likely, if the 
chairman examines it, he will be able to report a provision that will 
5 for all cases of a temporary vacancy in the future for a few 

ys. S 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill lies over temporarily, and 
the unfinished business comes before the Senate, being Senate bill 
No. 106. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
No. 541) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the prepar- 


ation and publication of a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States,” approved March 2, 1877. 
The message announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bill and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. Hammond, late 
surgeon-general of the Army ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) granting the use of artillery, tents, 
&c., at the national soldiers and sailors’ reunion to be held at Mari- 
etta, Ohio; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing for issuing arms and 
wo to the Territory of Idaho, under the act approved July 

1876. 

LONG BOND FOR SAVINGS INVESTMENTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of 
savin 

The Committee on Finance reported the bill, with an amendment, 
to strike ont all after the enacting clanse and in lieu thereof to in- 
sert the following: 


That in lieu of that amonnt of 4 per cent. bonds of the United States author- 
ized to be issued by the act of July 14, 1870, jem alg by Seng lie gow A mig eter 
authorized and directed to issue a sum not exceeding $100,000,000 of coupon 
of the United States, of the denomination of $25, $50, and $100, and of equal sums 
of each of said denominations, redeemable in coin after years the date 
of their issue, and bearing interest payable semi-annually in coin at tho rate of 
3.65 per cent. per annum; and 


like manner as those in place of which they are to be issned. 

Sec. 2. That the said coupon bonds shall be made payable to tho order af the per- 
son who shall pay the money therefor; and the name of pee sere or his or her 
assignee, or of any su nent assignee, and his or her residence, shall be regis- 
tered as the owner of bond, in like manner as if the same was 4 registered 
bond; and such coupon bonds shall be transferable only by assignment 2 
— ged before and certified under the seal of the clerk of a State or Federal 
court or United States commissioner, which assignment shall also be executed in 
nod, oar of two snbseribing witnesses ; and such assignment may also be made 


hat the coupons attached to said bonds shall be payable either in United 
States -tender notes or in coin, at the option of the United States; and the 
same shall be paid at any of the subtreasuries or money depositories of the United 
. By ee 2 ; and it is hereby made the 8 a each of the par 
8 © said Coupons upon presen out charge, an 
remit the same to the Trenenty for “ae Phut pers national banks shall 
only be required to do so upon the production of the proper bond to which the cou- 
pon presented shall have been attached. 

Sego. 4 That the Secretary of the Treasury shall k said bonds for sale at the 
different subtreasuries, national banks, and money 4E of the United 
scare fms dispose of the same at par and accrued interest, for coin or for 
United States legal-tender notes, at the rate at which they may then stand in the 
market; and such legal-tender notes shall be reissued, an proceeds, and the 
coin received for such bonds, shall be applied to the redemption of outstanding 
bonds of the United States bearing a higher rate of interest. 

Sxc. 5. That the provisions of sections 3704 and 3705 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, authorizing the issue of another bond in the room of any regis- 
tered bond lost or destroyed, are hereby made applicable to the bonds to be issued 
under this statute, but only in case of loss or destruction thereof before the execu- 
tion of an assignment in bank thereon. The Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
FCC carry out the provisions 
0 

Mr. WALLACE, I move to amend, in the first section of the sub- 
stitute, line 12, by striking out the words “in coin.“ This amendment 
is necessary to perfect the bill and make it consistent with itself. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE, Mr. President, the bill comes from the Commit- 
tee on Finance 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the Senator to allow an order to be made 
that on Friday or Monday next—I do not care which - we postpone 


all prior orders eo that the resolution relative to the sinking fund may 
then be considered. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kentucky will wait a few mo- 
ments until the chairman of the Committee on Finance, who happens 
to be out, comes in, I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 

Mr. SARGENT. IS it proposed to leave the word “coin” in, in line 
10 of section 1? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. If the Senator will turn to section 3 he 
will see that the amendment just made was necessary for the consist- 
ency of the bill. 

Mr. President, this bill comes from the Committee on Finance and 
it proposes to make no change in the practice or policy of the Gov- 
ernment in re to its funded debt further than shall be necessary 
to carry out the two thoughts that are embodied in the bill. The 
first of these thoughts is that it is necessary to provide a fund for the 
investment of the savings of the poorer classes of the country. The 
calamitous results of savings-banks in many of the States of the 
Union within the past two years have Hon pe attention to this 
subject, and the existence of a large national debt has suggested the 
remedy. This thought of providing a means for the investment of 
the savings of the poorer classes in the public debt of the country 
is perhaps no new thought in the world. It is based on thrift and 
frugality, and it appeals to the very fabric of the social system, the 
organization of the family itself. 

nother and subordinate thought to this one is a diffusion of the 
pus debt among our own people. It initiates a policy which if it 
found to work properly and justly may spread among our own 
pe le the public debt. A popular loan at alow rate of interest 
eld at home produces ease of taxation and. keeps our surplus earn- 
ings at home. True, it antagonizes syndicates, and it appeals to our 
own people; but, sir, it anchors the public faith. 

I do not propose to make any labored ment or speech in favor 
of this bill, but simply to endeavor to explain to the Senate its pro- 
visions, and I beg that Senators will give attention, if they can, to 
the provisions of the bill in order to save any subsequent explana- 
tions of its details. I want to make no set speech, but I simply desire 
to explain the purposes of the bill and the provisions thereof as ap- 
plied to carrying out the two thoughts that are included in the bill as 
reported by the committee. 

o insure the first of these thoughts, that is, to provide a means for 
the investment of the sayings of the poorer c it was nec 
to make the connection between the investors and the funds in whic 
they were to invest simple, direct, and easy. Hence the committee 
deemed it wise to continue the policy that exists already in regard to 
the funded debt of the country and to simply substitute this class of 
bonds for so much of the four percents provided for under the act 
of 1870. There is in this bill no new feature in that regard. There 
is no provision as to the inconvertibility of the bonds; there is no 
mode of payment different from that which is provided in the act of 
1870. It is simply the use of such means as may be necessary to carry 
out the two thoughts: to supply a convenience for the investments of 
savings, and to attempt to use the public debt among our own 


the cai bonds aball be exeenpt from taxation in | POOP! 


ple. 

Safety is the first object that is desired; safety for the invest- 
ment was the object sought; hence the sis = gt oe pe” vig bond ; 
and that feature is one of the differences in this character of bond 
from that which has been used heretofore in our system. In our 
system as it exists at present, we have two characters of bonds, a 
registered bond and a coupon bond, and up to this time these have 
always been kept separate and distinct upon the books of the Treas- 
ury. The bond provided for by this bill is what may be called a reg- 
istered-conpon bond. It embraces both features. Now, what is this 
registered-coupon bond? The bill provides that a man who wants 
to invest a small amount of money, if you ipine $25, shall go to the 
money depositories, the subtreasuries, of the national banks, pay his 
money there, and the bonds shall be there in blank payable to his 
order, 3 eee ne 77 srs mn a name shall be 
registered at the rec as tho t were a registered 
bond. That bond, eee lacs of having no conpons upon it, 
has annexed to it the regular coupons that are appended to coupon 
bonds ; and thus we have the man’s name registered at the Treasury 
as upon a registered bond, and also a coupon which is the voucher 
upon which the interest is to be paid. It therefore contains both 
features, that of a registered bond and a coupon bond; and itisa 
combination of the two as nearly as it can be made. 

Now, it may be asked why not coupon bonds, why are not these 
satisfactory as provided for under the act of 1870? The answer is 
that the safety that is wanted by this class of investors does not 
follow from an ordinary coupon bond, for the question will come, who 
shall keep the keeper. A coupon bond may be stolen or lost; but if 
it has a registry at the Treasury, if the name of the owner, the man 
or woman who has invested his or her money in the bond is regis- 
tered at the Treasury, that bond cannot be if it is stolen. There 
is all the safety of a registered bond in it. But it may be asked why 
would not a registered bond answer as well? The answer to that 
is, in the first place, that the people who want to make this class of 
investments need a direct connection with the power that pays them 
their interest. They do not want to havesto execute powers of attor- 
ney to send to the Treasury and to write letters and other complicated 
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business transactions; but on the contrary they want to have a sys- 
tem by which upon the bond itself they have the evidence that will 
evable them to collect the interest; and the coupon attached to the 
bond is the means by which they draw their interest. Then, again, 
upon the back of the registered bond there is provided a means of 
transfer. That ordinarily with registered bonds requires an execu- 
tion of a power of attorney, and the forms that are given have to be 
executed. Upon the back of this bond, on the contrary, there may 
be an assignment to a first or second or other assignee, all of whose 
names may be registered. 

Mr. SARGENT. Suppose the second assignee wishes to transfer it? 

Mr. WALLACE. The second assignee can again transfer it or any 
other subsequent assignee can. The law gives the right to assign to 
any subsequent assignee. A meget iy bond having these 
two features if stolen may be rep aced at the Treasury. The last sec- 
tion of the bill provides means for replacing the bond thus registered 
if it shonld be burned or destroyed and it gives all the safeguards 
to the Government that are provided for in the case of the loss of a 
registered bond: the party must give bond to the amount of the lost 
bond; he must make oath before he can get another bond in its room. 

Then as I have said, this registered-coupon bond is assignable on its 
back ; the interest is collectable easily, and there is no difficulty about 
the party who holds the bond collecting the interest by simply taking 
the a pan and going to a subtreasury, to a money depository, or to a 
national bank with the bond itself, and collecting the money upon 
that coupon. 

Another provision of this bond is that it may be assigned in blank. 
Now the first provision, to which I have called attention, is that it is 
to be assi singh to a subsequent assignee who also may have his name 
registered; but there is another provision which provides that it may 
be assigned in blank. Why! Because if the party who holds the 
bond desires to realize upon it, by simply assigning it in blank it be- 
comes a coupon bond and is transferable as an ordinary coupon bond 
is, by delivery from hand to hand. 

These are the peculiar features of the system that will make this 
bond one we believe will be sought for by our people and give safety 
in the investment, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Did the committee consider the question 
whether $25 prise the pot sum for N a bond shoud be ak 
That is a pretty sum for some of the poor people to get together. 

Mr. WALLACE. The committee did REER E that soho The 
Senator will remember the fact that to this bond are to be appended 
coupons that are to run for fifty years, and they will be very numer- 
ous, and the amount of the coupons will be very small if they are 

yable semi-annually. The trouble of registering a $10 bond would 
be just as great as it would be of a $50 bond, and a party who makes 
an investment of this character will probably be able to invest $25. 
He can secure his money until he has $25 raised, and then invest it 
in a bond. It would be very voluminous to keep the books in the 
Treasury to contain all the accounts if they were placed at solow an 
amount as $10. 

Another feature of this bond is, that the rate of interest provided 
by the act of 1870, 4 per cent., is reduced to 3.65 per cent.; first, for 
the convenience of calculation; second, because that 4 per cent. bond 
which now stands in the market above par runs but thirty years, and 
a fifty-year bond would necessarily stand higher in the market than 
a thirty-year bond; so that if we made a 4 per cent. bond running 
fifty years it would stand at a higher rate in the market than a4 per 
cent. bond running thirty years. It is not, in the judgment of the 
committee, wise to make these bonds stand at much above par, for 
our people do not seek to make investments in securities that they 
must buy at an increased rate above one hundred cents on the dollar. 
That the length of a bond adds to its market value need scarcely be 
argued in the Senate in view of the fact that upon the reports of the 
market yesterday we find that our currency sixes, that run thirty 
years from the date of their issue, and payable in currency, stand in 
New York at 119, while our sixes payable in gold in 1881 stand in the 
market at 106, making a difference of 13 per cent. between the cur- 
rency sixes payable in thirty years from their date and the sixes of 
1881, althongh the latter are payable in gold and the former in cur- 
rency; thns demonstrating this proposition. 

Another feature is that the bond is payable in coin, parane, of 
course, as the act of 1870 provides, not in the words and letters of 
the act of 1870, bút payable in coin. Whatever is or shall be at the 
date of their payment the coin of the United States Government 
these bonds will be payable in} and the interest upon the bonds—the 
coupons—are payable in legal-tenders or in coin at the option of the 
Government; in other words, wé desire to provide thatthe legal-tender 
notes of the Government shall be payable on the interest of the pub- 
lic debt, and that only when the Government shall have withdrawn 
them all shall coin be paid on the interest of these bonds. The option 
is given to the Government to pay in legal-tenders or in coin. 

ow, it may be asked, if the people would invest in a 3.65 bond, 
why would they not invest in a 4 per cent. bond? The first answer 
to that is that the people have not been asked to invest in the 4 per 
cent. bonds, On the contrary, appeals have been made to foreign 
governments and to foreign capitalists. The loans have not been 
attempted to be made popular loans; they have not been extended 
throughout the country and placed where the people could get them. 
This, on the contrary, reaches to the people and places the bonds for 


sale at every subtreasury and at all the money-depositories of the 
United States; and the national banks are to hold them for sale. 

Then, again, the bonds authorized by the act of 1870 were not small 
enough in amount. The lowest denomination of those bonds was 
$50. This goes down to one-half of that amount. Then those bonds 
stand, as I have already said, above par in the market, and the peo- 
ple, as a rule, do not desire to invest in a security which stands above 
par and to pay more for a bond—this class of people particularly— 
than one hundred cents on the dollar; and the attempt in this bill is 
to reach a pans at which the bond will stand at about par in our own 
markets. The experience of our people in savings-banks has been 
disastrous, and there is an opportunity now, more than there ever has 
been before, for investment in this class of governmental secnrities. 
Now is the time at which we ought to seek to have them make their 
investments in this class of bonds. 

Besides that, under the policy of the Government a high rate of 
interest has been paid. If the Government’s rate of interest be re- 
duced, as a matter of course the rate of interest paid by savings-banks 
or by otlier banks when they pay iuterest on their deposits will be 

roportionately reduced. Hence we save to the Government and we 
inculeate the policy in the country—a wise one—of reducing the rate 
of interest 5 by private citizens to banking corporations. 

Mr. EATON. I should like to ask my friend from Pennsylvania if 
he supposes that the people of his State would invest in a bond with 
interest no higher than 3.65 per cent. when the savings-banks are 
enabled to pay 5 per cent. on their deposits? Does he suppose the 
hard-working people of Pennsylvania will invest in this security 
under those circumstances? 

Mr. WALLACE, I do, for there is a tremor throughout not only 
my State, but every other State in the Union, and if it does not exist 
in “the land of steady habits” I am surprised; about the condition of 
the savings-banks. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
tells us in committee and tells us here that there is a tremor there in 
regard to savings-banks. 

r. EATON. I ask my friend how much he Capon the working 
people of Pennsylvania will take of this $100,000,000. 
r. WALLACE. I think one-fifth of it. 

Mr. EATON. Twenty millions? 

Mr. WALLACE. Les, sir. 

Mr. EATON. I am very glad that there is so much idle money in 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALLACE. Let me tell the Senator that the French deposit- 
ors in savings-banks withdrew them from the savings-banks and 
invested them in French rentes. That is a fact of history, and that, 
too, when the French government paid but 3 per cent. on the public 
debt. The people there drew their money out of saving-bauks and 
put it into the public securities. Besides that, deposits in banks when 
they can be found are subject to taxation, while this bond is not sub- 
ject to taxation, and taxation in the States has come to be an onerous 
oad. If it be not so in Connecticut it is with us, and I seek to have 
the people get some of the advantages of an investment in a security 
without taxation. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that our policy on this subject onght 
to be rather that of the French than that of the English government. 
It is a fact stated by writers on the subject that the French debt, less 
in amount than the debt of Great Britain, is held by over two million 
of the French people, while the English debt, Jarger in amonnt, is 
held by but about one hundred and thirty thousand people, demon- 
strating the fact that the people when they are sought for to take a 
loan of this character will take it, while when it is sought to be in- 
vested, as it isin England, purely in money institutions, the masses 
do not invest their money there. 

There is in this bill as we present it to the Senate ease and safety of 
investment, and even though the return for that investment be small, 
it goes to the encouragement of thrift; it gives an opportunity to 
save, it is a barrier against extravagance, and it gives us an opportun- 
ity to refund the debt at home; this is the policy we seek to initiate 
in this 85 & Icare not what Senators may think about the sagt 
of the past. I do not intend to attack it; but I want to honestly try 
an appeal to our own people for the refunding of this debt among 
them at home. We seek to send this mode of investment to every sec- 
tion of the country by this bill. Let these bonds be placed in every 
locality of the country ; wherever the people have their $25 or $50 to 
invest, let us try and see if they will not take them; let us initiate 
a py that will keep our surplus earnings at home and save the 
taking ont of the life-blood of this people annually to send it abroad. 
If the policy does not sneceed, we shall have lost nothing but the 
printing of the paper. If it does succeed, we shall have initiated a 
policy that will be fruitful in its benefits to the people. 

Mr. SARGENT. I believe that the pu of the bill, its main 
features, are very good. I am not entirely satistied, however, why 
the interest on these bonds should be placed so low. Four per cent. 
is very small interest for the Government to pay, and probably the 
difference between 4 per cent. and the amount provided for in the 
bill will deter generally the investment of poor people in this loan. 
The difference between 4 per cent. and the amount provided here is 
very serious to them, not much to the Government; and it seems to 
me if would be better to launch the experiment in a way to invite 
suona vas one that would disparage it. Itis cutting too closo to 
the win 
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Mr. WALLACE. I replied to the Senator from Connecticut on 
that point. This is a fifty-year bond and our present policy is a 4 
per cent. thirty-year bond. The longer the bond runs the higher it 
stands in the market. 5 

Mr. SARGENT. That consideration appeals to capitalists rather 
SMr WALLAGE,. I grant the position it does appeal to the capi 

r. s he position it does. ap e capi- 
talist, but the . invest in the fifty-year bond at 3.65 per 
cent. rather than at 4 per cent. thirty-year bond ; and it seems to me 
plain that makes it just stand that much higher in the market. 

Mr. EATON. There is a point of time beyond which the capitalist 
himself will not go. Do not all money writers teach that? 

Mr. WALLACE. The consols of England illustrate my position. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Pennsylvania will also recollect 
that this bill does not exclude any class. The bonds may be invested 
in by thousands by the capitalists or by the $25 by the poor man, 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania what is the meaning of the bill in line 5, section 4: 

At the rate at which they may then stand in the market. 


The context is: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall keep said bonds for sale at the different 
subtreasuries, national banks, and pte dey z tories of the United States, and 
shall dispose of the same at par and accrued interest for coin or for United States 
legal-tender notes at the rate at which they may then stand in the market. 


Does that mean the rate at which the legal-tender notes may then 
stand? 

Mr. WALLACE, 

Mr. THURMAN. 


Certainly. 
That 8 they are 2 per cent. below gold the 
Government will only take them at ninety-eight cents in payment. 

Mr. WALLACE, That is the proposition of this bill, but it results 
from the fact that there is no intention to change the present policy 
of the Government as to refunding its debt. The proceeds of these 
bonds are to be used for redeeming bonds bearing a higher rate of 
interest. 

Mr. THURMAN, Is not the effect of that still further to continue 
the depreciation of the greenbacks? 

Mr. WALLACE. I think not; and the purpose was rather to aid 
the man who wanted to make an investment than it was to do any- 
thing else. In other words, if greenbacks stand at 98 the man who 
has greenbacks can go with his one hundred and two cents and get 
his one-hnndred-dollar bond for nbacks at that rate, and is not 
required to go and buy gold to doit. It is a convenience for the 
man who seeks to make an investment, and for no other purpose. I 
did not propose, nor did the committee, to change the provisions of 
the act of 1870 nor to enter into the wide field that would open at 
once if we undertook to make our public debt fundablein bonds that 
would be exchangeable for legal-tender notes. The policy that is 
already in existence is intended to be carried out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does not the Senator see, as these 
bonds are to go all over the country in different directions, that there 
will be great difficulty in determining what the legal-tender notes 
are wore in the market on the day a bond is sold? Who is to deter- 
mine that and how are the persons who hold the bonds all over the 
country to be informed at the same moment? 

Mr. WALLACE. The public know every day in every section of 
this country what gold stands at in New York. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Would the Senator allow any and 
everybody to be the jadge of what the Goverument was to receive 
for the bonds? 

Mr. WALLACE. Clearly not; but the man who is the agent of 
the Government fixes that; the Government officer determines that, 
aud he must make his return to the Treasury at once. The qnestion 
is whether we are to receive gold or 8 notes at their face, 
and the latter is the only mode in which you can give convenience to 
the people. That is the pune of it. There is no other purpose in 
it. The price of gold in New York . regulate the agent 
of the Government in Chicago to-day in making sale of one of these 
bonds and accounting for it at the ury. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That may be true as to Chicago, 
but the bonds are to £ all over the country, and there is no telegraph 
in many places; and, if there was, there would be great discretion 
left to the Government officers. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania a question. The fourth section requires the Secretary of the 
Treasury to have these bonds deposited at national banks, among 
other places. Is there any provision for the security of the proper 
disposal of these bonds and their proceeds so deposited ? 

Mr. WALLACE, Section 5 provides that— 

. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make such rules and orders as 
may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

I presume he will not put bonds of the United States in the hands 
of unauthorized or improper persons, but will take care that the 
interests of the United States are properly secured. 

The purpose of the bill, as I have already said, is to diffuse the sale 
of the bonds in the first place, and to try to obtain holders thereof in 
every section of the country. As to the details, I have no love for 
any special one of them or for the whole of them. I simply seek to 

ive an opportunity to this class of investors to put their money in 
© Government indebtedness. If there be anything that the Senate 


thinks is wiser than the provisions of this bill, certainly I shall ac- 
cept it. 

r. PLUMB. Permit me to ask a question, It may be that the 
scope of this question has been covered by interrogatories put a 
others when I was absent. In section 3 it is provided that it sh 
be the duty of the “ national banks to pay said coupons upon presen- 
tation, without charge, and remit the same to the Treasury for re- 
demption ; but the said national banks shall only be required to do 
so upon the production of the proper bond.” I ask what the purpose 
of requiring the production of the bond is in that connection? 

Mr. WALLACE. It is that as the national banks receive nothing 
whatever for paying the money and are to remit the coupon for re- 
demption to the Treasury, it is to assure them that they have the right 
man. The bond itself is the evidence that the man who produces it 
owns it, and the coupon cut off in the presence of the owner in the 
national bank is a voucher to it that it is a perfectly safe payment. 
That is the purpose of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no requirement that any evidence of that 
kind shall be perpetuated. The Government will pay on the faith of 
the presentation of the coupon by the national bank. 

Mr. WALLACE. Just as it does any other coupon from a coupon 
bond ent off and sent to the Treasury for redemption. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why, then, should not the egupon be payable with- 
out the presentation of the bond as much at the office of the national 
bank as at the Treasury? i 

Mr. WALLACE. For the reason I have stated, that the national 
banks are not an organization of the Government proper, that they 
are required to pay these coupons, having no funds of the Govern- 
ment on hand, without charge, and remit the coupons for redemption, 
which costs something: and it is to protect them against any possible 
difficulty and secure their having the proper voucher before them. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Government, however, is not permitted to in- 

uire as to whether the bond was actually presented. Another point: 
there seems to be a contradiction between the first and third sections. 
I do not know that there is, but it looks so. In the first section it is 
provided that the interest shall be payable semi-annually in coin. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have had the words “in coin” stricken ont. 

Mr, PLUMB. Another thing. Is it proposed anywhere that thero 
shall be any compensation to national banks or to any other person 
for the sale of these bonds? 

Mr. WALLACE. None whatever. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should Jike to call the Senator’s attention to sec- 
tion 4, in which it is provided that these bonds shall be sold “ for coin 
or for United States Jegal-tender notes, at the rate at which they“ 
meaning of course the notes —“ may then stand in the market.” Now, 
in comparison with what? With gold or with silver? 

Mr. WALLACE. With gold. : 

Mr. SARGENT. It does not say so. Why exclude silver which it 
is insisted will be equal to gold? Now, again, why not fix by the bill 
plainly that this comparison isin gold, or why not provide in this bill 
that, at any rate for the present until the one hundred million bonds 
are absorbed, the bonds shall be sold for legal tenders and make no 
reference to that in which the bonds shall be redeemed? Why not 
make it a bill dealing simply with a single currency? I conceive that 
there might be those who would wish to make it a single currency of 
gold only, and I would prefer that, but objections might arise to that. 

he people generally handle the legal-tender currency and national- 
bank notes; and why not permit them to utilize their earnings in the 
kind of currency which they hold? 

Mr. WALLACE, Would the Senator from California be 1 to 
initiate a policy that would reverse the policy of the act of 1870 
which provides that our low rate bonds are to be sold for coin and the 
coin to be applied to the payment of the higher rate bonds ontstand- 


ing? . 

Mtr. SARGENT. I would not be, provided we insisted on that policy 
all the way through. Lam afraid this is rather inconsistent with that. 
I want to adapt myself to the existing order of 47 pe 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator will see that any such change as that 
would involve a very decided onanie in the past policy of the Gov- 
ernment; and the purpose of this bill was not to do anythingof that 
kind, but to afford an opportunity to make an investment in the Gov- 
ernment indebtedness by this class of investors, and also to initiate 
the policy of distributing the public indebtedness throughout the 
country. 

Mr. SARGENT. Would it not be well, then, to remove the ambigu- 
ity to which I have referred, by saying plainly that “ the coin” re- 
ferred to here, with which the legal-tender notes shall be compared, 
shall be gold coin? 

Mr. WALLACE. I will leave that question to be determined by 
the Treasury. I think that is an open question, which time will yet 
develop, as to whether silver coin is to stand N with gold coin. 

Mr. SARGENT. We have had difficulty with that very question 
lately, and it is on account of our legislation. 

Mr. BAYARD, I think the difficulty of the Senator from Califor- 
nia will be removed by inserting after the word “ rate,” in line 5 of 
the fourth section, the words “in gold,” so as to give a standard of 
value. Despite whatever legislation may take place in this country, 
there should be a standard at least. 

Mr. WALLACE. I hope the Senator from Delaware will not press 
any such amendment. I do not understand that the Senator from 
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California has proposed to amend the bill, and I hope noone else will 
press such an amendment until the bill shall have been fully discussed 
aud Senators shall come to understand its provisions as it is. While 
I must say that for myself, if I could, I would accept the suggestion 
of the Senator from California that these bonds should be sold for 
legal-tenders, and that the interest should be payable in legal-tenders, 

et I have no desire to change the policy of the Government as it ex- 
ists to-day under the act of 1870, but, on the contrary, I seek to get 
this opportunity for my people and others to make investments with- 
ont interjecting into this proposition all of the many questions that 
present themselves in considering the subject of how the bond is to be 
payable, the difference between silver gold, or anything of that 
character. 

Mr. President, there are but two other thoughts connected with 
this proposition that it is necessary for me to suggest. One of them 
is that there is a shadowy fear throughout the country of repndia- 
tion. Now, if this policy be successful, and these bonds can be made 
to be held by our people in every section of the country, there is an 
anchor to the public faith. Every man who holds a twenty-five-dollar 
bond will be found voting ust any doctrine of that character ; 
and beyond that and above that, and that which appeals to the peo- 
ple of my State and to the people of every other State in the Union, 
is the great fact that if we can initiate a policy that is to hold this 
indebtedness at home, we retain here all of our surplus earnin 
that now flee from us annually to the holders of this indebtedness in 
other lands. And, sir, it seems to me that this question is one that 
appeals to every man who recognizes the fact that the poorer classes 
of the community are losing their little all in the breaking up of the 
savings-banks of the country, in their absolute insolvency, If this 
public indebtedness su ts a remedy, we ought to accept it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania a question or two. I see that this bill provides for interest at 
the rate of 3.65 percent. Did the committee make a calculation to 
see whether that interest could be paid semi-annually either on a 
twenty-five-dollar or a fifty-dollar or a one-hundred-dollar bond? 

Mr. WALLACE. Practically there is no difficulty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On a twenty-five-dollar bond it would be forty- 
five and five-eighths cents semi-annually, on a fifty-dollar bond ninety- 
oné and one-fourth cents, and on a one-hundred-dollar bond $1.82}, 
and yon cannot pay the interest in any money that we now coin. 

Mr. WALLACE, That is a question of detail with which the Sen- 
ate can deal, and I am entirely satisfied that they may deal with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, to obviate the objections suggested 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and others to House 
bill No. 3551, to which I asked the attention of the Senate this morn- 
ing, I propose to submit an amendment to the entire bill by way of 
a substitute. I move that all after the enacting clause be struck out, 
and that what I send to the Chair be substituted therefor, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WHYTE in the chair.) Is there 
unanimous consent to lay aside the e bill and take up the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, 

VACANCIES IN PENSION AGENCIES. 

The consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3551) to amend section 4778 
of the Revised Statutes was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment submitted by Mr. INGALLs, 
as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting and insert: 

That whenever, during a session of the Senate, a vacancy shall occur in the office 
of pension agent, by reason of resignation, death, removal, or expiration of the 
term of office, or w any such agent lawfully appointed shall have failed to 
qualify and assume the duties of such office, the President may, when the public 
exigency sane it, designate any officer of the United States to perform the 
duties of such office; but such 2 — shall not be for a longer time than 
wag days; and such officer so designated shall give such bonds as shall be re- 
quired by the President for the faithfnl of the said duties. 

The foregoing provision shall apply to any vacancy now existing. 

Mr. HOAR. That proposed statute seems to leave o this per- 
plexing question which has haunted Congress in the Asbury Dickins 
case so long, whether two salaries shall run or one. 

Mr. EDM S. There is an express statute now that says there 
shall not be two. r „ 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I wish to inquire whether the general 
law covers the point ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that the provisions of the general 
law will obviate the objection which the Senator from Massachusetts 
suggests, and that the wandering ghost of Asbury Dickins will not 
pepet us here. BAM 

r. HOAR. I have had no opportunity to hear this statute until 
this minnte, and no time to examine the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is tlie amendment reported from the Committee 
on Pensions? 15 RN 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it to be a 
PEE INGALLS. The proposition is ote submitted by myself. 

— ie e proposition is one submi y m 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not from the committee? ii 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir- N 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must interpose objection to any acfion upon it 
until there are more Senators in their seats. The Senator from New 
York and others who discussed the question before are not here now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. WITHERS. It is their business to be here, I suggest to the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is my business to object when they are not 
here, and I shall do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri that 
I have very carefully myself—I only speak for myself, of eourse—ex- 
amined the amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas, and 
I am free to say that I think it is ri it. It merely provides what the 
law now does forall the Executive Departments of the Government, 
and which law by rather a strong construction, might include a pen- 
sion agent, but I doubt if it does; and in the Post-Office Department 
there is a similar provision, only it is less strong than this, because it 
leaves it to the discretion of the Postmaster-General. So this amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from Kansas I think falls decidedly 
within the boun of what the other’statates in similar cases pro- 
vide; and, inasmuch as this large number of pensioners are liable to 
be delayed unless we dispose of this subject, Thep the Senator from 
Missouri will not insist upon his objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont if 
he has examined the amendment sufficiently to satisfy himself that 
on the expiration of twenty days a person cannot be appointed for 
another twenty ee and so on indefinitely ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I examined that particularly. The se, kias A is 
just that which was put into the act abont vacancies in the s of 
departments and so on, which was proposed by Mr. Fessenden when 
the subject was last np, abont 1866 or 1867, in this body, and which 
has always been understood, and plainly the language implies that 
it is one single act of appointment; and that it would be justas clear 
a violation of the statute to appoint again as anything could be. 

Mr. COCKRELL, As I understood the Senator from Vermont this 
morning, the Secretary of the Interior has authority to reduce the 
amount of this bond temporarily. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I am in favor of every department of this 
Government assuming its due share of responsibility, and if the heads 
of the Executive Departments are not f to trust a man of their 
own selection upon a small bond, I am unwilling for the Senate to 
commit itself to any such piero relieving them in advance from 
responsibility. This man has been 5 a pension agent. I 
know nothing abont him. I presume he is a good man. He was 
confirmed by the Senate on the 6th of pepeti He has had full 
three weeks in which to give a bond of $250,000. He has not given 
it. We are asked now to permit the President to appoint somebody 
else or to designate a man to go there and discharge the duty of this 
office for twenty days. This thing will go on until June comes, 
Congress then being in session. He has not given his bond by that 
time, and we shall be asked to relieve the Department from respon- 
sibility again. I think it is a bad precedent, and I do not think 
Congress onght to establish any such precedent. This man has had 
twenty days to give his bondin. If he cannot give his bond let him 
say so and let the President appoint somebody else. I do think that 
the great State of New York can certainly find a man who can give 
a bond for $250,000 that will not be questioned even by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, that is perfectly true; but here are 
fourteen thousand soldiers who did, either on the right side or the 
wrong side—that remains to be determined—their level best, as the 
saying is, to preserve their country. They are poor; they are hun- 
gry; they are needy; and I know althongh my riend from Missouri 
was on the other side that nobody can appeal to his 1 with 
any more surety of getting nd ess than they can to him. He will 
be the last man in the United States, in my belief, who will go back 
on the soldier who preserved the Union. 

Now, this amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas will not 


‘only bridge over this imminent and present difficulty, but it will pro- 


vide, as in respect to all the other branches of the executive-Govern- 
ment of the United States, the means of meeting sudden emergenciesin 
the execution of the law. A strained construction of the present statute 
which authorizes the President in case of a vacancy in any bureau or 
office of a Department to do this very thing might be brought to cover 
a pension agent. It covers everybody in the Treasury, it covers every- 
body in the Navy Department, and so on; but it is doubtful whether 
in point of law a pension agent is an officer of a bureau of the Inte- 
pi Department. If he were, the law would be ample now just like 
this. 

Then this amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas covers 
ali such esses where a death suddenly occurs or a resignation in the 
midst of a payment of pensions, or a man goes insane, or whatever it 
may be, where the public exigency requires that the administration 
of the Government should instantly go on, and where for a short 
time you trast the discretion of the President of the United States 
for twenty days. That is all there is to it. I entirely agree to what 
the Senator from Missouri has said that it is a very extraordinary 
thing that after three weeks we cannot get a pension agent in the 
city of New York, nominated by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate, to give a bond that the Secretary of the Interior, who has the 
discretion on the subject, thinks it fit to require. But I appeal to my 
honorable friend from Missouri that inasmuch as this general law 
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which I think ought to be passed, not for this case but for other cases 


that constantly happen in the accidents of life—I appeal to him, I 
say, if he is satisfied that something of this kind ought to be done in 

neral to let it go. t 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask to have the bill read again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to nnderstand from 
the Senator from Missouri whether he waives his objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. : 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not mean to make any captious objection 
to it. I never do that to rt ea I ask to have it reported again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Vermont 
that he make that proviso exclude one man from having the same 
relief twice; that is, in this case to prevent this relief being exercised 
in June again. Now, suppose this ion agent does not give the 
bond and he is allowed until next July fo give the bond, in June the 
same process will be again gone through with. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask him 
if he understands what was said by the Senator from Kansas a little 
while ago, that the official designated to this duty must be an existing 
officer of the United States, and that he can under the general law 
have no salary whatever; so that this designation of a person tem- 
porarily to perform the duty is the d ation of an officer who must 
without pay take the load upon himself of performing these peculiar 
duties in addition to his other official duties. There can be no tempta- 
tion either to the President or the official to do this except in cases of 
extreme necessity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the bill limit the designation to some officer 
without pay? 

Mr. HOAR. 8o it is said. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With that su ion, the point I make is that 
the President shall not have authority to permit an agent appointed 
and required to give bond to take his own time for giving the bond 
three months or six months or nine months and make designations 
to perform the du nies such time. 

Mr. HOAR, I to the Senator from Kansas, before the at- 
tention of the Senator from Missouri was called to the bill, the ques- 
tion whether the general law, which was the Senator knows 
very woll to prevent an officer having the pay of two offices at once, 
applied to this case; and both the Senator from Vermont and the Sen- 
ator from Kansas replied that the provisions of the general law were 
explicit and ample to prevent any compensation whatever being paid 
to this designated officer for these duties; so that there can be no temp- 
tation. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I do not doubt that. Now there is no disposition 
on my part to retard and delay this matter at all. Iam just as kindly 
disposed toward the soldiers, their widows and orphans, as any Sen- 
ator on this floor. Ido not intend to do anything that will retard 
them in the reception of the generous bounty of the Government. 
But I say it is not right as a matter of policy or as a matter of princi- 
ple to wait until two, three, or four days before the time they are 
entitled by law to receive their money, to wait upon some other man, 
to wait his pleasure in qualifying to accept the office, and then come 
before Congress and ask Congress to relieve that officer from his dere- 
liction, from his failure to do his duty. If Congress were to refuse 
to pass this bill to give this exemption, the responsibility would not 
rest upon Congress, and the fourteen thousand maimed and wounded 
soldiers, and widows and orphans, of New York, would have no right 
to complain against Congress. The laws are ample; the laws have 
not been executed; but in this particular case, and without making 
this a precedent for any future action, I shall inte: no objection 
to this bill. I believe the principle is wrong; and with that state- 
ment of my position upon it I shall interpose no objection to its con- 
sideration. I would interpose an objection if there were two or three 
days longer so that action could be taken and these fourteen thousand 
pensioners could get what is justly due them. 

Mr. BUTLER, I rise to su t the apprehension I feel about the 
operation of the bill. The object intended to be reached by the hon- 
orable Senator from Kansas and all of us who are di: to correct 
whatever difficulty may have occurred may, I fear, be defeated by 
this bill as it is proposed to be amended. As I understand it the 
President is authorized to assign any officer of the Government to 
transact this business in lieu of a pension agent, and is also authorized 
to require him to give bond, and there is no provision in the bill for 
his compensation. It seems to me that if it is optional with the offi- 
cer so assigned, whoever he may be, perhaps an officer of the Army 
or Navy or on the retired list, he may very quietly say “I cannot give 
the bond.” Now, it does seem to me but fair and just and proper 
that if an officer assigned to this ifie duty is required to give bond 
for the faithful performance of the duty he should be allowed some 
additional compensation; and I suggest to the honorable Senator from 
Kausas, merely with a view of promoting the bill, not for the purpose 
of opposing it, that „ of that kind be made; ot ler wise 
the onee may be defeated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. After what the Senator from South Carolina has 
suggested, which I think is right in the main, I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out that provision which requires the piviog 
of a bond in this special case of a temporary designation of some 
officer of the United States. The present statutes absolutely prohibit 


his having any pay, and the President of the United States can cer- 
tainly select some officer of the United States, the General of the 
Army, or the Lieutenant-General, or almost any officer of the Arm 
of the United States, whose honor is his whole capital in this life 
almost, to pay these pensions without any fear of a defalcation. 

Mr. RIS. I would inquire of the Senator from Vermont if the 
bill as it now stands does not leave it to the discretion of the Presi- 
dent to require a bond or not of such officer as he designates for the 
performance of this duty? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think that is quite the construction, 
although it comes very near it. 

RIS. Iso understood from the reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It says he shall give such bonds as the President 
may require. That cof dn imply that he was to require some bond. 
You might ae Such bonds if any,” and that would meet it. 

Mr. HARR Yes. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will move an amendment; I move to amend 
the amendment so as to read: 


And 
C 


Mr. SARGENT. Iam extremely anxious that something should 
be done to bridge over this difficulty that has arisen under these 
singular circumstances, but I doubt whether we are making any im- 
8 upon the original proposition by this one. We are laying 

own a general rule without the consideration of the appropriate 
committee, doing it off-hand and it seems to me without sufficiently 
considering the difficulties that may arise. 

Mi Pp UNDS. That is the same with the other bill; it is a gen- 
eral rale. 

Mr. SARGENT. It may be; but this difficulty arises under this 
amended bill: the person who has to act during the ora ong is 
to receive no compensation. The person who would act if he filed 
his bond and properly qualified would receive compensation in the 
shape of fees, out of which are to be paid the expenses of clerk hire, 
rent, and other expenses which belong to the office. Now, is he with- 
out my qualification, without acting, to receive that compensation 
or not! If he is not and if no one is to be paid from the Treasury, 
how are the expenses of the office to be met? The new man who 
comes in to fill the interregnum of course ought not to be required 
to pay them out of his own pocket. 

r. EDMUNDS. Let me suggest to my friend that the Soe erp 
tion to the officer is one thing and the disbursements that he is obliged 
to make for the Government in the way of paying clerks and rent are 
quite another thing. 

Mr. SARGENT. But I understand the theory of the compensation 
of the pension agent is not that he disburses for the Government, but 
that he receives certain fees, and out of those pays the expenses of the 
office. He does not pay any expenses for the Government at all. He 
keeps up his office, pays his clerks, furnishes his stationery and other 
things of that kind out of the sums made up by his fees. There is no 
provision for that in this bill during the interregnum. It is not just 
that the party who should have qualified shall receive the amount, 
and there is no provision that he shall not receive it. He probably 
will not receive it. Wesimply send a person to make bricks withont 
straw. We select a man who is an officer of the Army, and we tell him 
“ go and discharge that duty,” and put the office in his hands. There 
are no clerks, no means to buy his stationery or anything of the kind, 
and the bill does not make any provision and there is no provision in 
any other law to give him the means to do it with. 

r. EDMUNDS. All that diffieulty I think is overdrawn, I will not 
say imaginary. The only difficulty now under the statute is in hav- 
ing a head of the office who is authorized to receive from the Treasury 
and disburse this money. The moment you have got a head, the Sec- 
Sere | of the Interior can send all the clerks in his Department by 
detail if he wants clerks, and all the stationery that is necessury, and 
out of his contingent fund he can hire a cabin in a steamboat that is 
lying at a wharf or a ut-shop on the corner of a street for shelter 
while this one te being done. 

Mr. SARGENT. He would do it in defiance of law unless you put 
the authority in this bill, There is no authority for him to hire 
steamboats or detail hisylerks for this purpose. The law itself ex- 
bes provides how these expenses be paid and who shall pay 
them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall not have any objection to doing anything 
that the Senator wants except the passage of the original bill, for 
the reason that, besides the objections that were stated this morning 
of putting an indefinite appointing power in the President of the 
United States alone, it also on its very face, in my opinion, is uncon- 
stitutional, inasmuch as it undertakes to deal with vacancies that 
occur during the recess of the Senate as well as during its session and 
to limit the power of the President to appoint during the recess by a 
commission that shall expire under the Constitution at the end of its 
next session. Now, however useful such a bill may be, I do not pro- 

for one to go flat in the face of the Constitution of the United 
States by undertaking to limit the power of the President in vacation 
to fill up a vacancy be as he likes if the Constitution says he may. 
That is enongh for that bill; and I think that this question about the 
pee of incidental expenses can be provided for under existing 
ws; but of course I have not the slightest objection to providing 
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that the necessary expenses shall be paid out of the Treasury, if that 
is thought necessary by anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following amendment by way of addi- 
tion: 

And the Secretary of the Interior shall allow, in the settlement of the accounts 
of said officer, the necessary expenses incurred by him in the discharge of his du- 
ties under this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] as amended. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report it. 

The CHIEF CLERK, It is proposed to strike out all of the bill after 
the enacting clause and to insert: 

That whenever during a session of the Senate a vacancy shall occur in the office 
of pension agent by reason of resignation, death, removal, or expiration of the 
term of office, or where any such agent lawfully appointed shall have failed to 
qualify and assume the duties of such office, the President may, when the public 
exigency requires it, designate any officer of the United States to perform the du- 
ties of such office; but such designation shall not be for a longer time than twent; 
days; and such officer so designated shall give bond, if required by the Presiden: 
for the faithful discharge of the said duties. And the Secretary of the Interior 
shall allow, in the settlement of the accounts of such officer the necessary expen- 
ses incurred by him in the discharge of his duties under this act. 

The foregoing provision shall apply to any vacancy now existing. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator who offers this amendment 
tell me how it will be easier to execute the law when we have made 
it so than itis now? The amendment reqnires that the person desig- 
nated shall give a bond, such a bond as the Secretary of the Interior 
shall approve. That is virtually the condition of the present law. 
How, 3 does this facilitate the execution of the duties of the pen- 
sion agent 

Mr. INGALLS. This is intended to be a law that shall cover not 
only this case but others that may occur hereafter, and to make the 
law symmetrical in this respect as in the case of vacancies occurring 
in other Departments of the Government. 

Mr. CONKLING. But the honorable Senator does not observe or 
does not choose to answer my question, the point of which I will 
endeavor to restate. The law now requires a pension agent to give 
a bond, which bond shall meet the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior. The amendment proposed makes the same requirement, 
and yet that requirement is the thing we are told is standing in the 
way of convenience on such an occasion. Now, if the Senator will 
explain to me how under the provision he proposes it will be easier 
to give a bond receiving the approbation of the Secretary of the In- 
terior than it is to do the same thing under the existing law, he will 
answer my question and support his amendment; but I submit to 
him that the answer which he has given me reflects very little light 
upon the point I presented to him. * 

Mr. IN GALLS. Thave said so . that I am almost ashamed 
to say it again, that the particular object we have in view in the pas- 
sage of this amendment of the law is to bridge over an immediate, 
pressing, urgent exigency that exists in the city of New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is that? 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator from New York seriously ask me 
what that is? s 

Mr, CONKLING. I do. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I, of course, will answer. The Senator was 
here when this matter was first up for discussion, but he is now pay- 
ing me such deliberate, profound personal attention that I am conti- 
dent he is rA solicitous for information. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hear every word the Senator says, and I am 
quite serious in seeking information. And, Mr. President, that the 
honorable Senator may not suppose I am trifling with him, as I assure 
him I am not, I will answer as well as I can my question, subject to 
his correction. The difficulty in New York now is that the pension 
agent appointed has not qualified. In other words, he has not given 
that bond which is required by the law. The ostensible purpose of 
the Senator is to obviate the inconvenience growing out of that sit- 
uation. He proposes to do it by a ee permitting a tempo- 
rary appointment on condition that the appointee shall give a bond 
to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. I hold up to him the 
existing statute which requires that and nothing more, and I ask him 
how he obviates the difficulty by repeating the identical requirement. 
Surely that is a question which the Senatorcan answer. So far asits 
seriousness may be regarded, he cannot doubt that I put it to him 
gravely and that I want to know how this provision meets the exi- 

ey. 
Oe INGALLS, If the Senator from New York had attended to 
the reading of the amendment as sedulously as he is now attending 
to the observations that I am making, I am inclined to think that he 
would not have needed information, because it expressly provides 
that the bond shall be given, if required, by the Secretary of the In- 


terior. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is not that what the statute now requires in 
substance? It says that he shall give a bond in a certain amount, 
or such other amount as shall be satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Interior. Suppose the Secretary of the Interior says, “ the exigency 
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of this moment is such that I waive the bond, except formally; give 
a nominal bond; enter into your own recognizance ; give a bond with- 
m surety,” I am inclined to think under the statute he could do 
that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but let me s to the Senator from New 
York, with his permission, that as the law now stands the Secretary 
of the Interior could only do that with the identical gentleman who 
has been confirmed for the office, and if the Secretary of the Interior 
did not wish to intrust the public funds to him the case would be up. 
This provision authorizes the President to designate any officer of the 
United States, in the Army or in the civil service, and to take a bond 
of him if the President thinks it necessary. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I would ask—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But at present we are tied up, if the Senator will 
pone me a moment, to this identical individual; and there seems to 

some hitch about it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now the honorable Senator from Vermont has 
chosen to point out what the Senator on my left was abundantly 
able to point out, and that is the real purpose of this provision; and 
certainly I will never vote for it, for one, with such a purpose. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the real purpose? 

Mr. CONKLING. Why, it is that when the President of the United 
States has designated an officer and the Senate has confirmed him, 
and three weeks and more have elapsed without his complying with 
the law and qualifying himself, rather than subject him to the rigors 
of the law, as he ean be by being superseded by the nomination of 
another person, an arrangement is to be made by which the Secretary 
of the Interior, if he is the real person, or the President in form, may 
alone, by his mere ipse dizit, mention some person who, without any 
bond except the formal bond, may go and spell this nomiflee until he 
gets ready to comply with the law, if he can. I say that is a er- 
sion of the truth as applicable to this case. It should not be done in 
the presence of such an instance, and it should not be done without it. 

Mr. President, this bill is to pass if at all because of the present 
demand, the present instance, or it is to be a bill for which no Sena- 
tor can assign a reason. I should like to hear any man state why 
this shonld be done except for application to the present case. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have stated frankly that the reason why I am 
urging this matter with so much persistence is because of the emer- 
ings Bree has arisen in the city of New York; but there is beyond 
all that a necessity for the enactment of this provision to cover sim- 
ilar cases that may arise hereafter. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator has he learned from his 
observation and experience that it has ever occurred heretofore ! 

Mr. INGALLS. It has oceurred heretofore in the city of New Or- 
leans within a very few months, where the incumbent of the pension 

ney suspended his office or resigned during the very proceeding 
of the payment of pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. And great inconvenience resulted from it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. Does the Senator from Kansas mean 
to say that a provision like this, authorizing the appointment of an- 
other person, not with the assent of the Senate, but without it, and 
requiring him to Five bond, would have met that case any better than 
the existing law? Is it true that the President, upon a mere o 
examination, can select a person to act without bond and without 
security, in less time than would be required to enable him to select 
a ro conditionally, to submit his name to the Senate, that to be 
followed by his giving a bond? Is that true? In the case in Louisi- 
ana, could not a name have been sent here for confirmation as readily, 
as rapidly, practically, as a designation could have been made under 
the proposed provision! 

I have already referred the Senator to another instance falling 
within my recollection in this very case, where a very disagreeable 
occurrence, more sudden, certainly more surprising than a resi 
tion, vacated this very pension agency; and I well remember the 
occurrence. The tidings came about t o’clock in the afternoon. 
The next morning a pension agent was nominated, and he was con- 
firmed that day; and not eight and forty hours had elapsed from the 
beginning before he gave his bond, and it was approved. Is there 
any difficulty about it? No; but this provision is to enable more 
hasty action. It is a quicker, more sudden selection of a man who, 
without confirmation, and practically without giving bond, may 
on and take possession of the whole account at the subtreasury, the 
whole pension fund, vast as it is in the case of this pension agency. 
I believe it is improvident; I believe it is needless; and I submit 
with great to the honorable Senator that when done it will 
be no more facile for proper p than the law as it stands. 

Mr. DAWES. My difficulty with the case is this: the Secretary of 
the Interior, on whom the law has devolved the discretion, has de- 
cided that it is not safe for the public service for a man to hold that 
position until he has — a bond of $250,000. The effect of this bill 
is to take away that discretion and annul that judgment, and enable 
7 man tò enter upon the duties and responsibilities of the office for a 

ess sum. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the Senator allow me a moment just there? 

Mr. DAWES, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAINE. I want to ask the Senator from Kansas, who has the 
bill in charge, if this measure does not go upon the presumption that 
the Secretary of the Interior can find a man whom he is more willing 
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to trust without a bond than he is willing to trust this pension agent 
without a bond? 

Mr. DAWES. That is what I was going to say. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is what strikes me, that the Secretary of the 
Interior will not trust this man unless he gives a bond of $250,000; 
but if you give him a right to roam around he will find any number 
of men whom he will trust with a less bond or without any bond. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. As the Senator from Maine has said what the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts was going to say, when the Senator from 
Massachusetts has said it, I will answer both. 

Mr. DAWES. It will not be necessary for me to repeat anything 
that the Senator from Maine has said, but if there is any force or vital- 
ity in this measure, it is just exactly this: a man has been appointed 
to this office, and, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, it 
is not safe to let him enter upon the duties of the office until he gives 
a bond of $250,000. He cannot do that. The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior must revoke that decision orthe man cannot enter upon the duties 
of the office. It is proposed to enact a law that somebody else may 
be let in upon that office who shall give such a bond as the Secretary 
of the Interior says will be safe. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ornone at all. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course this measure would not serve the purpose 
any better if the individual has got to give the same bond. Therefore 

_they must find a man whom the Secretary of the Interior will say may 
in without any bond at all, or certainly a less bond than this. That 

is the English of this proposed statute, if it has any English. It is 
that the present position of affairs is such that a man has been con- 
firmed for the office who the Secretary says must give a bond of a 
given sum. He cannot do that. What shall be done? To put an- 
other man there in his place, to find a man of whom the Secretary of 
the Interior will say, “I am willing to trust him without any bond, 
or at least with a less bond than that.” It will take just as long to 
select the temporary man as it would to put a permanent officer in the 
place, and it will be just as hard work, Just as difficult for the tem- 
porary man to get a two-hundred-and-fifty-thousand-dollar bond as 
for this man. It is not expected that he will. The Secretary is to find 
such a sort of man as will discharge the duties of this office either, as 
the Senator from Maine says, without any bond or with a less bond. 

Mr. INGALLS, Does not the Senator from Massachusetts know 
that if the Treasurer of the United States were to die to-day the 
President could appoint a man to act in his place for ten days with- 
out giving any bond at all? 

Mr. DAWES. If I did know it, that would not help out this case. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly; it is precisely parallel; it is exactly 
similar to this case. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator from Kansas know that? 

: Mr. INGALLS. I asked the Senator from Massachusetts if he 
new it. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Massachusetts answered that it 
had no application to this case; and therefore I did not Ag ma to 
enter into the controversy that the Senator from New York is kind 
enough to take up. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand the spirit and animus of all this dis- 
cussion. I do not differ at all with the Senator from New York or any 
other Senator who has spoken in regard to the action that ought to 
have been taken in this case. Had I been President and a man nomi- 
nated for a place like this had failed for three weeks to give a bond, I 
shotild have concluded that he was incapable of qualifying and would 
have sent in the name of somebody else. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. This man having been nominated to and con- 
firmed by the Senate at this session, I ask the Senator whether it is 
competent during the present session for the President to send in an- 
other name. Lask the Senator from Kansas if his construction of the 
tenure-of-office act would justify the President in that condition of 
things sending in another name? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know anything about it. I have not ex- 
amined the tenure-of-office act in that connection. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Or the civil-service rules? 

Mr. INGALLS. I say if I bad the power under the law and a man 
had refused or failed to qualify for weeks I should have con- 
sidered it my duty to exercise that power and should have sent in 
some other name for the purpose of being acted upon by the Senate 
to exercise the duties of that office. But that condition of things 
does not exist. Whether under the tenure-of-office act or not here 
is an actual, existing vacancy. Colonel Howe 3 The man 
who was appointed to fill the vacancy has not qualified and cannot 
exercise the duties of the office under the law. Therefore, the ques- 
tion for the Senate to decide is how shall these fourteen thousand pen- 
sioners at New York City be paid on the 4th day of March, which is 
Monday next. This eee eee is intended to provide ſor that 
emergency. It is-in strict harmony with the provisions that have 
been enacted in regard to all other Departments of the Government. 

So far as the objections made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
are concerned, there is no difference in respect to this office from 
what exists in rd to all other offices under the Government. 
Wherever any sudden emergency arises, that is liable to occur in 


any department of the public service, by the death of an incumbent, 
by his sudden resignation, by his insanity, by his iñcapacity to act, 
there must necessarily be devolved upon the Executive the power of 
substitution under proper circumstances. That is what this bill is 
intended to 8 and only that. 

Mr. DAWES. en if that exists as to all officers, this must be an 
occasion where it would not be a proper circumstance, else there 
would be no need of this legislation. If there is need of legislation, 
it is because the proper circumstances to which the Senator from 
Kansas alludes have not arisen. 

Mr. INGALLS. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr. DAWES. He means to repeat just what the Senator from Kan- 
sas said, that the same is true in reference to this office as is true in 
respect to the Treasury and all other offices; that when a sudden 
emergency arises, such as the death, or insanity, or other disability 
of the incumbent, the Executive has the power to interfere at once 
and as the Senator said in reference to the Treasurer of the United 
States to appoint a man without any bond. If such an exigency 
exists here, the President has all the power by the Jaw to which the 
Senator alludes to act. If such an exigency has not arisen here, it is 

the proper circumstances to which the Senator has alluded 
have not arisen, and legislation is necessary to provide for the case. 

Mr. BLAINE. One moment on the point of law. I know it is an 
act of t temerity to take issne with the chairman of the Jndiciary 
Committee and the chairman of the Pension Committee but I do not 
think the law does authorize the Assistant Treasurer to act in such a 
case as is alluded to. Here is the law: $ 

There shall be in the ent of the Treasury a Treasurer of the United 
seers who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, &. 

A subsequent section then provides that— 
333.00 Fates crane 

„au ze the surer to act an 
Ov all the duties of the Treasurer of the United States. f 788 

But he stands with his $150,000 bonds responsible for that Assistant 
Treasurer. He stands right behind him. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator from Maine allege that I said 
wi ich different from that ? 

. BLAINE, The Senator from Kansas said if there was a va- 
cancy in the Treasurer’s office a man could be appointed to act in his 
place without bond. 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I asked the Senator 
from Massachusetts if he did not know that. I made no allegation. 

Mr. BLAINE. Well, the Senator from Massachusetts did not know 
it, and it appears the Senator from Kansas did not know it, and that 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee did not know it, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will give me the book he just 
read from we shall see whether we know it or not. 

Mr. BLAINE, Here is the book. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator from Kansas recollect what an- 
swer he got from the Senator from Massachusetts! 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a matter entirely immaterial to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from New York would let the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee defend himself for a minute. 
I will begin by saying that if my friend from Maine knew even a 
little law he would know something of everything. He has not read 
a section that applies to this subject at all, allow me to say to him. 
The sections that apply to this subject will be found on page 27 of 
the Revised Statutes, and are sections 177, 178, and 179; and on page 
28, section 180, which provides for the intervention of the President 
when there is not any Assistant Treasurer or any other officer upon 
whom by law the duties devolve in a case of vacancy by disability, 
or death. I said in a jocose way that if my friend knew a little of 
law he would know something of everything. Ho knows a great deal 
of law, and I only need to call his attention to these sections and he 
will see that I am right in a moment. Section 177 provides that 

In case of the death, resignation, absence, or sickness of the head of any Depart- 
ment, the first or sole assistant thereof shall, unless otherwise directed by the 
President, as provided by section 179, perform the duties, &. 

That would apply to what my friend has stated. When the Assist- 
ant Treasurer comes in as the next man under the law, of course his 
bond already given for the faithful performance of his duty binds 
him to that. Now take the next section: 

Sec. 178. In case of the death, absence, or sickness of the chief of 
any burean, or of any officer . * 

Which by a strained construction might possibly include a pension 
agent as an officer of the Bureau of Pensions in the Interior Depart- 
ment; but that would be rather a strange construction— 

Whose a mtment is not vested in the head of the Department, the assistant 
or deputy of such chief or of such officer, or, if there be none, then the chief clerk 
of such burean shall, unless otherwise directed by the President, as provided by 
section 179, perform duties, &. 

What does the next section, when there is nobody upon whom 
these duties devolve, as in this case, provide ? 

Src. 179. In any of the cases mentioned in the two preceding sections except the 


p 
death, resignation, absence, or sickness of the Attorney-General, the President 
may, in his discretion, authorize and direct the head of any other Department or 
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any other officer in either Department whose appointment is vested in the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to perform the duties of 
the vacant office until a successor is appointed or the sickness or absence of the 


incumbent shall cease. 
Sec. 180. A vacancy occasioned by death or resignation must not be temporarily 


filled under the three preceding sections for a longer period than ten days, 

With great deference to my friend from Maine, I beg leave to say 
that when there is a vacancy in the office of Treasurer of the United 
States and in the office of the Assistant Treasurer, so that there is no- 
body upon whose head by law the duty falls, and the President of the 
United States designates the chief clerk, if you please, or the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury Department, to perform the duties of 
Treasurer, the law does not require any bond, because he is not the 
Treasurer, he is not the Assistant Treasurer, but he is another officer 
who is transferred to perform the duty of an office that he has no con- 
nection with; and the responsible head of the Government is bound 
to see to it that he selects a man who for a few days can be trusted. 
That is exactly what this bill provides. The question is not whether 
it is through somebody’s fault, either executive or appointee, or what- 
ever he may be, that this trouble has arisen now. The question is 
whether a means shall be provided for the payment of these pensions 
instantly, or whether it will be delayed in this case aud in every other 
case of a similar character. That is the question. 

It may happen sometimes, where a pension 2 falls vacant only 
a day or two before the time of the payment of the pension has you 
must provide some step, no matter how good your man is. The place 
may be so distant that a hand could not be transferred. You cannot 
transfer a hand by telegraph. Take a pension agent at San Fran- 
cisco, It takes seven s to get to and fro, and how are you to 
do at the last moment? You cannot get the boud, no matter how 
promptly the Senate acts. The President cannot appoint by tele- 
graph; he can designate; and if he is authorized to designate some 
other officer of the United States, I think there is no great danger to 
the public revenue, that for such a temporary and pressing exigency, 
no matter how it happened, (I am not on the point of whose fault it 
is, but here it is;) the President can be trusted and the officer can be 
trusted with the drawing of checks on the public depository for the 
payment of the pensions, 

Ir. BLAINE. If the point made by the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee is good it pore a little too much for his case, because 
the broad assertion of “any other officer” would of course include 
pension agents, and removes any necessity for passing this bill. If 
the law has as sweeping an application as the Senator from Vermont 
gives it in his construction, it enables an appointment to be made 
now by the President for any officer that is incapacitated; and the 
Senator emphasized the words “any other officer.” Why not, then, 
let the appointment be made under the law in this case? I am after 
instruction. š 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Maine misunderstood the reading 
of the section. 

Mr. BLAINE. Possibly I did; but why did the Senator emphasize 
“any other officer?” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but the President may appoint any other 
officer where there is a trouble with any officer of a bureau. 

Mr. BLAINE. Very well; this is an officer of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very thing that remains to be proved. 

Mr. BLAINE. If he is not an officer under the Pension Bureau 
what is he under? 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He is an officer under the laws of the United 
en which cover a great many other things besides the Pension 

ureau. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I understand the Senator, the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, to say that a pension agent is not an officer 
under the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say that it is extremely doubtful if he is, and 
that I believe that he is not an officer of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is a fine point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be, but it may be true nevertheless, 

Mr. BLAINE, It is a point of fineness that I have no inclination 
now to discuss. If the pension agents of the United States appointed 
by the Commissioner of Pensions—— 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But they are not appointed by the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

Mr. BLAINE. Under the Secretary of the Interior, and he under 
the President of the United States, going all the way back through 
the ordinary mode of recommendation and appointment, answerable 
to him and giving bonds to him 

Mr. INGALLS. To whom? 

Mr. BLAINE. To the head of the Interior Department, to which 
the Bureau of Pensions directly belongs. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no connection whatever with the 

Mr. BLAINE. If the pension agents are not under that bureau, 
what are they under“ 

Mr. INGALLS. Under the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. BLAINE. Precisely. They are under the Department of the 
Interior, but they are under the Bureau of Pensions, which is a part 
of the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But a bureau officer, let me tell my friend, and 
if he will think a minute he will remember it, in every Department 
is a technical designation that is understood to mean the heads of 
bureaus, the chiefs of division, and one, two, three, four classes of 


clerks, and temporary employés, &c. That is the universal under- 
standing of that term. 

Mr. BLAINE. Pranit 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It follows that the pension agents appointed by 
the President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate of 
the United States, one in one State and one in another, although 
they are bound to report to the Bureau of Pensions the state of their 
pension moneys and to the Treasurer of the United States the money 
that they have paid out, are not within the meaning of the law 
officers of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. BLAINE. They hold just the same relation to the Pension 
Bureau that a surveyor of public lands, a receiver of public moneys 
for lands, a register of public lands, officers existing throughout many 
of the States and all the Territories, hold to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. They are officers under that bureau. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, but the Senator imports, as I understand, a 
word which is not in the statute. He is legislating himself. The law 
does not say an officer under the bureau or in charge of the bureau, 
it is an “officer of the burean.” 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator wants to make a point on a amet 
tion, he can have it and take his choice between “ of” or “under.” 
They are officers of the burean, accountable to it and making their 
reports through it; or else the whole organization of the Government 
of the United States in its De nts is misunderstood and misap- 
prehended, and is mere confusion. Nobody understands it differently. 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish to make a few suggestions in the hope that 
we may do something that will insure the payment of pensions to 
these peop next week. The chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
does not believe that the President now has the right to designate 
any officer of the United States to go and pay those pensions. With- 
out having time to examine the question much, I think the chairman 
of the committee is entirely right; but at least it is very doubtful 
whether such a power exists; and there is little chance that these 
3 will be paid next week unless Congress shall legislate in the 

tion indicated by the Committee on Pensions. I have nothi 
to say about who is to blame for this condition of affairs. I spea! 
for the sake of the people who will be disappointed and many of 
whom will suffer if while we are differing abont the law there is 
eee done to render certain the payment of the pensions due to 
em. 

This provision I think is a wise one for the future, while it covers 
this particular case. I do not believe, if a pension agent at New Or- 
leans or at New York should drop down dead or be stricken with par- 
alysis the day before the pensions are to be paid, that under existing 
law there is any power legally to appoint a man to go there and pay 
those pensions on the day they are due; and I think there should b be 
some law remedying any such difficulty. It is in the line of legisla- 
tion as to other Departments. This provision is to cover all cases in 
the future, and we should have such cases covered, I think. The 
measure as it is now before the Senate is as follows: 

Beit £c., That whenever, d a session 
occur in the ce of pension agent . — ol e laange pde Ngan De pe 
expiration of the term of office, or when any such agent lawfully appointed shall 
have failed to qualify— 

So that the vacancy continues— 
and assume the duties of such office, the Presideut— 

Not anybody else— 


Leger public exigency requires it, designate any officer of the United 


Not pick up some man outside, but he must designate an officer of 
the United States— 
to perform the duties of such office. 

That is, if the pension agent should die or be stricken down a few 
days before the pensions are to be paid, or if through any other 
cause there should be a serif on that day, the President may des- 
ignate any officer of the United States to go there and pay the money 
on that day. 

But such designation shall not be for a longer time than twenty days. 

Now, as to the bond, it is not left to the Secretary of the Interior: 

And such officer so designated shall give bond if required by the President— 

If he appoint some officer to pay the money on that one day he may 
trust him without bond, but it rests npon the President . 

For the faithful discharge of the said duties, 

It will not be a bond of a very large amount if the person has only 
to pay out one of the quarterly payments. As was su in the 

y part of the debate, before many of the Senators took part in it 
who afterward spoke, if the President should select an officer of the 
Army to go there, ta the money and paying it out, he might not 
require a bond at all. This pro legislation covers the case in 
New York. It is doubtless ed to-day, as I urge it to-day, to in- 
clude this case; but it covers all future cases where, as has been said 


has e in Louisiana, the agent had commenced paying the 


people their pensions and resigned and there was no one authorized, 
and the President will have power to direct another officer to go and 
continue the payment. I believe this to be wise legislation. There 


may have becn some fault somewhere that this particular case must 
be provided for, but this case does exist. It seems pretty clear with- 
out such legislation these fourteen thousand people will not get their 
money on the 4th of March. 
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think for this case and for all future cases where there is a vacancy as 
there is here, that has not been filled for some cause or other, those who 
are to receive their pay should not be required to wait, but that the 
President should be allowed to designate any fit officer of the United 
States, in his discretion, to go sere and pay the pensioners their 
money, taking a bond, if the ident thinks it necessary,or letting 
him go without a bond if the President thinks it is not necessary. 
In that way we shall have a law that will always prevent a failure 
on the part of pensioners to receive their pensions. There has been 
failure on a few occasions to pay them on the day prescribed, and this 
provision would cover such cases in future. Whoever is to blame in 
the present case let him bear it, but do not let us throw that burden 
on people who need the money and who will be greatly disappointed 
if they do not get it. tags fie them would actually suffer if they 
did not get this pension. t us authorize the President to select 
another officer of the Government to f° there in this case and pay 
them their pensions. The officer will have no duties to perform 
beyond that, and he can attend to it inside of twenty days, I think 

therefore, it is good legislation for the future, and I hope the bill will 
be now to the end that these people may be relieved from the 
8 15 would ensue if the bill were not 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to say one word on the topic the Senator 
from Maine last spoke of as to the meaning of the words “ chief of 
any bureau, or any officer thereof,” as being possibly applicable to a 
pension agen’. The Senator referred to the surveyor-general as be- 
ing an o of the Land-Oflice Bureau. The Senator, in my humble 
opinion, with great deference to his better knowledge of the law, is 
widely mistaken. The 5 F the Senator will only look at the 
organization of the Executive Departments as they stand, are offices 
in the Departments which have a chief, a head of division, clerks, 
&c., and are always designated as such. On his theory the collector 
of customs of the port of New York would be an officer of the Burean 
of Customs in the ay Department, whereas, as I say, if he will 
only look at the statutes which organize all these ments he will 
see that the bureaus are merely organizations of the departmental 
force, appointed under the Secretary of the in the Treasury 
Department, and under other Secretaries in the other Departments, to 
carry on the executive business of the Government at Washington. 
The law provides when they shall have their office open, except upon 
holidays here, and all that sort of bay 

Mr. BLAINE. Do I understand the Senator to say that a collector 
of internal revenue or a revenue agent in the country anywhere, who 
bs sent 7” by the Internal-Revenue Bureau, is not an officer of that 

ureau 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not speaking about anybody who is sent out 
by a bureau. 

Mr, BLAINE. The Senator said “at Washington.” He referred in 
terms to “Washington.” Now the Internal-Revenue Commissioner 
has numerous agents scattered all through the United States, Are 
they officers of that bureau ? 

. EDMUNDS. Is the Senator through now? 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam through with that question. I do not know 
whether I am through or not. That depends upon the Senator’s an- 
swer. The Senator said the officers of the bureau were limited to 
Washington. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has misunderstood me again. He 
has a remarkable facility for misunderstanding me, Mr. President. I 
said that the bureaus in these Departments were bureaus at Washing- 
ton and in the Departments, and that their officers were officers of 
those Departments in Washington; but I did not say, as the Senator 
supposes, that because the chief clerk in the Pension Bureau at Wash- 
ington takes a trip to Bladensburgh he is not therefore an officer of 
that bureau. If he is sent in the performance of bureau duty to look 
up something, he is still an officer of the bureau undonbtedly. The 
law is perfectly plain, if the Senator would only take the trouble 
some time to look at it and read it through, that these bureaus, as I 
stated before, are organizations in the Departments here, and that 
their officers belong to the Departments here, although they may be 
sometimes sent somewhere in the discharge of their duties to acquire 
information. Therefore,in my humble judgment, the words “ bureau 
or any officer thereof,” will not cover a peusion agent. If they do 
not,.as they do not in my judgment, cover a collector of customs or a 
collector of internal revenue, or a surveyor-general of the Land Office, 
then it is desirable to provide for these sudden and temporary emer- 
gencies that may happen in other Departments of the Government. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am after information. I understand, then, the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee to say that if you use the lan- 
guage “the Bureau of Internal Revenue or any officer thereof,” it does 
not mean a collector of internal revenue. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It does not include a collector, in my opinion. 

Mr. BLAINE. Nor an assessor of internal revenue ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shonld say not an assessor. 

Mr. BLAINE. Nor a general agent stationed in San Francisco, or 
Boston, or New York 7 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot say about a general agent. I should have 
to look up the law. 

Mr. BLAINE. Lonly wanted to get at what the Senator means. 
He does not seem to know with exactness and accuracy what he means 
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himself, and therefore, of course, I cannot get any more precise in- 
formation than the Senator possessen, e J 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I think some critic described Lord 
Brougham once as a man of vast and varied misinformation and great 
legal uirements. 3 

-CONKLING. “Brilliant disqualifications and prodigious moral 

uirements.” 

. INGALLS. I think that same designation might perhaps be 
Properly applied to some critics on the subject which has lately been 
under discussion. With all due deference to the Senators who have 
spoken upon this subject, the question involved is not who are officers 
of a bureau, but what vacancies occurring temporarily in bureaus or 
heads of Departments the President of the United States is vested with 
authority temporarily to fill under the Revised Statutes, The power 
that he possesses in this re will be found in three sections of the 
law spon page 27 of the volume before me. The first arises ges the 
case of the death, resignation, absence, or sickness of the of any 
Department. In that case— 

The first or sole assistant thereof shall, unless otherwise directed by the Presi- 
dent, * * * perform the duties of such head until a successor is appointed. 
Second— i 
In case of the or sickness of the chief of any bu- 
reau, or of any ieee ent 4 
And now mark the words of limitation; I call the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to that point 
ente thereof whose appointment is not vested in the head of the De- 
partien 


These are the words of limitation that prescribe and define the 
officers of the bureau, a tempo vacancy in which may be filled by 
the President under his discretionary authority conferred by the 
statute. Now, whether a pension agent is an officer of the Pension 
Burean or not, he is not an officer whose appointment is made by the 
head of the Department. Therefore, when a vacancy occurs in a pen- 
sion agency, inasmuch as he is not an officer who is appointed by the 
head of the Department, he does not come under the provision of 
section 178. Hence the objection of the Senator from Maine falls to 
the ground, whether his criticism in regard to the relation of these 
officers to the bureau be correct or not, because the statute has by 
the words of limitation defined those officers who are the subject of 
its provisions. 

. BLAINE. I did not take that ground at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say one word in reply to my honorable 
friend from Kansas. Some time ago, speaking to or speaking at one 
of the Senators from Massachusetts, he suggested that under existing 
law if a vacancy occurred in the office of an assistant treasurer, as 
for example the subtreasury at New York, the President could des- 
ignate a person (I think I use his words) who could go on and exe- 
cute temporarily the duties of that place without giving bond. If 
any Senator has made himself angeles by cipati that proposition, 
I want to take my place by his side. I have oes the Senator from 
Vermont read statutes which are very familiar to all of us, and were 
made so by a very noted impeachment trial which took place some 
yearsa will not undertake to be certain because I have not looked 
that importation of those statutes in epitomes into the revised 
edition may not have varied in some technical respect their ancient 
import; but I will hazard the assertion that no section referred to by 
the Senator from Vermont and no other section of the statutes bears 
out at all the implication of the Senator from Kansas. I will indi- 
cate two reasons why it does not. In the first place I venture to say 
those sections (if they are not so they have been totally perverted 
in the codification) limit the selection of the President, first, to offi- 
cers, second, to certain officers, Who are they? Officers nominated 
by the President and contirmed by the Senate, and their description 
will show that they are bonded officers. The Attorney-General is 
made an exception, I think, in one of those sections. But transfe: 
too, may be made. If the Secretary of War is ill, the Secretary o 
State may be depnted temporarily to discharge the functions of his 
place, and the deputation is to be not of a person but of an officer, 
and that officer, as I remember it, is to be of the grade presidential : 
in appointment. I need not remind Senators that that falls very far 
short of the idea that the President may designate anybody to exe- 
cute the duties of an office and that the person designated need give 
no bail. The designation there contemplated is of a bonded officer, 
who becomes ex officio the locum tenens of the place; and I think no 
Senator will doubt that he would be held upon bis official obligation. 
Therefore the suggestion made by the Senator from Kansas, which 
seems to have been concurred in by the Senator from Vermont, is a 
great deal too broad for the law. I venture to hazard my slight repu- 
tation in that regard by this assertion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it the understanding of the Senator from New 
York that the Secretary of War is a bonded officer, as he calls it, placed 
under bond for the faithful discharge of his duties? 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not say he was, Mr. President. i 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator left that intimation very plainly: 

Mr. CONKLING. I think not; but if I did, I exp myself in 
a confused way. The Senator from sas knows as a lawyer and 
knows as a historian that the rank of an office and its nature is deemed 
in the economy of law oftentimes a substitute for a bond; and if I 
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spoke of them inclusively as bonded officers I will correct my state- 
ment thus: It is confined either to persons of such official rank that 


the new duties to be imposed are less than those imposed u them, 
or where it descends to bureau officers they are bonded officers. In 
other words they are bonded officers or persons tantamount to that; 
they are not persons generally, as the Senator from Kansas indicated 
in the inquiry he eat to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not care anything about this point of law; 
there is little really in it, for it is entirely technical and docs not 
reach the merits of the case. Before the measure is voted upon I 
merely want to indicate, what I consider to be the point at issue. It 
is attempted to cover up by a general statute a specific failure of an 
officer to put in his bond when he has had ample time and indeed an 
upusually long time within which to do it. 

Mr. INGAL That is not the intention, Mr. President. 

Mr. BLAINE. It has been argned on that point the whole day. I 
undertake to say that nothing else has been put forward here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not to cover up at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have said repeatedly that, while that was the 
existing occasion of the effort to pass this bill, the purpose was to 
provide against emergencies that might arise hereafter and to make 
the law in this regard symmetrical with what it is in every proper 
department of the Government. 

. BLAINE. Does the Senator from Kansas know of any case 
heretofore arising? - 

Mr. INGALLS. I have said three or four times on the floor of the 
Senate that asimilar case arose in New Orleans within the last twelve 
months where a pension agent resigned his office there while payment 
of the quarterly pension was going on. 

Mr. BLAINE. How was it remedied ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the Senator knows only half the case. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is more than the Senator knows. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator does not know the whole case. He 

only knows that the man died, What happened afterward he does 
not know. The important thing is what happened after the man 
died, whether the pensioners went without pay or not, All the gen- 
tleman knows is that“ Marley was dead to begin with,” but whether 
those pensioners went without pay he is not prepared to tell the 
Senate. 
Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Maine asked me if I knew of 
any similar case that had oecurred before. When I told him that I 
did know a case that occurred before that would come under the pro- 
visions of a statute like this, and which resulted or might have re- 
sulted in difficulty because there was no such statute, he now at- 
tempts to parry the issue by asking me if I know whether the pen- 
rest 26% paid or not. Certainly that is not material to the point 
involved. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator says it might have resulted in diffculty. 
I want to know whether it did result in difficulty. A great many 
things might have been. The Senator says a case occurred that might 
have resulted in such a way. My interrogation to the Senator was 
whether it did happen to them. He says he does not know. I under- 
take to say that there are more than twenty Senators on this floor 
who could name pension agents of either political party in New York 
who could give bonds in twenty-four hours for the discharge of this 
duty. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no doubt of it, not the slightest. 

Mr. BLAINE. Very well. Now, here is a pension agent . 
under the highest possible order of civil-service reform, who has had 
an entire month in which to secure a bond and is apparently unable 
to get it, and the Senator from Kansas comes in with a bill for his 
relief. The Senator from Kansas con es in here with a bill, I repeat, 
for the relief of that arpensa 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill that has been proposed is one that will 
evtirely ee with the pension agent in New York who has been 
con A 
Mr. BLAINE. Does this measure legislate him out of office ? 

Mr. INGALLS. If this man does not qualify under the law—— 

Mr. BLAINE. Ab, “does not.” 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Maine wants an answer from 
me, he will have to wait until I have had time to give it. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will wait. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not propose to be interrupted when I have 
only got out two words if Iam catechised for it. I say if the pension 
agent in New York City does not qualify in time to allow him to 
enterur ‘he duties of his office before the 4th of March, the pen- 
sioners must go without their money. I care nothing about General 
Coster, or about the action of the President, or about the action of 
the Secretary of the Interior. I want the pensioners to get their 
money, and that is all this legislation means, i 

Mr. BLAINE. And so do I want the pensioners to get their money. 
Still I have stated it precisely right. neral Coster was appointed 
pension agent of New York one month ago, a little more than a month 


ago, : 

Mr. INGALLS. He was confirmed on the 6th of February. 

Mr. BLAINE. He was confirmed three weeks ago to-day. to 
this time he has not filed his bond. The Senator from Kansas doia 
not know whether he will file his bond in season to pay the pension- 
ers on the 4th of March, and a bill is brought in here to tide him over 


and give him a longer time in order that he may possibly get a bond 
while some other man is doing the duties of the office without bond. 
I desire the attention of my friend the Senator from New York on the 
r side of the Chamber. He stated that there was no necessity 
of requiring a bond, as this appointment would be for but a single 
payment. It cannot have escaped the attention of my friend 

Mr. KERNAN, Allow me to correct the Senator. I meant to say 
that the ofticer would have to make but a single payment. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the Senator will observe 

Mr. KERNAN. Wait a moment. I said or meant to say that per- 
aape as large a bond would not be exacted as if he were to serve all 
the term. 

Mr. BLAINE. Whynot? That isthe pointto which I want to call 
the Senator’s attention. The man who makes a single payment has 
as much money in his hands as the regular pension agent has at any 
time. The pensions are paid quarterly. 

Mr. KERNAN. I thought from past experience that men hardly 
ever turned defaulters within the first twenty days; the temptation 
grows on them. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is a moral point of view which I did not take 
into account. I was looking at the pecuniary side of the question. 
The Senator will observe that a man who pays the pensions for one 
quarter has just as large an amount of money in his hands as the 
pension agent is likely to have during his whole term, and if there is 
necessity for a bond it is just as great at that time as at any other 
time. 

Mr. KERNAN. Of course he has got to make a return in twenty 
days, and the danger is not very great. 

Mr. BLAINE, I do not think it is, but I do not want a special act 
put through Congress in order to give more time for a man to get a 
bond when he has had more time already to get it than any other 
pension agent on the list. 

Mr. KERNAN. I have no more desire than the Senator has to give 
him more time, but I do not want these fourteen thousand poor peo- 
ple 1 o hungry while we are wrangling here. 

Mr. BLAINE. On whom would that responsibility lie? 

Mr. KERNAN. I do not care on whom; not on me. They should 
pan be made to go hungry because somebody or other failed to do his 

uty. 

Mr. BLAINE. No, but somebody or other may be compelled to do 
his duty in order that they may not be hungry, 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. How will you compel it? 

Mr. HOAR. It is to-day, I believe, the 27th of February. I do not 
believe eed Senator can suggest any possible method by which these 
fourteen thousand pensioners can be paid on the 4th of March, as the 
facts now exist, except by the passage of this bill. It is a just bill in 
its general principles, it seems to me after hearing the discuasion. 
It is true it permits a smaller bond to be given by a person who is to 
hold the office for a few days than is to be given by a person who is 
to hold it for a few years. Does anybody doubt that in hisown town 
he could name a hundred men whom he could put into a bank, if the 
cashier suddenly died, without any bond at all, and allow them to 
run that bank for twenty days, of whom, if they were to be appointed 

rmanently to the office of cashier, a heavy bond would be required ? 

he n who is a permanent officer is surrounded by his own clerks, 
by his own accounting officers, by his own creatures, persons with 
whom he has had an opportunity to make friendship, and in that way 
dishonesty and dofalcation become possible; but when he goes to 
another sphere of duty for a few days, to take possession of such a 
place, going in among strangers, there is no opportunity to organize, 
to concert, or to carry through any defalcation, Now, then, the case 
comes exactly to this point: supposing it to be conceded that this 
was a bad appointment and supposing it to be conceded that the 
Executive ought long before this to have sent in a new appointment 
and revoked that one because of the failure of the official to procure 
his bond soon, and that there has been t dereliction of duty on 
his part and on the part of the President, what of that? The fact 
exists to-day that you cannot now get an official, even in New York, 
and have a new two-hundred-and-tifty-thousand-dollar bond which 
he is to furnish signed in New York, sent here, and approved at the 
Treasury in time for his entering upon the discharge of his duties 
upon the 4th of March. Therefore there is proposed for our consider- 
ation a general law, against the principle of which no valid argu- 
ments seem to be adduced, without the passage of which at this time 
fourteen thousand ex-soldiers and their widows and children are to 
suffer by our withholding from them payment. The fact that it gives 
the pension agent a few days more to file his bond would make no 
difference if it existed; and, if it does not exist, the time for filing his 
bond is not yet terminated, and, whether it be terminated to-day or 
next week, ERA is no other mode of preventing suffering by the pen- 
sioners except the mode which has been pointed out by the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EATON. Only aword, sir. It seems to me that the President 
of the United States had a duty to perform yesterday. He has a 
duty to perform to-day, My friend from Massachusetts says that it 
cannot be done now. Icah mention the names of a dozen republicans 
or a dozen democrats in New York that might be sent here to-day 
and be confirmed to-day and give their bonds in an hour to-morrow ; 
and so could my friend name them. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Connecticut how can such a 
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thing be done before the 4th of March without the ee of such 
a law even if the name be selected in five minutes under the rules of 
the Senate? I am supposing the rules of the Senate to be in force, 

Mr. EATON. Permit me to say to my friend from Massachusetts 
that it would not be more improper if we should suspend the rules of 
the Senate once than to a law without proper consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator from Connecticut will concede that 
no exigency is to be supposed which is to require the Senate to accept 
the nominee named by the President, as he supposes in five minutes, 
or without 7 10 by the Senate through its proper committee into 
the question whether he is fit to be contirmed. 

Mr. EATON. I beg to say to my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts that it is not five minutes’ notice. It is three weeks’ notice. The 
President of the United States has had three weeks’ notice. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator, if he will permit the interruption—I am 
not sure that I am not trespassing too much on his good nature in 
asking to make it—— À 

Mr. EATON. Notat all. 

Mr. HOAR. My point is not a point of justification or of condem- 
nation of the President. I know nothing about the facts. I do not 
know what reasons have been addressed to him, and I therefore do 
not undertake to discuss that matter. My point simply is that the 
President has not sent in another name to the Senate, and that he 
cannot select and send in another person who can be confirmed, under 
the ordinary and just and proper methods of proceeding, in time for 
the execution of this duty on the 4th of March. That was the point 
I made, and not that the President had not had three weeks to deal 
with this question of the man’s bond. 

Mr. EATON. It is not my purpose to condemn the President of the 
United States at all. I was simply saying that he had a duty to per- 
form. When he performs his duty the Senate will act; and I dis- 
agree with my honorable friend from Massachusetts that it will take 
from now until the 4th of March for the Senate to act in this matter. 
They can act in an hour; the rules can be suspended, and would be 
in an important case like this. 

I do not undertake to say but what I shall vote for this bill; I 
have not yet made up my mind on that subject; but I say there is 
no necessity for hasty legislation of this character. If the President 
of the United States does his full duty the Senate will do its duty, 
and a man will be confirmed before this week is out who will pay 
these r people in New York. 

Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, I only rise for the purpose of say- 
ing that, as I hope the President of the United States has already been 
sufficient! castigated, we may ha ve a vote upon the bill so as to afford 
relief to the pensioners, whose wants it is designed to relieve by the 
introduction of this bill. That is all that is designed by it. It is ad- 
mitted on all hands that it will accomplish that purpose, and I hope 
now that we shall be permitted to vote upon it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, nothing can be more pleasing than 
the alacrity with which the honorable Senator from Virginia, for ex- 
ample, rushes to the rescue of the President of the United States and 
the pensioners. 

Mr. WITHERS. The Senator is mistaken. I have not rushed to 
anybody’s rescue. This is the first time I opened my mouth in the 
debate, 

Mr. CONKLING. I thonght the honorable Senator evinced t 
alacrity. I had seen great alacrity elsewhere on that side of the Cham- 
ber, great compunction and commiseration for these fourteen thou- 
sand starving pensioners. Mr. President, this is the Senate. Nobody 
I suppose means here to seek any external advantage by appearing as 
the champion especially of the crippled soldiers of the Republic, and 
I rather think that I might say, certainly that other Senators on this 
side might say, that the interest and the regard which we would have 
for the prompt payment of those who bear scars earned in the sery- 
ice of the Republic would not be laggard or fail to keep pace with the 
extreme anxiety manifested on the other side. 

Sir, if this were not the Senate, I wonld say that it is arrant hum- 
bug to talk about these pensioners as a reason for this bill. The 4th 
of March! when is that? A week away and it is the day fixed for 
the beginning of the quarterly payment. It is talked about as if it 
were to pass for a moment the occasion would be lost forever. Not 
at all. This payment is to begin properly on that day and proceed 
with all the N it can. If perchance twenty-four hours of post- 
poreon were to occurif it would take longer than usual by twenty- 

our hours, I know not why there should be such an extreme wring- 
ing of hearts over that. I feel quite able and independent to say, 
and to say if I spoke in the presence of all these pensioners, that vio- 
lence ought not to be done to the law, because, if it were so, half-a 
day, or an entire day, or two days might intervene longer than the 
usual interval. I think that is rather a sickly and exaggerated sen- 
timentality. It would be in me if I were to affect it. But there is a 
week, and I deny that those who insist that the existing law shall be 
executed are interposing one moment of postponement against these 
pensioners; far from it. Let the Secretary of the Interior summon 
General Coster to make good his bond at once ; let him intimate merely 
that it must be done or other action will be taken, and I know well 
enough the relationships of General Coster to know that his bond can 
be forthcoming in one single day just as well as in a year; and if my 
colleague or any other Senator knows the connections of General Cos- 
ter he understands that nothing can be more absurd, even if the 


penalty were to be $250,000, than to talk about his wanting time to 
perfect his bond. He wants no more time to perfect it than is neces- 
sary to transact the formalities of the business, That is what I think 
ought to be done; and therefore I am somewhat restive under this 
iterated ontcoming in behalf of the pensioners, as if we who stand 
here to challenge the fitness of this extraordinary legislation were 
not the friends of the soldiers, of the cripples, or the mourners of the 
war! 

Now sir, one other word as I am on my feet. Ihave heard a great 
deal said here about arraigning the President of the United States. 
I have not arraigned the President. I conceive there is something 
vastly more important at stake than arraigning the President. Ihave 
not intended to do it either openly or in disguise; and I will give 
the assurance to the Senate that on every occasion and on every 
topic when I think it is my duty to arraign the President, I. will 
do it so frankly that no Senator need think I am skulking behind 
subterfuges to criticise him. The President nominated this officer; 
the Senate chose to confirm him. I have not challenged that action, I 
shall not on the part of either body. The nominee has chosen in the 
presence of an approaching quarter day to allow three weeks to 
elapse without filing his bond. For that laches on his part I must 
say I think some explanation would be appropriate. Probably an ex- 

lanation can be made. He may have been absent; there may have 
n some occurrence or casualty which will account for that. It is 
not necessary to arraign even him. Certainly I have not intended to 
arraign either of his official chiefs in the remarks I made. But I do 
intend to insist to the last that here is an infraction of a system 
which has lasted for more than two generations, which has worked 
no harm or inconyenience, but sufficed for every case as it would suf- 
fice for this; and now upon what I must deem petty and inadequate 
considerations the Senate is appealed to to legislate as I believe im- 
providently, unwisely, and exceptionally; and I resist it, not because 
it is an arraignment of this man or an arraignment of that man, but 
because in the presence of this case, after this instance shall have 
passed away, I say for reasons of sound discretion and common sense, 
this legislation is unwise. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr, President, the Senator from New York with some- 
what of extraordinary superciliousness in his demeanor remarked that 
if he were not in the Senate he should say that this talk about the crip- 

led soldiers and pensioners of the Republic was arrant humbug. Mr. 

resident, I will take the liberty of saying that if it were not in the 
Senate I should characterize that observation as unnecessarily and un- 
warrantably offensive. The partiality of the Senate has confided to 
me a trust in this regard which I could not well decline and which, 
having accepted, I do not propose to betray. The interest of the pen- 
sioners of the nation have to a large extent been confided to my charge 
and I have said what I now reiterate, and I have a right to ask the 
Senate to believe in mysincerity and candor, that this appeal is made 
in the interest of the pensioners of the Republic resident in the city 
of New York and not for the purpose of punishing the President or 
of assisting General Coster. 

With a somewhat singular inaccuracy of statement, the Senator 
from New York adds to his other extraordinary assertions the declara- 
tion that there is a whole week to elapse between now and the 4th of 
March. This is the evening of Wednesday, and Sunday intervenes. 
If my computation is correct, there are Thursday, Friday, Saturday 
in which another nomination could be made by the President and con- 
sidered here. Instead, therefore, of a week, asthe Senator from New 
York with somewhat exaggerated amplification would ask the Senate 
to believe, there is a period of three days or less than one-balf of a 
week in which a new pension agent could be appointed, confirmed, 
and qualified before the next quarterly payment would begin. 

I again repeat that in urging this matter upon the attention of the 
Senate I have acted in the interest of the pensioners. If that isa 
matter of shame or of humiliation, or of ignominy, I accept whatever 
of opprobrium the Senator from New York may see fit to attach to it; 
but unless it is to be regarded as a stigma, or the subject of invidions 
crimination to attempt to fake charge of and protect the interest of 
the pensioners, then I submit that I am not, nor is any other member 
of the Senate who has agreed with me, properly and justly the object 
of hostile criticism. 

Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, I merely wish to add a word to 
what has been so well said by the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions. Rightfully or wrongfully, I have been made a member of 
that committee, and I have endeavored to discharge the duties inci- 
dent to the position to the best of my ability; and, notwithstanding 
the sneers of the Senator from New York, I propose to continue in 
that line. Although it may be sickly sentimentality, as he asse 
which prompts now the appeal to the Senate to pass this measure o 
relief for the benefit of these pensioners, I still assert my belief that 
it is nothing but right and proper that that action should be had. 

Whether I have rushed with hot haste to the relief of the President 
is a matter of too little consequence for the Senate to bother itself 
about. Of course I could not have alluded to the distinguished Sen- 
ator from New York in what I said as to the castigation which the 
President has received, because his well-known relations with the 
President and his affection toward the Administration are too well 
known to Jet it be sup for a moment that I could possivly have 
alluded to him. For the balance, I assume, as I say, all the responsi- 
bilities incident to the position which I took on the floor when I was up 
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before. I believe it is a matterof great importance that some provision 
should be made, and believing that this provision is ample to meet 
the emergency, I favor the adoption of the bill as reported, and I 
hope that while I remain a member of this body I shall never, even 
in a supposititious case, violate the rules of decorum in debate by giv- 
ing utterance by innuendo to sentiments which I would be unwilling 
to utter in open Senate. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas as amended. 

a amendment, as amended, was agreed to; ayes 36, nocs not 
counted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be en and the bill to be read 
a third time. The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the bill. 

The ‘yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
48, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—48. 
Allison, Enstis, Kell orrill. 
Bailey „ Ferry, * a Paddock, 
Barnum, Garland, Kirkwood, Plumb, 
Bayard, Gordon, - Randolph, 
x Grover, My he’s! Mins, 

! Harris, Me Donald, t, 
Cameron of Wis., Hereford, Millan, bury, 
Christianoy, MoPherson, 

Davia of w. V mat rere Wallace” 
avis Va., N. 
Dennis, Merrimon, Whyte, . 
Edmunds, J ton, Morgan, Wi 
NAYS—8. 
Blaine, Conkling, Eaton, cer, 
Chaffee, Dorsey, Mitchell, Wiler s 
ABSENT—2. 
Anthony, Cameron of Ham! Ransom, 
Armstrong, = Jones of Florida, Sharon, 
Bru ver, Jones of Nevada, Thurman, 
Burnside, Davis of Illinois, Oglesby, Wadleigh, 
Butler, f Dawes, Patterson, W. 
So the bill was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill No. 3072, and I will state my motive 
for making this motion. This is a bill making provision for a special 
session of the circuit court of the United States for the southern dis- 
trict of Mississippi growing out of the lumber seizures. The Judi- 
ciary Committee reported it adversely, and I believe were unanimous; 
bat it is right that the subject should be dis of so that persons 
in interest and the Department may know what the law is to be, and 
I therefore wish to take it up so that it may be left as the unfinished 
business for to-morrow. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Vermont that the untinished business comes up, having been 
laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I appeal to my friend from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALLACE. What time will it take? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A very short time, not more than an hour I 
think; and after that the tor can call up his bill. 

Mr. WALLACE. I will yield temporarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore It is proposed that the regular order 
be laid aside to take up the bill referred to by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. WALLACE. Let it be subject to a call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is to be considered as the unfin- 
ished business for to-morrow. That being understood, the bill called 
up by the Senator from Vermont is before the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I had previously arranged with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that he would give way to me to call up the bill relat- 
ing to the Hot Springs reservation, and I feel constrained to object 
to this arrangement. It does not seem to me to be in order for the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, after an arrangement was already made 
with me, to yield to my friend from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska objects. 
` Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to remind the Senator from Pennsylvania 
of the fact that I had previously arranged with him to pn way to 
me to call up another bill, which it is important should be taken up 
at the earliest pasme moment, and therefore I cannot but object. 

Mr. WALLACE. I must state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
I had not 17 to yield the floor to any one. 

Mr. EDM S. The Hot Springs bill will not take ten minutes. 
It can be taken sp in the morning hour. l 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let us take it up now and pass it at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object to that. 

Mr, PADDOCK. I should be glad if the Senator from Vermont 
would leave me the place which I had originally secured by the 
courtesy of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would do that only for the circumstance that 
the Senator's bill can be considered in the morning hour, and this bill 
involves general considerations of propriety in respect of the admin- 
istration of justice that may take an hour or so, and I think it is due 


ial term and to the Sen- 
Ta Aa bill 3 be 8 u 
and of. I move, ‘ore, to postpone the present and a 
prior orders in order to take up this bill. the Senate do not wish 
to do it, very well. As I say the Committee on the Judiciary are 
unanimously opposed to it; but it is right toward the people inter- 
ested in that State in this matter of dispute and to the Senator from 
Mississippi who represents them and wishes to have their case fairly 
considered in time, that it should be taken up and acted upon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now if the Senator from Vermont will be kind 
enough to withdraw his motion for the postponement of all prior 
orders, and allow us to take up the Hot Springs reservation bill, we 
shall at once remove the entire complication. I move now—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont has 
made a motion which has priority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state that if this bill be taken up, I do not 
ask action on it to-night. I do not wish action now as the Senate is 
not very full and it is late. Undoubtedly the bill of the Senator from 
Nebraska can be disposed of in one way or the other in ten minutes. 
If this bill is taken up, I shall have no objection to its being laid 
aside F to proceed now with the Hot N bill. 

Mr. DORSEY. I suggest that the Hot Springs bill be allowed to 

over until to-morrow morning and be called up in the morning 
our, a8 I believe it can be disposed of during the morning hour with- 
out further trouble, > 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly it can be in ten minutes. 

Mr. DORSEY. If it is not, we shall ask the Senate for ten or fifteen 
minutes after the morning hour, which I have no doubt will be granted 
cheerfully. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As the Senator from Arkansas is more directly 
interested in the matter than I am, concerning his own State as it 
does, I shall yield to his suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro boxers Is there objection to taking up the 
bill (H. R. No. 3072) to authorize a special term of the circuit conrt 
of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi to be held 
at Scranton, in Jackson County, called up by the Senator from Ver- 
mont? The Chair hears none. That bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 35, noes 
17; and (at four o’clock and nine minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THOMAS QUILLEN. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3553) ting a pension to Thomas gra Company G, Sixth 
ent Iowa Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, aud ordered 
to be printed. 
GEORGE A. LEMERT. 

Mr, SOUTHARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3554) making provision for A ent for a horse to George A, 
Lemert, late captain in Company F, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry in the war of 1861; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WINFIELD 8. NEELEY. 

Mr. SOUTHARD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3555) granting a epee to Winfield 8, Neeley, Company 
Fifty-first iment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF R. AND ANN k. JOHNSON. 


Mr. HENKLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3556) for the relief of the legal representatives of Rinaldo Johnson and 
Ann E. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

b NEW EDITION OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WALSH. Iask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker’s table and put on its passage now the bill (S. No. 541) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the preparation and 

ublication of a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Erates,” approved March 2, 1877. 


The bill was read. It proposes to amend the act referred to by 
striking out from the ninth and tenth lines of section 4 as published 
in the nineteenth volume of the Statntes at Large the words “and 
conclusive ;” and, in the tenth line, the words “and treaties;” and 
by inserting after the word “ Territories” at the end of the eleventh 
line, “ but shall not preclude reference to, nor control, in case of any 
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discrepancy, the effect of any original act as passed by Congress since 
the 1st day of December, 1873.” 4 ù 

Mr. WALSH. I desire to say but a word, This bill was considered 
by the Senate and House Committees on the Revision of the Laws, 
and was unanimously agreed upon by them before the bill was intro- 
duced into the Senate. The whole object of it is to make the new 
edition which will be ont about the Ist of March next prima facie 
evidence instead of legal and conclusive evidence, as prescribed by 
the act of 1877. There were a great many errors in the first revision, 
and the courts were precluded from going back to the original acts. 
The object of this bill, as I have areal stated, is to make the revision 
only prima facie evidence, so the courts may look back to the original 
statutes to discover whether there has been any error on the part of 
those making the revision. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am constrained by a sense of duty to 
say this; When that revision first took place those who were the 
revisers exceeded their duty, for they made laws instead of revising 
them. That was not oa so on the tariff and on the silver question, 
in my judgment. This bill, as I understand it, proposes simply to 
allow the courts to go back to the original statutes. I think it is em- 
inently wise that we should do so. . í 

Mr. WALSH. That is the statutes passed since the first revision in 
1873, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish it were so it might go back to all 
the statutes. y 

Mr. ATKINS. Has this bill been before any committee of the 
House ? 

Mr. WALSH. Itwas considered by both committees jointly before 
it was reported to the Senate, and it passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. „Is it an original Senate bill? 

Mr. WALSH. It is, but it was considered by the House in connec- 
tion with the Senate committee. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read a first and second 
oa, ordered to a third reading, and accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Me, WALSH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I ask unanimous consent to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Ju Committee be, and is hereby, instructed to inquire 
and report to this House whether the Union Pacific Railroad Company has invested 
its funds for stocks, bonds or other evidence of debt of or 


any 
tion, and, if so, in what corporation or corporations, and whether 
zelle Railroad Compan has violated its serve: Wi Se Soins mnt that for this 
purpose the committee shall have power to send for persons 


Mr. PRICE. Lobject to that. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will with- 
draw his objection as I only desire to have the resolution introduced 
for reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRICE. If it is only for reference and that feature calling for 
persons and papers be stricken out I do not object. 

Mr, CR EN. Let the committee determine that matter. 

Mr. PRICE. I understand it to be mandatory on the committee. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. * The committee may or may not as it chooses, 
but I am willing to modify the resolution in that regard. 

Mr. PRICE. i am willing the resolution should goto the commit- 
tee for investigation, but I do not wish it to be directory to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 1 object. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope my friend will withdraw his objection. 
I will withdraw that part of the resolution calling for persons and 

papers. 
; r. TOWNSEND, of New York.. Then I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iwill modify the resolution by striking out 
the words “ and that for this purpose the committee shall have power 
to send for persons and papers. 

The resolution as modified was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr, CRITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized to report from 
the Committee on Railways and Canals a bill which I hope I will 
receive the consent of the House this morning to put upon its pas- 
sage. It is to build fifteen miles of railway in the Territory of Dakota. 
The Legislature of the Territory is not in session during this winter 
to grant the desired charter, and the appeal is made to Con 

There is doh oy anxiety to commence the construction of this fif- 
teen-mile railroad before springis over. It is an important connecting 
link between Worthington and Sioux Falls. This link is a public 
necessiiy, and the people contiguous thereto are in favor of its con- 
struction, and I can learn of no opposition to it. Governor Penning- 
ton, of Dakota, wrote to the Committee on Railways and Canals press- 
8 The charter is all that is asked for and it should 
be had, under the continuous control of Congress to te its charges 
and tariffs. If we wait until the bill py reached on the Private 
Calendar the winter and spring will have passed and no work done. 
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The committee have examined the matter fully, and there is no possible 
objection to it. Not a dollar is asked, not a bond to be indorsed, not 
a thing to be done beyond giving the charter and right of way over 
the public lands, and the lands to be taken are condemned under the 
laws of the Territory of Dakota, and not taken until legally con- 
demned and paid for. 

I now wish to read the letter of the governor of Dakota: 

Wasuixctox, D. C., February 2, 1878. 

GENTLEMEN: Having been governor of Dakota Territory for more than four years 
last past, I am well acquainted with the wants and wishes of the 

The railroad now constructing from Worthin Minnesota, to Sioux Falls, 
Dakota, is an enterprise in which all the people of Southern Dakota are interested, 
the completion of which will confer great benefits on the people, and to which there 
is no opposition. On the contrary, it is the universal wish that Congress grant the 
charter asked for by the company constracting the said railroad, that the same 
max be completed without delay. 

The people of Minnehaha County, of which Sioux Falls is the county seat, have 
had several public meetings; they have sent committees of their best citizens to 
Saint Paul to confer with the proprietors of the road; their 0 gt ary have agi- 
tated the subject and advocated the road, and the whole people of that entire sec- 
tion of country are unanimous in their demand for its early completion from the 
N . shed Sioux Falls. 

y, 
= JOHN L. PENNINGTON, 
Governor of Dakota. 
To the honorable COMMITTEE OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. EDEN. I reserve all points of order till I know what the bill 


pro 
Mr. DUNNELL. Thope the gentleman from Illinois will not object. 
Mr. CONGER. Will the right to ebject be reserved until after the 
bill has been read ? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. All rights of the gentleman are re- 


served. 

The bill and the amendment of the committee were read. 

Mr. HAYES. I must object to the present consideration of the bill. 
I have listened very attentively to the reading of it, and it seems to 
me we ought to have an 22 to study a bill of this kind, 
which is so long and so intricate. 


The gentleman from Illinois need not explain the 


The 
reason for his objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ATKINS. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The order being called for, the morning 
hour begins at twenty minutes to one o’clock. Reports from com- 


mittees are in order, and the call rests with the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 
SALE OF ORDNANCE ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr. BANNING, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. au- 
Sorting the Secretary of War to sell certain ordnance establish- 
men 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that the bill contains an 
appropriation. I call the attention of the Chair to the clanse making 
an 55 of money received from sales. 

Mr. B. NG. I understand that the gentleman from Mich 
makes the point that the bill involves diture and that he takes 
exception to it for that reason. This bill is recommended by the 
Department—— 

Mr. CONGER. That has nothing to do with the point of order I 
have made. I object to debate on the merits of the bill until the 
point of order has been decided. 

The SPEAKER. The bill provides for the eale of certain property 
of the United States and causes the net proceeds thereof to be cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States. There is a provision, 
however, in the bill that part of the money realized from the sale ef 
this property of the Government of the United States shall be used 
to cover the expenses of the sale; and to that extent, which the Chair 
thinks to be a narrow one, it is within the rule. The bill will go upon 
the Public Calendar and can be reached at any time by a motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move to recommit the bill. Iwas 
not present in the committee when it was considered. Other gentle- 
men also who were interested were not present. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to make that motion now. The bill 
has already gone to the Calendar. 

WILLIAM A. HAMMOND. 

Mr. McCOOK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of 
William A. Hammond, late S: m-General of the Army. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the President to review the pro- 
ceedings of the general court-martial convened by Special Orders No. 
24, dated War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, Washington, 
January 16, 1864, and by which William A. Hammond, Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of the Army, was tried, and to annul and set aside the findings 
and sentence of said court-martial, approved by the President, August 
i5 4 and 228 405 in eee aer Notak, * 

ar Departmen utant-General's Office, ington, August 20, 
1864, if, after 3 review, he shall deem it right pa Jaca ate do. 

The second section further authorizes the President, in the event of 
the findings and sentence of the said court-martial being annulled 
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and set aside, as provided for in the first section of this act, to place 
the said William A. Hammond on the retired list of the Army as Sur- 
geon-Generat, provided that the said William A. Hammond shall not 
in virtue of such restoration to the Army or of any provision of this 
act, be entitled to back, present, or future pay or allowances of any 
kind whatsoever. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 8, section 2, after the word “ act,” insert or any other act.“ 


The amendment was adopted. . 
` The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
d 


an 

Mr. MCCOOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. rile 

Mr.McCOOK. I ask unanimous consent to have the report in this 
case printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Why should this report be published 
in the Recorp more than any other report? 

Mr. McCOOK. If any gentleman had called for the reading of the 
report it pal here been read. By not reading it, that much time 

was sav 

T JSPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCook] 
had demanded the reading of the report while the bill was under 
consideration, it would have been and would have gone into the 


RECORD. 

Mr. McCOOK. I did not call for the reading because I did not 
wish to occupy unnecessarily the time of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It now requires unanimous consent. Is there 
consent that the report in this case be printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I object. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. CARLISLE said: I understand that the gentleman from New 
in the case of Surgeon- 


York, [Mr. McCook,] who made the report 
ral Hammond, desires to have it printed in the Recorp. I 
withdraw my objection. 
No farther objection being made, it was ordered accordingly. 
The report is as follows: 
Mr. e subcommittee on Military Affairs, of Mr. Mc- 
Cook, and Mr. DIBRELL, submitted the following report, to accompany 


had the same under consideration, be 555 
t General Hammond was tried by 


was 


8 

x and to th dice of order and mili discipline ; 
ers poo a ok ola 08 o! good o tary plin 
of good order and roma Aras casey 

were eight specifications, to the second one, and to the 


three heads, namely: 
acts on his which were in excess of legal authority ; 
Sarai pummel onregeion tel whee to aid others to 


Owing tothe . and the great 

pinana 0 ; 
mass of testimony resulting from a trial that extended over seven months, it will 
be impossible to do more than to refer in general terms to them and the findings of 


He was found guilty of the first, third, fifth, and sixth specifications of the first 
; and of the specification of the second. He was also 


ree charges. 
To second cation of the first charge he was found guilty, except as to 
ths worda “and with intent to aid private persona resident in Philadelphia; and 


o found ty, except as to 
was as 
tha worda "tnd which Dianket so ordered were unlit fr Bospllal ute; and as to 
To th seventh specification of the same charge he was found ity, ex as 
32. > ad WLC extoeot TE bead oo Ono wat o tation 
tal use, and unwholesome for the sick and wounded 


iity.” 
H eee ee and “ not guilty” of 
— purchasing and causing to — — nien no e 
an p quan 0 

and bedateade 9 

General Hammond, as we understand his statement, does not pretend to deny 
tho correctness of some of the specifications, but at the time of his trial and ever 
since he does deny in the most emphatic and earnest manner either corrupt intent 
or willful falsehood in any of his official acts or statements. 
made by your committee to some of the extracts 
that in many of the 
instances, at least, it failed to find that corrupt intent with which General Ham- 
he solemnly denies. That he was 
ty of unlawful measures at certain times is not but with- 
SEN OOTTE a ee on the finding of the court we are of the 
opinion there was a reasonable doubt as to his del te purpose to d 


t. 
The circumstances under which 8 become Surgeon- General were 


E 
i 


ee ‘Two years to 
appointed to the le which he held up to the time of his dismissal 
in the University of serach win trees geen tot 4 ition 
was an fea o 
one to that which he had r 


peers yet aps moe r 
years. He in that capacity until 1862, when, at a comparatively youthfal 


age, he received his commission as General. It was at a time of 
public peril, when the resources of N were taxed to their aumento 
suppress the are es when sudden emergencies had to be promptly and 
courageously confron 

It was a period, too, when the traditions and experiences of the old Army were 
found to be been Mey valueless. In one sense of the word the newly appointed 
Surgeon-General had to create his department in order to meet the immense and in- 
creasing demands upon it; and, to use his own vigorous “A system of ad- 
ministration adequate eee. the wants of less than twenty thousand men 
a time of unbroken peace stands in g contrast to the requirements of a de 
ment called upon to minister to the m wants of a million of men.” 

The changed condition of national called for larger expenditures and larger 
views, and a mistaken economy or a failure to provide on the most liberal scale for 
those who were risking life and limb in the cause of the Union was a crime not to 
N Especially was this the case in the d t w 
bad of the sick and wounded. The interest felt in their wi and comfort 
was second only in intensity to that in the success of our arms, and the people sus- 
tained and applauded any and all effurts in their behalf. Their temper was such 
that neither red-tape nor circumlocution was tolerated when it stood in the way 
of the triumph of cause of the Union, or the relief and care of its defenders; 
and many acts, questionable perhaps in time of peace and not within the law strictly 
construed, were fully jusutied on the of supreme necessity. 

The records of the n. Generals Department and its efficient assistant, the 
volumes for the and with which General 
j] lf to the laborious and responsible duties of his position. 
At all times and under all circumstances he sopana to have been tireless in his 
al was tein the caso when MEDE once gress bathe 

was this case when, some t 
cared for, and cared for atonce. On such occasions or in antici 
is altogether 1 that the Surgeon-General often ex 
ity, thus rendering him technically guilty of disorders.“ to the prejudice of mili- 
tary discipline; but, if so, it is no reflection upon the court that judged his case 
. feeling to express the o 


committee, however, recognize the difficult and delicate nature of the duty 
. at a conclusion upon the matter which has been 
erred to them. At the time of the trial the case excited mnch attention ; the 
proceedings and findings have been severely criticised, and its reopening may cause 
commen 


Accusations have been made of unn harshness and of a 


etermina.- 
ous friends attem to show that 


Secretary of 
- bag oe ee ee feng agent That they believed in the 
justice of the finding of the court, as well as the necessity for approvin, 
rying out its sentence, there can be no question; but it is more than 
information before your committee, that th of 
importance, with which had to deal daily, interfered with that careful and 
ent review of the pi which would have taken place in more peaceful 


es. 
In this view of the we. report that, in d the sen- 
tence, with its perpetual 3 holding any Ge our, proditor 


Hammond has rested under the 


bsiding 4 ormed much and valuable 
service to the Republic is unquestioned, and, without reflectin y ragon Kanga 
respectfully suggest that it was of such a character as to entitle to some com- 
eration. 
It is no unusual thing to set aside the verdict of courts and 535 
Congress on more than one occasion has restored oflicers to their grade who haye 
been dismissed the service. In this case Dr. Hammond only asks for such vindi- 


cation as may come after review and final action by the President. He does not 
come before Congress asking for any affirmation of i but simply the 
privilege of giving him an to establish it. He desires neither pay nor 
allowance, back, p t, or ve; but, . tizen 
who believes injustice has been done him and who as he ol more 
8 ripaga “Be pepa ke Baatini ker 

6 asks Congress ve dicate his name and reputation, 
Under all the — that favorable action by Con- 


confident 
can do no N the service or the country, your committee recommend 
o passage of the 


WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2645) to grant the right 
of way to the Western Railroad Company of Minnesota over the Fort 
Ripley military reservation. 

e bill was read. It grants the right of way to the Western Rail- 
road Company of Minnesota of one hundred feet in width, being 
feet on either side of the center line of the railroad as the same 
constructed and now operated through and over the Fort Ripley mil- 


175 70 reservation. 
The second section Basie to said ae pe all necessary sites for 
depots and workshops along the line of sai so far as the places 
convenient for the same upon the Fort Ripley military reserva- 
tion; provided that no one depot shall contain over five square acres, 
and that said sites shall not be nearer to each other than six miles 
along the line of said road, and provided further that said Western 

i Company shall file with the proper authorities a map show- 
ing its selection of right of way and depot grounds within two months 
after the passage of this act. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


proved in whole or in by any actual settler 
ernment of the United States have any buildings or improvements. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordi read the third time. 


The question was on the passage of the b 
Mr. EDEN. If I understand the bill it gives more than the simple 
right of way over the reservation. 
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Mr. STRAIT. It gives nothing more. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I see no necessity for recommitting 


Mr. EDEN. I think it is likely that it will take a very large strip | the bill. 


of land for the purpose of building up towns and things of that sort. 

Mr. STRAIT. I would say for the information of the gentleman 
that this bill comes from the committee with a unanimous report and 
is recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. EDEN. The Secretary of War recommends a great many things 
that I am not in favor of. There may be a necessity for granting this 
road the right of way over the reservation; but I do not think it 
necessary to give lands for building towns every two miles along that 


road. 

Mr. BANNING. It has been the custom to give this amount of land. 
It is only five acres. The bill is recommended by the Secretary of 
War and the committee have unanimously a to it, and I hope 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not object to ting the right of way, but T 
think there are provisions in the bill that are dangerous. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the bill had better be again 
read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. STRAIT. I ask that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from En esota a 
question, and it is, what the committee meant by the phrase “five 
square acres.” For depots? I presume the intention was to locate 
five acres in a square body, but the bill does nof say that. Now, un- 
der the provisions of this bill as it now stands, they could take this 
nage any shape they please, as I understand the phraseology of 

e DLL, 

Mr. STRAIT. This land is simply for the purpose of turnouts and 


depots, 

Ir. THOMPSON. That might have been the intention of the com- 
mittee, but the phraseology of the bill is “five square acres,” and 
they might locate those five square acres in an bias shape. 

Mr. BANNING. I suggest that the bill be amended by inserting 
after the word “acres,” in line 6, the following: “to be located in 
square bodies.” I think that will reach the point. 

Mr. STRAIT. I must object to the modification suggested by the 
3 from Ohio. It is needless and would destroy the purpose 
of the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Well, I do not care especially about it. Isimply 
e that the bill did not carry out what I think the committee 
intended. 

Mr. DWIGHT. I would like to inquire how much land is included 
in this right of way? 

The SPEAKER. Five acres to every depot. 

Mr. DWIGHT. How much land does it give altogether? 

Mr. STRAIT. I cannot say exactly how much land it will take. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that it is required, 
by the provisions of the billythat the depots shall not be within six 
miles of each other. 

Mr. DWIGHT. The question is how much land it will take. 

Mr. STRAIT. That is a question I cannot answer, but it is not an 
extended reservation. 

Mr. FORT. I think the bill onght to be considered in Committee 


of the Whole, or reconsidered by the committee, and, if it is now in | oth 


order, I move to recommit it to the Committee on Mili 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The companys under this bill, are 
required to file a map showing the location of their depots, and 
cannot be a depot within six miles of another. 

The SPEAKER. The restriction as to the five acres only relates to 
depots and not to workshops and stations. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
rg) state the value of the land upon this reservation. 

Mr. STRAIT. Not exceeding $1.25 an acre, 

Mr. EDEN. If it isso cheap as that the company might buy those 


acres. 

Mr. STRAIT. They cannot buy them unless they can get them from 
the Government. This bill is recommended by the Secretary of War. 
The road has been built and is in operation. 

Mr. BANNING. This road passes over a reservation of wild lands. 

Mr. BRIDGES. What is the length of the road ? 

Mr. BANNING. I do not know the length of the railroad, but I 
would like to ask my colleague en the committee from Minnesota the 
question. What is the length of the road? 

Mr. STRAIT. I donot know the length of the road running through 
the reservation. 

Mr. FORT. I insist on my motion that the bill be recommitted, in 
order that we may get some information about it. 

Mr. STRAIT. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that mo- 


tion. 

Mr. BANNING. I suggest that the bill may be sent to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDEN. I have no objection that the bill be sent to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I do not see any necessity for recom- 
mitting this bill; it only allows the company to take so much as is 
* for the building of the road. 

Mr. FORT. We do not know how long the road or how long the 
reservation is. 


Mr. STRAIT. I am now informed that the military reservation is 
not more than fifteen miles long. 

Mr. BANNING. The length of that part of the reservation over 
which this road passes, as I am now informed, is only fifteen miles; 
but, in order that the House may be fully advised about it, I suggest 
that the bill may go to the Committee of the Whole, and I offer t 
as an amendment to the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Fort,] to recommit it to the Committee on Military Affairs, and I 
understand that he is willing that it should go to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STRAIT. Lask that the report accompanying the bill be read 
before the question is taken upon the motion to commit. 

Mr. FORT. I suggest that by unanimous consent the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman himself made a motion to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. There isamotion pending, made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. BANNING,] that the bill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole, which is first in order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think it is but fair that the report should be 
read. Iam satisfied that gentlemen are wholly mistaken in regard 
to this matter. This reservation is but fifteen miles across. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. What additional information are we 
likely to obtain by a erence of this bill? We only ask the right 
of way and such n land as may be required. 

Mr. BANNING. I will answer the gentleman. I expect to obtain 
information as to the length of the road, so that we may be fully sat- 
isfied as to how much land will be required by this bill. 

Mr. EDEN. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question was 
ordered; and under the operation thereof the motion to refer to the 
Committee of the Whole was to. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PHILIP W. STANHOPE. 

Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1901) for the relief of 
Philip W. Stanhope, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That Philtp W. Stanhope, inte captain of the Twelfth United 


States Infantry and brevet lieutenant-colonel of the United States Army, having 
peen ro a the list of supernumeraries, from which he was mustered, 


the g 
is hereby, restored to his proper rank and otion in the Army, wii 
Sacre E Tisabilities incurred in the line of d 4 
to the limit as to numbers hereto- 


fore fixed by law; and that the Secretary 5 
Treasury not otherwise appro; shall pay to him bis pay and emoluments as 

the date of his Auster but, lees the one 
year extra pay. 


The amendment was to strike out the following: 


And that the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money in the Treasury not 
erwise appropriated, shall pay to him bis pay and emoluments as if his servico 
had been continuous from the date of his muster-out, less the one year extra pay. 
And insert in lieu thereof the following: 
eee THAE aed TOET gp e e aig pea he 
other than that already received at the time of his muster-out. 


Mr. RIDDLE. I make the point of order on this bill that it should 
receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole, as it makes 
an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the bill. [After a pause.] 
The Chair desires to inquire whether there is any difference in the 
pay of an officer on the list of supernumeraries and an officer restored 
to the rank sought to be given under this bill? 

Mr. STRAIT. I think not; that is my impression. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of fact, upon which the point 
of order depends. 
aoe EDEN. [understand that this officer has been discharged from 

e Army. 

Mr. CLYMER. And this bill propeses to put him back. 

The SPEAKER. He is now upon the list of supernumeraries, 

Mr. STRAIT. From which he was mustered out under mistake. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And this is to restore him to the service. 

Mr. STRAIT. And place him on the retired list. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of this bill, if it shall become a law, 
would be to place this officer upon the Army roll and entitle him to 
retired pay. The bill comes under the provision of the rule referring 
to the taking of money out of an appropriation heretofore made. The 
Chair thinks it is subject to the point of order, and it will therefore 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STRAIT. I ask that the report accompanying the bill be 

rinted. > 
p The report was ordered to be printed, and the bill was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


HENRY PLOWMAN. 
Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
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with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 739) for the re- 
lief of Henry Plowman; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


GRANVILLE O. HALLER. 


Mr. MAISH. I am instructed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to report back with an amendment House joint resolution No. 63, re- 
niring the assembling of a court of inquiry in the case of Major 
Granville O. Haller, late of the Seventh Infantry, United States Army. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, dz., That the Secretary of War is hereby required to order a military 
court-martial or court ef inquiry to inquire into the matter of the dismissal of Major 
Granville O. Haller, late of the Seventh Infantry, United States Army; said court 
to be fully empowered to confirm or annul the action of the War Department by 
which said Haller was summarily dismissed the service on or about the 9th of 
July, A. D. 1563, said court to assemble at any convenient pon in the military 
district of the Columbia; and the findings to have the effectof restoring said Haller 
to his rank, with the promotion to which he would be entitled, if it be found that 
he was wrongfully dismissed, or to confirm his dismissal, if it be otherwise found. 
Said Haller shall notify the commanding officer of said mili district of his 
readiness to appear before said court; and he shall haye reasonable notice of the 
time of the assembling of the same. 

The amendment was to add to the joint resolution the following: 

Provided, That tho said Haller shall receive no pay or allowance of any kind 
whatsoever for the time he was out of the service. 

Mr. CLYMER. Is not that bill subject to a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. There seem to be three classes of these private 
bills; one class provides ey. for the restoration of the officer ; 
another class authorizes the President, by and with the consent of the 
Senate, to nominate and appoint the officer; and the third class, of 
which this joint resolution is one, authorizes the direct restoration of 
the officer upon the report of a court-martial or court of inquiry. 
Where the bill itself authorizes the direct restoration of an officer 
without any contingent circumstances, the Chair thinks it would be 
subject to a point of order. Where it is made contingent upon the 
action of the President and confirmation by the Senate, the Chair 
would hold, as on E that the bill is not subject to a point of 
order under the rules. Here is a case where the effect of the bill is 
contingent upon the action of a court-martial or a court of inquiry; 
and the Chair thinks that where the bill is contingent upon further 
action it is not subject to a point of order, but the Chair, as on yes- 
terday, would recognize any gentleman to make the motion to refer 
this bill to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLYMER. If there is any question about it I do not wish to 
press the point of order. I thought this bill was in 1 the same 
situation as the case just disposed of, that this officer is now out of 
the Army and is to be restored in case the bill 

The SPEAKER. This is contingent upoh an inquiry. The last bill 
provided in terms that the officer should be placed upon the Army 
roll, so that the direct effect of the bill was to take money out of the 
Treasury. But the present bill is contingent in its provisions, so that 
it does not, in the opinion of the Chair, come within the rule. 

kri CLYMER. So far as I am concerned I withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HEIRS OF GUSTAVUS B. HORNER. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred papers in the case of the widow, children, and legatees of 
Gustavus B. Horner, asking to be allowed a sum equivalent to five 
years’ full pay of their ancestor as a surgeon in the revolutionary 
war, reported back the same, moved that the committee be discharged 
from their further consideration, and that they be referred to the Com- 
S on War Claims, not to be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider, 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS MURPHY. 

Mr. MAISH, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No, 1956) for the relief of Thomas Murphy, of Knox County, 
Missouri, reported back the same, moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to be brought back on a motion 
to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DWIGHT W. STOKES. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 3557) for the relief of Dwight W. Sto quarter- 
master, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

G. W. JOBE. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, from the same committee, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 609) for the relief of G. W. 
Jobe, late second lieutenant of Company F, Forty-sixth Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers; which was refi to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calender, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, from the same committee, re 
back adversely bills of the following titles ; which were respectively 
laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

The bill (H. R. No. 1105) for the relief of Baker Canfield, of Saint 
Louis, Missouri: 

The bill (H. R. No. 618) for the relief of Feriba A. Gregg; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 920) for the relief of John M. Goodhue. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bills were severally laid on the table; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY E. WILKINSON. 


Mr. STRAIT, from the came committee, reported back, with a recom- 
‘mendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1301) for the relief of Henry 
E. Wilkinson, late first lientenant of Company I, Ninety-ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

LEONARD L. LANCASTER. 

Mr. STRAIT also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
recommendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2394) for the relief 
of Leonard L. Lancaster, late sergeant Second Regiment Calvary, 
Wisconsin Volunteers ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF CHARLES B. SMITH. 

Mr. STRAIT also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
recommendation that it the bill (H. R. No. 1163) for the relief 
of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, deceased ; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

- WILLIAM H. CURRAN. 

Mr. STRAIT also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the memorial of William H. Curran, late assistant surgeon 
Twentieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers ; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STRAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the memorial 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS T. KNOX. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3558) for the relief of second lieutenant Thomas T. Knox, regi- 
mental quartermaster, United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate 5 and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

NATIONAL SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ REUNION. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
recommendation that it pass, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) grant- 
ing the use of artillery, tents, &c., at the national soldiers and 

ilors’ reunion, to be hela at ietta, Ohio. 

The joint resolution, which was read, authorizes the Secretary of 
War to send from some convenient Government arsenal, to be used 
at the national soldiers and sailors’ reunion at Marietta, Ohio, to be 
held in September, 1878, four pieces of artillery, and such tents, mus- 
kets, and blank cartridges as can be conveniently spared ; said can- 
non, tents, muskets, &c., to be returned after the holding of said 
reunion meeting in as like condition as when received. 

Mr. DIBRE I move to put that joint resolution on its passage, 
and demand the previous question. 

Mr. FORT. What will be the cost? 

Mr. DIBRELL. It has been done every year since the war. 
derstand only the same allowance as heretofore will be made. 
cost but little. 

Mr. BANNING. I hope my friend from Illinois will not object. It 
is customary to grant this request annually. The arms are taken 
from the Columbus Arsenal to Marietta, where the rennion is held. 
It gives the old soldiers a chance to have a good time, and I know the 
gentleman from Illinois will not object to that. 

Mr. FORT. That is all true; but there are a good many soldiers’ 
reuniens. 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 

Mr. FORT. While I should like to see it at Marietta, I think the 
gentleman reporting the bill ought to be able to state what the ex- 
penses will be. If the committee cannot state what will be the ex- 
pense of a resolution which they report favorably, then I think it 
ought to be referred for further consideration to the Committee of 
the Whole. I make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the gentleman from INi- 
nois to make the point of order that the joint resolution, involving 
expenditure of money, must have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. FORT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANNING. One word in answer to my friend from Illinois, 


I un- 
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(Mr. Fort.] It has been customary to 


grant this request of the vet- 
erans, annually. I do not know how much it will cost. This is one 
of the places where the soldiers’ reunions take place every year. The 


gentleman says there are a great many soldiers’ reunions. This is one 
where the soldiers have “held the fort,“ and where from both sides, 
North and South, they come together and fight over the old battles. 
Last year both confederates and Union men joined in the reunion at 
Marietta. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. McCOOK. This is a national soldiers’ reunion. It is not con- 
fined to the State of Ohio, but the soldiers from all parts of the Union 
are invited. The cost is but trifling, nothing but the transportation 
of artillery and arms and blank cartrid 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I beg my friend from IIlinois not 
to insist on his point of order, for certainly he is not opposed to sol- 
diers’ reunions. 

Mr. FORT. My friend from Pennsylvania asks whether I am op- 

ed to soldiers’ reunions. I certainly am not. | 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist on his point of order? 

Mr. FORT. LI only wish to say a word. Iam aware of the senti- 
ment which induced the gentleman from Pennsylvania to make the 
inquiry whether I was pate to soldiers’ reunions or not. He 
knows that Iam not, and I will say to him and to the House that I 
have attended, and propos to attend, as many soldiers’ reunions as 
the gentleman ever has or will. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am glad that I have given the 
gentleman an = st ee to make that explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order on a point of order. 

Mr. BANNING, Let me suggest to the gentleman that in point of 
economy it will cost less to pass this joint resolution and allow these 
arms to be taken from Columbus arsenal down to Marietta for the 
soldiers’ reunion than further to debate this matter, as it costs about 
$50 a minute to defray the expenses of this House. I hope the objec- 
tion will be withdrawn. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. How much, then, do “ personal 
explanations” cost? 

fr. BANNING. My friend will have to get up a “returning board” 
to answer that question. 

Mr. VAN VORHES. Allow me to say a word. I have assisted in 
getting through joint resolutions like this, and I have never heard 
of any expense attending them. My impression is that the entire 
expense is paid by the reunion of soldiers. 

he SPEAKER. Then such an amendment would be in order, the 
effect of which would be to relieve the joint resolution from the point 
of order suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. If that will relieve the joint reso- 
lution from the point of order, I will move the amendment that no 
expense shall be incurred by the Government. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Speaker, if a confederate soldier can offer 
this resolution and press its passage, I donot see why a Union soldier 
should object to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Nor do I see why a Union soldier 
should object to its Fm atid especially when it is reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. FORT. What is to be the e ? 

Mr. BANNING. I do not believe it will cost a hundred dollars to 
ship the arms from the Columbus arsenal to Marietta and back 

in. 
92 — FORT. The gentleman could have stated that long ago. I 
withdraw my point of order. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


and p x 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the same committee, 3 adversely in 
the following cases; which were laid upon the table, an 
reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1191) for the relief of James E. Macklin, lieuten- 
ant Eleventh Infantry, United States aoni; and 

The petition of Mrs. Annie M. Dudley, late widow of William H. 
Vorheis, alias William J. Brown, late of ee SEE One hundred 
and fifty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, to have the charge of 
desertion removed. 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the adverse 
reports were laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ISSUANCE OF ARMS AND AMMUNITION TO IDAHO. 

Mr. BANNING, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing for issuing 
arms and ammunition to the Territory of Idaho. 

The ble states there is no law organizing the militia enacted 
by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of fisho and that there 
is imminent danger of Indian hostilities, 

The joint resolution then empowers the Secretary of War to issue 


d the adverse; 


arms and ammunition to said Territory upon the requisition of its 
3 under the provision of the joint resolution approved July 


, 

Mr. BANNING. This resolution is recommended by the War De- 

ee The arms cannot be issued to the Territory of Idaho 

use they have no militia organization yet, and the great neces- 
sity of their having arms is the ground of its recommendation. I 
yield to the gentleman from Idaho, [Mr. FENN. ] 

Mr. FENN. I wish to state that Idaho has never received any arms 
under the joint resolution of January 3, 1876, or surplus of arms under 
any resolution heretofore enacted, but simply what was allowed under 
acts previons to January 3, 1876. Nothing stands charged against 
her at this time. At the time of the Indian outbreak we were una- 
ble to get these arms under the act of 1876 becanse we had no militia 
organization authorized by the legislation of the poo And al- 
though the governor of the Territory went forward and organi 
two militia regiments, one in the northern portion of the Territory 
and one in the southern and central portion, those regiments received 
no arms under that act. They wish now for arms. The Indians are 
threatening and matters have assumed a very serious aspect, not only 
in the northern portion of the Territory, where the di culties were 
last year, but also in the southeastern portion of the Territory. In the 
southeastern portion there has been recently an outbreak at Fort 
Hall. There are but few arms in the hands of the troops organized 
under the governor's call in that portion of the Territory, nor are 
there any in the northern section of the Territory, except some thir- 
ty-five received last summer. The balance, allowed by previous ac 
are distributed in the central rere of the Territory. The ex 
parts are now requiring them. stated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military irs, this resolution has been reported unani- 
mously by the Committee on Military Affairs. It has the approval of 
the Chief of Ordnance, General Benét, and is indorsed by the Secre- 
tary of War. In consideration of the imminent danger to which the 

ple of Idaho are now exposed, I ask the immediate passage of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. BANNING. I move the previous question. 

The previous 8 was seconded and the main question ordered. 

HITTHORNE. I think this joint resolution is subject to the 

pout of order; but as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] in- 

orms me that to make the point of order would consume the rest of 
the morning hour I will not do so. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
a and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was adopted ;*and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. McCOOK rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Has the morning hour expired! 

te TRAER: Had not the Chair recognized th l fro 

> 8 not the i i e gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. McCook ?] e 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair had not; and even if the Chair had rec- 
ognized him, when the morning hour expired any report which the 
gentleman mist t make would go over. 

Mr. McCOOK. I desire to make a report. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr, HEWITT] hav- 
ing made the point that the morning hour had rg wpe the Chair was 
bound to recognize it; and the Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Alabama because of his notification that he desired immediately after 
the expiration of the morning hour to move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, Imake that motion; and pending that 
motion I move that all general debate on the Mexican pension bill be 
closed in one hour and ten minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I want to again call the attention of the House to 
the fact that there is a deficiency appropriation bill which it is very 
— this House should act upon. It should be taken up now 
and I hope my colleague on the Committee on Appropriations, who 
has charge of the bill, will press it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I hope the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will not insist on the motion he has made to limit debate. This 
pension bill is of great importance. Several gentlemen want to speak 
on it, and I certainly, for one, desire to do so. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like very much to extend the 
time for the accommodation of the gentleman from New York, but 
this bill has been standing in the way of appropriation bills. There 
is an appropriation bill which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. hoes 
has been trying to reach for several days. The debate on this bi 
has already extended through several hours in Committee of the 
Whole and I do not wish to eqnsume the time of the House further 
than my motion indicates. è 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom New York [Mr. TOWNSEND 
has his remedy by offering an amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama so as to allow four hours for debate. I think this bill should 
not be passed without the fullest discussion. There are several gen- 


1382 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


tlemen who have prepared remarks upon it, and long enough time 
should be allowed to enable them to speak. i 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the time should be extended to four 
hours, the committee would have the right to occupy the whole of 
that time themselves, 

Mr. CONGER. If they did, I think the House would be willing to 
give four hours more. 

The question being taken on Mr. ConGER’s amendment, there were 
ayes 87, noes 101, ` 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If it willsatisfy gentlemen on the other 
side, I will consent to let the general debate run for two hours. 

Mr. CONGER. It has already been intimated that the committee 
iga prepared to use the four-hours without giving other gentlemen a 

ance, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire as a compromise to suggest 
that three hours be allowed for debate. 

Many MEMBERS. No! no! Regular order. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 131, not 
voting 44; as follows: 


YEAS—117, 
Aldrich, Danford, Lathrop, Sampson, 
Bason, Davis, Horace Lindsey, Sapp, 
Baker, John H. Deering, Loring, enberger, 
Paton,” 0 mee Marsh, Sonha 
es, ens, 
Banks, Ellsworth, MeCook, Stewart, 
e, Errett, McGowan, Stone, John W. 
Bis! Evans, James L. McKinley, Stone, Joseph C 
Blair, Fort, Mitchell, Strait, 
Brentano, Foster, Monroe, Thornburgh, 
Brewer, Hals = eal, ees 
‘orcross, ‘ownsend, Amos 
Browne, Harmer, " wnshend, 
Bundy, Harris, Benj. Page, Van Vorhes, 
Burchard, Haskell, Patterson, G. W. Wait, 
Burdick, Hayes, Patterson, T. M. Walker, 
Calkins, Hendee, Peddie, Walsh, 
Cam Henderson, Pollard, Watson, 
Campbell, Hiscock, Potter, Welch, 
Hooker, Pound, te, 
Casw Hubbell, Powers, te, Michael D. 
8 en, Hungertod Price, Williams, 8 
un, „ Pugh, illiams, 
Clark, Rash Hunier, Randolph, » 
Cole, Ittner, Reed, Willi 
Conger, James, Rice, W. Wright. 
Cox, Jacob D. Joyce, Robinson, George D. 
po, Keightley Robinson, Milton 8. 
Lap Ryan. 
NAYS—131. 
Aiken, Dunnell, Kenna, Robertson, 
Atkins, Dur Ketcham, Ross, 
Banning, Eden, Kimmel, Sayler, 
Bell, Eickhoff, Knapp, es, 
Benedict, llis, Knott, Sehleicher, 
Bicknell, Evins, John H. Landers, Shelley, 
Blackburn, Finley, Ligon, Singleton, 
Bland, Forne Lockwood. 
Bliss, Franklin, 2 
Blount, Fuller, key, Smith, A. Herr 
Boone, Manning, Smith, William E. 
Bouck, Gibson, Martin, Sou : 
Boyd, Giddings, May Sparks, 
Brid Glover, M e, Springer, 
Bright, Goode, M i Steele, 
Bu T, Gunter, Metcalfe, Stenger, 
Caldwell, John W. Hamilton, Mills, Throc 
Caldwell, W. P. Hardenbergh, Money, Tucker, 
Candler, Harris, Hi R. Morgan, Turner, 
Carlisle, Harris, John Morse, Vance, 
Chalmers, Harrison, Muldrow, Warner, 
Clark of Missouri, Hartridge, Maller, Whitthorne, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Ha Overton, W. 
Clymer, Hatcher, Phelps, Wi A. 8. 
Cobb, Henkle, Philli Williams, James 
Covert, Hen Pridemore. Williams, Jere N. 
Cravens, Herbert, Rainey, Willis, Albert S. 
Crittenden, Hewitt, Abram 8. Rea, Willis, jamin A. 
tler. Hewitt, G. W. Reagan, Wilson, 
Davidson, Hunton, Rice, Americus V. Wood, 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Frank dle, Yeates, 
brell, Jones, James T. Robbins, Young. 
Dickey, Jones, John 8. Roberts, 
NOT VOTING—44. 
Acklen, Culberson, Garth, inn, 
Bagley, Douglas, Hart. y. 
Bee Dwight, Hazelton, m, 
H Elam, House, Sinnickson, 
Butler, Evans, I. Newton 8 Swann, 
Ewing, er, ‘Thompson, 
x Felton, Kelley, Turney, 
Clark, Alvah A. Field, Killinger, Veeder, 
3. 
ner, 
Cox, Samuel S. Garfield, Morrison, Wren. 
So the amendment to limit general debate to four hours was not 
agreed to 


Durin ‘the roll-call the followin announcements were made: 

Mr. ATKINS. My colleague, Mr. House, is detained from the House 
by illness. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 


FELTON, is still detained at home on account of the illness of a mem- 
ber of his family. í 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is still confined to his 
room on account of sickness. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Idesire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. Morrison, is detained at home by sickness. 

Mr. CANDLER. My colleague, Mr. Cook, is absent from the House 
on account of sickness, 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am paired upon this question with my col- 
league, Mr. REILLY. If he were here, I should vote“ ay.” 

Mr. KEIFER. I am paired with Mr. CABELL, of Virginia. 

Mr. EWING. I am paired with Mr. GARDNER. If he were present 
I would vote“ no.” 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is paired with Mr. 
Kerrer. If 777 5 he would vote “ no.” 

Mr. WIGGINTON. My colleague, Mr. LuTTRELL, is confined to his 
room on account of sickness. 

Mr. WARD, On this qnestion I am paired with the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. WADDELL.] If he were here, he would vote 
“no” and I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. DouGLas, is absent by leave of 
the House. 

The result of the vote was then announced 4s above stated. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, 
to limit debate to one hour and ten minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 1 demand the previous question on my 
motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the right to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late unless the previous 
question, which has been demanded, is voted down. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I make the point of order that there is a spe- 
cial order for to-day ; it is the bill paying arrears to wounded soldiers 
ofthe last war. I call for the Jo , to learn from it whether or not 
there is a special order for to-day. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order that it comes 
too late, and in the second place I wish to remark that this bill has 
reference not only to Union soldiers but to confederate soldiers who 
were wounded in the wars previous to that time. 

Mr. CONGER. I claim that the record shall be read in reference 
to the special order for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first determine whether there is a 
special order, and will then decide the point of order. 

The record shows that there was a special order for to-day, but it 
was not 3 i 

Mr. CONGER. I now press the special order and demand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has moved the pre- 
vious question on his proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. His motion is to go into Committee of the Whole; 
now that has net been decided and there is no previous question 


8 it. 
The AKER. There is a demand pending for the previous ques- 
tion and the House should have power to determine. 

Mr. SAYLER. The motion now pending is to limit debate. When 
the motion comes up to go into Committee of the Whole that merely 
raises the question of consideration, and certainly a majority of the 
House can settle that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is with the House, and not with the 


Chair, 
Mr. CONGER. Is it in the Fee the House to set aside the spe- 
cial order by a majority vote 

The SPEAKER. Why, certainly; you can raise the question of 
consideration even on a contested-election case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the question now pending is 
not one upon which the question of consideration can be raised. 

The SP R. Notnow. The previous question has been called, 
and it is the duty of the Chair to submit that question to the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. LIunderstand that the previous question is called 
upon the proposition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] 
to limit general debate to a certain time, when the House shall again 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. That is the proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. Pending the motion to adjourn, I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. With the permission of the House 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. And I call for the yeas and nays on both my mo- 
tions. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to state that when the House 
again goes into Committee of the Whole the bill to which the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] refers, that is, the bill in refer- 
ence to the wounded soldiers of the late war, will take precedence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not; the unfinished business in 
Committee of the Whole will take precedence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order at this time for me to call 
up a contested-election case ? 

The SPEAKER. Pending the call for the previous question upon 
the proposition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hxwrrrij to 
limit debate in Committee of the Whole on the Mexican war pension 
bill, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] moves that the 
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Honse adjourn, and pending that motion he also moves that when the 


House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 
Mr. M I think we might as well yield the time for general 
debate which is asked; it would certain] as easy to listen to dis- 


cussion as to sit here and listen to the call of the roll on the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. We have asked for four hours for general debate 
and it has been refused to us. : 

Mr. DUNNELL. I believe there is reasonableness enough in this 
House to bring about a compromise of this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so and hopes so. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Why should there be any filibustering over a 
question of this kind? [Cries of “ Regular order! “] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think we can compromise on two 
hours and a half for general debate. 

Mr. CASWELL. I thinkif we are allowed three hours’ debate there 
can be a compromise, 

The SPE R. The Chair thinks it is hardly worth while to con- 
tend in regard to a half hour; a single call of the roll would take up 
that much time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will compromise on three hours. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Each side to have a half of the 
three hours’ time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. In behalf of those who are opposed to this bill in 
its present form we have offered to take three hours’ time for general 
debate, to be divided equally between the friends and the opponents 
of the bill; that was refused. Now, if that proposition can be ac- 
cepted I will withdraw my motions. 

r. ATKINS. That is, you will stop filibustering ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. No matter what you call it; call 
it what name you please. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am willing to accept that proposi- 
tion, and will modify my motion accordingly. 

Mr. CONGER. I will withdraw my motion until that question 
can be determined. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition, as modified, is that there be 
three hours for general debate in Committee of the Whole upon the 
Mexican war pension bill; and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HewrrT] calls the previous question upon his motion, as modified. 

aba previous question was seconded, upon a division—ayes 139, 
noes 27. 

The question was upon ordering the main question. i 
Mr. ATKINS. Is it in order now to move to lay this bill aside for 
the p of taking up an appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in order; the previous 
question has been seconded on the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. HEWITT. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. e proposition also is that the time is to be 
equally divided between the friends and opponents of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is a stipulation between gentlemen; it is 
not embraced in the motion to limit debate. 

The main question was then ordered. 

The question was upon the motion of Mr. Hewrrt, of Alabama, to 
limit general debate to three hours; and it was agreed to, upon a 
division—ayes 140, noes 25. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote just 
wan; aud also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, 
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I gave notice yesterday that to-day I would call 
up the contested-election case from the third con ional district 
of Massachusetts. I did not do so when the morning hour expired, 
because I was assured by ‘he gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] 
that the Committee on P: nsions desired to dispose of the bill in refer- 
ence to the Mexican war soldiers and could do so in one day. I fear 
that by reason of this extension of time for general debate that can- 
not be done. I theref re give notice that if the House shall now 
refuse to go into the C. mmittee of the Whole I shall call up the con- 
tested-election case. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. The special order for to-day after the morn- 
ing hour is the bill (H. R. No. 3258) to regulate the granting of pen- 
sions on account of death, or wounds or injuries received, or diseases 
contracted in the service of the United States since the 4th day of 
March, 1861, and for the payment of arrears of pensions; also to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to restore to the roll of invalid 
pensioners the names stricken therefrom on account of disloyalty, 
and to repeal sections 4709, 4716, and 4717 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. ` 

The SPEAKER. Is that a special order from day to day until dis- 
posed of! 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It is. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is a continuing order. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Should the House proceed with the consider- 
ation of the e. bill to-day, will that interfere with this 
bill, which is a special order? 
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The SPEAKER. It will not, because it is a continuing onder. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I desire to say that if it would interfere with 
it I should feel bound to antagonize the Mexican war pension bill; 
otherwise I will not do so. 

Mr. CONGER. Would it be in order now to move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole shall proceed to consider the special order when 
the House shall next resolve itself into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole will control its own 
business; it can lay aside any bill it may see fit. 

Mr. CONGER. Is the bill fer arrearages of pensions in Committee 
of the Whole! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. [After a pause.] The 
Chair is informed by the Clerk that the bill to which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Rich] has just alluded is not in Committee of the 
Whole, but is made a special order in the House. 

Mr. CON GER. Now, the question is whether it would be proper to 
take up the consideration of the special order in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has asked a parliamen = 
tion, whether passing over to-day the bill which has been fixed as a 
special order would prevent its being reached hereafter on another 
day. The Chair thinks it would not, as the bill is a continuing order 
from day to day and does not lose its place. The distinction is be- 
tween a bill which has been made a special order for a single day only 
and one which has been made a 5 order for a partie day and 
from day to day until dis ‘ 

Mr. CONGER. Then this bill withont further action will be the 
special order for to-morrow and succeeding days until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, it will continue as 
the special order by reason of the terms of the assignment as made 
by the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Is it in order to move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the bill granting 

of pensions? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The Clerk informs the Chair that that 
bill is not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Very well. I caĦ for the special 
order and demand its consideration at this time. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I would remark that I do not wish to antago- 
nize the bill of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hpwirt,] nor does 
the committee reporting the bill. We wish to take up at present the 
bill of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to determine. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I prefer that the bill granting 
arrearages of pensions to our own soldiers should be passed before we 
vote upon this other bill. 

The RPEAKER. Both bills are to provide for our own soldiers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. But this bill in regard to arrear- 
ages of pensions provides for the soldiers for the Union, to whom 
wish to give preference. S 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir; and that bill proposes to re- 
store to the rolls men who were dropped on account of disloyalty. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am ready to meet the gentleman 
on that issue. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Not only that, but it proposes to grant 


. back to 1868. 
Mr. , of Pennsylvania. I will never vote for this bill until 
our own soldiers are ted a of pensions. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to make an inquiry. 

Mr. SAYLER. I object to further debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THOMP- 
SON] is not in order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Warre, of Penn- 
sylvania, it was declared not to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, called for a division, but, pending a 
coat withdrew 7 Sa AE : 

e motion of Mr. WHITE, of Pennsy ia, was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the 5 Hewitt, of Ala- 
bama, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, it was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of, the 
Whole, (Mr. SourHarp in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. No. 257) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars 
therein named. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from North Carolina[ Mr. Davis] 
is entitled to the floor, and has forty-five minutes of his hour remain- 


ing. 

Nir, DAVIS, of North Carolina. I yield ten minutes of my time to 
my coll e, [Mr. BROGDEN. 

Mr. BROGDEN addressed 
pear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it is to me a matter 
of very great regret that a subject involving the interest of so large a 
class of people as this bill affects cannot be considered in this House 
save in a partisan t. There are so many good reasons why this 
bill should pass that I would be glad to see it po through this Honse b 
a unanimous vote without any discussion. I do not propose to spea! 
now of the obligation under which the Government rests to previde 
for the comfort, in old age, of those men who in times of peril volun- 
teered their services and subjected themselves to the dangers of the 


e committee. [His remarks will ap- 
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battle-field to preserve and protect the honor of the coun 


The dis- 
charge of this obligation alone a debt of gratitude should, it seems 
to me, eomp} every just and generous man in this Hall to vote for 


this b: And even if we are not influenced by this consideration 
there is another reason which addresses itself toall time and is founded 
in the sympatie of men, I know very well that gratitude has been 
defined to be a recollection of past favors inspired by an anticipation 
of favors to come; but I recognize no such narrow definition of this, 
one of the noblest sentiments of the human heart. But even with this 
definition, if we believe that a republic should find its safest and sur- 
est support in the voluntary efforts of its citizens, that in all times of 
trouble the public heart should be the rampart of our liberties, there 
is a reasou above mere gratitude why this bill should pass. 
What, Mr. Chairman, is the peculiar characteristic which distin- 
guishes our institutions from those of monarchical governments! In 
: monarchies standing armies are n 3 despotisms are supported 
by standing armies; but that is not the case in republics. 1 do not 
desire to say anything unkind of our standing army. I would not 
utter one word in disparagement of it. To some extent standing ar- 
mies are necessary even in republies. Inoureountry I recognize the ne- 
cessity of a standing army to guard and protect the forts, and arsenals, 
and other public property, as well as to guard and protect the Indian 
frontier, but in times of danger and trouble to the Republic we must 
look to the hearts of the people if we wish to have our institutions 
remain as they were founded by our fathers in the love and respect 
they had forthem. Our volunteers proved equal to all emergencies 
in the war of 1812 and in the Mexican war, and we were all witnesses 
of their valor in the late war between the States, and I desire to say 
that if the time ever shall come when our liberties cannot be pre- 
served by the volunteers, if the time shall come when our people 
shall so far lose sight of the free peers upon which our institu- 
tions are founded as not to care whether they live or perish, then the 
time for despotism will have arrived and we shall cease to be a free 


le. 

Now, looking at it in this aspect, and desiring to inspire and keep 
alive this spirit, what should be the policy of the Government toward 
those soldiers who volunteered their services and risked their lives in 
defending the country? It should be an assurance that in old age, 
when helpless and worn out, they shall not be neglected by their 
country. Sir, we have pension laws which provide to some extent 
for the soldiers of the war of 1812, and for the invalid and disabled 
soldiers of the Mexican war, and for the invalid soldiers of the late 
war; but these laws are partial in their operation, and to give them 
just force the repeal of section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is neces- 
sary; this bill repeals that section. I am for this bill because it says 
to thd soldiers of the war of 1812, “You periled your lives for the 
nation, and all shall stand side by side so far as the benefits of the 
Government go.” I am in favor of saying to the soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war, “You all fought in one common cause, and whatever may 
have been the differences in the Union since then they are blotted 
out, they are behind us, ee not now before us or to be consid- 
ered, and we will make no difference between those who fought on 
one side or the other in the late war.” 

Why should this be so? It does seem to me the last men of all 
those in this country who should be shut out from the benefits of the 
Government are the soldiers of the war of 1812 or the soldiers of the 
Mexican war. Why? Let me say tosome of my friends on the other 
side that hero I am, here are men upon this floor who participated in 
all the stirring events of the late unhappy struggle; there are men 
who have been elected to high places of profit and trust; there are men 
who have been payer by the Executive to fill high stations who 
were engaged in the late war between the States, men, too, many of 
whem were in the old Army, many of whom were officers under the old 
Government, who are disc ql from all political disabilities and 
enjoy the emoluments and benefits and privileges of this Government, 
but this statute excludes from the bencficiaries of the Government the 
class of men who above all others should have been first restored to 
the benefits if a restored Union. Yet there are men with hearts so 
narrow that they would say to the poor old soldier, because he has 
not the influence and power to defend himself now, “stand aside.” 

Is this just? Is it right? Whenthe “irrepressible conflict” was over 
and the questions at issue had been settled by the final arbiter of 
high disputes, the sword, the very first men to reap all tho benefits 
of restoration of the Union should have been the old soldiers. What 
if some of them were engaged in what the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. Joyce] styles the “wicked rebellion?” How many will be 
affected by the repeal of section 4716? How many were there who 
participated in that war? Not as many, by thousands, as has been 
represented. This section stands in the Revised Statutes as a bar to 
the old soldier who fought for the life of the nation in 1812, not inaptly 
styled the “second war of independence,” under Jackson and Scoit, 
and who is all the poorer and more helpless by reason of the war which 
has laid waste his section of the country and rendered his friends 
and kindred powerless to help him. This statute stands as a bar to 
the soldiers who followed Scott and Taylor and Kearney and Wool 
over the burning plains of Mexico, and gave renown to our armies 
and golden States to our Union. This should not be so. What if 
some of those old soldiers did sympathize with those who were engaged 
in tho“ rebellion?” All that most of them could give was sympathy, 
which by no just law can be a penal offense. It is not an act, and to 


punish it is as unreasonable as was the old law which made it treason 
to dream of the king’s death. 

Sir, if the aged father, soldier of the war of 1812 or of the Mexi- 
can war, sympathized with his neighbors, his friends, his kindred, his 
sons, as he saw them against, perhaps, his own judgment and his own 
wishes, drawn by the irresistible force of events into the vortex of 
war, was he not obeying nature’slaw? Was he not responding to the 
voice of nature, the sweetest of all voices, the gentle voice which fills 
a mother’s heart with love for her nursing babe which draws its life 
from her breast, the thrilling voice which inspires the patriot’s heart 
with courage to offer his life for the country he loves? It is a voice 
which never leads the heart astray, whatever else may be said of it, 
and I should despise myself if I could condemn an old soldier of the 
war of 1812, and say “ You ought to receive none of these benefits of 
this Government, because forsooth you sympathized with your grand- 
son or your nephew or with some relation engaged in the late war.” 
Then let us do justice to these men by repealing the tests which now 
apply only to them. 

ut, sir, the gentleman from Vermont and all the gentlemen in fact 
who have spoken adversely to this bill desire to revive old preja- 
dices; they desire to reopen old wounds. We are constantly taunted 
with treason, with rebellion, with wicked rebellion. I do not desire, 
Mr. Chairman, to enter into the discussion of this question now, be- 
cause I have bat little time to do it in; but I desire to commend to 
these gentlemen the law which they will find in Vattel’s Law of Na- 
tions. Ishall not read the extracts, but shall incorporate them in 
my remarks. 

Vattel, in his Law of Nations, says: 

It is a question very much debated whether a sovereign is bound to observe the 
common laws of war toward rebellious subjects who have openly taken up arms 
against him. A flatterer, or a prince of a cruel and arbitrary disposition, will im- 
mediately pronounce that the laws of war were not made for rebels, for whom no 
ponen can be too severe. Let us proceed more soberly and reason from tho 

contestible principles above laid down. 

The author then goes on to define rebellion, sedition, and insurrec- 
tion, and he asks: 

What conduct shall the sovereign observe toward the insurgents! I answer, in 
general such conduct as shall at the same time be the most consonant to justice and 
the most salutary to the state. 1 who rise against their 
prince without cause deserve severe punishment; yet even in this case, on account 
of the number of the delinquents, clemency becomes a duty in the sovercizn. Shall 
he depopulate a city, or desolate a province, in order to punish her rebellion ? Any 

ent, however just in itself, which embraces too great a number of persons, 
mes an act of downright cruelty. 


Remember, the author is speaking of subjects and sovereigns. Ac- 
cording to the theory of our Government there are no subjects—tho 
people are sovereign. Vattel then illustrates from history and says: 

Had the insurrection of the Netherlands against Spain been totally unwarrant- 
able, universal detestation would still attend the memory of the Duke of Alva, 
who made it his boast that he had caused twenty thousand heads to be struck off 
by the hands of the common executioner. Let not his 1 eet imitators ex- 
poos to justify their enormities by the plea of necessity. What princo ever suf- 

ered more outrageous indignities from his subjects than Henry the Great of 
France? Yet his victories were ever accompanied by a uniform clemency; and 
that excellent pe ow at length obtained the success he deserved; he gained a na- 
tion of faithful subjects; whereas the Duke of Alva caused his master to lose the 
united provinces. Crimes in which a number of persons are involved are to be pun- 
ished by penalties which shall equally fall on all the parties concerned; the sov~ 
ereign may deprive a town of her privileges, at least till she has fully acknowl- 
edged her faults ; as to corporal punishments, jet that be reserved for the authors 
of the disturbances—for those incendiaries who incite the ie to rovolt. But 
nts alone will treat as seditious those brave and resolu tizens who exhort 
the people to preserve themselves from oppression, and to vindicate their Fights 
and pees & good prince will commend such virtuous patriots, provided their 
zeal be tem with moderation and prudence. If he has justice and his duty 
at heart, if he aspiresto that immortal and unsullied glory of being the father of 
his people, let him mistrust the selfish suggestions of that minister who repre- 
sents to him as rebels those citizens who do not stretch ont their necks to the yoke 
of slavery—who refuse tamely to crouch under the rod of arbitrary power. 


You will see that this relates to insurgents. It will be seen further 
on that a different rule is prescribed for civil war, and civil war is 
defined. It is not necessary for me to say to any man that our war 
would come within his definition of “civil war.” 

The views expressed by Vattel, though he was born and lived in 
an atmosphere of kings and emperors and despots, are in strange 
contrast to those expressed by gentlemen on this floor, and I wish 
they could catch the wise spirit which marks the utterances of 
that great writer upon international law. It would teach them how 
little is taught by time, and it wonld show them that the statutes 
which they eran y point to as having been approved by Wash- 
ington have no application to the late civil war or to those engaged 
in it. If the dead look down with interest upon scenes transpiring 
in this world, it would disturb the repose of some of the founders of 
this Government to observe the change that has been wrought. It 
would seem strange, doubtless, to gS Washington to find that 
all the people of his State, for whose independence he fonght, were 
amenable under the new dispensation to the law of treason. But 
who supposes that if Washington had failed in the revolutionary 
war and George III had caused him to be tried and executed for trea- 
son the name of that king would not have been handed down to all 
time crowned with infamy? But let us pursue the wise words of 
the Frenchman: : 

In rong heap the safest and at the same time the most just method of appeasing 
seditions is to give the people satisfaction. And if there existed no reasons to jus- 


the insurrection, (a circumstance which perhaps never happens.) even in such 
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the offenders are numerous. When the amnesty is once published and accepted, 
all the past must be buried in oblivion; nor must any one be called to account for 
what has been done during the disturbances; and in general the sovereign, whose 
word ought ever to be sacred, is bound to the faithful observance of every promise 
he had made even to rebels. I mean to such of his subjects as have revolted with- 
out reason or necessity. If his promises are not invidlable the rebels will have no 
security in treating with him; when they have once drawn the sword they must 
throw away the scabbard, as one of the ancients expresses it; and the prince, des- 
titute of more gentle and N means of appeasing the revolt, will have no other 
remaining e: ient than that of utterly weer pegs Sed insurgents. These wi 
become dable through despair; com ion will bestow succors on them; 
their party will increase. and the state be in danger. What would have be- 
come of ce if the leaguers had thought it unsafe to rely on the promises of 
Henry the Great? The same reasons which should render tho faith of promises 
inviolable and sacred between individual and individual, between sovereign and 
sovereign, between enemy and enemy, subsist in all their force between the sover- 
eign and his insurgent or rebellious sokjes, However, if they bave extortioned 
from him odions conditions, which are inimical to the happiness of the nation or 
the welfare of the state—as he has no right to do or grant anything contrary to 
that grand rule of his conduct, which is at the same time the measure of his power— 
he may justly revoke roy be gainer concessions which he has been obliged to make, 
vided the revocation be sanctioned by the consent of the nation, Whose opinion 
o must take on the subject in the manner and forms pointed out to him by the 
constitution of the state. But this remedy is to bo used with great reserve, and 
oy in matters of high importance, lest the faith of promises should be weakened 
and brought into disrepute. 

Whena party is formed in a state who no longer obey a sovereign, and are pos- 
sessed of sufficient strength to oppose him, or when in s republic the nationis 
divided into two opposite factions, and both sides take up arms—this is called a civil 
war. Somo writers confine this term to a just insurrection of the subjects against 
their sovereign, to distinguish that lawful resistance from rebellion which is an 
open and unjust resistance. But what appellation will they give to a war which 
arises in a republic torn by two factions, or in a monarchy between two competi- 
tors for the crown? Custom appropriates the term of civil war to every war be- 
tween the members of one aud the same political society. If it be between part of 
the citizens on the one side, and the sovereign with those who continue in obedience 
to him on the other, provided the malcontents have any reason for taking up arms, 
nothing further is required to entitle such disturbance to the name of civil war, and 
not that of rebellion. This latter term is applied only to such an insurrection 
against lawful authority as is void of all ap; of justice. The sovereign in- 
deed never fails to bestow the appellation of rebels on all such of his subjects as 

ly resist him; but, when the latter have acquired sufficient strength to give 
him effectual opposition, and to oblige him to carry on the war against them accord- 
in — established rules, he must necessarily submit to the use of the term, 
10 ane) 


No one can say that when the confederacy was recognized and 
treated as a belligerent she had not attained the position described 
by the author: 


A civil war breaks the bands of and t. or at least s 
their force and effect. It ican ints nation tw tad independent wactiea ho 
consider each other as enemies and acknowledge no common jud, Those two 
parties, therefore, must necessarily be considered as thenceforw: constituting, 
at least for a time, two separate bodies, two distinct societies. Though one of the 
parties may have been to blame in breaking the unity of the state and resisti 
the lawfal authority, they are not the less divided in fact. Besides, who 
judge them? Who shall pronounce on which side the right or wrong lies? On 
earth they have no common superior. They stand, therefore, in eee the same 
predicament as two nations who engage in a contest and, being unable to come to 
an agreement, have recourse to arms. 

This being the it is very evident that the common laws of war, those max- 
ims of humanity, eration, and honor, which we have already detailed in the 
course of this work, ought to be observed by both ee in every civil war. For 
the same reasons which render the observance of maxims a matter of obli; 
tion between state and state, it becomes equally and even more necessary in 


3 will make reprisals; if he not religiously observe the capitula- 
tine all steer ott V rely om 
war 


his word; should he burn and ravage, they will follow his example; 
become cruel, horrible, and every 

Bat, when a nation becomes divided into two les absolutely independent, and 
no longer acknowledging a common superior, the state is dissolved, and the war 
between the two parties stands on the same owala every respect, as a public 
war between two different nations. Whether a lio be split into two factions, 
each maintaining that it alone constitates the vat the state, or a kingdom be 
divided between two competitors for the crown, the nation is severed into two 
parties who will mutually term each other rebels. Thus there exist in the state 
two separate bodies who pretend to absolute independence, and between whom 


there is no judge. 
They decide their quarrel by as two different nations would do. The obli- 


pamon to observe the common law of war toward each other is therefore absolute, 
dispensably binding on both parties, and the same which the law of nature im- 
poses on all nations in transactions between state and state. 


So much for the law. 

And now I propose to answer some of the arguments notably of the 
gentleman from Vermont, Iwill not now, Mr. Chairman, give the 
statistics, but I desire to say to that gentleman and the gentlemen 
who oppose this bill that the estimates npon which they come to the 
conclusion that it will add $7,000,000 to the cost of the pension list 
are utterly, wholly, and entirely erroneous. They are supported to 
some extent by an estimate made by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
By that estimate he comes to the conclusion that if the bill now re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions of the war of 1812 passes the 
pensioning of the old soldiers of the war of 1812 will add upward of 
eighteen thousand names to the pension list. While I have not time 
to show how utterly fallacious that is, let me say that according to 
the census of 1870 there were only abont eight or nine thousand men 
in the United States over the age of ninety years. Yet all the men 
who will be added to the pension list by that bill must be ninety 
years of Assuming, as I think it is safe to assume, that the men 
who served less than sixty days were generally old men, and assuming 
that on an average they had reached the age of thirty, they must 
now on an bing a have attained the age of ninety-three, and there 
are not in these United States over that age half the number which 
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it is estimated by the Commissioner the bill would add to the pen- 


sion list. 

The gentleman from Maine assumes that forty-five thousand will 
be added to the pension list from the Mexican soldiers. The Carlisle 
tables aid him in coming to this conclusion. Now let each member 
on this floor call to mind the proportion of Mexican soldiers who have 
died within his memory and he will find in his observation proof that 
the estimate of the committee is correct, and that not more than 
$1,500,000 will be added to the cost of pensions. 

I know, sir, there is a terror in the name of Jefferson Davis, and I 
was sorry to see the gentleman from Vermont, whose acquaintance I 
have not, endeavor to add venom to his remarks by bringing that 
name before this House. I desire to say, because it is the trath, thatif 
this bill passes it does not, as the gentleman from Vermont says, place 
Jefferson Davis upon the pension-rolls, so that he may hold himself 
not responsible, if he votes for this bill, for any such consequence as 
that, if he should think it an unpardonable crime. 

The gentleman from Vermont confines his objection entirely to that 
portion of the bill which repeals the laws now in force that exclude 
southern people from the benefits of the pension lists. The gentle- 
man says that no man has been punished for treason. Iam not going 
to discuss that question. But the law to which I have referred shows 
most conclusively that no man can be punished for treason in a war, 
a civil war, a war ized by the people of the, United States, a 
war recognized by foreign nations. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
ere the other day took the pains to remind us—and he was 
exceedingly kind and generous, as is the gentleman from Vermont; 
and I find it curious to observe that all these men protest that all 
they say and all they do is in a spirit of great kindness and love and 
reconciliation, and covered by the broadest panoply of charity. Sir, 
I do not like Joab’s reconciliation. Joab said to Amasa, “Art thou 
in health, my brother?” and then, under the cover of a pertidious 
embrace, he stabbed him to death. I do not like that reconciliation 
which is constantly reminding southern members that they have been 
traitors, and charging them with all sorts of crimes. 

Even a question of contract cannot be discussed without grave 
charges, and we have, in addition to other charges, heard the gentle- 
man from Michigan characterize all the southern mail contractors 
now asking for pay for carrying mails before the war, as thieves. 
have time now only to say if the gentleman knew those people he 
would at once recognize the injustice of his charge. I know many 
of them and they are as honest as any men in this land. 

Sir, I want no such insulting utterances as those when gentlemen 
come to me and talk of reconciliation. I want reconciliation, but I 
want it in fact. I want all these by-gones to be by-gones in name, in 
deed, in fact, in heart,in action. Why, sir, the gentleman from Ver- 
mont who spoke the day before yesterday used this language : 

Iam ready to bury the hatchet and let bygones be by-gones, * * * Itis 


not my purpose or desire to utter a word wh ol can offend the most sensitive ear 
=e 3 = stir up any feeling of bitterness between the people of the North 
0 i 


And yet if I ever heard more bitterness, more venom than pervaded 
that speech, Iam not aware of it. It does seem to me the gentle- 
man’s pen, when he wrote it, was a viper's fang, and his ink the tiger's 
gall. And bi he talks of love and letting by-gones be by-gones. 
Why, sir, when I read that, for I did not hear all his porot, I thought 
if there was not, in view of all the hard feeling which pervaded it, a 
blush upon the gentleman’s cheek, it Was because the blood at his 
heart was too cold to send out warmth to the surface of the skin. 

I must hasten on, and I desire to correct some of the statements 
made by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. JOYCE] the other day. 
Among other things, he brought in the condition of affairs in Lou- 
isiana. Now, if his argument bas any force at all, it is this: you 
all engaged in rebellion; you were all guilty of treason, and we have 
jaden h your treason. Anderson, Wells, or any otker villians who 
desire to do so, may forge and perjure themselves just as much as 
they please, and you must not say anything about it because we have 
overlooked your rebellion and pardoned your sins, 

One of these parties is a man of whom General Sheridan said that 
he had not an honest man among his friends. Now, is it not rather 
strange that men like these have so many friends upon this floor? 

The gentleman from Vermont said, in speaking of Lonisiana, that 
no republican speaker could po down and organize republican clubs 
in that State or make republican speeches without disturbance and 
danger, and that there was not a State south of Virginia where a re- 
publican could do that without molestation. I desire to say to the 
gentleman from Vermont that when he states these things as facts he 
states them in passion and in utter ignorance of the truth. I say to 
him if he will come down to North Carolina he will be heard all over 
the State if he desires it; butif he shall make the same speech down 
there that he made here the other day, all the republicans, white and 
black, would think that he was crazy. [Laughter.] 

The two candidates for governor last election canvassed the State 
of North Carolina side by side on the same stump, from the mountains 
to the seaside. In the canvass of 1874 I and the republican candi- 
date opposed to me canvassed the whole district together. In 1876 
my competitor, an internal-revenue collector of the Lederal Govern- 
ment, with all the patronage of the Federal Government to help him, 
and myself spoke on the same day throughout the canvass to white 
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and black, democrats and republicans, and there was no disturbance. 
And when the gentleman from Vermont says that the republicans 
cannot organize down there or make republican speeches he k 
in utter ignorance, and I can assure him that he was mistaken in 
what he said. : 

Now one word more. I desire this bill to pass, and I appesi to 
overy man who has a heart in his bosom and who does not desire to 
keep up strife to help break down the barriers which the gentleman 
from Vermont says he desires to keep up forever and to transmit to 
his children. 

I would rather be the humblest soldier and totter into my grave 
poor and helpless than to the heart of the man so relentless 
and so malignant as to say to the old soldier who fought for the nation 
in the war of 1812, the second war for independence, “ Stand aside, 
thou unclean thing, thou rebel; none of the benefits of this Govern- 
ment shall be thine.” 

The bitter words “rebel” and “ traitor” seem to be sweet morsels, 
rolled under the tongues of gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
who seem to be laboring under the wild idea that the people of the 
South are going to get control of this Government. I say to men of 
the North and West that they do themselves great injustice when 
they assume that we of the South aspire to control this Government. 
They say we did control the Government from the foundation down 
to 1860. But that is not true; we never hada majority, and now we 
only amount to one-fifth of the population. Why will you insult your- 
selves by such implication or degrade yourselves by saying that a 

itiful minority of one-fifth are about to fix manacles on your limbs. 

he gentleman from Vermont says that we are forging political fet- 
ters for their limbs, and, like all the other assumptions he has made, 
it has no foundation except in his visionary brain and distempered 
mind. 

What people of the South ever attempted to interfere with the 
affairs of the people of the West or North, or to exercise control in 
the administration of their laws? I defy them to show anything of 
the kind, and I say to them: “Do not be uneasy; your fears are 

undless. All we have asked for since or before reconstruction is 
at we shall be allowed under the Constitution to manage our own 
affairs; that is all we ask for now.” ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied thirty-five min- 
utes, and has only ten minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, I have agreed to yield those ten 
minutes to my colleague, [Mr. ScaLxs.] 

Mr. HAYES. Do you not admit that the Mexican veterans who 
went into the rebellion forfeited all their rights as pensioners of the 
Government ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I say that under the English law, 
and under the laws of all civilized nations, no man can have lost an 
rights except on trial and conviction and sentence for the crime wi 
which he is charged, and besides that, does not pardon and amnesty 
restore him his rights? 

Mr. HAYES. Does the gentleman say that he is in favor of putting 
all these gentlemen on the ion-rolls ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I say this: I am in favor of put- 
ting every soldier of the war of 1812 and every soldier of the Mexican 
war on the pension-roll, and I would not have the heart of the man 
who would not do it. 

Mr. HAYES. Is the gentleman in favor of putting rebel soldiers 
on an equal footing with Union soldiers ? ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Iam in favor of putting on the 

nsion-roll all the Mexican veterans, and if any of them served un- 

er the confederate government that makes no difference with me. 

Mr. SCALES. I will not in the short time that I have to discuss 
this question attempt to show that this is an economical measure; 
nor will I attempt to show who is right, the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. PowErs] or the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Hewitt, I as to 
what thé passage of this bill will cost. The only question is, is the 
bill right, according to the settled policy of the country? If so, then 
it should be adopted without regard to section, without inquiry 
where the pensioners come from, and without regard to cost. The 
time has passed when the question of policy can be discussed. It was 
settled at the time of the pensioning of the soldiers of the revolution- 
ary war. At one time I had doubts whether under the true policy of 
the Government any pensions should be paid except to disabled sol- 
diers; now I consider the question as one of the past, and I believe 
that the puey of the Government was right. 

It has long been considered that large standing armies are danger- 
ous to the liberties of the people, and our policy has never encouraged 
them except as a nucleus around which to rally volunteers. I gather 
from the well-considered speech of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] the following facta in regard to the other nations of the 
world: Germany has a population equal to ours and yet she has a 
standing army to-day of four hundred and ten thousand men. France 
has a population of thirty-eight millions, and yet in her army she has 
four hundred and thirty thousand men. Austria and Hungary have 
a population of thirty-five millions, and yet have a standing army of 
two hundred and seventy thousand men. 

Such armies cost annually very large sums of money. But these 

vernments must rely upon them; they cannot rely upon volunteers. 
Sur policy is different. We want to get rid of the standing Army. 
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We want to reduce the present Army. This being so, how shall we 
supply the place of the Army and give the Government proper se- 
curity? It must be by the volunteer force of this country. It must 
be by holding out inducements to those men who are willing to take 
their lives in their hands, not only on their own soil, but even as 
these men did, on foreign soil and in an unfriendly climate, that they 
may bear the flag and sustain the honor of their country whenever 
she requires their services. When we reduce the Army we can afford 
to pay the volunteers who have waited thirty years before their serv- 
ices were recognized by the Government. We will save much mone 

by it. We will show that this Government has gratitude, and wi 

take care of the old soldier and those he loves, in his declining years; 
when he is sick she will minister unto him; when he is naked she 
will clothe him, and when Sunay she will feed him, and if he needs 
none of these things she will still do him honor and show her grati- 
aeda adding his name to those who should be pensioners upon her 

unty. 

But I would not stop there. I think that if it is right we cannot 
in this case do it too soon. Gentlemen say that it is right; that it is 
the settled policy of the Government, so far as the soldiers of the rev- 
olutionary war and the soldiers of the war of 1812 are concerned, but 
it is too soon to pension the Mexican soldiers. If we mean to do any- 
thing for them, can we be said to commence too soon when we have 
waited until one generation has passed and gone before we even make 
an effort? Every man who served in the Mexican war and is now 
living must be between fifty-five and sixty years of age. None of 
them, in the nature of things, can be expected to live much longer. 
Some of them will be here ten years, some of them fifteen years, and 
some small remnant may remain with us for twenty years. If you 
would have them enjoy your bounty you must do it quickly. 

I beg leave to notice one of the reasons, and only one, that was 
assigned the other day by the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr, JOYCE] 
for his A Sep to this bill. I was indeed surprised to hear the 
emphatic language used by that gentleman. He said he would not 
vote a pension to one solitary soldier from the South who was ever 
in rebellion against this Government. He not only said that, but he 
said that never while he had a seat on this floor would he give a vote 
by which such a soldier could obtain a single dollar of the money of 
this Government. His decision is not only for the present, but it is 
forever; it is not for next week or next year only, but as long as one 
can be found who sided with the South in the late rebellion. In his 
heart there is no forgiveness. Time with him works no change. 

Sir, I do not believe that any such motive prompts the majority of 
the members on that side of the House. I believe that the gentle- 
man speaks for himself alone, and I rejoice to know that the heart 
which can prompt such sentiments as those is the heart of a man who 
is not a native-born son of the United States. I had intended to read 
in detail some of the things which he has said, but I shall not have 
the time. Mr. Chairman, are we of the South nowin the Union? Is 
the South now a part of sos groai e Will there be other 
wars in which this country will be engaged? If there are, will Land 
my friends around me here, will our constituents stand by this Gov- 
ernment in that war? Sir, I undertake to say here that they will 
not be found behind that gentleman or his constituents when the hour 
comes. But let the South understand, let the country understand 
that the gentleman from Vermont says for himself and his constitu- 
ents that though we may go. forth and fight again the battles of our 
country, having once been in rebellion, there is no pardon for us, 
no pension whatever our necessities,no gratitude whatever our services 
pa have been. He says in effect, I care not how mnch you may 

er and toil in your country’s behalf, I care not though you may 
bare your breast in her defense and sacrifice life, limb, or member, yet 
inasmuch as you once raised your arms against the Government there 
is no pardon, no bounty of the Government for you or those you love; 
the northern man may be pensioned, but the southern man never can. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCALES. Iam very sorry; I am not yet half through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SINNICK- 
SON] is entitled to the floor for one hour. 

8 Mr. Chairman, it is with great reluctance that 
I oppose this bill. It seems an ungracious thing to oppose any meas- 
ure d e soldiers. The man who at his country’s call 
has left his home and his kindred and gone forth to fight her battles 
deserves so full a measure of gratitute at our hands that it is always 
a 3 thing to stand in the way of any manifestation of that 
gratitude. 

Two years when this bill was first presented to the Committee 
on Pensions, of which I was then as I am now a member, I sought 
earnestly and sincerely for an answer to the objections that presented 
themselves to my mind at that time. Since then I have continued to 
seek for that answer. I have listened to the eloquent arguments of 
gentlemen on this floor. I have carefully read the reports of the ma- 
jority of my committee, but I have failed yet to find such an answer 
as will show that it is my duty to vote for this bill as it now stands. 
Iam not troubled by the fact which has been s here that 
more of these pensioners may come from the South than from the 
North. I care not whether a soldier comes from the South or the 
North, from the East or from the West. If he has gone out to fight 
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the battles of our common country he deserves so much at our hands 
that far be it from me to seek to abate one jot or one tittle of what 
this Government may eden bestow upon him. 

Nor am I opposed to this bill because of the proposed repeal of sec- 
tion 4716 of the Revised Statutes. Whatever may have been the wis- 
dom of our action in that re; the fact meets us here to-day that 
we have opened wide the doors of forgiveness to all who participated 
in the late rebellion. We have admitted to the councils of the nation 
the men who directed the councils of the rebellion. We have heaped 
offices of honor and trust and profit upon the leaders of that rebell- 
ion. It seems to me to be a very small thing for this great nation to 
reserve all it punishments for a few disabled soldiers who were dis- 
abled in the defense of their country. Therefore, I say that I am in 
favor of restoring to the N every man who is entitled to a 
pension by reason of disabilities incurred in the defense of our com- 
mon country. Far be it from me to oppose this bill on any such 
ground as that. 

J am opposed to this bill, however, because I believe it is inexpe- 
dient; I am opposed to it because I believe it wrong in principle; I 
am opposed to it because I believe it will be establishing a dangerous 
precedent that will cause our Government trouble hereafter ; and 
more than all, I am opposed to it because it makes an unjust discrim- 
ination among the soldiers of the Union. What does this bill pro 
todo? It was shown the other day by my friend from Maine [Mr. 
Powers] that this bill will take out of the public Treasury $7,000,000 
perannum. I know his figures differ from those of my friend from 
Alabama, presented in the report of the committee, but I think, sir, 
that any man who examines the able argument of the gentleman 
from Maine, with the figures stated by him and the data from which 
those figures are obtained, must admit the correctness of his state- 
ment that there are to-day surviving forty-five thousand of the sol- 
diers of the Mexican war who are not upon the sion-rolls and 
thirty thousand of the soldiers of the Indian wars, all of whom would 
be pensioned by the een of this bill. These fi do not include 
the widows of the dead soldiers of these wars, althongh by the terms 
of the bill they also are entitled to receive. 

Now it may be said by my friend from Alabama that the “Carlisle 
tables” are unreliable in this case to ascertain the number of sur- 
vivors, because a t war has intervened and many of these men 
may have died in that war. But, Mr. Chairman, does he not remem- 
ber that this bill pro to pension their widows, who of course 
were not in that war? More than that, my friend [Mr. POWERS] re- 
minds me that there is still a discount of fifteen thousand left in his 
computation, 

Therefore let us deal with these things as they actually exist. I 
know that my friend from Alabama would not mislead this House in 
the least. E have served with him too long not to have learned to 
respect his integrity of purpose as well as his ability; but when I see 
the errors in his calculation I am forced to the conviction that he has 
calculated with his heart, not with his head. I know his generous 
impulses; and that is the only way in which I can account for the 
errorain his computation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, at this time, when grim want is stalkin 
through our streets—when all over the land the factory-wheels vane 
idle and the workmen cry for bread—is it expedient for us, the 
trustees of the peg le’s money, to take that money to bestow it in 
gratuity to anybody, no matter how richly they may deserve it? 

he French have a proverb that women are brave with the blood of 
others. Now let it not be said of the American Congress that they 
are generous with the money of others. 

However beautiful and fitting a thing it might be to bestow a 
gratuity upon men who have rendered high service to the country, 
yet in view of these facts I believe it would be inexpedient, that it 
would be unjust to the suffering people of this country to take so 
much money out of its Treasury unless to pay a debt that we abso- 
lutely owe. If that is the case, then we must pay every dollar, no 
matter at what cost. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I deny that this is a debt, or at least that it is 
a debt which may be measured by dollars and cents. It has been 
urged that the principle on which we are to make this payment is 
that it is areward for the patriotism of these brave men. Sir, do we 
propose to pay for patriotism at the rate of $8 per month? Mr. Chair- 
man, the man who estimates in dollars and cents the heroic impulse 
which inspires an American citizen to spring forward to his coun- 
try’s defense and become an American soldier—the man who thus 
estimates this noblest principle that can animate the human heart, 
grossly degrades it. Such a principle is priceless; or, if any price can 

paid for it, the 5 8 of a nation is all that can approximate 
to payment. No, Mr. Chairman, let us not talk about paying for 
patriotism in dollars and cents, 

But, say the majority of the committee in their report, “It is the 
eneral military policy of our Government to pay their soldiers for 
aving fought, and not for fighting.” And this is one of the reasons 

urged for the passage of this bill. Mr. Chairman, I deny that Ameri- 
can citizens ever insult American soldiers by offering them pay either 
for fi a or having fought. We pay them for their time—a thing 
of value which we have no right to take from them and use for the 
common good without compensation ; and we thus pay them because 
if that time were not bestowed in the service of the country it could 


be employed in supporting their families and making provision for 
their old age. 

No, sir; the American soldier is not a soldier of fortune fighting for 
pay or for plunder. He is a patriot An for his country of which 

e is a part. He is defending his own home and fireside. No price can 
be put upon the heroism, the fortitude, and the courage that lead 
men to endure the privations of the field, the long weary march and 
the perils of the battle-field—no price can be put upon these things, 
except, as I have said, a nation’s gratitude. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are some things that we do owe the soldiers, 
some things that we owe in money. We owe it toevery man who has 
become disabled in his country’s defense to make provision for him 
that he may not suffer, and to make provision for his family if he die 
in that defense. Mr, Chairman, our invalid pensions are debts, the 
pensions we pay to the widows of our dead soldiers are debts, because 
those men gave up their lives in the service of their country, and thus 
their families were deprived of their support. We cannot pay them 
for their lost limbs, for their maimed and disabled bodies; no price 
can be paid for these ; but we can provide that such men shall not 
suffer want because they cannot work. Therefore, sir, I hold that all 
invalid pensions, all 0e to the widows of dead soldiers, are 
solemn, sacred debts. And, Mr. Chairman, there is something more 
that we owe to the citizen who became a soldier when his country 
needed soldiers more than citizens. We owe it to him that he shall 
not in his old age suffer from pore exactly as a child owes it to his 

arent that, when he shall become o d and incapableof providing for 

imself, he shall not suffer. That obligation of the child is recognized 
by most of the municipal laws of our various States. And its under- 
lying principle, as applying between the old and time-worn veterans 
has , recognized in the pension laws as heretofore passed and 
enforced. 

Nowhere in the history of our past legislation can there be found 
any precedents for this bill. It is not a part of our system, as the 
majority of the committee say in their report, that we make provision 
for pensioning men for military service. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish toask the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. SINNICKSON,] my colleague on the committee, whether 
the Congress of the United States did not in 1818, thirty-five years 
after the close of the revolutionary war, pass an act pensioning 
revolutionary soldiers? 

Mr. SINNICKSON. Undoubtedly; but was not that pension act 
limited expressly to such as had become reduced in circumstances 
and were dependent upon their country for their support? Did not 
Congress refuse to grant a pension to anybody worth 7 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, Yes, sir; they refused to pension under 
that law any man o real estate that yielded a rent of $15 per 
annum; but I want to ask the gentleman another question: Did not 
the Congress of the United States in 1832 denounce that principle 
and repeal the le tion which had sanctioned it? 

Mr. SINNICKSON. I will show the gentleman and the House pre- 
cisely upon what principle the act of 1832 was passed. Asmy friend 
from Alabama has stated, the American Congress did in 1818 pass a 
pension law; not a pension law to reward men for patriotism, not a 
pension law to reward men for service, but forty-three years after 
the commencement of the revolutionary war, thirty-nine years after 
the average term of this service, when these men, taking twenty- 
five years as their average age at enlistment, were sixty-four years 
old, men who had endured the terrible hardships of that eight-year 
struggle in which a nation was born—I say then, Mr, Chairman, the 
American Congress did pass a pension law placing on the pension- 
rolls these old men who were poor, for then they were old, recogniz- 
ing distinctly the principle I have just enunciated, recognizing the 
obligation they owed to these men who were literally the fathers of 
their country, who had called it into existence, recognizing them in 
that day when they had become poor, and more, too, Mr. Chairman, 
dependent on their country; these are the very words of the act: 
“ ee upon their country for their support.“ They then recog- 
nized the obligation which my friend from Alabama has so fortu- 
nately given me the o 8 elaborate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of A ill the gentleman let me ask him a 


question ? 

Mr. SINNICKSON. Certainly. I am anxious to have all the light 
thrown on this question possible. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I know you are and I know, too, you 
are a liberal man, and that I do not interrupt you merely for the pur- 
pose of interrupting. 

Mr. SINNICKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If you have read the debate on the 
pension law of 1832, you will find there a Senator representing your 
own State, Mr, Frelinghuysen, advocating the blotting out of this 
pauper soldier roll; that it was wrong in principle ; that the whole 
thing van wrong in principle. He advocated the amendment on that 


ground. i 

Mr. SINNICKSON. I will now read to the House exactly the prin- 
ag upon which the general pension law of 1832 was established. 
The leading advocate of the measure, and I think the chairman of 
the Pension Committee, the man whose eloquence and whose stren- 
uous effort procured the passage of the pension act of 1832 was Mr. Foot. 
The brilliant and eloquent Senator from South Carolina, Mr. Hayne, 
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op the measure upon the very principle that it was establishing 
a 3 precedent. He opposed N he said it was contrary 
to the policy of this country to establish a pension system, a system 
which had eaten out the lives of so many of the nations of the Old 
World. 

In answer to that proposition Mr. Foot made this argument, and 
I will read to the House what he said: 

The Senator has denounced a system of pensions for military services m very 
strong terms, as the commencement of a system which will embrace all classes of 
the community, for every species of public service, and will eventually break down 
this Government. But, sir, let me ask the Senator, who has ever advocated an 
such system on this floor or elsewhere? Not one. A system of pensions has al- 
ways been denounced. During this presunt session the Senate has denounced it. 
It has not an advocate in this Union; and why should the Senator be t 

Both the Senators from Maryland and South Carolina have charged on me a de- 

from the ground taken by the Senators from Connecticut in former times. 

ey are said to have protested and voted against the principle of pensioning for 
military services. If the Senators will look at reports made by me during the 
present and former sessions, which have been printed and sustained by the unan- 

imous vote of the Senate, they will find astrong protest against pensioning for mil- 
itary services, in more than one report. These reports go further, and state what, 
in my opinias, is strictly trae: that Congress have never recognized the principle 
of pensioning for military services, and I trust they never will. They have, indeed, 
granted invalid pensions to such as were disabled by known wounds received in 
the “service;" and this is to be considered rather as a part of the contract or induce- 
ment to enter the service. The act of 1818 cannot be considered as recognizing the 
pecs of pensions. Its provisions did not embrace all who served in the revo- 

utionary war, even on the continental establishment, but only those who were 
in such reduced circumstances as to need the aid of their country for support.“ It 
was rather A ror (bed charity, induced by the conviction that those men had 
never been fully pai 8 to contract and were then pining in poverty. The 
act of löth May, 1828, to which this bill is a supplement, does not recognize the 
ion principle at all. It rests on the ground that the contracts of the Govern- 
ment with these men were never performed in faith ; that they never received 
a full compensation; and this bill proposes to add the remnant of the revolutio: 
army, including militia, State troops, and volunteers upon the same principle: that 
they were never paid according to contract. 

Let me repeat that last sentence again: 

Tt rests on — pooh pe * 8 7 of er ety rat with these men yat 
never ; never ved a compensation ; an 
this bill proposes to add the remnant of tho revolu army, including militia, 
State troops, and volunteers, upon the same principle: they were neyer paid 
according to contract. 

That is all that was proposed by the act of 1832 or the act of 1818; 
recognizing, Mr. Chairman, the very principle I haye here laid down, 
that all we owe to the soldiers who fought, all that we can without 
insulting them offer them is to provide for their support if they have 
become disabled and to provide for the support of their dependent 
relatives, if they died in such service and in such defense; that when 
they have reached the old of three score and ten, when they are 
no longer capable of providing for themselves, then they shall not be 
allowed to suffer. 

An additional principle was incorporated in that bill; and that was 
that it was a measure of compensation for the time of these men who 
for eight long weary years had been busied in the service of the coun- 
try of which they were literally the parents. Mr. Chairman, there 
has been but one general pension law—I mean a gratuitous pon 
law, for I do not include pensions to the widows of dead soldiers— 
there has been but one ponme pension law since, and that is the law 
of 1871 pensioning soldiers of the war of 1812. There Mr. Howell, 
the chaiman of the Senate committee, positively and manifestly took 
the position that that pension was granted to old men seventy-five 
years of age, fifty-nine years after the close of the war, on tbe prin- 
ciple that they had reached an age when they were no longer capable 
of providing for their own support. The Government chose to strike 
out the poverty limitation, unwilling to hurt the feelings of any men 
by including that clause. And in order to fully do its duty in that 

t, in order to fully see that these men in their old age should 
not suffer, the Government passed a general pension law putting on 
the pension-roll all such men; and they especially disclaimed in all 
the debates that this was to be taken as a precedent for pensioning 
for military service merely. Again I will refer to the record. Sen- 
ator Howell said: 

They need not plead the precedent that we set here to-day for pensioning the 
soldiers of 1812; they cannot plead it justly unless they can show an equally mer- 
itorious service on the part of those for whom they shall lead it; and unless they 
can show, in addition thereto, that the soldiers for whom they plead it have attained 
the venerable age of seventy-five years. 

Senator Morton in substance said the same thing. What he said 
was read the other day by my friend from Maine [Mr. PowErs] in the 
course of his speech, and I shall not repeat it. 

No, sir; there is no precedent in the past for this thing. It is no 
part of our pension system. y 

Mr. Chairman, the military system of this country is a marvel to 
the peoples of the Old World. They come in our midst in times of 
peace and they see all over the land onr industries thriving. They 
see in the fields and in the shop busy men, and they say: “ What a 
prosperous people, but how powerless in time of war.” But let the 
war-trumpet be sounded ; let the American citizens be called upon to 
become American soldiers, and— j 

Then out of shop and farm-house, 
From shore and inland glen, 
Thick as the bees in clover-time, 
Come swarming armed men, 
leaping forward eager to find their place in the forefront amon 
the defenders of our common country. And they need no promise o 


a pension of S a month when thirty yes shall have elapsed in order 
to induce them to come forward. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman, it is a libel 
upon our people to say, as the report of the committee says, that it is 
a wise stimulant for the enlistment of the American soldier in the 
time of war. He needs no stimulus that is not found in his own 
loyal heart. There and there alone originates the impulse that impels 
him forward. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to put upon the pension-rolls 
every soldier who served thirty days in the Florida, Creek, Seminole, 
or Black Hawk wars or sixty days in the Mexican war. All who 
have become disabled in said service are already pensioned. Never 
before has any gratuitous pension been paid to the soldiers of any 
Indian war. It was strenuously urged in the discussion of 1832 that 
the soldiers who served under General Clarke should be pensioned; but 
any such pension was denied. Again in 1871, when the soldiers of 
the war of 1812 were being pensioned, it was urged that the soldiers 
of the Florida war should be included, but it was denied. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, do the soldiers of the Mexican war come under 
the provisions of the obligation I have referred to? Thirty years 
have elapsed since the lose of that war; thirty-one years is the aver- 
age length of the time since the commencement of the service; twenty- 
five years was the average age at enlistment; making them to-day 
the average of fifty-six years. Now is it 3 that these 
men are past the time of life when they can provide for themselves? 
They are still in the full vigor of their manhood: and they would 
laugh you to scorn if you should say to them because of their old age 
they ought to be pensioned. It is not put on that ground. 

Nor are there enough of these men suffering from reduced circnm- 
stances to call for the pensioning of all. I have no doubt there are 


th, | throughout the southern portion of the United States many soldiers of 


the Mexican war who are to-day disabled, who may to-day be suffering. 
But, Mr, Chairman, it is by reason of theirown Wrong doing they are 
disabled; because they raised their hands against their country. And 
this bill would 1 be pensioning these men because of dis- 
abilities incurred in fighting against their country. Now, I am will- 
ing to pension every old or disabled man who fought for this country, 
but I am not 3 pension one because of disabilities incurred 
in fighting against this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill becanse if makes an unjust 
discrimination among the men who have done military service for 
our country. A 

When the proper time shall 3 give notice that I shall offer 
an amendment, including all the soldiers who fought in the war for 
the Union on the side of the nation. If I am wrong in my opinion 
that this is not a debt, and if it is right that we shall pay pensions 
for military service merely, I claim then we should treat all who have 
rendered such service alike and not confine those pensions to the 
soldiers included in this bill. It has been said that we ought to pay 
these men because they brought to us California. 

Sir, the soldiers of the Union Army in the late war saved to us not 
only California, but the whole country itself. The very existence of 
the nation was endangered and they saved its life. The perils and 
dangers which they encountered were not less than those of the sol- 
diers who fought in the Mexican war. Far be it from me, Mr. Chair- 
man, to pluck one laurel from the brow of the soldier of the Mexican 
war, but the men whom they faced were inferior to them in physique 
and courage. The soldiers of the Union Army went out to fight their 
peers. In the case of the Mexican war the soldiers had only to strain 
the ties of home and family; but the men of the Union Army had not 
only to sever the ties of home and family but to break the ties of 
friendship. The soldiers of the Union felt with every blow they 
struck at their opponents a tng at their own heart-strings. I am 
therefore unwilling to pay a dollar to the soldiers of the Mexican 
war unless we equally reward the soldiers of the war for the Union. 
I now yield ten minutes of my time that is unexpired to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. BURCHARD. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD. I voted a few days ago for the immediate con- 
sideration of this bill. I had then given it no examination or investi- 
gation. Since doing so I have come to the conclusion that it ought 
not to pass at this time. 

I do not oppose it because its beneficiaries mostly reside in the 
South, nor because men who were disloyal in the late war will re- 
ceive the benefits of the bill if it should become a law. A large num- 
ber—I believe over six thousand—one-twelfth of all the soldiers en- 
gaged in the Mexican war were soldiers from the State I in part repre- 
sent here; aud if the men who were er had advanced to a period 
beyond the usual span of a man’s life I could vote for the bill. One 
of the precedents claimed to have been established by Congress as a 
justification for this measure is the act of 1832 in regard to the soldiers 
of the revolutionary war, and another is the act of 1871 granting pen- 
sions to the surviving soldiers who had been engaged in the war of 
1812. The latter act was passed at a time of apparent prosperity; with 
abundant revenues and a Treasury flush; with a surplus of $100,000,000 
above expenditures, We were then discussing the question What 
shall we do to relieve the plethora of the Treasury? finding ourselves 
able to reduce taxation and still maintain the credit of the Govern- 
ment. 

Now we meet with a far different state of thin The gentlemen 
from the South have been asking us for a reduction of taxation, and 
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while pressing for a reduction of taxation they propose to increase 
the expenditures of the Government and that, too, to pay a gratuity 
for services rendered in the past, and not aclaim that these men can 
present as such on the Treasury. f 
In 1871, when we passed the act 8 the survivors of the 
war of 1812 the services of the beneficiaries under the act had been 
rendered and concluded fifty-six years prior to its passage. Allofthem 
were necessarily over seventy years of age. Those who have exam- 
ined the subject say that their average age was eighty-three years, 
But in the case of soldiers in the Mexican war a period of only thirty- 
two years has elapsed since its commencement. These men, or the 
most of them, are yet in the prime and vigor of their life and strengih. 
Most of them are probably between the ages of fifty and fifty-five 
years. t 
These men are not generally in needy or destitute circumstances. I 
know a case where a gentleman who had been a soldier in the Mexi- 
can war received a land warrant. He was and is in comfortable cir- 
cumstances ; had land enough and wanted no more. He never used 
the land warrant at all, but has kept it as a memorial, to hand down 
to his children, of his services in the war. We paid for the services 
performed all that was promised. The wounded and disabled were 
rovided for and pensioned, a land bounty was given to every soldier 
in the service, and now this additional provision is proposed, not for 
the indigent or aged soldier but for all, even for those who do not 
need the bounty of the Government for their support. At a later 


ponon it may be the proper and right thing to do, and I would cheer- 
u 


lly vote to pass such a bill as that of 1871 if these soldiers had ad- 

vanced in lifo to the age of those provided for by that act. It is only 

roper and just that we should take care of them. Then I would vote 
for such a law, but at the present time I do not think we rig ide pass 
a law pensioning able-bodied men, few of whom are over ive or 
sixty years of age. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to state that in 1858 Con- 
gress passed an act 5 soldiers of the war of 1812 by an 
eee majority, New England and the Southwest supporting 
it, and the South was the only section that offered opposition to it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. But at the present time it is only thirty-two 
years from the commencement of the Mexican war. 

In 1858 forty-six years had passed since the war of 1812 began— 
fourteen years more than has now elapsed since the Mexican war com- 
menced. A dozen years hence the action of the House in 1858 will 
be a precedent for the passage at that time of such a measure as this, 
but more than twenty years must pass if the action of Coates in 
1871 is held to have established a rule to be followed in case of subse- 
quent wars. $ 

Mr. SINNICKSON. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. POWERS. ] 

Mr. POWERS. I have but little to add to the arguments that I ad- 
vanced when I last addressed the House in reference to this measure. 
I rise more especially to call the attention of the House to the colloquy 
that took place between myself and the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. ee which will be found in the proceedings of the 

ouse of February 14, 1878, page 1046 of the RECORD. Many gentle- 
men here heard that colloquy. I will read it: 4 

Mr. Martiy, Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to ask him a question? 


Mr. Powers. Certainly. 

Mr. Martix. I want to inquire of the gentleman from Maine whether he does not 
make the calculation which he arrives at the cost of these pensions if 
the bill passes, and puts it at $7,000,0007 


Mr. Powers. I have endea to make it from a statement I obtained from the 
Commissioner of Pensions and from the executive documents heretofore referred to. 

Mr. Martin. I want to say that the Commissioner of Pensions, in response to a 
letter addressed to him by our committee, which embraces the revolutionary pen- 
sions and war of 1812, and all the Indian wars and the war with Mexico, after mak- 
ing his calculation according to the Carlisle table and from the information that he 
2 eee says that the additional cost for two or three years to come will be 

Mr. Powers. The gentleman seems to belong to a committee that has a wide field 
of duties or privileges, and if he has such a statement from the Commissioner of 
Pensions I would like to see it. 

Mr. Mantix. I have it, sir. 

Mr. Powers. The figures which I have given were either furnished to me by 
the Commissioner of Pensions or taken from the executive document to which I 
havo referred, There have been nearly thirty thousand persons pensioned as sur- 
8 soldiers and widows of the war of 1812, and you find that there are sev- 
enty-tive thousand beneficiaries claiming pensions in all the wars that yon propose 
to include in this bill. I admit that there will be some who will not apply, and 

rhaps small errors in the calculation; but when I say that it will only take 

000,000 per annum to meet this expense, I have got it below. what it will actually 
cost, 

Mr. LUTTRELI. Asa question arises between the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Powrus] and the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. Manrtty,] I would like to 
know how it is they arrive at two conclusions and what is the date of the two com- 
munications from the Pension Office to which they refer. 

Mr. Powers. I not only take the calculation of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
but I have taken the number of persons reported in the executive document to 
which I have already referred, and upon computing them by the Carlisle table I 
reach the result that I have stated. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Will the gentleman please state the date of the communication 
that he reads from? I do not think that the Commissioner of Pensions could make 
such a wide difference as $6,000,000. 

Mr. Fowrns. There is no date upon the paper; but it was given to me after 
this bill was introduced. 

Mr. Marty. Have you a written communication? 


Mr. Powers. I have, and here it is. The gentleman can come here and examine 
it whenever he wishes. 


Now sir, I immediately called 1 55 the Commissioner of Pensions 
and I have from him a letter in which he states that he never gave 


any such information or statement to the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, and he has forwarded to me a copy of the letter or communica- 
tion which he sent to him to which the gentleman referred at that 
time. To this communication and also a letter to me I desire to call 
attention. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 8 about the Govern- 
ment repudiating its contracts with these soldiers and says this meas- 
ure of justice has been long delayed. It is easy to make general state- 
ments, but he has utterly failed to point out any contract or precedent 
which warrants thisassumption. Ido not—and 1 distinctly stated So 
object to this bill because most of the persons to be benefited are in 
the South, but I do think that I havea right to protest against this 
extraordinary expenditure of money when the prime motive that in- 
duces it is that it is to benefit persons in that section, and when were 
it not so there is good reason to believe that this measure would not 
be presented and pressed here. If we are to grant gratuitous pensions 
for military service, then we should include the soldiers of 1861, many 
of whom are poor and needy and whose term of service entitles them 
to be considered rather than the able-bodied men who served in the 
war with Mexico; and I declare here and vow that I shall, in case 
this bill passes, use every effort in my power to treat the brave de- 
fenders of the Union in 1861 as well, and grant to them the same pen- 
sions that this bill gives to the Mexican soldiers in case this new prin- 
ciple shall be adopted; for I am confident it will then be an act of 
simple justice and that they could rightfully demand it. 

Lask that the Clerk read the Commissioner's letter to me and that 
it and the copy of the one to Mr. MARTIN be printed in the RECORD, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT or THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O, December 12, 1877. 

Sm: In so yaar verbal reuees 0 be tutoriel aa 8 the coatct tha Gor 
ernment, in detail, to pass House 2464, introduced at the first session of the 
Forty-fourth Con: and also that I should state number of ers now on 
the roll granted or services in each of the wars, I have the honor to state— 

In answer to the first question I invite your attention to an estimate made under 
my direction June 3, 1876, with relation to the House bill now in question, and also 
including the amendments thereto, as by the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions. I inclose a copy of that estimate herewith. 

It should be ted by a farther deduction from the conclusions then 
reached, which I have made ee in the inclosed copy, scored in red ink, 
F777 LVaboold ang 5 yom toes enon calociatione ee o GUY probit 
say suc! are ro 

ical. but this, the survi soldiers of the war 112 havin 
Fg pee rer pec og of the o so kode thn, aes oF February. it 

Tho other features, cularly as to the number of widows of such soldiers mar- 
ried previous ae y 


— to a given date, now surviving, enters largely into the field of specu- 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. B. F. MARTIN, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1878. 

Deak Sm: In toi omn rooit last evenin; 
mates mentioned Tharsda y Hon. B. F. MARTIN, of the House of Representa- 
tives, in the debate on the House bill No. 257, I state that if the report in the REC- 
ORD is correct Mr. MARTIN was in error. 

The estimate which I furnished to him under date of December 12, 1877, referred 
exclusively to claimants on account of service in the war of 1812. 

I have no doubt, his attention being called to the matter, he will quickly correet 

error. 


J. A. BENTLEY, Commissioner. 


for an explanation of esti- 


Vi 8 
3 J. A. BENTLEY, Commissioner. 
Hon. LLEWELLYN POWERS, 
House of 


Mr. 3 I had supposed, Mr. Chairman, that I had some 
longer time; but it scems that such is not the understanding and that 
Tam not to occupy the eight minutes which I had reserved of the time 
to which I was entitled the other day. I therefore will not ask the 
attention of the committee longer. 

Mr. SINNICKSON, I will now yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TOWNSEND] for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. Chairman, no man admires 
the patriotism and bravery of the soldier who fights for his country 
more than I do. No man more warmly sustained the Mexican war 
than I did, although at that date I was comparatively a boy, being but 
thirty-eight years old. [Laughter.] No man has during life uttered 
more commendations upon our soldiers in that war and in every other 
war in which our country has been eugaged than I have. I had the 
privilege of being a townsman of General John E. Wool, whose name 
was rendered immortal by his services in the Mexican war, at Buena 
Vista and on the other battle-fields of that war. And nothing wonld 
giy me greater pleasure than to vote now to confer pensions upon 

eserving men for their services in that war. Iam only restrained 
from doing so now from the fact that it is impossible for the country 
now to do so; utterly impossible, This bill will cost the country, 
if if becomes a Jaw, $7,000,000 annually. This House knows and the 
country knows that the revennes of the Government for the coming 
year are in all human probability already more than seven millions 
sbort of the necessary wants of the country for that time. 

Where is this money to come from? Mr. Chairman, wo heard a 
howl here the other day from the whisky men in favor of reducing 
the tax on that commodity that made the vaults of heaven ring again. 
We had then an exhibition of the fervid and florid eloquence which 
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this country at all times has been accustomed to hear. Are we to | stand perfectly well that I have but five minutes remaining. Please 


tax whisky any higher than it is taxed now? Sir, we have not the 
power to carry out the provisions of this bill should it become a law, 
and for that reason I am o to it. 

Mr. Chairman, we are told every hour of the day that we must not 
say anything about the rebellion. And yet if a man were to fill his 
ears with cotton he would have the rebellion thrust on his attention 
here in some form or other every half hour of the day. [Laughter.] 
Now, I am not going to say one word against the men who went into 
the rebellion. I have not said an unkind word against any man in 
the South anywhere who took arms in rebellion against the North, or 
rather against the whole country. 

I will say this, however: it warms the cockles of my heart to hear 
them praise the man who fights for his country, as we have done for 
the last few days. I cannot resist the temptation of calling the at- 
tention of my friends on the other side of the House to what would 
be the converse of what they are saying. Just let them think of it. 

There is another thing about this matter; I am conciliated to a 

t degree. [Renewed laughter.] I was conciliated anew yester- 
i when I heard from the mouth of the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Me CHALMERS] the praises of clemency and magnanimity toward a 
vanquished foe. For as I listened to him many facts of history were 
present to my memory. 

But there is one thing about this matter of the rebellion which will 
stare us in the face, and our friends must not find fault with us for it. 
The rebellion has fixed upon this country a debt of over $2,000,000,000, 
and but for that debt we could pass this bill and pension these brave 
soldiers of their country. That is all there is about it. 

Now, whether you gentlemen on the other side were right or whether 
you were wrong, it is not for me to say; that is not my province here. 
But I do say that you were the cause of the running up of this debt 
until we cannot pension the able-bodied men who fought for us in 
the Mexican war. 

Now, is this the exaggeration of a partisan? Mr. Chairman, there 
are now pending before the Commissioner of Pensions one hundred 
and nine thousand claims of invalids for pensions, made by men dis- 
abled by wounds, by men maimed in the war of 1861, and by widows 
and children of those who incurred death on the Union side in that 
war, undisposed of. Why are those claims not yet decided? I say 
to the men on the other side who had control of the legislation in the 
last Congress, you did not give clerks enough to the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral, you did not give clerks enough to the Pension Office, you did not 

ive clerks enough to the Adjutant-General’s Office to do the work. 

t now takes more than two years for a pension claim regularly pre- 
sented to run through those offices and come to a decision. And until 
these one hundred and nine thousand claims can be decided, blasted 
be the arm that is raised to Pay money to able-bodied men. That is 
where we stand; there we will have to stand before the country. 

I say to the country that this bill is introduced for the purpose—I 
do not say it is intended for that purpose, but I say that it will work 
that end—of depriving for years the maimed and wounded and dis- 
eased soldiers of the war of 1861, and the widows and orphans of 
those who are dead, of the pittance that the country pledged to them. 
Te country did not pledge anything to the man who came home 
well. 

The Spartan mother said to her son: “ Come home with your shield 
or on it.” If he came home with his shield he had honor enough; if 
he came home on his shield his country would honor him and his 
* should take care of his widow and orphan children. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New Tork. Yes; I will answer anything if 
you will give me time; I am full of it. [Laughter.] « 

Mr. FINLEY. Did I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Forty-fourth Con refused the clerical force required in the Sur- 

eon-General’s Office ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 1 undertake to say that they re- 
fused the foree which was announced to be necessary to do the work 
of that office. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does not the gentleman know that a republican 
Con, ress in 1874 reduced that force from one hundred and seventy- 
one men to one hundred and thirty-four, and that so the number stands 
now as it has stood ever since ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. That was before the Surgeon- 
Gene 's Office had assigned to it the duties that now rest upon it. 

Mr FINLEY and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. However that may be, in the 
Forty-fourth Congress this difficulty was known to exist and should 
then have been remedied. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield to me a mo- 


ment? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. No, sir. The gentleman will have 
three-quarters of an hour in his own right. Ido not get the floor 
very often, and I am obliged to free my mind in the few minutes I 
have, [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, we are so poor that we have 
at least two committees sitting up at nights and getting up early in 
the morning, trying to 0 of their means oi ray ar the brave 
officers who were in the field fighting for the Union in the last war. 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. No, sir; I will not allow you any- 
thing more than you allow these officers. [Laughter. You under- 


let me E on. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BANNING. I will. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Now, sir, this terrible anxiety in 
the interest of economy vanishes in a moment when it is possible to 
pension a rebel. I donot undertake to say that a majority of the men 
who fought in the war with Mexico have since become rebels; but I 
do undertake to say that all at once a limberness, a softness, a loving 
spirit toward the soldiers who have fought for the country has broken 
out in this Hall in a manner that is very suspicious, [laughter;] and 
when I look for the cause I cannot find anything else than what I 
have indicated. 

I would not take away a privilege from a man on account of his 
being a rebel if he had been wounded in defense of the country. For- 
tunately in this case we do not stand pledged. This bill is for the 
benefit of the able-bodied alone. My friends who were in the Forty- 
fourth Congress know very well that I then stood here against a ma- 
jority of my friends on this side and said that if a man had once shed 
his blood and lost his health for the country and afterward simply 
sympathized with his neighbors in rebellion against the Government, 
I would not deprive him of his pension. But in my view the case is 
different where an able-bodied man put his musket to his shoulder 
voluntarily and fought against the Union. 

Jam very much obliged for this opportunity to be heard, because 
I feel that there is threatened here a blow which, if struck, is calen- 
lated to reach the vitals of this people; hence I oppose the striking 
of the blow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. SINNICK- 
SON] has five minutes of his time remaining. To whom does he yield ? 

Mr. SINNICKSON. I yield my remaining time to the 5 
from Michigan, [Mr. McGowan. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I would inquire whether the remaining thirty min- 
utes to be given to those who are opposed to this bill are to be occu- 
pied before gentlemen on the other side make their speeches? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is so informed. 

Mr. CONGER. Then, Mr. Chairman, of the thirty minutes which 
I understand are to be assigned to me at the conclusion of the hour 
of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. SINNICKSON] I yield fifteen 
minutes to my coll e, [Mr. McGowan,] so that he may use them 
in connection with his own five minutes. 

Mr. McGOWAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill in a general way proposes 
two things: The first is to pension all the survivors who served sixty 
days in the Mexican war, and all who served thirty days in either the 
Creek, Florida, or Black-Hawk wars and were honorabl y discharged ; 
and also, under some limitations, grants pensions to the widows of the 
officers and soldiers of said wars. 

The honorable gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers] and others 
have so ably reviewed this first proposition that I do not feel warranted 
in entering upon the discussion of it, 

I heartily serse with their conclusions, The country can ill afford 
to add even $1,500,000 to its annual burden at the present time. And 
should the committee be wrong in its estimate and the gentleman 
from Maine correct, we should add by this bill more than $7,000,000. 
Any estimate of the Mexican veterans, as a class, based upon the 
assumption that they were not loyally true to the best interests of 
the whole country would greatly wrong them. 

Hence I cannot believe, when they realize that the demands of this 
bill would add so greatly to the burdens of the ple, they would 
press the claim. Gentlemen will remember that it is not a proposi- 
tion to pay invalids whose disabilities were incurred in the line of 
duty, or the widows of those who fell in battle. It is a proposition 
to take from the incomes of the nation from $2,000,000 to $7,000,000 
annually and pay as a gratuity to a class of men all or nearly all of 
whom are abundantly able to care for themselves, and many of whom 
are wealthy. It is a proposition to be unjust that we may be gener- 
ous—upjust to the people, generous to the veteran soldier. 

The only instances in the history of this country where this kind 
of pension has been bestowed was by the law of ene the 
revolutionary soldiers and the law of 1871 which © similar pro- 
vision for the survivors of 1812. The pensions granted by the laws 
of 1818 and 1820 were in the nature of a payment and limited to those 
in reduced circumstances, and the law of 1828 was also somewhat 
limited in its application. 

The gentleman from Maine estimates the average age of the soldiers 
of the Revolution in 1832 at more than seventy years, and that of the 
men of 1812 when pensioned in 1871 at more than eighty, while the 
present average age of the surviving Mexican soldiers is but fifty-six. 
As this statement received no denial I assume it to be correct. Couple 
these facts with the amount that the bill would add to the public debt 
in the present embarrassed and suffering condition of the country, 
and the discussion should end right here with the defeat of that por- 
tion of the bill. But it was to the second proposition embraced in 
the fifth section to which I proposed to direct my attention. The care- 
fully drawn report of the committee is before us. It is evidently a 
document that has cost considerable labor. We may fairly presume 
that the best reasons for placing this section in the bill are here set 
forth. The section of the Revised Statutes which it is proposed to 
repeal reads as follows: 

No money on account of ms shall be paid to an; or to the widow, 
or children or heirs of egg emir Rak gta ee voluntarily 
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engaged in, or sided or abetted, the late rebellion against the authority of the United 
States. 


At the beginning of the war a number of pensioners lived in 
the South. They were men who had served in the Mexican and other 
wars, and by reason of disabilities were on the invalid-pension list. 
Many of these either engaged in actual hostilities toward the nation 
or gave aid and comfort to its enemies. During the progress of the 
struggle it was impossible to distinguish this from those who 
remained loyal; hence the names of all pensioners in those districts 
where the operations of the Pension Bureau were suspended were 
dropped from the rolls. A portion of these have since been restored 
on proof of loyalty. The repeal of this section would enable the bal- 
ance, who were in rebellion, to also be restored. Another result to 
follow the repeal would be to enable such of the soldiers of 1812 who 
by reason of their disloyalty have failed to reap the benefit of the act 
af 1871 to now be enrolled among their loyal comrades. ; 

A third result would be, in operation with other parts of the bill, to 
fully pension all the soldiers of the war with Mexico and of the Creek, 
Florida, and Black Hawk wars, regardless of their loyalty or disloy- 
alty. One of the questions for us to settle, then, is simply this: Shall 
these men who were pensioners upon the bounty of the Government, 
who had solemnly sworn allegiance to her, who fought under her 
flag, but who in her supreme hour of danger turned traitor to her and 
dragged that flag in the dirt—shall these men beagain pensioned upon 
her common Treasury? The committee says yes, for two reasons: 
first, the law doth allow it, and, second, equity and good conscience 
doth demand it. Either reason, when established, is sufficient. If 
the pardon and amnesty of 1868 restored these men to all the rights 
they enjoyed before the war, including the right to draw pensions, 
or if the letter of the law alone stands in their way, and justice and 
morality demand the repeal of this section of the statutes, no man 
here when convinced will be hardy enough to make opposition. 

Upon the legal point the argument of the committee is based upon 
a single assumption, namely: that a pension is “a perfect vested 
right and is the property of the soldier as much as any bond he may 
hold on the Government or any choses in action which he may own.” 
Takeaway tbis rey Sgr and the wholesuperstracture built thereon 
tumbles to the ground. If a pension is not a vested right, then the 
decisions of the Supreme Court under the amnesty and pardon of 1868 
have no application. If it is a vested right the pensioner acquired it 
under the laws alone. But an examination of the laws will show that 
a pension is not and cannot be held as property, as a bond, or chose 
in action. Section 4718 of the Revised Statutes provides that: 

ion be considered as a of the assets of the estate of a 
ee eee ‘fable to be J N 9285 t of the debts of said 
estate in any case whatever, but shall inure to the sole and exclusive benefit of the 
widow or children ; and if no widow or child survive, no payment whatsoever of the 
accrued pension shall be made or allowed, except so much as may be necessary to 


y 
reimburse the person who bore the expenses of the last sickness and burial of the 
decedent, in cases where he did not leave sufficient assets to meet such expenses. 


Section 4745 provides that: 


Any pledge, mort; sale, assignment, or transfer of t. claim, or inter- 
est inane Pa whieh foes been or may haceatter ie jonas shall be void and 
of no effect. 

And section 4747, that— 


No sum of money due, or to become due, to any pensioner, shall be liable to at- 
tachment, levy, or seizure by or under any | or equitable process whatever, 
whether the same remains with the pension office or officer or t thereof, 
or is in course of transmission to the pensioner entitled thereto, but shall inure 
wholly to the benefit of such pensioner. 

How, in view of these enactments, can the committee allege that a 
pension is the property of the soldier as much as a bond or other 
chose in action which he may have owned? Is not the bond which 
a soldier owns part of his estate after his death? And is it not liable 
to the payment of his debts? May he not sell it, or mo it, or 
in any way transfer his interest in it? And is it not liable to attach- 
ment aud evy, and may he not dispose of it by his last will and tes- 
tament 

Property, in a legal sense, as an unrestricted right, is in no wise 
applicable to the claims of a pensioner. But to bring these disloyal 
pensioners within the decisions of the Supreme Court, it was neces- 
sary to give that construction to their pretended claims upon the Gov- 
ernment. Hence the committee sought for authority to show that a 
pension was a right ep with the ownership of mules and 
cotton, They have cited the dicta of William Wirt as Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States in 1825, in which he says: 

1 pension] is bottomed only on the single condition that the husband 
and er shall die in service of his country, on the happening of which con- 
dition the public engagement becomes a debt which is as much property of the 
widow and children as any bond which the deceased may have left them by his will. 


It will be noticed that Mr. Wirt s here alone of the rights of 
widows and children of deceased soldiers, and uses the word “ prop- 
erty” simply in the sense of their right to apply for and receive the 
pension which the law, under the circumstances, granted them. What 
the distinguished Attorney-General meant was that the widow had 
the same general right to recover from the Government the pension 
due her under the law that she would to recover a bond bequeathed 
to her by her husband; not that when she had recovered the bond 
and been allowed the pension she held the same property rights in 
each. Such a construction would wrong his great name and reputa- 
tion. 


But upon the question of a pension being a vested right, we are 
not left alone to the opinion of an Attorney-General given more than 
half a century ago, and long before the present pension laws were 
enacted; nor even to the ipse dixit of the “distinguished gentleman 
sn Massachusetts, Mr. BUTLER,” whom the committee have also 
cited. 

Some time subsequent to 1859 a case was heard by the United States 
Court of Claims involving this question. The opinion of the court is 
delivered by Judge Loring, and it is so brief that I will read it: 

It is claimed by the petitioners that James Hooker, b; complying with the re- 
quirements as to reduced circumstances, specified in the act of 18th May, 1818, 
acquired ‘‘a vested right” in the pension it gave which could not be divested with- 
out his assent by the su uent act of Ist May, 1820. But it is observable that 
the latter act did not alter any wey the grounds or reason on which the act of 
18th May, 1818, granted its pension, but altered only the evidence by which that 
ground or reason was to be shown. And we are inion that it was entirely 
competent for Congress to do this and thus to protect the bounty of the nation 
from abuse. The act of May 18, 1818, was not a contract for the cular evi- 
dence it specified; the pension it ted rested on no legal obligation and was in 
fulfillment of none; it was the voluntary offering of nA proses country, and there- 
fore the country might prescribe or modify its terms and determine its continuance; 
while it continued it was an annual gift to a certain class of a the pen- 
sion list and the pension certificate were only the evidence that the pensioner be- 
longed to that class. The act itself was a law of Congress which it might amend 
G birt vance eae May ee hese yc open 

TO! 6 U ence act o „ e ue o 
T the United States. T y 

Here is a judicial decision by a most able court having jurisdiction 
of the case, where the specific claim is made that the pensioner had 
a vested i in the pension of which subsequent legislation could 
not divest him. The court says plainly that no such right exists; 
that a pension rests on no “legal obligation,” and is “in fulfillment 
of none;” that it is— 


The volun offering of a grateful country, and therefore the country ma: 
E 8 hai 

That— 

While it continues it is an annual gift to a certain class of persons, and the pen- 
Terk aly soem are only the evidence that the pensioner belongs to 


It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this decision is bottomed both 
upon law and a sound ee: The great central idea of a pension is 
that a grateful nation, looking upon its disabled or aged defend 
bestows upon them its bounty purely as a gift in remembrance o 
their services and sufferings in the common cause. ay other view 
would degrade the thought and rob the pension of its beneficent effects. 

I have now fully answered the argument of the committee, that 
those whose names were stricken from the rolls by reason of disloy- 
alty were legally entitled to restoration. All the authority cited by 
them rested upon the assumption of a vested right from the pen- 
sioner of which he could not be divested. This assumption removed 
and the conclusion is worthless. If a pension is not a vested right, and 
is not property in the sense that cotton is property, then the amnesty 
and pardon had no effect upon it, and the decisions of the Supreme 
Court haye no application. 

But the committee claim that there is a kind of moral obligation 
resting upon the nation to again pay these men from the common 
Treasury; also to pension all the soldiers of 1812, and upon the pas- 
sage of this bill those of other wars who gave aid and comfort to the 
rebellion. In the report will be found this extraordinary language: 


sions on account of their “ Saale sewer in the ida a the aathority of 
the United States” would be a total and wanton of that gracious pre- 
rogative of mercy reposed by the Constitution in the President, and a t and 
unwarrantable violation of the Constitution itself, and a fonl repudiation of the 
public engagement more dishonorable, if possible, than a refusal to pay the inter- 
est or principal on the bonded debt of the Republic. What would the country think 
if this committee should bring in a bill to te the sacred obligations of the 
Government to the widows and orpbans of brave men who fell in the late war 
fighting for the perpetuity of the Federal Union! 

A million of men in the North who ex their lives to preserve 
the integrity of the Federal Union and honor of the old flag will 
read these words with profound astonishment. Is it true that the day 
has already come when the nation’s gratitude and the nation’s bounty 
are to be extended alike to those who fought for her and those who 
sought, through a bloody path, to destroy her? Is it “a foul repudi- 
ation of the pole engagement” to say that “the voluntary ee 


of a grateful country” can never be bestowed upon those who 
the country’s life? 

And is it true that there can be no forfeiture of a gratitude once 
earned? Because these men once served in the United States Army 


and suffered in battle or on the march, can they never and by no 
means forfeit the claim thus made upon a grateful people? I sub- 
mit, if this is true, then they were entitled to their pensions at the 
very moment when they were en in open hostilities. The as- 
sumption that no act of a pensioner can release the Government 
from its obligations is false and dangerous. When any people dares 
to break down all the distinctions between loyalty and disloyalty, it 
has swept away the safeguards to national existence. I make no 
complaint that the seceding States have been restored to their former 
relations to the Union and are fully represented in the councils of 
the nation, nor that full citizenship and the rights of property have 
been granted those who rebelled. I rejoice that this is so. I would 
not have it otherwise. But the distinction between these rights and 
privileges and the bestowal of a pension is so great that no sophistry 
can cover it up. 
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A pension is a nation’s recognition of the supremest loyalty. It 
says to the recipient,“ While it is true that as a citizen you owed 
your services and your life to kind country, that you received a stip- 
ulated sum as pay for your labor and exposure, yet, as an acknowl- 
edgment of my gratitude and an inducement to your fellow-country- 
men to emulate your patriotism and loyal devotion, I bestow this 
bounty.” Cannot such a gift be revoked? And in the name of com- 
mon sense should it not be revoked, and forever, the moment the 
pensioner goes into rebellion ? 

Who would have believed twelve years ago that such a proposition 
as is embodied in this bill could ever be seriously made or discussed 
in Congress or that such language as the following would be used 
by one of the standing committees of this House! 

The obligation of the Government to 2 the invalid soldiers of the South their 
pensions for their disabilities incurred in its defense is as sacred and obligatory 
as its engagements to the widows and orphans of the soldiers who fell in the Union 
Army. These soldiers thus excluded are as justly entitled to their pensions under 
the law as the soldier who lost a limb or an eye inthe defense of the Federal Union. 

In a word the men who made the widow and the orphan, who tore 
away the limb and plucked out the eye in their mad endeavor to dis- 
member and destroy the country, are now as justly entitled to pension 
as those who stood “ a living wall” to save the country, And why? 
Because they were once soldiers of the Union? Because in 1812 and 
1846 they battled under the old flag? No, Mr. Chairman, that is not 
enough. For these very reasons they should never have been disloyal. 
They had sworn most solemn all ce to their country, and so far 
appreciated its greatness and its worth that they had risked their lives 
for it. They had been its pensioners, 

Right here, Mr. Chairman, as a curious commentary on the provis- 
ions of this bill, I send to the Clerk’s stand and ask to have read a 
statement from the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Statement of of loyalty, reston the pension-rolls under the act of February 4, 1862, 
evi 


on account of restored u roof of 1 „and again u 
evidence showing the ence on whi nha aed g ey ore 


Certificate No. 7086. Thomas 
Restored May 21, 1866, from March 4, 1861. 
“that he has not born 


they were 

Carrall, Com D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers. 

5 Decleration for restoration, under oath, 
United States,” 


vos on the pen- 
om 8 and that he served 
off and on from the time ot his enlistment, which was General Burnside came 
to Knoxville, “ guardin Ke, and that he served until the end of the war. 

Certificate No. 1290. William Henderson, Thirty-ninth United States Infantry. 
e ITTA irom Matal 1861. The declaration ed the usual 
Sos: which wos wd VEN INGUI hi wan seers 
„ was su on ers. was ascer- 
tained that he served Ay fe officer in the rebel army. ‘Its shown by the rebel 
archives that he was commissioned third lieutenant in first company third battalion 


cavalry, provisional army of Tennessee, Au 1, 1861. His name also appears on 
a roll of eld and company officers of his — “ transferred to the Confed- 
erate States.” 


Certificate No. 8921. Edward L. Nicholson, Company C, G. ia Volunteers. Re- 
stored March 25, 1870, from September 4, 1860. Declaration anil testimony alleged 
that he had not borne arms the Government of the United States,” &. 
Upon special investigation it was shown that the had been a “lieutenant 
in acompany whose duty it was toapprehend and return to the confederate army 
all deserters or soldiers who Sah Over their leaves of absence and to enforce 
the conscript laws.” That the “company of s or home-guards, of which 
Nicholson was a member, was one of the worst bands of rebels that ever infested the 
sant vag Bajo shoot down Union men, burn and destroy their pro „o. 

cate No. 7842. Harrie J. Mize, 8 5 Fourteenth U States In- 


fantry. Restored q une 3, 1867, from 4 . Declaration and testimony 
alleged that he had not “ borne arms the Government of the United States,” 
Ke. 8 in tion, confirmed by rebel archives, shows that the pensioner 


enlisted November 29, 1861, in Company A, Fifty-ninth rebel regiment for twelve 
IAS earn served until November 15, 1862. 

Certificate No. 1443. Mary Ann Witherow, widow of William, of the Alabama 
Mounted Volunteers, pensioned A: 20, 1853, for five years from November 30, 
1852, Applied for renewal October 22, 1867. Loyalty alleged and proven. Disloy- 
alty shown by special investigation—manifestations of sympathy with the rebel 
cause by words and acts. 

Certilicate No, 8058. Daniel Mathis, Captain Dafford's company, Georgia Mounted 
Volunteers. Restored January 15, 1269, from September 4, 1860. Alleged and 
proved loyalty, and that “he had not borne arms against,” &. Special investiga- 
tion, confirmed by the rebel archives, shows that he voluntarily enlisted and served 
in the rebel army. 

Certificate No. 6633. Warren Sames, company K, North Carolina Volunteers. 
Restored July 17, 1869, from March 4, 1801. Alleged and proved i Upon 
oe investigation he admitted his disloyalty, and “that when the rebels and 

ankees got to fighting he wanted to see the succeed, and be used what in- 
fluence ho liad to aid the rebels to put down the Yankees.” 

Certificate No. 6875, Joseph L. ith, Captain Gregga Tennessee. Volunteers, 
Restored May 21, 1866, from March 4, 1861. Alleged and proved loyalty. Special 
investigation shows that he was disloyal, favored secession, and manifested a sym- 
pathy with tho cause of the rebels. ; 

Certificate No. 6634. Andrew Davis, Company D, North Carolina Volunteers. 
Restored April 19, 1878, from March 4, 1861. Alleged and proved loyalty, and that 
he han pot “borne arms against the Government of the United States,“ Kc. Upon 
special investigation he admitted that he had twice voluntarily enlisted in the 
rebel army and had participated in battles. 

Certilicate No. 2007. Jesse Spears, Captain Gillemater's Tennessee militia, war 
of 1812. Restored January 9, 1867, from March 4, 1861. Alleged and proved loy- 
pts (Stam ef thf voting for ordinance of secession and otherwise, shown by spe- 

vestigation. 

Certillents No, £042. David Britton, private Company E, Fifth Tennessee Volun- 
teers. Restored January 26, 1870, from March 4, 1861. Alleged and proved loy- 
alty, and that “he had not borne arms against the Government of the United 
States," &c. Special investigation confirmed by the rebel archives shows that he 
served voluntarily in therebel army. 

Certificate o 6016. John M. English. Restored in 152 1875, from March 4, 
1801. Alleged and proved loyalty, and that “he had not borne arms,“ &. It was 
established by special investigation that ne had voluntarily served in the rebel army. 


Mr. McGOWAN. Now I ask the Clerk to read the letter transmit- 
ting to me the statement which the House has just heard. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFI 
Washington, D, C., February 18, 1878. 

Str: In reply to your request of the 16th instant, I have the h to transmi: 

noi io ure panion amt hey nt ee depp am 
on- rolls under the of the ac 4, 1863 l 

and who, after the close of tho rebellion, claimed K 8 st — 

which was granted upon proof of continuous loyalty, but were again stricken from 

the rolls upon evidence obtained by special investigations and otherwise showing 

that such proof of loyalty was false. 

Tadd that the cases to which reference is made were inquired into upon facts 
becoming known to the offica; there was no general inquiry in the class of claims 
of which these were a part. Tbe opinion is justifiable that such an inquiry would 
have developed many other similar cases, 

There are probably other claims that have been dropped, but the limited time in 
which I have made the examination has not enabled me to discover them. A con- 
siderable number (thirty-eight) of 1819 claims—pensioners under the act of Febra- 
ag 14, 1871—dropped for disloyalty, sabsequent to the allowances of their claims in 
which they alleged and proved loyalty, I have not included in this statement, which 
is confined to pensions granted for disability, Kc. 

Very respectfully, 
J, W. BENTLEY, 

Hon. J. H. McGowas, payne aie 

House of Representatives. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Here, Mr. Chairman, are twelve persons who were 
ioners of the United States and who forfeited their ig by dis- 
oyal conduct but who by perjury were again restored to the rolls and 
eyes stricken off on the discovery of their crime. Also, thirty-eight 
of the veterans of 1812, who, by false swearing and the subornation 
of perjury in others, succeeded for a time in drawing pensions from the 
Treasury. Should this bill without amendment become a law nothin 
would prevent these perjured criminals from being again enroll 
among the pensioners of the nation. 

Of course the committee who reported the bill were ignorant of 
these facts or they would have provided against this class of cases. 
No gentleman could presume that the bill was intended to embrace 
them. But, unfortunately, wherever the question of disloyalty has 
received investigation, there has been an immense amount of perjury. 
The records of the Court of Claims are written all over with it. 

But I return to a consideration of the report. The committee ask 
pathetically : 


“ These were all received in upholding my country's my comrades in arms at 
cath, hastie-sosered end NO aon „ for by the 


ask, is it wong! The old soldier now complains that his country 
disowns him. Did he not first disown his country? He shows the 
young men his scars and wounds received in defense of his country’s 

ag. Does he cover the scars he received while playing traitor to 
that flag? With tears in his eyes he tells how his former comrades 
are tenderly cared for by the Government. Was he not also as ten- 
derly cared for and did he not strike down the hand of bounty? 
And will he now teach the young men of the South disloyalty and 
disrespect for the Government because it refuses to again place his 
name with his old comrades? And is this the price Shieh is to be 

aia 17 the “love and respect” of the “southern people” for the 

on 

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely trust the committee are wrong when they 
say: 

There can never be that unity of sentiment between the North and South in one 
common co-operation for the evementof a common 80 essential to the 
prosperity and glory of the country, so long as the Alea Bol of the North 
FTT. 
refused this national bounty. 25 

Is it true that the “unity of sentiment between the North and the 
South, essential to the perpetuity and glory of the 8 depends 
upon pensioning the veterans of 1812 and of Mexico, who engaged 
in rebellion? At another place in the report the committee ask this 
significant question: 

What would the country think if this committee should bring in a bill to repu- 


diate the sacred obligation of the Government to the widows and o A abe 
ion? 


brave men who fell in the late war fighting for the perpetuity of the F. 

And, while they declare such a measure would be monstrous, 
thoughtfal men ask, What made it necessary, in discussing the merits 
of the bill, to even allude to repudiating “ the sacred ob igations of 
the Government to the widows and orphans of the brave men who 
fell in the late war?” These questions arise naturally upon a peru- 
sal of the report and will arouse the gravest apprehensions in the 
minds of many persons. 

We are so constantly reminded upon this floor that we must cul- 
tivate the loyal sentiment of the South, that we must not “chill her 
aspirations for the common good,” that we must not make her “ feel 
that the blessings of the Government are all for the North and the 
burdens all for the South,” that every measure must be tested by its 
tendency to conciliate that section, that we have well-nigh lost sight 
of the that there are other portions-of the country to be con- 
sidered. Is it an offense to the sentiment of the South that these 
names cannot be restored to the pension-roll? Then may it not be 
an offense to the sentiment of the North if they should he restored f 

Scores of bills have been introduced here and sent to the commit- 
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tees, asking for millions in payment of war losses. It may be that 
the sentiment of the South will be offended if those bills are not 
passed and the money paid. Yet this can only be done by giving 
offense to the almost universal feeling at the North that no money 
should be taken from the Treasury for such popes: 

If the legislation of Congress is to be molded by sentiment, then 
the sentiment of each section must be considered. The desires and 
sensibilities and prejudices, if you will, of the East and the West and 
the North must share in the attentions of the law-making power 
with the sentiment of the South. 

But, sir, I trust and believe that no sentiment of the South and no 
prejudice of the North will divert this House from the true interests 
of the whole country. : 

If there was any one thing settled by the war it was that we are a 
nation. If the logic of those dark, years has not brought us 
to this fixed conclusion, then the bloody lesson is all lost. If a na- 
tional existence is to be preserved and perpetuated, a national policy 
must be adopted and ered to. No nation can safely pension her 
enemies. She may forgive them; she may restore them their for- 
feited rights to property and citizenship; but to bestow upon them 
the same bounty she does upon her loyal defenders is to invite her 
own destruction. This bill involves a matter of vast importance. It 
would establish a most dangerous precedent. It menaces the ve 
existence of the nation. It is the forerunner of a proposition, whic 
sooner or later will follow it that would shake this country like an 
earthquake. Gentlemen doy any ulterior purpose. Ishall not ch 
them with one; but this bill is here at the demand of a solid South. 
Put it upon the statute-book, and a solid South will find voice to de- 
mand pensions for all her invalid soldiers and the widows of the dead. 
But a few days since a Representative from that section said upon 
this floor: 

The South is taxed to these bounties, [ to Union aoldiers,} and we, 
the Representatives of th, are expected to vote and do vote the taxes, The 
system is, in part at least, dependent upon us for its continuance. At the same 
time, among our constituents who pay their share of these taxes, thousands and 
tens of thousands, victims of that unhappy war, are wearily dragging their muti- 
lated bodies to tneir graves with no government to help them. 


Make this bill a law, and this language readily and logically ex- 
pands into a demand that these thousands and tens of thousands of 
victims of that unhappy war shall share, as pensioners, in the taxes 
they pay. It is folly tosuppose that the Representatives of a section 
which has but one political party could resist such a demand. They 
have already yielded to similar demands, and our files are loaded wit 
bills which if passed would take more than fifty millions from the 
Treasury to pay war losses. 

Mr. Chairman, a country is always in saa when her political par- 
ties are bounded by geographical lines. l this aggressive legisla- 
tion, all these unwarrantable demands upon the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment, all this hard pressing to break down every vestige of dis- 
tinction between loyalty and disloyalty, receives its inspiration from 
a solid South. 

We had a solid South before the war, we have come to have a solid 
South again. And as it paid no heed to the sentiments or interests 
of any other section then, it is coming rapidly to think only of itself 
now. It listens to nothing but its own recital of its own supposed 
wrongs. It grows morbid and resents upon this floor, as a war upon 
its interest, any suggestion of opposition to its demands, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I mainly o the bill, and especially that por- 
tion of it to which I have direc my remarks, upon higher grounds 
than saving the few millions it would cost. I sincerely believe that 
along the path which the nation is now treading there lurks serious 
danger; that to continue the policy of paying for losses which were a 
necessary result of the war and to encourage such bills as the one under 
consideration will eventually lead to ruin. The whole country is 
worth more than any portion of it, and the interests of all must be 
treated as of paramount importance to the interests of any one class. 

I have been incited in these remarks by no hatred, no animosity, 
and I believe, Mr. Chairman, by no prejudice, I have no enemies in 
the South; I believe I have relatives, true friends there. Only a 
sincere conviction that in this matter I am right and the things I 
have col should be said have impelled me to this somewhat ungra- 
cious . 

[When Mr. McGowan had spoken twenty minutes the hammer fell, 
and Mr, CONGER yielded five minutes more of his time, and Mr. Mo- 
Gowan resumed and concluded his remarks. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was a to; there being—ayes 70, noes 39. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SourHarp reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 257) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars therein 
named, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage by that body of a bill (S. No. 635) for continu- 
ing the work of the improvement of the Capitol grounds; in which 
concurrence was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
an amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
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4 (H. R. No. 3551) to amend section 4778 of the Revised Stat- 
u 


SETTLEMENT OF PONCA INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting an estimate 
of appropriations required for the removal and settlement of the 
Ponca Indians near the in the Indian Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriation, 

IMPROVEMENT OF PROVIDENCE RIVER, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also, hy unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of Major 
G. K. Warren, Corps of Engineers, on the improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island; which, on motion of Mr. 
EAMES, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT AT BATH, MAINE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel George Thom as to the necessity of further improve- 
ment of the “Gut” opposite Bath, Maine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. MARTIN and Mr. KEIER, by unanimous consent, were each 
nted leave of absence for one week, on account of important 
usiness. 
HENRY CLAYTON. 

On motion of Mr. MAISH, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the 
case of Henry Clayton, no adverse report having been made. 

PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the State Department to ask that the committee be author- 
ized to have 8 the testimony taken by the committee and the 
papers called for and submitted to the committee relating to the mat- 
ters being investigated under resolution of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SIDNEY HENDERSON. 
Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


ù 3559) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, executor of John Hender- 


son, deceased ; wbich was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr, ATKINS, (at four o'clock and fifty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BACON: The petition of the manufacturers of linen collars. 
cuffs, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of 
duty on linen fabrics—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BAGLEY: The petition of L. Ingalls, publisher of the Wa- 
tertown (New York) Post, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BAKER, of Indiana: The petition of the manufacturers of 
linen collars, cuffs, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in 
the rates of duty on linen fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BELL: Papers relating to the establishment of a post-route 
between Toccoa and Clayton, ia, by way of Tululah Falls—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of William Frysinger, publisher 
of the Brownstown (Indiana) Banner, for the abolition of the duty 
on ane the Committee of Ways and Means. 

so, the petition of Reuben Dailey, publisher of the News and 
National Democrat, Jeffersonville, Indiana, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BRIDGES: The petition of the manufacturers of linen = 
collars, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates o 
duty on linen fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANDLER; Papers relating to the claim of Benjamin P. 
Rogers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of the publishers of the Boone 
County (Kentucky) Recorder, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and shirts, 
at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen fab- 
rics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COBB: The petitions of Ernst Pickhardt, publisher of the 
Signal, Huntingburgh, Indiana, and of J. W. Beck, publisher of the 
Reporter, Vincennes, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. - 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Abram Smith, E. H. Buddington, 
and 103 citizens of Algonac, St. Clair County, Michigan, for a law to 
protect the food fishes of the great lakes and their connecting waters— 
to the Committee on Commerce 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of the Westport Manufacturing Com- 
pany and other manufacturers of cotton at Fall River, Massachu- 
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setts, that tariff duties remain Wand until thoroughly investi- 
gated—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George Eldridge and 695 others, ship owne 
masters, mariners, pilots, and underwriters, for the establishment o 
a light-house at Stage Harbor, Chatham, Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: The petition of the manufacturers of linen 
collars, cuffs, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the 
rates of duty on linen fabrics—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petition of 140 citizens of 
ops i County, North Carolina, that a court be established at 
Tarborough, in that State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of the manufacturers of linen col- 
rig. cuffs, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates 
of duty on linen fabrics—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLSWOTH: The petition of the manufacturers of linen 
collars, &c., at Troy, New York, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

Also, the petition of R. Smith, publisher of the Gratiot County 
(Michigan) Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of manufacturers of linen collars,cuffs, 
and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction of the rates of duty on 
linen fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Three petitions from citizens of Ohio, for the 
amendment of the revenue lawsrelating to the manufacture of wines— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. FRANKLIN: The petition of A. G. Trumbull and 100 other 
citizens of Kansas, against any redaction of the duty on castor-oil— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petitions of the Baptist church of Clinton, 
Massachusetts, and of the Pilgrim Congregational church of South- 
borongh, Massachusetts, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
aleoholie liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of manufacturers of linen 
collars, cuffs, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the 
ese of duty on linen fabrics—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

Also, the petition of J. C. De La Vergne, relative to the duty on 
barley and malt—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Joseph A. Dear, publisher of the Evening Jour- 
nal, Jersey City, New Jersey, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition-of the American F. Associa- 
tion and the Pennsylvania Fruit Growers’ Society, relating to forest 
cultnre—to the Committee on Agriculture. i 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of D. L. Payne, for additional 
compensation for services rendered tliè House of Representatives in 
the Doorkeeper's department—to the Committee of Accounts. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Mercer & Smith, publish- 

ers of the Tribune, Princeton, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
, By Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire: The petition of H. H. Met- 
calf, publisher of the State Sima Wee a ew e aoe of 
Hunter & Co., publishers of the Star Spangled Banner, Hinsdale, 
New Hampshire, of similar import—to the same committee. 


Also, the petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and | Ro: 


shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction of the rates of duty on 
linen fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOYCE : The petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, 
&c., at Troy, New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of the manufacturers of linen 
collars, cuffs, and shirts, at y, New York, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of Joseph Fuller, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYNDE: The petition of Fannie D. Strickland, of Milwau- 
kee, Wisconsin, for the removal of her political disabilities—to the 
Committee of Elections. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin, for an 9 to complete the breakwater and the en- 
trance to the harbor of refuge in Sturgeon Bay- to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Merrill and 35 others, vessel-owners, un- 
derwriters, and shippers, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for a coast-light 
and fog-signal at Racine Point, Wisconsin—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Smith & Chandler and others, of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, relative to the tariff duty on sugar—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MAYHAM: The petition of manufacturers of linen collars, 
cuffs, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction of the rates of 
duty on linen fabries—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCKENZIE: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route between Madisonville and Dalton, Kentucky—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petitions of Christian Feuchter, publisher of 
the Waechter am Ohio, Ironton, Ohio, and of John Combs, publisher 
of the Iron Era, Ironton, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of New York: The petition of George A. 


Simpson, publisher of the Oleon (New York) Times, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: The petitions of E. N. Emmons, publisher of 
the Washington County (Kansas) Sun, and of S. S. Printz, publisher 
of ee are City (Kansas) Union, of similar import—to the same 
commi . 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts: The petitions of G. M. Fisk 
& Co., publishers of the Palmer (Massachusetts) Journal, and of 
Rockwell & Hill, publishers of the Valley Gleaner, Lee, Massachu- 
setts, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and 
shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen 
fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SAMPSON: The petition of editors and publishers of news- 
papers in Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of G. W. Grinnell and 165 other citi- 
zens of Anderson County, Iowa, for the passage of House bill No. 
699, entitled “A bill to restore certain lands in Iowa to settlement 
under the homestead laws, and for other purposes — to the Commit- 
tee on Publie Lands. 

Also, the petition of Powers & Kennedy, publishers of the Review, 
Villisea, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of Walter Baker, of Ilion, New 
York, for the extension of his patent for an improved manufacture of 
hoes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STARIN : The petitions of Ernst Knaur, publisher of the 
Deutscher Anzeiger, Schenectady, New York; of A. A. Marlette, pub- 
lisher of the Evening Star and Weekly Reflector, Schenectady, New 
York; of George W. Marlette, publisher of the Schenectady (New 
York) Gazette ; of Paul & Ritchie, publishers of the Daily and Weekly 
Saratogian, Saratoga Springs, New York ; and of Horace L. Greene, 
publisher of the Mohawk Valley Register, Fort Plain, New York, for 
57 abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

Also, the petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and 
shirts, at Troy, New Vork, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen 
fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: Papers relating to the claim of 
William H. De Groat—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of Joy A. Dickey, pub- 
lisher of the Grand River Echo, Muir, Michigan, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of the manufacturers of linen 
collars, cuffs, and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the 
rates of duty on linen fabries—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petitions of A. L. Darnall, pub- 
lisher of the Patriot, Sherman; of R. C. Buckner, of the Texas Bap- 
tist, Dallas; of R. W. Roberson, of the Decatur Tribune; and of C. 
M. Bailey & Co., of the Hesperian, Gainesville, Texas, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, memorials of the delegations of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chick- 
asaw, Creek, and Seminole Indian tribes, for the establishment of a 
mail-route from Coffeeville, Kansas, to Tishomingo, the capital of the 
Chickasaw Nation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


ads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of paper-makers 
of y, New York, against a reduction of the duties on paper—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and 
shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen 
fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Nelson and Rock- 
Irago Counties, Virginia, for a post-route between Massie's Mills 
and Midway, Virginia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of Benjamin Whitman, publisher 
of the Observer, Erie, Pennsylvania, and of F. A. Crandall, publisher 
of the Sunday and Erie Gazette, Erie, New York, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: Memorial of the State Agricult- 
ural and Horticultural Societies of Wisconsin, for legislation promo- 
ih of forest culture and tree planting—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of W. W. Rowlett, 
publisher of the Oldham Era, La Grange, Kentucky, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Brannin, Summers & Co.—to 
the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 28, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


1878. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bill and joint resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. Hammond, late 
Surgeon-General of the a) 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) granting the use of artillery, tents, 
Ko., at the national soldiers and sailors’ reunion to be held at Mari- 
etta, Ohio; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. Uk atcha for issuing arms and 
ean to the Territory of Idaho, under the act approved July 

, 1876. d 
THE HOG CHOLERA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of the 20th instant, a report of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture relative to the disease prevailing among swine, 
&c.; which, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, was ordered to lie upon the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL snbmitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 additional copies 
of the message of the dent relative to the disease among swine. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of citizens of Topeka, Kan- 
sas, praying Congress to pass such laws as will compel the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Company to periem its statutory contracts with the 
Government of the United States and the people of Kansas; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. à 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Iowa, and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution instructing our Senators and Representatives in es to vote 
. tation of the transportation of live stock shipped 
Whereas there has been a bill introduced in Congress virtually compelling ship- 

i W our ju: 

ped pope oi i a ol er 

it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators in 

Se pean of the Uk sly nung in ere Enos 
e u 

as = bill for the limitation A ‘the traneportation of ire salons abipped in 

ent cars. 

2 That the secretary of state be instructed to forward as soon as 

cable a copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 

gress. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what committee has e of that 
subject; I think the Committee on Agriculture, perhaps. This mat- 
ter relates to the shipment of live stock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The R reny resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DENNIS presented the petition of R. W. Mason, John Meagher, 
and others, citizens of All y County, Maryland, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the aleoholie 
liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented the petition of H. R. Pitts and others, citizens 
of Maryland, praying for the erection of a life-saving station at Ocean 
City, Worcester County, Maryland; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the memorial of C. H. Hough and others, 
residents along the coast of New Jersey and its i te vicinity, 
and the memorial of William S. Sprague and others, residing near the 
coast of New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 777) to o ize a life-saving and coast-guard service; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the North Jersey Iron Company, 
of Port Oram and Chester, Morris County, New Jersey, praying for a 
reduction of the duty on pig-iron; which was ref to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of C. N. McIntyre and others, 
citizens of Colorado, and the petition of R. E. Scott and others, of 
La Plata County, Colorado, praying the passage of a law dividing the 
State of Colorado into judicial districts and providing for the times 
and places of holding terms of the United States courts therein; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOWE. I present the petition of a meeting of citizens of Red 
Cedar, Wisconsin, on the subject of the liquor traffic. I move that 
it lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the memorial of Jacob Keine and 
others, citizens residing on the coast of New Jersey, and the memo- 
rial of Benjamin D. Pearce and others, residents along the coast of 
New Jersey and its immediate vicinity, remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill (S. No. 777) to organize a life-saving and coast- 
guard service; which were ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of M t A. Spencer, of 
Mobile, Alabama, praying compensation for certain losses sustained 
by her during the Creek Indian war of 1812 and 1813; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Charles M. Scott, pilot, 
of New Orleans, submitting certain amendments to the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to the employment of certain aliens 
as engineers and pilots; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also presented the memorial of William Orr and others, work- 
ingmen of Troy, New York, engaged in the manufacture of paper, re- 
monstrating against a reduction of the duties on foreign imports, and 
against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of Sanford & Robinson and others, 
manufacturers of linen collars, linen cuffs, and shirts, of Troy, New 
York, proving for a reduction of the rates of duty on linen fabrics to 
a single and uniform tate of duty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Stephen Darbonnier, of Berkshire, 
Ti County, New York, praying that the change in the relative 
market value of gold and silver be recognized, that new relative 
weights be established, and that the weight of a silver dollar be fixed 
at 425 grains of standard silver, the weight of a gold dollar at a cor- 
responding market value or 24} grains, and that the gold in the Treas- 

be recoined before resumption of specie payments; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 
VACANCIES IN PENSION AGENCIES. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, while presenting petitions I ven- 
ture to ask the permission of the Senate for a moment to refer to a 
paree which is not a petition, but which relates to a matter that the 

ate yesterday was occupied with. In the course of the debate 
upon the pension agency bill one or two Senators (perhaps I shall be 
sufficiently explicit if I refer to myself) alluded with some surprise 
to the fact that Charles R. Coster, who some time was appointed 
pension agent, had never qualified to hold that office. Mr. Coster 
came here this morning, came to me, and brought with him a bond 
which I have in my hand. It is signed by a Tange number of men 
known not only to me but to other Senators. The obligors of this 
bond represent a t sum of money. It is a well-eonditioned bond. 
The penalty is $250,000. It wasdrawn Iam told by the district attor- 
ney of the United States for the southern district of New York, Gen- 
eral Woodford. It is a copy I am told of the bond under which the 
subtreasurer of New York Mr. Hillhouse, the custodian of the great- 
est sum of money of all the business of the country, administers his 
lace. The justifications are in the sum of $500,000, and the obligors 
ustify by saying that they possess the respective amounts given of 
unincumbered property. This bond was portrelon on the 2lst of 
February, and it was tendered by telegraph, I believe. It was objected 
to on the ground that the justification should be upon unincumbered 
real property, not merely upon unincumbered property; and some 
other requirement was made which perhaps I had better not attempt 
to state, for I may not be exactinstating it. The bond having been 
refused, Mr. Coster up to this time has not been able to present a bond 
conforming to the requirement made upon him, which requirement 
as he understands is one never made of any other pension agent, or 
as far as he knows of any other bonded officer of the Government. 
We can all understand that in all times, perhaps easiest in these times, 
that a justification by a number of men selected not merely because 
they are peculiarly situated,—a justification upon unincumbered real 
estate alone, is rather a rigorous requirement. 

But, Mr. President, I have discharged a duty toward Colonel Cos- 
ter in presenting this bond, and I think also, perhaps incidentally, I 
discharge a duty to myself, in vindicating somewhat the confidence 
I felt yesterday that it could not be possible that a change of the law 
was necessary in order to effectuate the public service in that pension 
business now. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHAFFEE, from the Committtee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No, 144) to establish the Territory of Lincoln, 
and to provide a temporary government therefor, reported it with 
an 55 and submitted a report thereon, Which was ordered 
to inted. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1892) for the relief of Mrs, Amanda 

Rains, of Illinois, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 

tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 
to 


He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 451) for the relief of James C. McBurney, 
trustee, &., asked to be disch from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1074) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River, at or near Glasgow, Missouri, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 511) authorizing the Arkansas River Transfer Railway Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 814) to refer the record of the proceedings of 
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the naval court of inquiry as evidence in the case of the collision of 
the schooner Flight with the United States steamer Tallapoosa before 
the Court of Claims, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam authorized by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2860) changing the 
times of holding terms of the district court for the district of West 
Virginia, to report the same favorably. It only changes the time, and 
does not provide for any new place, and the committee are informed 
that it is agreeable to the bar and the district judge of that State as 
it is to one of the Senators of that State who spoke to me about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. . 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill (S. No. 769) for the relief of the sufferers 
by the loss of the dredge-boat McAllister was referred on February 
18 to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The committee are informed 
by a letter from the Secre of the Navy that the boat Me- 
Allister referred to in this bill was not under the orders of the Navy 
Department. The naval officers say they believe it was under the 
orders of the War Department. This being so, I am instructed by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to report the bill back and ask to be 
discharged from its consideration and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and I move that the letter in question be 
referred with the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HILL (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 829) for the relief of the 1 repre- 
sentatives of J. G. Gilmer and others; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 830) for the relief of Francis O. Wyse; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the pal on the files 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 835) to provide for the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Decatur, Nebraska; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 831) for the establishment of a certain 
post-route in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 832) for the relief of William S. Grant; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S, No. 833) for the relief of James E. Macklin; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 834) for the reliefof Mrs. M ret A. Spencer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 
Ordered, That A. J. Tynes, of Tennessee, have leave to withdraw his tion 
and papers, on leaving copies with the Secretary. = 
LOSS OF THE HURON, 


Mr. WHYTE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: : 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
wit to thes Hones of any letters, Aen. or 3 in writing relat- 
ing to the conduct of the navigating officer of the United States steamer Huron at 
the time of its loss, other than those con in the record of the court of inquiry 
in relation to the wreck of that steamer, heretofore transmitted to the Senate, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 28, 
noes 14. 

Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: I move to reconsider the vote by 
which we agreed to adjourn over to Monday. I merely enter the 
motion now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. Oh, do not enter the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have entered it. 


MILITIA OF THE STATES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, early in the present 
session, upon my motion, the Senate adopted a resolution calling bene 
the Secretary of War for certain information relating to the militia 
of the States. That information has been received and printed and 
now lies upon the table. J ask that it be taken np for the purpose 

of submitting a few remarks and then having it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the communication referred to is now before the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Article 1, section 8, of the Constitu- 
tion provides that— 

Con shall have power * to provide for forth the militia to 
exooate the laws of the Union, Ko. p Di 


The Constitution in the same section also empowers Con to 
3 for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia of the 

tates, Article 2 of the amendments of the Constitution is as follows: 

A well-regulated militia to the security of a free 8 the 
right of the people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. * 

In my judgement no question has been before Congress at this ses- 
sion which deserves more attention, and which perhaps more deserves 
to be acted upon at once than this, from the fact that according to 
the report of the Adjutant-General there are now about four million 
militia in the States fit and ready for organization, and that only 
about 88 thousand are organized. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE, I will state that the matter covered by the report now 
before the Senate in response to the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from West Virginia has already been before the Committee 
on Military Affairs and a bill has been reported from that committeo 
which is now upon the Calendar awaiting its turn. Is t to the 
Senator from West Virginia that the bill covers the whole ground 
and that action upon this communication is unn 2 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I was aware of the bill which was 
introduced by the Senator. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Calendar shows order of business No. 59, Senate 
bill No. 104, amending section 1661, title 16, (The Militia,) of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, It was on the 4th of February, 
1878, reported from the Committee on Military Affairs by me with 
amendments, accompanied by a written report, which was ordered to 
be printed. The bill is now on the Calendar and covers exactly the 
same aoe that is covered by the report from the War Department. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I am glad the Senators from Texas 
have called the attention of the Senate and of the country to the bill 
now pending, As to myself I was fully aware of the condition of the 
bill, but I have given this subject perhaps a little more attention than 
I give to general subjects, I am aware that the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have already reported a bill recommending that $1,000,000 
instead of $200,000 be e among the States for the purpose 
of organizing, arming, disciplining, &c.,the militia. But the purpose 
for which I rose this morning was to have the documents now lying 
upon the table properly referred to the Military Committee. Of 
course that committee has had full access to them as they have been 
printed, but I hope neither of the Senators from Texas will think 
that I am trenching specially upon their ground because they had 
early moved in this matter and had introduced a bill upon the sub- 
ject. My intention is to aid them as far as I can, and to throw noth- 
ing in their way whatever. Another friend now suggests to me that 
my remarks would be more in place when that comes up, but I choose 
just now, as I introduced the resolution calling for this information 
early in the session and as the information lies upon the table, to call 
the attention of the Senate to the facts relating to the militia. I 
shall be with those Senators whenever the bill comes up in aiding its 


p 0 

Mr. President, as early as 1808 the present militia law of the States 
was passed by Congress and it remains upon the statntes to-day as 
it then passed. By it $200,000 was divided among the States for the 
ee of (in the words of the Constitution) organizing, arming, and 

isciplining the militia of the different States. We have to-day fully 
five times the 2 net that we had in 1808, and the wealth of the 
country is probably ten or fifteen times greater than it was at that 
time, yet the same amount for this remains upon the statute- 
book rice wine for the forty or fifty million of people that was ap- 
propriated for the eight million of the people. 

There is another subject possibly to which attention ought to be 
called. Some States have got by some means or other contrary to the 
law of 1808 a great deal more than they are entitled to, while other 
States have not had as much as they are entitled to. For instance, I 
am told that the State of South Carolina, and it is shown in fact by 
the rt of the ordnance officers, got in 1869 from the Department 
by order of the President about one hundred and twenty-four thou- 
sand dollars’ worth of a large portion of which never got into 
the State of South Carolina but were sold in the city of New York, 
where they were delivered to the agent of the State. I am not able 
to say whether the money was accounted for or not, but the fact is 
that instead of the State getting the benefit of a 1 portion of the 
arms they were there sold and the money was for other State 
purposes, if not for individual p That is one portion of the 
report probably to which special attention has not been called, and I 
think it needs attention. e State of South Carolina under the law 
of 1808 would not perhaps for thirty or forty years be entitled to au- 
ot her arm. There ought to be some provision made or some care taken 
of this matter. 

It is not my intention to make any remarks further than simply to 
call attention to the fact that this branch of the service has long 
been neglected. Weall know, as the Constitution says, that a well or- 

anized and disciplined militia is necessary to a free State. I believe 
if the militia of the State were well organized and equipped it would 
in a great measure aid in making necessary a less regular Army than 
we have now. In other words, so l an army as some ple de- 
sire would not be necessary. In States where there have n riots 
the militia have done great and valuable service within the last year. 
In fact, they have done service that could not have been done by the 
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22 troops, because they could not have reached the place in 
©. 

My object is accomplished by simply calling attention to these 
facts and asking now that the papers from the War Department 
relating to this matter be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I will make this additional remark, that the Secretary of 
War, the Adjutant-General, the Quartermaster-General, and the ord- 
nance officer all recommend changes in the militia law, and that 
besides the appropriation of $200,000, which has annually been made 
since 1808, an additional appropriation be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The report from the Department 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, if there be no 
objection. 

Mtr. MAXEY. I do not see that the Execntive Document No. 55, 
submitted by the Senator from West Ned org hon properly go to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, so far as it bearing on section 
1661, Revised Statutes, and I will statein a hoa few words my reason 
for this opinion. The Committee on Military Affairs had referred to 
it by order of the Senate the bill (S. No. 104) introduced by my col- 
league, [Mr. Coxe.] The committee took that bill under considera- 
tion, opened a ndence with the War Department, gathered 
all the information which the committee thought would throw light 
on the subject, to the end that the committee might act advisedly in 
making their report to the Senate. The bill wascarefully considered 
in committee, amendments were then offered, discussed, considered, 
and adopted, and the bill as amended by the committee was reported 
tothe Senate. The bill was placed upon the Calendar along with the 

report of the committee No. 56, and is now in ion of the Senate 
and on the Calendar, being order of business No. 59. Therefore, so far 
as the committee is concérned, the additional evidence which the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia asks to be referred to the committee would 
not have any effect upon the committee so far as it may relate to this 
Dill, because we are in accord with him as to this bill and there is no 
need, therefore, for re-referring the case to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi If my friend will allow me one 
minute I will say that I am aware that the committee have acted 
upon the subject and that the distinguished Senator from Texas [ Mr. 

XEY ] has made a very intelligent report. But at the same time the 
different officers of the Government have made certain recommenda- 
tions as to changes in the law of 1808, not merely as to the amount 
to be appropriated. The committee probably did not take that sub- 
ject into consideration, for the bill referred to does not contain such 
provisions as it is before us. 

I will say one word further. The Senator has given this subject 
attention; and he moved in it, I will do him the justice to say, before 
I did; but here is the point to which I want to call my friend's atten- 
tion; to-day there are certain requirements under the act of 1808 
requiring so much powder, so many powder-horns, flint-locks, &., to 
be carried by each man. That of course ought to be changed, because 
we have grown beyond all that. It was with a view to have such 
matters remedied that I asked to have the report referred. 

Mr. MAXEY, Mr. President, in that connection, I beg to say that 
I have in my possession a bill to revise the law regulating the militia. 
That is one thing. This bill is distinct. Tho pending bill might be 
included in a general bill to revise the militia law, but this bill should 
be passed, in my judgment, without any incumbrance whatever. There- 
fore the Committee on Military Affairs through me reported this bill 
unanimously, to stand upon its merits without any connection what- 
ever with the general revision of the militia law. Hence I say that 
I do not want this bill incumbered, nor does the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs want this bill, which is now in the ion of the Sen- 
ate, attached to a bill which may be introduced and I think will be 
introduced for the revision of the militia law. This bill can be acted 
on promptly. The bill revising the militia law may take months be- 
fore it is thoroughly di in committee, debated and acted on in 
the Senate. There is no n connection between this bill and 
that, and therefore I think the proper course ate is so far as this 
communication is concerned, as the Senate al y has possession of 
the bill reported from the Committee on Military Affairs covering the 
point as to arms, is that, if referred to the Committee on Military 
2 it shall be only as to its bearing on a bill to revise the militia 
aws. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator, who is a member 
of the Military Committee, desires that course, I have no objection ; 
but I was acting com rey in the line of his committee, I made no 
move so far as the bill on the Calendar is concerned; I merely asked 
the reference of these papers to the Military Committee. They have 
not been referred to that committee yet. They belong there. 

Mr. MAXEY, In connection with the revision of the militia law? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. I want to be understood. I donot want this refer- 
ence to delay the bill pending. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I agree with the Senator from Texas 
fully, but I believe at the same time that the law of 1803 needs re- 
vision, and for that purpose I ask that the information given by the 
different officers of the Government, several of them, be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs for their inspection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 


noa that the papers be referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business the Secretary will call the resolutions on the Calendar in 
their order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first resolution is a resolution submitted 
by Mr. Voonuzxs, upon the subject of the maintenance of the finan- 
cial credit of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next is a resolution submitted by Mr. 
BUTLER, that the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed 
to inquire into and report upon certain allegations against him. 

Mr. WHYTE. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The resolution will be passed over. 


THE SINKING FUND. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The next is a resolution by Mr. Beck, in rela- 
tion to the imposition of taxes for the purpose of creating a sinking 
fund for the extinguishment of the public debt. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, a s tion was made several times 
when I have called up that resolution that it would be improper to 
discuss it during the morning hour, considering the importance of the 
subject. I desired yesterday in the absence of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and it was laid over because he was absent, to have it assigned 
for some early day. Suppose we say Monday next after the morning 
hour, at which time we can discuss it and have it referred to the com- 
mittee, or acted on by the Senate, as in the poenas of the Senate 
may be deemed best. I shall ask to call it up on Monday unless 
there be objection. x 


Mr. ALLISON. Say Tuesday. i 
Mr. BECK. Very well; Er ora? will do. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, e Benator from Kentucky asks 


that the resolution be made fhe special order for Tuesday. 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall object to any special order at this stage of 
the session; but the Senator from Kentucky can give notice that he 
desires to call this up and submit some remarks on it either Monday 


morning or Tuesday morning, and I have no doubt the Senate will 
accord to him the privilege of discussing it at such length as he may 
see fit; and after he has made his remarks, then I should hope there 


would be unanimous consent to have it referred to the Committee 
on Finance, where it properly belongs. 

Mr. BECK. I do not want to give consent that it shall go to the 
committee. I am willing the Senate shall act on it and send it there 
if they think in their judgment it ought to be referred. Is there any 
otjeran to its being assigned for Tuesday morning ? 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
that this resolution be made the special order for Tuesday next after 
the morning hour. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MORRILL, I object to all special orders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Chair will then put the ques- 
tion to the Senate. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 23, noes 19, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Two-thirds not voting for the mo- 
tion, the Senate does not make the resolution a special order. Does 
the Senator desire to proceed with the consideration of the resolution 
now 


Mr. BECK. It comes up now in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the morning hour, which ends 
at one o'clock. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suggest that the Senate have no objection to 
taking it up and discussing it at the time indicated. I have nodonbt 
we shall all be willing to accommodate the Senator from Kentucky. 
It is a very important subject which should be discnssed. The objec- 
tion seems to be to making it a special order. I will remark to the 
Senator that in the Senate a special order can be set aside by unſiu- 
ished business at any time, and it is really a very slight preference, 
Although difficult to obtain, it amounts to very little after you get 
it. Ihave no doubt the Senator’s object can be fully attained by a 
consent that his resolution shall be taken up and be considered at 
the time indicated. 

Mr. BECK. 1 ask that I be allowed to call it up on Tuesday morn- 
8 the morning hour, without its being made a special order. 

r. MORRILL, A simple notice that the Senator proposes to take 
it up will be acceded to by all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1s there objection to the Senator 
from Kentucky > 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senate will yield to the Senator from 
Kentucky an i tc! to call it up on Tuesday, 

Mr. MORRILL. Nobody objects to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro 2 ihe 1 unanimous consent, the Senator 
from Kentucky has the right to call up the resolution for considera- 
tion on Tuesday next after the morning hour. The next resolution 
will be read. 

BRANCH ROADS OF THE UNION PACIFIC, 
Mr. PLUMB. I desire to call up for consideration the resolution 


ways, wit 
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introduced by me some days ago of inquiry in regard to the Union 
Pacific Railroad. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem It will come next in its order after 
the one about to be re 


The next resolution on the Calendar 
will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The next is the resolution submitted by Mr. 


BLAINE, requesting the President of the United States to furnish the | tio: 


Senate with copies of certain correspondence between the govern- 
ment of Great Britain and the United Statesin relation to the appoint- 
ment of the third commissioner under the twenty-third article of the 
treaty of Washin i $ 

Mr. BLAINE. at may go over for a day or two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be over. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next on the Calendar is the resolution 
submitted by Mr. PLUMB, directing the Secretary of the Interior to in- 
quire of the Government directors the nature of securities taken or 
held by the Union Pacific Railroad Company, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read at 


length. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


‘Whereas it from the report of the Government directors of the Union 
Pacific Rai CG y for the year 1877, communicated to the Senate on the 
25th day of October, 187 by the Secretary of the Interior, that— 

The Central Railroad bas been aided to the extent of $1, 610, 497 86 
Credits secured by Union Pacific Railroad Company 767, 156 20 
ithout interest 2-202 eeeees-- eee <monease 843, 341 66 


Balance, wi 
And that other investments have been made by the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
e ara the items and amounts of which are not stated in 

; an 

Whereas such information is necessary in order to understand what has been 
SJWCCCCC00õ0ͤ vb 
Be it resolved by the That the of the Interior be directed to 
inquire of the Government what securities the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company has taken or bolds, whether stock, bonds, or other evidence of debt, for 
its aid to the Colorado Cen the Utah Central, the Utah Southern, the Utah 
Northern, and the Republican Valley Railroads; what credits were received by the 
Union Pacific Railroad Compan the amount of $767,156.20, with whom the 
transaction in respect of said credits was had, what security the std compan holds 
FFF the said it was 
ven, and report the answers of the Government directors to the Senate without 

y. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before this resolution passes I desire to say a word 
in reference to the inquiry. I have examined briefly the report of 
the Government directors for this year and I find that they make 
reference to statements in former reports; and the report of 1876 of 
the Government directors contains, I think, nearly all the informa- 
tion sought for by this resolution. I find on referring to that report 
detailed accounts of the investment made by the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company in these several branch roads, though this statement 
of course does not come up to the present time. On that account I 
think it may be wise to pass this resolution; and I only call attention 
to this subject for the purpose of vindicating to some extent the 
action of the Government directors showing that they have furnished 
year by year in sufficient detail the facts with reference to these rail- 
wa 


T wish to call attention to another statement that I see in the re- 
rt of this year made by the Government directors. They quote 
riefly from a report made to the Secretary of the Interior in 1873 in 
which they expressed doubts of the wisdom of the Union Pacific Rail- 
way N investing its property and funds in these branch rail- 
out first 1 for the payment of such obligations as 
may be due from the Union Pacific Railway Company to the Govern- 
ment, so that before these investments were made, or any considerable 
amonnt of them, the Government directors seem to have called the 
attention of the proper authorities to the subject. I mention that 
invindication of the action of the Government directors upon this 
subject. 

I have no objection to the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There is pothiog in this resolution which by neces- 
sary implication reflects upon the Government directors or anybody 
else. They themselves say in their report of 1877 that some informa- 
tion which they desired to have has not yet come to hand. There 
seems to be also an omission to itemize some of these matters, not 
necessarily an omission that reflects on ua; but something which it 
would be desirable to have with a view to determining the relations 
between the Government and the company with reference to the set- 
tlements that are now 1 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Kansas will turn to the report 
of the Government directors for 1876, he will find a detailed account 
of these several securities up to that time. 

Mr. PLUMB. But, as the Senator well remarked, that information 
is not bronght dewn to the present time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem The question is on the resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This concludes the Calendar of 
resolutions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no, Mr. President. 


3 CHAFFEE, I hope the Senator from Maryland will not press 
that now. 

Mr. WHYTE. If there is any other business I will not, but I do 
not want an adjournment to take place; that is all. 

Mr.CHAFFEE. The Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PADDOCK ] wishes 
to bring up an important bill in regard to the Hot Springs reserva - 


m. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a bill in which the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Lamar} feels an interest, which is the unfinished business. 
. LAMAR. I wish to call up the bill which was left as unfin- 

ished business yesterday, the bill to authorize a special term of the 
circuit court of the United States to be held at the southern district 
of Mississippi. 

Mr. WHYTE. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
the present consideration of the bill he has named. 
motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURT OF SCRANTON, MISSISSIPPI. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 3072) to authorize a special term of the circuit 
court of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi to 
be held at Scranton, in Jackson County. 

ENE LAMAR. Does the Senator from Vermont wish the report 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I should like to have the report read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. ED- 
MUNDS on the 12th instant: 


The Committee on the Jndiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3072) 
entitled “An act to authorize a term of tho circuit court of the United States 
for the southern district of pi, to be held at Scranton, in Jackson County,” 


ully report: 

t they have had the same under consideration, and recommend that the same 
do not pass. The circuit court of the United States for the southern district of 
Mississippi is now provided by law to be held twice in each year, at the city of 
Jackson. The place 


com e ee that county and in the adjacent part 
of bama chiefiy that controversies nimara zona eA l a 
turpentine between the United States and persons 

While the committee realize the advantage to be obtained in the sav 
fees and some other expenses by having these causes tried in the place where the 


disputes arose, they think that the countervailing considerations entirely outweigh 


the pecuniary saving. These counter-considerations briefly, that itis thought 
to be contrary to sound eS en justice to remove a series 
of controversies which have considerably excited the public mind from the estab- 


lished and serene forum to the locality in which the excitement exists, whother 
that excitement be in favor of or adverse to the es against whom the United 
States 5 and. 328 the juries for the trial of these cases might 
be drawn other parts of the district, Tey the atmosphere of pabiic opinion and 
excitement in the locality of the dificulties would, wo think, be likely to largely 
prejudice, in one direction or the other, the jurors who should be thus brought 


eee, eee eee e 
e in every section country, and cannot 
limited to the instance mentioned in the bill, and we think to provide 
as eneral law for the tory removal for trial of the important tes in 
all the districts of the United States from tho usual 3 holding court to 
eee fag the excitement and trouble wonld be destructive of the true 
interests of justice, and that itis much better for the general good that the Govern- 
ment and parties d sometimes bear a bardship in the way of expense, rather 
than to hazard the due administration of the law in the mere interest of saving 
money. 

In the case of criminal prosecutions, it is by law now in the discretion of the 
court to hold special sessions nearer to the place of the events drawn in question 
than the place of the terms; but in most criminal proceedings the prose- 
ae ey —— a bs yf pte Bop Sonane pods peor eenma 
tions, in respectof which the proba 5 uw excitement udice wou. 
not be so r ß 

has never been the law that civil causes could thus 

The committee can see no soli 
in the bill can be made the subj 


shall be heard and of at the place or near the place where the difficulty 
and the excitement 

There are other reasons licable to Dae prona eee 
the trial of these cases ee eee are gren rage appear in 
— A the Secretary of the Interior, attached to 


The committee are unanimously of the opinion that the bill ought not to pass, 
and recommend that it be indefinitely postponed. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 11, 1878. 


Sre: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the recei t of your letter of the 7th instan 
inclosing a copy of the bill (H. R. No. 3072) entitled “Am act to authorize a special 
term of the t court of the United States for the southern district of Aissis- 


sippi to be held at Scranton, in Jackson County,” and requesting the views of this 


t thereon. 
is act provides for an earlier trial and determination of the suits, forty-nine in 
number, recently commenced in said court, for the recovery of logs, lumber, &., 
alleged to have feos taken from the public lands without authority of law, than can 
be obtained at the lar term of said court. 
ros once dy vind ys desirable in cases in which the Government is a party, 
pr g all of the testimony, necessary or ob'ainable to establish its rights therein, 
been secured. Were these cases thoroughly prepared for trial, other things 
being Fe- I should have no hesitancy in recommending the ge of this act, 
although very unusual and quite extraordinary in character. is, however, is not 
the present condition of the cases mentioned in the act, and from information re- 
ceived from the special agent of this ment now in Mississippi I am compelled 
to admit that they could not be pre for trial at the time named therein. Such, 
however, would not have been the condition of said suits at this time but for rea- 
sons beyond the control of this Department, which will be stated hereafter. 
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neglected to give the bonds provided for by statute, either by advice of counsel or 
for any other reason, are they now entitled to legislation of this extraordinary char- 
acter to compel the Government to go to trial out of the ordinary course of legal 
gsf If the object sought is to show that the Government cannot succeed 

n any case of this kind in Mississippi, as it has been y stated by some of her 
Representatives in 8 then the more unpre the cases are for trial the 
more certainty there will be in having the assertions proven true. 


rg a gens ae e e eee be so strong against either of the parties that a 
fair trial and impartial verdict cannot be obtained. I think it would be considered 
most extraordinary, however, if any court should order a change of venue in a case 
from a county where no udico or feeling existed against either party, toa county 
where strong indice against one of them. 

This is y the condition of things with reference to these cases, In a re- 
port dated the 6th instant, the special agent says: 

At best it will be difficult for the Government to obtain a fair trial of these canses 
in Mississippi, away from the immediate sceno of tho seizures. It would bo much 
moro di t at Scranton, where every person is directly or indirectly engaged in 
2 3 pe 4 ge oe very men Aba have 5 

jons an ons ublic timber the proper u ues- 
Goi Sh: Sevast PIHS Ahola sem tianeast of thasa econ thes Kiong Miiealedioyd Sound ta 
opposed to the action of the Government. 

Can the cases be fairly tried by ns selected from and who are directly and 
immediately under the infiuence of such a sentiment! The fact is, that lum- 
ber trado of Mississippi is dependent for its supply on these robberies of the 
lands. Even could the private claims supply the demand, they could not stand com- 
petition with the lum robbers. The great importance to the le of the 
whole that these causes shall be submitted to an impartial jury for trial is 
of paramount interest. That this end cannot be obtained in the locality referred 
to is my deliberate and sincere conviction.” 

It way be said that the jurors would be selected from other parts of the State, 
and hence not be affected by local udice. This undoubtedly would be trne in 
the selection of the jurors, but that they would long remain unaffected thereby, 
when the entire current of feeling is in one direction, cannot be presumed or 


upon. 
The Government desires only a fair and impartial trial of these and, as at 
85 . on that this cannot be obtained at the place named 
eac : 
The above, however, is not the most serious objection to the passage of said act. 
The appropriations heretofore made by Congress for suppressing depredations 
— tho public lands have been very small, and entirely equate to an exten- 
ve and vigorous 


tion of the work, 
The system of e ug stumpage for timber ent upon the public lands, which 
was adopted in 1854, and continued with slight modification until April last, failed 
t, 


to accomplish the desired or to secure to the Government an adequate com- 
pensation for the loss and injury sustained by reason of such 288 
Numerous reports having reached this Department of extensive depredations 
7 the public lands in several of the States and Territories containing valuable 
bered land: ith the Commissioner of the General Land 


already committed. Under 
an States 


ega gs 
damages sustained, or to punish the parties guilty of committing the trespasses, 
aaa of said reports are transmitted to the 1 with the request 
that they may be transmitted to the United States district astorney in whose dis- 
trict the lands trespassed upon are situated, with direction to make further investi- 
on in some cases, and in others to commence legal gs as above men- 


In cases where the logs, wood, or lumber cut from the public lands were subject 
to seizure, and the facts reported scemed to demand prompt action, the Attorney- 
General has been requested to direct the district attorney to cause such seizure 8 
be made under writs of replevin, or, in case the parties in possession were responsi- 
ble, by suits in trover. 

hus far the suits instituted in the manner above mentioned and properly pre- 

for trial, when tried have almost uniformly resulted in verdicts in favor of 

be Governwent. To secure such results, however, it has been found necessary to 
haye a second and more th investigation made, and in most cases the tracts 
trespassed upon resurveyed, tho lines retraced, in order that they may bo iden- 
tified with certainty by the witnesses at the trial. The names and residence of 
witnesses by whom the cutting and removal of the &c., from particular tracts 
by the persons charged can be shown, as well as tho identification of the scized 
or demanded with certain tracts, must be ascertained and their testimony ined. 
t tted a trespass and to establish prima 
facie that the defendant did it, or that he now bas in his 88 the logs or 
umber taken from certain tracts of land, but to prove it conclusively in the face of 


were commenced, but the second and 2 important 2 7 been and 2 
lefray the expenses o 

the Government is compelled 
un- 


pein | secure verdicts in their favor, although I believe it can be shown that 
nearly all of the property seized was taken from the public lands without authority 
of law. It will require at least two months, after an appropriation for tho employ- 
ment of agents is made available, to prepare these cases for trial, and I deem it of 
the utmost importance to the Government that each case should be thoroughly 


prepared. 
Wheretike cases have been tried in other Freaker verdicts in favor of the 
Government secured, Iam informed that the depredations have entirely ceased. 


sired I think all must agree, and, if accom the principal object sought will 
be gained, rey eek will still be por ce ged be Ent pa oeo ‘the Gov- 


redations. 

Fort CC of the opinion that the passage of said act 
will ho very detrimental to the interests of the Government. In this connection 
permit me to call your attention to the last annual report of the Commissioner of 


the General Land Office, pages 16 to 26, inclusive, upon the subject of timber dep- 
redations, (copy of which is herewith transmitted.) 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


C. SCHURZ, Secretary. 

Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 

Chairman Judiciary Committee, United States Senate. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, February 8, 1878. 

Sin: Referring to your letter of tho 7th instant, I have the honor to say that I 
cannot recommend the passage of the bill inclosed therein for a special term of the 
cireuit court to be held at Scranton, Mississippi. 

This bill provides that all processes, writs, and recognizances, which relate 
to any suit or suits pending. or which may be instituted, in the United States cir- 
= 3 for the sonthern district of Mississippi, shall be considered as belonging 

suc cial term. 

I think it a matter of grave doubt whether it is in the power of Congress to 
alter the terms of bonds into which parties have entered. ithout, however, dis- 
cussing this question, I deem it 7 to gor agg I am informed that these suits, 
which were brought for a term of court in May cannot be prepared for trial at the 
posed special term. They will require careful oben oe and, in man 

0 


ro 
GE surveys of the lands of the United States, and with limited force at the 


command of the Secretary of the Interior it will bo impossible for him to furnish 
the law-officers with the necessary information at the date referred to. I suggest, 
also, that as these suits have occasioned much feeling in Mississippi g a cer- 
tain class of citizens who are IN with violation of the rights of the United 
States, it would not be expedient to appoint a special term to be held at a place 
other than that where the courts are usually held, and in the part of the State in 
which ans — — a ‘ 
res) ly, your o t ser vun 
ae CHARLES DEVENS, 
Attorney-General. 


Hon. Grorce F. Ep: 
Chairman Fudiclary Comonitier, United States Senate. 


Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, I fully realize, after the adverse re- 
rt of the committee to which the bill was referred, the grievous 
isadvantage under which I labor in urging its passage. The fact, 
however, that this bill was sent to this body by the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, which passed it by an overwhelming majority after full 
discussion and in accordance with the nnanimous recommendation 
of the Judiciary Committee of that body, will justify me, I think, in 
stating the facts which it was thought rendered this legislation neces- 
sary and proper. 

I presume the Senate is apprised of the fact that the present Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in conjunction with the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, has inaugurated a new policy for the preserva- 
tion of the forests and the timbered lands of the country belonging 
to the Government from depredations, in lieu of that marked out by 
the penal statutes which have so long existed and which the Seere- 
tary of the Interior thinks are i uate to produce the result de- 
signed or to compensate the Government for the damages resultin 
from these dep: ions. I do not question the wisdom of this pol- 
icy. The legislation proposed by this bill does not contravene this 
policy nor does it obstruct its successful execution. But it is proper 
to state that this policy has been somewhat abruptly en upon 
and put into very vigorons operation. 

The methods which have been adopted by the agents of the De- 
partment in Mississippi have been harsh, prepisat, and detrimental 
to interests and industries in that State fully equal in importance to 
the interests which the Government has there in tho preservation of 
its timbered lands. 

The iuitiatory step in this procedure was itself not only arbitrary 
and illegal, but productive of t distress and suffering. A writ 
of sequestration was issued, and under this writ the whole lumber 
trade of that entire section of country was broken up; all the logs 
and timber in the possession of the mill-owners were 8 to 
wholesale seizure, and the result was that all the mills were closed, the 

ratives were turned out of employment, all business was stopped, 
the export trade was demurrage had to be paid, contracts 
forfeited, and large masses of people, not less, I am informed, than 
fifteen hundred persons, were reduced to destitution. As soon as this 
proceeding was subjected to the revision of a court, the writ of seques- 
tration was quashed and all this property was restored to the owners 
from whose possession it had been wrested under this process. 

This seems to be a very simpla matter when we read in a telegram 
in the morning papers “ that the property seized by the agents of the 
Government was released upon motion to quash the writ.” But there 
is something more in it than that. That mere restoration of the prop- 
erty did not repair the untold mischief that was wrought by this 
illegal, unauthorized, and oppressive action of that agent. 

As I said before, the entire business interests of that entire section , 
of country were broken down, the mills were closed; vessels that 
carried trade to and from that coast left for other seas and sailed to 
other ports ; the capitalists were bankrupted ; all business 8 1 80 
ments were upset, contracts were forfeited; and yet all this was the 
result of a precipitate and illegal action on the part of these agents. 
r however, they resume their attacks and make affi- 
davits that all this lumber and all these logs which had been taken 
under this writ of sequestration from the ion of these mill- 
owners and which had been restored to them by the order of the court, 
were in fact the popen of the Government; that it had been unlaw- 
fully cut from the public lands ; and that these parties in whose pos- 
session it was found were depredators upon the public lands. Upon 
these affidavits suits were begun A instructions from Washing- 
ton) by replevin, under which all this property was reseizéd, the 
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operations of the mills again arrested and all these interests and in- 
dustries growing up in that State were again benumbed and para- 
lyzed ; and that has been the condition of that people up to the pres- 
ent day, these proceedings having begun in the latter part of last 
November. 

Now, sir, this bill proposes no relief for these parties; it does not 
ropose to counteract or embarrass the policy of the Secretary of the 
nterior to prevent the extensive depredations committed upon the 

public lands, a result which all admit to be important and worthy of 
support. It screens no guilty person. It simply affords the parties 
a prompt trial and an early adjudication of the question of right be- 
tween them and theGovernment. Its object is to provide that these 
parties shall have an early hearing, a trial in the vicinage where 
ha occurrences took place and where the witnesses to them all 
reside. 

Now, sir, allow me to illustrate for one moment the importance and 
the imperious necessity of this legislation. If the litigation in which 
these people are involved had been ordinary suits for damages, if 
they were even criminal prosecutions, if they were suits for the recov- 

of pro , the parties defendant might very justly be made to 
await the slow process of the law until the regular term of the court 
and carry their witnesses two hundred miles to the place where the 
court is held. But, sir, such is not the character of these proceedings. 
The Government has put its ereep opts the property of these people 
and has closed up their business, they stand, with interest run- 
nin inst them and with all their business investments destroyed, 
with their operatives thrown out of employment, and with their trade 
drifting away from them, compelled to passively await until the reg- 
ular term of the court. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. May I ask the Senator whether all 


the mills are stopped ? 

Mr. LAMAR. They have been all 22 until very lately. I do 
not see how they can go on in the face of all these seizures. The re- 
plevin bond for the forthcoming of the property is but small relief 
in such cases. A gentleman in the other House informs me that a 
short time before these seizures he saw, during a visit to that dis- 
trict, not less than twenty-five saw-mills in operation up to their 
utmost capacity and a 2 5 of people active, prosperous, and 
happy in the new industries whic Her were building up: He vis- 
ited the same place some time after and every mill was still and silent 
and a wide-spread distress everywhere visible. Let me illustrate the 
ruinous hardship to which these people are subjected unless this bill 
or some other measure similar to it be passed. The mill-owners, 
against whom these seizures and suits are prosecnted, it is not pre- 
tended are the actual depredators upon the public lands. It is not 
pretended that they actually go themselves and cut down these trees, 
nor is there any pretense that they connive at it. They purchase 
their timber in rafts from the raftsmen who float their logs down the 
rivers that empty into the Mississippi Sound, and they are cut, many of 
them, one hundred miles distant, and it is 3 impossible for a 
man in this mill business to distinguish between the logs which are 


cut upon the lands belonging to private persons and the logs which 
are taken from the public lands, 
The statement made by the agent Carter to the Secretary of the 


Interior that this entire lumber business is dependent upon depreda- 
tions on the public lands is, in my opinion, utterly untrue, A refer- 
ence to the statistical map will show that there is not a more densely 
timbered district in this country than that very region. If there 
was any ARTA of timbered lands ee She private eee 
these public lands would have been long since bought up. e very 
fact that every effort of the Government to por them upon the mar- 
ket and to open them to settlers under the law of hom has 
failed proves that there exists no scarcity of timbered Jands owned 
by private persons. All along the banks of the Pearl, the Puede 
ha the Escatappa Rivers lands densely wooded are the property o 
private individuals, and they furnish an ample supply of material 
for these mills, and being on the banks of these rivers, the timber on 
them is so much more accessible than the trees on the Government 
lands that it is cheaper to buy them than it is to steal from the Gov- 
ernment lands, where they have to be hauled to the rivers. 

But, sir, whether they are taken from private or public lands, it is 
impossible for the mill-owner to tell when he purchases them by the 
thousands from the raftsmen. Now, sir, when this agent, exploring 
these wide-extended forests, finds the stumps of trees cut on public 
land, he knows a trespass has been committed; he may be able to 
identify the logs in the raft which have thus been taken from the 
Government land; and he seizes the whole lot, all in the ion 
of the mill-owner,as the property of the Government; the seizure 
being based on affidavit that all these logs, sometimes one hundred 
thousand, belong to the Government of the United States; and then 
what? His mills are closed; his laborers are thrown out of employ- 
ment; his contracts are forfeited; he is broken up; enormous amounts 
must be paid for demurrage; the vessels leave; and he has to go and 
hunt up witnesses, for the burden of proof is upon him, to show what 
logs belong to the Government and what were taken from private 
lands. These witnesses vary in number, but they cannot be less than 
a number too great for any party litigant to pay the e of. 
With this number of witnesses (which may be one hundred for aught 
we know) under the law as it now exists he has to go next May two 
hundred miles, to the city of Jackson, to a court whose docket is 


already crowded, and wait there until the log cases come up for trial, 
and when they come up his is only one of forty-five or sixty. 

Why, Mr. President, this will not be 1 it will not be giving 
a fair trial; it is onda | proper to call it injustice. It is actual con- 
fiscation ; for no man, I care not how rich he may be, can bear the 
burden of such litigation as this against the Government. 

All that this bill proposes (and it was that which secured it the 
unanimous recommendation of the Judiciary Committee in the other 
House, and the vote of an overwhelming majority of the House) is 
that justice shall be done by giving a speedy trial in the vicinity of 
these occurrences, so that complete justice shall be done alike to these 
parties and to the Government. 

Sir, what reason does the Secretary of the Interior give for not ac- 
ceding to this proposition? Mark it, these people are asking for noth- 
ing but that they shall have an if Sele to 3 the allegation 
upon which these seizures have 8 What is his ground of 
objection? I heard it with amazement and I cannot read it without 
surprise. The Secretary of the Interior in his communication to the 
chairman of the committee says: 

This act des for an earlier trial and determination of s 
al num rented a ee fends vitbeet © a fon e 55 
can be obtained at the regular term 2 e Mer es 

fa. yt 3 > 3 desirable in cases in lee Government is a party, 
„ u. 
p ene testimony, necessary or to establish its rights 


Sir, such a trial under the circumstances of these seizures is desir- 
able, whether the testimony has been secured or not. If the Govern- 
ment or its agents have gone forward to make these seizures prema- 
turely and precipitately before it has the evidence which would 
justify them before any tribunal, it ought to bear the consequences, 
Suits of this kind ought not to be delayed simply because the agents 
of the Government have gone forward and with rash and reckless 
haste struck down the interests of a whole community on evidence 
that it is not prepared to go before a jury with. He goes on to say: 

Were these cases thoroughly prepared for trial— 

If they were net thoroughly prepared for trial the agents of the 
Department should not have felt themselves authorized to make this 
wholesale seizure. Surely no such action as that could be justified 
upon any other evidence than such as ought to satisfy a jury when- 
ever the question is jndicially presented : 

Were these cases thoroughly prepared for trial, other things being equal, 1 
should have no hesitancy in recommendi: e 
2 pid pcg y 3 ——5 passage of this act, although very 

I admit that this act is rather an unusual one; but the exigency 
which the action of these agents has created is more unusual and far 
more extraordinary than this legislation which is proposed to meet it. 

This, however, is not the 8 condition of the cases mentioned in the act, and 
from information received from the special agent of this Department now in Mis- 
sissippi, I am compelled to admit— 

What? Notwithstanding all this seizure, notwithstanding all this 
devastation and robbery by his agents, notwithstanding all this he 
says— 

I am compelled to admit that they could not be for trial at the time 
. 
stated hereafter. 

He states in another place that if pressed to a trial verdicts will go 
against the Government. Some of these cases were returned to the cir- 
cuit court of the United States, which held its session a short time since 
in the city of Jackson. I think there were thirteen of them. The 
parties were there clamoring fora trial, and the agent who made 
these seizures was there; but was he ready ? No, sir; he applied for 
a continuance on the part of the Government, asked to continue these 
cases for six months longer, and upon what ground? Upon the ground 
that he had no testimony ; he had not summoned a single witness. 
The court overruled that motion for a continuance, and dismissed the 
suits, and restored the 8 to the defendants. Perhaps the same 
thing may happen, I hope it will, in these cases, for I do not believe 
that there has been that wholesale depredation upon the public lands 
that is charged. I could give reasons for this belief, but as that is a 
question for the court I do not care to discuss it here. The only 
point that I press upon the attention of the Senate is that what is 
8 is a speedy trial and a quick adjudication of the conflicting 
claims, 

The committee make but one objection, though they state it in 
various forms; and that is that while it would be a very great sav- 
ing of money to the parties litigant it is not proper to remove the 
sittings of court to the locality where these seizures were made, 
because local excitement exists against the Government there. There 
is dissatisfaction there with this proceeding ; but I do not think that 
there is that excitement which Senators seem to think exists. There 
is certainly none against the Government, and I believe that even if 
these cases were tried by a jury selected right among those people 
the Government would have complete justice. But the objection 
has no sort of foundation for another reason. Under the practice of 
the Federal court in Mississippi the jars are never summoned from 
the county in which the court is held. The venires go through the 
entire district, and the juries aro brought to court from distant points. 

The policy of the law, the policy of all American jurisprudence, and 
it is a fundamental principle of it, is to bring trials as close to the 
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place where the case arises as possible. Why do you have a Federal 
court in Mississippi for the trial of cases which arise in that State? 
Why do you have two districts for the trial of cases which arise within 
their respective limits? It is because it is the policy of the law and 
the soul of justice to try every case among the people of the vicinage 
where the case arose and where the witnesses reside. And the nearer 
a 1 system approximates this, the more perfect it is as a system 
of trial. 

It is upon this principle that the penal statutes of the United States 
provide that “the Supreme Court, or, when that court is not sitting, 
any circuit justice or circuit judge, together with the judge of the 

roper district, may direct special sessions of a circuit court to be 
held, for the trial of criminal causes, at any convenient place within 
the district nearer to the place where the offenses are said to be com- 
mitted, and the place appointed by law for the stated sessions.” 

I shall not trespass further on the attention of the Senate, except 
simply to notice one objection which the Attorney-General makes. 
He expresses a doubt as to the power of Congress to pass legislation 
of this sort, because it cannot alter what he calls the terms of bonds 
into which parties have entered. Well, sir, there stands the general 
statute in your code giving court the right to do this very thing, in 
criminal cases and even in civil cases, in some of the States, and to 
make all writs and recognizances returnable to special terms at places 
other than those at which the regular terms are held. The objection is 
mere attorneyship, which, even if it were well founded, can be easily 
avoided by the waiver by the parties themselves for whose benefit 
this sei patente is pro , who alone could take advantage of it. 

I will say further that unless this bill is passed at once, or if it is 
clogged with amendments and has to go back to the other House, the 
time will be too short to give the notice 3 and the aar w 
be equivalent to a denial of the speedy which it is intended to 
secure. 

Having, sir, in a very brief way and as rapidly as I could, stated 
the facts which it is thonght make this legisla 
so eminently just and desirable, I shall close, thanking the Senate 
for its attention. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment: 

That a special term of the circuit court of the United States for the district of 
Louisiana shall be holden at Lake Charles, parish of Calcasieu, Louisiana, to begin 
on the second Monday in April, 1878; and the clerk of said court shall cause notice 
of said special term of said court to be 3 in a newspaper in New Orleans, 
Lonisian ke Charles, at least ten days before the 
begiuning da, recognizances which relate 
to any suitor suits or intervention pending, or which may be instituted in ssid 
court on behalf of the United States against amy party or parties for or on account 


or turpentine, or growing out of or on account of any 
all de arin WPO, ON pean ine Date led pre Sa ar blic lands of 
the United States in said district shall be considered as belonging 
term; and such suits shall be then and there tried and determined as if they had 
been ght, and such writs, processes, bonds, 
and taken with reference and made returnable to, such 
siding jndge of said court shall have power to continue such special 
time to time until said suits shall be determined, if, in his judgment, the ends of 
justice may so require. 

I desire to state to the Senate the reasons why I dissent from the 
conclusion of the Judiciary Committee, that this is not a case where 
an exception should be made by legislation, which I myself agree is 
generally objectionable. In the circuit court for the district of Lou- 
isiana there was instituted a proceeding which was in the natare of 
replevin; a writ of sequestration was issued. I have seen and ex- 
amined this original writ, and it is to this effect, the suit being insti- 
tuted cep four parties named in the petition, that the marshal of 
the United States is commanded to seize all the logs and timber in 
the State of Louisiana in a suit inst these four parties and four 
other personsunknown. The t of the execution of that writ was 
that some 80,000 logs in the parish of Calcasien, in the State of Lou- 
isiana, lying in that district of country extending some two hundred 
miles, were seized, as Istate, without having been reduced to the form 
that any officer of the Government could ascertain to whom this prop- 
erty belonged or whether this timber was or was not cut upon public 
lands. I find that the instructions given by the Secretary of the 
Interior to this special agent, Mr. Carter, were as follows: 

Your effort should be to ascertain the facts in each particular case and obtain 


all data necessary to enable the United States district attorney to institute pro 
roceedings to seize timber or lumber, to recover value of same, gud to DORIS 


‘or fine and imprisonment. 
Tt is Mosona nie ay ve instructions that will minutely govern yor action, 
to exercise your discretion in each case in obtaining the 
data referred to, which ve involve location of timber and lumber unlawfully cut, 
passers. 


of any lumber, logs, e 


ney were to 
upon a certain ship there were smuggled goods and a libel should 
be issued from the district court to ibe 

port of New Orleans. I do not suppose that there has ever been such 


tion so necessary and | parti 


a proceeding instituted in any court in this country. If the United 


States Government through its prosecuting attorney can go into the 
United States circuit court in the State of Louisiana and have this 
sweeping writ issued and if it should be ultimately decided that the 
writ was improperly issued, I ask what remedy or what relief have 
these parties who have been ruined? They willsimply have a claim 


against the Government of the United States. They are a ple 
coming from the North and West, engaged in creating this industry. 
Mills to a 1 number were being erected on these streams. The 


men engaged in this work are men who work during the entire winter, 
waiting for the spring floods in order that this timber which had been 
cut by their labor should be floated down to a market. 

Mr, President, although some of this timber has been cut for years 
and remained in the 70 g of Louisiana on account of the low water, 
although this timber may have changed hands a dozen times, although 
there is not a single mark by which some of this timber can possibly 
be identified, (and that is a misfortune to the Government of the United 
States, if it was cut from the public lands,) notwithstanding all these 
facts, this tof the Interior Department, Mr. Carter, has gone into 
a court, and upon his mere affidavit has had this vast amount of prop, 
erty seized and held by the Government of the United States. 

he amendment that I offer is not to disturb in any sense the rela- 
tions existing between these litigants. The writs remain as they were 
issued; all the pr ings remain untouched ; and the suit can be 
prosecuted. It is simply that a special term shall be held in Calca- 
sien Parish, where this timber is now lying, where all the witnesses 
and all the parties interested reside and where the questions can all 
be determined e same judge who sits in the city of New Orleans 
and the case can be prosecuted by thesame district attorney who would 
prosecute it in the city of New Orleans and the property he held by 
the same marshal who now holds the property in his custody. 

I ask what possible disadvantage this can be to the United States 
Government? It is said that the juries may sympathize with these 
ies whose rights have been disturbed by this proceeding; but I 
call attention to the fact that in the State of Louisiana in the United 
States courts the jurors are not the judges of the law, they are sim- 
ply judges of the fact; and it is always within the power of the 

nited States ju to set aside a verdict which he considers has 
been rendered against the law. : 

„The Secretary of the Interior says: 

Were these cases thoroughly prepared for trial, other things being equal, I 
should have no hesi in recommending the although v 
5 8 POPE eee 
I do not know, Mr. President, how long these proceedings have 
been pending in other States, but I am willing to accept the state- 
ment of the Secretary of the Interior that this act would not be objec- 
tionable, provided the United States Government was ready for trial. 


pened | I call attention to the fact that this suit was instituted on the 9th of 


May last, and if a special term should be held on the second Monday 
in April almost an entire year would have ela) before the trial 
would come off under this amendment, which is ample time for the 
United States to prepare itself for trial. But, Mr. President, so far 
from the Government of the United States requiring a year to pre- 
pare for trial, the writ of sequestration on the 9th of May last could 
not have been issned properly unless the United States Government 
was then ready to sustain that writ, because it is issued only upon an 
affidavit that this property belongs to the Government of the United 
States, and that affidavit could not have been made unless at that 
ame the Government of the United States had evidence of its own- 
ership. 

I will suggest to the Senator from ef that my amendment 
will not in any way embarrass the House bill, of which I am in favor. 
It will be only necessary, I suppose, to change the date fixed in the 
12 if the amendment should require it to be returned to the House, 

r. SARGENT. Ishonld like to have the Senator explain the effect 
of the amendment, The date fixed in it is in May. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The original bill applies only to the State of Missis- 
sippi. My amendment applies to the State of Louisiana. I under- 
stood the Senator from Mississippi to ry Bene as the time was ve 
short between now and the period fixed in the House bill, my amend- 
ment would embarrass the 2 of the bill. Isuggest to him 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator from Louisiana as mov- 
ing to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 

r. EUSTIS. Mine is an additional section. 

Mr. SARGENT. That explains it. I understood it to be a motion 
to strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. LAMAR. I suggest to the Senator from Louisiana that he had 
better reserve his amendment and offer it as a separate bill and I will 
vote for it cheerfully in that shape i but if he moves it as an amend- 


ment to the bill, it will be sent back to the House and the delay may 
defeat the pu of the bill. 
Mr. BLAINE. I should like to ask some Senator who is more 


familiar with this case than I am—I am sure I am not at all familiar 
with it—I should like to ask some member of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee under what authority of law in the statutes (and I certainly ask 
the question merely for instruction) these suits were brought? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on the Judiciary has not been 
instructed to investigate any such question. The Committee on the 
Judiciary was not instructed to try the controversy between the 
United States and these people in order to know whether the suits 
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could be sustained or not sustained, and we have not directed our 
attention to that question. 

Mr. BLAINE. 
the suits conld be sustained or not sustained. Janel ok course, de- 


was not asking that. I was not asking whether 


pends on the evidence and on a great many other things, but my 
uestion went to this point whether there was any authority of law 
for instituting these suits. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is one of the questions that the Judiciary 
Committee has not been instructed to inquire into and has not in- 
nired into. If there was not any authority of law for institutin 

the suits, undoubtedly the judge before whom they are brought wi 
dismiss them. T 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
does not know whether there is any authority of law for bringing 
the suits or not. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The chairman of the Judiciary Committee does 
not say anything of the kind. He thinks he does know, but he does 
not feel called upon to go into that question just now. 

Mr. LAMAR. I will answer the question of the Senator from Maine 
if he addresses it to me. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let us have the answer. 

7 I do not think there is any authority. I am not able 
to find it. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask the question for this reason: I find that in 
sections 2461, 2462, and 2463 of the Revised Statutes there are certain 

rohibitions and penalties in regard to upon the public 
faite and taking and removing timber therefrom, and at the end 
of each of these sections there is a direction to section 4751 of the 
Revised Statutes, and that says: 

All ties and forfeitures incurred under the ions of sections 2461, 24 
and title ‘ The Public Lands,” shall be sued for, recovered, distributed, an 
accounted for under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, and shall be paid 
over, one-half to the informers, if any, or tors, where Lene! and the other 
to the Secretary of the Navy for the use of the Navy pension fund; and the Secre- 
tary ta authorized to mitigate, in whole or in part, on such terms and conditions 
as he deems proper, by an order in writing, any fine, penalty, or forfeiture so 


I do not know whether there is any other authority about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to make 
a single statement? 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam asking wholly for information. e 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I think questions of a similar character have 
been before the circuit court of the United States. I know of one 


instance in which the whole question has been upon and of 
course the authority sustained. I sup there is no doubt about 
the authority. The Government owns and I suppose can seize 


things taken from them. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not understand that these 
actions are brought to recover the penalty. The Government of the 
United States claims that the property belongs to the Government, 
and it has the same right to follow the property, to bring an action 
to recover the pro that the Senator from Maine would have to 
recover his house if illegally taken from him. 

AAT AMOENG Without bond or security of any kind to indem- 
ify the n 1 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That depends on the local statute. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to see the statute under which the 
proceeding is regulated.. In every State there is a statutory action 


of replevin which requires security on the of the y who de- 
sires to seize the property, in order that if the person w property 
is seized shall be dam thereby and such shall be ascer- 


tained as the result of it, he may have a remedy on the bond. Now 
show me the statute which authorizes the United States to bring this 
proceeding, and if it does bring it what the regulation is in reference 
to the bond. 

Mr. BLAINE. Is there any possibility of recovering that Tamango! 

Mr. SARGENT. None at all; the only resort is fora man who 
been ruined in this way to come here as a pauper and ask relief at 
the hands of Con It is a denial of justice. 


naval purposes, and the authority is given there to the Secretary of 
the Logit N 

Mr. BLAINE. It says “any other timber.” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That section gives him special authority, 
and there is no other in the Revised Statutes but that which he has 
read. The Secretary of the Interior, however, and the legal adviser 
of the Government, the Attorney-General, have taken the ground that 
the Government has a common-law right to prosecute actions of trover 
and replevin under the State laws, and they are now prosecuting peo- 
ple in the various States under the State law; but in nearly all the 
cases that have fallen within my knowledge, while they have availed 
themselves of the remedy given by the local law, they have refused 
to comply with the provisions of the local law. Take, for instance, 
the action of replevin. In nearly every State the plaintiff before he 

ets a writ of seizure is required to give bond to secnre the defendant 
in double the value of the. property seized. In these suits, I have 
been informed that the Government has refused to give any security, 
and at the same time avails itself of the local law to prosecute these 
people; It was done in my State, and the property is tied up. The 

efendant has no opportunity to assert his rights until the court meets, 
In ordinary cases he has a bond from the plaintiff and he may rebond 
or rereplevy. In some instances I think that he has been denied ; and 
I know that in nearly all cases the Government has refused to give any 
security to defendants that will secure them in the event that the 
suits go against the Government. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I generally dissent with great 
reluctance from any suggestion made by the Judiciary Committee. I 
have great confidence in their learning, their ability, their integrity, 
and their wisdom ; bnt it sometimes happens that I feel constrained 
to dissent from what they suggest ought to be done, and this is one 
of those cases. I do it with very great deference. 

I understand that this legislation is asked for upon two grounds: 
first, that the circumstances surrounding the parties whose 8 
has been seized and against whom suits have been brought are suc 
as to make it necessary in their interest, however the right may be 
determined to be, to have their rights promptly adjudicated ; and the 
Senator from Mississippi has suggested strong reasons in support of 
that view. Ido not care torecount them; I am not as familiar with 
them as he is; but he has stated them sufficiently for the information 
of the Senate. Then, in the next place, it is said that they are remote 
from Jackson, the place where the court ordinarily sits. They are 
distant two hundred miles, many of them long distances from the 
railroad. It will cost them large sums to attend there, and they will 
have to pay lawyers with whom they are unacquainted large fees to 
defend their suits. In that way it will operate burdensomely and 
ss esas upon them. 

hese facts are not denied. Why, then, ought not the prayer of 
these people to be granted? Ladmit that ordinarily it is not wise to be 
holding special terms, but the necessity for doing it often arises. We 
find in the highest court of the United States that particular cases 
are very often expedited. I know it has been the practice of the 
circuit court and sometimes of the district court to expedite cases; 
and I know that Congress has in the past found it necessary to so 
legislate as to provide that in some States special terms may be held. 
I have the Revised Statutes before me now, and it is provided that in 
the States of Kentucky, Indiana, and Tennessee the circuit judges, 
with the concurrence of the judge of the Supreme Court who rides 
the circuit, may order special terms to be held at the places where the 
terms of the court are usually held. This power is conferred upon 
the judges in these districts for the very purpose of expediting liti- 
gation where it ought to be determined promptly. Then particular] 
in my own State there is a regulation of this sort that applies an 
ought to have a direct bearing upon the ease now before the Senate. 
Section 667 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

In each of the districts of North Carolina the circuit court may order special 
terms thereof, to be held at such times and places in said district as the court may 


: Provided, That no special term of the circuit court for either district 
be appointed, except by and with the concurrence and consent of the circuit 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from California will | Judge. 


not claim that the United States is ever required to give bond. The 
object of a bond is to indemnify one party to the suit. The United 
States is supposed to be able to respond in damages. 

Mr. SARGENT. I deny that the United States can avail itself of 
this proceeding. I deny that there is any statute for it; and I should 
like to see it produced if any one can produce it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is not essential that there should 
be a statute. è 

Mr. SARGENT. Itisnot a common-law proceeding. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. That question has been determined by the circuit 
court of the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. When the Senator cites the authority I shall admit 
it of course; 

Mr. BLAINE.. I always feel that I am right when I can get the 
lawyers to dispute over a proposition. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SARGENT. Can the Senator from Minnesota give us the 
authority to which he referred ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have had occasion to look into the ques- 
tion suggested by the Senator from Maine, because it affects very 
materially the interests of the people of my State. The section of 
the law he read refers to naval reservations and timber necessary for 


That provision of the Revised Statutes is intended to meet the very 
end which is sought to be attained by this legislation. My State is 
very long, about seven hundred miles in length, and if parties on 
some occasions are required to attend the court at the regular place 
of its 3 they would have to travel two hundred and in some 
cases three hundred miles. In order to avoid this oppression—for it 
would often amount to downright oppression—the judges are author- 
ized to hold special terms of the court, and within the last ten years 
in many instances they have held these special terms to the advan- 
tage of the Government and to the advantage and the relief of the 


people. 

While ordinarily I would not consent to such legislation as this bill 
pro , it seems to me wise and proper to direct that a special term 
of the court shall be held at the p designated in the bill. In the 
first place it will enable the parties in litigation to have their rights 
promptly decided. In the next place it will save hundreds of poor 
persons the expense, which would prove ruinous to them, of goin, 
two hundred miles to a strange place to court. Now, what is the evi 
to be feared if this legislation shall be had? Why, that these trials 
will be had where the juries will be packed, where the people are 
generally unfriendly to the Government. There may be something 
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in that; I cannot undertake to say how that is; but we know that a 
Jearned judge will preside over that court, and if he finds that the 
uries are dishonest or are not dis to find the facts as they are 
in the interest of the Government, he can control the verdict and set 
it aside; and the Senator from Mississippi su ts to me that he is 
authorized to say that the parties defendant there will be willing for 
the judge to decide the law and the facts both; and it would be com- 
tent for the judge to do so if the — to the litigation agree that 
e may find the facts. I understand that there is a special provision 
in the bill guarding against this evil. 
It really seems to me, with all deference and respect to the Judi- 


“ ciary Committeo, that in this case the relief sought e to be 


granted, first upon the ground that it expedites litigation that ought 
to be settled, and, secondly, on the ground that it relieves hundreds of 
people from goin two hundred miles to court at great expense. 

The PRES G OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) The 
nestion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Louisiana, 
Mr. Evstis.] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the pope Alabama are so mate- 
rially concerned in this matter that I feel it my duty to make some 
N of the bill. 

he question put by the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. 
BLAINE] was a very pertinent one, it seems to me, for it is the duty 
of the Senate to inquire whether the Secretary of the Interior is the 
proper person to prosecute suits of this character, and to ascertain 
whether or not these suits are in their nature properly sustainable. 
I do not t the Senate now to decide that point. It is not in- 
volved in this bill otherwise than in an incidental way, but the 
Secretary of the Interior has taken upon himself a very large amount 
of extra-official duty in reference to the preservation of the forest 
timber in the United States. It is that intrusive policy of his which 
has bronght these cases in different parts of the United States to the 
attention of the country as being cases novel in their characteristics 
and cases that have been sustained by very extraordinary and un- 
usual proceedin In looking into the statutes of the United States 
in reference to the preservation of public lands and the forests and 
timber on the public lands, we find two sections alone devoted to that 
object, and they relate to lands chiefly that have been reserved for mili- 
tary and naval purposes. They relate also to trespasses upon the pub- 
lic lands generally by cutting and carrying away timber, but they 
rovide penalties of threefold the value of the timber taken, to be 
m y a court after conviction by a jury of the country, and in 
addition to that a fine and the imprisonment of the party offending 
ainst the laws of the United States. When money is derived under 
these statutes from a conviction after an indictment what becomes of 
that money? It is paid over, one-half to the use of the Navy for the 
purpose of supplying naval hospitals and the other half to the inform- 
ers. Bares that a recovery is had in these cases; suppose in this 
action of replevin that a recovery is had by the United States Govern- 
ment, what isthe judgment in the case? It is that the plaintiff recover 
the property = = = eee mc the dam 5 to be 
its va together with such ot amages aps as the jury may 
e the logs are recovered; that the de endant surrenders 
the logs at the pinos where they were at the time of the apies ts 
on the —_ ands, but on private lands to which they have been 
carried by the persons who have cut them from the public lands; 
when the Government of the United States gets these logs in hand 
what is it going to do with them? There is no provision of the law 
that authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, or, if you please, the 
Secretary of the Navy either, or any other officer of the Government, 
to dispose of these logs after they have been recovered in an action of 
replevin. You must then enact a law; Congress must provide means 
for the sale of this 8 and then the means for carrying the 
money realized into the Treasury. 

I refer to this fact merely to show that the effort of the Govern- 
ment through the Interior ats on rena to bring an action of replevin 
and to recover in a case like this is an effort that stands entirely out- 
side of the law. It was not in the contemplationof anystatute that has 
been enacted by Congress that any suit of this sort should be brought 
either in a State court or in a Federal court. The action of replevin 
has been adopted by the Secretary of the Interior through the advice, 
perhaps, of the Attorney-General or with his consent, under that pro- 
vision of law which authorizes and requires the courts of the United 
States to conform their procedure to the forms and lations pre- 
seribed in the different States. That practice was understood to be 
adopted with this qualification, that the forms of procedure in the 
different States should themselves conform to the nature of the right 
asserted on the part of the Government. 

Such State remedies or forms of procedure ony 
suitable and adequate to redress the grievance o 
ment has the right under its laws to complain. 

It has been suggested here, for instance, that in the event that the 
United States brings in one of its own courts an action of replevin 
and derives the authority to resort to that action from an act of Con- 

which requires the Federal courts to adopt the procedure of the 
— the adoption of that procedure the Government should be 
compelled to adopt it entirely or notat all. Ifthat is the correct view 
of the subject, and I do not see how any other view of it would be 
correct, then by turning to the statutes of Mississippi we find that 
an action of replevin is provided for; but there are two conditions on 


are adopted as are 
which the Govern- 


which the right to sue in Mississippi in an action of replevin is predi- 
cated. The first is, that the plaintiff after making an affidavit, in 
which he describes his property and states the right of property deed, 
the right to the immediate ion of the property, and sets forth 
the value of it, shall, in addition thereto, swear that the possession 
of it has been unlawfully i ecb by the defendant within one year 
of the date of the bringing of the action. That is the first condition 
recedent to the bringing of such a suit in mar Gr the courts of the 
Btate of Mississippi. The next condition is that the plaintiff shall 
ve bond with security to the defendant to pay him such costs and 
ages as he should sustain by the wrongful suing out of the writ. 

If you adopt the Mississippi statute of replevin and undertake to 
carry that into an action in the law courts of the United States you 
must necessarily take the entire statute; you must take the act with 
all the features which the of Mississippi has provided for 
the guarding of the right of the parties. This statutory affidavit is 
a peculiar one, a very explicit one, and one that is required by the 
statutes of ens to negative the statute of limitations in the 
very initial process of the suit. There is another provision to which I 
have adverted that the plaintiff in every action of replevin—it makes 
no difference who that plaintiff may be—is required to give a bond 

yable to the defendant to compensate him in all such costs and 

as may be sustained by the wrongful suing out of the writ 
and in the event that the seizure of the property is allowed to pro- 
ceed; and no bond is given by the defendant that the plantiff will 
restore the property or the value of it to the plaintiff at the end of 
the suit. Now it is said the Government of the United States is not 
required to give bond in any suit that it may bring, that it is suffi- 
ciently for any e Emi ee without giving the de- 
fendant a right to sue on a bond for his protection. That is very true; 
in all instances where the Government has the right to sue it certainly 
has the right to sue without a bond; but when the Government claims 
the right to sue under a State statute and that statute prescribes to 
the plaintiff that a bond shall be given, the Government by adopting 
that form of proceeding and by resorting to that statute is bound to 
accept its terms and bound to give the bond; otherwise the action 
cannot be maintained. And so if the plaintiff to the action should 
fail to swear that the alleged conversion or detention of the property 
occurred within a year from the date of the bringing of that suit the 
suit would fail although the United States is the plaintiff. 

Now, has the Government of the United States in these actions of 
replevin in Mississippi adopted this State statute of Mississippi, or 
has it gone back to the original common-law writ of replevin? I dare 
say that it will be very difficult for any lawyer to sustain an action 
of replevin in the circuit courts of the United States based upon the 
common Jaw for the recovery of logs which haye been severed from 
the freehold, not by the act of the owner of the freehold and thereby 
converted iuto personalty, but by the act of the trespasser. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will state that the common-law remedy 
would not be applicable in any of these cases, because that applied 
only to cases which involved a wrongful taking and did not include 
the wrongful detention. In these cases there is no charge of wrongful 
3 involved at all, and hence they have to rely upon the statute 

w. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think that is a just criticism in respect to the 
action of replevin at common law, but I think there is another criti- 
cism upon the application or applicability of the writ of replevin at 
common law quite as good as that or better. ‘The writ of replevin, 
under the decisions of the common-law courts, as I understand it, is 
confined almost entirely to recovery of distress for rents which had 
been improperly or illegally exacted. It is a very narrow writ and 
almost an obsolete writ at common law. I do not remember any 
action of replevin that has been brought in the name of the United 
States at all; and I dare say that in the times past, with the wise law- 
yers who have had the administration of the lawsof the United States, 
when occasions have arisen quie as emergent as this, that action 
would have been resorted to, if any lawyer had ever conceived that 
it was an appropriate form of action or an appropriate action at all 
for the recovery of timber which had been severed from the United 
States domain by pires trespassers, 

The Secretary of the Interior, without having any actual jurisdic- 
tion over this subject, without being appointed by the laws of the 
United States to take this matter into consideration, in his over- 
zeal for the protection of the forests of the country, has outstripped 
the law in every particular. To show the uncertainty of this pro- 
cedure and the attitude that the Government of the United States is 
placed in before the popie of the country in respect of the prosecu- 
tion of these suits, I will refer to one little incident here. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana referred to the fact that a writ of sequestration 
was brought in that State for the purpose of seizing logs that had 
been severed from the public domain, as was alleged. The officer 
of the Government who instituted that suit went to the statutes of 
Lonisiana to find his writ of sequestration. That is a writ which is 
peculiar in the United States as a law writ to the statutes of Louisi- 
ana. I do not know of any other State which provides a writ of se- 
questration for the purpose of trying a title to personal property. 
Of course all the courts of equity in the different States where they 
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have separate systems have the right to resort to a process of seques- 
tration, but only for the purpose of compelling the appearance of the 
defendant. If the defendant has been summoned refused to ap- 
pear, you can sequester his property until he does come in and enter 
an ap ce, That is the nature of a writ of sequestration in the 
States where the common law obtains. 

The Government of the United States in Louisiana, proceedin ng upon 
this idea that the statutes of the particular locality were to be adopted 
as the modes of procedure to arrive at these results, adopted the writ 
of sequestration in that State, and pursued it, I believe, in some in- 
stances to a successful result. When this matter had to be trans- 
ferred to Missisippi, when the agents appointed in Washington, one 
to swear and another to prosecute, went to that State and examined 
into this subject by traveling up and down the rivers, or, in buggies, 
across the lands of which they knew nothing personally, for the pur- 
pose of instituting their actions, what did they do there? Instead 
of dropping the Louisiana writ of sequestration and resorting to the 
Mississi ppi writ of replevin, or trover, or detinue, or whatever writ 
they might find appropriate under the laws of that State, they brought 
the writ of sequestration with them from Louisiana and set it on 
foot in Mississippi, and instituted an outrageous proceeding against 
the people of that State. The writ of sequestration is about as much 
at home in the State of Mississippi as I would be in Lapland. 

Now, what did they do? A young man from the city of Washington, 
Mr. Bartlet, and I understand a very nice gentleman, went down there 
and made some preliminary surveys. He took a bird’s-eye view of the 
entire length and breadth of that vast flat region of country covered 
with nothing but pine-trees, and he then found himself, after this 
cursory examination, enabled to swear, to the best of his knowledge, 
information, and belief, that a large number of logs had been cut 
from tracts of land which he could not describe and by people whom 
he did not know and could not name, Under the sanction of that 
oath, writs were issued against perhaps fifty or more persons by Mr. 
Carter, the prosecuting agent, in which writs it is expressly stated 
that this agent of the Government cannot name all the defendants. 
He is still there operating, still there asserting the majesty of the laws 
of the United States and the poves of this great Government against 
the people of that section of the country in a manner violative of 
its laws. He issued these writs and went out and seized what? As 
my friend from eee says, fifty and a hundred miles below the 
lands where it was possible that these trees could have been cut, he 
seized large booms or rafts of logs stored away at the saw-mills. He 
seized the whole of them and the order of seizure indorsed upon the 
process and return of the agent was that, “I have seized all the logs 
present at the given place and on either bank of this river for so 
many miles up.” He next finds a railroad bridge that crosses just 
below these mills and with a written instruction he posted guards 
upon the drawbri and refused to allow it to be opened for any 
purpose whatever, was for the purpose of impeding commerce ; 
it was for the purpose of preventing tar, turpentine, resin, and lumber, 
which were the productions of the alleged trespassers on the public 
lands, from being carried to the sea, and, as was truly remarked by 
the Senator from Mississippi, vessels thus detained claimed large 
amounts for demurrage. tentions of an unlawful character oc- 
curred there, and for a considerable time these people were abso- 
lutely locked up, so that they could not do say business whatever, 
although they hundreds of thousands of dollars of capital in- 
vested 


I desire to say that most of the persons who are engaged in this 
business, the largest capitalists who are operating in that region of 
country, are men who came from the lumbering districts of the North- 
west and set up their business in the South, and we were glad to have 
them come. It will not do to assume that these men from the North- 
west, or the men who came from other parts of the United States, or 
the men who lived there entered upon this business with a view of 
marauding upon the public lands; and yet the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in his actions, in every step that he has taken in reference 
to this whole matter, has acted upon the hypothesis that every man 
whom he has to deal with was a pilferer of the public timber upon 
the lands of the Government. I say that is a false assumption ; it is 
false in fact and it is discreditable, I must say, to the Government to 
assume such an attitude toward any portion of the ple of this 
country, especially before something has been develo in some 
authentic form to give an officer of the Government the right to make 
such an assertion as that against the people of the United States. 

For the purpose of showing to the Senate how utterly untrue sucha 
statement is, an examination of the land surveys upon the very riv- 
ers on which these logs were seized will show the fact that less than 
8 per cent. of the lands upon either side of those rivers within six 
miles of the channel of the river are public lands. You may measure 
them up for a hundred miles through the entire region in reference to 
which the trespasses have been alleged to have been committed, and 
less than 8 per cent. of all the lands within six miles of these rivers 
on either side as far up as they are navigable are public lands. The 
rest were taken up years ago; some of them under Spanish grants 
confirmed by the United States and very many others by entries to 
get the advantage of these immense and beautiful forests of pine trees 
which have been standing there now for centuries. That is a low, 
flat, sandy country, There is scarcely a country to be found anywhere 
in the United States from which the hauling of sawlogs would be 
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more difficult. It isso difficult that were you to give a man the tim- 
ber anywhere six miles distant from the lines of the rivers and com- 
pel him to haul it to the river to be rafted down to these mills the 
man would lose money by the operation. The timber trees have to 
be collected within a convenient and short distance of the banks of 
these rivers to yield any profit to the a These facts, which I 


can establish by reference to the records of the Department of the 
Interior, becanse I have had occasion to look into the subject, prove 
how very unn how very gratuitons, is this immense excitement 
into which the Secretary of the Interior has wrought himself in refer- 
ence to depredations upon the public lands in that part of the coun- 
try. Those men went there and established themselves in business 
and invested their money and employed hundreds of n who have 
no other means of subsistence but such as they derive from these 
enterprises. 

These men knew perfectly well when they went there that they 
were not dependent upon any precarious supply of logs that men 
could steal from the public lands in order to sustain these enterprises. 
They went there to do business knowing the resources of that busi- 
ness; and they would not invest their capital in an enterprise which 
in itself is always somewhat perilous upon a precarious supply of 
logs to be stolen from the public lands. 

ow, Mr. President, after these writs of sequestration were aban- 
doned, a new series of writs was issued. They searched about among 
the law-books to see if they could not find some writ by which they 
could avoid the statutes of the United States, which in themselves 
are mandatory upon the courts and upon the prosecuting counsel of 
the United States, and they found upon the statute-books of Missis- 
sippi the writ which was referred to by the Senator from that State, 
I insist that when the United States Government has by its statutes 
prescribed a certain penal remedy in its own favor against marauders 
upon the public lands and has been entirely silent in reference to any 
other method of redress, it must be the accepted construction of the 
laws that it was the intention of the Government that marauders 
upon the public lands should be prosecuted according to such statute, 
But suppose there is another remedy. Suppose that it lies broadly 
open to the Government to sue for the timber seized in an action of 
detinue or in an action of replevin. They have gone to the action of 
replevin, this almost obsolete writ of the common law, and they have 
availed themselves of that. Who makes the affidavit upon which 
these writs issue? A man who could not possibly know anything 
about what he is swearing. How does he swear? To the best of his 
knowledge, information, and belief, without stating as matter of fact 
that he has any knowledge, information, or belief. It is a proceeding 
based on conjecture and prosecuted in plain violation of law. 

The characterization which I find it necessary to give to this pro- 
ceeding would be entirely out of place and foreign to the point of 
this discussion if it were not in my judgment the duty of the Senate 
to consider whether there ought to be a speedy remedy afforded for 
the trial of this question; for if the suggestions which I make now 
and which unquestionably will be made when these cases come up to 
be defended should prove to be true suggestions, would it not be a 
very great misfortune that the Government of the United States had 
stopped a large business, a legitimate business, in that section of the 
country and had put men to great loss and great expense upon à pro- 
ceeding which appease upon its face to be frivolous almost and cer- 
tainly not very clearly defensible. 

When the Senator can urge against the validity of this proceeding 
arguments which are apparently sound if not actually so, ought not 
that to influence the Senate of the United States to grant to these 
people the relief which is prayed for in this bill, by allowing the judge 
to go there and hold a special term of the court for the speedy dis- 
posal of these cases? the United States Government when it 
availed itself of the Mississippi writ of replevin had given bond or 
placed itself in any position where it could provide oe pao hr these 
parties, then, I grant it, it would be the duty of the defendants and 

thaps of Congress to await the due process of the law, it makes no 

ifference how slow, because these parties would be assured that in 
the outcome of the whole transaction, if their objections to the action 
and to the line of proceeding of the Government are good, they would 
have full and complete indemnity. But what indemnity can they get 
now? None whatever. They must come to Congress as suppliants. 
They must come here and relief in the nature of appropriation 
bills, because the plaintiff, the Government of the United States, is 
exonerated by the very majesty and dignity of its power from giving 
its bond, which any other suitor would be required to give. hen 
the Government has availed itself of this advan and of the ad- 
vantage of the laws of ee and refuses to give any assurance 
in advance of a return to these defendants of the damages which they 
have sustained, is it not a reasonable duty on our part to say to these 
persons, “ You shall at all events have the benefit of a speedy trial ?” 

The J udiciary Committee saw 833 to ask Mr. Schurz, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and also Mr. Devens, the Attorney-General, their 
opinion about this matter. I have no objection to the making of 
such an 8 I think it is an entirely legitimate and proper in- 
quiry, although no such inquiry was ad to the parties who 
are petitioning here in reference to any of their rights or desires. 
The answer ps He has been made by the Government to the request 
of the Judiciary Committee for information on this subject as argued 
by the Senator from Mississippi is conclusive to show that there is 
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some enterprising genius in that section of the country whe is try- 
ing to keep himself well employed at.the expense of the Government 
and who desires that this litigation shall go on just as long as - 
ble, utterly regardless of the fact that 8 of the 5 
in these suits is being destroyed or greatly impaired. He says “Ican- 
not get ready for trial.” Sir, the man who was able to swear out a 
writ of replevin, unless he was able to commit perjury without a 
blush on his cheek, would be able to go into court and prove that 
writ. There can be no case found where a man, claiming title to 
property, being a competent witness and being able in his own con- 
science to swear the writ of replevin out of court, cannot go into 
court and prove that writ after it has been sworn out. 

How much allowance are we to make for this off-hand way of allow- 
ing a man to go into the courts of justice in this country and upon 
the best of his knowledge, information, and belief swear out writs 
of replevin which can destroy men in all their most material interests ? 
Yes, and destroy the whole community as well as the individual de- 
fendants. I say that the Government of the United States owes it to 
itself, owes it to the character of its own judiciary, owes it to the 
people against whom it brings suits that these writs shall be issued 
upon exactly the same sort of testimony which is required by the Con- 
stitution of the United States when I sue a writ against my neighbor ; 
and that is a plain requirement: 

ht of the to be secure in their and 
ag 22 * persons, houses, papers, effects, 


That is what is complained of here, unreasonable seizures— 
shall not be violated, and no warrant shall issue, but upon probable cause, sup- 
ported by oath or ¥ 

Probable cause must appear in the affidavit. The grounds, that is 
to say, the facts which constitute probable cause, must err Rare and 
must not be merely sworn to, must not merely have an vit ap- 

nded to it, but if must be “supported by oath or affirmation,” that 
is, proved by oath or affirmation. Some man must make that oath 
who knows what he is doing and knows what he is swearing to. 
Therefore I assert in that whenever a plaintiff in an action can 
in his conscience entitle himself to bring an action of replevin, assert- 
ing title in himself to specific property and that the defendant has 
got it in possession and unlawfully detains it so as to get a writ out 
of a court of the United States, that man can go into that court and 

rove the case. Now in this case they say they are not ready. 

r. President, they megs to have been as ready for trial as they were 
ready toissue writs. There is the proposition. They are always ready 
to issue writs; they are always ready to seize, always ready to abuse 
the process of the country, to the breaking down of the character of 
the country for honesty in its judicial administration; and yet, when 
they come to trial, they are not ready. Why not ready? Because 
they know that they have got these writs ont upon testimony which 
22 justified their issue and the writs ought never to have been 
issued. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I dislike to disturb the Senator’s address to the 
ury on the question of the merits of this controversy, but as now he 
lames the Government for not being ready to try the cases I want 

to ask him whether much blame can be imputed to the Government 
for not being ready to try the cases before the term has commenced 
at which, by law, they are to be tried; and in addition to that, when 
the Congress of the United States has not provided any money to pay 
for getting the witnesses and carrying on the prosecution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I expect that the want of pay is the chief difficulty 
in the way of this whole affair; but this timber agent who is down 
there is doing very well. I learn that he is a very gay gentleman. 
He is sailing abont from New Orleans to Mobile and carrying his 
carriages as far as from New Orleans to P ula to ride four miles 
to visit a saw-mill. I do not know whether any money has been 
appropriated for such expenses or not. When he fete through with 
the timber-thieves over in P oula he goes to Mobile and amuses 
himself in various discursive enjoyments up and down the bay. I 
think the Government will be ready whenever that well-provided 
agent is ready. I think whenever this Government wants a fair trial 
of these cases upon testimony which ought to have been prepared 
when the suits were brought, and upon which the action should have 
been founded, there will be no difficulty about its being ready for 
trial at any term of the court that may be fixed. 

The truth is, Mr. President, that the Government has no 
tion of ever being ready in these cases. The Government of the 
United States is using this process of distress against these defend- 
ants upon the avowed policy of the Secretary of the Interior that it 
isn in order to stop timber-thieving that you should stop 
saw-mills. That is the policy. You cannot stop the stealing of tim- 
ber unless you stop the ranning of saw-mills, and hence it is that the 
seizures are made not upon the public lands where the timbers are 
cut; the ordinary statutory provisions of the United States Govern- 
ment are not invoked ; but they go to the mills and seize the logs in 
the booms ready to be sawed, and they seize the ships upon which the 
Inmber is found. They go and get an order from the Secretary of 
the Treasury that they shall stop the ships going to sea loaded with 
lumber, though loaded with neither red cedar nor live-oak. It is not 
lawfally in tho power of the Secretary of the Treasury by his pro- 
hibitory order to stop any such thing; and yet this has been done. 


Mr. President, it is right on the part of the Government of the 
United States that it should proceed according to its own statutes in 
every case. The Government has one great duty resting upon it 
which according to my conception is equal to any other that can be 
imposed, and that is obedience to its own law. The po le of the 
United States can scarcely be blamed for violating the laws when 
the great heads of the administration of this Government systemat- 
ically disregard them and go to work upon subjects not confided to 
them in the statutes either in spirit or in letter, and provide for 


themselves remedies of their own devising for carrying out projects 
which the Government itself has never intrusted them with the duty 
of carrying ont. 

A Secretary 


of the Interior not charged with the care of the pub- 
lic forests at all, not having the right to the proceeds to be adminis- 
tered through his Department of any recoveries that may be had 
from trespassers upon the trees found on the public land; a Secretary 
of the Interior feeling himself clothed with some great and high au- 
thority which he does not deign to consult the statutes to find the 
measure and length and breadth and depth of, proceeds according to 
his own imperious will, or imperial will, if you please, to devise reme- 
dies to prosecute men in order to carry his purposes into effect. I den 
his authority for it; and I think it is time that we should furnish 
the citizens of the United States with an early and reasonable oppor- 
tunity to prove before the courts of the country that this is entirely 
on the part of the Secretary of the Interior a needless clamor, based 
upon false information. I will do the Secretary of the Interior the 
justice to say, for it is nothing more than justice requires should be 
done him, that his zeal in behalf of the forests of the United States 
is entirely worthy of his high character, and would be entirely justi- 
fied if he had happened by the laws of the United States to have 
been put in charge of this subject. I cannot blame him for having a 
very oe desire to preserve the forests of the United States, and 
yet, Mr. President, we have known how much has been done for the 
prosperity of this country through the very tres which the 
people have made upon the forests on the public domain. There is 
many a log-cabin in the United States to-day that has been built 
out of logs stolen, as the Secretary of the Interior would suppose, 
from the public domain. 

Would he bring his action of replevin to pull down a man’s cabin 
after he had erected it or seize the boards on the roof after he had 
split them ont of tepa timber? „Probably he would unshelter 
one-tenth of the population of the United States if he would pursue 
his policy to its logical and legitimate results. If he intends to pro- 
tect the forests of the United States against all depredation let him 
go with writs of replevin and seize the houses which have been built 
out of logs taken from the public domain. Mr. President, it is an 
anti-American idea. Our system of statute laws has been matured 
in reference to our own experience in this country, Congress has 
gone just as rapidly and just as far in its actual legislation as has 

n conceded by the people of the United States to be necessary for 
the protection of their public domain. I think we have gone far 
enough and fast enough in this direction. 

But because Con: has not gone to the romantic extent of pro- 
viding writs of replevin and writs of detinue and writs of trover, to 
recover all timber taken from public lands, and of putting the sub- 
ject under jurisdiction and control of the Secretary of the Interior, it 
is no reason at all why the Senate of the United States should indulge 
the Secretary in an attempted usurpation of such authority on his 
part. I protest that this is wrong on the part of the Government, and 
when the Government finds itself in a false position in reference to 
the proper exercise of the t power it may exert over the people of 
this country through the fadici establishment it should call a halt, 
and on the appeal of the peop for relief it should say to them, We 
will furnish you at least a plain and PE remedy for the wrong of 
which you complain, and onr. courts shall not, to say the least of it, 
require that these men whose property has been seized shall expend 
thousands of dollars and travel many hundreds of miles for a trial of 
tethers 8 le there wh ot go to the trial of 

are a man ple there who cann e trial o 
these cases unless mian A w by the defendants fe these suits. On 
them is thrown the onus probandi, The burden is thrown on the 
wrong party, for it is thrown upon the man who, without just cause, 
is fo to ineur expense and trouble and to put in jeopardy perhaps 
the last particle of property he has in the world in order to defend 
himself against a false clamor. Is there any harm in providing that 
a cirenit judge of the United States should hold a special term of the 
court in a county in Lower Mississippi? The only reasons that are 
urged against it that I know of are public inconvenience, the want 
of s precedent, the danger that there will not be a fair trial. Sup- 
pose that these seizures had occurred in the county of Mississippi in 
which Jackson is situated where this circuit court by Jaw is required 
to be held, would any Senator have risen in his place here and offered 
a bill to remove the court from the county in which Jackson is situ- 
ated in order to get a fair trial? Then the principle which is referred 
to by the Senator from Mississippi would have been instantly invoked 
by the Senate. It would have been said that the common law (this 
being a part of the common law of the United States as well as of 
Great Britain) moraran and provides sometimes in the most solemn 
manner that a jury trial shall be had by jurors drawn from the vicin- 
age of the alleged evil or wrong or crime. 
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There is nothing in this bill which violates that principle; but 
there is a provision in the bill which I sup was put in to meet an 
objection in a supposed state of the case, that a jury cannot be found 
in the southern part of the State of Mississippi to do justice between 
the Government of the United States and the people. Therefore a 

rovision has been placed in the bill authorizing the jury to be drawn 
— other parts of the State. You must have a jury from some- 
where in Mississippi. You are obliged to try these cases before a jury 
drawn from some part of that State, and I dare say you will find 
about as honest a jury in one part of Mississippi as in another. If 
this case had occurred in the State of Vermont, or rather in the State 
of Maine, which I believe has large lumber interests, it never would 
have occurred to my mind, if a Senator from that State had asked that 
a case should be tried in the lumbering regions for the convenience of 
the administration of justice, to have made the objection that we 
could not get an honest jury in the lumber region of Maine to try the 
cause. I have more faith than that in the American character. I 
believe when you get an average American under oath and in the 
jury-box he will in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred render an 

onest verdict, and it makes no difference from what pi of the coun- 
try he comes. I believe that is true in regard to the black man as well 
as the white man. I have argued many cases before juries that did 
not have a single white man upon them, and I have had honest ver- 
dicts rendered and sometimes very intelligent verdicts. It is not 
proper, it is not — 1 in the Senate to 2 any part of the 
people of the United States by saying if your trial is held in a certain 
county you cannot have a fair or peaceful trial. No Senator has 
urged that upon the Senate, but still that is the spirit that is breathed 
in the answer of the Attorney-General and of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and I repel it as an unjust accusation upon any community in 
the South with which I have ever been acquainted. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. There is not apparently anybody here. Therefore 
J move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on adivision—ayes 13, 
noes 35. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There seems to be a quorum. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. « 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] to add an additional 
section to the bill. 7 

Mr. LAMAR. I hope the Senator from Louisiana will not press his 
amendment, but will withdraw it; it will embarrass the measure. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Knowing asI do the great suffering, distress, and 
e to which the people of Mississippi have been subjected by 

is p ing, and as the Senator from Mississippi states that my 
amendment will embarrass the passage of the House bill, I will with- 
draw it and shall offer it as an independent proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, I have been a little sur- 
prised at the diseussion that this measure has elicited. There is no 
question before the Senate as to whether these suits were properly 
commenced or not or whether they can be maintained. I know 
nothing about the authority upon which they are instituted. That 
is a question for the courts to determine. I take it for granted that 
the Government supposed there was the proper authority to com- 
mence them; but the Judiciary Committee has not investigated that 
subject. It was not referred to it; neither is it a question for the Sen- 
ate to pass upon. I certainly know nothing about the controversy. 
I have heard very little about it through the papers or otherwise. I 
have understood that the Government lands were depredated upon in 
the South, and that logs had been replevied; but the extent of this 
action I know nothing about, the extent of it the Judiciary Commit- 
tee knows nothing about. The simple question is whether this is 
such an exceptional case as will warrant the Senate in going outside 
of the usual mode of trying cases in the Federal courts. I believe 
that the legislation proposed in this bill would be very vicious, ex- 
ceedingly so, and the Judiciary Committee unanimously thought so 
and directed that this report should be made adversely and the bill 


reported against. 

Although I have no experience in relation to suits of this kind in 
the courts they are common elsewhere. In Minnesota and in Wiscon- 
sin suits have been brought for depredating upon timber lands of the 
country. In Minnesota and Wisconsin the places where the offenses 
were committed were three hundred or four hundred miles from where 
the courts are held, and convictions have been had. We are told of 
convictions which have been had there. One firm, as I have been 
advised by one of the Senators from Wisconsin, paid by way of com- 
promise $100,000. Those timber lands area great way the place 
of holding the courts. 

No complaint has ever been made in those States as to any matter 
of that kind. The persons who depredated on the timber lands in 
that region of country were generally meu of influence and character, 
who were enabled to construct mills and to use a e force to get 
the timber off the tracts of land. What is the partic state of the 
case in the South, I do not know; but I do know that it would be 
exceedingly unwise for any particular class of people to establish a 
rule different from the general rule that holds upon that subject. 

The Senator from Alabama said that a fair trial could be had in 


the vicinage from which this timber was taken. If the place of hold- 
ing the circuit court is there, of course you would not, ought not to 
change it for this particular case. Whether the Government is to 
suffer by this change or the people who have committed these depre- 
dations, I do not know; but it is very patent that there is a public 
sentiment in such a community that militates against any fair trial. 
It always was, it always will be so. It was so in the State of Illinois 
thirty or forty years ago; it has been so in all the western States. 
There is a feeling that the Government and non-residents have not 
any rights which the people in the neighborhood are bound to respect, 
and that feeling permeates the whole Pape isn fe Many honest men, 
who would not be guilty of any other offense believe that they are 
doing nothing wrong in stealing timber from the Government or from 
non-residents. There is no gainsaying that feeling; it exists every- 
where. The people of the South certainly are not different from the 
people of the West on that subject; and would it be a wise thing to 
transfer by a jal act the trial of these cases to the immediate 
neighborhood in which the offenses were committed? It seems to 
me it would be exceedingly unwise; and it is far-reaching. If you 
do it in this case, then in Wisconsin, where the pine forests are three 
or four hundred miles from or Madison, upon the principle 
of reciprocity, you would have to establish a court for that pine region 
in the same way; and so in Minnesota, where the fofest is one hun- 
dred and fifty or two hundred miles from the place of holding the 
terms of court. So with reference to any other class of offenses. It 
strikes me that there cannot be a rational ground for doing this ex- 
cept that it is expensive for the people to go to the place of holding 
the court. Of course that is expensive in all law-suits. What is the 
degree of the expense? How are you to measure it? Who is to de- 
termine it? You cannot have a Federal court perambulating the 
whole State of Mississippi and the State of Louisiana. You have 
established the court at a given place. If there are not enough places 
already for the convenience of the people, then by a 8 law we 
should establish some additional place, and if that ppens to be 
nearer to this region than Jackson is the a would not be 
amenable to criticism. But unless you establish a general law you 
invite from every State, particularly from all the larger western and 
e pare States, legislation of this kind, which I think is exceed- 
y vicious. 

. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a speech on 
this bill, but simply to state the reasons that influenced my vote in 
committee and will influence it here. In my judgment, if we set the 
precedent of sending a court to the vicinage on account of the trouble 
that suitors and witnesses have in going tothe court there will be no 
end of applications of this sort in the future. Take my own State: 
the southern district of Ohio extends across the entire State, but the 
courts are held in the city of Cincinnati, in the extreme southwestern 
corner of the State, and witnesses and suitors have to travel in some 
instances as much as two hundred miles to get to court. The same 
thing may be said of almost all the districts. We have in the room 
of the Judiciary Committee a map of the United States in which the 
districts are marked out, and looking over that map I discover that 
the number of districts in which suitors or witnesses will not be com- 
pelled to travel as much as one hundred and fifty or two hundred miles 
to the place of holding the courts is comparatively small. 

I think, therefore, that if we should set this example there would 
be no end to applications of this sort. When we consider the trouble 
and expense and the danger to the records of the court, it is a pretty 
serious matter. I dislike exceedingly to antagonize the bill of m 
friend from Mississippi, because there are some circumstances whic 
appeal very much to our sense of justice in this case; but it is the dau- 
ger of setting a precedent that may be followed in the future to the 
great inconvenience of the courts and to the detriment of the public 
ae that compels me, however relunctantly, to vote against the 

i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not p myself to go into 
a trial of the controversy between the United States and the persons 
who are said to have cut timber on the public lands contrary to law. 
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] has devoted the most of 
his time to a discussion of the points of law that may be made before 
the court in which the cause is to be tried, and the questions of fact 
that might be heard before a jury as to the identity of the timber 
seized with that belonging to the public lands or that cut somewhere 
else; and he has endeavored to draw the Senate into the ge of 
this unprecedented bill (I believe I k with accuracy) by going 
into a discussion, upon what information I do not know, of the cir- 
cumstances which lead him to the belief either that these actions of 
replevin are misconceived in point of law or that under them logs 
have been taken possession of according to law that do not belong 
to the United States. Is the Senate of the United States going to try 
any such question as that? Is any Senator going to be affected in 
his vote on this bill by undertaking to decide upon the statements of 
Senators upon such information as we have whether the Government 
of the United States in its executive capacity is proceeding wisely or 
unwisely, oppressively or tenderly? I should have sup not. 
Mr. President, when we are called on to pass upon a judicial bill, 
which proposes for the first time in the history of this Government, 
to command, not in the discretion of the circuit judge or the district 
judge but by the mere edict of this body and of the other House, if 
approved by the President, that this controversy shall be carried for 
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instantaneous trial into the very forest where this timber was cut. 
That is the question. 

I shall dismiss, therefore, for thé present at least, any observations 
or considerations as to the legality of this procedure or as to the wis- 
dom of it, for I have not sufficient information to enable me to judge 
whether it is either legal or wise. It is for the Judicial Department 
of the Government — — the Constitution to decide if it be legal, and 
it is for the Executive Department, subject to its responsibility to 
the House of Representatives and to the Senate, to decide whether it 
is wise. It is to be said, however, and it applies to the question of 
the propriety of passing this bill, that if my honorable friend from 
Alabama is right in his advocacy of his points of law agai 
replevin suits, then there is no occasion whatever for the of 
the bill. It will be no hardship upon the persons who are said to 
have their attorneys at the regular place of bolding court at the 
term which is to come on very soon, the first Monday in May, I think, 
at Jackson, by the regular operations of law, to raise these law ques- 
tions which he has stated, which necessarily 5 upon the face of 
the rs and require no witnesses for their solution. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Vermont 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon me fora moment. Now, 
therefore, if there be anything in the t fabric of difficulty that 
he has conjured up, there will be no need of witnesses, no need of any- 
thing but a motion at the May term of the court at Jackson to dis- 
miss every one of these suits on the ground that they are misconceived 
or ill-founded. Now I will hear my friend. 

Mr. MORGAN, If these facts ap on the face of the papers the 
Senator can scarcely say that I conjure them up ; they were conjured 
up by the Secretary of the Interior or the Attorney-General and put 
into the papers themselves. The difficulty in the case will not be 
found when the case comes to trial at all. Ireferred to that, the Sen- 
ator will bear me witness, merely for the purpose of showing that 
inasmuch as these difficulties do appear on the face of the papers, it 
is our peia dhes deal with them properly and to see that these people 
have not taken from them y property which belongs to 
them, and that they have an early opportunity of trial before the 
courts, 

Mr, EDMUNDS. My honorable friend says, if they are apparent 
on the face of the papers, he has not conjured them up. That is true, 
but if they do not appear upon the face of the papers then he has 
conjured them up. If they do not appear upon the face of the papers 
they do not exist, because the difficulties in point of law as to whether 
replevin will lie or as to whether the process is regular, in conformity 
with the statutes of Mississippi or the statutes of the United States, 
is not a question that raises any issue of fact whatever; and that my 
honorable friend, of course, is quite as well aware of as I am. If we 
were in Jackson County, if that be in this forest, the southeastern 
county of the State of Mississippi, with a population of three or four 
thousand inhabitants according to the last census, and we had com- 
posed a jury of seventy-six or seventy-eight instead of twelve men, 
the observations of my ed and honorable friend would have great 
force, hearing only one side, if there was not any evidence about it, 
as there is not now, in urging a jury to sy that the United States 
had not proved that the logs they had sued for came from the Gov- 
ernment lands and belonged tothem. But, Mr. President, I had always 
big Saray until now that the Senate of the United States was not as 
a legislative body administering judicial duties, that its members 
were not a jury in the trial of subjects that belonged to the judicial 
department, and that it was our business solely and only to provide 
regular and fixed courts of justice with public and regular and fixed 
sessions for the trial of disputes that might arise between citizens and 
the Government and between citizens and other citizens. If I am 
wrong about that, then very likely this sort of edict is a good thin 
to do or not a good thing to do, according to the facts, and we had 
better send to Mississippi and get witnesses on both sides of the ques- 
tion to ascertain whether these logs, and so forth, really belonged to 
the United States or really did not. If they reall tó the 
United States, I Ls even the Senator would agree that it was 
right for the Uni tates to get them if it could without a breach 
of the law, even by a breach of the peace; if it could not of course 
it must take some other remedy. 

The principle apan which this bill is founded, and which the Judi- 
ciary Committee reported againn with entire unanimity, is sim- 
ply this, that because of some irritation, excitement, or other 
circumstances that are ro parely local, the ordinary administration of 
justice is to be interfered with, and the Congress of the United States 

y an edict of its will is to declare what in the court shall immedi- 
stay be done, ready or not ready. If the Senate, or a majority of 
it, think that is right, think it is founded upon a sound principle, 
(because if it be not founded upon a sound principle, it is not right.) 
very well, our duty will have been done; but if it be right for Mis- 
sissippi, as the Senator from Louisiana has so well pointed out. it is 
right for Louisiana. If it be right for Louisiana as well as Missis- 
sippi, it is right for the State of the Senator from Alabama, and there 
ought to be passed immediately another edict declaring that the 
courts there shall hold a session in the southwestern corner of that 
State, bordering upon this very county, where it is alleged—I do not 
know whether truly or not—that there has been ! pirating upon 
the property of the United States by people 3 not know the 
difference in respect of trees between meum and tuum. 


If it be ae in those States, is it not also right in Florida? That 


is a large State, north and south. There are many remote forest 
counties there out of which live-oak and red cedar and cypress and 
so on go by, floating on the rivers, and where, according to the pres- 
ent siatutes hanes long, long ago, it was found necessary at soma 
time to authorize the President of the United States to employ the 
land and naval forces to resist the cutting of timber upon the public 
lands. II it be right in those States, is it not right in Kentucky, where 
some of the “moonshine” men, as I believe they are called, distilling 
illicit whisky in some remote mountain county of that 3 
State, that, their whisky being seized, there should be another edict 


these | that forthwith the judiciary of the United States should be removed 


to the land of “moonshine” and the whisky cases should be tried by a 
jury of brother distillers. If it is a — there, is it not right in the 
great State of New York, with smugglers on the border, smugglers on 
the sea, to command the district court or the circuit court, wherever 
the case may be, immediately to hold a term in the very spot where 
the organized gang of smugglers exist, in order to do justice, as it is 
called, and to preserve people from hardship? If it is right on the 
sea-board, it is right in the Northwest, in Minnesota and Wisconsin, 
where every person prosecuted for trading in whisky with the Indians 
may say, “ Bring up your judge and your jury to this little hamlet on 
the border of a reservation, in a remote and unsettled part of the 
State; bring up your jury if you like, but let us surround them with 
the Indians who have drunk the whisky and with the traders with 
whom the jurymen board who have sold it; and try your case there.” 

I hope I shall offend nobody when I say such a proposition is mon- 
strous. You will have turned a government of law into a govern- 
ment of partiality and partisanship, and you will have assumed the 
right of deciding judicial questions by a mere edict in instantly re- 
moving your court to the places where there is public sympathy and 
public complicity with all this sort of thing. 

The very farthest that the law has ever gone has been to provide, 
not for special cases, but in general, that under certain circumstances 
the circuit court of the United States may, with the approval of the 
circuit judge, hold a special session in a particular county or place 
away from the regular spot, if in the . of the judge the pub- 
lic interest and justice require it. You by this bill propose to leave 
no discretion whatever with the judiciary. By an edict you command 
them to go to the place where there is this public opinion und where 
the controversy has arisen, and without opportunity for preparation, 
without the means of preparation, and in advance of the regular time 
for holding the court, and hold a trial on the spot. Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the Senate of the United States is y to adopt that prin- 
ciple, the committee has nothing to say; it has done its duty. 

(Mr. T. F. KING, one of the clerks of the House of Representatives, 
appeared below the bar of the Senate and said: 

Mr. President, the President of the United States having returned 
to the House of Representatives, in which it originated, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1093) to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and 
to restore its legal-tender character, with his objections thereto, the 
House of Representatives has proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitu- 
tion, to reconsider the same, and has 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 

Which bill, together with the message of the President of the 
United States accompanying the same, and the action of the House of 
Representatives thereon, I am directed to communicate to the Senate. ] 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I do not concur in the statement made 
by the Senator from Vermont in reference to the condition of my coun- 
try. Idid not advocate my amendment on the ground that it would 
be expensive to the Government or to the parties to have the witnesses 
where the court is to be held. 3 upon which I advocated 
my amendment was that the p ing was had against only four 
persons in reference to property in which two or three hundred per- 
sons in the State of Louisiana had an interest; and I ask the Senator 
from Vermont whether he has ever heard of a case where if the pro- 
ceeding is in personam the party is not named and cited, or where if 
the proceeding is in rem the property is not described ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, Mr. President, undoubtedly the Senator is 
perfectly right. I answer both his questions in the negative, that I 
never heard of such a case that succeeded; I have heard of such cases, 
but when the matter was moved before the judge they came to grief 
very soon. The difficulty with the Senator and with the other gen- 
tlemen who so earnestly advocate this measure is that they seem to 
wish the Senate of the United States to try the cause, instead of the 
judiciary. Lask for the yeas and nays on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LA We are for a trial promptly and speedily. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the question of its third reading. 
Mr. BLAINE. . President, I think that oftentimes as muc 
wrong and injury result from the harsh and injudicious enforcement 
of a just law as from the lax observance of it, or even from the 
failure to enforce it at all; and I have been under the impression, 
without speaking in any terms whatever of personal disrespect to 
the Secretary of the Interior, that he has been adopting a line of 
policy suddenly, withont due notice, roughly and cruelly, without 
regard to right, in various parts of the country, which has called for 
a great deal of public criticism and observation, and which in this 
case has been considered so oppressive that the persons injured have 
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sought an extraordinary remedy. I was brought to this conclusion 
not so much by my knowledge of this case (for that is very limited) 
as by several communications I have had in regard to what the Sec- 
retary of the Interior had done in another part of the country. 

Allusion bas been made to what has transpired in Wisconsin and 
in Minnesota. Of that I know nothing; but I heard a good deal of 
what had been done away off in a distant Territory, the Territory of 
Montana, and the Delegate from that Territory, whom I have known 
for some years as an unusually intelligent, observant, faithful re 
sentative of his people, put in my hands a minute in regard to what 
had been done under the orders of the Secretary of the Interior in 
relation to timber and wood claimed as belonging to the Government, 
which seemed to me to prove such extraordinary conduct as to war- 
rant a belief that he might be very harsh and unjust elsewhere, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend if he has inquired of the 
Department of the Interior what answer it has to make to this com- 
plaint of the Delegate? 

Mr. BLAINE. No; but the Department of the Interior has exactly 
the same opportunity to answer that I have. 

Mr. ED Ds. e Senator has only heard one side. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Interior Department does not wish Senators or 
Representatives to visit it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They can write letters. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course the mails are open to Senators and open 
also to the Secretary. If he should choose to present the other side 
in a letter to me I will cheerfully lay it before the Senate. I know 
the Delegate, Mr. Macrynts, far better than I know the Secretary, 
Mr. Schurz. This minute I will take the liberty of reading, not as 
an arraignment of Mr. Schurz, but as showing that possibly, with all 
his zeal and diligence on behalf of the Government, he may do some 
very grave wrongs to individuals and to whole communities. The 
minute is in these words; it is not very long: 

Montana was settled under the provisions of the mining laws and public-land 
laws. All timber is in the mountains, the valleys ayo oo bee lands. Farmers, 
miners, and all the e went to the mountains for r wood, lumber to build 
their houses, &. it is an interior 3 wood could be cut for export; 
and all cut was used for domestic purposes. Territory by wise laws— 

9 8 is What the Territory did for the United States as well as for 
itself— 

The Terri by wise laws kept fire out of the moun and ed 
and oor os that the a; sH amount of timber — is Heppin money 
when the Territory was first settled. 

No wood-lands are > yo ay There is no way of obtaining title to wood-lands. 


No waste was charged, the people, of course, had to use mountain timber 
or leave the country. 


public lands should be seized, no previous notice having been given that the cus- 
tom of the . the former usage of the Department was to be changed. All 
the fuel piled up r the use of citizens, and even for soldiers in garrison, cut under 
contract with the War Department, was seized, A violent snow-storm was pre- 
vailing at the time the order was received ; winter was just setting in; the people 
were oe eenaa gn ih ones ay the banal hista pi OPEO 
that poo suffering would ensue unless the fuel was released; the people 

not live without fuel nor could they make an exodus in the winter time. 

The Secretary telegraphed back to release the wood and collect an indemnity. 
A board of award was constituted by Judge Wade, chief. justice of the Territory, 
which, taking all precedents into account and the Government price of wood-land 
and the cost of cutting, fixed fifteen cents per cord of wood as a proper considera- 
tion. The Secretary refused to receive the award and hed back to collect 

cord. ig try “rch ote that this was ruinous, 
‘erritory, 


tax, 
. give u 


Mearwhilethe jals were active in prosecutions. Their fees were immense. 
Most if not all of the proceeds of these collections went into their pockets. They 
were carpet-baggers sent out from the States. 


It seems they have carpet-baggers elsewhere than in the South. 
; EAH le, and desired 
—— had no pathies with the people, to line their N B 


Trade and the people en masse petitioned the 
orders stand and the prospects of that promising Territory are paral, 

This is upon the authority of the gentleman who represents that 
Territory, and speaks authoritatively of what he has seen and knows. 
I come from a lumber State myself; I know something about it. My 
colleague [Mr. HAMLIN] knows a great deal more. The honorable 
gentleman who sits in the chair [ Mr. FERRY ] probably knows a great 
deal more about lumber than either of us; and I undertake to say that 
collecting what we would call stumpage of a dollar a cord on wood re- 
mote from a wood market is something the most extraordinary that 
ever happened in the lumber markets of the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. And there was no law for it. 

Mr. BLAINE. There was no law whatever, the Senator from Cali- 
fornia says; and it is the opinion of the Delegate from Montana that 
there is no law for it whatever. But law br no law, the idea that a 
eee business man will take hold of the property of the United 

tates in a remote Territory where there is but a handful of hardy 
settlers wrestling with all the cruelties of climate and forest and the 
wilds of the mountains and say to them: This wood that you have 
cut on the mountain sides and hauled with great labor to your fire- 
sides, you shall not burn one stick of until you pay a dollar a cord 
stumpage to the United States!” What we call a wood-lot in Maine 
must be very advantageously located to be worth a dollar a cord 


stumpage; it must be pretty near al town, where the hauling is 
easy, the market ready, and the wood of best quality. I asked the 
honorable Senator in the chair what would it be in Michigan on a 
well-located wood-lot for stumpage, and he said twenty-five cents. 
I asked my honorable friend on my left, my colleague, and he said 
he thought in Maine it would average possibly up to half a dollar; 
and in interior—he corrects me this moment by saying not over 
twenty-five cents. I call attention to these facts because they shake 
my confidence in the discretion and sound judgment of the Secretary 
of the Interior; and if these people in Mississippi are before the Sen- 
ate asking for an extraordinary remedy, it is because they are suffer- 
ing an extraordinary oppression; and without knowing anything of 
their case, if the facts 1 have recited be true and many of them have 
been made public and are undenied—I say they must be suffering a 
positive outrage and a needless and oppressive cruelty. 

I heard some one say—I am glad it was not said openly in debate— 
that this request of the people of i was very much like the 
Molly Magaii of Pennsylvania asking that they should be tried 
where their crimes were oomo sed where their confederates might 
be witnesses. Ido not see the analogy. Here is a peaceful calling, 
a very laborious calling, and subject to very t hazards on its 
puey side ; a calling of very t exposure in the physical labor 

cident to it; a calling in which men of hardy nerve and muscle 
only will en ; and hundreds, possibly thousands, were so engaged 
in Mississippi. I believe the Senator from that State [Mr. LAMAR] 
said that twenty-five or thirty large mill establishments were at 
work, and were suddenly, as if by a stroke of lightning, stopped and 
their operatives turned out of employment, and the industry stands 
paralyzed and dead to-day. 

The remedy now asked may be extraordinary, but I say the wrong 
seems to me to be a most extraordinary one. It seems to me that 
withont previous notice the process was an unprecedented one, and 
for my part I am not, so far as my vote is concerned, going to sit still 
if I can avert it and await the law's delay to remedy what, in my 
judgment, has been done, as the Senator from California says, with- 
out authority of law, and I add without sound judgment and with- 
out discretion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has shown 
his conspicuous fairness toward the Secretary of the Interior by 
sating to us that he is going for this bill chiefly because he is in- 
formed by the Delegate from Montana that the Secretary of the In- 
terior has unduly pressed the rights of the United States for timber 
cut upon the public lands which belong to the United States in re- 
spect of the people who in winter had cut the timber there and drawn 
it to their firesides for fuel; and we are to this bill upon that 
ground, without giving the Secretary of the Interior the opportunity 
tbat has been given to these Mississippi men and to the Delegate 
from Montana of being even heard upon the subject; but he is to be 
assailed here and now er e upon hearsay by the Senator from 
Maine without the opportunity for inquiry, for hearing his side, for al- 
lowing him to plead either guilty or not guilty, or to show what the 
situation was in ct of this property of the United States from 
his point of views: sid that is the action of statesmen in the Seuate 
of the United States! 

Now, to come back to e what do we know, after all we 
have heard, about the merit ef this controversy? The Senator from 
Maine ve that he knows but very little. Is there anybody in the 
Senate who knows very much? Is there anybody in the Senate pre- 

ared to prove that a single log of this seizure did not belong to the 
United States? Ifit did belong to the United States, where was the 
right of any man to cut it and to keep it? Will somebody tell me? 
If it belonged to the Senator from Maine or to me where would be 
the right of some other citizen of the United States to go upon my 
Jand and cut my loge and carry them off; and where would be his 
right to complain if I resorted to the orderly process of law to get 
back my logs and try the question? 

The statutes of Mississippi provide—which govern the proceedings 

t of methods of procedure, not 


of the United States here in res 
because they are the statutes of Mississippi but because the laws of 
the United States say that proceedings in the United States courts in 
the respective States shall be according to the forms and practices 
of the State courts in those States—the laws of Mississippi provide 
if Iam correctly inf that any person against whom a suit of 
replevin of this character is sued out and the property seized by the 
sheriff or the marshal may immediately keep the property if he chooses 
to give security that if the case goes against him it shall be forth- 
coming. These mill-owners for whom these logs were cut did not 
choose to furnish the security and go on with their milling. Why? 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. LAMAR. The Senator is under a slight misapprehension as to 
the fact there. These mill-owners did offer to replevy this de biber 
and proposed security; but the marshal ref to take the other 
mill-owners as security; and it was for that reason that the property 
was not generally rereplevied. It is due to the Department of Jus- 
tice to state that the order was forthwith issued to the marshal at 
once to accept these mill-owners as security. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Mississippi has stated the case 
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with his usualcandor and clearness, It appears that when this mar- 
shal doubted about the sufficiency of the security offered under the 
methods of procedure there, that the mill-owners could keep these logs 
and fight it out and go on with their sawing, the Government of the 
United States immediately directed the marshal to run the risk and 
take the security. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to interrupt the Senator from Ver- 
mont to ask him if he can point out any statute that authorized the 
Government of the United States to replevy this property ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know that I can and I do not know that 
Icannot, I have stated in an earlier stage in this debate, when I had 
not the honor of the presence of the Senator from Colorado I believe, 
that the Committee on the Judiciary were not undertakin gto this 
controversy ; ney were undertaking to paa upon a bill which for 
the first time in the history of this Republic undertook to interfere 
with the orderly administration of justice. That is what they passed 
upon. If there is no statute that authorizes these suits of replevin, 
and no other law that authorizes these suits, then there is no oppres- 
sion in the sense of great expense of carrying witnesses to a distant 
place of trial, because that is a matter of law that arises upon the 
proceeding itself and the judicial department of the United States 
will dismiss the suits, with costs, immediately if that be so. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Vermont 
= he vir give way a moment for a suggestion not precisely touching 

is b 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I have concluded. 

Mr. CONKLING. I observe from statements made by other Sena- 
tors that the present bill is likely still to be somewhat prolific of de- 
bate. In reference, not to my convenience alone but that of several 
other Senators, I venture to bring to the notice of the Chair the mes- 
sage from the President which lies upon the table, not with a view 
to submit any motion about it myself, but with a view of invitin 
from the member of the Committee on Finance who had charge o 
the bill, for example, some such suggestion as will enable us to know 
when a majority of the Senate propose to take action upon the veto 


message. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the friends of the bill, if I may 
use that term, are ready to proceed to its consideration at any moment 
when it may be taken up. 

Mr. CONKLING. They are always prepared, it seems. 

Mr. ALLISON. I presume so. 

Mr. CONKLING. it the purpose of the Senator to take up the 
this day for action ? 

„ If that is the judgment of the Senate, I suppose it 

will be so. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the sense of the Senate is to be tested on that 
motion, I ask the Senator from Vermont to consent that this bill lie 
aside informally that we may know whether it be the purpose of the 
Senate to-day to act upon the veto message. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we shall get to a vote in a minute or two. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think not. I hear that several Senators wish 
to speak upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think it would be right to the Senator 
from Mississippi to have the bill laid aside. We ought either to post- 
pone it until to-morrow or vote now, no matter if we cannot take up 
the silver message for some little time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I disclaimed the purpose of making any motion 
in regard to the veto message. I have no hesitation in saying, how- 
ever, that the importance of the measure and the convenience of the 
Senate suggest that at this hour we should know definitely, if we 
can, whether it be the purpose of a majority of the Senate this day 
to take final action on the veto message or not; and I hope the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, who avows a purpose to divide the Senate on that 
question, will take this occasion, if he is going to take any, to move 
to postpone the pending and all prior orders and proceed with any 
motion he chooses to make. 

Mr, ALLISON. I thank the Senator from New York for tendering 
me the floor for that purpose, and I make that motion. 

Mr. LAMAR. I trust the Senator from Iowa will not persist in 
that motion now. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I thought the vote could be taken on the Sen- 
ator’s bill, I would not. 

Mr. CONKLING. I may be allowed to state, although the Senator 
from Mississippi does not know it, that three or four Senators in this 
part of the Chamber have already manifested their intention of 
speaking and speaking somewhat at length upon the pending bill; 
and therefore several members of the Senate would like to know 
whether they are to be kept here to vote upon the other bill, or 
whether they are to be at liberty touching some matters in commit- 
tee and elsewhere later in the day. 

Mr. SARGENT. I designed to say something upon the pending 
bill, but I will not do soto the inconvenience of the Senate. I think 
the bill should pass, and I intended to give some reasons, somewhat 
of the same nature as those stated by the Senator from Maine and by 
the Delegate from Montana, coming within my own knowledge of mat- 
ters of constant occurrence showing the manner of operation of the 
Secretary of the Interior in this regard. But I will not do so pro- 
vided a vote can be taken upon the bill, which I think ought to pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 
to a third reading, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I do not think this bill ought to pass, 
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and I do not think it very important to any interest in the world 
whether the bill be defeated to-day ornext week. Itissaid that other 
Senators here desire, for personal or for public reasons, the consider- 
ation of another question at this time. I do not wish to stand in 
the way of their convenience; but, having agreed to report this bill 
adversely, feeling called upon to vote the passage of the bill, 
after listening to some of the complaints that have been made on this 
floor on behalf of other constituencies, I feel that I ought to make an 
apology to some constituents of mine who, in my judgment, are suf- 
ferers at the hands of the Government, in comparison with whom 
nothing that has been stated on this floor ought to be named. 

Mr. IN. Lask the Senator from Wisconsin to yield that I 
may submit a motion that will test the sense of the Senate. I amof 
the opinion that it is vastly of more importance to the country that 
we proceed to the consideration of the message and the bill which 
have come to us from the House than that we settle this bill now, 
pending, and the Senator from Wisconsin intimates to us that he feels 
that it is a duty which he owes to himself and his constituents that 
he should address the body upon the pending bill; and he having 
kindly peia the floor, I will move that the whole subject lie upon 
the table. That is a question not debatable, and brings the Senate 
to a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the bill lie on the table. 


Mr. SARGENT. I call for the and nays on that motion. 


The yeas and nays were ord and being taken, resulted—yeas 
44, nays 19, as follows: 
YEAS—44. 

Allison. Ferry, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Beck. Garland, Kirkwood, Saunders, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, McDonald, ren 
Cone” Harris, Matth Thurs 

mn, 
Conkling. Hereford, . Voorhees, 
Davis Va., Hoar, Merrimon, Wadleigh, 
Dawes, Howe, Mitchell, Wallace, 
Dennis, Tn Paddock, Whyte, 
Dorsey, Jo Plumb, Windom, 
Eaton, Jones of Florida, Rollins, 

NAYS—19. 
Bailey, Davis of Ilinois, Morgan, 
Barnum, Edmunds, Kernan, Morrill, 
Bruce, Eustis, Lamar, Randolph, 
Butler, Gordon, Me: ž Sargent. 
Conover, HM, McPherson, 
ABSENT—13, 
Anthony, Booth, Cockrell, Sharon. 
Armstrong, Burnside, Oglesby, 
Bayard, Cameron of Pa., Patterson, 
Blaine, Christiancy, Ransom 
So the motion was agreed to. 


COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLAR—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT 195 tempore. The Chair now lays before the Sen- 
ate House bill No. 1093 to authorize the coinage of the standard sil- 
ver dollar, and to restore its legal-tender character, which has been 
sent by the House of Representatives to the Senate with the objec- 
tions of the President thereto. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Chair s d àmo- 

ment on that. I want to look at the rules a minute. I an im- 
ression that there was a rnle which made the laying of House bills 
fore the Senate the business of the morning hour. If I am right 
about that, I have something else to ny. 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The Chair will panse. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam ready to proceed. The eighth rule is: 

The first hour of daily sessions shall be designated as the morning hour, during 
which the order of business shall be as follows: 

First. After the Journal is read, the Presiding Officer shall lay before the Senate 
messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads of De- 
partments, and other communications addressed to the Senate; and such bills, joint 
resolutions, and other messages from the House of Representatives as may remain 
upon his table from any previous Soya session undis of. 

Second. The Presiding Officer shall then call for, in the following order: 

The presentation of petitions and memorials. 

Reports of the standing and select committees. e 

The introduction of bills and joint resolutions. 

Concurrent and other resolutions. : 

Then it proceeds— 

If any portion of the morning hour shall remain— 

It shall be disposed of so and se, which I need not take up your 
time to read. 

Then Rule 9 is— 


officer shall 


Immediately upon the expiration of the — — the 
nr before the Senate the unfinished business at its last urnment, which shall 
e precedence of the special orders, and shall be jed with until disposed 


of by the Senate. 1 

And then another rule provides for going on with the Calendar from 
bill to bill after the present subject is disposed of. Therefore, in order 
that there may be an opportunity to consider this message, I object 
to the Chair laying it before the Senate at this time, and insist that 
under the rules it must be done in the morning hour. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I think the rules which the Senator 
from Vermont has read apply to the action of the Chair in the morn- 
ing hour, and have no reference to or connection with the duties of 
the Chair beyond that hour. It is very true that the bills which ac- 
cumulate during the day are to be presented on the following morn- 
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ing by the p 
of these rules, that it is within the 


residing officer of this body. It is also true, irrespective 
wer of the body to take such 
action as it shall please upon any bill which it shall designate by a 
7 ; and I do not recollect whether the Senator from Iowa made 
a distinct motion that we proceed to the consideration of this subject. 
If he did not, to avoid a technical objection it may be n for 
him to interpose that motion. That interposed, surely it is within 
the control of a majority of this body to proceed to the consideration 
vf any subject it chooses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to rule on the 
point made by the Senator from Vermont, that while the rule requires 
that bills from the House of Representatives shall be laid before the 
Senate within the morning hour, it does not preclude their being sub- 
mitted to the Senate at any other time, and the practice has been to 
so submit at any hour of the session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By unanimous consent only, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Inasmuch as objection has been 
made, the Chair will submit this question to the Senate, unless the 
Senator from Iowa submits a motion. 

Mr, ALLISON. I move to lay aside all prior orders and proceed to 
the consideration of the message now on the President’s table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senatorfrom Iowa moves that 
the Senate lay aside all prior orders and proceed to the consideration 
of the bill returned from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WHYTE. I want to ask the Chair whether Rule 55 does not 
require that this bill shall be printed, as coming from the House, be- 
fore it can be taken up and disposed of? 

Mr. ALLISON, It has been printed. 

Mr. WHYTE. No; it has not been printed. The bill has been re- 
considered and comes from the House again in a different shape from 
that in which it was printed when it first came. I ask under Rule 55 
whether the printing can be dispensed with without the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the rule, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


55, Brey bill and joint resolution introduced on leave or reported from a com- 


an 
„shall be printed, unless, for the dispatch of the 
„such printing may 9 wick. 

The PRESIDENT pro 071 74 The Senator from Maryland makes 
a point which the Chair will submit to the Senate after the pending 
motion has been disposed of. The Senator from Iowa moves to post- 
pone all prior orders for the purpose of considering the bill announced 
to the Senate from the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair takes this occasion to 
announce to the occupants of the gallery that during the pendency 
of this bill—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And every other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And as su every other, if 
there should be any demonstration of approval or disapproval, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to arrest any one who makes such demon- 
stration. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the order. 

The Chair now by direction of the Senate lays before it the bill 
already announced, which will be read in full. 

The Chief Clerk commenced to read the bill (H. R. No. 1093) to 
authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its 
legal-tender character. 

. CONKLING. I venture to suggest the needlessness of reading 
a bill which has been read repeatedly in the Senate, and I ask that 


the of the President disapproving the bill be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the bill will 
be considered as having been read. 


Mr. SARGENT. I object to dispensing with the reading. I was in 
the other House at a time when it is d that the House dispensed 
with the reading of a silver bill, on which there has been much ques- 
tion raised since. I do not desire such a question to arise on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as 
follows: 


An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its 
legal-tender character. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of tatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there shall be coined, at the several mints of 
the United States, silver dollars of the 1 5 of 412} grains troy of standard 
silver, as provided in the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the devices and 
helen abaya! N e by said act; Which coins, together with all silver dollars 
heretofore éoined by the United States of like weight and fineness, shall be a legal 
tender, at their nominal value, for all debts and dues, public and private, except 
where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. And the Secre! of 
Treasury is authorized and directed to purchase, fm time to time, silver bullion, 
at the market price thereof, not less than two m dollars’ worth per month, nor 
more than four million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to be coined 
monthly, as fast as ced y 5 into such dollars; and a sum sufficient to carry 
out the foregoing provision of this act is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the not otherwise appropriated. And any gain or seigniorage aris- 
ing from this coinage shall be accounted for and paid into the Treasury, as pro. 
vided under existing laws relative to the subsidiary coinage: Provided, t the 
amount of money, at any one time, invested in such silver bullion, exclusive of 
such resulting coin, shall not exceed $5,000,000 : And provided 8 That nothing 
in this act shall be construed to authorize the payment in silver of certificates of 
d. t issued under the provisions of section 254 of the Revised Statutes. 

2. That immediately after the passage of this act, the President shall invite 


the governments of the countries composing the Latin union, so called, and of such 


European nations as he may deem advisable, to join the United States in 
CCC ld and silver, for the purpose of 
establishing, in „the use of bime — 49 

place, 


bo mutu- 


int 
commissioners, who shall ted 
States, and shall report the doings thereof to the President, who shall transmit the 
same to Congress, 

Said commissioners shall each receive the sum of $2,500, and their reasonable ex- 
penses, to be pacing by the Secretary of State; and the amount necessary to pay 
such compensa’ and expenses is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 

not otherwise 8 8 

Sec. 3. That any holder of the coin authorized by this act may deposit the same 
with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sams not less 
than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, corresponding 
with the denominations of the United States notes. The coin ted for or rep- 
resenting the certificates shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of the 
same ondemand. Said certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all 
public dues. and, when so received, may be reissued. 

Sec. 4. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 


The PRESIDENT ge tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the objections of the President, which will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

To the House of Representatives: 

After a 
to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 
character,” I feel compelled to return it to the House of Representatives, in which 
it originated, with my objections to its passage. 

Holding the opinion, which I expressed im my annual message, that “neither 
the interests of Government nor of the of the United States would be 
promoted by disparaging silver as one of the two precious metals which furnish 
the coinage of the world, and that legislation which looks to maintaining the vol- 
ume of intrinsic money to as full a measure of both metals as their relative com- 
mercial values will permit would be neither unjust nor inexpedient," it bas been 
my earnest desire to concur with Congress in the adoption of such measures to 
increase the silver coinage of the conntry as would not impair the pane ger of 
contracts, either public or private, nor injuriously affect the public t. It 18 
only upon the conviction that this bill does not meet these essential requirements 
that I feel it my duty to withhold from it my app: 

ial duty as to this bill permits only an attention to the 


My present offi specific 
objections to its © which seem to me so important as to justify me in asking 
from the wisdom and duty of Con: that further consideration of the bill for 
which the Constitution has, in 


cases, provided. 

The bill provides for the coinage of silver dollars of the weight of 412} 

ü ĩðVu m 
nes, publie an vate, except where ot! se y the con- 

tient diving ton pats yuan bar woe tron KIMAU fo AEVO 

ver e ear n from ty to two cents as com 

with the standard gold dollar. Thus the silver dollar authorized by this bill is 

worth 8 to 10 per cent. less than it 8 be worth, and is made a legal tender 

for debts contracted when the law did not such coins as lawful money. 

The right to pay duties in silver or in cates for silver deposits will, when 
they are issued in sufficient amount to circulate, put an end to the receipt of reve- 
nue in gold, and thus compel the payment of silver for both the principal and inter- 
est of the public debt. Ono billion one hundred and forty-three million four hun- 
dred and ninety-three thousand four hundred dollars of the bonded debt, now out- 
standing, was prior to February, 1873, when the silver dollar was unkown in 
circulation in this country, and was only a convenient form of silver bullion for 
e tion; $583,440,350 of the funded has been issued since February, 1873, 
when gold alone was the coin for which the bonds were sold, and gold alone was 
the coin in which both parties to the contract understood that the ds would be 
paid, These bonds entered into the markets of the world. A lata paid forin 
pe when silver had greatly depreciated, and when no one wonld have bought them 

it had been understood that they would be paid insilver, Thesum of 000,000 
of these bonds has been sold during my administration for gold coin, and the United 
States received the benefit of these sales by a reduction of the rate of interest to 4 

r cent. Dears me gress of these sales a doubt was suggested as to the coin 

which payment of these bonds would be made. The public announcement was 
thereupon authorized that it was “ not to be anticipated that any future legislation 
of Congress or any action of any ent of the Government would sanction 
or tolerate the redemption of the principal of these bonds, or the payment of the 
interest thereon in coin of less value than the coin authorized by law at the time of 
os issue of the bonds, being the coin exacted by the Government in exchange for 

same.” 

In view of these facts it will be justly regarded as a grave breach of the public 
faith to undertake to pay these . or interest, in silver coin worth 
in the market less than the coin received for them. It is said that the silver dollar 
made a l asain By Site DD TE eee tn ence oe oe rere er 
the gold dollar. Many supporters of the bill believe this, and would 9 an 
attempt to pay debts, either public or private, in coin of inferior value tothe mone 
of the world. The capital defect of the bill is that it contains no 2 protect. 

operation pre-existing debts i e 
were contracted. If it is now proposed for the purpose of advantage of the 
depreciation of silver in the 2 of debts to coin and eal al Souder a 
silver dollar of less commercial value than any dollar, whether of gold 
which is now lawful money in this -o „such measure, it will h 
tioned, will, in the judgment of mankind, be an act of bad faith. As to all debts 
heretofore contracted, the silver dollar should be made a tender only at its 
market value. The standard of value should not be changed without the consent 
of both parties to the contract. National ises should be kept with unflinch- 
ing fidelity. There is no power to compel a nation to pay its just debts. Its credit 
depends on its honor. The nation owes what it has led or allowed its creditors to 
expect. I cannet or a bill which in my 88 authorizes the violation of 
sacred obli ms. The obligation of the public faith transcends all questions of 
profit or public advantage. unquestionable maintenance is the dictate as well 
of the highest expediency as of the most u. duty, and should ever be care- 
fully guarded by the Executive, by Congress, and by the people. 

It is my firm conviction that if the country is to be benefited b: n 
it can be done only by the issue of silver do of fall value, which will defrau 
no man. A worth less than it purports to be worth, will in the end de- 


fraud not only creditors, but all who are e business, and none 
moro surely than those who are dependent on Tri SERY roaa, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 23, 1878. 


Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I move that the message be laid on the 
table and printed. 8 


careful consideration of the House bill No. 1093, entitled An act - 


grains of standard 


| 


1878. 


Mr. THURMAN. What is the effect of that? 

Mr. WHYTE. My motion is that them and bill lie on the table 
and be printed. I referred to the bill when I rose before. Under the 
rule I claim that the bill goes over unless the rule as to printing is 

msed with. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the motion of the Senator em- 
brace the bill as well as the message ? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that Sot bill and the objections of the President lie upon the table and 
be printed. 

r. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was not to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon a reconsidera- 
tion. Shall the bill pass? The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOOTH, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. BuRNsIDE.] If he 
were here, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WALLACE, (when the name of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsyl- 
vania, was called.) My colleague on this question is paired with a 
Senator on the other side of the question. If he were here, he would 


vote “ yea.” 
SON. He is paired with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 


Mr. 
3 

Mr. MORRILL, (when Mr. EpMunps’s name was called.) My col- 
league is paired on this question with the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON] and the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. BAILEY. ] 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that on this question the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON] and the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. ARM- 
3 It has been so arranged. 

Mr. MORRILL. My colleague is here. 

Mr. HILL, (when his name was called.) I donot know the rules of 
the Senate ; but I should like to ask the indulgence of the Senate for 
a moment, if I can do so. 

Mr. HAMLIN. J object to discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires unanimous consent to 
indulge in debate during the call of the roll. Objection is made. 

Mr. HILL. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (when Mr. OGLESByY’s name was called.) I 
wish to state that m colleague is paired upon this subject with the 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY.] The Senator from North 
Carolina 775 RaANSOx] is also paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. ANTHONY.] The Senator from Rhode Island, if present, 
would vote “nay,” and my colleague [Mr. OGLEsSBY] and the Senator 
pa North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] would vote “yea” if they were 

ere. 

The roll-call was concladed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (who had at first voted in the affirm- 
ative.) The Senator from Iowa who has charge of the bill [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] has a memorandum furnished him by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. BURNSIDE, I that he was paired with me. I was not aware 
of it; but he evidently thought that he was paired with me, I there- 
fore will ask to take hack my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s vote will be with- 
drawn, no objection being made. > 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. BURNSIDE] on leaving the city left with me a memorandum stat- 
ing that he was paired on this silver bill with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CAMERON] and the Senator from California, [Mr. BooTH. ] 
I will also say that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] 
left a memorandum stating that he was paired with the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. OGLEsBy] and the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Se ernie 

Mr. ED. S. I believe the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, ] 
when I was out for a moment, announced that I was paired with the 
Senator from Missouri Mr. ARMSTRONG] and the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. CAMERON.] Being obliged to leave the city in a day 
or two I had arranged for a pair upon this bill supposing it would 
come on next week, which was a different pair from this; but our 
master of pairs, my friend from Iowa, has arranged it differently, and 
with my consent, although at the time I gave the consent I did not 
know that the bill was to come on to-day. it I had known it, I would 
not have consented to pair to-day because I think as a matter of re- 
spect the m ought to have been printed and laid over. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to state in addition to what 
I have already said, that if I were to vote I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I wish to say in behalf of my colleague 
[Mr. OGLESBY] that he was extremely desirous of being here if any 
further action was to be taken about this bill, and would not have 
gone back to Illinois except for sickness in his family. 

The result was announced as follows : 


YEAS—46, 
Allison Cok E Hereford, 
Bailey, . Conover, a Hill, 
Beck, Davis of Illinois, Garland. Howe, 
—— Davis of W. Va., Sordon, 3 
haffee, Dennis, rover, 0 
Cockrell, Dorsey, i Jones of Florida, 


Jones of Nevada, Matthews, Plumb, Voorhees, 
g Saulsbary, Wallace, 
Kirkwood, Merrimon, Saunders, Windom, 
M = M f Spencer, Withers. 
Me d, Paddock, Teller, d 
Mo D, Thurman, 
NAYS—19. 
Bayard, — M Phe —.— 
o Pherson 
Blaine, Hamlin, Mitch Wadleigh, 
Butler, Hoar, orrill, Whyte. 
Conkling, Kernan, Randolph, 
ABSENT—11 
Anthony, Burnside, Christiancy, Ransom, 
Cameron of Edmunds, Sharon. 
Booth, Cameron of Wis., Oglesby, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the passage of the bill the yeas 
are 46 and the nays are 19. Two-thirds of the Senate having voted 
in its favor, the bill has passed and become a law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my motion to reconsider the vote on 
the adjournment to Monday. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS presented a memorial and accompanying papers of 
R. Steinbach and others, praying compensation for lands taken from 
them for public use by the military authorities in the State of Cali- 
fornia in 1865; which were referred to the Committee on Private 


Land Claims. 
Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Lydia Dorr, widow of 
George S. Dorr, praying to be to the pension-rolls; which 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
CIRCUIT COURT AT SCRANTON, MISSISSIPPI. 
3 Mr. LAMAR. I ask the Senate to take from the table House bill 
No. 3072. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate do now 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope there will not be an 
there is less confusion. 

The PRESIDENT pro . sas The Chair will not put the question 
until Senators have taken their seats and order is restored. 

Mr. GORDON. Is there a motion to adjourn? 

The PRESIDENT pro There is such a motion pending, 
but the Chair is not ready to put it until order is restored. 

Mr. GORDON. I hope the Senator will withdraw it and let us take 
a vote on the Mississippi bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Debate is not in order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please come to 
order. The Senator from Maine moves that the Senate do now ad- 
ourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 19, 


noes 36. - 

Mr. CONOVER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Florida. 

5 was not agreed to, there being on a division ayes 19, 
noes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Wasa ippi to take from the table House bill No. 


Mr. WALLACE. Subject to a call for the regular order. 

2 IDENT pro tempore. It will be subject to a call for the 

order. 

e motion was to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3072) to authorize a special term of the 
circuit court of the United States for the southern district of Missis- 
sippi to be held at Scranton, in Jackson County. 

. HOWE. Isaid some little time ago that I could not let this 
vote be taken—— 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator does not wish to proceed to-night, 
as several other Senators are to speak on this bill, is it not ‘well to 
adjourn? Will the Senator give way for a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. HOWE. I will give way to anything that meets the view of 
the Senate; but the Senate has just voted down a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. There has been business since that. But at the 
suggestion of Senators around me I do not make any motion as I am 
ready to vote on the bill, and I hope the Senate is. 

Mr. HOWE. Now I protest that is a poor return to make for m 
compliment. I very cheerfully gave way for a motion to adjourn, an 
when the Senator failed to come to time with that motion, I do not 
think he onght to have entered a protest against my making the 
remarks I wish to make. 

Mr. THURMAN. Upon my word I beg pardon, I did it with some 
compunction in my good nature; but I 175 my friend could bear 
it as well as anybody could; so i trusted to his kind nature. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator has my pardon; he may be very sure of 
that. 

Mr. President, I would not trouble the Senate with any remarks if 
I did not feel in some sort compromised by the course of debate here 
this afternoon. I heard the Senator from Mississippi and the Sena- 
tor from Alabama preferring very grave complaints of the action of 
the Government touching their constituents or portions of their con- 


journ. 
ournment until 
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stituents. I could understand nothing of the Government worse than 
1 that, assuming certain persons had cut timber from the public 


8, the Government had commenced prosecutions in form or 
in ill form against them; had instituted suits, goed or bad, against 
them, by some process, regular or i lar. I never asked anything 
for a constituent of mine except that he might have an opportunity 
to defend himself in a judicial forum against whatever charge was 

referred against him; and I would as seon risk him when summoned 
by a bad process as when summoned by a good one. So I do not 
quite think it aggravates the injury if it should turn ont that the 
process employed in Mississippi and in Alabamaisirregular. But for 
that act it is urged not only that these citizens are subjected toa 
hardship, but that the Government ought to step in and send the 
court down to them to try them. Citizens of Wisconsin, whom I rep- 
resent, haye at different times been accused of precisely the same 
offense, individuals here and there, of having cut timber from the 
public lands. I never knew one of them to make any complaint of 
such an accusation. I never have known them to appeal to the sym- 
pathy of the Government. Ihave never known one to ask for any 
pe iar privileges. They have met the Government in the courts, 

ave defeated it or been defeated by it, and when defeated have paid 
the bills like men. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] appeared here on the floor 
to advertise the injuries done to a constituency away in the North- 
west, and he told us that there the Government had prosecuted men, 
not for cutting pine timber, which has almost everywhere a value on 
the stump and a marketable value, but for cutting hard-wood tim- 
ber, mere cord-wood, which almost nowhere has any value. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that in Montana there was no prose- 
157 they simply put their hands on it, seized it without process 

aw. 

Mr. BLAINE. There was no prosecution. They said: “You shall 
not have this wood unless you pay a dollar a cord 5 

Mr. HOWE. Prosecution is just as rightly commenced by one party 
as another. If an agent of the Government took wood that belonged 
to Brown, pretending to act in the name of the Government, and Brown 
thought he owned the wood, the agent could just as readily commence 
a suit against Brown as Brown against him. It might be said the 
process in that case was a little irregular, but that did not hurt Brown, 
it did not hurt the man who cut the wood; it did not deprive him of 


a, 
. BLAINE. It kept him from the wood. 

Mr. HOWE. He might have replevied the wood and built a fire 
and warmed himself, and then with his blood up have commenced a 
suit against the agent of the Government for interfering with his 
rights. The hardship in that case, as I understood the Senator, was 
that an exorbitant price was demanded for the wood, that the man 
who had cut the wood and removed it from the public land was com- 
pelled to pay a full dollar a cord. ; 

But I have heard very serious complaints from a few constituents 
of mine who have suffered as they claim in neither of these Ways. 
There are several Indian reservations in the State of Wisconsin. One 
of these reservations comes within three miles of the city in which I 
live. Itis occupied by the Oneida Indians. In the town where I 
live and in the town adjoining that, there are different establish- 
ments for manufacturing pails and tubs and such hollow wooden 
ware. They manufacture these vessels of hard-wood bolts brought 
into town marketable. These towns are skirted by forests in every 
direction, and this hard-wood timber comes into town from every 
direction. A few years ago the Supreme Court decided—and I call 
the attention of the lawyers in the Chamber to that decision—that 
these Indians held their lands by that sort of title that is recognized 
in a tenant for life, that the Government has the reversion. 

Mr. LAMAR. Will the Senator give way to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. HOWE. No; I think not now. 

Mr. LAMAR. It is getting late and the Senate is very thin. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, my object in taking the floor was dis- 
tinctly advertised. I took the floor to make an apology. I yielded 
at the request of gentlemen here to a motion to adjourn. Following 
the lead of my friend from Mississippi, the Senate refused to ad- 
journ. I have commenced to make my apology. I do not want to be 
cut off in the middle of it. I do not want my constituents, for whose 
benefit alone I make this explanation, to be obliged to wade through 
the RECORD for this session in order to find my apology. 

Mr. SARGENT. They will do it if they take sufficient interest. 

Mr. HOWE. Not with my consent. But, sir, I will pause for any 
gentleman to retire. Iam well assured that no constituent of mine 
will leave this presence until I get through with this apology. 

The Supreme Court, as I was saying, decided that the relation of a 
reversioner or remainder man and tenant for life existed between 
_ these tribes and the Government, and therefore that the Indians oc- 
cupying their reservation could do on the reservation only what a 
tenant for life could do; and if they cut valuable timber, not for the 
purpose of clearing the soil for cultivation but for the market, they 
were guilty of waste, and the Government padi, Sree reversion might 
take the timber. I regret that the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Davis, ] 
who was one of the learned judges who to that opinion, I think, 
is not peaa for I feel bound to say that if the court had not so de- 
cided I should never have mistrusted such to be the law. I did not 
suppose the Indians were tenants for life, tenants for a term of years, 


or tenants at all; nor did I suppose that the law held them to be, as 
my friend from Colorado (Mr. ] suggests, tenants at will. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not mean to say that the law does, but I say 
the Government in its dealings with them treats them as tenants at 


will. 

Mr. HOWE. If not inlaw they may be in fact mere tenants at will. 
I did suppose until I read this opinion that they held their lands as 
every body else holds lands, differing only in these respects: first, that 
they hold in common while in Wisconsin our lands are held in sever- 
alty and, second, that the Government claims the right of pre-emption 
to the lands. I did not sup that there was any reversio inter- 
est in the Government. I did not suppose that the Government could 
obtain possession of the lands in any pore way but by purchasin 
them of the Indians, and when purchasing them do not take what 
happens to be left but take what they buy, though of course they buy 
only what is left. But the law was so decided, and therefore it has 
been assumed by the officers having charge of the Indian service that 
nothing could be taken from these lands which did not inflict a dam- 
age upon the Government, no more a stick of oak timber than a stick 
of pine, no more a 8 than a mast for a vessel. And yet, in 
spite of that decision, I understand that the Oneidas, driven by their 
necessities or driven by their lust for gain, have in repeated instances 
cut this hard-wood timber into bolts and hauled it into town as 
everybody is hauling the light kind of timber from every direction 
into the same market. I am told that, knowing they are not per- 
mitted to cut and market this timber, they are shrewd enough — 
they approach the town to get a white agent to take their team and 
drive the load into the market, to dispose of it and account to them 
for the proceeds. If such be the fact, you will see that there is no 
ed way for a purchaser, who must have the timber from some- 

, to determine whether the load that is offered to him to-day 

came from one direction or another, whether it came from the east 
or from the west, or if it came from the west whether it came from 
that portion of the west occupied by the Oneida reservation or from 
some portion beyond the reservation, or north, or south, or east of 
the reservation. It cannot be told. Yet they purchase it, it is said, and 
suits are commenced against them to recover the value of these bolts, 
which value is composed of the worth of the hard-wood timber on the 
stump and of the Indian labor expended in cutting the timber, mak- 
ing it into bolts, and drawing the bolts for miles to the market. 

Low, Mr. President, how much of that value belongs to the Govern- 
ment, how much to the Indians, I will not undertake to say. Inever 
happened to know in thirty years’ residence hard-wood timber to bo 
sold on the stump there for a dollar anywhere. Such sales may have 
occurred, not tomy knowledge; but it must be very evident to every- 
body, whether connected with that service or not, that but a very 
insignificant portion of the value of the bolts which the mannufact- 


urer baya and pays for—he pays a price just as well reco in 
the market as is the price of wheat or corn—comes from the Govern- 
ment. 


What is the remedy enforced in that case? The Senator from Maine 
complains that the man who cut the cord-wood Powis where he 
cut it had to pay a dollar a cord. What is the remedy enforced 
here? They take from the manufacturer the bolts which he paid a 
full price for, and either sell them in the market or make him pay 
again the full price of the bolt, not of the standing hard-wood tim- 
ber, which alone belonged to the Government if anything belonged, 
but to pay for that and pay again for the labor expended by the 
Indians in cutting it and drawing it to market. 

Mr. TELLER. I would ask the Senator from Wisconsin under what 
statute this is done? 

Mr. HOWE. Ah, Mr. President, I wish my friend would ask me 
an easier question, or pe that question to my friend from Vermont, 
to anybody but me. But that is not all of it, for I understand that, 
relying upon the decision of the Saprene Court that the severing of 
this hard-wood timber is a wrong done to the Government as the 
owner of the timber, the district attorney sues and recovers the value 
of the bolts, and instead of paying that value into the Treasury as 
the depository of the moneys belonging to the United States, pays it 
over to the Indian agent; so that the Indian who cuts the bolt gets 
pay for it first and the Indian agent gets pay for it asecond time. It 
all comes out of the pocket of the man turer. The Government 


ts nothing. : 

Ar. BLAINE. The Indian gets it? 

Mr. HOWE. The tribe gets pay once, and the individual Indian gets 
pay the second time; the n nothing at all; and all this 
is upon the assumption that the manufacturer who bon ht of a white 
driver standing in the streets knew that that man got his bolts from 
an Indian who cut them on the reservation ; and not only that, but 
cut them on a part of the reservation which he did not design to clear 
for cultivation, but cut them for the mere purpose of marketing; 
because the court holds that if the land was designed for cultivation. 
he had F egies right to cut the timber. i 

Now, Mr. President, I never thought of making a complaint of this 


to the Senate, nor to the Secretary of the Interior, nor to anybody ; 
but when I heard such complaints preferred on behalf of other con- 
stituencies as have been urged here this afternoon, I thought I was 
bound to say one word to state the case as it is stated to me on behalf 
of this constituency. I shought of them as of other constituents of 
mine that they could not be harmed by the courts unless they had 
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done wrong, and if they had done wrong I could not object to their 
being punished. 

Mr. ARGENT. Does the Senator think the parallel was still per- 
fect, provided everybody in that region that had bolts, whether 
bonght of the Indians or not, was seized and his business stopped; 
not only a person who bought bolts of the Indians, but everybod 
who bought bolts of anybody else; the whole neighborhood arrested, 
the whole trade stopped? Does he think the pore still is good? 

Mr. HOWE. The parallel still good? No; but the wrong is infi- 
nitely greater against my constituents than is suggested on the other 
side. You talk about destroying a trade, destroying a business. How 
is the business going to be destroyed by the Government seizing logs 
which it does or does not own? 

Mr. SARGENT. Stopping saw-mills. 

Mr. HOWE. The men of whom these logs are seized know exactly 
whether they have got the Government timber or their own, because 
they know where they got it; but the manufacturer who buys these 
bolts cannot possibly know whether the bolts he bought came from 
the Indian reservation or from other land; and therefore he is not 
only compelled to desist from buying bolts from Indians, which is 
e right under the law as settled, but he purchases of my 

iend from California or anybody else at hazard, at the hazard of a 
lawsuit. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand the allegation in the case of Missis- 
sippi to be that these logs are taken from the booms at the saw-mills 
where they have been brought one hundred or one hundred and fifty 
miles down the river, mixed up, and the persons in whose possession 
they are seized are not those who can know their origin. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, how the particular fact is I cannot un- 
dertake to say in Mississippi, but stated as the Senator from Califor- 
nia states it it comes pretty near the evils of which the citizens of Wis- 
consin complain. But even if taken from the boom I take it that 
every log has a certain mark, and the whole lumbering community 
knowing what the mark is knows where that log comes from. Every 
man who lumbers there—it is so in Wiseonsin—knows the marks of 
every other man who cuts lumber; but these bolts come in without 
the slightest mark or the robability of being marked upon them. 
There is absolute peril in the honestest man making pure and 
purchases he must make or he cannot go on with his factory. 

Mr. President, as I said, it was no part of my purpose to complain 
of anybody in the world, but when other complaints like those to 
which we have listened were stated here, I thought I ought to say on 
behalf of my clients—no my constituents—— 

Mr. EATON. They are your clients. 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, they are. I have been retained by them for 
seventeen years, and I stand by them to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can I make the point of order that there is no 


quorum geun 
Mr. HOWE: If the Senator can get the floor. 
e Senator from Wisconsin has the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

oor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But 1 call him to order on the ground that he has 
no right to speak here when there is nobody in the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. I will compromise with my friend from Vermont by 
yielding the floor in a minute or two. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. Then I will withdraw my point of 
order. 

Mr. HOWE. I say 1 thought while these complaints were being 
preferred on behalf of other constituents that I was bound to say to 
these constituents of mine that if I had made no outcry on their be- 
half it was not because I did not feel that the law was pressed against 
them with unusual, if not undeserved, severity. 

Returning my heartfelt thanks to the Senate for the*patience and 
cheerfulness with which they have listened to these few remarks of 
mine, I yield the floor. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McDONALD, (at four o’clock and forty-four minutes p. m.) 
Will the Senator from Minnesota give way to a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. MoMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— yeas 
19, nays 31, as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Allison, Dawes, Howe, Matthews, 
Booth, Dorsey, galls, Rollins, 
Cameron of Wis, Edmun Kirkwood, Spans 
Conover, Garland, McDonald, oorhees. 
Davis of Illinois, Hoar, McMillan, 

NAYS—31. 
Bailey, Coke, Johnston, 
Barnum, Eaton, Jones of Florida, Plamb, 
Bayard, Eustis, Kellogg, t, 
Beck, Gordon, Kernan, Saulsbury, 
Blaine, Grover, Lamar, Teller, 
Bruce, Harris, McCreery, Wallace, 
Butler, Hereford, McPherson, Withers. 
Chaffee, Hill, Maxey, 4 

ABSENT—26. 
Ant A Burnside, Christiancy, ing, 
y yer 5 g Cameron of Pa., Cockrell, 7 Davis of w. Va., 


N Mitchell. — we 
Jones of Nevada, . 8 en 
Merrimon, Patterson, Thurman, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I have but few remarks to sub 
mit upon this question, and it seems to me the Senate should pause 
before it carries out what ap to me to be the intention of ama- 
jority of the Senate. There is, it seems to me,a very serious question 


involved here, far greater than the value of logs or timber which 
may have been seized by the Government as ha 1 cut upon 
the public lands by persons who were trespassers. 


e bill 8 
to authorize a special term of the circuit court of the United States 
for the southern district of Mississippi to be held at Scranton, in 
Jackson County. That bill has been referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate. It has been very carefully considered, 
and the committee has submitted its report to the Senate. The 
printed report which lies upon the tables of Senators states that— 


The circuit court of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi is 
now provided by law to be held twice in each year, at the city of Jackson. 
place where the bill in question p: to provide for a s; term is the county- 
seat of the southeastern county of the State. The county is 5 
populated, and it is in that county and in the adjacent part of Alabama, chiefly, 
that the controversies frouma lumber, logs, charcoal, and turpentine between 
the United States and persons of that region ve arisen. 


The committee further state that— 


It is thought to be contrary to sound principles in the administration of justice 
to remove a series of controversies which have consi excited the public 
mind from the established and serene forum to the locality in which the excite- 
ment going aie gd that excitement be in favor of or adverse to the prae 

nited States are proceeding; and, although the juries for the 


whom the al of 
these cases might be drawn from other parts of the district, yet the atmosphere of 
blic opinion and excitement in the locality of the difficulties would, we k, be 


p ey to ay prejudice, in one direction or the other, the jurors who should be 

It is a recognized principle of law that the administration of jus- 

tice should be fair and impartial, and if there is anything e es 

© 

aeng Committee have re 
United 


suits; I care not 

whether the seizures in this case may have operated with rigor upon 

the persons who have had this lumber, or timber, or property in their 
late such a rinciple 

of justice as this is 9 

Senate say tively justice cannot be adminis- 


Mr. EATON. They will be sorry for what they have done to-day 


y. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to me? 

Mr. McMILLAN. For what purpose? 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin, I desire to make a motion to 


ourn. 
82 — McMILLAN. I yield for that p x 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 19, 


noes 27. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, great complaint has been made 
of the operation of the laws referring to the seizure of logs and timber 
throughout the country, and from the statements upon the floor of the 
Senate one would suppor there was some doubt abont the right of 
the Government to take this action. I supposed it had been familiar 
to the country that these laws have been in operation and have been 
8 partially since at least the administration of President 

ore. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. To what laws does the Senator allude ? 

Mr. McMILLAN, I allude to the statutes under which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior has directed the seizure of logs and lumber in dif- 
ferent parts of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator be kind enough to des- 
ignate the sections ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. These questions are not new in the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent. Our citizens have suffered 
from the operations of these laws. Ido not claim that the statutes 
themselves have a beneficial operation, but the question has been 
submitted to the circuit court of the United States for the circuit in 
which my own State is located, and Judge Dillon, the presiding jndge 
of that court, has passed upon it, sustaining fully the power of the 
Government, and no ap or writ of error was taken by the able 
counsel in that case from the decision. These laws have been enforced 
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by the ti of the Interior in different parts of the country for 
many years. The only difference between the action of the Depart- 
ment now and the action heretofore taken has been that the agent of 
the Government was authorized to compromise with the persons from 
whom the logs and timber were taken. Instead of pursuing that 
course now the Secre of the Interior has not permitted the agents 
authorized by him in this matter to exercise any discretion, but has 
submitted that question to the courts, believing that that was the 
only effectual way of terminating the destruction of timber upon the 
lands of the United States. I sup it is perfectly proper for an 
officer of the Government to act in that way if he believes it his duty. 
He submits these matters to the courts, and if sustained by them then 
the operation of the law is fully tested. Ifthe hardships are so great, 
if the law operates unequally, then the remedy is to repeal or modify 
the law; but to attempt to pervert justice, to strike at one of the 
very elemental principles of justice, isa thing the Senate should hes- 
itate about doing. I care not what suffering there may be by the 
delay in the prosecution of these suits, if there be any delay. The 
Judiciary Committee report that there are no such delays or inequal- 
ities in this instance as to require the establishment of a special term 
of the circuit court of the United States in the southeastern county 
of the State of F 4 when two terms are held annually at 
Jackson, the capital of the State. 

Mr. President, I hope the Senate will pause before they take this 
step. These citizens have not suffered as other citizens of the coun- 
try have suffered. So far as I am informed, they have never been 
interrupted in cutting timber upon the lands of the United States 
before; and that it should have been done in this instance was only 
to prevent future depredations, while other parts of the country have 
for years compensated the Government for cutting timber upon land 
the title to which they could not obtain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the third read- 
ing of the bill, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

e Secre roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDM , (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis.] If he 
were present, he would vote in favor of the third reading and I should 


vote t it. 
Mr. McMILLAN, (when Mr. Frrry’s name was called.) I desire to 
state that the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] is paired with the 


Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON.] The Senator from 
Michi would vote “nay” and the Senator from North Carolina 
would vote “yea.” 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HL. ] If he were 
here, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. KELLOGG, (when his name was 1 7 On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] He would 


vote against the bill and I should vote for it. 
Mr. McCREERY, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON.] he were 


present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SARGENT, (when Mr. Mrreimzi's name was called.) I am 
requested to announce that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
is paired with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN.) The Senator 
from Oregon would vote “yea” and the Senator from Ohio would 
vote “nay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when Mr. MORRILI’S name was called.) My col- 
league [Mr. MORRILL] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey, 
[Mr. RANDOLPH.] Had my colleague been present, he would have 
voted against the third reading, and the Senator from New Jersey, 
as I RINE would have voted in favor of it, 

Mr. WALLACE, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. WADLEIGH. ] 
If he were here I should vote “ yea.”, 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Bailey, Conover, Jones of Florida, G 
» Barnum, Dorsey, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blaine, Eaton, Lamar, Teller, 
Booth, Eustis, McPherson, 
Brace, Gordon, Maxey, Withers. 
Butler, Grover, M. ” 
` Hereford, ock, 
Coke, Johnston, Plumb, 
NAYS—15. 
Bayard Dawes, Kirkwood, Rollins, 
Beck, [Re Hoar, McDonald, Saunders, 
Cameron owe, eMillan, cer. 
Davis of Hlinois’ Kernan, Matthews, 005 
ABSENT—22. 
Allison, Davis of West Va., In Randolph, 
Anthony, Dennis, ogn Ransom, 
Dirade Ferry, erg Thurman, 
ha ones Morrill,’ Wallace ; 
Coc! : Harris, Oglesby, Whyte, 
g, Hil, Patterson, Windom. 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The bill was read tbe third time, and passed. 


Mr. DORSEY. urn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and ten minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned to Monday next. 


I move that the Senate adjo 
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The House met at twelve o clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

CHARLES B. VARNEY. 

On motion of Mr. REED, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 149) 
for the relief of Charles B. Varney was taken from the 8 er's table, 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

9 SPE Not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider, 
OCEAN MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. FREEMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3560) authorizing the establishing of the ocean-mail service between 
the United States and foreign countries; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MORNING HOUR. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a resolution. 

Mr. ATKINS and Mr, BLAND demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair departs from the order of recognition 
of members to ask unanimous consent as the regular order has been 
demanded, which is equivalent to objection. The morning hour now 
begins at fifteen minutes past twelve o’clock, and reports are in order 
from committees, beginning where the call last rested. 

PASSED ASSISTANT PAYMASTER JOSEPH T. ADDICKS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back adversely a bill (H. R. No. 1238) for the relief of Passed Assist- 
ant Paymaster 8 T. Addicks, United States Navy; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to he printed. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was laid upon the table; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


METHOD OF ANNUAL ESTIMATES, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the same committee, reported back 
a bill (H. R. No. 356) directing the method of annual estimates of 
expenditures to be submitted from the Navy Department,with amend- 
ments, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That section 3666 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same 
is hereby, amended, so that in addition to the estimates required to be made by 
that section, the estimates required by the Department of the Navy for the follow- 
ing purposes shall be given in detail, namely : 

Under head of pay of the Navy: 

First. The number of officers in each rank on the active and retired lists, with 
their annual pay. 

Second. The number of petty officers, the number of seamen, ordinary seamen, 


landsmen, and bo 8, with rate of pay. 
Third. The ites making the . fund under this head shall be in sepa- 
rate estimated amounts. 

Fourth. The items required for support of civil establishment at navy yards 
and stations shall be in separate estimated amounts, and shall designate the serv- 
ice, labor, materials, and the number and © of officers, laborers, or em- 
ployés required therefor. 

Under head of Bureau of Navigation : 
The items required for expenditures to be made by or under order of said bureau 
e. 


_ | shall be given separately, and estimates so mad: 


Under head of Bureau of Ordnance: 

The expenditures required in this bureau for fuel, tools, materials, labor, re- 
pairs. 3 purchase of ordnance- stores, and for armament of 
vessels, be given separately, and estimates so made. 

Under head of nt rig and recruiting: 

The expenditures requ in this burean for coal for steamers and ships’ use, 
for 5 for storage, for labor, for materials, for all articles of equip- 
ment, and items of expense of any character shall be given separately, and esti- 
mates so made, 

8 head of yards ye an : A IE ? 

expenditures required bureau for freights and transportation of ma- 
terials and stores, printing and stationery, machinery, use of patents, repairs of 
every preys gro purchase and maintenance of oxen, horses, and adug teams, 
labor, and all items of expense of any character attaching to or req by this 
bureau shall be separately given, estimates so made. 

Under head of Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: 

The expenditures required in this bureau shall be given separately, and esti- 

mates so made. 

Under head of Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 

The expenditures required in this bureau for 8 for officers, seamen, and 
marines, as well as each class of expenses, shall 

so made. 


Under head of Bureau of Construction and Repair : 

The pat eee required in this bureau for preservation of vessels on the 
stocks in ordinary, estimating for each vessel by name; the purchase of ma- 
terials and stores of all kinds, stating the proposed use in d ; labor in navy- 
yards and on foreign stations, stating the class and number of laborers, andamount 


separately given, and estimates 
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of per diem proposed ; for purchase of tools, wear, tear, and of vessels 
A E pear say nowy and any other item of expense under said bureau, 
be separately given, and estimates so made. 
Under head of Bureau of Steam. Engineering: 
The ditures required in this burean for repairs and preservation of ma- 
chinery, Ko., on naval vessels, for labor in the navy-yards, for materials, 
stores, and supplies, and constraction of boilers, and incidental expenses shall be 


separately given, and estimates so made. 
Under head of Naval Academy: 
The expenditures required at the Naval Academy for pay of prof clerks, 
employés, watel men, and others, repairs and improvements, heating and lighting, 
incidental and contingent expenses, shall be separately given, and estimates so 
0. 


Under head of Marine Corps: 
The expenditures required for the pay, support, and maintenance of the Marine 
together with the incidental and contingent expenses thereof, shall be sepa- 

rately given,and estimates so made, 

Sxc. 2. That the appropriations made for one class or item of expenditures shall 
not be otherwise or expended than is therein and thereby directed. 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

Section 1, line & before the words in detail“ insert “as far as practicable.” 

Section 2, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words “or item of, and insert at the 
close of the section, and in the expenditures the items of each class 
shall be given as far as practicable.” 

Mr. HALE, I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I was going to ask the House to act on the 
amendments and then say a few words in explanation of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that the bill must have its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. HALE, I wish the ruling of the Chair. When the rule was 
modified in respect to ahs smears the language was made very 
comprehensive, and may perhaps go further than its framers in- 
tended. I believe it refers in terms to any matter touching appro- 
spears I have not the rule before me at this moment, but I think 

hat is the language. 

The SPE. R. The l eee refers to Rule 112. 

Mr. HALE. And this bill is clearly a matter “touching appropria- 
tions,” regulating appropriations, dealing with 8 and 
as such I suppose it would come under the rule. I do not wish to ob- 
struct the bill. Lam inclined to think there are many things good 
about it. I do this more that I may have an opportunity of examin- 
ing the bill to see if it is good, correct, and right. There are some 
things I know that are good in it. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I do not think the rule to which the gentle- 
man from Maine refers would in its spirit, much less in its letter, make 
this bill subject to a point of order. The bill does not involve an 
i e It is simply in regard to the method and manner of 
estimates to be submitted on the part of the Navy Department in 


procuring appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. As I look at the rule I think there is very little doubt 
that this bill comes within it; because it is a bill touching appropri- 
ations; and the language of the first portion of the rule is “all pro- 
ceedings touching appropriations of money.” Now, this is a proceed- 
ing, a ill reported, touching appropriations of money. 

e SPEAKER. Is there any appropriation of money in this bill? 

Mr. HALE. That is not tho point, as the Speaker will observe if he 
will listen to my argument. The language of the rule refers to two 
classes. The first is “all pis touching appropriations of 
money,” that is, affecting appropriations of money. Then the rule 

on and mentions the other class, that which almost always comes 
up before the House, “ and all bills making appropriations of money 
or property.” Now, this does not make an e of money and 
undoubtedly does not come under the second class, and I do not con- 
tend for that. It is in reference to that class that almost all points 
of order are raised. But, as coming under the first class, which is 
rarely up before the House, this bill is clearly subject to the point of 
order, because it is a proceeding touching appropriations. Itisa pro- 
ceeding that will hereafter, if the bill be passed, affect appropriations. 
It will affect the method of i pig eran and will affect the amount 
undoubtedly of appropriations. It seems to me, therefore, as I read 
the rule, that the bill comes under the class of “proceedings touch- 
ing appropriations.” As a gentleman beside me suggests, what sense 
would there be in the two clauses of the rule, if the first clause was 
not meant to apply to the case now before us? All the objections 
ordinarily raised are raised under the second clause. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly decided that bills mak- 
ing appropriations of money of course came under this rule; but he 
has never decided that where a bill contained no appropriation but 

uired some future action to make an ap ee be that such a 
bill came within the rule referred to. The Chair does not think the 
language of the rule is susceptible of the rigid construction which is 


sought to be given to it by t A peasan m Maine. 
r. HALE. If the Chair will hear 1 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is more than willing to hear the gen- 


tleman. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think the point I now make has ever come 
up for the ruling of the Chair. I think it is a new point. I do not 
think that any ruling of the Chair made upon the point as to whether 
a bill involves an appropriation in any way conflicts with or affects 
the suggestion I am now making. But if the Chair will look again 
to the clanse of Rule 112 and will tell me what the force of those 
words is, being additional to what follows as to making appropri- 
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ations, if they do not apply to such a bill as this, then the Chair will 
give me some new information. The language of the first clause is: 

All proceedings touching appropriations of money. 

Now, supposing, Mr. Speaker, that a bill was brought in here that 
claimed in terms to regulate the manner of ape Appropriate 
hereafter, and which should declare that only for such and such 
places and such and such departments should 3 be made 
and only to such an extent, would not that clearly be a proceeding 
touching an appropriation ? 

The 8 EARER. The Chair thinks there is no appropriation to 
be “touched” by this bill in itself; and that the construction which 
the gentleman from Maine would seek ped abe tothe rule as against 
the bill under consideration would reach to every species and de- 
5 8 of legislation in the House. 

. HALE. Hardly so, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine, with his long ex 
rience, knows that 95 per cent. of the legislation of this House 
for its motive power an appropriation of money; and yet the point 
of order does not rest against any such proportionate number of bills 


as that percen would imply. 

Mr. HALE. “the trouble with the Chair I think is that he gives 
no force to the “ touching,” except as to making an appropriation. I 
hold that the word “touching” means anything affecting an appro- 
priation, and the effect of this bill is to affect and touch appropria- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a general bill requiring no 
appropriation of money per se of its own action, but on the contrary 
is a law which looks to future legislation and deals with the manner 
of submission of estimates for appre riations. 

Mr. HALE. What force would the Chair give to the word “touched?” 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the bill itself that applies 
to an appropriation either directly or indirectly. The Chair does not 
think that this bill of itself makes directly or indirectly any appro- 
priation of money. 3 

Mr. HALE. That will be covered by the second clause of the rule 
only; but in the first clause of the rule what is the interpretation 
that the vet gives to the word “ touching,” as applied to an appro- 
priation 

The SPEAKER. It would seem to apply to bills which compel 
Congress in the future to make an appropriation to fulfill its 17 gl 
ments. The Chair does not think that this bill does that. If the 

ntleman from Maine [Mr. Hae] will point to any section in this 

ill which would fail to have force or effect without an appropriation, 
the Chair would like to know it. 

Mr. HALE. The whole force of the bill is that no appropriation 
is made for a certain Department of the Government except in cer- 
tain cases pointed out, and if this bill does not affect the method of 
making an appropriation for a Department hereafter it at least regu- 
lates and controls them and surrounds an appropriation aud takes it 
in its grasp and declares that it shall be used in a certain way and in 
ho other. This may be as vital in the operation of a Department as 
if the bill said that you may have so much money and so limit directly 
and indirectly as well as increase directly andindirectly. Now Isay 
that when a bill provides for no appropriation, but declares an exten- 
sion of the powers of a Department when appropriations are made, it 
3 reper to the point of order and comes within the first clause of 

e rule. . 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would hold that this bill, according to 
his construction of it, would tend to retrench expenditures and would 
really be in order on an appropriation bill under Rule 120, wherein it 
is allowed that this House may put to an appropriation bill an amend- 
ment, provided itis in the direction of retrenchment. The Uhair can- 
not conceive that the language “touching” applies to a W law 
that contains no appropriation whatever, now or hereafter, to exe- 
cute its provisions and merely goes to regulate a Department, just as 
we regulate the Department of Justice, or the Treasury Department, 
or any other Department of the Government by general laws. The 
Chair therefore cannot see how it can possibly come under Rule 112. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The Speaker having decided the question of 
order, I ask the Honse to concur in the amendments reported by the 
committee. 

The amendments were read and concurred in, as follows: 

In line 8, of the first section, before the words in detail,” insert the following: 
j riproi bs oo . ——. of the Navy for the following pur 
poses shall be piven as far 2 practicable in detail, WN r 

The second amendment was in lines 1 and 2 of tho second section 
of the bill to strike out the words “or item” aud add the following 
words at the end of the section: 

And in classifying the expenditures the items of each class shall be given as far 
as practicable. 

So that it will read as follows: 

Src. 2. That tho Appropriations made for one class of expenditures shall not be 
otherwise used or expended than is therein and thereby directed. And in classify- 
ing expenditures the items of each class shall be given as far as practicable. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The object of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs in submitting this bill to the Honse is that in this way it will 
be in the power of the legislative department of the Government 
more economically and wisely to control the expenditures of the 
Government, and in this way to provide for checks against the ex- 
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penditure of money that heretofore has been expended regardless of 
the methods of appropriation under which mischievous practices have 


wn up, a practice of transferring an appropriation made for one 
8 A 55 to another. So that in this way there is difficulty in 
training the legal ditures in cases where there is a change in 
the expenditures of the Government from one object to another, and 
in this way there has existed and does now great abuses and frauds 
in the expenditures of the Government arising from this transfer of 
funds 3 to one bureau to correct this shifting of an appro- 
priation from one branch of the public service to another is the object 
and main purpose of the bill. “ie 

Imay remark, Mr. S er, and members of the House that it is 
a of my individual fortune to know somewhat of the growth of 
this Government. In the years 1845-46-47, I stood in a position 
to know something of the details of the business of the Government, 
and while the world has made marked progress in all the fields of 
science and arts, there has been no more astonishing progress than 
that made in the growth of the United States Government in its busi- 
ness relations. It has extended yearly, and with a view that the 
people may control the purse-strings of the Government, it is first 
necessary to w what the expenditures are. The object of the 
Naval Committés is that when an appropriation is made it shall be 
made for a specific object, so that the members of the committee and 
of the legislative body may be enabled to trace it through from the 
moment of its appropriation to its nditure and ascertain whether 
it has been done in conformity with law or not. 

Now, with a view of making the Honse understand this question, I 
call the attention of members, and especially the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. HALE, I who has been on the Naval Committee and prob- 
ably is more familiar with naval affairs than any other member on this 
floor, to the estimate for the pay of the Navy. I will say that the 
lan employed is the language that has been enpago for years 
pase Tao not charge it to one administration more than another. I 
will read: 

Pay of commissioned and warrant officers atsea, on shore, on special service, and 
those on the retired list and unemployed; and for mileage and transportation of 
officers traveling under orders ; for the pay of petty officers, seamen, ordinary 
seamen, landsmen, and boys, including men for the engineer's force, and for the 
coast-survey service, seventy-five hundred men, at the pay prescribed by law, 
$7,350,000. 

Does any gentleman upon this floor know how much of that 
$7,350,000 goes to the officers on the active list? Does any gentleman 
here know what amount of that $7,350,000 goes to the sailors? I state 
that at this moment there is not in this House a single man, I care 
not how familiar he may be with naval service, that can answer how 
much of this $7,350,000 goes to the pay of the sailors. 

I tell you, Mr. Speaker, and I tell this House that out of this appro- 
priation in years past the officers of the Navy have been taken care 
of and the remnant of the 1 has been distributed among 
the sailors. I appeal to gentlemen upon the Committee on Appro- 
priations who have had anything to do with naval appropriations to 
tell me if they can by what law or rule the pay of a sailor or of a 
landsman is prescribed. Is it not within the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and does he not receive merely what is left after 
the officers have been paid? That is the rule. 

Now, with the view of obviating defects of this kind, the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs have reported this bill. I ask gentlemen to turn 
again to the estimates, to that portion relating to the engineer's de- 
partment, and especially to the estimates for the Bureau of Construc- 
tion and Repairs, which are placed at $2,300,000. Can any man tell 
to what R object and for what specific purpose that amount is 
to be pe 


Mr. BLOUNT. I would ask the gentleman how it is with the British 
estimates, especially with the estimates for the bureau of construc- 
tion and repairs? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I was coming to that, and will reply to the 
8 in a moment. I am now in a hurried manner directing 

e attention of gentlemen of the House to these estimates, which are 
in the form heretofore submitted. In my judgment a ter abuse 
does not exist under existing Jaw. The difficulty is not alone with 
the estimates for the Navy, but in all of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. Look for a moment to the appropriations made to the War 
Department for public buildings and improvements. Millions upon 
millions of dollars are voted, and you cannot tell for what specific 
object. This bill is introduced forthe purpose of correcting that evil. 

Before I get away from this subject of the estimates for the Bureau 
of Construction and Repairs, let me say that for the fiscal year of 1875 
and 1876 a sum of $3,300,000 was appropriated. During that time 
rage clerks were employed without any authority of law, unknown 
to the law, and paid under thatappropriation. They were appointed 
nominally as mechanics and writers at the navy-yard, but were 
placed on duty at the Navy Department. I congratulate the country 
that the present Secretary of the Navy is endeavoring to get rid of 
this abuse, and hashad the frankness to come before the Committee 
on Appropriations and ask for what he mally needed. 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] asks me what is the differ- 
ence between the naval estimates of this Government and the esti- 
mates submitted for the British naval service. I have here in a half 
dozen pat pages the estimates submitted for the United States. 
I also have here the estimates made for the naval service of Great 


Britain, and in that connection I will state that the estimates for the 
British naval servicé are fully classified ; they give the number of 
officers on active rey Corel number of officers on the retired list, the 
number of vessels to be constructed and to be repaired, the amount 
necessary for labor and material, down to the minutest detail. They 
give an estimate of what is n to victual the Navy, what is 
necessary for the navy-yards, down to the details involving an appro- 
priation of only £5. They give the number of laborers by classes, 
going down even to the laboring-boy in the navy-yards. And what 
is ible for them is certainly possible for us, 
. HALE. I will ask the gentleman to give me a few minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask a question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will hear the gentleman, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true in 
reference to the British naval estimates for construction and repairs, 
that they give estimates for building the hulls, and even in detail for 
the seve: para of the vessel ? 

Mr. WHI ORNE. Yes, sir; in the British naval estimates, 
when itis contemplated to repair one or more vessels at any given 
navy-yard, the name of the navy-yard, the name of the vessel to be 
repaired, the amount of work to be done on the vessel, the quantity 
of material that will be required, the number of laborers by classes 
that will be required for that particular work upon each particular 
vessel are all given. Andin giving their estimates to the British 
government the British naval officers state: 

Under this retabulation of the estimates, the form of which all su 


ac- 
counts will follow, we shall have but one great account in certain di 


visions, and 
members will be able easily to trace the money the house has voted from the esti- 


mates, through the appropriations and savings and deficiencies accounts, into the 
final ee and eee eee accounts for each division. 


Mr. HALE. I now ask the gentleman to yield to me for a few min- 


utes. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Certainly; I will do so. 

Mr. HALE, I think this bill is in a good direction. It is nothing 
new either, for appropriations have been separated from year to year 
and given more and more in detail. It is a curious thing to go back 
to the original appropriation acts by Congress and observe how from 
that time the practice has been in the direction of separation of items, 
so that there might be accountability measured by distinct appropria- 
tions. 

The first appropriation ever made after the formation of the Gov- 
ernment will be found in volume 1 of the Statutes at Large. It is a 
short act, only about two inches in length, providing a general sum 
for running the service of the Government; the civil serviceall lumped, 
the military service all lumped, and the military service then included 
both war and navy. From that time to this the subject has been 
divided and subdivided, and the present naval . bills, 
which are of the same form adopted for veers part, ve in them hun- 
dreds of items which formerly were embraced in one general appro- 
priation bill. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 8 by his bill pro- 
poses to proceed in that direction still further, and I have no doubt 
it is a good direction. As the gentleman 5 75 the British estimates 
are all particularized. In reading over the bill it occurs to me that 
perhaps it may be difficult for all the bureaus to give each item se 
arately, and I think if the gentleman will add to some clauses of this 
bill, what he has incorporated in other clauses, the words “so far as 
practicable,” that will cure the difficulty. i 

I will call the attention of the gentleman to the clause in line 58 
of this bill, and will ask him if he thinks such a provision us that is 
feasible: 

Labor in navy. yards and on foreign stations, stating the class and number of 
laborers— 

To which I have no objection— 
and the amount of per diem proposed. 

I think that this last clause will embarrass rather than help the 
operations of the Department. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman will see by turning to the 
e estimates of the British government that there this very thing 
is done. 

Mr. HALE. But that country is not subject to the fluctuations in 
Jabor that we have here. If in our estimates the pro amount 
of labor is specified, and that estimate is followed in the appropria- 
tion, then even if labor has fallen the superintendent of a navy-yard 
may find difficulty in getting it below the price estimated, because 
he will be pointed to the estimate and will be told that he ought to 
pay up to that amount. On the other hand if wages should rise in 
the neighborhood of the yard—a thing over which the superintend- 
ent of the yard has no control—he will find himself crippled and may 
not be able, under the provisions of the law, to pay for labor what 
everybody else is paying. I think that in this respect a discretion 
may safely be left with the Department. It seems to me sufficient 
to provide for the class of labor and for abont how many men will 
be required, leaving the question of pay to be regulated according to 
the price that — . — paid from time to time in private employment. 
For this reason I will, with the leave of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. 1 submit an amendment to strike out these words, 
“and the amount of per diem proposed.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does not the gentleman think that the retrench- 
ment which would result from a detailed statement so as to facili- 
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tate a better examination by Congress would overbalance any in- 


of laborers on 


crease of expenditure that might arise from a 
e appropriation when 


the Department to pay the amount named in 
labor had fallen below that price ? 

Mr. HALE. Why, sir, if this clause be struck out you will still 
have a specification of the class and number of laborers; but you 
will not attempt to fix, for instance, now in February the pay of 
laborers at the different navy-yards throughout the country for an 
entire year from next July. 

Mr, BLOUNT. May not the estimate be useful to Congress in 
framing its bills; and is it not amply a matter of information ? 

Mr. But, as I understand, it is proposed to appropriate in 
accordance with the estimate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not understand that the appropriation follows 
the estimate every time. 

Mr. HALE. Is it not the idea of the tleman from Tennessee 
that the estimates shall be made in detail and that the appropria- 
tions shall follow those estimates in detail? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. That the appropriations shall correspond to 
the estimates. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do J understand the gentleman to say that this 
House or the Committee on Appropriations would be bound by an 
estimate for the per diem of laborers? Is not such an estimate a 
simple matter of information for the committee to enable them to 
et ap 5 more intelligently ? 

r. HAL . Undoubtedly the House might reject the whole of the 
estimates and make an te appropriation in one line; but I 
take it that the idea of the committee reporting this bill is that this 
particularity shall run through both the estimates and the appropria- 
tions. Is not that the idea! 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. When the gentleman from Maine refers to 
the first appropriation bill, passed I believe in 1789, I have simply to 
call his attention to the fact that prior to the commencement of this 
century the entire expenditures of our Government probably were 
ue equal to the amount we now appropriate for the pay of the Navy 

one. 

Mr. HALE. Nothing like equal. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The growth of the Government has created 
a necessity for these detailed estimates. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will allow me to say that the total 
expenditures of our Government at the time he refers to were less 
than one-seventh of what the pay of the Navy is now. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I simply referred to the growth of our Gov- 
ernment as . the necessity for these detailed estimates for the 
information of the legislative department of the Government. When 
these estimates are submitted the legislative department undoubtedly 
has this entire matter under its control, and can, if it ch vote 
an appropriation in the lump; but I take it for ted that the legis- 
lative department will act intelligently, and in making appropria- 
tions will make them, so to speak, responsive to the estimates of the 
different Departments. Of course Congress cannot be bound by those 
estimates and ought not to be; but in making the appropriations 
responsive to the estimates it is with the view that the custodians of 
Ge vane money and the representatives and agents of the people 
shall properly guard the expenditures of the Government. 

I now call the previous question. 

Mr. HALE. had d to offer an amendment; but before 
pressing it I will ask whether the amendment which has been adopted 
in the section is intended to apply to all the subdivisions of the 
departments. 

r. WHITTHORNE, It is. 

Mr. HALE. So that it will not be an iron rule. If that is the 
view, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HANNA. That was the intention of the committee, undoubt- 


edly. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be en ssed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. WHITTHO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
3 pene ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPEDITION TO THE ARCTIC SEA. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. 
No, 447) to authorize and equip an expedition to the Arctic Sea; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the public 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. LINN. 

Mr. KIMMEL, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1068) for the relief of James H. Linn, late 
acting first assistant engineer, in charge of the Mississippi squadron, 
United States Navy; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
e i ordered to be printed. 

r. KIMMEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPTAIN JOHN G. TOD. 

Mr. KIMMEL also, from the same committee, reported back a bill 
(H. R. No. 1127) for the relief of the ! representatives of the late 
Captain John G. Tod, of Texas; which, with the accom ing re- 

rt, was ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be ght 

ack by a motion to reconsider. 
NATHANIEL M'KAY. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
a bill (H. R. No. 1969) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay; which, with 
the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed and recommit- 
ted, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


SECOR & CO. AND PERINE, SECOR & CO. 
Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, ey Hehe back the peti- 
tion and statement of Secor & Co. and Perine, & Co.; which, 
with the accompanying ins St was ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 
RELIEF OF NAVAL CONTRACTORS. 


Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back a bill 
(H. R. No. 1264) for the relief of certain contractors for the con- 
struction of vessels of war and steam machinery; which, with the 
accompanying report, was ordered to be printed and recommitted, 
not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


REANEY, SON & ARCHBOLD. 

Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back a bill 
(H. R. No. 3137) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold; which, 
with the accompanying re was ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

DONALD M’KAY. 

Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back a bill 
(H. R. No. 3128) for the relief of Donald McKay; which, with the 
n report, was ordered to be printed and recommitted, not 
to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


JOHN HOLROYD. 


Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the petition of John Holroyd for compensation for use of certain in- 
ventions in ordnance made by him while employed at the Nbc Jes 
eee which was laid on the table, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the petition 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN N. BARRON. 

Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the petition of John N. Barron, praying reinstatement to position as 
second assistant engineer United States Navy; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. A moved to reconsider the vote by which the petition 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 


Mr. DANFORD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1979) for the relief of cis H. 
Elison; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was-agreed to. 


JOHN P. GREGSON. 


Mr. DANFORD also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 2979) for the relief of John P. Gregson, of 
Illinois; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HORACE JARBOE. 


Mr. DANFORD also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 1574) for the.relief of Horace Jarboe ; which 
ber sr on the table, and the accompanying report ordered. to be 
printed. 

Mr. DANFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
ail on the table. 

BENJAMIN P. LOYALL. 


Mr. HARMER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 3561) for the relief of Benjamin P. Loyall, late 
lieutenant United States Navy; which wasreada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES E. KELSEY, JOHN LOUGHLIN, ETC. NAYS—118. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, | Atkins, Davis, Horace Robbins, 
reported back favorably joint resolution (H. R. No. 106) referring to Esker Soke E, Darja, Josph Ts: Mantes, noe: 
the Court of Claims the claim of James E. Kelsey, John Loughlin, | Beil. Dibra” Jones Jen S. ‘Shelley 
Theron Kelsey, and others against the United States for dam done | Benedict, Dickey, Keightley, Singleton, 
to the schooner C. and C. Brooks; which was referred to the Commit- | Bicknell, Kenna, Slemons, 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- mkir, Faar gas — 5 Spark Ms, 
ing report, ordered to be printed. a 5 Ligon, 8 3 

0 i Wi 
ALFRED D. BULLOCK. Boyd, 3 i ee Steele, 

Mr. GOODE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back | Browne, Finley, key, Thom 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1742) for the relief of Alfred D. Bullock; | Burchard Taes. Hamming, . 
Which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to — — ; Garth, Mayham, Tucker, 
be printed. Caldwell, John W. Gibson, MeKentic, Turney, 

. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | Caldwell, W. P. Giddings, MeMahon, Vanee, 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | Gannon, Hamilton, —.— 1 
on the table. Hardenbergh, Muldrow, Warner, 
EF Clarke of Kentucky, Harris Je me ate White, Michael D 
v o 5 ver, 
J. WALTEMYER. cur of Missouri, Harrison, Patterson, T. M. WI 5 ton, 

Mr. GOODE also, from the same committee, reported back adversely Cobb ne Hartzell, Pollai” Willis Albert 8 
the petition of J. Waltemyer, of Washington, District of Columbia; | Cole, Hatcher, Pound, Wilson, 

N e on the table, and the accompanying report ordered i Levis rem . Pridemore, yous: 
printed. : : - 

Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by which the petition — E Bes 5 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to recon- NOT VOTING—13 
sider be laid on the table. Ackles Ewin Kili Rain 

The latter motion was agreed to. aan Felton, Knott Reilly.’ 

DECORATION FROM SULTAN OF TURKEY. 828 era peu 3 

Mr. BRIDGES, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported Caswell, Hale, ish, Schleicher, 
back with a fayorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. R. | Olark, wah A. Henkle, 3 —— 

No. 77) authorizing First Lieutenant Henry Metcalfe, of the Ordnance | Collins” Hecker Morrison, 8 
8 United States Army, to accept a decoration from the | Cook, Jorgensen, Peddie, Waddell, 
Sultan of Turkey. 3 5 — — er, Phelps, Watson. 


The joint resolution was read. It authorizes First Lieutenant Henry 
Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department of the United States Army, to 
accept a decoration of the Order of the Osmanli, which has been 
tendered him by the Sultan of Turkey as an evidence of his appre- 
ciation of the efforts of that officer in conducting the inspection of 
arms and ammunition manufactured for the imperial Ottoman gov- 
ernment in the cities of Providence, Rhode Island, and Bridgeport 
and New Haven, Connecticut. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and bein . it was accordingly read the third time. 
i The SPEAKER. e question is on the passage of the joint reso- 

ution. 

Mr. HOUSE. I would like to have the joint resolution again read. 
I do not think the House understands it. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

The question being taken on the passage of the joint resolution, 
there were—ayes 46, noes 49; no quorum . 

Tellers were ordered under the rule; and Mr. BripGes and Mr. 
SPARKS were appointed. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Let the joint resolution be read again. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution has been twice read. 
there objection to its being read a third time? 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution was again read. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 48; 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
voting 43; as follows: 


Is 


131, nays 118, not 


YEAS—131 
Aiken, Danford, Joyes, Sayler, 
Aldrich, Denison, Ketcham, Sexton, 
Baron, pona 8 8 
ham, Sinn ckson, 
Boeken, ‘William H. Eames, Lathrop: Smalls, 
Ballou, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
Banning Evina John H. Medea. Senn 
~ 0 ens, 
Beebe, Field, McGowan, 
Bisbee, Fort, McKinley, Stone, John W. 
Blair, Foster, Metcalfe, Stone, Joseph C. 
Bliss, Franklin, Mitchell, trait, 
Blount, Monroe, Thornburgh, 
Brentano, Frye, Morse, ipton, 
Brewer, Garfield, Neal, Townsend, Amos 
Glover, Noreross, Townsend, M. I 
Brig Goode, O'Neill, Van Vorhes, 
Bricht Hanna, Overton, Wait, 
Brogden, Harmer, Page, Walker, 
Bundy, Harris, Benj. W. Patterson, G. W. W. 
Cain, Hartridge, Potter, Welch, 
5 5 Ai 
amp, i 

er Hazelton, Pugh, Williams Andrew 

Chittenden, Hendee, Randolph, Williams, C. G. 
Henry, Wil James 
rt, Hubbell, R Williams, Richard 

Cox, Jacob D. Humphrey, Riddle, Willis, Benjamin A. 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hungerford, Roberts, Willits, 

y ttner, Robinson, Geo. D. Wood, 
Cravena, James, Robinson, Milton S. Wren, 
Crittenden, Jones, Ryan, Wright. 
Cummings, Jones, James T. Sampson, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My colleague, Mr. Morrison, is 
detained at his room by sickness. $ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia. My colleague, Mr. FELTON, is detained 
from the House by the sickness of a member of his family. 

Mr. EWING. Iam paired with my colleague from Ohio, Mr. GARD- 


NER. 
Mr. HUNTON. My colleague from Virginia, Mr. CABELL, who is 
19 confined to his room by sickness, is paired with Mr. KEIFER, of 
0. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. BRIDGES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 


resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was. 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also informed the House that the President had approved joint 
resolutions and bills of the following titles: 

A joint resolution S R. No. 54) authorizing the printing and distri- 
bution of the memorial addresses on the life and e tex of the late 
Edward Young Parsons, a Representative from the State of eny ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 90) declaring that a reduction of the 
tax on distilled spirits is inexpedient ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1454) to change the name of the consulate at 
Omoa and Truxillo; 

An act (H. R. No. 119) to remove the charges against Lieutenant 
Charles Wilkinson, late of Company K, One hundred and second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on file in the War Department; 

act (H. R. No. 1201) making an appropriation for the purchase 
of a law-library for the use of the courts and the United States offi- 
cers in the Territory of Wyoming; 

An act (H. R. No. 789) to appropriate money for the purchase of a 
law-library for the Territory of Dakota; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1891) for the relief of the Eagle and Phenix 
Manufacturing Company of Columbus, Georgia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that the House proceed to 
business on the Speaker's table, for the purpose of taking up the 
message just received from the President. 

REMONETIZATION OF SILVER—PRESIDENT’S VETO. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay the message before the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 


After a hig’ 4 careful consideration of the House bill No. 1093, entitled “An act 
to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender 
character,” I feel compelled to return it to the House of Representatives, in which 


it originated, with my objections to its passage. 
Holding the opinion which I expressed in my annual that “neither 
the interests of the Government nor of the people of the United States would be 


promoted by disparaging silver as one of the two precious metals which furnish 
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the coinage of the world, and that legislation which looks to main the vol- 
ume of intrinsic money to as full a measure of both metals as their vo com- 


from the wisdom and duty of Con that further consideration of the bill for 
which the Constitution has, in 8 cases, provided. 

The bill provides for the coinage of silver dollars of the weight of 412} 
each, of standard silver, to be a legal tender at their nominal value for all debts and 
dues, public and private, except where otherwise 8 ulated in the con- 
tract. It is well known that the market value of that number of grains of standard 
silver during 3 ear has been from ninety to ninety-two cents as compa 

gold dollar. Thus the silver dollar authorized by this is 

worth 8 to 10 per cent. less than it purports to be worth, and is made a legal tender 
for debts contracted when the law did not recognize such coins as lawful money. 

The right to pay duties in silver or in certificates for silver deposits will. when 
they are issued in sufficient amount to circulate, put an end to the receipt of reve- 
nue in gold, and thus compel the payment of silver for both the and inter- 
est of the public debt. One billion one hundred and aay ee million four hun- 
dred and ninety-three thonsand four hundred dollars of bonded debt, now out- 
standing, 6 4 prior to pr en? 1873, when the silver dollar was unknown 

n 


exportation; $583,440,350 of the funded debt has been issued since February, 1873, 
eben ook eee vas the coin for which the bonds were sold, and gold alone was 
the coin in which both parties to the contract understood that the bonds would be 


it had been understood that they would be paid in silver. The sum of $225,000,000 
coin, and the United 

the rate of interest to 4 

cent. During the of these sales a doubt was su, 

E which payment of these bonds would be made. The 

thereupon authorized that it was “ not to be anticipated any future legislation 

of Congress or any action of any ent of the Government would sanction 

or tolerate the redeut tion of the cipal of these bonds or the payment of the 

interest thereon in of less value than the coin authorized by law at the time of 

ae the bonds, being the coin exacted by the Government in exchange for 

e same.“ 

In view of these facts it will be justly regarded as a grave breach of the public 
faith to undertake to ney Ses bonds, or interest, in silver coin worth 
in the market less than the coin received for them. It is that the silver dollar 
fundies Teel ee eee ion be equivalent in value to 
the gold dollar. Many supporters of the bill o this, and would ms oer om 
attempt to pay debts, either public or private, in coin of inferior value to the money 
of the wotlk The capital defect of the bill is that it contains no provision protect- 
ing from its operation pre-existing d in case the which it creates shall 
continue to be of less value than that which was the sole 
were contracted. If it is now proposed for the purpose of taking advantage of the 


which is now lawful money in this country, such measure, it will hardly be ques- 
tioned, will, in the ju agent of mankind, be an act of bad faith. As to all debts 
heretofore contracted, the silver dollar should be made a 
market value. The standard of value should not be chan, 
of both parties to the contract. National be kept with unflinch- 
ing fidelity, There is no power to compel a nation to pay its just debts. Its credit 
depends on its honor. The nation owes what it has led or allowed its creditors to 
expect. I cannot approve a bill which in my Psi yen anthorizes the violation of 
sacred obligations. The obligation of the public faith transcends all questions of 
profit or public advantage. Its unquestionable maintenance is the dictate as well 
of the highest expediency as of the most 8 and should ever be care- 
fully guarded by the Executive, if Dien aran and by the people. 

It is my firm conviction that if the country is to be benefited by a silver coinage, 
it can be done only by the issue of silver do of full valne, which will defraud 
no man, A currency worth less than it purports — — worth will in the end de- 


fraud not only creditors, but all who are 71 in legitimate none 
more surely those who are dependent on rg rents hee 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 28, 1878. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire that the 
bill shall be read? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (H. R. No. 1093) to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and 
to restore its legal-tender character. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House@f resentatives of the United States of 
America in ess Bee the several mints of 
the United States silver dollars of the weight of 412} ns troy of standard sil- 
ver, as provided in the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the devices and 
superscriptions provided by said act; which coins, with all silver dollars 
heretofore coined by the United States of like weight and fineness, shall be a 
legal tender at their nominal valne for all debts and dues, public and private, ex- 
cept where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. And the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and ted to purchase, from time to time, silver 
bullion, at the market price thereof, not less two million dollars’ worth per 
month, nor more than four million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to 
be coined monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars; and a sum sufficient 
sien Wiz dag g pros O OE TERNES e eee 
money © Treasury not otherwise appropriated, an or iorage 
arising from this coinage shall be accounted for and paid Taf ths T — „ as 
eerie under exis laws relatiye to the subsidiary : 
the amount of money at any one time invested in such silver bullion, exclusive of 
such resulting coin, shall not exceed 35,000,000; And provided further, That noth- 
ing in this act shall be construed to authorize the payment in silver of certificates 
of deposit issued under the provisions of section 254 of the Revised Statutes. 

Sec. 2. That immediately after tho passage of this act the President shall invite 
the governments of the countries composing the Latin union, so called, and of such 
other European nations as he may deem advisable, to join the United States in a 
conference to adopt a common ratio between gold and silver for the purpose of 
estab. internationally the use of bimetallic money and secu: fixity of 
relative value between those metals; such conference to be held at suc in 
Europe or in the United States, at such time 
upon by the executives of the governments 1 in the same when- 

ve signified their 


The President by and with the advice and consent of the b 
t shall, by Senate, appoin 


ree „who shall attend such conference on behalf of the Vnited 
1 shall report the doings thereof to the President, who shall transmit the 
same 


Said - eee She sume Of: (A200 end Sete resscniabis ar- 
penses, to be approved, Secretary ; amount necessary to 
such com i and: expenses’ Ws hereby appropriated out of any money in the 

ave gc ep ha oe ga 

Sec. 3. That any holder of coin authorized by this act may deposit the same 
with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United States, in sums not less 
than $10, and receive therefor certificates of not less — 810 each, 


the the 
d certificates shall be receivable for customs, 
public dues, and, when so received, may be reissued. 
Sec. 4. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 


The SPEAKER. The question before the House is“ Will the House 
on reconsideration agree to pass the bill ?” 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Upon that I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The 12 1 question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The main question has been ordered, which is 
„Will the House on reconsideration agree to pass the bill!“ 

a. STEPHENS, of Georgia, and Mr. BUTLER demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Constitution provides for the vote being by 
yeas and na: 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Before the call of the roll is com- 
menced I ask that by general consent every member be permitted to 
print in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD such remarks as he may want 
to make on the subject of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE. I object. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I submit that the objection comes too late. 

Mr. FRYE. I withdraw the objection. 

There being no further objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. FORT. As this message has not been printed, and is import- 
ant, I ask that it be again read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gantann desire to have the message 
rinted? If so, the Chair will submit that question to the House. 
f course it goes in the RECORD in any event. 

Mr. FORT. I do not want to have it printed; what I meant to say 
was, that as the message has not been printed I ask that it be read 
again. I frankly state that my main object is delay. Several mem- 
bers are absent who very much desire to vote to pass the bill notwith- 
standing the veto. We have sent for them, some of whom are sick 
at their rooms, and it will take some time to get them here, and for 
that reason I wish to delay a vote for a few minutes by having the 
veto message again read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I object to having the message read again. 
It is a charge of fraud by a fraud, 

Mr. MoCOOK. I call the gentleman to order. 

8 Clerk commenced the call of the roll and called the first name 
ereon. 

Mr. McCOOK. Linsist on my point, and I ask that the gentleman’s 
remarks be taken down and read at the desk. 

ba inte of New York. I said simply it was a charge of fraud by 
a frau 

Mr. McCOOK. That was not a proper expression. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was a very true one. 

Mr. McCOOK. He made thisremark in the presence of the House, 
and I ask that it be taken down. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My representative over there should not 
object to what I said. 

r. McCOOK. I have the honor to be my colleague’s representa- 
tive, for he resides in my district. l 

Mr. COX, of New York. But as my representative you do not obey 
my instructions. 

r. SAYLER. I make the point of order that the roll- call had been 
commenced and that the first name had been called. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the roll has been commenced. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. I object to all this. 

The SPEAKER. So does the Chair. 

Mr. McCOOK. I ask for the ming of the Chair upon the words 
which I insist shall be read at the desk. ` 

Mr. COX, of New York. I withdraw my objection to allowing the 


ie of aaron 
Mr. BANKS. The roll is being called, and this matter cannot now 
be entertained. It can be received after the roll-call shall have been 
concluded. 

The SPEAKER, Rule 62 will be read. 

Mr. McCOOK. I rose as quick as the remark was made. 

The Clerk read Rule 62, as follows : 


62. If a member be called to order for words spoken in debate, the person call- 


ing him to order shall repeat the words excepted to, and they shall be taken down 
in writing at the Clerk’s table; and no mem be held to answer, or be sub- 
ect to the censure of the House, for words spoken in debate, if any other member 


spoken, or other business has intervened, after the words spoken, and before 
exception to them shall have been taken. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the lan eof the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] was out of order, for he had no right 
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to make such a remark, and the reporters were not bound to take it 
down as part of the RECORD. ; 

Mr.McCOOK. That is all I ask, that it do not go upon the record. 
I am not conversant with parliamentary law, but I think that a re- 
mark of that character should not go unchallenged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not recognize the gentleman from 
New York to make the remark, and the Chair thinks that it ought 
not to go into the RECORD. 

Mr. ATKINS. The first name on the roll has been called, and I 
insist that the call shall continue. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 196, nays 73, not 
voting 23; as follows. 


YEAS—196. 
Aiken. Cutler, Itiner, Ryan, 
Aldrich, Danford, Jones, James T. Sampson, 
Atkins, vidson, Jones, John 8 Sapp, 
Baker, John H. Davis, Joseph J. Keightley, Sayler, 
Banning, ring, Kelley, 
Ba Dibre Kenna, Sexton, 
Bell. Dickey, Knapp, Shallenberger, 
Benedict, Dunnell, Knott, Shelley, 
Bicknell, Durham, Landers, Singleton 
Blackburn, Eden, Lathrop, Slemons, 
Bland, Elam, Ligon, Small: 
Blount, ct Luttrell, Smith, E. 
Errett, Lynde, Sparks, 
Bouck, Evans, James L. ackey, Springer, 
Boyd, Ewing. John H. g. ä 
A ‘ephens, 
Brentano, Felton, Mayham, Stone, John W. 
Brewer, Finley, MeGowan, Stone, Joseph C 
N Forney, McKenzie, t. 
Brig Me Kinley, Pom wart 
Brogden, Foster, McMahon, Thornburgh, 
Browne, Metcalfe, Throckmorton, 
Buckner, Fuller, Mills, Tipton, 
Bundy, Garth, Mitchell, Townsend, Amos 
Bure Giddings, Money, Townsend, M. I. 
Glover, „ Townshend, R. W 
Butler, Goode, M. Tucker, 
Caldwell, John W. Gunter, M x 
Caldwell, W. P. Hamilton, Neal, Turney, 
Calkins, Hanna, Oliver, Vance, 
Candler, Harris, Hi R. Page, Van Vorhes, 
Cannon, Harris, John Patterson,G. W. Waddell, 
Carlisle, Harrison, Patterson, T. Walker, 
Caswell, Hartridge, Phel; Walsh, 
R Phillips, Welch, 
Clark of „ Haskell, Pollard, te, Hi 
Clark, Rush Hatcher, Pound, White, Michael D. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hayes, Price, Whitthorne, 
er, Hazelton, Pridemore, Wie 
b, Henderson, ey, Wi G. 
$ Henry, Randolph, Williams, Jere N 
À Williams, Richard 
. Hewitt, G. W. Willis, Albert 8. 
Cox, Jacob D. Hooker, Rice, Americus V. Willits, 
Cox, Samuel 8. House, Riddle, Wilson, 
Cravens, Hubbell, Robbins, Wren, 
Crittenden, Humphrey, Roberts, Wright, 
Cul Hunter, Robertson, Yi 
Hunton, Robinson, Milton S. Young. 
3 NAYS—73. 
Dwight, Jones, Frank 
Bagley, Eames, Joyce, Schleicher, 
er, William H. Eickhoff, Ketcham, Sinnickson, 
Ballou, Ellsworth, Lapbam, Smith, A. Herr 
Banks, Field, Lindsey, 8 
Beebe, Freeman, Leckwood, Stenger, 
Bisbee, Frye, Loring, Stewart, 
Blair, Garfield, McCook, Veeder, 
Bliss, Gibson, Morse, Ward, 
Briggs, Hale, Muller,“ Warner, 
Cain, Hardenbergh, Noi Watson, 
Camp, Harmer, O'Neill, Williams, A. S. 
Campbell, Harris, Benj. W. Overton, Willi Andrew 
Chittenden, b tter, Williams, James 
C i Hendee, Powers, Willis, Benj. A 
Covert, Hewitt, A. S. Pugh, i 
Crapo, k, Reed, : 
Davis, Horace Hungerford, oae William W. 
Denison, ames, Robinson, George D. 
NOT VOTING—23. 
Acklen, Gardner, Kimmel, 
Leonard, 4 
Clark, Alvah A. Henkle, Maish, Southard, 
llins, Jorgensen, Martin, Swann, 
Douglas, Keifer, Morrison, Wait. 
Evans, I. Newton Killinger, Peddie, 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. T Y. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. COLLINS, 
is paired with my other colleague, Mr. Evans. If they were present, 
Mr. CoLLINsS would vote “ay” and Mr. Evans would vote “no.” 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to say that my colleague, Mr. LEONARD, and 
my colleague, Mr. ACKLEN, are paired upon this question. If they 
were present, Mr. LEONARD would vote “no” and Mr. ACKLEN would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. STEN GER. My colleague, Mr. Malsn, is absent from the House 
on account of sickness. 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is detained from the 
House by reason of sickness. If present, he would vote “ay.” He is 
pared with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr, KEIFER. My 2 

. DouvGLas, is absent by leave of the House. If present, he woul 
vote “ay.” 


lating to the 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to announce that my col- 
1 Mr. Morrison, is confined to his room by sickness. 
UNT. I desire to say that my colleague, Mr. FELTON, is 


detained by sickness in his family, and my eo e, Mr. Cook, is 
confined to his bed by sickness and unable to come here. If present, 
* would both vote “ay.” 
r. WAIT. Iam paired upon this question with Mr. SourHarp. 
and I would vote “no.” 
is question with the gentleman 
. If he were present, he would vote 


If he were present, he would vote “a 
Mr. PEDDIE. I am paired upon th 

from West Virginia, Mr. MARTIN 

“ay” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. BUNDY. Iam requested to state that Mr. JORGENSEN, of Vir- 
ginia, is paired with his co e, Mr. Douatas. If they were pres- 
ent, Mr. JORGENSEN would vote “no” and Mr. DouGias would vote 

ay. 

Mr. BOUCK. My colleague, Mr. BRAGG, is confined to his room by 
sickness. If present, he would vote decidedly “ ay.” 

Mr. BRAGG subsequently appeared and unanimous consent 
to vote, not having within the bar of the House when the last 
name on the roll was called. 

There was no objection, and he voted “ay.” 

Mr, KELLEY. I was not within the bar of the House when the 
last name on the roll was called, and I ask unanimous consent to vote. 

There was no objection, and Mr. KELLEY voted “ ay.” 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. . KEIFER is necessarily absent. If present, 
he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. COOK subsequently appeared, and, not having been within the 
bar of the House when the last name on the roll was called, asked 
unanimous consent to vote. 

There was no objection, and Mr. Cook voted “ ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted for the of this 
bill upon its reconsideration, the bill is passed, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding. [Great 1 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that the Clerk of the House 
be directed to communicate at once to the Senate the action of the 
House upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary to make that motion; it will 
be done. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of proceeding 
with the consideration of the Mexican war pension bill. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table House bill No. 2551, with the Senate amendments 
thereto. It is a bill to amend section 4778 of the Revised States, re- 
msion agent for the city of New York. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I object. 

8 Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
on. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The bill is required because of the most 
extraordinary position taken by the Secretary of the Interior, and I 
do not withdraw my objection. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I think if the gentleman understood all the 
provisions of the bill—— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have read every line of the debate in the 
Senate 


Mr. GARFIELD, That certainly is not in order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And I insist upon my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. EDEN in the chair.) 


MEXICAN WAR PENSION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Commiftee of the Whole now resumes the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 257) granting pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars therein named, 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois Mr. HARRI- 
sox] for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is not now in his 


seat. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentlemen to whom I haye agreed to yield a 
portion of my time are not now here. Let gentlemen on the other 
side proceed for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RID- 
DLE] will be recognized as entitled to the floor for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. WILLIAMS. } ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in ten minutes I can 
say but little, and my remarks must necessarily be of a general char- 
acter. 

The Creek war began in the spring of 1836 and ended some time in the 
year 1837. I do not know that the soldiers were in active service all 
the time of the war; but the country was in a condition of anxie 
and unrest and men had to be in readiness to take arms at a moment’s 
notice. And the service rendered was of a peculiarly dangerons and 
often desperate character. The Indians waged a war of extermina- 
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tion. They were strong in numbers and well armed. They retired 
to the fastnesses of the forests and the depths of the swamps, and 
there, like wild beasts in ambush, they awaited the white man’s at- 
tack. At night they would sally forth to aiy and burn, The unpro- 
tected settler, though living remote from the immediate vicinity of 
the Indians, was in a state of constant alarm. At any moment after 
nightfall the war-whoop might proclaim the presence of the savage 
and the tomahawk might be reddened in the work of slaughter. 

The Creek Indians were a powerful tribe occupying portions of the 
States of Georgia and Alabama, They were well provided with fire- 
arms and well skilled in their use. Their leaders were bold and able 
men. The country, mostly a wilderness and abounding with swamps 
and streams, offered t advantages for their mode of warfare. 
They could lie hid in the day-time and travel long distances at night. 
If pursued by numbers too strong to be met they could steal away 
into the trackless wilderness and find security. Never fighting in open 
ground, but always under cover of the forest, where eg jungle was 
to him an open book, the savage was not a trifling foe. Swift-footed, 
tireless, keenly alive to every opportunity, and fierce beyond 
sion, he was an embodied terror to every defenseless household and 
community. This is no fancy sketch of the Creek warrior. I speak 
of that tribe because the Creek war was waged y in the district 
which I have the honor to represent. The first soldiers that I ever saw 
were on the march to fight the Indians, and I can recollect something 
of the state of the country. 

The gentleman from Maine, [Mr. POwERs, ] whose argument of the 
other day I commend for its fairness of spirit, is mistaken as to the 
character of the Indian wars of which this bill speaks. He seems to 
think that they were mere raids, such as are so frequently made on 
the Texan border and such as were made many years ago on the 
northwestern frontier. This is agreat mistake. This Creek war was 
waged in a section where this tribe had lived and where they still 
remained. In peace they were quiet and kindly di and the 
settler felt safe in locating in their midst, From daily intercourse 
and observation they knew the numbers and strength of the white 

ple, and they rapidly acquired that general information which 
Reus highly serviceable in time of hostilities. 

Mr. Chairman, when the white soldiers fought these Indians they 
did it under the Government of the United States and in obedience 
to the orders of the Government. They were mustered into the Fed- 
eral service, enrolled into different co marched to action by 
the same authority, and were by the same authority di 

What is it that denies to them in the sunset of life the same kindly 
remembrance that the Government has extended to its other soldiers? 
The gentleman from Maine has disclaimed any preference or differ- 
ence on account of section. I t him in the same spirit. I have 
never uttered a word in this Chamber to add to sectional irritation. 
While proud to represent sd people and while intensely southern and 
democratic in sentiment, ize equal honesty of feeling and 
opinion on the part of others, and cherish the fact that men may differ 
and yet be true to their duty and their country. 

Then there being no contrary reason growing ont of section or his- 
tory, why may not the benefits an by this bill be extended? Who 
were the men that fought the Creeks and what did they accomplish? 
They were men of the Carolinas and of Georgia, who with the im- 
pulse of true courage and the hope that inspires trae manhood had 
taken their wives and little ones and planted their homes in the then 
western wilderness. With their axes they hewed out 13 s for 
the coming of civilization and opened to older sections a land full of 
virgin richness. { 

The world rarely appreciates the work done by such men. It is too 
much the fate of the pioneers of progress to be esteemed as “hewers 
of wood and drawers of water.” We, amid the refinements and lux- 
uries of life, know little or nothing of the hardships and dangers 
through which the settler of the frontier secured these things for us. 
The settler well knew that the savage was not a humane foe. If he 
became a prisoner there was no parble or exchange, but the stake was 
his lot. his wife and children were cap the scalping-knife 
and tomahawk sealed their fate and the torch laid his home in ashes. 
Such are some of the incidents of sayage warfare; and such a war- 
fare was waged by the Creek Indians in 1836 and 1837. When hostil- 
ities commenced rapid couriers were sent to alarm the scattered resi- 
dents and notify them of some place of rendezvous. 

In the consequent haste and confusion but little could be carried 
from home, and all that was left in many instances fell a prey to the 
flames: Many men were dríven away from their fresh-planted fields 
and their crops were lost. Their live stock was 3 and their 
dwellings were burned. When the war was over they had to begin 
anew, impoverished and without shelter. Were these sacrifices and 
sufferings nothing? I do not claim the benefit of pensions for them 
on account of such losses, but because of the service they gave to the 
country under such circumstances. Comparatively it is an easy 
thing tomarch to war when the soldier can leave his family amid the 
surroundings of social life and under the protection of friends. It 
was different with these men in Alabama. While they gave their 
service to the country they left their homes to the chance of the 
torch, which in too many cases was s ily applied. 

The survivors are now old men. I do not believe that there are 
many under the of three score and ten. Time has thinned them 
out and they are few in number. Here and there the widow of a sol- 


dier survives, but she is old, and feeble, and weary. Of the other 
Indian wars I have not time to speak nor is it necessary. Other gen- 
tlemen who have the opportunity will speak if they wish. Itis enough 
to say that if the Government intends ever to si; ize its remem- 
brance of these men the time is at hand. They will soon have passed 
beyond the reach of compliment or reward through national legisla- 
tion. 

The soldiers in the war with Mexico added a newand glowing page 
to the book of American history. They sprang to arms at the coun- 
try’s call, and following Taylor and Scott gave the sheen of a brighter 
glory to the American name and added to the national territory a 
magnificent domain, comprising that e laud beyond the Rocky 
Mountains, Whose emboweled riches drew the tide of pioet enter- 
prise from all quarters of the world, built an empire on the Pacific, and 
ultimately but surely invited the great iron highway that now spans 
the continent from ocean te ocean. Is the pittance of a pension too 
much for such fruits as these? 

Mr, Chairman, I care but little about statistics in this matter. I 
will not inquire how many of these soldiers yet live, nor how much 
money it will take to provide them with pensions. In the course of 
time any expenditure made must rapidly diminish, for the recipients 
will soon have passed away. If you pay for the service do so because 
the debt is a just one. There is au obligation upon the country, which 
if not h now will yet make itself felt, and the shadow upon the 
dial of time will mark some other hour when the voice of patriotism 
and justice will be heard and obeyed. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I understand now that gentlemen on the other side 
will consume the remainder of the time to which that side is entitled. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentlemen on this side to whom the time has 
been assigned are not present now for some reason, and unless they 
should come in I do not know that the time will be desired. If they 
should come in, I would like to have those gentlemen to whom time 
has F allowed to 

Mr. RIDDLE. The agreement was that the argument on that side 
should be closed before the argument is closed on this side. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well; then I will yield to the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. WILLIAMS] for fiye minutes. 

WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Ihave listened patiently to the argu- 
ments which have been made here for and inst this bill. As I 
cannot vote entirely to my own satisfaction ei for or against the 
bill as it now stands, I desire to state my objections and the reasons 
which will control my vote against the bill. 

I would be willing, I would be glad to vote to pension the soldiers 
of the Government who have become aged or infirm, or who haye 
received injuries in the service of the Government; that was a part 
of the contract of original enlistment. But the soldiers who are to 
be pensioned under this bill have been fully paid, according to the 
terms of the contract between them and the Government to which 
they have rendered service. Many of the persons who will be pen- 
sioned under this bill have been disqualified from receiving pensions 
by reason of the of section 4716 of the Revised Statutes. 

ow, while I would be willing to vote to pension Mexican soldiers 
who are not affected by that statute, I do not have the opportunity 
to do so by voting for this bill, because if I support the bill I am 
necessarily compelled to vote to pension those who are disqualified 
by that statute. 

I cannot vote for this bill unless I would be willing to vote to repeal 
that statute separate and apart from the other 8 of this bill. 
I believe that when that statute was peed ere was a good and 
sufficient reason for passing it, and nothing has happened since then 
to remove the cause which originally justified its passage. Are mem- 
bers willing to vote for the repeal of that statute disconnected with 
the other provisions of this bill? For one I am not, and while I would 
vote to pension those soldiers who would be pensioned under the 
other provisions of this bill, I cannot vote to pension those who are 
now disqualified by reason of the provisions of that statute. For 
that reason I must vote against the bill. 

Mr.CONGER. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Kansas, [Mr. RYAN. ] 

Mr. RYAN. I will occupy but afew minutes. I do not rise for the 
purpose of discussing the merits of this bill; I could not do so in the 
short time allotted to me. I rise merely to say a few words explana- 
1775 of the vote which I pro to give upon this bill. 

could vote for a proposition to pension the soldiers of the Mexi- 
can war who have remained loyal. I believe, as has been already 
stated upon this floor, that it is both just and itis good policy on the 
part of this Government to reward the velunteer soldiery of the 
country, inasmuch as the Government is dependent upon volunteers. 
for its protection and defense. But it seems to me that this bill con- 
tains an invidious distinction against that volunteer soldiery that 
more than any other is entitled to the gratitude and reward of the 
American people. I mean the soldiery that preserved the very exist- 
ence of the Government itself. 

It has been stated upon this floor as one reason why this bill ought 
to pass that the achievements of the soldiery of the Mexican war 
were such as ought to elicit the especial gratitude of the American 
people. It was stated that the acquisition of the territory resulting 
from their achievements has added largely to the wealth and pros- 
perity of the American people. But, sir, the Union soldiery made it. 
possible for us to exist and be here to-day at all. Yet a proposition. 
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broad enough to pension all those soldiers could not to-day receive the 
support of this body. I believe, therefore, that this bill is in itself an 
invidions distinction against them. It 23 if I understand it, 
to pension every man who served in the Mexican war sixty days 
regardless of whether he received any injury or sustained any dis- 
ability whatever. 

There is another reason why I am opposed to this bill in its present 
form. As regards the South and the southern people, so far from 
having any feeling of antagonism or hostility to them, I am sa ont 
to join hands with all the members of this Congress to help to buil 
up their waste places. I am willing to do everything for them that 
it is proper and right for a good, true, patriotic citizen todo. But 
while willing to forget the past, I am unwilling to reward any citizen 
for patriotism who, whether he deemed it his duty or not, did as a 
matter of fact engage in a war for the destruction of this country. 
This bill pro to reward a patriotism that served sixty days in a 
war of this Government against Mexico and then turned round and 
fought for years to destroy it. I do not believe that such a measure 
is right; and when I speak this sentiment I do it without intending 
any offense to anybody anywhere. 

n, sir, it is proposed to pension a class of persons who spent 
thirty days in the service of the Government in suppressing Indian 
hostilities. Why, sir, in my own State there may be found everywhere 


citizen soldiery who were engaged in that sort of warfare for months | abled 
ou 


and for years; yet nobody w think for a moment of pensioning 
them. They suffered every privation that humanity can endure; but 
they do not come to Congress and ask that they should be 3 
remembered by the Government in the way of pensions; and if they 
did, their application would not be granted. Many of them are per- 
sons who reside upon the borders of civilization. They have gone 
there, taking their families from other States. They have settled 
upon tracts of one hundred and sixty acres of land, and are eking out 
an impecunious existence. They need help from the Government. 
Many of them, too, are of a class who fought under the flag of their 
country four years to preserve this Government from destruction. 
These are some of the reasons why I shall om this bill. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, if there is no o . I would like to 
occupy a few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 


has three minutes 1 
Mr. CON GER. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Fort. 


Mr. torr. Iunderstand my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] 
claims the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. I had understood him to withdraw his request. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time 
allotted to me to make an utterance upon this question, let me briefl 
state my reasons for voting against the policy of this measure. 
have listened with t care and patience to the discussion conducted 
by the members of the committee who, after careful examination, 
have reported the bill for the consideration of the House, and I find 
briefly stated the proposition of the bill is to place upon the pension- 
rolls of the country all persons who served thirty days in the Florida, 
Creek, Seminole, or Black Hawk wars or sixty days in the Mexican 
war. 

This is not a proposition to pension the old soldier; it isnot a prop- 
osition to pension soldiers of the war of 1812; but it is a distinct 
proposition to pension the soldiers of the Mexican war and of the 
several Indian wars I have named. It is not a proposition to pension 
men who were disabled in that service and are to-day dependent upon 
the bounty or generosity of this Government, The proposition is to 
open the door—to take a new departure in the matter of granting 
pensions. It is to pe a pension to all the citizens of the country 
who were once soldiers in these wars, regardless of their present con- 
dition in life or their physical capacity to earn a Jivelihood for them- 
selves. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with all deference to the ability and pertinaci 
with which the policy of this bill has been pressed upon the House, 
submit that it is an unwise departure for the American Congress to 
make in view of present public necessities. More than this; who 
will be the men pensioned? Look abroad throngh the land and recall 
the honorable names in the list of soldiers who fought in the Mexican 
war. I have in my mind’s eye most prominent gentlemen in different 
parts of the conntry—men to-day in honorable positions, in the receipt 
of large revennes from public position—men in the enjoyment of com- 
fortable private estates. 

Inasmuch, then, as but thirty-two years have elapsed since the 
close of the Mexican war—inasmuch as these People are not suffer- 
ing—inasmuch as we have granted them land warrants and have 
also granted pensions to those who were actually disabled or are in 
distress by reason of wounds received in the service, I submit that it 
is not fair to grant pensions to all these soldiers and refuse it to all 
those who bore an honorable part in the great conflict for the pres- 
ervation of the Union. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
r. HOOKER ad the committee. [His remarks will appear 
in the 17570 


Mr. RIDDLE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. WALSH. 
Mr. WALSH. Chairman, as a member of the committee which 


reported it I 2 to this bill, and I regret, sir, that the time allowed 
will not enable me to present the reasons to the Honse and to the 
country which induced me to agree to the report. 

There are two classes of pensions that are known to the law and 
the policy of the Government from its foundation down to the pres- 
ent time; and these two classes have been confounded by many gen- 
tlemen and notably by the gentleman from cn (Mr. McGowan] 
in the debate upon this question. One class of pensions are those 
that are of the character of a debt, the most sacred debt that the 
Government could contract to any of its citizens. The other class 
are those that are of a gratuitous nature—pensions that are granted 
after a lapse of time to the remnant of the brave old men who car- 
ried the country through her storms and her struggles of war and of 
battle in the times that are past. 

Now, in regard to the men who were stricken off the roll under the 
forty-seven hundred and sixteenth section of the Revised Statutes. 
They were placed 8 that roll under an obligation contracted by 
the Government. eir pension was in the nature of a debt, the 
highest and the most sacred debt that any people could owe. In the 
6 SAAPA g war with Mexico it was provided by the seventh sec- 

on that 


The volunteers who may be received into the service of the United States by 
this act, and who shall be wounded or otherwise dis- 


That is the law, that is the contract, that is the obligation resting 
upon this people and upon this country under which these men en- 
tered into the service; and it has been decided by eve 8 
of the Government, by every Attorney-General of the Uni States 
before whom the question has come from the commencement down to 
the present time, that that statute, or similar statutes in previous wars, 
creates a contract debt, and when our people, trusting in the faith 
of the Government, have enrolled themselves in the service of their 
country, when they have gone into her battles, when they have shed 
their blood in the defense of her honor and her rights, then, sir, you 
cannot repudiate that contract or debt. 

It is not a matter of volition, whether we will pay or not; it is a 
sacred obligation. These men have performed their part of the con- 
tract; they have been maimed and wounded in the service of their 
country. There is no debt evidenced by bond or ee else that 
is of a higher and more sacred character than this. This is property, 
and what do we propose to do? We propose not to allow this repndi- 
ation to go on any poge re propose to restore to their pensions 
the men whom we had p there because they had proved that they 
had been wounded in the service of their country, under a law that 

romised them these pensions. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is property. 
ese pensions come under the provision of the Constitution that 
protects p t being confiscated by mere legislative acts 
of the Government. The fifth amendment of the Constitution pro- 
vides that no person shall be deprived of his property except by due 
process of law, and all the courts have decided that a legislative act, 
where the judicial power is not invoked, is not due process of law. 
Moreover, the Supreme Court of the United States has decided in 
Kline’s case, and other cases, that the pardon by the President blots 
ont all crimes and all offenses. 

A law was es, in 1870, and placed upon an appropriation bill, 
prohibiting the . of claims under the captured and abandoned 
property act. The courts had previously decided that a pardon re- 
stored a person engaged in the rebellion to all his rights and gave 
him a right to draw money out of the Treasury that was due to him 
under that act. Congress thereupon passed the law of 1870 providing 
that he could not draw it out, notwithstanding the pardon, without 
proof that he had not been in the rebellion. The Supreme Court of 
the United States decided that Congress had noright ass such an 
act and that it was a violation of public faith and of the Constitution 
of the United States and confounded the legislative, executive, and 
judicial functions, which is intolerable in the government of a free 
people. Then it was not in the power of Congress after the pardon, 
according to that decision, to prohibit these rebel property-owners 
from recovering their money; and now if we proposed to pass a law 
depriving those men of the pensions granted them for having been 
maimed and wounded and disabled in the service of their country, 
under the law which 88 them pensions in such events, the 
Supreme Court of the United States would make the same decision. 
A pension granted for wounds and injuries received is property, and 
protected by every principle of law that protects property of any 
other character. 

Now, sir, there are but one hundred or two hundred of these poor 
old maimed soldiers who after they were placed on the pension-roll 
went into the war of the rebellion, and they alone are not to be held 
up and punished. 

Sir, they are not to be supposed to be the most intelligent and in- 
fluential of the menin their country, and who in the great movement of 
one of the vast sections of this country into war led their people; and 
they alone should not be held responsible for it; they were not con- 
stitutional lawyers, who understood at the time whether they were 
committing treason or not; and yet we bave pardoned nearly every- 
body else. We have restored nearly all the leaders in thought and ac- 
tion to all their former rights and privileges, and even given to one of 
them a place in the Cabinet of the President of the United States, and 
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these poor mained soldiers, who went into the Mexican war under the 
promise of our Government that they should be oned if wounded 
or disabled, are the only persons to be deprived of the sacred rights 
that were guaranteed to them by this Government and people. This 
1s a cruel wrong and should not exist. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I had hoped, Mr. Chairman, that this bill would 

these two Houses with little orno opposition. Ihadsosupposed 
Foc the fact that a bill similar to the present one in all its essential 
particulars passed during the last session of the last Congress with- 
out a single dissenting voice. I took that rare unanimity as an indi- 
cation of the overwhelming public sentiment throughout the country 
in favor of the passage of this bill. 

My colleague on the committee, from Vermont, [Mr. JOYCE, I was a 
member of the last Congress, and although he opposes this bill with 
such pertinacity, yet I did not hear his voice in opposition to it then. 

Mr. JOYCE. The gentleman, I know, does not desire to put me in 
a false position. 

Mr. RIDDLE. Not at all. 

Mr. JOYCE. When I came here to the last session of Congress I 
was immediately appointed on a committee to go to Louisiana, and 
was not here when the bill was passed. 

Mr. RIDDLE. That excuse avails the gentleman from Vermont 
but it does not avail my venerable friend from New York [Mr. TOWN- 
SEND] to whom those lines of poetry quoted here in the House the 
other day would so aptly apply: 

Though round his breast the 3 are spread. 
Eternal sunshine settles on his h. 


But that sunshine is like 


The snow on Etna's brow. 
It hides the fires that burn below. 


I regret that ny colleague of the committee, from Vermont, saw fit 
to oppose this bill in the manner he did. That gentleman will leave 
in this House and in the last Con memorials of his industry and 
fidelity as a Representative, but if he lives ten years longer I am sure 
he will regret the utterances of the other day, and will then wish 
that instead of the gospel of hate he had preached the new evangel 
of reconciliation. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] said in a speech some 
days ago in this House that the President of the United States was 
an optimist. I say that my friend from Vermont . e mei pe Why, 
he seems to be still longing for the flesh-pots of the Egyptian period 
in our history: the dark period of reconstruction. He is still flound- 
ering in the wilderness and in the dark mountains of Moab, when he 
ought to be luxuriating on the fertile plains and sunlit hills of the 
promised land. But I do not propose to enter into any recrimination 
upon this occasion. 

The southern people have learned in the hard school of experience 
to suffer and to be strong, and like the great Apostle of the Gentiles, 
they have long since learned to glory in tribulations also. 

But I propose to address myself to other considerations affecting 
the passage of this bill. How long a period should transpire from the 
termination of a successful and glorious war before the survivors of 
that war shall receive the due recognition of their invaluable serv- 
ices? Who are to be pensioned by this bill? Why, sir, the sur- 
vivors of the various Indian wars to whose gallantry and to whose 
valor the early settlements in the South and the pioneer settlements 
‘in the West were indebted for their orn from the scalping- 
knife and the tomahawk of savage barbarians. 

Who else are to be pensioned under this bill? The survivors of 
the Mexican war; the men who with alacrity responded to the call 
of their common country, and to the music of the ear-piercing fife and 
the soul-stirring drum marched forth to the unhealthy plains of Mex- 
ico, and beneath a tropical sun endured with commendable patience 
and manly fortitude the privations of the camp, the hardships of the 
march, and the dangers of the battle-field. They bebaved with dis- 
tinguished gallantry on every one of those battle-fields. They pros- 
ecuted the war to a successful termination, and when they came back 
they brought with them the acquisition of an extended territory, 
equal to one-sixth of the whole territory of the United States. They 
brought us the gold of California and the silver of Nevada. They 
brought us a country of far-reaching amplitude, covering fifteen de- 
grees of longitude and ten degrees of latitude, an extent of country 
amply sufficient for the constitution of fifteen States of the American 
Union. They opened up the way to the Pacific seas and enabled us 
to complete the last link in the chain of human civilization. They 
caused the commerce of China and of Japan to empty its treasures 
into the lap of American enterprise and American industry. The capa- 
bilities of that country have already astonished the world, and its 
bright possibilities of future development and expansion transcend 
all human calculation. 

The Apr development of the mineral resources of that country 
have already added 81, 800,000,000 to the metallic currency of the 
world, and by virtue of that addition has impelled American sails on 
every sea and given vitality and energy to the commercial industries 
of every land on the habitable globe. 

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that we cannot afford to pension these old 
soldiers, How long shall we wait after the termination of a success- 
ful war before we give a manifestation of the nation’s gratitude to 
the nation’s heroes and the nation’s defenders? It must be remem- 


bered that these old veterans have passed through the terrible vicissi- 


tudes and sanguinary scenes of our late civil convulsion, and that by 
virtue of having = e the experiences of that period their 
mortality cannot be calculated by any ordinary rules. y, sir, by 


virtue of having passed through that terrible period the decrepitude 
and decay of at least ten, fifteen, ay, twenty years may be added to 
the natural length of their lives. 

My friend from Maine [Mr. Powers] who has discussed this ques- 
tion with so much ability says that this bill would require the a 
propriation of $7,000,000 annually to meet its requirements. I th 
my friend was indulging in oriental exaggeration when he made that 
statement. I will not now, however, enter into the arithmetical ques- 
tion. I will leave that question to the 3 care the 
laborious research of my friend from Alabama [Mr. Hewitr] who 
prepared the report upon which this bill is predicated and who has 
charge of the bill on the floor of this House. I am satisfied that 
every gentleman who will look into the figures will find that those 
presented by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] are more 
nearly accurate than the wild hypothetical and theoretical calcula- 
tions of my friend from Maine, Mr. Towed 

Before my time expires I desire to answer this question : can the 
Government afford to pension these men? The largest estimate made 
by any member of the Mexican Veterang Association of the surviv- 
ors of the Mexican war is ten thousand. The estimate referred to by 
tho gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. sonnet made by General 
Morgan, of Ohio, is six thousand. I am perfectly satisfied that the 
number cannot exceed ten thousand and that the whole amount of 
money which would be required under this bill would never exceed 
$2,000,000 annually. 

Gentlemen say that we cannot now afford to spare the amount 


necessary to pay the pensions of these old soldiers. Sir, how long are 
we going to wait before we pension them? If you have any alabas- 
ter boxes of gracious and benevolent legislation to pour out on these 


old men, do not withhold those alabaster boxes until they sleep their 
last sleep beneath the n sod of the valley. They are now march- 
ing rapidly down the declivity of time and will soon sleep their last 
sleep at the foot of the hill of life. Let there be no post mortem ape 
sion of regard for these old men. Let us bestow our bounty and be- 
nevolence upon them while they are still living and pene. Boas 
Flowers upon their graves will never send forth cheer and sweetness 
to their needy homes. 

Mr. HANNA® Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RIDDLE. I have but a very short time left. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to ask a question in good faith. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HANNA. Has the gentleman any reliable data as to the num- 
ber of persons included in this bill who were engaged in the various 
Indian wars? 

Mr. RIDDLE. The gentleman from Alabama { Mr. Hewitr] will 
address himself to the arithmetical and economical branches of this 
putjet I have not the time to enter upon the consideration of that 
question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. During the five-minute debate upon 
this bill, I will endeavor to answer the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
8 nearly expired. 

Mr. RIDDLE. Now, Me. Chairman, we have abundant ability to 

msion these old men and at the same time to relieve all the financial 

istress and pecuniary disaster existing in the country to-day. If 
the Honse will grant me its indulgence a few moments, I will show 
this beyond possibility of contradiction, 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. POWERS] said the other day that 
the present Secretary of the Trea had recently sent to this House 
a communication in which he stated that since the beginning of the 
present fiscal year there had been a falling off in the revenues of 
$2,500,000, and that if this falling off should continue at the same 
ratio there would on the 30th of June next, the termination of the 
present fiscal year, be a deficit of four and a half or five million dollars. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RIDDLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have four or five 
minutes longer. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio: I hope the gentleman’s time will be extended. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Certainly; let him have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where debate has been limited by order of the 
House, the Committee of the Whole cannot extend the time. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I believe it can be done by unanimous consent. 
I ask consent that the gentleman have ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is the impression of the Chair that an order 
of the House limiting debate is imperative and cannot be varied by 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RIDDLE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will not ask to proceed now 
if the committee will give me the privilege of going on for five min- 
utes upon a pro forma amendment as soon as we consider the bill by 
sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can do that in his own right. 
The time for general debate having expired, the bill will now be read 
by sections for amendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House ef Representatives of the United States 
America in Conese assembled, What the ro ahei the 3 and he z 
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roll the names of the sur- 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
od and Wladi mili: 3 
served sixty days in the war of 


tion of Congress for any specifle service in said w. 
ice may have been lene than sixty days, and the ows of such officers 
and men as were to such officers or sol or sailors prior to the 
discharge of such officers and enlisted men: Provided, That such widows have not 


The amendment reported by the committee to the first section was 
read, as follows: 

In lines 9, 10, and 11 strike out the words “or in the Creek war of 1835 and 1836, or 
in the Florida or Black Hawk war for days,” and insert Who served 


days in the Creek war or disturbances of 1835 and 1836, or in the Florida war wi 
the Seminoles from 1835 to 1842, or in the Black Hawk war of 1832." 


Mr. RIDDLE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the last word. Mr. Chairman, when I was arrested in the course of 
my remarks, I was about to state that the present Secretary of the 
Treasury, in a communication of more dignity and importance than 
the one alluded to by the gentleman from Maine—a communication 
made at the beginning of the present session of Con in Decem- 
ber last—announced to this House and the country the fact that from 
the Ist of July, 1862, to the Ist of July, 1877, there had been a re- 
duction of the public debt of the United States to the amount of 
$220,954,459.30 beyond the requirements of the act of February 25, 
1862, This reduction of the debt of the United States to the extent 
of nearly $221,000,000 has been made in violation of law; and as one 
member of this House I propose (and I invoke the co-operation of 
every other member in the maintenance of the proposition) that the 
sinking-fund law of 1862 shall be suspended so that we may be en- 
abled to utilize that surplus for the relief of the financial distress of 
the country and to revive the drooping spirits of the people. This 
will be in strict accordance with the spirit of the law. 

Mr. Chairman, you well remember that as the result of the labors 
of the democratic House of Representatives during the Fourty-fourth 
Congress we went before the people at the adjournment of that Con- 

and made to them the glad announcement upon every stump 
88 the country that we had reduced the expenses of this Goy- 
ernment $30,000,000 a year—$60,000,000 during those two years—thus 
saving to the people a per capita tax of at least $ per annum. By the 
suspension of the sinking-fund law of February 25, 1982, we shall be 
able not only to have a fund from which we can pension these old 
soldiers but to fo before the country at the termination of the present 
session and tell the tax-oppressed people that we have rolled from 
their shoulders the enormous burden of $35,000,000 of annual tax- 
ation. 

One word further. The act of 1869, entitled “An act to strengthen 
the public credit,” added $500,000,000 to the amount of interest-bear- 
ing obligations of the United States. Yet I never heard my friend 
from Maine oppose that on the ground of economy. I never heard 
the silver-demonetization act of 1873 opposed upon the ground of 
economy. I never heard that bill of abominations, the resumption 
law of February 14, 1875, opposed on the ground of economy, though 
it added $1,000,000,000 to the State, municipal, and individual indebt- 
edness of the country. But when it is pro that these old sol- 
diers shall receive pensions out of the public Treasury it is resisted 
on the plea of economy. 

I say this reduction of the public debt was made in violation of the 
law because that public-credit act of March 18, 1869, entitled “An act 
to strengthen the public credit,” declares as follows: 

But none of said interest-bearing obligations not already due shall be redeemed 
or paid before maturity, unless at such time United States notes are convertible 


into coin at the option of the holder, or unless the bonds of the United States bear- 
ing a lower rate of interest than the bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par in 


Now we have in the last . of the Secretary of the Treasu 
the fact stated to us that bonds of the United States have been pai 

exceeding the requirements of the sinking-fund law of February 25, 
1862, to the extent of over $182,000,000; and yet this House and the 
country know that the Treasury notes, the greenbacks, have not been 
at any period convertible into coin at par at the will of the holder. 


These bonds were not purchased for the purpose of funding the debt | thirt; 


at a lower rate of interest than 6 per cent. That debt has been re- 
duced $220,000,000 in violation of law. We have $221,000,000 laid up 
for this rainy day of our national misfortune and our national calam- 
ity, and I propose, Mr. Chairman, to utilize it for the benefit and relief 
of the country, for the resuscitation of the industries of the country, 
and for reviving the drooping spirits of the people. There can be no 
ig poe to that proposition at all. 

have before me, Mr. Chairman, some remarks made before the 
Committee of Ways and Means on the 7th February, 1877, by Mr. J. 
D. Hays, of Detroit, Michigan, which are very suggestive, and they 
are as follows: 


The Government can imitate the example of England to advantage in the man- 
agement of the public debt. When Ragland came out of the wit with France and 
America her national debt was 52 per cent. of her assessed valuation. But by her 
sound policy, F commercial and manu - 
fac industries, she eveloped her resources so rapid}; eee 
perity and wealth followed to such an extent that about years after, the debt, 
Without being decreased in amount, only stood at about 12 per cent. of the assessed 


value. TTT and wealth for fifty 
years to come as we have for the past, the ratio national debt in proportion 
to the population and property would be very small indeed. 


The nsion of the sinking-fund law until the surplus of $221,- 
000,000, above referred to, s be exhausted under the regular o 
ation of that law, would not conflict with any obligation, legal or 
moral, that the Government owes to its creditors, and it would re- 
lieve the people of $35,000,000 of annual taxation for five years after 
an amount amply sufficient had been applied to pension the scarred 
and war-worn veterans embraced in the bill under consideration. 
By the time this surplus of $221,000,000 is exhausted, the industries 
of the country will be so far revived and confidence so far restored 
that the resumption of the requirements of the sinking-fund law will 
be an undertaking of no difficulty whatever. Our debt will diminish 
in 8 to the property and wealth of the country, under wise 
and beneficent legislation, in the same manner and in the same ratio 
as did that of England after the Napoleonic wars. It remains to be 
seen whether the proper methods will be adopted to bring about so 
desirable and auspicious a result. 

J insist that there is no prodigality in the passage of such a bill as 
this. In cases like those covered by this bill, liberality is true econ- 
omy and parsimony is the wildest extravagance. Let it be remem- 
bered that wherever the highest rewards are extended to virtue and 
to valor, there the truest and noblest patriots will always be found. 
Let us gladden the hearts of the veterans of all the wars enumerated 
in this bill by its prompt passage by a triumphant majority. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, I have not sought the floor with 
the view of making a speech touching the merits of this bill. Ithas 
been discussed so fully, so ably, that any remarks of mine wonld be 
eee A I have but one object in view, which I will proceed to 
develop. e gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bowers] who sits on my 
right and other gentlemen on this floor have thought proper to give 
point and emphasis to their arguments against this bill by referri 
to a certain distinguished citizen of my State. I cannot but thi 
this done solely with a view of creating prejudice in the minds of 
honorable gentlemen who are inclined to regard the bill favorably. 

ĮI allude to that distinguished citizen whose name I always delight 
to mention, notwithstanding I know he is under the ban of public 
sentiment in certain sections of the country, to wit, Jefferson Davis. 
Mr. Chairman, those who oppose this bill seem to think that the great 
and controlling objection to it is that by possibility he may become 
a beneficiary under it, when by the provisions of the bill itself he is - 
excluded from all such benefits. It provides in one of its sections 
that all ns not having received pardon and amnesty shall be ex- 
cluded from the benefits of its provisions. Now I wish to say this: 
If it is believed on the other side of the House, if the opinion is en- 
tertained by any single individual opposed to his having a pension 
that by any possibility he can become a beneficiary under the bill and 
that thereby its passage may be endangered, I havea letter from him 
in which he requests a proviso shall be inserted by which he shall be 
forever. debarred any such right. 

Now, for one moment, Mr. Chairman, dispassionately and in 
temper let us look at the part which Mr. Davis bore in the Mexican 
war. He was a member of this House when the first Mississippi regi- 
ment was organized, and when it met at Vicksburgh and elected him 
its colonel he resigned his seat here, followed that regiment and joined 
it at New Orleans, and marched with it to C o. It is not for- 
gotten, surely, by men of this day the services rendered by that regi- 
ment at Monterey, at Buena Vista, and all along the line of its opera- 
tions to the close of the war. 

When that regiment returned, its colonel, Jefferson Davis, came 
back on crutches, and he bears to-day honorable scars from wounds 
received in defense of the flag of his country, Yet, sir, he is willing 
that his name shall be blotted from this pension bill and cast out if 
thereby his comrades may come in and get the benefit of it. I say to 
you, then, if there be on that side of the House one irreconcilable, a 
man who cannot be appeased, whose pen will write and whose tongue 
will advocate such a proviso, let him propose it and I assure that gen- 
tleman there is not a southern man on this side who will say nay 
to it. 

It has been stated that the men who were en in that war are 
yet many of them in the prime of life. Mr. Chairman, think of the 

irty years which have elapsed since that war closed ; add this thi 
years to the age of mature manhood and then you have the trut 
whether or not these men are in the prime of life. 

It has been further said that great magnanimity has been shown to 
Jefferson Davis and his comrades who engaged in the rebellion, as it 
is called. We have nothing to complain of on that score, so far as 
Mr. Davis is concerned, except that when placed in prison at Fortress 
Monroe you kept him there for month after month and refused him a 
trial; and when already in close confinement, in distress, broken 
down by emaciation and infirmity of body, so that he could scarcely 
walk from room to room, you sent down your emissaries who threw 
him upon the floor of his dungeon and put manacles on his legs and 
arms. 

A MEMBER. He threw himself down. 

Mr. SINGLETON. This is not the true history of the affair. 

[Here the hammer 5 7 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 


1878. 
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Mr. SINGLETON. Iask the gentleman from Kentucky to yield to 
me for a few moments longer. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I raise the A — of order whether there are 
not now pending amendments offered by the committee. x 

Tho CHAIRMAN. There is one. amendment pending, and that is 
the amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Have we not to act upon that amendment before 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] can offer an amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the amendment offered by 
the committee is subject to an amendment. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I think the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is not in order. It is an amendment to the latter part of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The amendment has not been reported. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to offer my amendment after that of 
the committee has been dis of. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out the last word, and yield my 
time to the gentleman from rag wer [ Mr. SINGLETON, ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to hear the amendment of the commit- 
tee which is now pending. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I ask the 1 775 not to call for the reading 
just now. I will be through with what I have to say in a few minutes. 

It has been claimed upon this floor by members upon the other side, 
as I remarked, that great magnanimity had been displayed in the 
treatment of those termed rebels since the close of the war, and speak- 
ers go so far as to say that the history of the world affords no parallel 
to it. Why, sir, gentlemen have certainly forgotten the facts of his- 
tory. I remember in 1846—for I can look back that far and remem- 
ber what occurred—a rebellion on the part of Hungary against Aus- 
tria broke out, and for a long time success seemed to hang in even 
balance. The Hungarians had rather the advan of Austria until 
the Russian Emperor Nicholas interposed, threw his weight on the 
side of Austria, and the consequence was that Hungary was reduced 
to subjection. 

After the war was over the Austrian government determined to 
punish the leaders of the rebellion, organized a court-martial and 


sion that his heart was not in the movement then contemplated of 
separate State action, although he believed it was his duty to follow 
the fortunes of his State. * 

Mr. GARFIELD. Tell it now. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will if I am allowed. Meanwhile I ask the 
letter to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mississtrri Crry, 1878. 

Dear Sin: Lam quite unwilling that personal objections to me by members of 
)))) Gokeas ten seamed meee ue 333 
the bck ed Mexico, therefore ou should the fate of the 
bill d apen excluding me from its benefits, in m to ask my friends 
and the frien haps rp a ome f to alll a ER Dot oly exclusion from 
the benefits of the bill to be in it. From other sources will have 
learned that not a few of those who then periled their lives for their country are 
now s0 indigent and infirm as to require relief, and it would be to me ‘sorrowful 
eric aay comrades in that war should suffer deprivation because of their asso- 

n with me. 
Aon ex herd 7 yes I will 6 soe op Sal ee 5 
on the pension e rather legal prohib 
3 of that right. As * regularly mus into tho 9 
of the United States and while serving as such I was “severely wounded” in battle 
and could, under the laws then g, have applied for and received a pepi, 
My circumstances did not require pecuniary rollet from the Government and E 
notmake the Sp application, therefore my name has never been upon the tol? 
of pensioners and offers no obstruction to the restoration of those names which have 
been stricken from it. 
Respectfully and truly yours, 


Hon. O. R. SINGLETON. 


Mr. SINGLETON. Now, if it is the pleasure of the House, I will 
recite a short chapter of unwritten history. 

The C . The gentleman’s time has expired. The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS, ] 

Mr. CALKINS. Lyield my time to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for a vote on the amendment. 
I make the point of order that there are two amendments pending, 
and that an amendment cannot be withdrawn without unanimous 
consent. One speech has already been made upon this amendment 
and one upon the other. 

The C . The Chair rules that debate is not exhausted 
upon the pending amendment of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 


mest and 


JEFFERSON DAVIS. 


condemned twelve of the leading citizens of Hungary. Among the REAGAN. ] 
number was Count Andrassy, and I am not sure but Kossuth himself | Mr. SINGLETON. If Imay be allowed to proceed, I will N 
was one of the men convicted by court-martial. Nine were executed | many minutes. In the year 1860, in the fall of the year, when the 


and the other three made their escape. They were executed, how- 
ever, in effigy, and their names were nailed to the gallows. And yet 
in twenty ‘years from that time we find this same man An 

the premier of the Austrian government. In 1866 he took that posi- 
tion and he occupies it at this present moment, honored and revered 
by his countrymen. And although thirteen years have elapsed since 
the close of our war yet this Congress still refuses to grant amnesty 
to Mr. Davis. 


Now, sir, what is it you are so much afraid of? Is it that Jeffer- 


son Davis will get back into political life? Are you unwilling to 
allow him a pension for wounds received in your cause before he was 
touched by the taint of what you call rebellion? No, Mr. Chairman, 
it suits the purpose of gentlemen on that side of the House to place 
themselves bebind these mud redoubts and use these flimsy pretexts 
for keeping men who are entitled to the benefit of this act from enjoy- 
ing the same. They wish us to fight this battle over the shoulders of 
Mr. Davis hoping thereby to arouse aise which will defeat us. 

Why, sir, gentlemen on that side of the House whenever the name 
of Jefferson Davis is mentioned seem to have distorted visions and 
horrid dreams of “treason, stratagems, and spoils,” and everything else 
that is nefarious and would tend to overthrow the Government. The 
man is pursuing quietly his business in life. He is not interfering 
and does not propose to interfere with political affairs. Long since, 
had it been your pleasure to remove his disabilities and had he so 
chosen, he might have sought and parapen places of honorable dis- 
tinction now occupied by others. But he has never manifested the 
slightest disposition to again embark in political life. Upon this 
point the minds of gentlemen may be at perfect ease, especially sinco 
they have the power, and may continue to exercise it in the future as 
in the past, to defeat any act ting him amnesty. 

In conclusion I propose to have read a letter from Mr. Davis, in 
order that you nee | see the magnanimity of the man, being only such 
as he has displayed on all occasions. But before I conclude I must 
refer to one other point, and that is what is so flippantly called the 
rebellion, and the part borne therein by Mr. Davis. When the ordi- 
nance of secession was passed by the convention of Mississippi Mr. 
Davis held a seat in the other end of the Capitol, gud yp that 
our troubles might be amicably adjusted and war averted, always 
holding to the right of secession as one that had never been surren- 
dered, and yet only to be appealed to as a last resort, he was most 
relnctant to vacate his seat, and only did so at the bidding of a sov- 
ereign State which had a right tocommand. His idea always was 
that his first and highest allegiance was due to his State. There is a 
chapter of unwritten history in the life of Mr. Davis connected with 
the meeting of the governor of Mississippi and the members of buth 
Houses of Con from that State which took place at the city of 
Jackson in the fall of 1860, assembled on the call of the governor, in 
which I was a participant. When I have more time and a fitting 

ty I may show by referring to the proceedings on that occa- 


Vu—90 


oe of secession was being agitated all over the South, and after 
mth Carolina had elected her delegates to her convention, and I 
think if my memory is not at fault after the convention had assem- 
bled and the ordinance of secession had been , the governor of 
Mississippi addressed a letter to each of the members of the House 
of Representatives of the United States Congress from the State of 
Mississippi, and to the Senators, of whom Jefferson Davis was one, 
requesting them to meet at the city of Jackson on a certain day to 
consider the condition of affairs, to wit, whether the State of Missis- 
sippi was prepared and willing to unite with South Carolina as soon 
as our convention could be assembled and the act ef secession passed, 
or whether we should delay action until other States were pre 

to join in the movement and thereby give strength, dignity, and sue- 
cess to the movement. £ 

We met at the city of Jackson and Mr. Davis was there. I am no 
ashamed to acknowledge that I favored’ separate State action and 
immediate secession, and if this constitutes rebellion—if there is a 
rebel in the land who deserved to be hung I was the man. Mr. Davis 
was reluctant to take the step of separate State action; indeed, he 
declared that secession by Miss issippi and South Carolina withont 
the co-operation of other States, in his view, was not the right and 
safe way, but that the governors of the several Southern States 
should correspond upon the subject, and when all hopes of an ami- 
cable settlement failed, and it came to this last resort, let the 
States that were ready and willing to do so each an ordinance 
of secession at a given hour and moment on the same day. 

At that meeting he declared to the members of it, the governor of 
the State being one of them, that he did not believe that the act of 
secession by one or two States would prove effectual for the end pro- 
posed; that he deemed it imprudent for the State of Mississippi, then 
almost in a state of readiness to meet in sovereign convention, to act— 
unless nine or ten other States were prepa to act with her and 
take part in the movement. On all occasions and in all his speeches 
he maintained the idea that we should delay the matter as long as 
there was hope that something might occur to do away with the ne- 
eessity of secession. 

I recollect that those of us who were a little more advanced in 
opinion found fault with Mr. Davis because he was not up to the 
mark, and it was after long consultation and debate that we get him 
toforego his opinions and consent that Mississippi should take her place 
side by side with South Carolina, and share her fate, whatever it might 
be. I remember also that Mr. Davis, after all the a ent was over, 
said: “ My allegiance, as I have always said, is first due to my adopted 
State, Mississippi; and now, whatever steps she may decide to take, 
whatever her fortunes in the future may be, I will share those for- 
tunes with her.” How he kept his promises afterward let the his- 
tory of the times declare. I am neither the apologist nor eulogist of 
Mr. Davis. He does not need the one nor the other. His name is 
written all over the pages of his country’s history for the last thirty 
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years. Anything I could ayoni not mitigate the hatred of his 
enemies nor increase the iration of his friends, nor yet change 
the estimate that posterity will place upon him. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order, as the gentleman 
yielded his five minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was d to. i 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. EDEN reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union Bad bad under consideration the Union gen- 
erally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No, 257) granting pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other wars therein 
named, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAGINAW RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter rela- 
tive to a bridge proposed to be constructed over the Saginaw River; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


LIEUTENANT-COLONEL W. R. SHAFTER AND OTHERS, 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the 
General of the Army in regard to the recent ch: against Lieuten- 
ant-Colonel W. R. Shafter and Lieutenant E. P. Turner. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE HARBOR OF RACINE, WISCONSIN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of Major D. 
C. Houston, Corps of Engineers, relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Racine, Wisconsin. 

VOTE ON THE VETO. 

Mr. KIMMEL. I was absent when the vote was taken on the veto. 
I desire to say that if I had been present I should have voted for 
passing the silver bill over the veto of the President. 

Then, on motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, , (at four o'clock and twenty- 
five minutes p. m.,) the House adjourn 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rulé, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of the manufacturers of linen 
collars, cuffs, and shirts, at Yy, New York, for a reduction in the 
rates ef duty on linen fabrics—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of the poner of the Plain Dealer, 
Galesburgh, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 


committee. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of J. S. Briggs and 46 other citi- 
zens of Fowlerville, Michigan, against any reduction of the duty on 
wool—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Fenton (Michigan) Ga- 
notte, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BURDICK: The petition of the publisher of the Nord Iowa 

+ Herald, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, &c., of Troy, 
New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen fabrics—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CUTLER: The petition of the Presbyterian church of New- 
ark, New Jersey, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the North Jersey Iron Company, Port Oram 
and Chester, New Jersey, against a reduction of the duty on spiegel- 
eisen and ferro- ese—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of citizens of Franklin, Calhoun, 
and Jackson Counties, Florida, for an appropriation to remove ob- 
structions in the Chipola River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EDEN: The petition of George Titus and others, of Paris, 
Illinois, that soldiers of the Black Hawk war be granted the same 
pension as soldiers of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Leader, Chrisman; of 
the Union, Shelbyville; and of the Paris Gazette, Illinois, for the 
abolition of the duty on ed 055 the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of the publisher of the Cou- 
rier, East Saginaw, Michigan, of similar import—to the same com- 
mi 


ttee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of 125 merchantile firms of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, for an APRETI SRO of $50,000 for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Ashtabula, Ohio—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of 140 citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the amendment of the homes bill and the passage of 
House bill No. 20—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. EWING: Ihe aera of the publishers of the Fairfield 
County (Ohio) News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. FREEMAN : The petition of the manufacturers of linen col- 
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linen cuffs and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction of the 
rates of duty on linen fabrics—to the same committee. 


By Mr. TON: Memorial of citizens of the United States in 
Te; to Venezuela award—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

, the petition of Eli W. Brown, publisher of the Columbia 
City (Indiana) Post, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HARD ERGH: Two papers relating to the duties on 
essential oils and chemicals—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARTZELL: The petition of T. W. Eckert, publisher of 
the Lebanon (Illinois) Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HATCHER: The petition of citizens of Missouri, for a ~ 
route from Annapolis to Fredericktown in that State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDEE: Tho petition of Silas L. Loomis, trustee of 
Esther C. Packard, for relief—to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of Charles 8. Keller, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, for relief—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Ludington Wells and Van 
Schaick Company and others, for the improvement of the harbor of 
refuge, at mouth of Sturgeon Bay, Michigan Ship-Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of R. S. Stephenson and 200 others, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. JONES, of Ohio: The petition of workingmen of Dela- 
ware, Ohio, against any reduction of the tariff laws that protect 
American labor—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, linen cuffs, 
and shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on 
linen fabrics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of J. H. Prosser and others, for the 
establishing of a post-route in Dakota—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of the publishers of the Kern 
County (California) Gazette, for the abolition of the duty on type 
—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of R. W. Elliott and John H. Schauck, relative 
4 S Klamath River Indian reservation—to the Committee on Public 

ands. 
By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Fletcher, Harrison & Co. and 
110 boiler-makers, machinists, and others, of New York City, against 
the imposition of a higher rate of duty on wrought-iron lap-welded 
boiler flues and tubes than is erg 8 on other manufactures of iron 
—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of the bar of Greenville, Ken- 
tucky, that the district court for the western portion of Kentucky be 
coon at Hopkinsville instead of Paducah—te the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of 60 citizens of Pigeon Run, 
Stark County, Ohio, against any change of the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of the publisher of the Green- 
ville (Ohio) Sunday Courier, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William Cameron, for the removal of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Johu O'Connor, for relief—to the same com- 


mittee. 
By Mr. MONROE: The petition of citizens of Franklin Township, 
Summit County, Ohio, against a reduction of the tariff—to the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of the manufacturers of linen 
collars, cuffs, and shirts, at y, New York, for a reduction in the 
rates of duty on linen fabrics—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Enterprise, Easthampton ; 
of the Hampshire Gazette, Northampton; and of the Amherst Record, 
Massachusetts, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Papers relating to the claim of Edward M. Davis 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: The petition of ship-owners and ship-builders of 
Bath, Maine, for the improvement of Penobscot River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PRICE: A paper relating to the justice of the proposed plan 
of lating the pay of certain postmasters by the amount of stamps 
can —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Iowa, relative to the lands of the 
eX aa and Missouri Railroad—to the Committee on Public 

8. 

By Mr. PRIDEMORE: The petition of the publishers of the Clinch 
Valley News, Tazewell, Virginia, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of the publisher of The Ringgold 
Record, Mount Ayr, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Henry Mullen, 
for compensation as an officer in the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of the publishers of the Audobon 
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Conran rs teu Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
mmittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of the publishers of the 
Morgan County Democrat and of the Advertiser, Hubbardstown, 
Michigan, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Welch and 40 other citizens of Ionia 
County, Michigan, against any reduction of the duties on foreign 
wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VEEDER: The petition of the publisher of the Brooklyner 
Anzeiger, Brooklyn, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee, s 

Also, the petition of John Rutherford and 956 others, employés in 
the Planet Mills Jute Manufacturing Company, Brooklyn, New York, 
against the proposed reduction of the tariff on jute to the same com- 
mittee, 


By Mr. WIGGINTON: The petition of the publishers of the San 
Joaquin Valley (California) Argus, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

y Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petitions of James Craig, 
of Detroit, Michigan, and of John S. Clark and citizens of Wyan- 
dotte and other towns in Michigan, relative to the protection of food- 
fish in the t lakes and rivers connecting therewith—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of John J. Bagley and others, of Detroit, Michi- 

„and of W. R. Boteford and others, of the same city, of similar 
tas rt—to the same committee. 

lso, the petitions of A. Goebel & Co. and other brewers of Detroit, 
Michigan, and of B. Stroh & Lion, Brewing Company, for a duty of 
thirty-five cents per bushel on malt—to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, 

Also, the petition of O. R. Pattengill and others of Plymouth, Michi- 
gan, against the reduction of the duty on foreign wool—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. WILLITS: Tepr of the publishers of the Times and 
Expositor, and Morning News; of the Ann Arbor ister; of the 
Adrian City Journal; and of the Ann Arbor Argus, Michigan, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRI DAV, March 1, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 

. P. HARRISON. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

a PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SWANN. When the silver bill was returned to the House on 
3 with the President's veto, I was unavoidably absent. If I 

d been in my place here I would have voted, as I have uniformly 
done, against the silver bill. 

GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3562) to aid the Great Southern Railway Company consolidated) to 
construct a line of railway in the States of rgia and Florida ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT CHICAGO, 

Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3563) making partial appropriation for the custom-house and post- 
office at Chicago, Illinois; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE ANIMALS IN PATENT CARS, 


Mr. SAMPSON. Iask unanimous consent to present at this time a 
joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa protesting inst the 
passage of a bill for the limitation of the transportation of live stock 
unless shipped in patent cars. I understand that that subject is now 
being considered by the Committee on Agriculture, and I ask that 
this resolution be referred to that committee. 

No objection was made, and the resolution was received and re- 
ferred accordingly. 

DUTY ON TIN PLATE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to submit 
a preamble and resolution for adoption at this time. 

The preamble and joint resolution were as follows: 

Whereas it is provided by section 2504 of the Revised Statutes, that there shall be 
levied and collected duties as follows, namely: on!“ tin in plates or sheets, terne 


oe eee tin, 15 per cent. ad valorem" and on iron and tin plates galvanized or 
: = with any metal otherwise than by electric batterics, 2} cents per pound ;” 
an 


Whereas section 4 of the act of hemp es 1875, changed the duty on tin in 
plates or sheets, terne and taggers’ tin,” above specified, from 15 per cent. ad 
valorem" to 1.1 cents per pound ;” and $ 

Whereas further, tbe returns of the Treasury 
Bureau of Statistics, exhibit there were imported in the year 1876 un 
aan ol 2 plates or 3 2 rs’ af . en Byes 

10, 163,368.87, g, at the rate of 1.1 cents per pound, a duty „an 
for the year 1 ast DOD pounds at the anne rate, of 1.1 cents per pound, a duty 


ent, as reported b; 


the 
er the > 


of $2,445,387.70 ; while under the classification of “iron and ue puns galvanized 
or with any metal otherwise than by electric batteries” the returns of the 
game source exhibit there were a pose for the year 1876 11,417 pounds, valued at 
$1,691, paying a duty, at the rate cents per of $285.44, while for the 
1877 . seem to have paid a duty under this latter classification ; w 
returns herein cited are fairly representative of previous years since 1864 when the 
above classifications were first enacted; and 

Whereas farther, while ‘tin in plates and sheets ” is a commodity rarely used in 
the markets, “iron and tin plates galvanized or coated with any metal otherwise than 
by electric batteries aro actively consumed, as much as 130,000 tons being annually 
sold in the markets of the United States, it would appeat the irent bulk of “ tin- 
plate” im ons into the country have been subjected toa duty of but 1.1 cents 
pa poa „ while they should have paid a duty of 2) cents per pound, making a dif- 

rence in the revenues of the Government of nearly $3,000,000 annually and in the 
last ten years of over $30,000,000; and 

Whereas further, the manufacture of “iron and tin plate parana with 
metal otherwise than by electric batteries is now strugglin 
tance in the country, but cannot com in the market wi 
fi 5 countries, unless the duty of 
su 


or 

thereon, and to enforce 
of the United States. 

Mr. BANKS. For what purpose is that resolution introduced at 
this time? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce it and put it epon its passage at this time. 

Mr. BANKS. I object. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It affects the revenue to the extent 
of $20,000,000 annually. 

The SPEAKER. Objection Mita made, it is not before the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Then I ask unanimous consent that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

Mr. BANKS. Let it go to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
on SPEAKER. Objection having been made to it, itis not before 

e House. 


penalties therefor both in the 


_ MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment 
a bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3072) to authorize a special term of the circuit 
court of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi, to 
be held at Scranton, in Jackson County. 

The message further announced that, the Senate baring ed 
in pursuance of the Constitution to reconsider the bill (H. R. No. 
1093) to authorize the coinage of the standard silyer dollar and to 
restore its legal-tender character, returned to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the President with his objections, and sent by the House 
of Representatives to the Senate with the message of the President 
returning the bill, the Senate had passed the same, two-thirds of the 
Senate voting in favor thereof, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

PENSION AGENT AT NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table House bill No. 3551, to amend section 4778 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, with the Senate amendment thereto, for the purpose 
of moving to concur in the amendment of the Senate. : 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate will be read; after 
which objection will be in order. 

The amendment of the Senate was to strike out all of the bill after 
the enacting clause and to insert: 


rem or e. 
ap shall have failed to 
dent may, when the ipae 

ta 6 du- 


days; and such officer so designated ponil pve bond, if required by the President, 

es. And the Secretary of the Interior 
shall allow, in the settlement of the accounts of such officer, tho necessary ex- 
penses incurred by him in the 1 od of his duties under this act. 

The foregoing provision shall apply to any vacancy now existing. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I objected yesterday because I thought it was 
wrong to pass such a Dill, but at the request of many gentlemen 
here I withdraw my objection. 

The bill, with the Senate amendment, was then taken up, and the 
question was upon concurring in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. In order to fully explain the necessity for this 
legislation, I ask to have read a letter received by me this morning 
from the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 1, 1878. 

Sm: I write this note for the parpose of giving you full knowledge of the emer- 
gency which calls for the — t poh of 8 bill No. 3551 — amended by 
© 


Until the 25th instant Twas confidently expected that Colonel Charles R. Coster, 
who had been confirmed by th 
qualify and take possession of the office, 
Information received on that day aroused beg pease that he might not be 
able to do so until after the 4th of March, (next 
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tion of these are . Many will need their with which to 
— — y pensions 


morning. Between and fifteen hun- 
TAN apply Sorties pensions on Kah Cay, AOA b ne as, Brees Dae Soe WUP OF 
g days. In addition to this the whole fourteen thousand will expect 

and should receive prompt payment of their pensions. 
FFC ent, of which there 
expectations, President must be au to meet the emer- 
these pensioners must go without their pay, and many of them will suffer 

hunger and cold in such an event. 


might happen at any of the agencies, p f 
day only is now left in which to appoint a temporary agent and furnish him 
with funds om he be enabled to put the office in order for the payment: 
le only by putting 


tat New York and what has been done by him to- 
y in providing the necessary authority to enable the 


and roguired to file a bond in the usual form required 

eine on agents (joint and sova ) in wha paws sum of 8 

u unincumbered estate, same as DOW pension 
agents * requirement has beeu o rescribed. 

o objection was heard to the requirements of the Secretary until the 19th in- 
stant, when, in a conference with Colonel Coster, he was informed by the Secretary 
that $100,000 only need rest upon real estate. 

On the 23d instant, he not having filed the bond, a telegraphic correspondence 
between him and myself sprang up, in which on the 25th instant it transpired that 
instead of such form of bond as the Serine ge! Be osha executed, he and 


of having 
his sureties proceeded to execute a bond of limited ity. He was at once in- 


— that the Secretary’s requirements of the 19th instant must be complied 


Down to the present time Colonel Coster has not presented for approval any bond 
in any form, and has not filed an oath of office. 

When I add to this the statement that in 1871 a ion agent at New York 
(William A. Lawrence) defaulted in the sum of $66,582.41, and the same an- 
other at Philadelphia in the sum of $38,400, and the next year another at 


ton in the sum of $52,000, necessity for a bond of the character required by 


J. W. BENTLEY, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
Hon. Americus V. Rice, 
Chairman of Committee m Invalid Pensions, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I do not deem it necessary to make any fur- 
ther explanation than is given in the letter of the Commissioner. I 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. CRITTENDEN, ] who desires 
to make a remark. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iobjected yesterday to the passage of the bill 
under consideration out of its regular order. The requirement of 
this species of special legislation is somewhat astounding. I think the 
general law covers the case and none other should be enacted. Why 
are we called upon to pass such a bill at this time? hadi is it that 
those pensioners are so hazarded in their quarterly dues? General 
Coster was e and confirmed pensien agent in New York on 
the 6th of February last, and up to this date no bond has been filed 
with and accepted by the Department. General Coster says he tend- 
ered an ample bond on the 2ist of February, and because of some 
technicality it was not accepted, although drawn in the form of law 
and corresponding with similar bonds filed with and accepted by the 
Pension Bureau. Why is this holding on te General Cester to almost 
the erga when those poor pensioners should be paid, then declin- 
ing his bond on extraordinary grounds, and then seeking relief in this 
Congress, in this extraordinary way? There is a mystery abont it 
unexplained and inexplicable. The Pension Department should be 
taught that such actions are not viewed with favor by this House. 
General Coster should have been forced to give his required bond in 
time or forced to resign and give way to some one who would and 
could comply with the law. As far as I know, General Coster is an 
unobjectionable gentleman. If it were not for the innocent pen- 
sioners, I should still oppose this bill, and if possible defeat it. We 
should not punish the innocent because there has been dereliction 
elsewhere upon the of those who claim to be the peculiar friends 
of the soldier and the pensioner. Sirs, the republican party is the 
friend, to the extent that it can use those soldiers and pensioners for 
its protection in office, and no further. With the leaders thrift always 
follows fawning. Beautiful love, indeed. 

Now, within two or three days of the time when those pensioners 
are to be paid we are called upon to pass an extraordinary law for 
their accommodation in 5 of the obstinacy of this Admin- 
istration in clinging to one individual as a pension agent. I affirm 
here now that were it not for the kindness of the democratic party 
toward these pensioners they would be kept out of their pensions on 
the 4th of March next. The democratic party thus shows that it is 
willing to stand by the pensioners of this Government in all emer- 

gencies and under all circumstances, and that party will stand by 
Bios pensioners from an honorable motive, as has been shown by 
the Committee on Pensions of this Congress and the last, under the 
0 lead of General Rice, the brave and modest democratic soldier 
m Ohio, chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, supple- 
mented and aided by those on the same committee who wore the gray 
when battle was fiercest and blood flowed freest. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. In reply to the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. 
‘CRITTENDEN, ] I must state that it was not until the 25th of February 
last, as 8 in the communication read from the desk, that the 
Department was aware that General Coster would be unable to com- 
ply with the requisitions of the official bond. I say this simply in 


ashing. | J 


Maron 1, 
justification of the De 


i partment in this matter, for it does seem to me 
sree is has not been derelict in any duty in connection with this 
matter, 

I now yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Joyce. ] 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Speaker, I entirely differ with the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CRITTENDEN] in regard to this matter. It seems 
to me that there has been no dereliction of duty on the part of the 
Pension Department or on the part of the Administration. It has 
Aap pened in this case that the ri e and confirmation of 
Colonel Coster as pension agent at New York was made but a very 
few para pnyin to the time for the payment of pensions in March. 

Mr. BUTLER. Twenty-four days. 

Mr. JOYCE. The Department required of this pension agent a ve 
extraordinary bond. Very few men either in the city of New Yor 
or elsewhere can procure a bond of the character required in this 
instance by the Department. Yet because Colonel Coster, within the 
space of a few days, is unable to procure this bond, and because the 
Pension Department comes to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
asks them to report a bill that shall provide for this emergency the 
gentleman from Missouri sees some great bugaboo; and he thinks, I 
suppose, that he can make some political capital out of the fact that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions brings such a bill into this House 
and asks for its passage. I say, sir, that there is nothing in this case 
which shows anything of the sort ii by that gentleman. On 
the contrary extraordinary care and diligence have been exercised 
on the part of the Pension Department in taking the course that has 
been pursued. And, sir, it will not be throngh the leniency of the 
democratic party that this bill will pass the House. It is a matter of 

ustice, a matter of fairness, about which there should be no ques- 
tion. The bill should be passed without delay or hesitation, 21 am 
very sure it will be. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] for one minute. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MILLS. Is there any limit to this debate? This being Friday 
and everett day, we do not wish to have time unnecessarily con- 
sume 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rick] obtained 
the floor by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ATKINS. I yielded to the gentleman; but if I had known 
there was to be any debate I would not have done so. 

The SPEAKER. A gentleman cannot yield so as to take away the 
right of a member or the right of the House. 

. COX, of New York, I hope the gentleman from Ohio will call 
the previous question and have this bill passed at once. There are 
fourteen thousand pensioners in New York City waiting to be paid. 
This is not a matter of politics but a matter of necessity. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It is a matter of humanity; and without fur- 
ther debate and yielding to no one, I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered; and under the operation thereof the Senate amendment was 
concurred in. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. This being “objection day,” I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the 
business of the morning hour. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Isubmit to the House whether the morning hour 
shall proceed or whether the House will at once go into Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. BRIGHT] asks 
consent that the House, waiving the call of committees during the 
morning hour, resolve itself at once into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, and others. Regular order! 

Mr. GARFIELD, I think we ought to have the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour now begins at twenty minutes before one o’clock ; and the House 
resumes the consideration of the business remaining unfinished in the 
morning hour of last Friday, being the bill (H. R. No. 1567) for the 
relief of Captain William L. Foulk, reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs with an amendment in the form of a substitute. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint 
William L. Fonlk, late captain in the United States Ca , Tenth t. to 
the position of captain of the same grade and rank held by at the time he was 
dropped from the roll. 

Mr. EDEN. I should like to have the report read in this case. 

The report was read, as follows: 

ommi ‘erred the bill (H. R. No. 
2305 Jr Wart g a a Willams E Foal lave of the Tenth Regiment United 
States Cavalry, having considered the same, would y report thereon as 


follows: 
Captain William L. Foulk entered the volunteer service April 23, 1861, as second 
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lieutenant Seventh ee Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—three months’ 
service—and served in General Patterson's command until Anpas 1861, when 
he was mustered out as first lieutenant, having been promoted June 11, 1861; re- 
entered the service August 26, 1861, as captain Forty-sixth Pennsylvania Volon 
3 and was pro lieutenant-colonel June 9, 1863. 

Service: With regiment in Maryland and Shenandoah Valley of Virginia, and 
in Eastern Virginia until wounded in action and taken prisoner at Cedar Mountain 
A t 9, 186; in the hands of the enemy to October 22, 1862; on le and under 

ical treatment to June, 1863; with 9 in the Arny of the Potomac to 
September 25, 1863, and in the Army of the Cumberland to January 28, 1864; on 
detached duty, recruiting, &c., at Pittsburgh and Erie, Pennsylvania, to December 
11, 1864; in command Exchange Barracks, Nashville, Tennessee, to July 29, 
1865, when honorably mustered out of the service. When with his regiment he 
participated in allits battles, eR Gettys! h.) marches, &c. He is strongly 
dorsed by Major-Generals A. 8. Williams and John W. Geary, More latter after- 
ward governor of Pennsylvania,) under whom he served during war. 

May 11, 1866, he was appointed second lieutenant cep karen Infantry, Regular 
Army; September 21, 1806, transferred to Sixth try; promoted to first 
lieutenant 1, 1867; ber 15, 1870, ned to Tenth Cavalry, and after- 

promoted to of same regiment. 

Service.—In Nebraska and Utah and Fort Potter, New York, with infantry reg- 
iments; Indian Territory and Texas until January 4, 1874, when he was dismissed 
by the court-martial e held at Fort Griffin, Texas, September 19, 1873. 
The following is the Judge-Advocate-General’s review of the trial: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE, 
June B, 1876. 


Sm: In compliance with your direction, conveyed through the indorsement of 
the Adjntant- General of the 23d instant, I have the honor to Sy pag ae hy 
the cation for reinstatement of W. L. Foulk, late captain Tenth C ways 
service in December, 1873. (See General Court-Martial Orders, No. 58, 


the 
of that year.) 
Captain Foulk was brought to trial— ji 
First. For an assault, accompanied shag ee ae | words, committed (on August 
3, 1873) upon his officer, Captain C. D. Viele, of the same regiment, by 
him on the neck with his saber. Of this o k ted under different 


charges against Captain Viele, in 8 him 
First. With having (on April 25, 1 eet intoxicated, yo while in that con- 


dition lying insulting an justifi Foulk. 
Second. 5 th s in arrested and confined a 


ith having (on a 
and deprived his iy of her services, to their 


$ 


ê 
as indicated by the 
Seok evr did not arrive at d L te: 
no! vè 0 gress 0 con- 
the originals. Its effect been, 


et prol Gree 
to Captain 3 
7 Uquor, and 9 


charge 

st the latter for impro; depriving him of his servant, this was without 

teandation, since C r Nie i ate 

superior. It was u enough, however, that Captain Foulk should connect the 

act of Captain Viele on this occasion with his hostile and rude conduct three days 

before, and the court was clearly correct in that the second cb: =a 

ferred without malice or im: intent. As to the third soemeation, though 

is not deemed to have been sus by the testimony, there yet was, in arona 

d for it to have relieved the accused from a conviction for having 

and maliciously, In my judgment, therefore, he should have 

tted at the second trial. 

offense—that which was the ag of the first trial—the evi- 
g. It was admitted Be that he 

with his saber, but it was claimed by him that he did 


The altercation between the two officers arose as f 


posing to use this mule for his own detachment, ordered the corporal 
and, on his hesitating, took it from him Krke halter. Captain Foulk then ap- 
proached and ap tly remonstrated wit 
cused asserts and three of the witnesses at the trial poneva declared, struck at, 
or made motions asif to strike at, the accused with 
time, as was stated by these witnesses, 8 angr 
Captain Foulk thereupon struck Captain Viele a v 
sheathed saber, which he had been ing under his arm as officer of the day, is, 
as has already been noticed, admitted ; but that the latter first struck at or threat- 
ened Captain Foulk is denied by himself and by the other witnesses on the 
the prosecution, who claim to have seen what occurred. From all the evi 
however, taken together, there is deemed to be good ground for the inference tha’ 
Captain Viele probabl. did in fact assume a meee attitude toward the accused 
‘ore the latter struck him, and that the accused some reason, at least, for be- 

lieving that he was about to be attacked. So, though the blow inflicted by the ac- 
cused was y without sufficient justification and constituted a grave offense, 
yet when it is considered that the oflicer struck was one of his own rank and his 
superior only by seniority of commission; that he had on a previous occasion treated 
him with contumely and refused to have any but official relations with him; and 
that on the occasion of the assault he had, in a degree, at least, provoked him, it 
must be admitted that there were in the case such palliating circumstances as 
would have justified some mitigation of the sentence. 

Mr. Foulk has filed, in connection with ne pee eee and on previous 

h from vilians, 


occasions, a large number of testimonials, tary men and s 
which ascribe to him a high character for efficiency and fidelity as an officer. both 
in the volunteer and the 


and 


lar service, and an excellent reputation as a citizen. 
ernors Hartranft and Geary, Senators Cameron 


Among these persons are 
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nee 1867, when he first ined his Sy eps and during that 

his integrity question and, so faras I wand believe, 
from of pation.” 

occasions declined to make a raene 


of all 


recommend in this case, 
testimony, and in view of the 


Iam induced to concludo that e p EA the applicant cain. well be ac- 
y romar) 


now, after a thorough re-examination 
pressions derived 9 — — ka above 


ceded to by the President. As alı the second dismissal of this offi- 
cer is regarded as unwarranted, while the first is to have been a proper sub- 
ject fox mitigation. Mr. Foulk has now suffered under his sentence for two years 
VV narra reir EN AOE tian Were 
most fully vouched for. 
added that if the views here are approved. and the President 
sheds “yan Mr. Foulk, his ity—if the opinion of Attorney-Gen- 
Major Baird, 3 164, be followed —will be 
limited to an appointment to the grade of second lieutenant. Con; however, 
may, of course, by a special act, authorize the President to reappoint to his 
SEES KARK AE SRT UPON FP SETTORER OE A TASOT EF 
— UNN, 


Tudge-Advocate- General. 


It ma 


Hon. J. D. a — d >a 
Secretary ar. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, July 17, 1876. 


THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adjutant · Generul. 


The Secre of War in transmi: the foregoing letter says that his “Depart- 
ment is in favor of 2 bill for the relief prayed for by the petitioner.” 

From the foregoing it is evident that the pro Ler VOET cal ne ag a7 foe 
Foulk had good reason to believe, from the menacing attitude o tain Viele at 
the time, and from his previously insulting conduct toward him, that he was about 
to be assaulted, when he struck the blow. The sentence of the court, re, 
was wholly unwarranted. 

The record fails to show that the findi: 


Official copy : 


of the court-martial was a ved b. 


the President of the United States. Doub! if the evidence and the 
been submitted to the the would have unhesitatingly declined to give his 
app pre character of Captain Foulk as a soli and 
a gentleman should be now, and the severe punishment that this officer 
2 poa by out of the service so long and under the odium of the sentence 
no i 

The testi: 1 tain Foulk are very strong, coming as they do 

from the best and most influen zens of Pennsylvania, as well as from many 


of the highest and most distinguished officers of the oy E 

Your committee, feeling that great injustice has been done to 9 
cient officer, report back accompanying bill, as a substitute for the bill referred 
to the committee, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. STRAIT. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield to 
me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MAISH. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. STRAIT. I move to add the following provision: 

Provided, That he shall receive no pay or allowances for the time he was out of 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be Le pao and read a third 
— and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 

Mr. MAISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill, as 
amended, was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN E. WILLIAMSON. 


Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back e a bill (H. R. No. 2396) for the relief of John E. Will- 
iamson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
ha Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN EATON. 

Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 720) for the relief of John Eaton; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

B. J. D. IRWIN. 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee 8 back adverse], 
a bill (H. R. No. 631) for the relief of B. J. D. Irwin, si n pi 
brevet colonel, United States Army; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. t 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF MONTANA CITIZENS, NEZ PERCÉS WAR. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No, 2443) for the relief of citizens of 
Montana who served with the United States troops in the war with 
the Nez Percés, and for the relief of the heirs of such as were killed 
in such service, and moved that it be put on its passage at this time. 

The bill, which was read, in its first section provides that each vol- 
unteer who joined the forces of the United States in the Territory of 
Montana, during the war with the Nez Percé Indians, shall be paid 
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$1 per day suring the term of such service, from the time that he left 
his home until he was returned thereto, including all time spent in 
hospital under treatment, by such as received wounds or other injuries 
in such service, 

The second section provides that all persons who were wounded or 
disabled in such service, and the heirs of all who were killed in such 
service, shall be entitled to all the benefits of the pension laws, in the 
same manner and to the same extent as if they had been duly mus- 
tered into the regular or volunteer forces of the United States. 

The third section provides that all horses and arms lost in such 
service shall be paid for at their actual value, to be duly ascertained 
by the commanding officer of the district of Montana, previded that 
no payment shall be made for such losses except upon the statement 
of the commanding officer of the United States troops, or such other 
officer of the regular Army as might be in control of the volunteers 
at the time of such loss, and such other proofs as may be required by 
the commanding officer and the United States Quartermaster for the 
district of Montana, to establish the fact that snch losses were made 
in the service of the United States. 

Mr. EDEN. I donot think that is a private bill. 

The SPEAKER, It is not a private bill as to one of its features. 

Mr. BANNING. I hope the gentleman will not object to its con- 
sideration to-day. 

Mr. EDEN. 1 wish to have this call for the benefit of private bills, 
as it is private-bill day. 

Mr. BANNING. This bill is for the relief of those men who went 

out as volunteers and served with General Gibbon in the war with 
the Nez Pereés. I do not see what else it can be than a private bill. 

Mr. EDEN. It changes the pension laws, and it changes the law 


also in relation to payment for pr perty lost in the military service. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. And of course it must go to the 
Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER, That question is not raised by the gentleman 
from Illinois. The question raised is that it is a public and not a 
private bill, and cannot be received to-day. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his objec- 
tion, and Ido not think he will if he will hear the report and the 
letter of General Gibbon read. 

Mr, BANNING. They are very short. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. There is a provision in the bill 
for the payment of losses which I do not understand. That is what 
I find fault with. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, in so far as pensions are 
concerned, it would hardly be held to be other than a class of indi- 
viduals; but clearly that part which proposes to pay generally out of 
the N of the United States for horses lost would seem to be a 

ublic bill. 
vi Mr. BANNING. If I may be allowed one moment 

Mr. EDEN. I do not to discuss the bill on its merits. 

Mr. BANNING. There were just thirty of these men employed, of 
whom five were killed, and it appears to me it is a bill which should 
be considered, and considered immediately. I hope my friend from 
New York will not insist on his 5 e and that the gentleman 
from Illinois will withdraw his, and let these men who went out under 
these circumstances receive this pay which they so well earned. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. But I wish to understand about | f 


these losses. I want to know what they were. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist on his point of order 
that it is a public bill? 
Mr. B ING. H hope not. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a bill of a public character, 
so this being private-bill day it cannot be received if objection be 
0. 


Mr. BANNING. I understand the objection to be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. * The Chair has ruled it to be a public bill. 

u DIBRELL. By unanimous consent cannot it be ‘acted on to- 
day 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to ask for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. EDEN. Bills reported een. and everything of that 
sort go to the Committee of the Whole, and I believe the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions does not ask them to be considered 
under any other circumstances. 

The SP R. That is an additional point of order, which the 
gentleman from New York presents, that even if the report be re- 
ceived the bill must have its first consideration in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BANNING. That point has been withdrawn. 

Mr. EDEN. The appeal is constantly made here as to every bill of 
this character that it must be at once. I do not want to an- 
tagonize a bill of this sort, but I wish the House to legislate in such 
a way that members may understand what they are doing. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. My objection was based on the 
gronna that the bill makes provision for the payment of certain losses. 
fore withdrawing my objection I want to know what those losses 


are, 
Mr. BANNING. If the gentleman will hear the report read I think 

he will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the first point: Will the 

House give unanimous consent that this bill be reported at this time 


although it is a public bill? That is a distinct point, different from 
the one made ny the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. EDEN. Ihave no objection to the bill being reported to-day 
if it goes to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make a conditional with- 
drawal of the point of order; but he can secure that the bill shall go 
to ane Calendar by raising the point of order that it makes an appro- 
priation. 

ma EDEN. I shall certainly do that. I do not insist on the other 
poin 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is given to reporting the bill 
to-day; and the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from New 
York make the point of order that it appropriates money and must 
have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. The Chair 
sustains the point of order, and the bill goes to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


WILLIAM P. HAZARD. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 537) for the relief of William P. Hazard; and the same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. CARMEN, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 541) for the relief 
of William H. Carmen; and the bill and amendments were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED ROULAND. 


Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 627) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Alfred Rouland. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of War 
to remove the charge of desertion now standing upon the records of 
the War Department against the name of Alfred Rouland, late of the 
Twenty-third and 1 Regiments Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and to grant to said Rouland an honorable discharge as of 
the date of April 16, 1866, with the same pay and bounty he would 
have been entitled to if he had been honorably discharged the mili- 
tary service on said day. 

r. EDEN. I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred House bill No. 627, hav- 
ing had tho bill under consideration, respectfully submit the following report : 

That from the testimony in this case it that Alfred Rouland was en- 
rolled and mustered into the Twenty-third Michigan Infantry on the 18th day of 
January, 1864, “for three years or during the war.” He was at the time of his 
muster a mere youth of less than seventeen years of age. It is in evidence that ho 
served with marked fidelity acy Sherman's campaign from Chattanooga to At- 
lanta, and in Thomas’s — n Tennessee, including the battles of Franklin 
and Nashville, and afterward in the capture of Fort Anderson and Wilmington, 
North Carolina. 

The captain of his company, John Hamilton, os minister of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church,) testifies on, Neen said Rouland’s connection with said com- 
pany, before his transfer to the Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry, he was always 
a brave, faithful, and efficient soldier, and never for a moment flinched in the per- 
‘ormance of any duty; and that he was one of the best soldiers of his com 
though being then a mere tripling ot seventeen or eighteen gons ; and that it 
his confident belief that said nd would havo been one of the last men in the 
Army to have iutentionally deserted, and that he is entitled to an honorable dis- 

on account of his faithful service. : 

In June, 1865, the Twenty-third Regiment was mustered out of the service, and 
young Rouland was transferred to the Twenty-cighth Michigan Infantry and made 
a corporal in Company F of that regiment. 

The testimony of Lieutenant C. H. De 7 commanding the company in this 

ent, says: During the time he va nag was with me, which was till after 
the conclusion of hostilities, he was a brave, faithful, and efficient soldier. When 
he left the company he was sick, and Iam of opinion that he was in great dan; 
of dying. There was, I am convinced, no intention on his part to desert, but 
action was a desperate attempt to save his life. Before he could rejoin his regiment 


it was mustered out.” 
The petitioner left the hospital at Wilmington on the 16th day of April, 1886, 
is regiment retarned to Michigan 


nearly one year after hostilities had ceased. 
and was mustered out soon afterward. 

It is in oy that he had suffered some time previously from fever and ague 
and intermittent fevers, and was much emaciated and reduced in strength and 
spirits, so much so, that after reaching the home of his brother in Michigan his life 
for some time was considered in great danger, and he did not wholly recover for 
months afterward. 

In view of the premises, and especially de e- Hyd tender age at which this 
young soldier enlisted, he nee but seventeen old, an age when the law wonba 
not recognize any contract made by him as binding, except the contract for peck 
service; and considering the long and faithful service of this young soldier, extend- 
ing to a period of nearly a year d the fair construction of his contract of serv- 
ice with the Government, and the despondent condition of his mind, resulting from 
the liar and severe character of the petitioner's illness, yout committee are of 
opinion that the s of desertion should be removed from his military record, 
and that he is jnstly entitled to an honorable discharge. Your committee there- 
fore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was ordered to be on and read a third time; and 
being tone: it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. H, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VICKSBURGH NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. McCOOK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

back with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1509) authorizing the Sec- 
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retary of War to purchase the site of and attach to the Vicksburgh 
National Cemetery the Grant-Pemberton monument at Vicksburgh, 
Mississippi; and the bill and amendment were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calander, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT, NEW YORK CAVALRY. 

Mr. McCOOK also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1509) for the payment 
of traveling expenses incurred by the Twenty-first Regiment of New 
York 8 ; and the same was laid upon the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

Tho latter motion was agreed to. 


GUSTAV A. HESSELBERGER. 

Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 82) for the relief of 
Gustav A. Hesselberger ; and the same was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calander and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be be printed. 


JOHN PULFORD. 

Mr. BANNING. The bill (H. R. No. 1104) for the relief of John Pul- 
ford, passed the House on the sixth of December, and went to the 
Senate. It there received a slight amendment, fixing the time when 
the pay of the rank should commence. I ask unanimous consent that 
the hill be taken from the Speaker’s table and that the Senate amend- 
ment be a to. 

Mr. SINNICKSON. I object. 

WILLIAM T. MALSTER. 

Mr. DANFORD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, ee 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2242) for 
the relief of William T. Malster, of Baltimore, Maryland, and the 
game was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT D. F. TOZIER. 


Mr. CRAPO, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 4) 
to allow Lieutenant D. F. Tozier a gold medal awarded by the Presi- 
dent of the French Republic. 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes Lieutenant D. F. To- 
zier, of the steamer Dix, United States revenue marine service, to 
accept from General MacMahon, President of the Republic of France, 
a gold medal which he desires to present to him as a recognition of 
his gallant, courageous, and efficient services in saving the French 
bark Peabody, aground February 23, 1877, off Horn Island, Mississippi 
Sound, Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. CRAPO. On the 23d of February, 1877, the French bark Pea- 
body was stranded on a lee shore off Horn Island, in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, in eight feet of water. Drawing twelve feet, she struck heavily 
and worked into the quicksand. There were sixteen persons on board 
of the vessel. Her condition was one of extreme peril. The master 
and pilot of the bark had abandoned all hope of saving her, when the 
United States revenue steamer Dix, commanded by Lieutenant D. F. 
Tozier, went to her relief and accomplished the rescue of the vessel 
and the men. In recognition of the gallantry and skill of Lieutenant 
Tozier the French government issued a decree presenting to him a 
gold medal, which is now in the possession of the State Department 
awaiting authority from Congress to Tozier to receive it. The com- 
mittee is of opinion that Lientenant Tozier richly deserved this con- 
sideration, . 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
amoi and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr CRAPO moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and ulso moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PENITENTIARY OF WYOMING. 


Mr. MULDROW, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 804) to transfer the care 
and custody of the penitentiary of Wyoming to the said Territory, 
with an adverse report; and the same was laid on the table, and the 
necom ying 9 it ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MULDROW moved to reconsider the order just made; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I believe it is not in order to present a public bill? 

The SPEAKER, Not except by unanimous consent. 

CATHERINE BOWERS. 
Mr. MACKEY, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, re- 
ed back the bill (H. R. No. 3072) granting a pension to Catherine 
wers, the widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, with an adverse 
recommendation, and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the report ordered to be printed. 


HENRY SIPPLE. 


Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported back the 
petition of Henry Sipple, a private in Seventh Regiment Virginian 
militia in the war of 1812, praying for a pension, with an adverse 
report, and moved that the same be laid on the table and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MACKEY moved to reconsider the order just made; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL STINSON. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted adversely upon the bill (H. R. No. 914) granting a ion to 

uel Stinson; and moved the same be laid on the table and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the order just made; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FAVORABLE REPORTS, 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with favorable recommendation, the following bills; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the ole on the Private 
Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1147) granting a pension to Catharine Brennan, 
widow of John Brennan, late private of Company B, Fifty-eighth > 
Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 490) granting a pension to Rose Miller, widow of 
Reason F. Miller, deceased, late a private in Company E, One hun- 
dred and twenty-third Illinois Infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 388) for the relief of William Roylston, late private 
Company D, First Regiment Tennessee Light Artillery ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2026) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia S. W. Evans, 
widow of Henry D. Evans, late first lieutenant of Company B, Thir- 
teenth Missouri Volunteers. 


MRS. ISABELLA DUNBAR. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3564) ting a pension to Mrs. Isabella Dunbar, widow 
of General Daniel Dunbar, late first assistant engineer of thesteamer 
Victor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
1 of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 
Prin 


DR. P. F. REUSS. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3565) granting a pension to Dr. P. F. Reuss, late a surgeon 
Seventh New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M. LANDRETH. 


On motion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, the Committee on Inxalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 3465) for the relief of William M. Landreth; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, not to be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 

ELIAS B, BELL. 


On motion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the scr 
tion of Elias B. Bell, of Camden, Michigan, late of Company E 
West Virginia Cavalry, that the charge of desertion against him he 
removed, and that he be granted a pension; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, not to be brought back ona 
motion to reconsider. 

JOHN A. POINTER. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
tion of John A. Pointer, of Cross Plains, Metcalf County, Kentucky, a 
private soldier in Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, praying for bounty; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider. 7 

LEWIS RODERICK, 

On motion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 4007) granting a pension to Lewis Roderick; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, not to be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 

JARVIS JACKSON. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was disch from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 2961) for the relief of Jarvis Jackson, of Laurel 
Kentucky; and the same was referred to the Committee on Rev: 
tionary Pensions, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

FRANCIS TRAMMELL, nicht 

On metion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, tho Committee on Invalid 

Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
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(H. R. No. 2269) ting a pension to Francis Trammell; and the 
same Was to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

EBENEZER FARWELL. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was disc! from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 2815) for the relief of Ebenezer Farwell; and the same 
‘was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. . 

HENRY ROGERS. 

Mr. MACKEY, from thé Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 1993) for the relief of Henry 
Rogers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET E. EDWARDS. 
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Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3566) ting a pension to Harriet E. Live, widow of David 
8. Edw: late 8 n in the United States Navy; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES G. MASON, _ 

Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 2545, a bill (H. R. No. 3567) granting a pension 
to James G. Mason, Company I, New York Volunteers; which was read 

a first and second referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported adversely 
upon the following bills; which were laid upon the table, and the 
accom: ing reports ordered to be printed: : 
Ab R. No. 123) granting a pension to Regina Quentin; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 1647) granting a pension to Louisa J. Mitchell. 
Mr. MACKEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bills were 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY T. THOMPSON. 


Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No. 1933, a on R. No. 3568) granting a 
pension to Mary T. Thompson, widow of William Thompson, late sec- 
ond lieutenant, Company E, Twelfth Regiment New York Volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
iordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported adversely upon 
the following bills; which were laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 891) granting a pension to Catharine Sheets, widow 
of Daniel Sheets, late captain in the Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2348) granting a pension to Mary E. Owen. 

Mr. WALSH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bills were 

laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on tho table. 
Tho latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, reported the following bills adversely ; 
and the same were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 27) 2 a pension to Thomas S. Peterson, of 
Salem, Essex County, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 42) granting a pension to Lucius Sackett, of Bea- 

‘con Falls, Connecticut; 

A bill Cn R- No. 392) for the relief of Mrs. Mary D. William 
widow of W. W. Williams, late a private in Company B, Second 
Tennessee Infantry; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 708) granting a pension to Josiah B. Chamberlain, 
late a private in Company K, Twentieth Iowa Infantry. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bills were laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OVID H. CLARK, 


Mr. HEWIIT, of Alabama, also reported, as a substitute for House 
bill No. 842, a bill (H. R. No. 3569) granting a pension to Ovid H. 
Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

: mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
:panying report, ordered to be printed. 
; FLORENCE V. MOORE. 


Mr. RIDDLE, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1815) granting a pen- 
ion to Florence V. Moore; which was referred to the Committee of 
the, Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 


port, ordered to be printed. 
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ROBERT W. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. RIDDLE, from the same committee, also reported back favora- 


bly the bill (H. R. No. 2534) granti increase 

ere W. Livio ) 5 6 
Whole on the 
to be printed. 


pension to Rob- 
on; Which was referred to the Committee of the 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 


JOHN MURPHY. 

Mr. RIDDLE, from the same committee, also reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3570) gran: an increase of oe to John Murphy, late pri- 
vate Company F, È? nt United States Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MIRIAM V. KINNEY. 

Mr. RIDDLE, from the same committee, reported adversely u 
the 3 R. No. 1774) granting a pension to Miriam V. eee 

Mr. FORT. I move that the bill just reported be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and that the ac- 
companying re be ordered to be printed. 

The SP. . That is the right of any gentleman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. RIDDLE, from the same co reported adversely upon 
the following; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports ordered to be printed: 

hy (H. R. No. 2121) granting a pension to Martha Westervelt; 


an 

A bill (H. R. No. 3823) granting arrears of pensions to Matilda and 
Mary Heymes. 

Mr. RIDDLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bills were 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POWERS, from the same committee, reported adversely upon 
the following; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be rinted: 

A bill (H. R. No. ) for the relief of Herman Flock. 

Mr. POWERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH IL. YOUNG. 

Mr. POWERS, from the same committee, reported favorably upon 
the following; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed: 
A bill (H. R. No. 3098) granting a pension to Joseph L. Young, late 
a private Company C, Eleventh . Maine ne 


ZEPHANIAH CRUBAUGH. 


Mr. POWERS, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
3571) granting a pension to Zephaniah Crubaugh; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TEAGARDEN, 


Mr. SINNICKSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 830) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Teagarden; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LANGLAND. 

Mr. SINNICKSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. No. 434) ting a pension to John Lang- 
land, late a private of Company B, First Michigan Sharpshooters ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. TREADWELL. 


Mr. SINNICKSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. No. 124) granting a pension to James B. 
Treadwell, major of the Eighty-fifth Regiment Peansylvania Volun- 
teers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW J. MORRISON. 


Mr. SINNICKSON also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3572) granting a pension to Andrew J. Morrison; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES G. GALEZIO. 

Mr. SINNICKSON also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3573) granting a pension to Charles G. Galezio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS PULLING. 
Mr. SINNICKSON also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
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R. No. 3574) granting a pension to Thomas Pulling 
first and second e ee to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. : 

j JAMES PENNYCOUGH. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1042) granting a pension to James Pen- 
nycongh, of Fentress County, Tennessee, late of the Second Indiana 

ounted Cavalry; which was laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOYCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPHINE DA C, THOMAS. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3575) granting an increase of pension to Josephine Da C. Thomas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE D. HUNT. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3576) ting a pension to Catherine D. Hunt; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

J. CLINTON DE WITT. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 1649) for the relief of J. Clinton DeWitt, of 
Canton, Bradford County, Pennsylvania; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BUROUGHS. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
-ably the bill (H. R. No. 2711 ) granting a pension to James Buroughs, 
late a private in Company G, Vermont Cavalry Regiment; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE SILVERS. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 1175) granting a pension to George Silvers, 
private Company E, Fifty-seventh Regiment United States Volun- 
teers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MILES L. REED. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 1789) granting a pension to Miles L. Reed, of 
New Castle, Indiana; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

WARREN F. WOOD. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 3080) ting a pension to Warren F. Wood; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
‘Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. GOULD. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 91, a bill (H. R. No. 3577) granting a 
pension to William H. Gould; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to be printed. 

JULIA J. WHEELER. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1728, a bill (H. R. No. 3578) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia J. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. CLIPPINGER. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with amendments, Heuse bill No. 1304, granting a pension to 
Anna M. 9 which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

OTHNEIL P. HOLLIS. 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of Othneil P. Hollis, of the 
Soldiers’ Home, Augusta, Maine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATTIE M'TAGGART. 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 2176) granting an increase of | msion to Mattie 
an abe widow of the late First Lieutenant Mer Seven- 
teenth United States Infantry; which was referred to the Committee 


; which was read a of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


report, ordered to be printed, 
PHILIP HENRY. 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, i sa a bill (H. R. 
No. 3579) granting a pension to Philip Henry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE GROVE. : 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 941) granting a pension to George Grove; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely a bill (H. R. No. 10) granting a pension to Perley P. Roberts; 
8 v laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 

rin 
. RAINEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 
J. D. BINFORD., 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely a bill (H. R. No. 704) granting a pension to J. D. Binford, late 
a private in the Second Towa Cavalry; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ord to be printed. 

Mr. RAINEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. T 

The latter motion: was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Imove that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, this being “ objection 


day.” 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a privileged motion. I 
move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The question being taken on the motion, there were—ayes 132, 


noes 48. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I call for the yeas and vap 5 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the gentleman from uri [Mr. FRANK- 
LIN] will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. It will simply 
consume time that should be appropriated to the consideration of the 
Private Calendar. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion of Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote just 
rae and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now renew the motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WADDELL, Pending that motion I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. This being “ objection day,” I wish to inquire whether, when 
the House goes into the Committee of the Whole, it will be in order 
to take up the unfinished business of last Friday. 

The SPEAKER. It is the province of the Committee of the Whole 
to determine questions in regard to its own business. The Speaker 
has nothing to do with the proceedings in Committee of the Whole. 

The motion of Mr. BRIGHT was agreed to; and the House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole (Mr. SPARKS in 
the chair) and proceeded to the consideration of business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. WADDELL. I desire to inquire whether it is in order to take 
up to-day the unfinished business of last Friday. 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to say a word in response to that inquiry. 
The rule with regard to nnfinis ed business is explicit: 

The consideration of all unfinished business shall be resumed whenever the class 
of business to which it belongs shall be in order under the rules. 

This being “ objection day,” it is not in order to consider and dis- 
cuss bills as on other private-bill days. It seems to me clear that the 
unfinished business of last Friday, when the Committee of the Whole 
was proceeding under a different rale, cannot interfere with the order 
of business prescribed by the rules for to-day. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The chairmen of former Committees of the Whole 
have ruled in accordance with the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. SAYLER;] and I concur with him in his view as to the 
operation of the rule. 

Mr. WADDELL. Ihave no doubt that is the correct ruling. I only 
desired to have the question settled. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. No. 1894) for the relief of 
Bartholomew County Agricultural Society of the State of Indiana. 

Mr. CONGER. I believe the rule requires that on “objection day” 
the call shall commence where it left off on the last “objection day.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. This bill, as the Chair is informed, was recom- 
re to the Committee of the Whole after it had been reported to 
the House. 

Mr. CONGER.“ Then it goes to the foot of the Calendar. It is the 
same as a new reference of a bill to the Committee of the Whole. 
But that does not meet exactly the point which I made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point. 

Mr. CONGER. It is that the rule AR al he the call to commence 
on “objection day” where it left off on the last “objection day.” 

Mr. BUROHARD. The gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. ConGER, ] 
I think, states the rule correctly. 

Mr. CONGER. We had passed by several of these bills on the last 


+} een day.” 
The C The clerks will ascertain the point at which the 


HAIRMAN. 
call begins to-day. 

Mr. EDEN. I understand the point of order to be that we com- 
mence the call to-day where we left off on last “objection day.” 

Mr. CONGER. Les, sir. 

Mr. EDEN. I think that is the correct rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so understands; and the clerks will 
report tho bill which is next in order. 


JAMES CLIFT. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
409) for the relief of James Clift, late captain Fifth Tennessee Cav- 
alry, reported from the Committee on Military Affairs by Mr. DIB- 
RELL. 


The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Paymaster-Gen- 
eral of the United States Army to pay to James Clift, late a captain 
in the Fifth Tennessee Cavalry, out of any money not otherwise 
appropriated, the full amount of pay and emoluments as a captain 
oF cavalry commanding company from the 19th day of September, 
1863, the date of his commission as captain of a company of mounted 

ards from Andrew Johnson, military governor of Tennessee, to the 

ith day of March, 1864, the date of his muster into the Fifth Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, the same being for actual services rendered in the 
field. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I would like to hear the report read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the above bill, respect- 
fully submit the following report: 

James Clift, of Warren County, Tennessee, was commissioned by Andrew John- 
son, military governor of Tennessee, on the 19th day of September, 1863, to raise 
acompany of mounted men, known as Union Guards, to serve as State and United 
States troops. That he did raise a company of -four mounted men under said 
commission and acted as captain, being the only officer in said company, is shown 
by the proof, and they did duty in 8 picketing, and g for the United 
States Army, and under orders from its officers, until the 26th day of March, 1864, 


when he and his company of forty-four men were regularly mustered as Company 
M, Fifth Tennessee Cavalry, with another detachment that had been previously 
mustered, with two lientenanta, thus completing the ation of the company, 


The shows that the men of said company were mustered to date of enlist- 
ment, and said Clift on the day of muster. 

The proof also shows that said company was prevented from an earlier muster 
by reason of constant military service. 

Your committee think that, inasmuch as said Clift was commissioned by Governor 
Johnson a captain to raise a company, and did raise a company of forty-four mounted 
men, and did do ag Peal them, rig ms only officer, was entitled under Gen- 
eral Orders No. 61, dated 19th August. 1 to be m as a first lieutenant of 
cavalry. They therefore recommend that the bill be so amended as to allow the 
said James Clift the pay of a first lieutenant of ca from the 19th September, 
1863, to the 26th March, 1864, and they thus recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
fayorably to the House. 


MINOR HEIRS OF JOHN H. EVANS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of John H. Evans, deceased, 
re from the Committee on Military Affairs by Mr. DIBRELL. 

e bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Paymaster-General 
of the Army to pay to the minor heirs of John H. Evans, deceased, late 
of McNairy County, Tennessee, the pay and bounty due the same as 
if he had been enlisted and mustered into the service of the United 
States on the 6th day of July, 1863. 

Mr. EDEN. I for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Mili Affairs submit the following s 

That the evidence before them shows tbat John H. Evans, late of Mc- 
N. County, Tennessee, for the relief of whose heirs this bill is presented, was 
enro in pany A, Third Tennessee Cavalry, on the 6th da o£ Joly, 19; 
and that he served in said company until the 7th day of October, 1663, when he was 
captured 5 enemy in an 5 Como, in Tennessee; that he was taken 
to Castle Thunder, at Richmond, =i jer! and 3 to a hospital at Dan- 
ville, Virginia, where he died of sm: -pox on the 23d ber, 1863. 

The records of the Adjutant-General’s Office, United States Army, do not show 
that John H. Evans was ever enlisted or mustered into the service of the United 
States, but the evidence is satisfactory and conclusive that he served with the Third 
‘Tennessee Cavalry from July 6, 1863, to the date of his capture by the enemy, on 
the 7th of October, 1863. And the records soners of war, as appears from a 
letter of the Adjutant-General, show that J. H. Evans, of Company A, Third Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, was admitted to hospital at Danville, ALY — on the 12th of De- 
my rel om sa that said Evans died of small-pox in said hospital on the 23d day 


„1863. 

Your committee therefore, in consideration of all the facts in the evidence before 
them, report back the bill and respectfully recommend its with the follow- 
ing amendment, which they believe to haye been an error in oe ons bill or 
in the printer, namely: Strike out the last word, “ five," in the bill, insert the 
word three; so that it will read ‘‘6th day of July, 1863.” 
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There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 


favorably to the House. 
HEIRS OF BRIGADIER-GENERAL WILLIAM THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
934) for the relief of the heirs of Brigadier-General William Thomp- 
son, of the revolutionary army, reported from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions by Mr. MACKEY. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. DUNNELL. [hope the gentleman from Illinois will be satistied 
with a statement instead of haying the report read. It is very long. 
rang eight or ten pages, and the reading will occupy a great deat 
of time. 

Mr. EDEN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MACKEY. I would like to have that portion of the report read 
which I have indicated in the copy sent to the desk. It states the 
case. The objection to reading the whole report is that it is so long. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I object to the bill. 

The bill was accordingly passed over. 

EMILY E. WHEELOCK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2159) for the relief of es E. Wheelock, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SINNIĊKSON. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the Fone laws, the name of Emily E. Wheelock, 
widow of Edward C. Wheelock, late a private in Company F, Third 
Regiment of Michigan Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JOHN CLINTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
430) for the relief of John Clinton, postmaster at Brownsville, Ten- 
nessee, reported from the Committee of Claims by Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to place to the credit of the Post-Office fund on money-order 
account the sum of $265.37; and further directs the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Post-Office Department to credit John Clinten, of 
Brownsville, Tennessee, in his account as postmaster, with the said 
sum of 8265.37, being for money-order funds stolen from the post- 
office at Brownsville, Tennessee, while said John Clinton was post- 
master, but without fault or negligence on his part. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I think it is hardly necessary to have the 
report read. This is a case of money stolen from a post-office, and 
the committee state that there was no carelessness. 

The CHAIRMAN. When a demand is made for the reading of the 
report it must be read. Does the gentleman from Illinois call for 
the reading of the report? 

Mr. EDEN. I do. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ELLSWORTH ] proposes to make a statement which will save the 
necessity of reading the report., 

The CHAIR Such a statement would be in the nature of 
debate, and debate is not in order. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. Clinton is postmaster at Brownsville, Tennessee. Brownsville is, and was 
on the Ist day at November, 1870, a money-order office. The building used as a 


post-office on the said lst day of November, 1870, and for years before, was fur- 
nished to Mr. Clinton by the county court of Haywood, and was used for no other 


purpose. 
On the Ist of November, 1870, the office was entered by a thief, by the use of a 
key. The money-order drawer, kept for that purpose and no other, was 
and opened in the day-time, and the sum of $395, money-order funds, was 
ted, while cad jag ocd was away to dinner, and the ofice left without 


an occupant and loc 
The thief, one George Ellis, was arrested, and a preliminary examination had 
before a United States commissioner, who committed the said Ellis to jail to await 


the further action of the United States authorities. 

Of the money stolen $20 has been recovered. The funds stolen were, as the proof 
shows, kept in a separate drawer, distinct from the postal and his individual money. 

It was, as . sufficiently clear, the intention of Mr. Clinton to send off these 
very funds evening to Memphis, Tennessee, to the depository there, where he 
usually deposited his funds daily. 

These are the as shown by the oath of the claimant, and his deputy con- 
firms him in the main facts. 

The commissioner who held the examination certifies that the evidence on the 
examination showed no carelessness or negligence on the part of the postmaster ; 
on the con , did show that the mem took every eee to protect 
the interests of the Post-Office Department thot prudent and cantious men would 
take. The attorney who prosecuted and the attorney who defended Ellis confirm 
the statement of the commissioner. 

The commissioner certifies that the case is pending before the grand jury of the 
United States for the western district of Tennessee, but there is doubt of jurisdic- 
tion, and no indictment had yet been found ; also certifies that Mr. Clinton is a 
deserving man, and a correct and efficient and honest officer. 

The postmaster at Memphis confirms the statement of the memorialist, that he 
had been in the practice of depositing funds with him in his office, and he had always 
found him correct, and expresses the opinion that he is a gentleman of integrity, 
whose word is entitled to credit. 

It ap by a recent letter from the district attorney that no indictment was 
found against said Ellis. 

77 TTT to the case. 

It is found that Browns contained a population of 2,457 im the year 1870. 

The salary of the postmaster at that time was . 

If the memorialist had a safe it is not shown. outer door of the building was 
locked, the money-drawer also. The memorialist left the building simply to go u 
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short distance to his dinner, and while so away from the building the building was 
E enol thet thes Gerar 7 455 and that it was not customary for post- 

t mant is a poor man, 
aces in the section of the country in which Brownsville is situated to have safes, 
and it would seem that the agents of the Post-Office ent must have known 
how the moneys belonging to the United States usually were kept in this and other 
places like thie and your committee come to the conclusion that there was no want 
of reasonable diligence and care on the part of Mr. Clinton in this case, and that he 
should be reimbursed the amount of money so stolen from him; and so your com- 
mittee report a bill accordingly, and recommend that it do pass. 

Mr. HAYES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr 
ELLSWORTH] a question. I wish to ask why this claim has not been 
considered before now. 

Mr. EDEN. Debate is not in order. 

The bill was objected to by Mr. HARTZELL. y : 

Some time subsequently Mr. HARTZELL withdrew his objection. 

There being no further objection, the bill was laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 


HEIRS OF SAMUEL P. TODD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2160) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel P. Todd, deceased, late a 
urser in the United States Navy, reported from the Committee of 
laims by Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
The bill and report were read. 
The bill, being objected to by Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, was passed 
over. 
M. G. HARMAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2161) for the relief of M. G. Harman, of Virginia. ‘ 
The bill and report were read. 
The bill, being objected to by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. HAYES, was passed over. 


J. D. BOND & BROTHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
383) for the relief of J. D. Bond & Brother, of Wilson County, Tennes- 
see, with an amendment, reported from the Committee of Claims by 
Mr. Davis, of North Carolina. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury, out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay J. D. 
Bond & Brother, of Wilson County, Tennessee, the sum of 8306, with 
interest from June 14, 1875, being the tax paid by them on spirits 
burned at their distillery on the night of December 6, 1873, on account 
of the failure of the gauger to withdraw the same from the cisterns 
on the 5th day of December, 1873, which was the regular day for draw- 
ing off the same. 

he amendment of the committee was read, as fellows: 
Amend by striking out the words with interest from June 14, 1875." 
The report was read, as follows: 


In December, 1873, J. D. Bond & Brother were distillers in the fifth collection 
district of Tennessee. On the night of December 6, 1873, their distillery, with the 
spirits in their cistern, was destroyed by fire. In January arate yf were 


by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue tò the amount of upon 
deficiency in spirits made. 
They made application on the Ist of March for the remission of this tax, show. 


ing by aflidavit that the ap t deficiency resulted from the fact that “four days“ 
run of — pien was burn their cisi " and that the gauger failed to attend on 
the third day to gauge the same; and is sustained by the certificate of the 
e coengo and also by the affidavit of pra ry a who states that it should 
have been ganged on the 5th of December, but was detained, for the rea- 
sons stated in the affidavit, and failed to gau He also states that if it had been 
gauged on that day, as it should have been done, the spirits would have been re- 
moved and putin the warehouse, Their application for remission of the tax was 
rejected on the 24th of April, 1875, by the issioner, Mr. Douglass, for the 
reason that the statute gave him no authority to abate the tax.” And on the 14th 
day of June, 1875, wry paid the same with interest, amounting to $306, as appears 
by the collector's receipt. 

te appas that the parties are entirely reputable, and their statements entitled 
to t, and they now ask relief at the hand of Congress. 

Section 3221 of the Revised Statutes authorizes the Secre: of the 
to abate the amount of internal · revenue tax accruing on distilled spirits destroyed 
by accidental fire or other gress without any fraud, collusion, or negligence of 

e owner, “ while the same remained in the custody of any officer of internal rev- 
enue in lox, Sorge pd warehouse or bonded warehouse of the United States, and 
before the tax had been paid.” 

It will be observed that this statute fails to provide for the abatement when the 
spirits are destroyed before being removed to the warehouse; but, inasmuch as the 
tax attaches to the substance “as soon as it is in existence,” and as the distiller can- 
not remove to the distillery warehouse without the supervision of the gauger, and in 
the presence of the storekeeper; and inasmuch as it was no fault of the | owners 
that it was not ganged, but the failure of the gauger himself to attend in due time, 
in which event the loss would not have occurred, as he himself testifies, the equi 
S wek 2 or should extend to this case, and justice requires that the tax bal 

refunded. 

As the spirits were consumed by fire, and did not enter into the market for con- 
sumption by men, there was really no loss to the Government, and it was not just 
that the distiller should be required to pay the tax. As it is not usual for the 
United States to pay interest on such claims, the committee report the bill to the 
House with an amendment striking out the words “with interest from June 14, 
1875.“ And thus amended, they recommend that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill and amendment were laid aside 
to be repo: favorably to the House. 


BIDOW & WILSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
343) for the relief of Bidow & Wilson, of Danville, Kentucky, reported 
from the Committee of Claims by Mr. Davis, of North Carolina. 

The bill was read, It appropriates out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropri the sum of $217.50 to G. G. Bidew and 


J. H. Wilson, for internal-revenue tax improperly paid by them to the 
internal-revenue collector at Lexington, Kentucky, on the 18th day 


of December, 1874. 

The report was read, as follows: 

On the 22d day of February, 1874, Bidow & Wilson were en in the manu- 
facture of d spirits in the State of Kentucky, and on that day had three 
days run of distilled spirits in their recei cisterns which had not been gauged ; 
they had also three days’ run of mash. On these spirits and mash they were as- 


y 
sessed and paid $217.50. They made application to the proper authority for relief 
from this 2 upon the count that the said 22d day of February, 1874, there 
was an unprecedented rise and freshet in Dix River, near which their distillery 
was located, which carried away and utterly destroyed the said spirits and mash. 
The whisky and mash were destroyed by causes beyond the control of the owners 
and without any default by them. Section 3221 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, which authorizes the abatement of taxes on distilled spirits acci- 
dentally destroyed by fire or other casualties while in the custody of an internal- 
revenue officer, or in a 1 warehouse, or bonded warchouse, does not cover 
this case. The application to the Department was rejected. 

As the owners had no right to remove the spirits and mash, and they were 
destroyed in the manner above stated, and as the spirits never entered into the 
market for consumption, the equity which suggested the statute should be made- 
to apply, and the tax should be refunded. 

The committee therefore report back the bill with the recommendation that it do. 
pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WILLIAM M’INDOE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
150) for the relief of William McIndoe, postmaster at Lonaconing, in 
mas pg County, Maryland, reported from the Committee of Claims. 
by Mr. Henry. 

The bill was read. It directs the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department to credit William McIndoe, postmaster at 
Lonaconing, in Alleghany County, State of Maryland, in his account 
as such postmaster, with the sum of $100, being the amount of sur- 
plus money-order funds which was mailed by him to the postmaster 
at Baltimore, Maryland, and was burned, together with the mail-car, 
on the night of the 7th of January, 1875, at Benning’s Station, on the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, between Washington and Baltimore. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

C. U WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1315) for the relief of C. H. Walker, postmaster at ee in 
preg ied County, Maryland, reported from the Committee of Claims. 
by Mr. Henry. 

The bill was read. It directs the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department to credit C. H. Walker, postmaster at Frost- 
burgh, in es ama À County, Maryland, in his account as such post- 
master, with the sum of $130, being surplus money-order funds, which 
was mailed by him to the postmaster at Baltimore, Maryland, and 
which was burned en pres together with the mail-car, on the night 
of January 7, 1875, at Benn te Station, on the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad, between Washington and Baltimore. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

‘The petition of the said C. H. Walker sets forth that on the 7th day of January, 
1875, in accordance with instructions from the superintendent of the money-order 
office of the Post-Office Department, he mailed to the postmaster at Baltimore, 
Maryland, registered package No. 13, containing the sum of $130 of surplus money- 
order funds which had accumulated at his office, and that said package never 
reached its destination, but was destroyed, with its contents, by fire in the burn- 
ing of the postal car at Benning's Station, on the Baltimore and Ohio on 
the night of the 7th of January, 1875. 

A letter from C. F. Macdonald, superintendent of the money-order office of the 
Post-Office Department, dated February 25, 1875, fully substan the statements 
of tho portion, but informs the petitioner that the Department, in order to save 
itself any loss which might result from the destruction of said remittance, 
deemed it advisable not to him credit therefor, but requested him to make 
application for relief to Congress, without delay, for the full amount of said remit- 


tance. 

The bill provides that the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment shall allow the petitioner a credit in his account as 8 for the amount 
lost, as above stated; and the committee, believing the to be evidently just, 
report the bill to the Honse with a recommendation that it be passed. 

The bill was objected to by Mr. Warre, of Pennsylvania. 

Some time su uently the objection was withdrawn; and, there 
being no further objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

EDWIN A. CLIFFORD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. No. 145) 
for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford, reported from the Committee of 
Claims by Mr. LINDSEY. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the proper accountin 
officers of the Post-Office Department to credit Edwin A. Clifford, 
postmaster at Evanston, Illinois, in his accounts as such postmaster, 
the sum of 8645.08, being the value of postage-stamps, postage and 
money-order funds stolen from the safe in the vault of the post-oflice 
at Evanston, Illinois, on the night of February 27, 1876, without any 


fault or negligence on the part of said postmaster. 
Mr. EDEN. Teal for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 145) for the relief 
= ce nade A. Clifford, having considered the same, report that they find the follow- 
That Edwin A. Clifford was postmaster at Evanston, Illinois, That on the 27th 
February, 1876, in the night, a gang of professional burglars from Chicago broke 
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into his office by digging a hole through the wall into the vault, and with gun- 


a eee e and took from it and carried away $98.51 in order 
ds and $546.57 in stamps and funds. The was rented for tho 
use of the post-office. The Post-Office ent was ately notified of the 


y 
burglary and loss of money and stamps and a special agent at once in 
and reported the facts as above found by the committee. 


The robbery does not ap to have resulted from any fault of at eeepc 
re recommend the: passage of eda Seatite 


and your committee th 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
e House. 


favorably to 
DANIEL W. PERKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No 
850) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins, of East Saginaw, Michigan’ 
reported from the Committee of Claims by Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

Objection being made by Mr. DUNNELL, the bill was passed over. 

ELLA P. MURPHY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1502) for the relief of Ella P. Murphy, reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs by Mr. THROCKMORTON. 

The bill wasread, and objection being made by Mr. Knapp, the bill 
was passed over. 

AUGUST PENSLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2502) directing the payment of the claim of August Pensler, Third 
Ohio Independent Cavalry, reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs by Mr. BRAGG. 

The bill was read. It directs the Third Auditor of the Treasury to 
adjust the claim of August Pensler, of the Third Ohio Independent 
Cavalry, notwithstanding the bar of the statute of limitations in 
such cases made and 8 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows : 

Your committee have made examination 8 facts in this case, and find: 

1. That the tioner, August Pensler, was a private in Company K, Third In- 
dependent Ohio Volunteer ek wr was mustered into the service of the 
United States on the 4th day of July, 1861, and continued in the service as amem- 


ber of Com K, Third Ind dent Cavalry, Ohio Volunteers, until September 
7, 1864, when be was ee of service by reason of his term 9 wen 


having 8 E er 

2. That Private August Pensler furnished hisown horse for use in such service, 
and the same was lost to him by reason of overwork and hard service in the line of 
his duty as such soldier in the service of the United States. 

3. That he filed his claim therefor, supported by the proper proofs, in the office 
of the Third Auditor of the United States, which claim is numbered 12409, show- 
ing the loss of his horse in the line of his duty by hard service, and its value to be 
$125, and for which he was entitled to pay, under the act of Congress of March 3, 
1849, and the several acts amendatory thereto. 

4. That such claim is not paid for the reason of the statute of limitation requir- 
ing such claims to be filed prior to January, 1876, and this claim was not so filed. 

5. That the excuse presented by the petitioner ass as the reason in excuse of 
his laches, that he was not in need of money and not desire to call the 
Government for pay until his wants and necessities compelled him to ask for pay- 
ment, which was not until after the statute of limitation had run against his claim. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the excuse presented ought to take the 
ease out of the statute, where there is no question as to the equity and justice of 
the claim, and that the Government of the United States ought not to avail itself 
of — a defense against one of its defenders, when the claim is free from taint or 
suspicion. 

our committee therefore report back a bill founded upon such petition, grant- 
ing the relief prayed, and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


W. JESSE BUCHANAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1854) for the relief of W. Jesse Buchanan, late first lieutenant Third 
Michigan Cavalry Volunteers, reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs by Mr. DIBRELL, with an adverse recommendation. 

Mr. EDEN. That bill being reported adversely, I object to it. 

Mr. aa I hope the report in that case will be allowed to 
be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection age made, the bill is laid aside. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose the bill is merely passed over on the 
Calendar. The bill being objected to does not lose its place upon 
the Private Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is simply laid aside, but it retains its 
place upon the Private Calendar, as the Chair understands it. 

ALEXANDER ANDERSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
82) for the relief of Alexander Anderson, late first lieutenant Four- 
teenth New York Volunteer Cavalry, reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs by Mr. MCCOOK. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secre of War to direct the 
ae, gg of Alexander Anderson as a first. lieutenant in the Four- 
teenth Regiment of New York Volunteer Cavalry, and his payment 
of the full pay and allowances of a first lieutenant of cav from 
the 4th day of December, 1863, to the 3d day of March, 1864, deduct- 
ing therefrom any sum received by him as an enlisted man of said 

a iment during the said period. j) r 
lr. EDEN. i call for the ceeding of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The elaim of Lieutenant Anderson was submitted to the a e 


FTTTVCTCVCTTTT Dus tia Ugara ita jas 
tice, to the one now before 3 — -i t to 
the member of the committee in charge as one that would cover the 


case. 
There is no dispute in regard either to the facts or the equities in the case, and 


as the claim has been by the W. t and by tw 
8 approved by e ph es o previous com- 

No ebjection being made, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JENKINS A. FITZGERALD, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
796) for the relief of Jenkins A. Fitzgerald, assistant m United 
eee Army, reported from the Committee on Military Affairs by Mr. 

VINS. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I must object to its present consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk reports that there is no report accom- 

ying the bill and the Chair is informed that no report has ever 
n made. 

Mr. CON GER. There should always be a report accompanying 
such bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill being objected to, it will be passed over. 

ADAM STINSON.) 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
436) granting a pension to Adam Stinson, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RIDDLE. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secre of the 
Interior to place upon the pension-roll the name of Adam Stinson, 
a private in Company I, Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry, who was 
enlisted to serve during the war with Mexico, and that he be allowed 
a pension on the papers now on file in the Pension Office. 

. CONGER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Adam S. Stinson was regularly enlisted as a soldier in the Mexican war, and it is 
in that he was in sound bodil health at the date of his enlistment. 


Regiment United States y, was an 
fever, and that d the progress of the fever a troublesome ulcer u 


m one of 
his legs complicated case considerably, and that the ulcer was troub 
some at the of his discharge, which took place in the spring or summer of 


The only obstacle in the way of anang S penson to the said Adam §. 
s 


as the committee re; it, is a 8 
assistant su: at Monterey, Mexico, June 10, 1848, stating that the said Stinson 
was the “subject of chronicrheumatism ;” that he was “incapable of performing the 
duties of a soldier” on account, g the opinion that the interest 
of the service — — i from CA 

But the committee are satisfied that the derance of proof isin favor of the 


fact of the existence of the present ulcer on leg, which still incapacitates the 
said Stinson, who can neither read nor write, from earning his living by manual 
labor, at the date of his discharge in 1848, and which has continued E ist 
since, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN SHEIBER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2515) granting a pension to John Sheiber, late a private in the Twelfth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, reported from the Com- 
mittee ou Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Sheiber, late a pri- 
vate in the Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

FANNIE E. RECORDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2516) ting a pension to Fannie E. Records, widow of Albert B. 
Records, late a private in Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteers, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. 
JOYCE. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie E. Records, widow 
of Albert B. Records, late a private in Company G of the Fifteenth 
Regiment of Maine Volunteers. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

WILLIAM 8, DAVIS. z 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1780) granting a pension to William S. Davis, late private in Com- 

any ET Thirty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers, reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 

Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


` 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 8. Davis, late a 


1878. 
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private in Company E, Thirty-first Regiment of Illinois Infantry Vol- 


unteers, to take effect from and after the passage of the act. 
No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE W. WICKWIRE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1451) granting a pension to George W. Wickwire, reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill was read. It directs the Commissioner of Pensions to place 
on the pension-roll the name of George W. Wickwire, who enlisted 
as a messenger-boy on the United States receiving-ship Allegheny, at 
Baltimore 8 5 November, 1862, and was discharged September 16, 
1863, for disability occasioned by injury received while in the line of 
his duty, on the United States gun-boat General Putnam, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of —— dollars per month from and after 
this date. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 


TRUSTEES OF EPISCOPAL SEMINARY, VIRGINIA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
943) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Semi- 
nary and High School in Virginia, reported from the Committee on 
Education and Labor by Mr. Gone. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Isit in order to move to refer that bill to the 
Committee on War Claims? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. No; but the gentleman can object to its con- 
sideration to-day. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Then I object. 

The bill was passed over. 

JESSE J. SIMKINS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
186) for the relief of the sureties of the late Jesse J. Simkins, col- 
lector of the port of Norfolk, Virginia, reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary by Mr. Harris, of Virginia. 

The bill and report were read. 

Objection being made by Mr. BREWER, the bill was passed over. 


JOHN F. ANDREWS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
234) for the relief of John F. Andrews, postmaster at Washington, 
Georgia, reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads by Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to place to the credit 
of the fund for the Post-Office Department, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on money-order account, the 
sum of $130; and directs the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post- 
Office Department to place the like sum to the credit of John F. An- 
drews, in his account as postmaster at Washington, Georgia, it being 
the amount of surplus money-order funds mailed by said postmaster, 
July 24, 1877, for deposit with the pestmaster at Atlanta, Georgia; 
said money having been burned and destroyed with the railroad cars 
on the Georgia Railroad on the same day while en route to Atlanta. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

HENRY M. MEADE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
138) for the relief of Henry M. Meade, late paymaster in the United 
States Navy, reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs by Mr. 
KIMMEL. 


The bill authorizes the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department to adjust the accounts of Henry M. Meade, late a 
paymaster in the United States Navy, and to credit him with the sum 
of 82,545.22, for unavoidable losses and checkages sustained by him 
in the legitimate performance of his duties as paymaster in the United 
States abt from 1962 to 1872, which sum stands now charged against 
him at the United States Department, 

Mr. EDEN, and Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania, called for the reading 
of the report, and it was read. — 

Objection being made by Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, the bill was 
passed over. 

ALBERT GRANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
504) for the relief of Albert Grant, reported with an amendment from 
the Committee of Claims by Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, directs the Court of Claims to 
reopen and readjudicate the case of Albert Grant and Darius C. Jack- 
son (doing business as A. Grant & Co.) upon the proofs heretofore 
submitted to the said court in said cause; and provides that if said 
court in such readjudication shall find from such evidence that the 
court gave judgment for a different sum than the evidence sustains 
or the court intended to enter, it shall correct such error and adju 
to the said Albert Grant such additional sum in said cause as the 
proofs shall justify; provided judgment shall not be rendered in said 
cause for over the sum of $14,000, and for no sum whatever except 
for extra work and materials furnished. 

Objection being made by Mr. HENDERSON, the bill was passed over. 


POVERTY ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE, LAKE MICHIGAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
622) for the relief of workmen employed in the construction of Pov- 
erty Island light-house, Lake Michigan, reported from the Committee 
of Claims by Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the 1 1 f to settle and py the 
workmen employed in the construction of the light-house at ory 
Island, Lake Michigan, for losses incurred by them by fire on the 25 
day of October, 1873, while engaged on said public work on proper 
proof of their loss of tools and other property, duly submitted to and 
approved by the auditing or accounting officer of the Treasury, not 
exceeding 81, 200. 

s 15 EDEN called for the reading of the report, and it was read, as 
‘ollows: 

The bill provides for B rile to workmen employed in the construction of the 
light-house at Poverty Island, Lake Michigan, for losses incurred by them by fire 
on the 23th day of October, A. D. 1873, while en on said public work. 

The evidence conclusively shows that property ging to these workmen, con- 
sisting of beds, bedding, clothing, and the like, was lost by fire; that every effort 
was made to save the same, and that a portion would have been saved had not the 
workmen abandoned such efforts that they might protect the property of the United 
States and keep the fire from spreading into the woods adjoining. 

General Weitzel, of the Engineer 1 and George Dobson, foreman, fully cor- 
roborate the above facts, and express opinion that the workmen should have 
relief to a reasonable extent. 

Relief of a similar kind has been extended to cadets for losses resulting by the 
burning of a ger of the barracks at West Point a few years ago. 

The committee are of the opinion that the relief asked should be granted, and 
therefore report back the bill with the that 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WILL R. HERVEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey, reported from the Committee 
of Claims by Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Will R. 
Hervey, of Louisville, Kentucky, the sum of $3,639.25 in full satisfac- 
tion of loss occurring to him by the payment of a fo check, as 
cashier at the United States depository at Louisville, Kentucky. 

gene aca called for the reading of the report, and it was read, 
as follows: 


him as cashier of the United States tory at the post of Louisville, Kentucky, 
without gence on his part, and which he has made to the Government. 
The foll g affidavits recite and support the facts in the case. J.P. Luse, United 


States depositary, says: 

This t states that he is United States 
that a check, ee. to be drawn by H. C. m, brevet lientenant-colone 
and quartermaster, on duty in Lo for $3,639.25, was paid by Will R. Her- 
vey, cashier, on the 2d of 3 which after ward proved to be a for- 
JETT: BOG. aa Soom ter as said eee e RO DAA Mo 

amount into the depository. He knows personally that said Hervey made 
every effort to discover the forger, and has not yet remitted his efforts; but up to 
this time they have been una . That upon a scrutiny of said check, 
and a careful comparison of it with other checks of said Ransom known to be = 
uine, he found the imitation so perfect as almost to defy detection. He says that 
said Hervey hes been cashier for a number of years, for the last feur of which 
under affiant, ànd during that time has discharged his duties faithfully, devo 
himself to his business, and exercising all the care and attention which any ceuld. 

5 whereof the affiant has hereunto subscribed his name and made 
oath thereto, January 7, 1873. 

JAMES P. LUSE, 
States 


United 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of JRT 1873. 
JNO. T. McQUIDDY, 
N. P., Jeff. Co., Ky. 


à Afidavit of A. Hoagland, special agent. 

I do hereby certify that, in February, 1870, and for some time subsequent 
thereto, I was a special agent of the Treasury Department, my business being to 
detect frauds upon the Government, particularly in the Internal Revenue De 
ment, by counterfeiting stamps and otherwise; that at the reqnest of Mr. 
surveyor, and Mr. Hervey, cashier United States depository, and by the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, I endeavored to ver the person or persons 
engaged in the forgery of a check 3 to be drawn by Brevet Lieut. Col. H. 
C. som, quartermaster, for $3,639.25, on the United States depository, and which 
was paid by Mr. Hervey. I labored earnestly in this matter, with the assistance 
of Mr. Luse and Mr. Hervey, but conld not obtain sufficient proof to fasten the 

e upon any one, altho I found enough to fix a strong soeiciee upon some 

es. It was the best executed forgery I ever saw, and, trom the nature of my 
usiness and Jong practice therein, I consider myself an expert. The check used 
was taken from a book furnished by the Department for the use of disbursing offi- 
cers. I satisfied myself that it not come out of Colonel Ransom's book, but 
from that of another disbursing officer who occupied an apartment in the same 
building. The filling up and the signature were perfect imitations of Colonel Ran- 
som’s handwriting, and well calculated to deceive any one, even on close inspec- 
tion; and several persons familiar with Colonel Ransom's writing expressed to me 


the same opinion. 
A. HOAGLAND. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of January, 1873. 
W. A. MEREDITH, 
United States Commissioner. 


itary at Louisville, Kentucky ; 


oes make it good, freel prompuly 
poe a ey a gph He did so at great and humiliating sacrifice, taking a small 
dence in the outskirts of the city, cutting off rigidly every expense save those 
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absolutely necessary, even one paper, pew-rent—everything. He raised the money 
by the hap of friends, and is paying it up by savings out of his salary, whieh, I 
am sorry to say, was reduced to $2,000 soon after the loss. His salary should 
$4,000, as he handles millions yearly, is expected to be infallible, and can never for 
a minute leave his place as other clerks do. Other cashiers, with less experience 
and competency, get $7,500 to $10,000 here. Soon after the loss, ho met with an ac- 
cident, which he has not yet recovered, and which compelled him to use 
crutches for a year or more; and yet he never was absent from his post one min- 
ute. sick or well. He bandes mere m than all other Federal officers in Ken- 
tucky; in fact, all that comes to or goes from e passes through his hands. 
I feel great sympathy for this quiet, uncomplaining, humble public officer, who 
moves straight along, doing his duty, his whole duty, for a most inadequate salary. 
If there ever was a case demanding con; mal relief, his is one. He did not 
ask for relief before paying, but pala up his loss promptly, and only moved for re- 
lief at the suggestion of numerous t men of all parties, who know his 
worth and the justness of the claim.“ 

The aflidavits of the cashiers of the Bank of Kentucky, the First National Bank 
of Louisville, and others, show the execution and partial payment of notes by Mr. 


Hervey to raise money to restore the loss. 

In view of these facts, your believing that the loss occurred without 
any negligence on the part of the petitioner, report the accompanying bill for his 
relief, and recommend that it pass. 

No angen being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 


favorably to the House. 
CHRISTIAN B. MORRISON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2881) for the relief of Sarah Morrison, administratrix of the estate 
of Christian B. Morrison, deceased, reperted from the Committee of 
Claims by Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The bill provides that the claim of the administratrix of the estate 
of Christian B. Morrison, deceased, late of the city of New York, for 
damages occasioned to the land and buildings of the said Morrison 
by the firing of the experimental by officers of the United States 
from anearth battery near Fort Hamilton, in New York Harbor, shall 
be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication ; and authorizes 
said Court of Claims to ascertain, by legal proofs, the amount of dam- 
ages, if any, that may be due said estate by reason of the firing of 
thee imental gun aforesaid by authority of the United States, and 
cuter tude ent for the same. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Lask unanimous consent to amend this bill. It 
is now a bill for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Morrison, administratrix. 
Since this bill was introduced Mrs. Morrison has died, and other ad- 
ministrators haye been appointed. I ask consent to amend the bill 
so as to make it a bill for the relief of Christian B. Morrison and 
Charles H. Truax, administrators of the estate of Christian B. Mor- 
rison, deceased. 

No objection being made, the amendments were to, 

r ne EDEN called for the reading of the report, and it was read, as 
ollows: 


The tioner alleges that Christian B. n a certain pioco 


and occupied the said 
property the United States authorities erected near thereto an earth battery, and 
mounted thereon a fifteen-inch . experimental firing; that the 
said Morrison, understan of his house 
with the oes N Eha 4 f thi but that, in ition to his 

o officers in charge of the . oppos remon- 
strances, the firing was commenced and continued 
that the concussions caused thereby did destroy the house as a place of residence, 
throwing down walls and bone by ripping up floors and shingles, and breaking 
the doors and windows, causing the family to take refuge in the fields and finall 
to abandon the house ently; and that it is now so abandoned and the whole 
property rendered unfit for residence, because of the continuance of such firing, 
whereby tho petitioner suffers great loss. 

These allegations are sustained by numerous affidavits and in some part by in- 
formation from the War Department; and your committee believe that they war- 
rant the reference of the claim for determination to the Court of Claims, and for 
that purpose report the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage. 


No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


RICHARD F. BRYAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2882) granting $2,000 to Richard F. Bryan as compensation, reported 
from fhe Committee of Claims by Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The bill instructs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Richard T. 
Bryan the sum of $2,000, as compensation in full for his labor in pre- 
paring tables now in the use of the Government in the determining 
of salaries and other amounts for Jabor due from the Government, it 


such a gun so near to 


being understood that the acceptance of said sum by said Bryan shall f 


be a consent upon his part that the Government, by its officers and 
employés, shall have the right to use said tables, the copyright of 
said Bryan thereon notwithstanding. 

Mr. EDEN called for the reading of the report, and it was read. 
Objection being made by Mr. STRAIT, the bill was passed over. 


JAMES FISHBACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late collector of internal rey- 
enue for the tenth district of the State of Illinois, reported from the 
Committee of Claims by Mr. HENDERSON. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to James Fish- 
back, late collector of internal revenue of the tenth district of the State 
of Illinois, $521.35, being the amount paid by said late Collector Fish- 
back for services of a clerk in his office as sueh collector for the period 
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from July 1, 1873, to December 20, 1873, inclusive, and for which he 
has not been reimbursed. 

eral robe called for the reading of the report, and it was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the 
relief of James Fishback, late collector of internal revenue of the tenth district of 
Illinois, have had the same under consid and beg leave to report: 

That said James Fishback was collector of interval revenue from tho 23d day of 
May, 1873, to the 16th day of August, 1876; that said collector employed in his 
office, as a clerk, 2 „Balsley, from the 1st day of July, 1873, to the 20th day 
of December, 1873, and paid him for his services as such clerk for the time men- 
tioned the sum of $521.35; that said clerk was actually necessary to enable the 
said collector properly and faithfully to disc! the duties of his office, and was 
continnously and constantly employed in said office during the period named in 
making the reports ape See keeping the records of said office and ‘orming 
other work clerical in cl ter; and that all the time stated said collector 
pn his constant nal attention to the duties of his ofice and was occupied ia 

he discharge of his official duties and in the supervision of his office. 

The committee further report that said collector had a large district, embracin 
ten large counties; that when said co!lector entered npon tho duties of his saic 
office on the 23d day of May, 1873, he found said clerk in the collector's office; that 
he was allowed pay for said clerk up to the Ist day of July, 1873; that after that 
time he continued said clerk, and did not know he was nok to be allowed a clerk 
until in the month of September, 1873; that then said collector instituted a corre- 
spondence with the Internal Revenue Office, with the view of satisfying the Com- 
missioner of the actual necessity of such clerk in his office, but, not succeeding, he 

y come said clerk December 20, 1879. 

Inasmuch as it clearly appears that such services were actually rendered by said 
George W. agh and were for the benefit of tho Government, and sgaid 
clerk was absolutely necessary to a p r and faithful discharge of the duties of 
said office, and as the compensation of the collector was not 1 for the labor and 
responsibility of his office, being only $2,500, out of which he to pay all his trav- 
eling and other expenses, tho committee believe said collector should b be reimbursed 
the amount paid by him to said clerk. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to the committee states that 
vouchers were filed with the accounts of said collector for the services of said clerk, 
and that the collector has not been reimbursed the amount paid for the same ; that 
by the act of Congress of February 8, 1875, the Department is now debarred from 
making an allowance to cover this expenditure, more than a year having elapsed 
since the services were rendered ; and the Commissioner recommends the passage 


of the bill. 
that, after his correspond- 


From the statement of said collector it further appears 
ence with the Internal Revenne Office, prior to the discharge of said clerk, Decem- 
e 
was necessary, and allow collector e did, re-cmploy the o 
Se nolack fn Eis mala ONAA ail setained hiss while T bail tht ¢ $ 7 

The committee therefore report back the bill, and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
MURPHY & GOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2883) for the relief of Murphy & Good, of Indianapolis, Indiana, 
reported from the Committee of Claims by Mr. HENDERSON. 

e bill provides that the sum of $791.33 be paid to Murphy & Good 
for gradiug and paving the sidewalk on Clifford avenue in front of 
the United States arsenal grounds, at the city of Indianapolis, in tho 
State of Indiana. 

pee EDEN objected to the bill, but subsequently withdrew his 
objection. 

ere being no other objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


SAMUEL H. CANFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2884) for the relief of Samuel H. Canfield, postmaster at Seymour, 
Connecticut, reported from the Committee of Claims by Mr. WARNER. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Samuel H. 
Canfield, postmaster at Seymour, in the State of Connecticut, the 
sum of $352.12, the same being for money-order funds to the amount 
of $158.76 and age-stamps to the amount of $193.36, stolen from 
the post-office in said town of Seymour on the night of the 30th of 
March, 1874, without fault of said Canfield, and for which stamps 
and money-order funds said Canfield has since that time fully ac- 
counted and settled with the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HENDERSON called for the reading of the report; and it was 
read, as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1275) for 
the relief of Samuel H. Canfield, postmaster at Seymour, in the State of Connecti- 
cut, having had the same under consideration, would rng ag bg te i 

That from the evidence submitted in this case it appears that Mr, Canfield was 
fora 3 to and on the 30th day of March, 1874, postmaster at said Sey - 
mour, and had in his office a iron safe, in which he kept the post-office funds 
and stamps. He also held the otfice of town treasurer, and kept in sald safe funds 
belonging to the town. The safe weighed over four tons, and was considered per- 


ectly secure. 

Onithe night of the 30th of March, 1874, the office was broken open by burglars, 
the safe-doors drilled and blown open, and money-order funds amounting to 8158.70 
and postage-stamps of the value of $193.36 stolen therefrom. No part of the prop- 
erty so stolen has ever been recovered. 

‘The committee are of opinion that the postmaster took reasonable and proper 
care of said funds and stamps, and that the loss occurred without any n Agence 
or fault on his part. The e of the petitioner for relief has been before Con- 
po for a long time, and two reports have been made in his favor, but neither 

as been finally acted upon by Congress. While he has been seeking relief from 
Congress he has been compelled to settle his account with the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and to account to the Department for the propert stolen as aforesaid. The 
committee are of opinion that he should be reimbursed the moneys oes by him for 
the money-order fands and postage-stamps stolen from said ce, and there- 
ane report herewith a substitute for House bill 1275, and recommend that the same 

o pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
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RICHARD HAWLEY & SONS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
621) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons, reported from the Com- 
mittee of Claims by Mr. WARNER. z 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to refund to Richard 
Hawley & Sons, of Detroit, Michigan, the sam of $410.56 collected of 
them as duty on malt in excess of the amount authorized by law. 

8055 EDEN called for the reading of the report; and it was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee of 1 Ba whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 621) for the 
relief of Richard Hawley & Sons, respectfully rt as follows: 

The evidence before the committee shows that Richard Hawley & Sons, of De- 
troit, imported from Canada in July, 1870, three lots of malt, amounting in all to 
6,415 bushels, or 230,940 pounds. In Canada an excise tax of one cent 
was imposed on all malt consumed in that country; and malt ont of bond or in the 
market for consumption or use was worth one cent per d more than malt in 
bond. The petitioners bought this malt in and ‘ore the excise tax of 
one cent per pound was never or demanded in that country. The entry was 
duly made in this case, at the Detroit custom-house, at the price actually paid for 
the malt in Canada, 

i But it was claimed 1 hed candied eee Lina 
ecision previous! 0 0 e Treasury, uty mus 

u n anada out of Pond at the as of its pur- 

chase nad thud thin walsh sunk be sanestaipnd hay wa to the price y 

tho excise tax of one cent per d. This valuation of the collector in the 

viluo of the malt $2,303.40, and upon this increased valuation duty was exacted at 

the rate of 20 per cent., or to the amount of $461.88. 


Hawley & paid the duties so imposed, verbally protes against the ex- 
action an their intention to appeal to the y E they were told 
by the collector they had the d 


t to do so, but the Deparment woul 
undoubtedly reaffirm its decision, and then read to them the decision which had 
been made by the Secretary. 

The United States court in Chicago, in November of Lega ani rendered a decis- 


impo: 
held the price paid gave the dutiable value. This decision of the court was 
thereafter recognized by the Secretary of the Treasury, and he thereafter refunded 
all duties so illegally collected where protest was made and appeal taken by the 
importer, but refused to refund the excessive duties collected in this case because 
no ap was taken, he having no authority to refund except in cases in which 
8 appeal had been duly taken or failare to appeal was shown to be owing 
causes beyond the control of the importer. 

There has never been any controversy beween the petitioners and the officers of 
the Government in relation to the facts in this case. 

The officers of the United States have illegally collected from the petitioners the 
sum of 8161.88, and, aside from the fact that ney pa no right to collect and the 
United States have no right to retain this sum, the committee are of opinion that 
the facts of this case bring the petitioners within the spirit of the rem statute, 
and equitably entitle them to relief. They agree 1 the court as to the 
true rule for the valuation of y so imported into country, and are of 
opon that the money so into the Treasury in excess of the requirements of 

law should be refunded. The petitioners made a mistake in making up the 
amount cer prone collected of them, and for this reason their bill is l 
drawn, and the committee therefore report herewith a substitute for said (H. 
R. No. 621) and recommend that said substitute do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
MARY C. WEBBER. 


Tho next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2885) for the relief of Mary C. Webber, reported from the Committee 
of Claims by Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the 8 to pay to Mary C. 
Webber, widow of Assistant Franklin Pierce Webber, of the Coast 
Survey service, the sum of $1,000. i 
1 bead EDEN called for the reading of the report, and it was read, as 

ollows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Mrs. Mary C. 
Webber, widow of Franklin Pierce Webber, late of the Coast Survey, having exam- 
ined the same, would respectfully report: 

Mary C. Webber, widow of Assistant Franklin Pierce Webber, late of the Coast 
Survey. in her memorial states that her husband entered the service of the United 
States as an associate in the work of the Coast Survey at the age of seventeen; that 
he was connected therewith, laboring diligently and faithfully, for upward of 
twenty-fonr years and until his death, and never had a leave of absence during that 
entire term; that she as his wife has been constantly with him in camp and at his 
work, and has saved much to the Government by her care of the property of the 
United States; that the sudden death of her husband, from disease contracted in 
37 service, has left her destitute, and she prays some allowance may be granted 

er. 

The committee applied to the Superintendent of the Coast cies for such in- 
formation F service and character of that service 
rendered by Mr. ber, and here gives the answer received thereto: 

Coast Survey OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 20, 1877. 

Sm: In compliance with the request of the committee, contained in its commu- 
nication of November 19, relative to the late F. P. Webber, assistant in the Coast 
Survey, I beg leave to state that he entered the Coast Survey as an aid in 1853, with 
com tion at the rate of $15 per month and subsistence. 

His intelligence, industry, and aptitude for the work soon attracted notice, and 
in 1858 he was advanced to the position of subassistant. He was further advanced 
to the tion of assistant in 1 Mr. Webber proved to be one of the most effi- 
cient officers of the work, and at the time of his death (July 25, 1877) he was and 
had been for four years in charge of the extension of the triangulation in Alabama, 
connecting the Atlantic system of triangulation with the Mississippi River. 

The following statement gives, as near as may be, the several employments of 
Mr. Webber while attached to the Coast Survey, with dates of successive 
advancements in compensation: 

5 at $15 per month, in observations for coefficient of refraction, coast 
0 ê. 

1853-'54.—Triangulation and astronomical observations coast of Maine and coast 
of South Carolina, 

1854-'55.— Astronomical computations, ($25 Dee month.) 

base — ion San af Farer g South Carolina. 

-'58.—Triangulation coas 
1858.—Subassistant, at $650 per year, ee coast of Maine. 
1888 60.— Triangulation coast of Maine and Georgia. 


1800 63.—At $750 per year, coast of Georgia and Florida; coast of Maine; on 
„Jdc ²˙ . ͤ Aa, Classes 
Bar, Sonth Carolina’ and Stono River, P 


1864-'66.—At $1,000 per year, hydrog Narragansett Bay, Providence, Rhode 
36 piy 9 

1866-'67.—At $1,200 „h y Chesapeake Bay, Warren River, Rhode 
Island, and Saint Croix 2 


©. 
1867-'69.—At $1,350 por year, hydrography Mississippi Delta, Narragansett Bay, 


year, hydrography Lakes Borgne and Pontchartrain and 
of Isle au Haut Bay, e. 
1870 72.—At $1,650 per year, hydrography coast of Georgia, Florida, and Maine. 
g 


econ $1,800 per year, triangulation and measuring base-line 
A 1, 1873.—At $2,070 ear, in of the triangulation going westward, 
3 until ten 8 to iel in his tent 


uly 25, 1877, when he 
on the summit of Gunter’s Mountain, in Northern Alabama. 

Mr. Webber, as are all field-officers of the Coast Survey, was exposed through- 
out his employment to the effects of every climate of the Atlantic seaboard and 
Gulf all seasons, and this 


condition of the weather or to the s diseases of the locality in which he might 
beat work. His disposi always tended to induce overexertion in the 
field, and I do not doubt, from what I learned at the time, that the attack of remit- 
tent bilious fever, which proved fatal to him in ten days, was induced from over- 
n, in the important field duties in which he was at that time engaged. 


ours, respectfully, 
C. P. PATTERSON, 
Superintendent United States Coast Survey. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 


Few officers of the Government have a better record for faithful and laborious 
service. The deceased was a pales Bags who the 5 of his 


when it came, a few days“ — — his 

In 1853, at the commencement of his work, he received a salary of $15 a month 
and subsistence. Year py year, as he proved his capacity, enlarged duties were 
devolved upon him and his compensation was increased, until 1873 he received an 
annual of $2,070, which continued until his death. 

The committee are of the opinion that such long and faithfal service is entitled 
to some recognition, ially under the peculiar circumstances surrounding this 
case. As a rule the olleerg of the Government are not exorbitantly paid, and sal- 
aries are not adequate for the making of any great provision for those dependent 
upon their support; and where services have been long and faithful ; where remu- 
neration has been moderate; where health has given way before the exposures 
which come with duty; where life itself has been shortened from the nature of 
the service, a great and beneficent Government can well afford to recognize such 
services and os pie Thad gr thieves peg e eae aa don ace ote Oe 


of duty. 

reaping e er Le a cee ied cane relief should be extended to the 
3 h © late Assistant Webber, they recommend the passage of the accompa- 
n 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
THOMAS W. COLLIER. 


The next busines on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2291) for the relief of Thomas W; Collier, reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads by Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. 
6 an bill el i Mab sum antares to reimburse Thomas W. 

ollier, postmaster at octon, Ohio, for postage-stamps, postage- 
stamp funds, and money-order funds, stolen from his office at that 
place on the night of May 22, 1877. 

Mr. EDEN called for the reading of the report; and it was read, as 
follows: 

Your committee are of the opinion that Mr. Collier is entitled to the relief 
vided by this bil, * K HG 

On the night of 22d May, 1877, the post-office at Coshocton was entered, as the 
evidence shows, by professional burglars; the safe con post-office funds 
broken open by means of gunpowder, and postage-stamps of the value of $795.15, 
money-order funds amounting to $143.87, and stamp funds to the amount of $147.50— 
in all $1,086.52—abstracted therefrom. 

Your committee see no evidence of bad faith or negligence on the part of said 
887 — tian seit provides by 
House bil No. 2291. : H 


No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
SAMUEL R. ATWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3071) for the relief of Samuel R. Atwell, late at Winches- 
ter, Virginia, reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads by Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. 

The bill allows Samuel R. Atwell a credit of $245 in his settlement 
as postmaster at Winchester, Virginia, with the money-order office of 
the Post-Office De ent, said amount being a remittance of money- 
order funds which said Atwell, as postmaster, made by registered 
package to the postmaster at Baltimore, January 7, 1875, and which 
was he by burning of the mail-car at Benning’s Station on the 
night of 7th January, 1875. 

Ir. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, called for the reading of the report, 
and it was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have had under consideration 
the petition of Samuel R. Atwell, late tmaster at Winchester, Virginia, for 
relief, and report that they find that said Atwell, while postmaster, remitted by 

ered package $245, being money-order funds, to the postmaster at Baltimore. 
The mail-car carrying said package was burned January 7, 1875, and the mails car- 


ried therein destroy 
The committee think said Atwell entitled to relief, and therefore report the 


accompanying bill. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
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DANIEL SMALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1308) for the relief of Daniel Small, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
2 from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions by Mr. 

CKEY. 

The bill was read. It directs the 2 
on the on-xroll the name of Daniel of Schuylkill Haven. 
in the State of Pennsylvania, a soldier in the service of the United 
States in the war with Great Britain in 1812; and that Small shall 
be entitled to the provisions of section 4737 of the Revised Statutes. 

There brog i objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to House. 

JAMES P. THOMPSON. 


The next business on the e 1 was Seau H. ah ih 
407) granting a pension to James P. Thompson, o innville, 
Tennessee, adversely from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions by Mr. GARDNER, i 

Mr. EDEN. As this bill has been reported adversely, I object to it. 


HENRY C. WEATHERBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
706) granting a pension to Henry C. Weatherby, a soldier in the war 
of 1812, reported adversely from the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions by Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. This bill has been reported adversely. I object 
to it. 

CHARLES SLAWSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
99) granting a pension to Charles Slawson, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions by Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, called for the reading of the report, 
andit was read. 


Objection being made by Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, the bill was 


passed over. 
REBECCA B. REMICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1256) ting a pension to Rebecca B. Remick, reported from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions by Mr. PATTERSON, of New 
York. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 

nsion-laws, the name of Rebecca B. Remick, daughter of Samuel 

mick, late private in Captain Samuel McConnell’s company, in 
General Stark’s brigade, in the war of the Revolution. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JOHN s. HALL. 


The next business vn the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
762) granting a pension to John S. Hall, of West Virginia, reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RICE, of Ohio. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
en the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 

nsion laws, the name of John 8. of West Virginia, late an en- 
fisted teamster in the service of the United States, at the rate of $25 per 
month, he having become totally blind from disease contracted in the 
service. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

MARGARET R. COLONY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill (H. R. No. 
2584) 8 1 to Margaret R. Colony, widow of the late 
Major Josiah olony, First Maryland Infantry Volunteers; re- 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, by Mr. Rice, of Ohio. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 

nsion laws, the name of Margaret R. Colony, widow of the late 
Major Josiah B. Colony, First Maryland Infantry Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension as of the rank of major, in lieu of the pension now re- 
ceived, from and after the passage of this act. 
Mr. CONGER. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


of first lieutenan: 
held by her husband at the time of 


It was shown by the records in the case that he was mustered into the First Mary- 
land Volunteers 


from May 19, 1 
ee i 
ore w G0 
of major. was acting as major e time of his bein 
wounded, Angust 31, 1864, at which date he was sent to hospital in consequence 

said wounds. His commissien as major was received at the regiment after his re- 
moval to ital and by reason of said wounds, and, without any fault or neglect 
on his part, he was una TVT 

Your committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and report House bill 
2584, and recommend the passage of the same. 


There benp. e 


objection, the bill i 
Lavora kiy ts j > was laid aside to be reported 


0 
House. 
ELIZA A. SEMPLE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
989) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza A. Semple. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension. roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Eliza A. Semple, mother of James Y. Sem- 

le, late per of the Fifteenth Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
m and after the —— day of 18 —. 
Mr. CONGER. L observe that there are blanks in this bill. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. The pension at y rate will take effect from 


the date of the passage of the act. But I move to amend by insert- 
ing that clause. 


es enero was to. 
ere being no objection, the bill, as amended laid asi 
reported. testable 8 the House. sire ar fs 


KATE LOUISE ROY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3104) granting a ace to Kate Louise Roy, widow of J. P. Roy, late 
lieutenant-colonel United States Army, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Rice, of Ohio. 

The billwas read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 

nsions laws, the name of Kate L. Roy, widow of Lieutenant-Colonel 

FP. Roy, deceased, late of the United States Army, at the rate of $30 
per month, the same as is allowed by law for the rank of her husband 
at the time of his death. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


t; was promoted successi 
tenant-cololonel, which rank he held at the time of his death, 
at the rank of major. 

Dy nbc Sok Reg ve Seer he was continuous! rane pens pcr pe 
e nths o leath, passed a successful promo 
the — of lieutenant-colonel. ay 


re of War, a wees Bae 2 ä 17 — 
0 5 © grado of major, us! ving incurred 
Gabler wile n that grade. At the time of his death, however, he was a lieu- 
tenant-colonel. Mts. Roy has before ress a petition for the small increase of 
paa between these two grades. From inquiry he is of the impression that her 
band's services in the Army, and her own standing and necessities, make this 
a meritorious case. 

Your committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and report ‘back petition 
with a bill, and recommend the of the same. ` 
A bill of similar import both Houses of the last Congress, and only failed 
of becoming a law because of the want of time to obtain tho President's signature. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
AGNES FAIRLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
11 ons pension to Agnes Fairly, widow of David Fairly. 

. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, called for the reading of the report; 
and it was read. 

Objection being made by Mr. Wurre, of Pennsylvania, the bill was 

assed over. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER, There i#a bill, the third or fourth from the one 
last read, which I am very anxious to have reached to-day, Itis a 
bill granting pension to Daniel Clary. A bill of En AA import 
passed both Houses last year, but for want of time failed to receive 
the sopera of the President. 

Mr. BRIGHT. So far as I am concerned I would be willing to work 
on for some time, but I find that the temper of the committee is such 
that they will not endure much more labor. I think it very desirable 
that the House shall pass to-day the bills on which the Committee of 
the Whole has taken favorable action, and I think time will be saved 
by adhering to my motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will not the committee 8 this case 
o 12 its order? It oe relief of a b na eee 8 bill of 
similar purport passed both Houses unanimously in the last Congress 
but failed to reach the President in time for his signature. 

The motion of Mr. BRIGHT that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPARKS reported that the Committee of the Whole, 
having had under consideration the Private Calendar, had directed 
him to report sundry bills with favorable recommendation. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar with favorable recommendation, had their sev- 
eral readings, and were then passed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 409) for the relief of James Clift, late captain Fifth 
Tennessee Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of John H. 
Evans, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 934) for the relief of the heirs of Brigadier-General 
William Thompson, of the revolutionary army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2159) granting a pension to Emily E. Wheelock ; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 430) for the relief of John Clinton, postmaster at 
Brownsville, Tennessee ; A j 

A bill (H. R. No. 343) for tlie relief of Bidow & Wilson, of Danville, 
Kentucky; 

A bill H. R. No. 150) for the relief of William McIndoe, postmaster 
at Lonaconing, in Alleghany County, Maryland; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1315) for the relief of C. H. Walker, postmaster at 
Frostburgh, in Alleghany County, Maryland; 

A bill (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2502) directing the payment of the claim of Au- 
gust Pensler; 

A bill (H. R. No. 82) for the relief of Alexander Anderson, late first 
lieutenant Fourteenth New York Volunteer Cavalry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a pension to Adam Stinson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2515) granting a pension to John Sheiber, late a 
private in the Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2516) ting a pension to Fannie E. Records, 
widow of Albert B. Records, late a private in Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers ; 3 

A pill (H. R. No. 1451) granting a pension to George W. Wiekwire; 

A pill (H. R. No. 1780) granting a pension to William S. Davis, late 
private Company E, Thirty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. No. 234) for the relief of John F. Andrews, postmaster 
at Washington, Georgia; 
A bill (H. R. No. 622) for the relief of workmen employed in the 


construction of Poverty Island light-house, Lake Michigan ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late col- 
lector of internal revenne for the tenth district of the State of Dli- 
nois; ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2883) for the relief of Murphy & Good, of Indian- 
apolis, Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the relief of Samuel H. Canfield, post- 
master at our, Connecticut; 

A bill (H. R. No. 621) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of Mary C. Webber; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier; 

A bill (H. R. No. wu for the relief of Samuel R. Atwell, late post- 
master at Winchester, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1308) for the 
the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1256) granting a pension to Rebecca B. Remick ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 762) granting a pension to John S. Hall, of West 
Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2584) granting a pension to Margaret R. Colony, 
widow of the late Major Josiah B. Colony, First Maryland Infantry 
Volunteers; and 

A pill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Louise Roy, 
widow of J. P. Roy, late lieutenant-colonel United States Army. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills were 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole House to the fol- 
lowing bills were agreed to, and the bills, as amended, were thensever- 
ally ordered to be and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 383) for the relief of J. D. Bend & Brother, of 
Wilson County, Tennessee ; Š 

A bill (H. R. No. 2881) for the relief of Sarah Morrison, administra- 
trix of the estate of Christian B. Morrison, deceased ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 989) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza A. Semple. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the votes just taken j and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. The latter 
motion was agreed to. 


relief of Daniel Small, a soldier in 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. VAN VORHES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

JE act (H. R. No. 3072) to authorize a special term of the circuit 
court of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi, 
to be held at Scranton, in Jackson County; and 

An act (H. R. No, 355) to amend section 4778 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 

OCEAN-MAIL STEAMSHIP SERVICE. 


Mr. WADDELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back, as a substitute for sun- 
dry bills referred to that committee, u bill (H. R. No. 3580) to provide 
ocean-mail steamship service between the United States and Brazil; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed with 
the accompanying report and recommitted, not to be brought back 
by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. FREEMAN, by unanimous consent, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and 5 presented his minori 
views on the same subject; which were ordered to be printed wi 
the report of the majority. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, made a similar 
— — ; which was also ordered to be printed with the report of the 
majority. 3 


Vil——91 


W. A. HYDE AND T. G. MACKIE. 


Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, as a substitute for House bil No. 268, a bill 
(H. R. No. 3581) for the relief of Thomas G. Mackie and the heirs at 
law of William A. Hyde, deceased, late of New Orleans, Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the aecompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

y LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 

To Mr. COLE, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Badr, of New York, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. METCALFE, for eight days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, for one week. 

To Mr. McCook, for six days, on account of business. 

To Mr. SHALLENBERGER, for Monday next. 

MRS. JANET BURLESON. 

On motion of Mr. THORNBURGH, by unanimous consent, leave was 
pana for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
an — case of Mrs. Janet Burleson, no adverse report having been 


BRYAN TYSON. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 2 in the 
case of Bryan Tyson, no adverse report having been made. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting report of 
Captain Marryman, of the life-saving service, in reference to the loss 
of the steamer Metropolis; which, on motion of Mr. CONGER, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOMS-REVENUE LAWS, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the Honse 
a communication from the Commissioner of Customs, in reference to 
the amendment of the twenty-third section of the act of June 22, 
1874, entitled An act to amend the customs-revenue laws,” with the 
reasons for the proposed amendment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. WADDELL. There is a matter involving an expenditure of 
more than a million dollars a year to this Government which ought 
to be attended to promptly, and in the action pro by the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in regard to it we areacting 
in accordance with the wishes of the Post-Office Department and are 
backed by the Committee on Appropriations. A bill has already passed 
the Senate entitled “ A bill to regulate the compensation . 
ters, and for other p ” which is now on the Speaker's table; 
and a similar bill, the bill (H. R. No. 2695) with the same title, has 
been reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- ef 
this House for consideration, and is now in Committee of the Wholeon 
the se 8 the Union. The eee is now losing over rae 
a month by postmasters speculating illegally in postage-stamps. 
amount of loss is over a million dollas a year, Aan the sooner this bill 
is passed the better it will be for the interest of the Government, I 
am informed by the gentlemen in charge of the office bill of the 
Committee on Appropriations that it is impossible for them to report 
a bill making appropriations for the Post-Office Department until this 
legislation is attended to. I therefore ask unanimous consent that a 
day may be fixed for the consideration of this measure, that it may 
be passed and this tremendous leak iu the Treasury stopped. 

r. BLOUNT. I wish ey. on behalf of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that it is impossible for us to determine what amounts 
shall be paid to postmasters until this has been settled. 

Mr. WADDELL. I ask that next Wednesday after the mornin 
hour be assigned for the consideration of this bill, to be continu 
from day to day thereafter until disposed of. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I object unless upon the condition that it shall 
not interfere with appropriation bills, 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] 
— to call up the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill on 

ay. 
Mr. WADDELL. [accept the limitation suggested by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi that this order shall not interfere with appro- 
priation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 2695) to regulate the.compen- 
sation of postmasters, and for other purposes, be made the special 
order in Committee of the Whole, not to interfere with appropriation 
bills and bills from the Committee of Ways and Means, for Wednes- 
day after the morning hour, and to be continued from day to day 
thereafter until disposed of. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
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The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and 
shirty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of William Kain, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, and Boston, against the passage of House bills Nos. 1899 and 
2032, or any measures looking to a revival of the income tax—to the 
Committeé of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of citizens of New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, and Boston, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of shippers of live stock, and others, of Chi > 
Illinois, against limiting the transportation of live stock—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of manufacturersof linen collars, cuffs, and shirts, 
at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen fab- 
ries—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of Joseph Kinsey and 26 others, 
of Cincinnati, against any reduction in the duty on pig-iron, wrought 
and cast scrap, blooms, &c.—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Keckeley and 23 others, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, indorsing the memorial of the national conven- 
tion of the United States export trade against any repeal of the nay- 
oe laws that would interfere with the protection of American 

ip-building—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Peter Cooper and others, 
against the imposition of an income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAIR: The petition of the publisher of the Cheshire Re- 
liea lsak Keene, New Hampshire, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK : The petition of Lucinda Cole and other citizens 
of Black Creek, Wisconsin, for an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting the several States from disfranchising United States cit- 
izens on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Wisconsin Agricultural and Horticultural 
Societies, relative to forest-culture—tothe Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of the 3 of the Beaver Dam 
(Wisconsin) Argus, for the abolition of the duty on type to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRIDGES: The petition of citizens of New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, and Boston, against a revival of the income tax—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BURDICK: The petition of Peter Cooper and others, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of Mrs. Julia M. Church, president 
of the Woman’s Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, that 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors be prohibited—to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petitions of the publishers of the Suffolk 
Weekly Times, Greenport; of the Suffolk County Journal, North- 

rt; of the Flushing Journal and of the Daily and Weekly Times, 
Finshing, State of New York, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of James Gleeson, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: Papers relating to the claim of F. Worth- 
in to the same committee. 

Iso, papar relating to the claim of F. Worthington—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: The petition of the publisher of the Tribune, 
Indianola, Iswa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANFORD: The petition of J. S. Black and 225 others, 
citizens.of Harrison County, Ohio, against any change of duties on 
wool and woolen goods—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petition of 65 citizens of 
Wilson County, North Carolina, that a court be established at Tar- 
borough, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr DEERING: The petition of the publisher of the Intelligencer, 
of Charles City, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Peter Cooper and others, against the reimpo- 
sition of the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELIL: The petition of the Grand Division of the 
Sons of Temperance of Minnesota, for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor trafiic—to the Committee on the Judi 


ciary. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of the Conant Tbread Company and 
other manufacturers of cotton goods and cotton and woolen machinery 
at Pawtucket, Rhode Island, that’ tariff duties remain unchanged 
until thoroughly examined—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Indiana: Two petitions of citizens of Indiana, 


against any change of the duty on flaxseed and linseed-oil—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of Peter Cooper and others, against 
the reimposition of the income tax—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GARTH: The petition of the publisher of the Moulton 
(Alabama) Advertiser, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr, GAUSE: The petition of Benjamin F. Wallace, for compen- 
sation for property taken by the United States Army td the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petitions of E. Breeding and of the pub- 
lisher of the Texas Post, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOODE: Papers relating to the claims of Mrs. C. W. Wise- 
man and Thomas W. Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of Peter Cooper and others, against 
reviving the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and shirts, 
at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen fab- 
rics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of William Gor- 
don, for compensation for his schooner Rienzi, destroyed by the con- 
ae steamer Florida, July 8, 1863—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, the petition of Emma G. Nelson, that the arrears of pension 
due her parents at the time of their decease be paid to her—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTRIDGE. The petition of Robert Erwin, for relief— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the Indian depredation 
claims of Celia C. Short and of L. A. Thrasher and C. C. Short—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HATCHER: The petition of the publishers of the Cape 
Girardeau News and of the Western Casket, Cape Girardeau, Mis- 
souri, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petitions of the publishers of the Homer 
(New York) Republican and of the School Bulletin, Syracuse, New 
York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, against the imposition 
of a higher rate of duty on wrought-iron lap- welded boiler flues and 

an is imposed on other manufactures of iron—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of business men of Syracuse, New York, for the 
re of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HOUSE: The petition of citizens of Port Royal, Tennessee, 
for an appropriation of $3,000 to improve the navigation of the Red 
River—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HUNTON : The petition of the publisher of the Zion’s Advo- 
cate, Front Royal, Virginia, for the abolition of the duty en type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Peter Cooper and others, against 
the revival of the income tax—to the same committee. 

uy Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of 53 farmers of Vicksburgh, 
Michigan, that the present duty on wool remain unchanged—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of William Stone and 93 others, of Flushing, 
Michigan, against the reduction of the tariff on wool—to the same 
committee, j 

Ry Mr. KETCHAM : The petition of Valentine Frank, of Pough- 
keepsie, New York, against any change in the duty on barley and 
malt—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of Daniel Harnett and others, to be 
reimbursed for their demago sustained in consequence of being 
driyen from their lands in Dakota Territory by the United States 
Government—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. LAPHAM : The petition of Peter Cooper and others, against 
the revival of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Recorder and Gazette, 
Lima and Honeoye Falls, New York, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of citizens of Prattville, Alabama, 
that aid be ted the Texus Paeific Railroad—to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. LYNDE: The petition of the First Baptist church of Menom- 
onee, Wisconsin, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAISH: The petition of Rev. George M. Slaysman, that his 
name be placed on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Dr. David Ahl, of Cumberland County, Penn- 
sylvania, for the extension of cen tain patent-rights—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. MAYHAM: The petition of the publishers of The Jeffer- 
sonian, Jefferson, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

195 Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of the Hastings (Michigan) Re- 
publican Banner and of the Charlotte (Michigan) Cana of ella: 
import—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of the bar of Litchfield, Ken- 
tucky, that the district court of the United States for the western 
portion of Kentucky be held at Hopkinsville instead of Paducah— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY; The petition of the publisher of the Leader, 
Alliance, Ohio, for theabolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of C. H. Andrews and 21 leading business men 
and firms of Youngstown, Ohio, for an appropriation of $50,000 for ex- 
tending the east pier at Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio—tothe Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of 47 citizens of Newman’s Creek and of 98 citi- 
gens of Massillon, Ohio, against changing the tariff—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MULLER: The 8 of John Mulroy, for a pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of the publishers of the Mogan (Ohio) 
Repnblican, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr, O'NEILL : The petition of citizens of New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, and Boston, against the re-enactment of the income 
tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Resolutions of the Grundy County (Missouri) 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, and of Eureka Grange, of the same 
county, that the tariff remain unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of J. H. Hamlin & Co. and other ves- 
sel-owners and vessel agents of Portland, Maine, against the proposed 
tariff on molasses—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of Uriah Rickman, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of C. Breckinridge Bugle and Ed- 
ward F. Riggs, amateur printers of Washington, District of Colum- 
bia, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts: The petition of Peter Cooper 
and others, against the re-enactment of the income tax—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SAMPSON: The petition of Jesse N. Glenn and 57 other 
citizens, of Marion County, Iowa, for the re of the resumption 
act, the unlimited coinage of silver, &e- to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Curréncy. 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of Dr. W. H. Mussey and other citi- 
zens, of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the repeal of the charter of the National 
Capitol Insurance Company of Washington, District of Columbia 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. - 

Also, the petition of Professor C. A. Young and others, for a change 
in the Jocation of the Navdl Observatory at Washington, District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Naval irs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of Peter Cooper, Cyrus W. Field, 
and other citizens of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Boston, 
ttee of Ways 


against the reimposition of the income tax—to the Com 
tition of Jonas Cline, A. M. Powell, and 


and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: The 
19 other citizens of Catawba County, North Carolina, against the abo- 
lition of the western judicial district of said State—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STONE, of Iowa. The petition of the publisher of the 
Keokuk (Iowa) Post, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALSH: The petition of William White, of Frederick 
County, Maryland, for compensation for property taken by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of George C. Law- 
rence and 163 other citizens of Michigan, against the reduction of the 
duty on wool—to the Committee of Ways und Means, 

Also, the petition of Z. Chandler, John Owen, and 115 other citi- 
zens of Detroit, Michigan, for sui table legislation for the preservation 
of the food fishes of the great lakes and connecting straits—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Christian Herald, Detroit, 
Michigan, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 4, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

ioa Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the followin 
bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence o 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 82) for the relief of Alexander Anderson, late first 
lieutenant Fourteenth New York Cavalry; 


A bill (H. R. No. 150) for the relief of William Melndoe, postmaster 
at Lonaconing, in Alleghany County, Maryland; 

A bill (H. R. No. 234) for the relief of John F. Andrews, postmaster 
at W Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 343) for the relief of Bidow & Wilson, of Danville, 
Kentucky ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 356) directing method of annual estimates of ex- 
penditures to be submitted from Navy Department; 

A bill (H. R. No. 383) for the relief of J. D. Bond & Brother, of 
Wilson County, Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. No. 409) for the relief of James Clift, late captain Fifth 
Tennessee Cavalry ; f 

A bill (H. R. No. 430) for the relief of Jobn Clinton, postmaster at 
Brownsville, Tennessee ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a pension to Adam Stinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 621) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons; 

A bill (H. R. No. 622) for the relief of workmen employed in the 
construction of Poverty Island Light-Honse, Lake Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 627) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Alfred Rouland ; 
= inti (H. R. No. 762) granting a pension to John 8. Hall, of West 

nia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 989) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza A. Semple; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1256) granting a pension to Rebecca B. Remick; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1308) for the relief of Daniel Small, a soldier of the 
war of 1612; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1315) for the relief of C. H. Walker, postmaster at 
Frostburgh, in Alleghany County, Maryland ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of John H. 
Evans, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1451) granting a pension to George W. Wickwire; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1780 ting a pension to William 8. Davis, late 
private in 8 E, Thirty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late col- 
lector of internal revenue tenth district State of Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2159) granting a pension to Emily E. Wheelock; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2502) directing the payment of the claim of August 
Pensler, Third Ohio Independent Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R, No, 2515) granting a pension to Jobn Sheiber, late a 
private in the Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting a pension to Fannie E. Records, 
widow of Albert B. Renata: late a private in Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2584) granting a pension to Margaret R. Coloney, 
widow of the late Major Josiah B. Coloney, First Maryland Infantry 
Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2881) for the relief of Christian B. Morrison and 
Charles H. Truax, administrators of the estate of Christian B. Morri- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2883) for the relief of Murphy & Good, of Indian- 
apolis, Indiana ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the relief of Samuel H. Canfield, post- 
master at Seymour, Connecticut; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of Mary C. Webber; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3071) for the relief of Samuel R. Atwell, late 
postmaster at Winchester, Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3104) granting a pension to Kate Louisa Roy, widow 
of J. P. Roy, late lientenant-colonel United States Army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3296) for the relief of Captain William L. Foulk ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 4) to allow Lieutenant D. F. Tozier a 
gold medal awarded by the President of the French Republic; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 77) authorizing First Lientenant 
Henry Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department, United States Army, 
to accept a decoration from the Sultan of Turkey. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3551) to amend sec- 
tion 4778 of the Revised Statutes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3072) to authorize a special term of the circuit 
court of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi to 
be held at Scranton, in Jackson County; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3551) to amend section 4778 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CHAFFEE presented the petition of the heirs of Anthon 
Schwörer, late private of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, praying for an adjustment of their claim for a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of John W. Adams, Burton 
Donohue, and others, citizens of Newark, Ohio, and the petition of C. C. 
Langsdon, L. N. Miller, and others, citizens of Springborough, Ohio, 
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ing for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning 
an B EADS which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented the memorial of Thomas Nixon, of Layton, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 332) authorizin 
the extension of letters-patent to the heirs of Benjamin F. Rice, an 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
Mr. SAULSBURY, I present a memorial directed to me, signed by 
a number of keepers and surfmen of life-saving stations Nos. 1 and 
2, remonstrating against the proposed transfer of the life-saving serv- 


ice to the Navy Department. I move that it be printed and lie upon 
the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD presented the memorial of John A. Clampitt and 13 
others, keepers and surfmen at life-saving stations Nos. 1 and 2, coast 
of Delaware, remonstrating against the proposed transfer of the life- 
saving service to the Navy Department ; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a memorial of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, in favor of an appropriation by Con for a prompt and 
thorough improvement of the Mississippi River. I ask that the me- 
morial may be read, as it is that of a State Legislature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only be read by unanimous 
consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to say that at some convenient occasion I 
will ask the indulgence of the Senate to make some remarks on the 
subject of the improvement of the Mississippi River, and I ask that 
the memorial lie upon the table for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read at the request of the Sen- 
ator, there being no objection. 

The memorial was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
A memorial to Congress to secure an adequate appropriation for a prompt and 

thorough improvement of the ppi River. 

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota: 

To the Senate and House of 8 of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled: Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minne- 
sota, would respectfully but urgently represent that you take such speedy and 
prompt action as will result in the t deepening of the and im- 
ng een of the navigation of the Mississippi River from Saint Anthony's Falls 

New Orleans, in accordance with the action of the river im ent conven- 
tion that assembled in the city of Saint Paul, Minnesota, October 11 and 12, 1877, 
and the objects of which have already been presented to your honorable body in 
the a memorial by the committee of said convention. 115 if 


Speaker of th rox a tati 
e House Q; ves. 
J. B. W X 
President of the Senate. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of vessel-own- 
captains of vessels, and members of the Board of Trade of the 
city of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and a memorial of Wolf & Davidson, 
ship-builders of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
roposed transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the 
1 50 Department; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of E. J. Merick and 65 others, 
citizens of Detroit, Michigan; the memorial of E. H. Morrison and 
137 others, citizens of St. Joseph, Mic the memorial of James 
Cavenaugh and 90 others, citizens of Muskegon; the memorial of Arie 
Waltman and 65 others, citizens of Grand Haven, Michigan; the me- 
morial of D. Carter and 27 others, citizens of Michigan, residing on 
the coast of Lakes Huron and Michigan; the memorial of Henry Grif- 
fin and 88 others, citizens of Grand Haven, Michigan; and the memo- 
rial of V. W. Peely and 94 others, citizens of Grand Haven, Michigan, 
remonstrating against the 3 transfer of the life-saving service 
from the Treasury to the Navy Department; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the memorial of George Marshall 
and others, workingmen of Belleville, Illinois, en in the manu- 
facture of general hardware, remonstrating against a reduction of 
the duties on foreign imports and against the reimposition of the 
war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. j 

He also presented the memorial of the 3 officer and secre- 
tary of the national greenback State convention held at Jackson, Mich- 
igan, February 7, 1878, in relation to the remonetization of silver; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of N. Salsbury and others, 
citizens of Kearney County, Nebraska, praying for a modification of 
timber-culture laws so as to make the requirement ten acres instead 
of férty to the quarter section, and trees to be planted six feet apart 
instead of twelve as now required; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the memorial of J. M. Hall and others, citizens of 
Nelson, Nebraska, remonstrating against the proposed change of the 
peusion laws providing for the creation of district examining boards; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of postal clerks, route agents, and mail 
messengers of the postal service of the United States, praying for an 
appropriation sufficient to restore the old rates of payment for their 
services; which was referred to the Committee en Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of the 
State of Minnesota in favor of an extension of the land 
Saint Paul and Pacific Railroad Company; which was 
Committee on Railroads. 


Legislature of the 
t of the 
to the 


Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, pepsi the memorial of J. M. 
Fulton and 58 others, workingmen of bar, Pennsylvania, engaged 
in the manufacture of pig-iron; the memorial of John G. Campbell 
and others, workingmen of Frankford, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
engaged in the manufacture of cotton goods; the memorial of Joseph 
Randall and others, workingmen of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, en- 
gaged in the manufacture of woolen yarns; the memorial of Stephen 
Watson and others, workingmen of Delaware County, Pennsylvania; 
the memorial of James Donley and 27 others, workingmen of the 
Thorndale Iron Works, Pennsylvania, engaged in the manufacture of 
boiler-iron ; and the memorial of James Harrington and 133 others, 
workingmen of Philadelphia, engaged in the manufacture of carpets, 
remonstrating against a reduction of the duties on foreign imports 
and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the National Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Bordentown, New Jersey, officially signed, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

ealso presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, indorsing the memorial of the national conven- 
tion of United States export trade protesting against any repeal of 
the navigation laws that would interfere with the protection they 
afford to American ship-building and prevent the substitution of for- 
eign ships for American trade and commerce ; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William Thaw and others, citi- 
zens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, praying for an appropriation of 
$50,000 by Congress for the extension and repair of the pier at the 
outer harbor of Ashtabula, Ohio; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of Eliza N. Frailey, widow of Com- 
modore James Madison Frailey, of the United States Navy, praying 
for an increase of pension ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the petition of the National Christian 
Temperance Union of Yellow Springs, Ohio, officially signed, praying 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a like petition of the First Congregational 
Hoa of Hyde Park, Massachusetts. I move that it lie upon the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Horace D. Train, M. D., and 
others, citizens of Ashley Falls, Berkshire County, Massachusetts ; 
the petition of Marion Smith, of Massachusetts, and the petition of 
John Keryan and others, of Glendale, Berkshire County, Massachu- 
setts, praying for an amendment of the fifteenth section of the net to 
revise and consolidate the laws relating to pensions, approved March - 
3, 1873, extending the time of limitation for obtaining arrears of pen- 
sion until the 4th of July, 1880; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL yonu the petition of the First Congregational 
church of Medfield, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition, signed on behalf of the Vermont State 
Tem ce Society, praying forthe passage of the bill reported from. 
the Finance Committee relative to a commission of inquiry on the 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. ALLISON. I present a copy of a memorial, the original of 
which has been presented in the other House, signed by 41 members of 
the Iowa State senate and 65 members of the Iowa house of representa- 
tives, protesting against the passage of the bill now pending in Con- 
gress seq 5 the Union Pacific Railroad to prorate with the Kansas 

acific Railroad between Cheyenne and Ogden. I move the reference 
of the memorial to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of the pastor and members of 
the Congregational church of Merrimac, Massachusetts, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. INGALLS presented the petition of Elijah Blythe, of Tisho- 
mingo County, Mississippi, praying for a pension on account of serv- 
ices rendered in the war of 1812; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mary McAdams, of Camden City, 
New Jersey, praying to have her name restored to the pension-rolls; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of Fred. Rettig and 
9 5 . of Walton, eee and 1 uee Counties, ARE 
i raying for an appropriation by Congress for the ose of re- 
ara 8 e River; whic pes referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the petition of David Harold, J. L. Kemp, 
and other members of the Society of Friends, of Richland, Indiana, 
praying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning. 
the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie upon the table 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of the First Presbyterian 
church of Washington, New Jersey, signed by the pastor and officers, 
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raying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning 
ihe alcoholic liquor trafile ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WADLEIGH presented the petition of Joseph L. Stevens, post- 
master of Manchester, New Hampshire, praying for relief from a 
charge for stamps stolen from the post-office in that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. ‘ 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of George B. Cluett, Brother 
& Co. and others, business men and firms engaged in the manufact- 
ure of linen collars, linen cuffs, and shirts, of Troy, New York, pray- 
ing for a reduction of the duties on linen fabrics to a certain and 
uniform rate; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Conant Thread Company and 
others, manufacturers of cotton goods, cotton, and woolen machinery, 
&c. at Pawtucket, Rhode Island, employing twenty-five hundred 
and forty workmen, praying that Congress will take no action con- 
cerning a revision of tariff duties until after it shall have ascertained 
by official inquiry the condition of the industries of the country and 
that the nature of the proposed legislation is such as in the opinion 
of practical business men would best promote the restoration of gen- 
eral prosperity; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of E. 1 Miller, . F. 
Ev: and others, remonstrating against the passage of a law im- 
posing a tax on 8 . to the Committee on 

mance. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the petition of R. W. Botsford and 
others, citizens of Detroit, Michigan, praying for the preservation of 
fish in the great lakes and rivers of the Northwest and thé appoint- 
ment of commissioners for that purpose and an . suffi- 
cient to maintain them; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Ipresentthe memorial of Benjamin Brothers 
and 22 others, vessel-owners and masters of vessels and business men 
of the city of Detroit, Michigan, remonstrating against the transfer 
of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment; and also a like memorial from John J. ley and 39 others, 
vessel-owners of Detroit, Michigan. As the bill in reference to this 
subject is now before the Senate, I move that these memorials lie 
upon the table, and I ask that the one last presented be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It is very brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to petitions being read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California objects. 
The memorials will lie upon the table. 

Mr. GROVER presented the petition of C. B. Roland and others, 
citizens of Marion, Linn, Wasco, and Grant Counties, Grogon. Seay: 
ing for a grant of lands for the construction of the Mount Jefferson 
wagon-road in Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands. 


Mr. TELLER presented the petition of P. W. Long and others, 
citizens of Wagon Wheel Gap, Colorado; the petition of P. J. Peter- 
son and others, citizens of Summit, Colorado, and the petition of W. 
H. Van Gieson and others, citizens of Del Norte, Colorado, praying 
for the of a law dividing that State into judicial districts. 
and providing for the times and places of holding terms of the United 
States courts therein; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the memorial of A. W. Holbrook, president 
of the Ocean Marine Insurance Company of Welfleet, Massachusetts, 
also signed very numerously by masters and other persons, remon- 
strating against the bill which l to transfer the life-saving 
stations to the Navy Department, and in favor of some such bill as is 
now pending in the other branch to strengthen and make more 
efficient the service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie ou the table, 
the bill being before the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the memorial of Alfred Nash and others, 
masters, mates, pilots, and engineers of the United States, holdin 
certificates of competency, praying an amendment of the act of April 
17, 1874, to authorize the employment of certain aliens as engineers 
and pilots, so as to require such aliens, applicants for the renewal of 
licenses, to show that they reside permanently in the United States. 
I move that it lie upon the table. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of the Brockton Evangelical 
church of Brockton, Massachusetts, praying for the appointment of 
a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of L. F. Warner and others, cit- 
izens of Kansas, and the petition of Alfred Johnson and others, citi- 
zens of Kansas, residing near the Marais des Cygnes River, (known as 
the Osage River in Missouri,) praying Congress to e an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of that stream; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacifie Ocean, and to secure to the 


Government the use of the same for military, and other pur- 
” approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of 
ongress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named 
act, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to give notice that to-morrow week I shall 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1432) providing for the record- 
ing of deeds, mort, ges, and other conveyances affecting real estate 
in the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1411) to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the 
District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WADLEIGH, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 187) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents 
to rehear the e of Stephen V. Benét for patent for car- 
tridges, re it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRIMON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent depreda- 
tions upon property in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 305) ting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca 
C. Maxwell, widow of the late Colonel O. C. Maxwell, One hundred 
and ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1947) . a pension to Dwight A. Barrett, late pri- 
vate Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment chusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 663) granting a pension to William H. H. Buck, reported it 
without amendment. ; 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 659) for the relief of 
Josiah H. Pillsbury, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 502) repealing the charter of the 
National Capital Insurance Company, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 226) to repeal an act entitled An act to incorporate the Na- 
tional Capital Insurance Company,” and to provide for winding up 
of the affairs of said corporation, reported adversely thereon, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred various 
petitions and memorials bearing upon the subject involved in the bills 
just reported, asked to be discharged from their further consideration; 
which was to. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 501) for the relief of John C. Birdsell, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, COCKRELL. Lask leave without previous notice to introduce 
a bill and ask that it be read in full the first time, and by its title the 
second time. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
836) to authorize the deposit of silyer bullion or bars and the issue of 
certificates therefor; which was read the first time at length, as fol- 
lows: 

4 i Cone ened, Ties the ben of th eee s 
merica in 8 e Secre! e au- 
thorized and directed to receive deposits of silver bullion or bars With the 
urer or any assistant treasurer of tho United States in sums not less than $20, esti- 
mating 412} grains troy weight of standard silver to the dollar, and to issue cer- 
tificates therefor in denominations of not less than $20 each, sarin: as Bag an 
the denominations of the United States notes; and such certificates be in the 
form of the certificates now authorized and issued for gold bullion, and shall be 
able to the depositor or bearer, and shall be receivable at in e e for 
uties on imports, taxes, and all public dues, and shall be payable by the Treasurer 
or any assistant treasurer of the United States on demand in sliver dollars or 
United States notes, and when so paid such bullion shall become the property of 
the United States. 


The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 837) for the relief of the officers and privates 
of the New Mexico Mounted Volunteers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SARGENT (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 838) for the relief of settlers 
on certain lands in the State of California; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I do not find it in the Manual at 
present, but we had some time by a resolution of the Senate an 
order or rule that a bill introduced by request should be so stated upon 
the face of the bill. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Ferry] if that rule has been modified. 
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Mr. FERRY. There is no such rule at present. That is stated by 
the introducer of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the fact is 
always stated in the RECORD. 

Mr. SARGENT. With deference to the Chair, we had a rule or 
resolution of the Senate by which it was ordered to be printed upon 
a bill when it was introduced by request the fact that it was intro- 
duced by request, and it was so printed for awhile, but I notice of 
late it has not been so printed. Sometimes a Senator introduces a 
bill at the request of a constituent, which he himself cannot support, 
but looking upon it in the light of a petition he does not feel author- 
ized to refuse to present it. In such cases it ought to be put upon 
the bill that the Senator introduces it by request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed by the Secretary 
= that fact is always noted and indorsed in print on the bill 

Mr. FERRY. I desire to say to the Senator that I think he is mis- 
taken as to the fact that there was a rule requiring that it should be 
printed upon the face of the bill when a bill was introduced by re- 
quest. I think there has been no such rule. I was not aware of such 
arule. It has always been the practice when introducing bills upon 
request to have it stated in the RECORD, and I think that practice 
is now followed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And the indorsement is also made on 
the printed bill, as the Chair is informed by the Secretary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (by request,) asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 839) relating to cap- 
tured and abandoned property; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judicary. 

He also asked, and by upanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 840) to provide for the distribution of public 
documents to public libraries ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PADDOCK (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leavé to introduce a bill (S. N. #41) for the relief of cer- 
tain postmasters and late postmasters in the State of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 842) to re certain provisions of the act of 
Congress, approved July 12, 1876, entitled“ An act making appro- 

riations for the Post-Office Department ;” which was read twice by 
hs title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 843) to grant increase of pensions in certain cases; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. No. 844) authorizing the payment of bounties to the 
heirs of soldiers who were enlisted as slaves ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 845) to establish certain post-rouds in the 
State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EATON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 846) to authorize the payment of claim- 
ants of interest received by the United States on the woolen-goods- 
duty fund; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EATON. I am advised that there is a legal question involved 
in the bill, and therefore I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on the J adiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 847) for the relief of the heirs 
of George W. Sands, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and 
refe to the Committee on Claims. À 

Mr. GROVER asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 848) providing for the construction of the 
Mount Jefferson military wagon-road in Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EUSTIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 849) granting a pension to James C. Downer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to introduce a joint resolution relative to 
Chinese immigration, and ask that it lie on the table. At some time 
convenient to the Senate, before long, I shall desire to be heard “are 
this joint resolution, and especially in reply to a document which has 
been laid upon onr table and printed by order of the Senate, entitled 
“Miscellaneous document No. 36.“ Ifeel compelled to do so in justice 
to myself and my constituents. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 20) relative to Chinese immigration; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

NOTICES OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that with the consent of the Senate 
I shall on Wednesday morning move to postpone all prior orders for 
the purpose of taking up the bill (S. No. 452) to provide for a com- 
mission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the Senate 
on Monday next to take up the bill (S. No. 178) to remove all restric- 
tions now existing in regard to enlistments of the colored citizen in 
any arm of the United States Army. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. PADDOCK, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the establishment of a United States mint 
8 taken ae the files and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for an order to take the papers relating 
to the claim of Joseph E. Moore from the files of the Senate and refer 
the same to the Committee on Claims, together with additional papers, 
which I now present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made if there be no 
objection. 

On motion of Mr. PADDOCK, it was 

Ordered, That th 
Blo ter Bat the papers in Che cane of Feary Wiseman be taken from the files 

TIMBER DEPREDATIONS IN MONTANA. 

Mr. MATTHEWS submitted the following resolution ; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to 7 
what proceedin 
pression of tim 


report to the Senate 
have been taken by the Department of the Interior for the sup- 
depredations in the Territory of Montana. 


UNITED STATES MINT AT DENVER. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate an estimate of the amountof money cape ep be appropriated to enable the 
ment to coin both gold and silver at the United States mint in the city of 
Denver, in the State of Colorado, as well as the time that will be required to put 
said mint in condition to coin gold and silver. 


MAP OF GETTYSBURGH BATTLE-FIELD, 


Mr. WADLEIGH submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre of War be directed to communicate to the Senate 
whether the War Department is in possession of the data from which the positions 
of troops were added to the engineer maps of the Gettysburgh battle-field recently 
published under the direction of the Chief of Engineers; and whether without 
compilation its present condition is such as will insure its preservation to the his- 
tory of that battle; that his opinion be also asked whether a text description with 
diagrams showing the changing positions of troops is considered necessary by the 
military arm of the Government to insure a proper understanding of these maps 
and for the study of the practical moves of that battle, and what legislation, if 
any, is necessary to produce it. 

THADDEUS A. JONES. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to pay to Thaddeus A. Jones, engineer 
in charge of the elevator, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, $100 as com- 
3 for injuries received while engaged in repairs coming within his line of 

uty on February 10, 1877. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is it reported from a committee? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. No, it is not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then let it go to the appropriate 
committee. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

ARGUMENTS ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. è 

Mr. WADLEIGH submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing : 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the arzuments before the Committee on Privil 
and Elections of the United States Senato in behalf of a sixteenth amendment, 


given to Sara Andrew Spencer, chairman of the resident congressional committee 
of the National Woman Suffrage Association. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill making appropriations for the improvement of cer- 
tain rivers and harbors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 

On motion of Mr. SARGENT, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (S. No. €32) for the relief of William II. Cornell, be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LONG BOND FOR SAVINGS INVESTMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the bill (S. 
No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of savings. 

Mr. BAYARD. That bill is in charge of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. WALLACE,] who is unavoidably absent, and I desire to 
obtain unanimous consent of the Senate that it be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, having charge of the bill which comes over as the un- 
finished business, the Senator from Delaware asks that the bill may 

over for the day without prejudice. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that order is entered. 
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COLLISION OF THE FLIGHT AND TALLAPOOSA. 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 814) to refer the record of the proceedings of the 
naval court of inquiry as evidence in the case of the collision of the 
schooner Flight with the United States steamer Tallapoosa, before 
the Court of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. A few words in this bill fell upon my ear witha 
little surprise. I call the attention of the Senator from Maryland to 
them. His knowledge of the bill will enable him tosay whether the 
language should be as it is. The bill directs the transfer of a record 
to the Court of Claims to be used as evidence in a certain case, and 
then directs, as I understand it, that the whole record shall be re- 
ceived in evidence with no saving clause. The Senator may know 
that this whole record is competent evidence, that it is material, that 
it is good within all the objections which would prevail in the prac- 
tice of an ordinary court; but I ask him whether the bill ought not 
to save and reserve such objections to it as such a bill ordinarily is 
not designed to remove? I sup the purpose of the bill is to put 
it within the power of the parties to offer this recerd, or so much of 
it as is competent evidence, in the cause. 

I take it the bill should be just like a stipulation between connsel 
ın a cause, that a certain paper may be offered for all p for 
which it is competent, and may be offered without any proof, that 
the paper may be deemed authentic for that purpose; but a bill direct- 
ing that the whole of it shall be received in evidence I think isa 
novelty. I never heard it before that 1 can remember. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the circumstances of this case are 
simply these: The schooner Flight, coming up the Potomac River, 
was run down by the United States steamer Tallapoosa going ont of 
the mouth of the river. The owner came before Congress, I think the 
last Congress, and applied for compensation for the loss of this vessel. 
A bill was reported in the House of Representatives, under the charge 
of Mr, Burleigh, who had been an old sea captain, then a member of 
the House from the State of Maine, allowing the party compensation 
for the loss of his vessel. That bill the House of Representa- 
tives and came to the Senate. When it came into this body it was 
referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, which committee, having 
taken charge of the bill, concluded that the case had better go to 
the Court of Claims rather than the allowance be made. That con- 
clusion was brought about, I may say without apropriat, upon an 
inspection of this record of a court of inquiry which had been ordered 
by the then Secretary of the Navy, and before that court of inquiry 
the officers of the Tallapoosa and the parties on board the schooner 
had all been examined. The bill, therefore, was reported back to the 
Senate with the amendment that the case should go to the Court of 
Claims. That amendment was adopted, and the bill, as amended, 


was returned to the House of Representatives and the amendment 


was concurred in and the case sent to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the honorable Senator allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment? 

r. WHYTE. Certainly. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not mean to make objection te this bill. 
Seeing that the Senator approved it, I was convinced that there was 
merit in it. 

Mr. WHYTE. It was not drawn by me; but I beg to explain—— 

Mr. CONKLING. I supposed it was. I beg to suggest tothe Sena- 
tor this amendment, and if he sees no objection to it, I shall haveno 
word to utter against the bill; add at the end of the bill— 


Dateci to such objections and exceptions as woulà lie to a duly authenticated 
of like import. 


Mr. WHYTE. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. CONKLING. That removes the only objection I see. 

Mr. WHYTE. Of course the Senator from New York knows that 
a mere inquiry before a naval court would not be record evidence in 
any court; and it was for the purpose of getting the whole of this 
case just as it was before Congress before the Court of Claims that 
this bill is presented. My own impression from the examination of 
the record is that it is injurious to the claimant, the testimony of the 
naval officers I think being rather stronger than the testimony on the 
other side; but still the claimant desires that the whole case shall be 
before the Court of Claims, and for the purpose of enabling them so 
to have it, this bill has been introduced and reported by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. If it is deemed necessary that there shall be 
any saving clause, I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment of the 
Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MILEAGE OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, I move to take up Senate 
bill No. S which was passed over when I was out of the Senate dur- 
ing the call of the Calendar. I do not think there can be any objec- 
tion to it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 58) to prevent abuses in 


respect to the mileage of district attorneys of the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] 

ont to the bill, but I satisfied him afterward that it was right. 

he Secretary read the amendment of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and in 
lieu thereof to insert: 

That no allowance shall be made to any district of the United States 
for traveling more than once during a term of any court of the United States in 
his district from his abode to the place where such court is holden. And ho shall 
not be allowed for traveling to such place, or to the place of any examination of a 
person charged with crime, before any judge or commissioner, or for returnin 
therefrom, when the place where the court is hold en or the examination is had shall 
be in the town, parish, or city in which the general and usual business of his office 
is conducted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I can explain this bill to the Senate in a 
minute. The Judiciary Committee unanimonsly directed me to report 
this bill as a substitute for a bill introduced by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] on the same subject. The purpose is to correct 
two abuses in respect to the mileage of district attorneys. In many 
places in this country the district attorneys of the United States live 
and transact their business at a considerable distance from the place 
where the Federal court is holden. The court may commence its term 
on a certain day and continue in session continuously for a month or 
two. The Judiciary Committee is of opinion that the district attor- 
ney should be allowed mileage but once in going to and returning 
from that court during any regular term. It has been the habit in 
some parts of the country to press for mileage every day. He is enti- 
tled to his daily attendance, but when he goes to the court once he 
ought to stay there, or at any rate, if he does not stay there, he should 
not be entitled to mileage for going and returning daily. That is one 
elause of the bill. 

The second arises out of this state of facts: In some parts of the 
country, particularly in the cities, the district attorney does not live 
in the city where the court is held, but lives out of it thirty or forty 
miles away and comes in every day. His place of business is in the 
city where the court is holden. Now, if his place of business is in 
the city where the court is holden, he should not be allowed mileage 
for anything whatever. He should not be allowed any ee at 
all. There may be examinations in the city, as there are special ex- 
aminations; and if his place of business is in that city he should 
conduct those examinations and have the usual charge for them, but 
not charge for mileage forty or fifty miles every day when he lives 
ont of the city and does business in the place. 

These are the two particulars in which, in the interest of economy, 
the Judiciary Committee thought abuses should be corrected. 

Mr. DORSEY. I should like to inquire what effect this bill would 
have upon the mileage of district attorneys in districts where the 
court is held at two or more places. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It is only that during a particular term of 
the court, if the district attorney does not live at the piace of its 
aoe and charges mileage, he shall be allowed it but «ace during 
the term. 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, but I ask the Senator what effect it wouid 
have where the court is held in two different places. The district 
attorney cannot live in both places. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Oh, no. If he lives where the court is 
holden he is not allowed any mileage at all; and in the other case 
when he lives in one place and the court is held in another place he is 
allowed mileage but once for going to and returning at any regular 
term from the place where the court is holden. I can illustrate in 
Illinois. The court is held at Springfield for the southern district ef 
Illinois. The district attorney lives at Charleston, a hundred miles 
from there. The court is held twice a year and continnes in session 
four or five months. The district attorney should not be allewed 
mileage for going home every Saturday night and coming back Mon- 
day morning. 

Then again in Detroit, the district attorney for the eastern district 
of Michigan lives at Ypsilanti, which is thirty or forty miles from 
Detroit. His place of business is in Detroit. He has no office at 
Ypsilanti at all, but his place of business is Detroit, and he transacts 
all his business there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What mileage are they now allowed? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Ihave forgotten what the mfleage is. This 
is for the benefit of the country at large. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. b 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT COURT FOR WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, I ask unanimons consent of the 
Senate to take up the bill (H. R. No. 2860) changing the times of hold- 
ing terms of the district court for the district of West Virginia. It 
has passed the House, been referred to the Committee ou the Judi- 
ciary here, and reported favorably without any amendment from that 
committee. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Reserving the right to object to the considera- 
tion of the bill, I should like to inquire of the Senator from West 
Virginia whether this establishes terms at any other places than those 
now prescribed by law? 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The bill makes no change whatever in the ex- 
isting law, except as to the days of holding the district courts. The 
reason for immediate action is this: it is now about time for the 

ring terms of the court to commence at the various places where 
it is held ; and if the change is to take place the judge, the district 
attorney, and all parties interested, desire to know it at as early a 
period às possible. The bill has already passed the House, has been 
reported favorably by the Senate Judiciary Committee, and there is 
no objection to it in any part of our State. It meets with the appro- 
bation of the judge, of the district attorney, and the members of the 
bar. It simp 3 tho time for holding the district court. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No. 1487. This is a bill reported by the Senate Committee on 
Claims, and makes an appropriation for the payment of claims re- 
ported to Congress under section 2 of the act approved June 16, 1874, 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 1487) making ap- 
propriations for the payment of claims reported to Congress under 
section 2 of the act approved June 16, 1874, by the Secretary of the 


The bill was reported by the Committee on Claims, with amend- 
ments, 

The first amendment reported by the committee was in line 126 to 
strike out the words “and seventy-five” before “dollars ;” so as to 
read: 

Charles G. Tackau, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 180 to strike out“ Dickenson” 
and insert “ Dickerson; ” so as to read: 

To Nathan C. Dickerson, $901. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 332 after “ W. B.“ to insert “ Sel- 
by;” after “Dorothy” to insert M.,” and after “Sanders” to strike 
out “ B.“ and insert T; “ and at the end of the clause to insert “upon 
said Townsend filing a duly authenticated certificate of guardianship 
of said infants;” so as to make the clause read: 

To W. B. Selby and Dorothy M. Selby, Sanders T. Scott, and B. F. Townsend, 
guardian of Samuel B. Scott and Susan L. Scott, infants, $696, upon said Town- 
send filing a duly authenticated certificate of guardianship of said infants. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in 
P.;“ so as to read: 

To Charles P. B. Jefferys, $185.22, 

The amendment was to. 2 

The next amendment was in line 391 after the word “ninety” to 
strike out “six” and insert “three ;” so as to read: 

To John D. Brewster, $993.31. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of line 428 “upon fil- 
ing with the Secretary of the Treasury a duly authenticated copy of 
letters testamentary; so as to make the clause read: 

To Lucy E. Dowdy, executrix of the last will and testament of William P. Dowdy, 
deceased, $724.23, upon filing with the Secretary of the Treasury a duly authenti- 
cated copy of lotters testamentary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 451 to strike out “Grant” and 
insert “ Gant ;” so as to read: 

To William P. Gant $300, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was at the end of line 457 to insert “upon 
filing with the Secretary of the Treasury a duly authenticated copy 
of his letters of administration of said estate; ” so as to make the clause 
read; 


line 367 after “Charles” to insert 


To Thomas K. Griggs, administrator of the estate of Julian Cannes, deceased, 
$293.75, upon filin ith the Secretary of the Treasury a duly anthenticated copy 
of his letters of nistration of said estate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 728 and 729, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

To Samuel C. Ludington $6,520, 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make a statement about the case of 
Samuel C. Ludington. I was the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Claims, to which that claim was referred for examination. In conse- 
quence of some evidence brought to the attention of the committee, 
it was conceived that Mr. Ludington’s loyalty had not been proved 
so clearly as to justify the committee in reporting in favor of the 
allowance of this claim to him, and so this amendment was reported 
striking itout. Since that time a number of affidavits have been pre- 
sented to me, whick I will proceed to read if the Senate desire, which 
I think fully establish the fact that Mr. Ludington was a loyal man 
pias the meaning of that term as unders in the allowance of 


Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
any of the additional affidavits have been submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Claims at all? 

Mr. MORGAN. They have not been, and Iam about to ask the 
chairman of the ee ee and members of the committee whether 
they would prefer to have the matter recommitted for examination 
before the committee or to consider the evidence now presented in the 
Senate. The evidence has satisfied my mind that proof of Mr. Lud- 
3 loyalty is sufficiently strong and decisive to justify us in the 
allowance of the claim; and there is no objection to the claim except 
in reference to Mr. Ludington’s loyalty. 

I would say that my construction of the duties of the committee in 
respect to matters of this kind was that after the Department officers 
had acted upon the question they had created by their decision in his 
favor so strong a presumption at least as would justify the commitiee 
in passing in favor of the claim, although they might not if the mat- 
ter had been res integra have reported in that way on the evidence pre- 
sented in the record. This evidence has been supplemented by some 
re ee and complete affidavits upon the point of loyalty. 

. MCMILLAN. If the Senator rmit me to make a sug- 
— to him, I will take the liberty of doing so. Would it not be 
tter to present this claim in a special act and permit this bill to go 
through and be acted upon with the amendment, and have this mat- 
ter come up on its merits in the shape of a special bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would suggest to the Senator that, if the amend- 
ment is pipea in the form presented by the report of tho commit- 
tee, it will be a final rejection of the claim. It may be considered 
conclusive action of the Senate against the allowance of the claim 
under any circumstances, I am afraid. This claim may be recommit- 
ted, however, for futher consideration, 

Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator will allow me a mo- 
ment—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Just a remark before I yield. I was about to say 
that I would prefer, so far as I am individually concerned, that the 
Senate would act upon the evidence rather than recommit the bill, 
because it is not very extensive and I think will be sufficiently satis- 
factory to the Senate. If not, I should prefer that the bill should be 
recommitted. This matter is not in my charge except that it ha 

ned to be committed to me as a subcommittee. I do not know Mr. 

ei WO and have no responsibility in the matter. The Senators 
from West Virginia know all about him, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend from Alabama has charge 
of the papers, I understand, and also of this special claim before the 
committee. Therefore I disclaim any desire to take it from my friend 
from Alabama. But what I wanted to say to the Senator from Min- 
nesota was that it would be very unusual indeed to strike a claim 
from perhaps five hundred others that have been passed upon by the 
Departments and by the House of Representatives and which comes 
here now disagreed to only by the committee of the Senate. It should 
stand or fall on its own merits and not have to go through the various 
forms it has already gone throngh and which have been favorable up 
to the present time. I am informed that it will not take ten minutes 
to read the additional affidavits that have been presented since the 
committee acted on this claim. I am not in possession of one of them, 
but they are made by gentlemen who I know were as loyal as any 
man and during the whole time of the war were on the side the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota was on and who feel to-day just as he feels, I have 
no doubt. I know those gentlemen well. Ido not know the claim- 
ant; I never met him but once and that was here in the city; he lives 
in a different section of the State from me; but I know the gentle- 
men who have made affidavits to his loyalty. TheSenate should bear 
in mind that these affidavits have been made since the action of the 
Senate committee. Ihope the Senator from Alabama will send to the 
desk to be read these affidavits, at least one or two of the strongest 
of them and whatever may be called for, and let us act on the claim 
here. The claimant, as I understand, knew of no question of his loy- 
alty until after the committee acted on the claim. Since then he has 
been here as Ihave been told and several gentlemen with him and they 
have filed affidavits giving their views of his loyalty, and they knew 
him during the entire war. 

Mr. SARGENT. It seems to me that it is a very unsatisfactory way 
of passing upon evidence to haye it read first at the Clerk’s desk and 
then acted upon by the Senate. It is very much better that the evi- 
sea should be sifted by the committee and considered by them, I 
thin 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does the Senator know the condi- 
tion of this bill? S 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand that this claim is excepted by the 
rest of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As I understand it (and any Sena- 
tor will set me right if I am wrong, for I have not examined tho bill or 
looked carefully intq it) these claims are first passed upon by the De- 
partments, sent from there to the House and considered by its com- 
mittee. Here are perhaps five hundred claims, small ones and large 
ones together; the bill providing for them has passed tho House, come 
before the committee here, and no question is raised in the commit- 
tee; at least the claimant himself knew of no question. Since then 
a question arose, and he has filed affidavits. 

. SARGENT. The action of the Departments of course would 
not be conclusive; otherwise action would not be required by Con- 
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It is contrary to our rules to refer to what took place in the 
other Honse to influence the action of this body by what has hap- 
pened there; and I suppose my friend does not intend to have his ar- 
gument bear that construction. The fact that the claim passed the 
other House is not sufficient to arrest attention here in the Senate 
otherwise than as a mere routine matter of business. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend certainly does not think 
it ont of place to state the fact that the bill has passed the House. 
That was the only reference I made to the House. This is a House 
bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The committee had before it all the evidence 
which was presented by this claimant to the Commissary-General 
and to the Third Anditor of the Treasury who passed upon the claim 
and reported the same to Congress for its consideration, The evi- 
dence upon which the allowance of the claim was made the commit- 
tee deemed wholly insufficient to sustain the loyalty of the claimant, 
and on that ground the claim was stricken from this bill, which em- 
braces a large number of other claims. 

As the request to read the affidavits is made by a member of the 
Committee on Claims, I do not know that I should interpose an ob- 
jection to having the affidavits read; but I certainly will oppose the 
reinsertion of claim in this bill, and shall ask that it be referred 
to the proper officers for re-examination and report to Congress. 
Then the claimant will have an od or of submitting his proofs 
and they will be properly examined. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to have these affidavits read before the 
Senate unless the committee are satisfied to have the matter entered 
upon here and considered without a re-reference of the subject to the 
committee, I think the more regular proceeding would be to recom- 
mit this claim to the Committee on Claims in order that they may 
make a separate report upon it. In fact it was so regarded by the 
committee at the time they took action on it, that the effect of the 
action of the committee in reporting against the claim would be to 
refer it back to the proper department of the Government for recon- 
sideration there. I do not desire to have the claim pressed on the at- 
tention of the Senate against the objection of the committee, I merely 
said this, that if the committee were willing the claim should be con- 
sidered in open Senate, then I would send the evidence to the desk 
and have it read by the Secretary; otherwise I would not. But if the 
friends of Mr. Ludington desire to have this matter now finally dis- 

of, and so request, I will send these papers to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask that they may be read in order that the vote of the Senate 
may be taken upon the final rejection of the claim now and here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Can this particular claim be recommitted to the 
Committee on Claims for reinvestigation without committing the 
whole bill? ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cameron, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) Does the Senator propound that question to the Chair? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, I want information of the Chair or some 
gentleman who can give it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that it can be. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am inclined to think that if this particular claim 
could be recommitted, it would be well to recommit it without recom- 
mitting the bill; but I was not sure whether that could be done, 

Mr, WHYTE. As I understand it, of course that can be recom- 
mitted to the committee, but it loses its place in the bill which came 
from the House of Representatives. Tho bill will be passed and go 
back to the House, and this claim must be reported as a new and dis- 
tinct bill from this committee, That would not be just to this claimant. 
He onght to have the benefit of going in this omnibus bill if he is 
entitled to be pet; and therefore, if therò is any doubt about it the 
whole bill ought to be referred back to the committee and let them 
report on this claim with the other claims. That is simply just. I 
move, therefore, that the whole bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland. . 

Mr, COCKRELL. Lhope that will not be done. There are a large 
number of claimants from various States of the Union who are inter- 
ested in this bill, and whose claims ought to have been considered 
during the Forty-fourth Congress. This bill is a bill which properly 
belonged to the second session of the Forty-fourth Congress. It was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, where we gave it a very care- 
ful examination. In that investigation it was deemed right to strike 
out this claim of Mr. Ludington. It can either be referred back to 
the Secretary of War for reopening and reinvestigation by the Com- 
missary Department or it can be referred to the Committee on Claiins 
and separately investigated; and I ask the Senator from Maryland 
if he is doing justice to two or three hundred claimants from the 
State of Maryland by proposing to defer, delay, or postpone their just 
claims until this claim can be investigated. I say there is injustice 
in deferring and postponing the claimants from Maryland, West Vir- 
ginia, and all the other States, and making them depend upon the 
action in this one given case. I hope the motion will not prevail. 

Mr. WHYTE. t me answer the proposition and the inducement 
thrown out to me by the Senator from Missouri in r to cluims 
from Maryland. I do not know any claims from Maryland any more 
than from Missouri. I represent upon this floor the people of the 
United States, and I recognize all alike, whether they come from the 
North or the South, the East or the West. 


This gentleman’s claim was in this bill when it came from the 
House of Representatives. He is entitled to the same consideration 
as any claimant from Maryland is entitled to, and I know no differ- 
ence. If the claim has been passed upon as a correct claim at the 
War Department, if it has prea the committee unobjected to as a 
correct claim and is only held because of the difficulty in establishing 
his loyalty and now that difficulty is removed, he is entitled to all the 
benefits of the other claimants as the bill came from the House of 
Representatives; and for that reason, if there is only that question, 
the delay of a day or an hour will do nothing to these claimants in 
other parts of the country; and it is due to him; he has got as much, 
right, if he was a loyal man, to be paid to-morrow his money as all 
these other loyal claimants have a right to be paid theirs, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not know anything about this particular 
claim ; but as the bill came to us we have to vote now either to con- 
cur in the amendment of the committee striking out this particular 
claim or we must consider the claim which it is pro to strike 
out. The bill came to us from the House with this claim in it. AsI 
understand, this claim has been examined by the proper accounting 
officers and the House passed a bill with this claimant as one of the 
claimants to be paid. The Senate committee have not considered that 
the proof of loyalty was sufficient. Hence we have one standard of 
loyalty at the Departments, another standard in the House, and a 
third in the Senate. Now if we adopt the committee's amendment 
and refuse to pay this man, then we at once say that the proof sub- 
mitted to the e tye and to the House of Representatives was 
not sufficient and that we adopt the exclusive standard of loyalty 
established by this committee. 

My opinion is that the proper time to hear this question is now ; 
and here is the place. It is stated that this gentleman has proven 
his loyalty. We can consider it as well as the committee. If he 
furnishes proof that satisfies me he isa loyal man, I am bound to 
vote for his claim. On the con the committee having thought 
it questionable, unless he removes that doubt I must concur with 
the committee. But the proof is here, I am told. Why delay it at all? 
Why send it back to the committee or strike it out from this bill? 
Let us carey 

Mr. McMIL The Senator from Delaware is mistaken in sup- 
posing there are different ays of loyalty. Ido not understand that 
the Treasury Department, or the House of resentatives, or the 
Senate of the United States differ in regard to the degree of loyalty 
required. The only question is as to the proof of loyalty. This claim 
is presented under an act of Congress approved July 4, 1864, which 
has been amended by two acts subsequent Spana, the act of Febru- 
ary 21, 1867, and the act of June 16, 1874. These acts provide that 
claims for quartermaster supplies and commissary stores taken and 
used by the Army of the United States from loyal citizens, where re- 
ceipts were given by the proper officers or where receipts were not 
given by the proper officers, shall be prosented to the Commissary- 

neral or Quartermaster-General, according to the nature of the case, 
be passed upon by that officer, be returned to the Third Anditor of 
tha Teenie be upon by that officer and the Comptroller of 
the Treasury. ese officers then rt all such claims as they ap- 
prove to Congress for its consideration. This claim of Ludington 
comes in the bill from the House of Representatives, along with the 
other claims of that class. The Senate Committee on Claims in con- 
sidering these claims and in the examination of the proofs submitted 
by this claimant, discovered that he had not furnished any evidence 
whatever from himself as to his own loyalty. He submitted no par- 
ticle of testimony from himself as to his loyalty, and whatever camo 
from any other source was of so slight a character that we did not 
regard it as sufficient to establish the fact of his loyalty, and there- 
fore we struck the claim from the bill which we reported to the Senate. 

Now, so far as any inconvenience to this claimant is concerned, it 
seems to me he cannot object to the passage of this bill. He knew 
that his loyalty must be established before all these officers; he sub- 
mitted them all the peoo he desired; and as they passed up to the 
Senate they came before us, and he submitted the case to us upon the 
same proofs; and now, these proofs having been acted upon and 
deemed insuficient, he presents here, outside of the committee, after 
their action, some ex parte evidence which be claims sustains his loy- 
alty. This is certainly no place to examine that question. It having 
been examined by the committee in its deliberations, now to present 
such proofs in open Senate seems to be an unusual course. The claim 
can be referred back to the same officers under whose examination it 
has already gone, and if they report the same with additional evi- 
dence, then we can act upon it and let it take its due course, and let 
this epee 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, I desire to say a fow words upon 
this matter. It seems to me that the shorter course for this case to 
take is for the Senate to hear this testimony. It will not take half 
the time for the affidavits and letters to be read that the discussion 
has already taken. If that shall satisfy the Senate that this party, 
Mr. Ludington, was loyal, it will be very easy for the Senate to say 
so. If, however, the course suggested by the chairman of the com- 
mittee be taken, and this claim be recommitted to go back to the 
Commissary-General, it will take this claim several years to go through 
the various Departments It is several years since this claim 
was originally filed; and if it goes there it will take several years 
before the matter comes before Congress again. It will not take ten 
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minutes, I suppose, for the documents in the possession of the Senator 
from Alabama to be read, and if they shall satisfy the Senate of the 
loyalty of this party it seems to me that for us to act promptly will 
be a better course and more just than to take the other course. I see 
no impropriety in having the testimony read, It will not take over 
ten minutes, and when it shall be read I then will take occasion, 
which I deem it my duty to do, to say what I know of the witnesses. 
I do not know personally of the loyalty of these witnesses for I was 
not in West Virginia at that time, but I know how they stand in the 
community as having been loyal men during the whole war. I hope 
that course will be taken by the Senate instead of sending this man 
back again to the Commissary-General, from which Department he 
originally came, 

Mr.SARGENT. Mr. President, this is not a small claim ; it amounts 
to thousands of dollars. It is worth while to try it with some delib- 
eration. I do not think three or four er parte affidavits read at the 
desk, against the opinion of the committee, should be satisfactory. It 
is not a sifting of testimony by any means. Iam informed that this 
person, Mr. Ludington, when sued upon a contract or contracts for 
the purchase of goods, pleaded in the courts that he purchased those 
peel on behalf of the confederate government; that the court was 
compelled to admit the plea, and that he escaped responsibility on 
account of his agency for the confederate government in that respect. 
The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD] informs me that 
they rejected the plea. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The plea was rejected as not good in law. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very good. The plea at any rate was made, It 
was his allegation, unquestionably under oath, that he was the agent 
of the confederate government for the purchase of goods, Thatisa 
very material confession, He could not be the agent of the confed- 
erate government for the purchase of goods, and be a Joyal man. He 
could not serve it in any capacity and bealoyal man. No one in the 
Senate can have any question on that point. Then if Mr. Smith, 
Mr. Brown, or Mr. Somebodyelse, who are entirely impersonal to me, 
come in here and make half-page affidavits to the loyalty of this man, 
in the face of the fact confessed by his friends that he did plead in 
the courts that he was the agent of the confederate government for 
the purchase of goods and supplies, what effect should that have? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask whether that 
plea was put in personally or by counsel? Counsel may plead the 
statute of limitations when the party would not think of it himself. 

Mr. SARGENT. Unquestionably if the plea was put in by his 
counsel, it was put in for him, with his consent. At any rate it is 
worth while to inquire whether it was, or whether he swore to it or 
not; and the records of the courts are open. The case is not complete 
by reading these affidavits here. Let us see the record and find out 
what that plea was. The action of the committee in striking out this 
case is obviously correct, The individual comes and endeavors to put 
through a claim of this kind for thousands of dollars without any 
evidence at all of his loyalty, and manages to run through till he is 
arrested by the Senate committee. They observe the absence of this 
proof, and for that reason reject it; and we find here in the discussion 
that this person was an agent of the confederate government as pleaded 
in the courts by himself and on his behalf, and that in itself is evi- 
dence to show that the committee builded even wiser than they knew 
and that they did put their finger on the right man. It seems to me 
it would be an injustice to the ury of the United States to pass 
through a claim like this, with the rules which govern usin allowing 
these claims, with the requirements of law in reference to the loyalty 
of parties. When it shall happen in the progress of legislation, of 

ghtenment, or of anything else, that we shall obliterate all dis- 
tinctions in paying claims of this kind between those who were loyal 
and those who were disloyal, then the course proposed on this bill 
might be a proper one; but as long as we make that distinction and 
insist on it for the defense of the Treasury of the United States, this 
course is entirely improper, and I insist that we ought to have a further 
investigation of this matter than can be had by reading a few ex parte 
affidavits at the desk. 

Mr. HEREFORD. What I desire is that this matter shall be ex- 
plained by the party himself as to these allegations as to the plea put 
in court as to his agency in buying and furnishing goode, under what 
circumstances it was done. If the testimony exculpates him in the 
view of the Senate, then the Senate will surely allow the claim. All 
Task is that the Senate will hear him. The documents are in the 
possession of the Senator from Alabama, who was a subcommittee 
and had charge of the matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this case came from the Depart- 
ments. The papers were sent here showing the action of the officers 
of the different Departments on the claim. On looking into that 
batch of papers it did not appear affirmatively that this man was 
disloyal to the United States. There was some evidence tending to 
show that he was loyal. His own affidavit, however, was not found 
in the files. He did not take the oath of loyalty. I took the ground 
before the committee, and I take it here, that after the proper officers 
of the Departments of the Government have examined a claim and 
the evidence on which it is based and the evidence touching the loy- 
alty of the party who makes the claim and are satisfied that upon all 
these considerations the claim — to be allowed and reported to 
Con , our duty is rather in the nature of provision by way of 
appropriation to pay the claim than an investigation of it de novo. 
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The committee disagreed with me about that, and they required an 
investigation of the various claims. In looking into this particular 
claim and in attending also to some statements that were made which 
were not found in the record, it was ascertained that the loyalty of 
this man was very doubtful. Thereupon the committee agreed that 
they would make such a report on this case as that it should be re- 
committed to the proper officers of the Government for investigation. 
Afterward I moved to reconsider that action with a view of bringing 
to the attention of the committee again the proposition that the ac- 
tion of the Department officers upon a claim of this sort created a 
presumption in favor of the claimant which would relieve the com- 
mittee from the further consideration of the question of his loyalty. 

Now, so far as the record is concerned, there is proof of his loyalty, 
but there is a want of an affidavit on his own part vouching his loyalty. 
That, taken in connection with certain statements made by gentle- 
men in reference to the actual conduct of this party, some of which 
have found their way now into this debate on this bill, induced the 
committee to make the report rejecting the claim for the present and 
recommending that it should be referred to the Departments for re- 
investigation. I think that a great many of these claims, if they 
were investigated to the bottom, if the committees of the Senate and 
the House see proper to go into a full and complete investigation, 
would prove to be invalid when tested by this very question of loy- 
alty. Iam not able to state in reference to any but the case of Lud- 
ington, because none other has passed under my immediate observa- 
tion; and what might satisfy one Senator in reference to the loyalty 
of a party perhaps would not satisfy another on that same point; but 
now the committee have made a report upon this large bill, includ- 


ioga Great many claims. 

r. MCMILLAN, Will the Senator from Alabama say whether or 
not the facts in this case were at all sufficient, whether he considered 
them sufficient ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I said that they do not satisfy my mind. The 
evidence was not sufficient to satisfy my mind of the loyalty of Mr. 
Ludington ; but it had satisfied sworn officers of the Government who 
had been appointed by the law to investigate these claims; and they 
having reported favorably and they being satisfied, I did not know or 
believe that it was our duty to investigate the grounds of their de- 
cision, but 1 thought we should take their decision as creating a pre- 
sumptive case of loyalty in favor of the claimant. That was my view 
of the duty of the committee and the Senate in reference to cases of 
this kind under this law. Still, the committee overruled me on that 
proposition, and hence it was my duty to investigate it, and in mak- 
ing the investigation I was not personally satistied of his loyalty on 
the evidence found in the record, and the committee was not satisfied 
of his loyalty; and that is the attitude of the case before the Senate 
now. 

I do not wish to see this case placed in an attitude where Mr. Lud- 
ington will be deprived of any right that he possesses. Evidence 
has come to my ion since that time. I do not know Mr. Lud- 
ington, but some of his friends have placed evidence in my posses- 
sion which, if it does not clearly demonstrate his loyalty, is evidence 
in his favor. 

Now, it seems to me the question is simply this: Will the Senate 
consider this evidence now presented, or will the Senate refer the 
subject back to the committee, in order that the committee may con- 
sider the evidence and give another report or a separate report on 
this case? That proposition has this difficulty attending it, as I un- 
derstand, that it wi uire the reeommittal of the entire bill. I 
am not sufficiently acquainted with the rules of parliamentary pro- 
cedure in the Senate to be able to state, on my own personal judg- 
ment, whether that would be the effect or not; whether the entire 
bill would have to go back to the committee, or whether this particu- 
lar claim would have to go back to it. If the individual claim can 

o back to the committee aud be investigated, and the Senate take 

nal action on the remaining claims in this bill, then I should be in 
favor of recommitting this particular claim and having final action 
on the others, I leaveit, of course, for Senators tosay. Iam entirely 
willing that the chairman of the committee should indicate what 
action he desires to have taken in the premises, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ithink perhaps there can be no difficulty in refer- 
ring this claim back to the committee if it is stricken from this bill. 
If it is stricken from the bill of course the bill remains and can pass 
with that amendment, and the claim can be re-referred to the com- 
mittee for its examination. Upon consultation with several members 
of the committee I have no objection to inte to a reference of 
the claim back to the committee rather than send it to the Depart- 
ment and let it go back to the committee with the additional proofs; 
but it should be understood that it is referred back upon the pre- 
sentation of additional proofs which are referred to the committee. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I rise simply to propound a question for infor- 
mation either to the chairman of the committee or to the Presiding 
Officer. If the course be taken which is indicated now by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama and this particular claim be recommitted to the 
committee, and the committee should come to the conclusion that the 
claim should be allowed, and they should so report on a subsequent 
occasion to this body, and if the claim then should pass, I ask whether 
that would be a final action upon the bill, and it would then become 
a law upon receiving the signature of the President, or whether it 
would have to go back to the Honse? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would undoubtedly have to go Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand the rules, when the motion to 


back to the House. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I understand if that course should be taken the 
bill would have to go back to the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL, This bill will have to go back any way. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that the Committee 
on Claims meet the day after to-morrow, that is on Wednesday, and 
I cannot see that there would be much time lost or any great injustice 
done to any one by recommitting the bill to the committee. This man 
is entitled to all the consideration that is given to any other claim- 
ant. I understand he is the only man out of perhaps five hundred 
claimants in the bill—I do not know how many, I speak without an 
knowledge—who has been selected by the committee to be rejected. 
I can see no great inconvenience that would result to anybody by- 
allowing the bill to be recommitted, and on Wednesday, the regular 
meeting day, let the committee take into consideration the additional 
evidence, or the evidenee, as it has been said there was none before, 
though the Department were satisfied without this additional evi- 
dence that it was a just claim. The House was satisfied without the 
additional evidence; yet if the committee of the Senate want addi- 
tional evidence, let the bill be recommitted, and on Wednesday this 
case can be d upon in committee, if the committee desire, and 
the bill will be before the Senate again, and upon their report I should 
be willing to stand. I know not the claimant, eXcept that I met him 
once, but I do know a number of gentlemen who have testified to his 
loyalty, and I believe them to be as loyal as any men in the Senate, 
no matter what construction is put upon the word “ loyalty.” 

This is a citizen of the State which I in part represent, and of course 
I have a natural feeling to have justice done him. If he is not a loyal 
man and if his is not a just claim, I have no wish to have it go through 
the Senate. Iam told, and upon good authority, that this man lost 
ten times the amount that is here awarded and that he claimed ten 
times as much, but that this particular portion allowed here, some 
$6,000, is compensation for benefits directly rendered to the Commis- 
sary Department, things taken under regular orders in the regular 
way. I understand that there was much property taken from him in 
an irregular way and that damage was done to him to perhaps six or 
eight times the amount of this award. He ought to have a fair op- 
portunity to make out his case. It has been now, as we all know, 
nearly fifteen years since the seizure took place when the Government 

ot this man’s goods. I am told by men, concerning whose actions 
Serag the entire war no one has any doubt, that this man, as many 
other men within the confederate lines, may have been obliged some- 
times to act a little inconsistently compared with the way one would 
act on the other side of the line. You must bear in mind that very 
many men within the confederate lines had to keep their mouths shut 
and sometimes they had to act apparently a little on the other side 
in order to save their property and to save themselves. Iwas one of 
the gentlemen who happened to be on the border, sometimes within 
the lines of one army and sometimes within those of the other, and 
one of those who had to suffer from both parties largely, and I am 
very sure that I should have kept my mouth very quiet if my doing 
so would have saved very much property that was lost. I will not 
dwell on that further for myself, because this is not my case; but I 
do know what gentlemen living farther north, men who were not 
within the confederate lines, could not possibly have known. A great 
deal of property was lost. This man probably lost $60,000 instead of 
$6,000; but this item is to pay for property, as I understand, which 
was taken and used by the Commissary Department, in regard to which 
there is no question at all that the Government got the benefit. They 

t the particular property from this man and used it, as they would 

uy it from a man north of the line. It is true there is some proof 
here that Mr. Ludington did make some plea in the courts, or his 
counsel did for him; Bat what that was I do not know. He wassued 
on both sides of the line, I am told, and he was in a very troublesome 

ition; and you know that allowance must be made for a person 
in such a situation. Therefore, I hope no one will object to having 
the bill recommitted, and on Thursday it can be here again in just 
the shape that the committee may think proper to report it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I certainly cannot consent to a recommittal of 
the bill. The bill should have been considered in its regular course 
at the last session of Con ; but owing to circumstances existing 
at that time it was not then considered, and it has come up in con- 
nection with a subsequent bill at this session of Congress. It was 
reported to the Senate on the 2ist of February the present year, and 
it is usual, I believe, to pass these bills at the earliest day after they 
are reported. There are a large number of claimants concerned in 
the bill, involving small amounts for the most part; but of course it 
is a matter important to the claimants, and where the claims are to 
be allowed they should not be delayed on account of the claim of 
Ludington, which was not supported by evidence. The committee 
can give no assurance to the Senate that it can dispose of Luding- 
ton’s case at the next meeting of the committee. We are crowded 
with business, and it may be impossible for us to consider his claim 
at the next meeting and the bill would be delayed until the commit- 
tee could find time to take up the case. Let the case be stricken 
from the bill and, as I have stated, I shall interpose no objection to 
having the claim recommitted, and the claimant can then submit 
whatever additional evidence he has upon the question of loyalty, 
which the committee will consider and report upon. 


strike out is sustained, then a resolution will be in order to refer this 
claim, and all the papers connected with it, to the Committee on 
Claims, and if the amendment of the committee to strike ont this item 
is sustained I will offer a resolution, which the Clerk is preparing, to 
commit this case to the Committee on Claims, and it will receive im- 
mediate consideration by the committee. I think that is the proper 
course, and the only course that should be pursued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the motion to 
recommit the bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. As I submitted the nrotion I will say that I did it 
only to test the sense of the Senate. If the Senate desires to take 
this man’s case out of its position in the general bill and send it back 
to the committee to be reported by them as a new bill, and to go back 
to the House of Representatives as a new single bill, to take its 
chances later in the session to get through the House, of course the 
will do as suggested by the Senator from Missouri; that is, submit 
this separate portion of the bill to the committee; but if they desire 
to put this man’s claim upon an equal. footing with all the other 
claims that came from the War Department and went to the House 
of Representatives and passed the House of Representatives and came 
here, the Senate will recommit the whole bill. Inasmuch as there is 
no inquiry, as I understand it, to be made but the single one of his 
loyalty, there would be no trouble whatever in the Committee on 
Claims reporting the bill the next day after they held a meeting to 
consider the subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN, The Senate would not distinguish against this 
claimant in striking his claim from the Dill, as the committee rec- 
ommend, except in so far as he himself has rendered it necessary. 
The other claimants in the bill have submitted, so far as the commit- 
tee is advised, ample proofs of their loyalty, and the committee has 
acted upon those proofs. This claimant has not submitted proofs of 
his loyalty, and the committee have determined not to allow the 
claim. It is his misfortune if he can prove his loyalty and has not 
done it. The Senate certainly would not be taking any partial action 
as to him in concurring in the recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. WHYTE. The very statement of the Senator from Minnesota 
only adds foree to my proposition, because, as I understand, when 
the claims were before the committee, this man was not notified and 
required to prove his loyalty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nor was any one else. 

Mr. McMILLAN, He had notice by the act of Congress that it 
was necessary te prove his loyalty, and he had all the notice that 
other claimants had that the bill was reported to Congress for their. 
consideration. 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes; and the House of Representatives told him 
that he had furnished ample proof of his loyalty by passing his claim 
in the nature of a law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And the Department told him also. 

Mr. WHYTE. And the Department also, which sent his claim to 


the House of Representatives. 


Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Maryland has no right to refer 
to the action of the House as an argument to influence this body. 

Mr. INGALLS. The interest that the Senators from West Virginia 
feel in the passage of this portion of the bill relating to one of their 
constituents is very natural, but it certainly is very unjust to allow 
a claim at best of donbtfal legality to interfere to prevent action 

ainst several hundred claims that are confessed to be just. It is 
also unjust to the Senate, that has spent considerable time in the 
reading and consideration of this bill. But I want to make a single 
observation upon the question of loyalty. Ihave read all the evi- 
dence that is proposed to be submitted by the Senator from Alabama 
in support of the loyalty of Mr. Ludington. I wish the Senate would 
consent to have it reported at length for its consideration. I do not 
believe after it has been read that there is a single Senator upon 
either side of the Chamber who would say that this claimant was 
entitled to one moment’s standing in court. I believe the matter 
could be decided in vastly less time than has already been consumed 
ony upon the reading of that testimony. 

As I understand the case of Mr. Ludington, he was an agent of the 
Confederate States during the war, engaged in the purchase of cattle, 
stores, and supplies for the subsistence of thearmy. In several cases 
where suits have been brought against him in the courts of West 
Virginia by n who sold him material in that capacity he has 
pleaded, as I am advised, the illegality of those contracts upon the 

und that he was acting as agent for the confederate government. 
am told further that those who claim to present evidence in favor 
of his loyalty only say at the most that he was at heart with the Union 
cause, but that, being at that time a man of large fortune, it was ne- 
cessary for him, in order to prevent financial ruin, that he should dis- 
guise and conceal his real sentiments, and that it was necessary for 
him to remain inside the confederate lines in order to poteet his prop- 
erty, and tbat, while he was at heart a Union man, he disguised his 
Union convictions for the purpose of saving hisestate. I believe that 
state of facts fully appears in the evidence that is offered to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate. If it is so, I am very confident that no one 
upon either side of this Chamber would favot the support of this 
HART I hope, therefore, it may be read; but, in any event, I protest 
against the injustice of recommitting this entire bill for the parae 
of enabling still further controversy to be had upon a doubtful claim. 
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If the amendment of the committee is d to and this claim is 


‘stricken out, then the bill can pass; the claim of Mr. Ludington can | den 


be recommitted to the committee by resolution and acted upon as a 
separate bill; there is no injustice done to him; and there is injustice 
alone to others by the conrse that is proposed by the Senators from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I should be pleased to consent to 
hearing this testimony read if I thought it would not be a dangerous 
precedent for the Senate to set in regard to business before it. It 
seems to me it would do great injustice to the claimant and to the 
committee and to the Senate. If these ex parte affidavits should be 
read before the Senate and the Senate be called to pass on them im- 
mediately, what consideration could be given to the question of the 
claimant's loyalty. Great injustice might be done to him if, as the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has stated, he deems this ad- 
ditional evidence altogether insufficient; it may be that it has not 
been sufficiently considered. The proper mode, the just mode is to 
let this question be referred to and considered by the committee 
having jurisdiction of the claim. Then the claimant will have justice 
done to him. If he is a loyal man, it can be fairly considered, and 
he will have the benefit of a report of the committee on that subject; 
but to withdraw this matter from a committee, that committee having 
already considered the question upon the proofs submitted, would, it 
seems to me, be an altogether improper mode of discharging tho busi- 
ness of the Senate. Then if he is not a loyal man and if his proofs 
are insufficient, still it would seem to be unjust that he should delay 
otherclaimants in the prosecution and accomplishment of their claims, 
becanse these bills come in embracing a number of claimants, and a 
person disloyal may present a claim and attempt to crowd it through 
in such a bill hoping that it will not receive sufficient consideration. 
The Senate should consider these questions, I think the claim should 
be re-referred to the committee. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I desire to say, in order that justice may be done 
this claimant, Mr. Ludington, that I shall support the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland to recommit the whole bill, and then we can 
on Wednesday when the committee meets, consider this matter accord- 
ing to what the committee may think has been proven in regard to 
Mr. Ludington’s loyalty. That will cause a delay of only a day or 
two. If that cannot be had, then I should prefer that the testimony 
which is in the possession of the Senator from Alabama shall be read 
in open Senate, and let the Senate pass upon that evidence as to his 
loyalty, for, as I said before, if this case goes back to the Commissary- 
General, whence it came, he will be again four or live or six or seven 
yous waiting for this amount of money in the event that it should 

finally allowed him, ‘The bill has to go back to the House any way, 
for there are amendments to it, for its concurrence in those amend- 
ments. If this bill was to become a law by the action of the Senate 
to-day, only awaiting the signature of the President, then I could see 
the great harm to be done to the four or five hundred other claimants 
by this course; but that is not this case. This bill has to go back to 
the House in any event, and when it will get out of the House we do 
not know, So no great harm is done to other parties by a recom- 
mittal. I prefer, therefore, that the course marked out by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, that this whole bill shall be recommitted to the 
committee, should be pursued in this particular case. Let the Com- 
mittee on Claims pass on it, and report if they can on Wednesday on 
this particular matter, and the whole thing will be up before the Sen- 
ate again. If that cannot be done, then I hope the Senate will hear 
the testimony that is offered by the Senator from Alabama, and pass 
upon the claim of Mr. Ludington. 

It is true, as stated by the Senator from Minnesota, that when the 
committee examined this claim of Mr. Ludington they found it defi- 
cient in one fact, if in no more, and that was that the claimant him- 
self had failed to file any affidavit of his own loyalty, and the com- 
mittee thought a party asking for money to be paid him for property 
taken from him and putting it upon the ground of loyalty, as he 
must do under the Jaw, se to accompany that by an affidavit of 
his own showing his loyalty at that time. Now, if his loyalty is 
proven by other testimony which will fill up that gap, the committee 
will then be prepared to act in the first place and the Senate to follow 
it. In any event these other claimants cannot suffer the great hard- 
ey that bas been foreshadowed by the chairman of the committee 
and also by the Senator from Kansas. 

I hope, then, the motion of the Senator from Maryland will prevail 
and that the whole bill will be recommitted with this particular item. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the motion will not prevail. There will 
be no delay, not one minute's delay to the claim of this claimant, if 
his claim is stricken from this bill and it is reported back from the 
Committee on Claims. It can be reported to the Senate and will 
then go to the House. Now it is proposed to make all these other 
claimants suffer the delay incident to this one claim. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Can the Senator say how much 
delay and how long? 

Mr, COCKRELL. I will tell you how long. Here is a bill now on 
its passage. It is along bill; it has been read; all the amendments 
have been agreed to but one; it will pass the Senate to-day, and it 
will go to the House and be a law this week if this claim is stricken 
out. But if it be recommitted what will be the effect? I have looked 
over the evidence and I say to the Senate to-day that the Committee 
on Claims of the United States Senate will not believe that man to 


be a loyal man upon that evidence. He must have additional evi- 


ce. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator appears to be speak- 
ing for the committee. The Senator appears to assume to be the 
committee entire. Why? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not profess to be speaking for the commit- 
tee, and the Senator will pardon me if I say that he cannot take 
words out of my own mouth and misconstrue them. I say I do not 
believe the committee will do it, and I haye been a member of that 
committee and know the rules by which they are governed, and I do 
not speak for anybody else but myself. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now the Senator speaks for him- 
self; a moment he spoke for the committee. 

Mr. COCKR . Ialways speak for mysli I never arrogate to 
myself on this floor to represent anybody but my individual self. I 
say it will be an unnecessary delay, postponement, and procrastina- 
tion of the rights of several hundred claimants in this matter. This 
evidence has been examined by a number of Senators. There is no 
explanation of certain charges which were before the Committee on 
Claims. The Committee on Claims, as I understand the rules of law 
governing it, will either reject the claim peremptorily or they will 
give an opportunity of hearing it. I think there ought to be time 
given him to file additional evidence in the matter. Let him explain 
all these matters and see if he cannot satisfy the committee. But 
why shall all these claims be postponed until that can be done? He 
will not be delayed one minute longer if his claim is stricken from 
this bill and referred separately to the Committee on Claims than 
he will be if the whole bill is referred. 

Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator does not mean that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do mean that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then will the Senator allow me to 
correct him! 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It will be an entirely new bill when 
reported for his relief specially; and the Senator must see that being 
a new bill it must go through the different readings and take its 
chances in the House as well as here; but this bill is not a new bill; 
it is an amended House bill and will take its place at once for the 
House to a or di eto our amendments. In the one case there 
certainly will be a long delay in the House and in the other case the 
question is simply on concurrence ornon-concurrence. There must be 
two or three or four weeks’ difference in time, if not more. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I cannot see it, Mr. President. The Senator 
doubtless has his view, as he has expressedsit. Mine is just the ro- 
verse and held equally frankly and candidly. Ido not believe that 
it will postpone this man one particle. This bill has to go to the 
House. His bill will go to the House. His bill can be passed in the 
House just as rapidly as this bill can be passed, because the House 
has already once acted on the section allowing his claim, and if tho 
Senate committee report in favor of his claim it goes back to the 
House for its confirmation of its own act. The fact that it is a bill 
originating with the committee of the Senate confirming an act 
already acted upon by the House will not cause any unnecessary de- 
lay in the House; it will not be like a new bill going there which 
they have never investigated and upon which they have never acted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. ‘The Senator and I cannot differ 
when we understand each other. The Senator certainly. admits that 
if this claim comes back as a new bill, a Senate bill, it takes three 
days under the rules before it can be here, if there is no objec- 
tion Whatever. It goes to the House then. It there has to go through 
its several readings again and go to the committee. Now if this bill 
should be recommitted and reported back here on Thursday, we all 
know it will take its place as a bill on the Calendar, to. be called‘up 
the next moment and passed; it can go to the House; and there the 
question will simply be to concur or non-concur in the amendments, 
and it can be done the same day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same day if the bill is reported back from 
the Senate. I know if a new bill is reported back it can be acted 
SL by the Senate just as quickly as this bill can be when reported 


Mr. DAVIS, of West A nti Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All of them have to be acted on by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Oh, no; by right this bill came up 
in its place on the Calendar this morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not by right, It was called up by consent of 
the Senate, and when the other bill is reported back to the Senate, 
it will be placed on the Calendar, and it can be taken up by a major- 
ity vote of. the Senate at any time; and that is the way this bill was 
taken up this morning. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, the Senator knows that a bill 
reported cannot be taken up, if there is one objection, the same day 
it is reported, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis true; but this was not taken up on the 
first day it was reported; it has been on the Calendar for nearly two 
weeks. Any objection carries over any measure the day it is reported; 
but that makes no difference here. A separate bill can be passed just 
as quickly as this. I say it is an act of injustice, gross injustice, to 
delay all these claimants in their rights and postpone their interests 
in order to hang on to them this claim of Mr. Ludington. I hope the 
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motion will not prevail, and that the amendment of the committee 
to strike ont this claim will prevail, and then I shall offer this reso- 
lution : 


ee e Ss oe accompan 
ze Fane referred to the Committee on Claims with the additional e ing 
ce. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there are between five and six hundred 
claims in this bill, and there will be other bills at every session of 
Congress, or certainly at every Congress, emaria claims equal in 
number and in amount to those contained in this bill for a good many 
years to come. 

Mr. McMILLAN, There is another one pending now. 

Mr. HOAR. There is another one pending now of a like charac- 
ter, I understand. Now, the Senator from West Virginia certainly 
would not do with the claim of his constituent, if it be his constitu- 
ent whose case is referred to here, what he would not have the Senate 
do in all like cases hereafter that come up. And therefore, if his 
desire prevail in the case, where the committee 1 for adversely to 
one of the five or six hundred amounting to hundreds of thon- 
sands of dollars which shall come in for year after year till these 
war claims are disposed of, he expects to ask the Senate, or that 
somebody favoring the claim will ask the Senate, instead of striking 
the claim—which I think a report of the Committee on Claims of the 
Senate adverse establishes as a doubtful claim—he will ask the Sen- 
ate, instead of striking that out and having it reconsidered in the 
Department or having it considéred separately in the committee or by 
the Senate, to hear upon er parte affidavits all claims of that descrip- 
tion hereafter, delaying all the claimants concerning whom there is 
no dispute whatever until the Senate deals with that question, expos- 
ing the bill containing such a claim with five or six hun other 
undisputed ones to the chances of a difference of opinion between 
the two Houses and failing altogether, or will at least recommit the 
whole bill to the committee for a re-examination of this one claim, 
subject to be discussed and decided upon the merits by the Senate 
itself when the committee report. Now, I respectfully submit to the 
eminent Senators from West Virginia and to the Senate that that 
will be a very bad practice to establish, and that the Senate cannot 
stand it, if everybody situated as this claimant is has the right to ask 
of the Senate a uone of his claim upon affidavits in opon Senate, 
where the committee have reported against it, and a delay anda 
chance of a dispute between the two Honses until his case is settled 
on arecommitment of the whole and of the undisputed claims to 
the committee and the delay to come after the committee report. 

It seems to me that on consideration the Senators, whose desire to 
expedite the business of the Senate we all know, and whose candor 
we all know, will prefer that this claim should be recommitted, and 
it will have and should have precedence in the consideration of the 
Committee on Claims as a claim once nig Sista by the Department 
and once passed by the House, and once before the committee over 
other claims that are new. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator probably does not recol- 
lect that the Senators from West Virginia and other Senators who 
had charge of this particular claim asked this morning that the Sen- 
ate would permit the affidavits that had come to light since the action 
of the committee of the Senate to be read from the desk. They are 
very short. The reading perhaps would not have taken five minutes, 
So far as I know—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to call his attention to the 
fact that that was precisely what I was addressing myself to, against 
having a bearing of that character in open Senate? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senate is the place to know the 
facts upon which the committee arrived at their conclusion. The 
committee cannot say, We have rejected this claim and it shall not 
be discussed in the Senate.” 

Mr.McMILLAN. The Senator must be mistaken if he supposes the 
Senate does not know upon what testimony the committee acted. It 
has been distinctly stated by several Senators occupying the floor this 
morning that they considered all the testimony submitted by this 
claimant and that they deemed it insufficient. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator considered all the 
evidence before the committee, how is it that there is evidence here 
now that we ask to have read and he is objecting to it? He does not 
want the Senate to know the new evidence that has come in. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, just let the Senator keep his 
seat until I get done. 

Mr. oe If the Senator refuses to permit me to correct him, 
very well. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If I have misstated anything, I will 
allow a correction; but I notice that the Senator is very willing to 
speak when other people are talking, but when he is talking he wants 
nobody to interrupt him. 


Mr. Mc I am not aware that I ever refused the Senator 
permission to make any statement. However, I will wait till he gets 
Mra, 

Mr. DA of West Virginia. Iam glad of it. Iam obliged to the 
Senator for allowing me to go on. 


Mr. President, this question ought to be decided in five minutes. 
So far as I am concerned it can be decided in five minutes. I am per- 
fectly willing, and I understand other Senators on this side of the 


house are, to have read the additional evidence, evidence that the 
committee as a committee never saw, that was not before the com- 
mittee, that the claimant here had not an opportunity of presenting 
to the committee. Now we ask when the claimant comes up here in 
the Senate to have this new additional evidence submitted to the 
Senate and let them net. Why, Mr. President, that would be the right 
of a Senator if the evidence had been before the committee. Any 
Senator would have a right to have it brought out and discussed here. 
We all know that a report of a committee does not finally conclude 
the Senato from action. 

But now what is the case here? The claimant asks only that the 
additional evidence coming from himself and from loyal men be read 
at the desk and then a vote taken. If the Senate does not agree with 
the committee the claim will then go to the House. If the reverse, it 
goes back to the committee. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has said something as to a contest 
between the two Houses. The only contest that can arise between 
the two Houses is by the Senate rejecting this claim. If you do not 
reject it, if you disagree with the committee, there is no contest that 
ean arise. A rejection of this claim may cause this bill to hang up, 
for all we know, the entire session. Suppose the House should say, 
“We disagree with the Senate, they having the bill with this 
amendment, and we pore not to strike this ont,” what is the re- 
sult? The result is that the bill hangs between the two Houses. On 
the contrary, if you e with the House in this item, there is no ques- 
tion between the two Houses. So time is saved, if this be a just claim, 
and I only want the Senate to pass upon it by so deciding and not to 
allow it to hang between the two Houses. 

I have said a great deal more than I expected to say and a great 
deal more than I wanted to say upon this bill, and I hope now we 
shall take the vote. I do not want to exclude any Senator, but as far 
as I am concerned I only want a vote. I shall be content with the. 
decision of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, certainly the open Senate is not the 
proper place eee to testimony that scrutiny that is necessary to 
arrive at a satisfactory conclusion as to facts—not so good a place at 
all events as the privacy of a committee-room. Hence, I am opposed 
to the introduction here of depositions or ex parte affidavits for the 

urpose s proving or disproving the justice of any claim that may 
presen 


It is argued by the Senator from Maryland and the Senators from 
West Virginia that to strike this claim from this bill and pass the bill 
without it works a hardship on this claimant. If the claim be just, 
1 grant the truth of that argument. This claim, however, is ques- 
tioned. It may be a hardship to this one individual claimant to delay 
his case for further investigation; but the question is whether or not 
we shall delay five or six hundred other claimants with regard to- 
whose claims no question is raised, claims that are admitted to be just 
and claims that have been delayed for years since they have been 
determined by the Department to be justly due? Shall we work the 
hardship of further delay upon these five or six hundred other per- 
sons merely for the purpose of retaining in its place in this particular 
bill the claim of this one single claimant, when by taking the course 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri, recommitting this claim to. 
the Committee on Claims, within a week we may investigate the 
question? It may be determined by that committee; a separate bill 
may be introduced, and if the proof is satisfactory to the committeo 
as if seems to have been ig e the other House, the Senators. 
from West Virginia risk nothing in taking that course, for within the. 
course of the present week there is no sort of donbt that the bill may 
be passed and their constituent’s claim allowed if the proofs shall be 
satisfactory. ; 

But for one, sir, I can never consent to the postponement of the 
claims of these five hundred or six hundred claimants who have been 
reported in favor of and whose claims are allowed by this bill, in order 
to await such investigation as this particular claim may demand in 
order to its final and proper decision. I shall vote 15 1 the propo- 
sition to recommit the bill, but shall cheerfully join the Senators from 
West Virginia in voting to commit this claim to the committee, and 
shall aid them in giving it the most speedy and thorough investiga- 
tion that the committee can give it aud the most speedy hearing here- 
if the committee shall be satisfied that it is a just and proper claim 
for allowance. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to re- 
commit the bill. 

The motion was not a to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to strike ont the item. 

The amendment was ed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 673, between the words “to” and “ Jane, 
I move to insert the words “the legal representatives of ;” so as to 
read: j 


And to the legal representatives òf Jane Bell. 


And after the word “ Bell” I move to insert the word “ deceased,” 
the claimant having died. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no objection to the amendment. 
to. 


The amendment was 5 
Senate as amended, and the amend- 


The bill was reported to the 
ments were concurred in. 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask the adoption of the following resolution 
in connection with the bill: : 

Resolved, That the claim of Samuel C. Ludington, with the papers 8 


the same, be referred to the Committee on Claims, with all 
which may be submitted. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (H. R. No. 150) for the relief of William MeIndoe, postmaster 
at Lonaconing, in Alleghany County, Maryland; 

A bill (H. K. No. 234) for the relief of John F. Andrews, postmaster 
at Washington, Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3071) for the relief of Samuel R. Atwell, late post- 
master at Winchester, Virginia. 

A bill (H. R. No. 430) for the relief of John Clinton, postmaster at 
Brownsville, Tennessee ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1315) for the relief of C. II. Walker, postmaster at 
Frostburgh, in Alleghany County, Maryland ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the relief of Samuel II. Canfield, post- 
master at Seymour, Connecticut. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 343) for the relief of Bidow & Wilson, of Danville, 
Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. No. 383) for the relief of J. D. Bend & Brother, of 
Wilson County, Tennessee ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 621) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons; 

A bill (H. R. No. 622) for the relief of workmen employed in the 
constrnetion of Poverty Island light-house, Lake Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late col- 
lector of internal revenue, tenth district, State of Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2881) for the relief of Christian B. Morrison and 
Charles H. Truax, administrators of the estate of Christian B. Mor- 
rison, deceased ; 

A Dill (H. R. No. 2883) for the relief of Murphy & Good, of Indian- 
apolis, Indiana; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2885) for the relief of Mary C. Webber. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 82) for the relief of Alexander Anderson, late first 
lieutenant Fourteenth New York Volunteer Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 409) for the relief of James Clift, late captain Fifth 
Tennessee Cavalry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of John H. 
Evans, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 627) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Alfred Rouland; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2502) directing the payment of the claim of Au- 
gust Pensler; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3296) for the relief of Captain William L. Foulk. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a pension to Adam Stinson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 762) granting a pension to John S. Hall, of West 
Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 989) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza A. Semple; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1308) for the relief of Daniel Small, a soldier in the 
war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1256) granting a pension to Rebecca B. Remick; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1451) granting a pension to George W. Wickwire; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1780 8 pension to William S. Davis, late 
private Company E, Thirty-first IIlinois Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2159) granting a pension to Emily E. Wheelock ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2515) granting a pension to John Sheiber, late a 
private in the Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting a pension to Fannie E. Records, 
widow of Albert B. Records, late a private in Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2584) granting a pension to Margaret R. Colony, 
widow of the late Major Josiah B Colony, First Maryland Infantry 
Volunteers; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Louise Roy, 
widow of J. P. Roy, late lientenant-colonel United States Army. 

The bill (H. R. No. 356) directing method of annual estimates of 
expenditures to be submitted from Navy Department, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The following joint resolutions were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 4) to allow Lieatenant D. F. Tozier a 
gold medal awarded by the President of the French Republic; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 77) authorizing First Lieutenant Henry 
Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department, United States Army, to accept 
a decoration from the Sultan of Turkey. 


ence 


BRIDGE AT GLASGOW, MISSOURI, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 1074) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Glasgow, Missouri. It is reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Commerce, and I presume there will be no 
objection to it whatever. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Does the bill come from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce ? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I would ask how it differs from the 
ordinary law regulating the building of such bridges. Why the ne- 
cessity for a special charter. 

Mr. SPENCER. It does not differ in any respect from the bills of 
that character. There is no general law on the subject. If you want 
to bridge a navigable stream the permission of Congress is required. 
Probably there are five hundred precedents for this. It is in the usual 
form of all bills of thut nature. We have passed such bills for the 
State the Senator represents, as in the case of the bridge at Parkers- 
burgh, West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West 8 Probably I have not made myself 
properly understood. I believe from the reading of the bill there 
are unusnal provisions in it. As I understand, there are statutes 
now which compel all bridges to be of a certain height above low 
water, a certain height above high water, a certain width of span, &c. 
The question is whether this bill complies with the law relating to 
such provisions. 

Mr. SPENCER. This bill was referred by the Committee on Com- 
merce to the Secretary of War. He referred it to the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the Army, and by him it was referred to the engineer at Saint 
Louis, and every requirement of the engineer department is placed 
in the bill. It has gone throngh the usual routine that all such bills 
go through. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is there a written report? 

Mr. SPENCER. There is not. The chairman of the committee, 
the Senator from New York, who is not now in his seat, [Mr. CONK- 
LING, ] reported the bill, but I was present in committee when the 
subject was fairly and fully discu. ; and I know the action of the 
committee, and that was the reason I made the suggestions I have 
submitted. 

Mr. DORSEY. There is a general law in regard to the bridging of 
some streams. There is a general Jaw affecting all bridges over the 
Ohio, also I think over the Upper Mississippi, but there is no general 
law that applies to the Missouri River or to any of the tributaries of 
the Lower Mississippi. This bridge, I understand, is over the Mis- 
souri River and does not come under the provisions of the general 
law alluded to by the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What portion of the river is it? 

Mr. DORSEY. All the Ohio River is covered by a general law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Where is this bridge to be located? 

Mr. COCKRELL. At Glasgow, Missouri. I Would say that there 
is nobody in Missouri objecting to this bill; nobody interested in the 
2 of the Missouri River makes any objection to it, so far 
as I know. The bill was introduced at the last Congress, reported 
fuvorably, and passed the House, but did not get through the Senate. 
It has passed the House this session. One of the Representatives in 
the House lives in the county where this bridge is pro to be 
constructed, and the bill makes the company constracting the bridge 
conform to all the requirements of all the laws now in force, and it 
. epot to the Secretary of War all its plans before action can 

ad. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to ask one question of some one who can 
give me the information. By the third section of this bill it appears 
that the bridge may be made with unbroken and continuous spans, 
or it may be a draw-bridge. If made of unbroken and continuous 
spans the provision is: 

The lowest of the superstructure of said bridge shall be at least foet 
above dad nedara ek: as understood at the point of location. nit 

If made a draw-bridge— 

The spans shall not be less than ten feet above extreme high-water mark. 


The question I want to ask is whether or not the laws that are now 
in existence, especially in regard to the bridges on the Ohio River, do 
not sequin where the bridge is built of unbroken and continuons 
spans that the lowest part of the bridge shall be at least seventy-five 
feet above high-watermark? My recollection is that it is seventy-five 


feet. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wonderif the Senator from Ohio would require 
that every other river in the United States should have its bridges 
constructed in the same manner as the bridges over the Ohio River, 
when the water in the other rivers does not rise to the same height 
that it does in the Ohio River. 

Mr. THURMAN. I really hardly know how to answer my friend. 
Iam not proposing that the Ohio River shall stand for everything 
else; but as the bill contemplates that the water in the Missouri may 
rise to within fifty feet of the lowest part of this bridge, the qnestion I 
submit to my friend from Missouri is that if the experience of naviga- 
tors requires that there shall be seventy-five instead of fifty feet, may 
it not be the same thing on the Missouri River as on the Ohio? Iam 
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not sure that it is quite seven A ber we ha 
coatest on that once in re, to the bridge at Cincinnati, my 
impression is that it required seventy-tive feet, but I may be mis- 
taken; my coll e can tell. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Seventy-five feet above high-water mark ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Oh, no; nothing like it. ý 

Mr. SPENCER. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that this clause 
in this bill was introduced in conformity to the recommendation of 
the Engineer Department. The Engineer Department made that rec- 
ommendation of so many feet above low-water mark. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The facts in regard to the Newport and Cin- 
einnati bridge, I will say to my colleague, are these: the 4 K 
as made finally here was to require that the bottom chord of the 
bridge should be one hundred feet above low-water mark, and as 
the river rises sometimes sixty feet there there are times when it 
conld not be more than forty feet above high-water mark. 

Mr. THURMAN. My colleague is no doubt right abont that, and 
that removes the only doubt I had upon my mind. I have nothing 
further to say. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I have lived on the shore of the 
Missouri River for the last twenty years and am familiar with the 
requirements of its navigation and with the present number of struc- 
tures that span the stream, and I can say from personal acquaintance 
and observation that there ought to be no objection to the passage of 
this bill, The river is practically useless at this time for naviga- 
tion. A railroad runs from Saint Louis upon either shore far into 
the sparsely settled Territories of the Northwest. The river is bridged 
at Saint Louis, at Saint Charles, at Lexington, at Kansas City, at 
Atchison, at Saint Joseph, at Leavenworth, and at Omaha. I would 
say in that connection upon the point raised Lf Boe Senator from 
Ohio, that the bridge at Leavenworth consists of fixed spans and that 
bridge was constructed under the orders of the Secretary of War, and 
the height above water mark is fifty feet,so that it would make no 
difference at all to the navigation of the stream if this one were fixed 
at the same height above high-water mark. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hold in my hand the letter of the Secretary of 
War, transmitting the report of the Chief of Engineers, and for the 
information of the Senate I will read General Humphrey’s letter: 

Orrick OF CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
December A, 1877. 
tfully returned to the honorable the Secre of War, witha of a 
ate the subject from Major C. R. Suter, Gane Engineers, to Sel the 
matter was referred. 

It will be seen that Major Suter finds that the bill (H. R. No. 1074) contains all 
the provisions that it has been customary to insert in bills authorizing the con- 
struction of bridges over the River, and that they are ample to protect 
the interests of navigation. 

His views are co in. 


A. A. HUMPHREYS, 
Á Brigadier-General and Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope I was not understood as opposing this bill. 
I only wanted to know if the space between high-water mark and the 
bridge was sufficient. It appears that the engineers think it is and 
that the other bridges are built upon that plan. Then, of course, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And every man, woman, and child in that whole 
section of country, from the mouth of the Missouri River to its head, 
makes no objection to the bill. I think that ought to be satisfactory 
to the Senator from Ohio. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. DORSEY. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No, 511. It is precisely the same sort of bill that has just passed; 
itonly applies to the Arkansas River, and I ask the Clerk, so as to 
save time, to read the substitute, and not read the original bill, as that 
is all stricken out. A substitute is reported which is exactly in the 
words of the bill just passed. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 511) authorizing the 
Arkansas River Transfer Railway Company to constructa bridge across 
the Arkansas River was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Commerce reported the bill with an amendment 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That it shall belawful for the Arkansas River Transfer Railway Company, acorpo- 
ration having authority under the laws of the State of Arkansas to build a railway 
from some suitable point in the city of Little Rock across the Arkansas River to 
some suitable poins the town of Argenta, all bee r] in tbe county of Pulaski, in 
said State, to build a railway transit and wagon bridge across said river, and that 
when constructed all trains of all railways terminating at the Ar River at 
or near the location of said bridge and all foot- gers, animals, and vehicles 
shall be allowed to cross said brago for a reasonable compensation, to be paid to 
the owners thereof; and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or 
alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river the cause may be tried be- 
fore the district court of the United States in and for the eastern district of the 
State of Arkansas. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the option 
of the company building the same, be built as a draw-bridze, with a pivot, or with 
anbroken or continuous spans: Provided, That if said bridge shall be made with 
unbroken or continuous spans it shall not be in any case of a leas elevation than 
fifty feet above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, 
to the bottom chord of the bridge, nor shall the span over the main channel of the 
river be less than two hundred and fifty feet, nor shall there be a ter number 
of than 8 the remaining width of said river, and the piers of said 
Bridge shall all be parallel with the current of said river: And provided also, That 
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if any shall be constructed under this act as a draw- 
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the same shall 
an one hundred 


ge 
} ble signal, for th wer onto —.— tion shall 
promptly, upon reasonable for the passage o whose construc 
not be such as to admit of their under said bridge, except when a railroad 
train is passing over the same; but ia no case shall any unnecessary delay occur 
in openiog the draw after the passage of said train. 

Sc. 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its provis- 
ions shall be a lawful structure and shall be and known as a route 
upon which no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of 
the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States than the rate paid 
for their transportation over the railroads or public highways leading to said 
bridge; and the United States shall have the right of way for postal-telegraph 
purposes across said brid 
Sec. 4. That said brid 


of the same in wri ; and should any change be made in the plan of 
during the ogro of the work thereon, such change skall be subject likewise 
the approv the Secretary of War; and the stracture be at es 80 


the cost and expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, »s Congress ma; 
direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of said river; and the 
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material obstructions to the navigati 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

THOMAS A. WESTON. 

Mr. BOOTH. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (8. No. 148) to confirm the term, for the period of seventeen 
years from the date of its original grant, of the patent of Thomas 
A. Weston. I do not think it will take many minutes. 

The bill was read, and also the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Patents to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That no one shall be held liable for any infringement of the Par 
tse of saie dea of any specifo devioce enter g tho patented invention, 
use or 0 em © 
made within tbat period. T 75 

Mr. BOOTH. There is a written report accompanying the bill, but 
I think 4 Jean explain it as clearly as the report and in fewer 
words, ‘This billis not amenable to the objection that often lies against 
bills of this character, as it really does not extend the time which was 
intended to be granted by the original patent. 

Mr. BECK. I rose for the purpose of objecting to the bill. The 
only objection I have to the bill is—— 

Mr. BOOTH. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BECK. It was read for information, and I kept waiting to see 
whether all was read that was to be read, whether the report was to 
be read. I have no particular objection to the bill, except that I am 
1 J to the extension of all patents. I want to give no privileges, 
if I can prevent it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky having 
objected to the consideration of the bill, the Chair will put that ques- 
von to the motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 

Mr. BECK. I am op to all patent extensions of any sort. Be- 
ing so, I want to look at the bill. Iam opposed to giving any addi- 
tional al a to any patentee, 

Mr. BOOTH. I think if the Senator from Kentucky understood 
this bill and saw that it did not really extend the life of a patent, he 
would not object to its consideration. If he will hear my explana- 
tion, possibly he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BECK. I think. if it lies over I shall have a chance to look 


into it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
one objection carries it over. The question is to be decided by the 
Senate. The question is on the motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 11; 
no quoram 181 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask for the yeas and nays; and I take occa- 
sion to say, as the Senator from Kentucky has said that he desires to 
look into this question, that there is certainly very great objection to 
the extension of patents, and I concur in the views entertained by 
the Senator from Kentucky on that subject. I know his great care 
and I know that he examines all questions carefully. I desire that 
he should have an opportunity to examine this bill, and for that rea- 
son I vote against taking up this matter at present, because I desire 
that some one may look into this particular question. 

Mr, SARGENT. I will vote to consider this subject now or at an 
convenient time to the Senate. As a rule I do not believe in extend- 
ing patents. It may be that this is an exceptional case. The Senate 
is now extremely thin, having done a great deal of business to-day ; 
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and, unless my colleague objects, I shall move that the Senate ad- 


ourn. 

Mr. BOOTH. One moment. I have tried three several times to 
get this bill up and on each occasion it has gone over on a single 
objection, some Senator desiring to examine it. I wanted to make a 
statement which I thought would remove all objection to this bill, 
that is, it does not practically extend what was intended to be the life 
of this — It only makes st os for the seventeen years which 
it was intended should be enjoyed when the patent was granted. By 
a mistake of the Government officials six years of the life of this pat- 
ent have been cut off. It does not come within the general line of 
objection which is always made to billsextending patents. It is not 
of that character or I should not have called it up. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does my colleague object to an adjournment? 

Mr. BOOTH. I have no objection if 1 can get this bill considered. 

Mr. SARGENT. It can be left as unfinished business. 

Mr. BOOTH. If I can have the floor for it as unfinished business 
I will consent to an adjournment. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill being considered up, we might have an 
executive session. I do not desire to contravene the wishes of my 
colleague in this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
long-bond bill, so called, introduced by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. . the special order for to-morrow. 

Mr. aso asi as that laid over by unanimous consent until 
to-morrow 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. SARGENT. That being the case, this matter cannot go over 
as unfinished business. 

Mr. WITHERS. This can be unfinished business in the absence of 
a call for that bill. 

Mr. BOOTH. I will yield for a motion for an executive session, and 
I will rely on the courtesy of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALLACE] to allow me to have this bill considered to-morrow. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock and forty- 
five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 4, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. G. BUTLER, 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The ee begins at twenty-seven min- 
utes past twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the first business in 
order is the call of States and Territories, commencing with the State 
of Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, for ref- 
erence to appropriate committees. Under this call joint resolutions 
and SETO of State and territorial Legislatures are in order. 


EXCHANGE OF SILVER COINS FOR UNITED STATES NOTES. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3582) for the exchange of 
the silver coins of the United States for United States notes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DENENE. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3583) ting a pen- 
sion to William Denene; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

LEVI C. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3584) granting a pen- 
sion to Levi C. Davenport; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

S. 8, WHITNEY. 

Mr. FRYE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3585) granting a pension 
to S. S. Whitney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH L. STEAVENS. 

Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3586) for the relief of 
Joseph L. Steavens, postmaster at Manchester, New Hampshire; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON SAVINGS-BANKS. 

Mr. BRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3587) to remit the tax 
on certain savings-banks; which was read a first and second time, 
para to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
prin 
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LYDIA CARRICK. 

Mr. DENISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3588) granting a pension 
to Lydia Carrick, widow of John Carrick, late a private in Eighth Regi- 
ment Vermont Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
sie to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

_ HUGH DONNELLY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3589) 
granting an additional pension to Hugh Donnelly, late captain Thirty- 
seventh Massachusetts Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SILAS HORTON. ; 

Mr. BEEBE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3590) granting a pension 
to Silas Horton ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF LABORERS AND WORKMEN. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3591) to pay 
certain laborers, workmen, and mechanics under the unrepealed eight- 
hour law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

REVISION OF THE LAWS. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3592) to correct the revis- 
ion of laws of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, and ordered 
to be printed. 

STENOGRAPHERS FOR THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3593) to provide for the 
appointment of official stenographers for the courts of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES FENNERTY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3594) for the relief 
of James Fennerty and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURVEY OF THE ELIZABETH RIVER. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3595) making an appropria- 
tion for the survey of the Elizabeth River, New Jersey; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF THE RAHWAY RIVER. 

Mr. ROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3596) making an appro- 
priation for the survey of the Rahway River, New Jersey; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA OHLENSCHLAGER, 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3597) for the 
relief of Sophia Ohlenschlager; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALICE B. MONROE. 

Mr. WRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3598) granting a pension 
to Alice B, Monroe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID DARLING. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3599) ting a pension 
to David Darling, of Company A, One hundred and forty-third Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
8 8 le to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOPHIA H. BARBOUR. 

Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3600) granting a pen- 
sion to Sophia H. Barbour, widow of Thomas H. Barbour; which was 
read a first and second, time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

x HELENA M’DONALD. 
\ Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. ZN, granting a 
pension to Helena McDonald, widow of Captain Hugh Donald, 
of Company A, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NUMBER AND COMPENSATION OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS, 


Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3602) reducing the number 
of customs officers and regulating their compensation; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM AND CATHERINE SMITH. 

Mr. FREEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3603) to grant relief to 
William Smith and Catherine Smith; which was read a first and sec- 
ond . to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

be prin 
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_ EDWARD M. DAVIS. 
Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3604) for the relief of Ed- 
ward M. Davis, of Philadelphia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MARCELLUS WILSON. 

Mr. SWANN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3605) restoring the name 
of Marcellus Wilson, of the regiment of mounted riflemen in the Mexi- 
can war to the pension-roll ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RICHARD C, LEWIS. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3606) for the relief of Rich- 
ard C. Lewis, of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a preamble and joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of Virginia relative totherepeal of the joint resolution adopted 
March 15, 1850, transferring to the Orange and Alexandria ‘Railroad 
Company a claim of the State of Virginia against the United States 
Government; which was referred tothe Committee of Ways and Means. 

s RELIEF OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. WALKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3607) for the relief of 
certain postmasters; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. CAROLINE BARNARD. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3608) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Caroline Barnard, legal heir of Colonel Fanning, bee. 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, refe 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE SMITH. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3609) granting a 
pension to George Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. B. SINCLAIR. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3610) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of W. B. Sinclair, of Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

C. B. POINDEXTER, 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3611) to remove the 
political disabilities of C. B. Poindexter, of Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

R. L. PAGE. 
Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3612) to remove the 


political disabilities of R. L. Page, of Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEADS FOR INDIANS. 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3613) to provide for the 
entry of land by Indians under the homestead laws; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

* ILLICIT DISTILLATION, 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3614) to authorize the cir- 
cuit and district judges of the United States courts to fine and im- 
pon at discretion in case of conyiction for illicit distillation, in 

ieu of the punishment now required by law, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
COURT OF PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3615) to establish a 
court of patents, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
5 time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
print 

STATE FUNDS DEPOSITED IN BANKS. 

Mr. ROBBINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3616) to exempt from 
taxation State funds deposited in banks; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SAINT HELENA CHURCH, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3617) for the relief of 
Saint Helena church, in the State of South Carolina; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN P. ROGERS. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3618) anthorizing the 
southern claims commission to grant a rehearing in the claim of 
See ee P. Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be prin 
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J. G. GILMORE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3619) for 
the relief of the it ee of J. G. Gilmore and others; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C. M’BURNEY, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3620) 
for the relief of J. C. McBurney, trustee, &.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT A. JOHNSON. 


Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3621) for the relief of 
Robert A. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; TORPEDOES FOR HARBOR DEFENSE. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 3622) to secure the use of certain secret to oes for the Nee 
of harbors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY GEE, 

Mr. SMITH, of Geo: introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3623) for the 
relief of Henry Gee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

C. F. PERRY AND ELIZABETH H. GILMER. 

Mr. LIGON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3624) for the relief of Colum- 
bus F. Perry and Elizabeth H. Gilmer, of Chambers County, Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS IN CIVIL SERVICE. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3625) relating to 
soldiers while in the civil service of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABBY c. HAVILAND. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3626) granting 
a pension to Abby C. Haviland, widow of Abraham A. Haviland; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW Y. FRENCH. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3627) granting 
a pension to Andrew Y. French, late private Company I, One hun- 
dredth Regiment. Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CLASSIFICATION OF MAIL-MATTER. 

Mr. SAYLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3628) providing for the 
classification of mail-matter and rates of postage thereon; which was 
read a first and second time; referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA A. SCOTT, 
Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3629) granting a 


pension to Eliza A. Scott; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
HATTIE J. ROSSON. 

Mr. SAYLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3630) granting a 
pension to Hattie J. Rosson ; which was read a first and second time, 
oe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rin 
p REPORTER OF UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3631) defining the duties of 
reporter of e coring e edding 3 axing 3 
nsation, an iding for the pu ing and distribution of sa 
eee Shik was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS k. M’CANN. 

Mr. DANFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3632) for the relief of 
Thomas K. McCann, of Steubenville, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS SHENEFIELD. 


Mr. VAN VORHES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3633) ting a 
pension to Cyrus Shenefield, late a private of Company B, Ninety- 
second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CANAL BETWEEN UPPER MISSOURI AND UPPER COLUMBIA RIVERS, 
Mr. BANNING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3634) for a 
survey of a canal to unite the Upper Missouri River with the Upper 
Columbia River: which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed, 
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JOHN BECKER. 

Mr, BANNING also iy request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3635) 
for the relief of John Becker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred 25 7 to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rin 
2 NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS, 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 124) to 
fill a vacancy in the board of managers of the National Home for 
Disabled 5 Soldiers; which was read a first and second time, 
Srey ae fbn any Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rin 
* Mr, ERRETT introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 125) to fill a 
vacancy in the board of managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Soldiers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 4 
HENRY J, SHARP, 


Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3636) bid get a pension 
to Henry J. Sharp, late of Company H, One hun and first Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS W. HART. 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3637) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Hart, of Whitley County, Kentucky, late private of Com- 
pany D, Fourth Regiment of Kentucky Mounted Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS BALL, 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3638) for the relief 
of Nicholas Ball, of Laurel County, Kentucky, late private Company 
A, Seventh Regiment of Kentucky Infantry Volunteers; which was 
read a first second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER C. HARBIN. 


Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3639) for the relief 
of Christopher C. Harbin, of Laurel County, Kentucky, late captain 
of Company C, Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteers; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ABLIAH B. GILBERT, 


Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3640) for the relief 
of Abijah B. Gilbert, of Owsley County, Kentucky, which was read a 
first and second time ; ref to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN WHALEN. 


Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3641) for the relief 
of the heirs of John Whalen, of Rockcastle County, Kentucky, late a 
private of Company K, Third Regiment of Kentucky Infantry Vol- 
unteers, which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NIMROD M’INTOSH. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3642) for the relief 
of Nimrod McIntosh, of Breathitt County, Kentucky, late a second 
lieutenant of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNA KLATTE. 


Mr, CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3643) granting a nen- 
sion to Anna Klatte, widow of Bernard Klatte, deceased, late private 
Company F, Sixth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. NEFF. 

Mr. BROWNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3644) for the relief of 
Henry H. Neff, of Winchester, Indiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. A 

AMOS ANGLE. 

Mr. SEXTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3645) ting a pension 
to Amos Angle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEWELL COULSON, ETC. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3646) for the 

yment of Sewell Coulson and Porter Harrison and Fishback for 

egal services; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE W. LEE AND RUFUS C. HALL. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3647) for 
the relief of George W. Lee and Rufus C. Hall; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCIES—INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. POLLARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3648) appropriatin 

$469,750.14 for deficiencies in the Interior Department Tor the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1876, and prior years; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALEXANDER M’CLURE. 

Mr. POLLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3649) granting a 
pension to Alexander McClure; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSIAH U. LUYSTER. 

Mr. POLLARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3650) granting a 
pension to Josiah U. Luyster; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAX ON MEDICINE. 

Mr. ITTNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3651) to 
repeal so much of section 3437 of the Revised Statutes as imposes a 
tax on medicines or medicinal preparations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DURFIE & PECK, 

Mr. BLAND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3652) for the 
relief of Durfie & Peck; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

D. W. MARSH. 

Mr. BLAND also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3653) for 
the relief of D. W. Marsh; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DODD, BROWN & CO. 


Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3654) for the relief of 
Dodd, Brown & Co., of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

F. A. VAN NOSTRAND. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3655) for the relicf of 
F. A. Van Nostrand; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. CHARLES. 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3656) for the relief of 
John H. Charles; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY BOUNTY-LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3657) providing for the 
locating of certain military bounty-land warrants; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 

Mr. STONE, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3658) to 
change the time of holding the lar terms of the cireuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the western district of Mich- 
igan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ENOS JOHNSON. 

Mr. STONE, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3659) 
for the relief of Enos Johnson ; which was read a first and second 
time, 8 to the Committee on Publie Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TRANSPORTATION BETWEEN LAKES ERIE AND MICHIGAN. .~ 


Mr. STONE, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3660) 
to provide for a water-route to facilitate transportation between 
Lake Michigan and Lake Erie; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CHIPOLA RIVER. 
Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3661) making an ap- 
proprioa to improve the navigation of the Chipola River, in the 
tate of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF SUWANEE RIVER. 


Mr, DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3662) making an 
appropriation to improve the navigation of the Suwanee River, in 
the State of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CALOOSAHATCHEE RIVER, 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3663) making an 
appropriation to remove obstructions in the month of the Caloosa- 
hatchee River, in the State of Florida; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ees referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
prin 

IMPROVEMENT OF HILLSBOROUGH RIVER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3664) making an 
appropriation to clearout the channel in Hillsborough River, in Tampa 
Bay, in the State of Florida ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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LIGHT-HOUSE AT PUNTA RASSA, FLORIDA. 
Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3665) making an 
appropriation for the erection of a light-house at the port of Punta 
Rassa, in Monroe County, Florida; which was read a first and second 
e nae i on Commerce, and ordered to be 
U 


RIGHT OF ACTION IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3666) to revise and 
extend the right of action in the Court of Claims in certain cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF PENALTY, ETC. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 126) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund penalty and interest and 
costs illegally assessed and collected under direct-tax laws; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

: PHILIP STOCKTON, 
Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3667) to remove the 
litical disabilities of Philip Stockton, of Texas; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF E. M’MULLEN AND J. WL. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3668) for the 
relief of the heirs of Esther McMullen and James McGloin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WHITEWOOD FLUME COMPANY. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. ppp Fomine ad the 
Whitewood Flume Company; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALENA HARRICK. 

Mr.. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3670) ting a pen- 
sion to Alena Harrick, widow of Jason Harrick; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE STOCK. 

Mr. SAPP presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, 
instructing its Senators and requesting its Representatives to vote 
against the bill for the limitation of transportation of live stock 
unless shipped in patent cars. 

Mr. SAPP. LI would like to have the memorial and resolution read. 

The memorial and resolution were read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

MILLER & RICHARDS. 

Mr. LINDE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3671) for the relief of 
Miller & Richards; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ROYAL P. HAUGHTON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LYNDE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3672) for the relief of 
Royal P. Haughton, Samuel McCord, and George G. Haughton; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. MADDEN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3673) 
granting an increase of pension to John A. Madden, late captain Com- 
pany G, Seventy-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF MILITARY RESERVATION OF FORT YUMA. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3674) to authorize the sale 
of the military reservation of Fort Yuma, in the State of California, 
and the Government buil thereon. 

Mr. HALE. Lask that that bill be read in full. 

The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3675) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel H. Johnson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN SANDERS. 


Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3676) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Sanders; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. STRAIT also presented the memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, asking Congress to secure an adequate appropria- 
tion for a prompt and thorough improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the reading of that memorial in full. 
leere was read in full, and referred to the Committee on 

ree. 


TREE CULTURE. 


Mr. STRAIT also presented a memorial of the ture of the State 


of Minnesota, asking Congress to a law in relation to tree culture 
on the public lands of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


SALT-SPRING LANDS. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3677) to relinquish to 
the State of Minnesota the lands reserved for salt-spring lands ; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the reading of that bill in full. 

The bill was read in full, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. STEWART also presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Minnesota, asking Congress to secure an adequate appropriation fora 
prompt and thorough improvement of the Mississippi River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LAND GRANT TO SAINT PAUL AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. STEWART also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 


State of Minnesota, the extension of the land nt to the 
Saint Paul and Pacific Company; which was to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


PATENTS TO LANDS OF SHAWNEE INDIANS. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No, 127) in- 

structing the Attorney-General of the United States to bring certain 

suits in the name of the United States to set aside certain patents to 

lands of the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians; which was read a 

first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

and ordered to be printed. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL FOR OREGON. 

Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3678) for the amendment 

of an act approved September 27, 1850, for the creation of a surveyor- 

for 8 and to grant a donation to settlers on the public 

ds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE OF ARMS. 

Mr. FENN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3679) to amend a joint reso- 
lution authorizing the Secretary of War to issue arms, approved July 
3, 1876; which was read a first and second time, valve to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The call has now been completed, but the Chair 
will recognize gentlemen who were absent when their States were 
called, to introduce bills and joint resolutions for reference. 


R. V. MONTAGUE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3680) for the 
relief of R. V. Montague, of Marshall, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on WarClaims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

G. W. R. BAYLEY. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3681) for the relief of tho 
heirs of the late Hon. G. W. R. Bayley, of New Orleans, Louisiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3682) to provide for 
a commission to supervise the construction of works to improve the 
navigation of the Mississippi and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, 3 to the Committee on the Mississippi 
Levees, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY BROWN. 

Mr. BRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3683) to restore the name 
of Mrs. Mary Brown to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. MITCHELL. 


Mr. KNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3684) to authorize the pay- 
ment of money to Thomas J. Mitchell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. f 

JULIA A. STIMERS. 

Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3685) granting a pension 
to Julia Stimers, widow of Abraham C. Stimers, late chief engineer 
in the United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed, 
APPOINTMENT OF MILITARY CADETS. 

Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3686) to amend sec- 
tion 1315, chapter 4, title 14, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the appointment of cadets to the United States 
Military Academy at West Point; which was read a first and second 
ames ore to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 

prin 
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APPOINTMENT OF MIDSHIPMEN, 


Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3687) to amend sec- 
tion 1514, chapter 5, title 15 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the des- 
ignation and appointment of midshipmen in the United States Naval 
Acadamy at Annapolis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3683) to 
amend section 2752 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BOARD OF FISH COMMISSIONERS, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3689) 
to establish a board of fish commissioners to late and protect the 
fisheries on Lakes Ontario, Erie, Saint Clair, Huron, Michigan, and 
Superior, and the rivers of Saint Lawrence, Niagara, Detroit, Saint 
Clair, Sault Ste. Marie, and the Straits of Mackinaw; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHURCH BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michi also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3690) 
to relieve the churches of the District of Columbia and to clear the 
title of the trustees to such property ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL SECURITY LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3691) 
to incorporate the National Security Life Insurance Company of 
Washington, District of Colambia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3692) 
to amend section 435 of chapter 13 of an act approved June 22, 1874, 
relating to the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colambia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BUILDERS’ LIENS, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3693) 
for the protection of those who furnish labor or material for the con- 
struction or repairs of buildings in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. RIDDLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3694) to 
provide for the adjustment of claims pending before the Quarter- 
master and Commissary Generals under the act of July 4, 1864; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCHISES GRANTED BY CONGRESS, 

Mr. HARTRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3695) to provide for 
the ascertainment and determination of the rights of the United 
States in certain franchises heretofore granted by the Congress there- 
of; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE s. WILLCOX. 

Mr. HENKLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3696) grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine S. Willcox, widow of Lieutenant-Com- 
mander William W. Willcox, late of the United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF THE SEATON HOUSE. 


Mr. HENKLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3697) 
authorizing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to pur- 
chase the Seaton House; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ABRAM VAN DUYN. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3698) for the relief of the 
heirs of Abram Van Duyn, deceased, late assistant postmaster at 
Princeton, New Jersey ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOONER FANNY MITCHELL. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3699) to provide for the 
change of name of the American built and owned schooner Fanny 
Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commeree, and ordered to be printed. 


JOBEPH H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. GARDNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3700) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Williams, of Clermont Connty, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


CIRCUIT COURT IN IOWA. 

Mr. SAMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3701) providing the 
times and places of holding the circuit court of the United States in 
the district of lowa and the appointment of an additional judge in 
said district; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA s. DYE. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3702) ting a pen- 
sion to Joshua S. Dye, of Lincoln County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMELIA B. CALDWELL, 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3703) for the relief 
of Amelia B. Caldwell, administratrix of John H. Caldwell; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. POTTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3704) to regulate immi- 
gration; which was read a first and second time, refe to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, also presented a memorial of 
the commissioners of emigration of the State of New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimons consent, presented res- 
olutions of the city council of Atlanta, Georgia, upon the Texas Pa- 
cific Railroad; which were referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

ELISHA E. RICE. 


Mr. BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3705) for the relief of 
Elisha E. Rice, late consul of the United States at Hakodadi, Japan ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 8 


LABORER IN HOUSE POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. GOODE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

That there be added to tho force under the Postmaster of the House 
one laborer, who shall be paid ont of the contingent fund at the rate of $720 per 
5 from and including the 16th of December, 1877, until otherwise ordered by 

e House, 

EXCHANGE OF BONDS FOR LEGAL-TENDERS, 

Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereb: uested to inform the 
House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States at an early day 
whether he has authorized the sale of any of the bonds of the United States fur the 
outstanding legal-tender notes of the United States at par, ad the current New 
8 on gold and commission for selling; or whether he has authorized 
the sale of such bonds for -tender notes upon any other terms than the above 
stated; and, if so, what is the number and the amount of the proceeds of such 
bonds, what disposition has be-n made of such proceeds, and who were employed 
as such agents to dispose of such bonds. 


Mr. BRIGHT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 


Mr. GARDNER. I ask unanimous consent to record my vote on 
the final e of the silver bill over the veto of the President. 

The 8P. SR. Under the rules, the gentleman will have to con- 
tent himself with the statement how he would have voted. 

Mr. GARDNER. I would have voted “ay.” 


ELECTION OF RECEIVERS OF RAILROADS, 

Mr, POTTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3706) to authorize bondholders and other creditors of rai cor- 
porations to elect receivers in suits in equity pending in the courts 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


AWARDS TO CREEK INDIANS. 

Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, presented a petition of the 
delegates of the Greek Nation with reference to the awards made to 
those Creeks who enlisted in the Federal Army, loyal refugees and 
freedman, asking early action of Congress upon that subject; which 
keira Fo wig to the Committee on Indian Affaire, and ordered to be 
P 

DISTRICT COURT OF KENTUCKY. 

Mr. McKENZIE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3707) to change the place of holding the district court of the dis- 
trict of Kentucky from Paducah to Hopkinsville; which was rean a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed, 

MESSENGER FOR THE COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS., 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, by unanimous consent, presented the fol- 

lowing resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
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Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be authorized to employ George W. 


Kennedy as doork or assistant messenger, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives, who l receive the same compensation 
as is now paid to the messengers appointed by the Doorkeeper. 

REMOVAL OF DESKS. 


Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 

lution; which was referred to the Select Committee on Ventilation: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ventilation be instructed to inquire and report 

whether or not the removal of the desks from the Hall is in any way necessary in 

arranging for the proper ventilation of the same, and how far such removal will 
conduce to the convenience of members and the dispatch of public 
PHARMACY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BRENTANO, by unanimous consent, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3708) to regulate 
the practice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia; which was read 
a rst and second time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, and recommitted. 

COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. TIPTON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures : 


- Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and they are hereby, instructed to in- 

ire into and report the expediency of such amendment to the rules of the 

so that jurisdicton: and power shail be given to the Committee on Manufact- 

ures over all questions affecting the interests of manufacturers and mechanics and 
the internal revenue of the United States of America. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER, by unanimqus consent, submitted the follow- 
ing preamble and resolution; which he moved be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

Whereas the various Departments of the Government are paying annually 
amounts of money for the rental of private buildings for public purposes through- 
out the country; and 

Whereas the interest on bonds for an amount suflicient to erect public buildings, 
in all cases where sach buildings will be permanently needed, would be consider- 
— Brae in =: pa t than the average of rents paid on private capital invested in 

ngs; an 

Whereas the present system of erecting public buildings by a long series of small 
annual app’ ations is costly an. contrary to sound economy, inasmuch as sums 80 
expended remain idle and unproductive until such buildings shall have been com- 
pleted, requiring in most cases costly rental of private buildings in the mean time; 
and the amounts so paid in annual app tions for permanent investment in 
public buildings are not properly part of the current annual expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, and therefore annual taxes should not be raised to pay the principal of 
their cost in whole or in part, but more properly only the inierest and a small per- 
centage for Sere fand should be paid out of the current revenues of the Gov- 
ernment; an 

Whereas there exists throughout the country a stagnation in mechanical and 
laboring pursuits that has deprived a vast number of the people of employment, 
and caused serious public distress which would be greatly relieved by the creation 
of a building fund and the erection of necessary pubiic buildings, and the speedy 
completion of all such buildings now in process of construction, the means to be 
provided by the sale of bonds of that , which would principally bo paid in the 
employment of labor and the interest on which. with a — reentage fora sink- 
ing fund, w: nld be considerably less than the rents now paid, and would thereby 
reduce the annual expenditure of the Government while greatly relieving d.stress 
and reviving industry: Therefore, x 

Be it re That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds bo, and they 
are hereby, instructed to ascertain the amount nece to complete the publie 
bnildings now being erected, the amounts now paid by all the various Departments 
of the Government for the rental of private buildings throughout the country, and at 
what points the Government can erect public baiitings for sums the annual inter- 
est on which shall not be greater than the amounts now being annually paid for 
rental of private buildings, and at what points other considerations may make it 
advisable to erect public buildings, and consider and re by bill or otherwise the 
expediency of authorizing the issue of the bonds of the United States toan amount 
necessary to erect all such buildings, with such provisions as they may deem proper 
for issuing and disposing of such bonds, and for the y preparation of plans 
for such buildings aud proper of their construction. 


Mr. EDEN. I move the preamble and resolution be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, as that is the proper committee if we 
are to issue the bonds Leg fees 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. I have no objection. 

The preamble and resolution were referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 128) to fill a vacancy in the board of managers of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

g ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BANNING. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object. 

Mr. BANNING. Then I shall move to suspend the rules for that 


purpose, 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me for a 
moment in which to make a personal request of the House. 

Mr. BANNING. Certainly. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. . Speaker, I have been very seriously indi 
and I recur fora moment to the facts of the case. On the 17th of 
November, my friend, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] re- 
plied to some remarks I had made on the bill for the repeal of the 
resumption act. On reading his remarks I immediately gave him 


notice that some of his statements imperiously demanded a rejoinder 
from me. The temporary adjournment came on, however, before 
8 occurred, since when I have been until now unable to hold 
the floor, and I ask the House to name a day, say Wednesday or Thurs- 
day, on which, after the morning hour, it will do me the great favor 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union in order 
that I may make that rejoinder. The gentleman had the ear of the 
House, and I feel in replying to him I should do it when I, too, might 
have the ear of such members at least as might do me the honor to 
listen to me. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that he could in the course of two or three days perhaps get an 
hour upon the general appropriation bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. That will answer my purpose. 

Mr. ATKINS. If that will answer, I would prefer the gentleman 
should take that course. $ 

Mr. KELLEY. That is a near probability which would answer my 


ay entirely. 

r. ATKINS. My colleague on the Committee of Appropriations, 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. DURHAM, | who has charge of the 
deficiency bill, says he will give the gentleman half an hour when 
the House is in committee upon that bill; and if I am allowed an hour 
on the bill I will give him that hour, as I will get all the time I wish 
in the five minutes’ debate. 

Mr. KELLEY. That will be quite satisfactory. 


FREDERICK KLOR. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3709) for the relief of Frederick Klor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I rise to a privil question; to make a re- 
port from the Committee on Printing, which has a right to report at 
any time. 

The SPEAKER. Not against a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BANNING. I think the gentleman from Mississippi will not 
antagonize a motion to go to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will withhold my report for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] that the rules be suspended and that the 
House proceed to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HALE. What will be the operation of this? 

The SPEAKER. The operation of it is to go to the Speaker's table 
and to take up the business thereon in order as provided by the rule. 

Mr. HALE. May that order be interrupted at any time between 
one piece of business and another by a motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. This will be a ee under a motion to sus- 
pend the rules and must go clear throngh until executed. 

The question rh taken on Mr. BANNING’s motion, the rules were 
suspended (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) and the House accord- 
ingly proceeded to consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

WILLIAM MILLS, 3 

The first business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a report of the Adjutant-General on the 
bill (H. R. No. 2374) for the relief of William Mills; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


C. T. STUMP. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, recommending that the sum of $51.90 be appro- 
priated to pay C. T. Stump, of Kentucky, for services in the ninth 
census; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ARMY TRANSPORTATION. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Sec~ 
ret. of War, transmitting the Quartermaster-General's report in 
relation to the transportation of the General of the Army and his 
staff; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


IMPROVEMENT OF RIVERS, ETC., IN VIRGINIA. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Bec- 
retary of War, transmitting reports relative to the examination and 
improvement of the Norfolk Harbor, Hampton River, Pagan C 
Chickahominy River, and Black Water River, in Virginia. 

Mr. GOODE. I move that this communication be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON LIGHT INFANTRY OF CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue certain arms 
to the Washington Light Infantry of Charleston, South Carolina, with 
an amendment by the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 3, after “South Caro! insert on its the written 
ote 3. Preah lina, on its quota upon approval 

Mr. BANNING. I move that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
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ment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN PULFORD. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. No. 
8 for the relief of John Pulford, with an amendment by the 

nate. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 14, after the words “seventy-five,” insert, with the pay of said rank 
from the date of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I move that the amendment of the 
Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote b 
which the amendment of the Senate was agreed to; and also mov 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF COLONIAL CHARTERS, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate, passed February 5, for the printing of 5,400 
copies of the colonial charters of the United States, compiled under 
the direction of the Senate. t 

Mr. BEEBE. I move that the concurrent resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF REPORT BOARD OF HEALTH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The next business on prs gonna table was the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate, p . 7, for the prann of 1,500 
extra copies of the report of the of health of the District of 
Columbia for the year 1877. 

Mr. BEEBE. 1 move that that resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to, 

PRINTING OF REPORT ON EUROPEAN SHIPS OF WAR. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate, passed February 18, for printing 1,000 copies of 
the second edition of the report of Chief Engineer King on European 
ships of war, for the use of the Navy Department. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move that that resolution be referred also to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES UPON SENATOR BOGY, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate passed January 24. 
The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the He erer eee That 12,000 
of eee 5 e 
ssouri, be prin 4,000 — 
ves; an 


printed ths portrait of Mr. Bogy to 80. 


: Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move that the House concur in that reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was concurred in. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON SENATOR MORTON. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate, passed January 24. 
The concurrent resolution was read, as follows : 
of the jou he heed N ta the tae ouses of Con, a Kta late Olives F. 
Morton, late United States Senator from the State of Indiana, be pans 4,000 for 
the use of the Senate and 8,000 for the use of the House of Re ves; 
that the Secretary of the Treasury have printed the portrait of Mr. Morton to ac- 
company the same. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule whenever the cost of printing re- 
uired under a resolution is in excess of 8500, it is necessary that it 
should go to the Committee on Printing, and therefore the Chair 
would desire to know if this printing will exceed that amount. 
Mr. HANNA. Iam not Fb ni to answer that question, but per- 
haps the chairman of the Committee on Printing can answer it. 
. STEPHENS, of Georgia. There is no objection to the resolu- 


tion. $ 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection to the resolution, it will 
be considered as concurred in. The Chair hears none, and the reso- 
lution of the Senate is unanimously concurred in. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE WITHIN FORT RILEY RESERVATION. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 484) 
te authorize the construction of a bridge, abutment and approach 


within the Fort Riley military reservation; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MEMPHIS CUSTOM HOUSE—TENNESSEE MARBLE. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 608) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the 
custom-house at Memphis to be constructed of Tennessee marble; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. YOUNG. I think if the gentleman from Illinois will hear a 
statement he will not object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDEN. Ido object to its present consideration. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will you allow me to make a statement of two min- 
utes, and then I think you will consent to withdraw your motion? 

Mr. FORT. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG. The reasons why this bill should be disposed of at 
once are these: the work has a been commenced and is now 
being prosecuted under the plans and specifications as originally drawn 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury. It was designed to 
build it of brick. Advertisements had been already issued for bids, 
and bids are now before the 8 Department, but at the 
tion of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury it is deemed 
that the building should be constructed of Tennessee marble. 

This bill has passed the Senate and awaits the action of the House. 
ane vee suspended and cannot be resumed until this measure 
is disposed o . 

I presume the House can determine the propriety of its as 
well now as at 7 other time. If it goes to the public Calendar the 
work which could be prosecuted at once, would be delayed three or 
four months longer, and in the mean time the architects and empl 
and all the machinery necessary to carry on the work will remain idle. 

Ishould be glad, therefore, if the House would consent to make some 
disposition of the bill now, whether it be favorable or unfavorable. 
It is important that the question should be determined one way or 
the other, and I hope the House will consider it now in order that 
the question mar be settled at once. 

Mr. EDEN, Ido not see any reason why the architect should be 
confined to Tennessee marble in the construction of this building, 
That is the reason why I want this bill to go to the Committee on 
Public 70 7 5 and Grounds, so that the gentleman from Tennes- 
see himself, [Mr. YounG,] who is chairman of that committee, can 
ae report to the House showing why this discrimination should 

è. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I can tell the gentleman why now. 

Mr. EDEN. If material can be procured somewhere else than in 
Tennessee as and as cheap or cheaper than this Tennessve 
marble, I do not see why the Government should not have the advan- 


comes | tage of it. If this is the best material, the gentleman from Tennessee 


can report that fact to the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. I have already examined the subject, and if I had 
time I think I could satisfy the House that this building should be 
constructed of Tennessee marble upon grounds of public policy. I 
have not time to discnss the subject at length now. 

Mr. FORT. That is the best reason why this bill should be referred 
to a committee. 

Mr. YOUNG. Ihave Eye given the reason why it should not go to 
a committee. My friend from Illinois on my rizht [Mr. EDEN ] says 
that as I am the chairman of that committee I am very competent 
to determine the question and report it to the House. Now I do not 
chance to have that honor; but I have already examined the bill, 


and if I had time and the House would hear me I think I could give 
the very best ible reason ssi Heresy should be passed. 

esc in Will the gen allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 


Mr. YOUNG. Certainly. 

Mr. CLYMER. What will be the increased cost of the building, if 
any, should this bill pass? 

. YOUNG. Ihave the estimate of the architect, which is that 
the increased cost will be about 883,000. 

Mr. FORT. If the gentleman is not able to convince the House 
now of the propriety of passing this bill, of course it should be re- 
ferred to a committee. 

Mr. BANKS. Iwill ask consent of the House that the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds have leave to report this bill at any 
time. That will give an opportunity for the bill to be considered by 
a committee, and will not lead to any unnecessary delay in the pas- 


of the bill. 
he SPEAKER. The Chair would remind gentlemen that these 
bills which are now being considered have never had the considera- 
tion of any committee of the House. The Chair thinks it is his duty 
to make statement. 

Mr. EDEN. As it has already been developed that this bill will add 
$80,000 and more to the expense of constructing this building, I think 
that is a e reason why the bill should be referred to a committee 
and consid by them before it is brought before the House for 
consideration. 


Mr. BANKS. I will move to amend the motion so that the com- 
mittee may have leave to report the bill at any time. 
Mr. YOUNG. I do not exactly understand the present attitude of 


this bill. If my friend on my right [ Mr. ars Wee upon his mo- 


tion to refer this bill to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, I will move to suspend the rules so as to put the bill upon 


its Baer, at this time. 

e SPEAKER. The House is already acting under a suspension 
of the rules, and until that order is executed another motion to sus- 
pend the rules is not in order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The motion to refer to a committee would take 
precedence in the order of voting. _I think this bill should be referred 
to a committee and that we should have the benefit of the opinion of 
all the members of that committee rather than the opinion of the 
chairman alone. There are objections made to the e of this 
bill at this time. It has been suggested that this building can be 
constructed of the ordinary stone of which custom-houses and other 
public buildings of the Mississippi are being constructed, and much 
more cheaply than the Tennessee marble. This whole subject ought 
to be examined by a committee, and by every member of that com- 
mittee, and not merely by the member from the State interested in it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I believe I have the right to insist upon my motion, 
that the House concur with the Senate in the — of the bill. 

Mr. EDEN. Does not my motion to refer take precedence? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. YOUNG, ] as 
the Chair understands, moves the previous question upon the peanae 
of the bill. Should that be voted down, then the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN, ] to refer, would be in order. 

Mr. EDEN. Does not my motion to refer take precedence now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that it would not 
under the rule; but he will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. EDEN. Then I move as a substitute for the motion of the 

utleman from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG] that the bill be referred to 

e Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SAYLER. That motion certainly cannot be in order. The 
gentleman cannot move a reference pending a call of the previous 
question ; that has been decided over and over again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recollect the exact language 
of the rale, but will direct the Clerk to read the rule or that portion 
of it relating to this subject. 

The Clerk read the third paragraph of Rule 54, as follows: 

Third. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second reading 
that they be referred to committees and put under way ; but if, on being read a 
second time, no motion being made to commit, they are to be ordered to their third 
reading, unless objection be made; in which case, if not ot ordered by a 
majority of the House, they are to be laid on the table in the general file of 
on the Speaker's table, to be taken up in their turn. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule just read, the first motion in order 
is the motion to commit. The C was in error as to his first im- 

ressions. 

Mr. EDEN. That motion I have already made. 

“Mr. YOUNG. I would like for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
bara oe 8 an amendment to his motion. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the previous question upon my mot ion. 

Mr. YOUNG. I hope the previous question will be voted down 
unless the e will admit the amendment suggested by the 

entleman Massachusetts, [Mr. BANKS, ] that the committee have 
eave to report at any time. 

The previous question was then seconded; upon a division—ayes 84, 
noes 76. ; 

The main question was ordered; upon a division—ayes 84, noes 

The question was upon the motion of Mr. EDEN, that the bill 
5 to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. YOUNG. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FORT. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YounG] has been 
permitted to debate this question. Should not the other side have an 
opportunity to be heard! : 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not now in order. The previous ques- 
tion has been ordered. 

Mr. FORT. I know it has; but there is a big job in this bill, and I 
think the House ought to know it. There is a job of 885,000 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not now in order. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 100, not 
voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—142, 

Aik Bundy, 
Aldrich, Bu Dickey, Hazelton, 
Atkins, Cain, Durham, Hendee, 
Bacon, Calkins, Dwight, Hen 5 
Baker, John H. Camp, Eden. Hewitt, Abram 8. 
Baker, W. Campbell Eickhoff, Hewitt, G. W. 
Ballon, Ewing, Hub 
Bayne, Carlisle, Field, Hungerford, 
Ereba k, Alvah Finley, Hunter, 
Benedict, Clark of M Fort, Ittner, 
Sey lark, Rush Foster, ewig ne 

s ymer, Frye, ones, Jo! 
Blair, Cobb, Gardner, J 
Bland, vert, Garfield, Joyce, 
Blount, Cox, Jacob D. Glover, Keightley, 
Bouck, Cox, Samuel S. Hamilton, Kelley, 
VVV 

ntano, ummings, en ; ger, 
Brewer, Cutler, B. W. Kimmel, 
i Knot 

Brogden, Davis, Horace Hartzell, z 
Buckner, Davis, Joseph J. Has) Landers, 


Lapham, Pollard, ons, Walker, 
Lathrop, Potter, Smith, A. Herr ard, 
Lockwood, Powers, Sparks, Warner, 
ue Pridemore, Springer, Watson, 

ackey, Pugh, Stenger, Welch, 
Maish, Stewart, White, Michael D. 
McGowan, Swann, Williams, Andrew 
McKinley, Thompson, Wiliams, C. G. 
Monroe, Rice, Americus V. Tipton, Wiliams, Richard 
Mesh Robinson, George D.Towneent, Mf, Wilson, 

orse, . Townson: 2 ilson, 
Siy Robinson, Milton S. Townshend, R. W. Wren. 

PP, * 
Phelps, Sinnickson, Walt 
NAYS—100, 
Banks, Elam, Hun Sayler, 
Banning, Ellis, Jones, J. T. es, 
Bell, Errett, K Schleicher, 
Blackburn, Evans, I. Newton xton, 
Boone, Evins, John H. Sere fl Smalls, 
inte Felton, Luttrell, Smith, William E. 
Bright, Forney, Manning, Starin, 
Browne, McKenzie, Steele, 
Bardick, Freeman, Metcalfe, Stephens, 
Caldwell, John W. Garth, Mills, Stone, John W. 
Caldwell, W. P. Gause, Money, Stone, Joseph C. 
Candler, Giddings, Muldrow, Strait, 
Caswell, Goode, O'Neill, Thornburgh, 
Claflin, Gunter, Overton, Throckmorton, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Harmer, Patterson, G. W. Turner, 
Collins, Harris, Henry R. Patterson, T. M. Vance, 
Conger, Harris, John T. Phillips, Waddell, 
Crapo, Hart, ce, Walsh, 
Crittenden, Hartri Rainey, Whitthorne, 
Culberson, Hatcher, Randolph, wien 
Pf Henkle, 2 illiam W. Williams, Jere N. 
Di Herbert, Riddle, Willis, Albert 8. 
Douglas, Hiscock, Willis, Benjamin A. 
Dunnell, H Ryan, cates, 
Eames, 3 Young, 
NOT VOTING—50. 

. Gibson, Mi hell, Singl 

gley, te eton, 
Bliss, Hale, thard, 
Bragg, Henry, Muller, Tucker, 

er, Hooker, Oliver, Van Vorhes, 
Cabell, Jones, Frank Taro, Veeder, 
Keifer, ie, White, Harry 

Chittenden, Pound, Williams, A. 8 
Cole, Loring, 7 5 Williams, James 
Cook Marsh, 7 Wood. 
Davidson, Martin, Roberta, Wright. 
Ellsworth, pe fog Ross, 
Evans, James L. M k, Shallenberger, 


So the motion of Mr. EDEN to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds was to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr, ELLIS. I desire to announce that my colleagues, Mr. ACKLEN 
and. Mr. LEONARD, are absent by leave of the House, and are paired, 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is absent from the House 
by reason of sickness. 

„Mr. GARTH, My colleague, Mr. SHELLEY, is absent on account of 

sickness, and is paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. OLIVER. 

Mr. REILLY. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. SHALLENBER- 
GER. If he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. OVERTON. My colleague, Mr. MITCHELL, is detained at his 
room by sickness. F 

Mr, TIPTON. My colleague, Mr. Marsa, is necessarily absent from 
the House. If he were present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to announce that my col- 
league, Colonel MORRISON, is absent because of sickness. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILLS APPROVED. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 


one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved 
and signed joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) rh ep to defray the 
— of transferring the remains of Pancoast Loose, a deceased 
soldier 


? 

An act (H. R. No. 927) for the relief of James W. Glover, postmaster 
at Oxford, in the Stato ot New York; : 

An act (H. R. No. 1928) to change the name of the steam-tug C. M. 
Whittaker to Caroline; 

An act (H. R. No. 694) for the relief of William H. Needham, late 
second lieutenant of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa 
Infantry Volunteers; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1142) for the relief of Charles W. Wood, late of 
Company E, First Battalion, Thirteenth Regiment of United States 
Infantry. 

JOHN A. SHAW. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 217) 
for the relief of John A. Shaw ; which was read a fitst and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PEASLEY & M’CLURG, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 364) 
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for the relief of Peasley & McClurg, of Nashua, New Hampshire; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

PROTECTION OF RIO GRANDE FRONTIER. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. No. 414) 
making appropriations for erection of suitable for the protec- 
tion of the Rio Grande frontier; which was a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 557) 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase certain property 
of the Betis Savings and Trust Company for the use of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


WASHINGTON’S BIRTHDAY. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 623) 
to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for 
the District of Columbia so as to make the 22d of February a holiday 
within said District; which was read a first and second time, and, on 
motion of Mr. CLYMER, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. No. 648) 
to constitute a commission to consider and report a plan for providing 
enla accommodations for the Library of Con ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the 


Library. 
NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS. 
The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. No. 691) 


to amend an act entitled“ An act to provide for the sale of certain | tofore 


New York Indian lands in Kansas,” approved February 19, 1873; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

LIEUTENANT THEODORUS B. M. MASON. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the ot resolution 
5 R. No. 18) authorizing Lieutenant Theodorus B. M. Mason, of the 
nited States Navy, to accept a silver medal from the King of He ; 
which was read a and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 
J. A. HENRY. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 33) for 
the relief of J. A. Henry ; which was read a first and second time, and, 
on motion of Mr. HERBERT, referred to the Committee on Military 
Afřairs. ; 

EDWIN ROGERS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 83) for 
the relief of Edwin Rogers; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


RELIEF OF PRE-EMPTION SETTLERS, 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. No. 
138) for the relief of settlers on the public lands under the pre-emp- 
tion laws; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 


REFUND OF A DISTRICT TAX. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. aat 
to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to refun 

a certain tax erroneously collected; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


JAMES NEWCOMB. 
The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 363 


for the relief of James Newcomb; which was read a first and secon 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ROBERT STEVENSON. 
The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (8. No. Nac 
for the relief of Robert Stevenson ; which was read a first and 
time, and, on motion of Mr, HERBERT, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
L. T. GREEN. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 634) 
for the relief of L. T.Green; which was read a first and second time, 
and, on motion of Mr. HERBERT, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary 
SURVIVORS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a bill (S. No. 17) 
amending the laws ting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
the war of 1812, and to their widows, and for other purposes; which 
"Mr STEPHENS. ¢ ¢ Georgia, 1 hope the H will agree to 

- 0 e House 
that bill. I ask for its and trust no one will object 10 it. 
There are only a few of these old soldiers left. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the of the Interior ba, and be is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the rolls the names of the surviving officers and enlisted 


Maron 4, 


to color, including militia and volunteers, of the mili- 
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drafted men, without 
tary and naval service of the United States, w 
war with Great Britain of 1812, or who were in any engagement, and were 

bly discharged, and the sarvi widows of such officers and enlisted and drafted 
m 


en. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall not to any person who is receiving a pension at 
the rate of acho nape tary nt Mo SE stan nln a TATE ge rma Ft 
$8 per mon r en 

th. under this act shall be at the rate 


served for fourteen days in the 
honora- 


for 


pear, by proof 
name was put on said rolls by or h Falso 
or b . such 
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f 
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satisfactory, shall be deemed sufficient; and when 
such service and such discharge the a 


| 
4 


i 
|, 
! 


a5 
3 
1 


80 as to entitle him, 
act; but such evidence shall 


of the classes 
made shall be considered and decided as 


not be 


© rebels,” a 
proved February 4, 1862; and that the “Joint arire En 
pots payment by any officer of Government to any person not known to 
ve been opposed to the rebellion, and in favor of its su approved March 
2, 1867, and section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall not 
ply to the persons provided for by this act: Provided, That no money shall be pafi 
to any one on account of pensions for the time during which his name 
stricken from the rolls. 

Sec. 6. That the surviving widow of any of the war of 1812 where the 
name of ec id er was stricken from the pension - rolls in pursuance of the act 
entitled un act — the Secretary of the Interior to strike from the pen- 
sion-rolls names of such persons as have taken up arms the Govern- 
ment, or who have in any manner encouraged the re! ” approved February 4, 
1862, and where, under the existin s of law, said oner died without 
his name being restored do the rolls, shall be entitled to e claim for a 


as such widow after the pa: e of this act: Provided, That no suck 
to the time of the removal of the disability of the 


shall be paid for any 

1 : Provided further, That under this act any widow of a revolutionary sol- 
who served for fourteen days or was in any er ent shall be placed on the 

pension-rolls of the United States to receive a 8 the rate of $3 per month. 


Src. 7. all laws and clauses of laws in conflict with this act be, and they 
are hereby, repealed, 


Mr. STEPHENS, of genia: I demand the previous question on 
the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WAIT. e simple word. Mr. Speaker, I am told by an old 
man living in Norwich who fought in the war of 1812 that of the 
forty-five men who enlisted with him from that town in the regular 
Army he alone at this time is left. I have received three letters from 
him, urging that himself, now over ninety rar. and the few associ- 
ates who fought in Wat war with him shall not be forgotten, but at 
this late hour shall be remunerated to some extent for the services 
they rendered the country. 

. HALE. Let me say this is almost the same bill passed by the 
House two or three times before, and this is the first time the Senate 
has been willing to pass it. I cs 85 therefore, the motion of the gen- 

a 


tleman 3 revail and the bill will be 
The bill was ordered to be read the third time, and it was accord- 
y read the third time. 


r. SAMPSON. I should like to make an inquiry of the gentleman 
from Georgia. Names of certain pensioners living in the Northern 
States have been dropped from the pension-rolls on account of alleged 
disloyalty. Applications have been made in some instances to restore 
them to the rolls and pay the arrears for the time suspended, claim- 
ing the charge was not well-founded. Some of those appiicetons are 

pending. Now, as I understand this bill, it would prevent tbe 
Commissioner of Pensions from restoring those names to the roll 
and paying the arrears, even if he should find on investigation that 
th been en stricken from it. 
. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The gentleman is mistaken. The 
operation of the bill is subject to the sen he makes. 

Mr. SAMPSON. It may restore them from this date and permit 
them to draw pensions from this time; but the question is, how are 
= Be get their back pensions? 

. PATTERSON, of New York. They do not get them at all. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Suppose there was a mistake in striking them from 
the roll when they were not disloyal? Suppose they were stricken 
off on false Pa on ginger a 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is an open question for the 
future. The bill only provides for the payment of pensions from the 


and | date of its passage. It allows no back pay. 


1878. 
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Š 4 iti isi ill prevent | Throc Van Vor Michael D. Wil 
see aa pina Is there not a positive provision that will prevent To = Anios eet fim Wook ud — 
Mr. HUNTON. That only applies to those who were actually dis- Teunzband È W. Walker, Willams Ruiter Wright, 
Bru: If agp? 2 to ere the eee 3 ads an Tooker, ne Williams, Tere oN. Yeates, 
islo; 0 improper! res er, a illiams, oung. 
without thie bil. 6 . 8 eee 
Mr. SAMPSON. I would like to have the bill read again. Ayia Fein en 
Mr. JOYCE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. NAYS—21. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that by unanimous consent | Baker, JohnH. Dwight, James, Stone, John W. 
the bill was considered as read the second time and the question was 8 D Hazelton, Denn Ld oa 
on the third reading, on which 5 from Geo demanded | Cutler, Humphrey, Kilinge. A 
the previous question but yielded for the a of hearing what | Danford, Hungerfi MeGo 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] had to . the ter, Robinson, Milton 8. 
provisions of the bill. The gentleman from Georgia the floor on NOT VOTING—33. 
the bill. Acklen, Cole, Shallen 
Mr. SPRINGER. Was the main question ordered ? Bacon, Cook, Luttrell, Shelley, 
The SPEAKER. It was not. That is the pending question. Bagley, = tt, A Marsh, Sout! 
Mr. JOYCE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Ble eee L Moak, eee K 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. Brag Foster. Mitchell, 5 
Mr. JOYCE. My inquiry is whether it is in order now to move an Brogden, eld, Morr Welch, 
amendment to this bill so that those persons shall be excluded who art ag 5 — 3 oe Harry 
took part in the rebellion ? abel ae ety e 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will repeat that the question was on | Calkins, Hooker, Quinn, Williams, James. 
the third reading of the bill, on which the gentleman from Georgia | Campbell, Jones, Frank berts, 
demanded the previous question. If the House should sustain the anaoa; e Robertson, 
demand for the previous question, then an amendment pro to be X 2 70 Sexton, 
offered by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr Joyce] would be cut off. | So the bill was passed. 
If the previous question is voted down, then the bill will be open to] During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 
amendment. Mr. HARTRIDGE. My colleague from Georgia, Mr. Cook, is de- 
Mr. SPRINGER. This bill has passed the House twice and passed | tained from the House by illness. If he were present, he would 
the Senate with only four dissenting voices after a full discussion. | vote “ay.” “ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia demands the pre-“ Mr. BALLOU. Mr. SHaALLENBERGER, of Pennsylvania, is paired 
vious question. with Mr. Biss, of New York. If present, I suppose both of them 


Mr. JOYCE. Upon that I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER. Upon seconding the demand for the previous 
question or upon ordering the main question ? 

Mr. JOYCE. I do not insist on a divison at present, 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken ; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. 5 of Georgia. I move the previous question on the 

of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. JOYCE called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 218, nays 21, not 
voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—218. 

Aiken, Cravens, O'Neill, 
Aldrich, Crittenden, Hartze Overton, 
Atki Cul Haskell, e, 
Baker, William H. Cummings, Hatcher, f G. W. 
Ballou, Davi Hendee, Patterson, T. M. 
Banks, Davis, Horace Henkle, Phel 

i Davis, Joseph J, Herbert, Phillipa, 
Beebe, Hewitt, Abram S. Pollard, 
Bell, Di Hewitt, G. Potter, 
Ben Dickey, Powers, 
Bisbee,” Dunnell Habbell, 3 

D u 
Blackburn Durham, Hunton, Pugh, 
Blair, Eames, Ittner, ney 
Bland, Eden, Jones, James T. Randolph, 
nova cee, parare 
Bouck, Ellis, ka 
Boyd, Ells Kenna, Reilly, 
Brentano, Evans, I. Newton Kimmel, Rice, Americus V. 
Bridges, Evins, John H. Knapp, Rice, William W. 
Bri g. Knott, Riddle, 
Bright, Field, Landers, bbins, 
Buckner, Finley, Lapham, binson, George D, 
Bundy, Forney, rop, 
Bure Fort, Ryan, 
Burdick, Franklin, Lindsey, pson, 
Cain, Freeman, Lockwood, P 
Caldwell, John W. * Loring, Sayler, 
Caldwell, W. P. 3 Lynde, Scalea, 
mp Gardner, ey; Schleicher, 
Candler, Garth, 
Carlisle, Ganse, Manning, Sinnickson, 
Gi Mayhi ons, 

Chitten Glover, McKenzie, 
Claflin, e, ~ McKinley, Smith, A. Herr 
Clark, Alvah A. Gunter, MeMa’ Smith, William E. 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Hal Metcalfe, ks, 
Olark of Missouri, Hamilton, Mills, Springer, 
Clark, Rush Hanna, Money, 
Cyan; Hardenbergh, Monroe, Steele, 
Cobb, Harmer, Morgan, Stenger, 
Collins, Harris, . W. Morse, Stephens, 
Conger, Harris, Henry R. Muldrow, wart, 
Covert, Harris, John T. Stone, Joseph C. 
Cox, Samuel 8, Harrison, Norcross Strait, 
Crapo, Hart, Oliver, Thompson, 


would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague from West Virginia, Mr. MARTIN, is 
paired on this question, but I do not remember the name of the gen- 
tleman with whom he is paired. If he were present, Mr. MARTIN 
would vote“ a 

Mr. POLLARD. My colleague from Missouri, Mr. COLE, is paired 
with Mr. CHALMERS, of Mississippi. If he were present, he would 
vote “ay,” and I presume Mr. CHALMERS would do so also. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, My colleague, Mr, Morrison, is 
detained from the House on account of sickness. 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is detained from the 
House by sickness. If he were here, would vote “ay.” 

Mr. MULDROW. My colleague, Mr. HOOKER, is paired with Mr. 
Van Vorues. If pom he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. OLIVER. I am pai on all political questions with Mr. 
SHELLEY, of Alabama, who is confined to his room by sickness. As 
I do not consider this a political 2 I vote “ay.” 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is detained from the 
House by sickness, He would vote“ vki if present. 

Mr, RICE, of Ohio. My colleague, Mr. SOUTHARD, is absent on 
acconnt of sickness in his family. If here, he would vote“ ay.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. [Sandan of Geo moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was p: and moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The following Senate bills were read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated below: ° 

A bill (S. No. 285) ting a pension to Elizabeth D. Stone—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. No. 596) to regulate the compensation of postmaste 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Pen ill (S.No, 686) gran Mary E 

ill (S. No. ting a pension to Mary Emma Baptist and 
Dais 7 Baptist, minor child the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. No. 697) renting a pension to Anna L. Robbins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. No. 704) granting a pension to Grace Aikins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. No. 18) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 573) for the relief of the officers and privates of the 
1e Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

A bill (S. No. 595) to further define and enlarge the powers and 
duties of the board of health of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. No. 611) to extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance 
Company of the city of Washington—to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

A bill (8. No. 662) to amend section 1270 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to fuel, forage, and quarters of officers of the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 
2 (S. No. 685) for the relief of N. Boyden—to the Committee 

ims. 
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A bill (S. No. 703) granting a pension to Melvina A. Maltby—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. No. 724) granting a pension to Nancy E. McClelland—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. No. 328) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther A. George—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

A bill (S. No. 725) to amend the one hundred and fourth Article of 
War—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 97) authorizing the Secretary of War to t per- 
mission to the proprietors of salmon-fisheries now located on Three 
Tree Point military reservation, on the Columbia River, in Washing- 
ton Territory, toremain onsaid reservation to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 401) for the relief of Charles H. Manley—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 755) granting a pension to Martha C. Kendall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. No. 771) for the relief of Ebenezer Walker—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

A bill (8. No. 635) for continuing the work of improving the Capi- 
tol grounds—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The business on the Speaker's table has now been 


disposed of. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr, RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford; and 

An act (S. No. 541) toamend an act entitled “ An act to provide for 
the preparation and publication of a new edition of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States,” approved March 2, 1877. 

COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS, ETC. 


Mr. WADDELL, I was not present when the bill (S. No. 596) to 
regulate the compensation of postmasters was reached upon the Speak- 
ers table. I understand that that bill has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Offlee and Post-Roads. I ask consent of the House 
to discharge the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have 
already reported to the House a bill (H. R. No. 2695) to regulate the 
compensation of postmasters and for other purposes, which bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole and made the special order 
for day after to-morrow, after the morning hour. The Senate bill 
relates to the same subject. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman want to substitute the Sen- 
ate for the House bill? 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does not the Senate bill contain a provision restor- 
ing the franking privilege? 

Str. WADDELL. It does; but in other respects I think it is the 
same as the House bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the bill wor VEN referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- . 

The SPEAKER. The bill has already been referred. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the various votes referring bills 
upon the Speaker's table; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill sE R. No, 257) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of Mexican and other wars 
therein named. 

Mr. SAYLER. And pending that motion, I move that the House 
soe adjourn. It is too late to go into Committee of the Whole to- 

ay. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted, by 
unanimous consent, as follows: 

To Mr. CHALMERS, for ten days, on account of important business; 

To Mr. THOMPSON, for one week, on account of business; 

To Mr. Marsu, for ten days; and 

To Mr. MULLER, for four days, on account of important business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. HOUSE asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers in the case of Stewart 
College, in Tennessee, there having been no adverse report. 

PENSIONERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimons consent of the House that the 
bill passed to-day in relation to the pensioners of the war of 1812 be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The bill ae been read at length while under 
consideration by the House, it will of course be printed in the Rxo- 
ORD, ' 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Masssachusetts. I desire to introduce a bill for 

reference. 
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The SPEAKER. A motion to adjourn is pending. 
Mr. SAYLER. I do not desire to antagonize the introduction of 
bills for reference only. 

Mr. MAISH. I desire to introduce a resolution for reference. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to make one statement. 

Many MEMBERS. order! 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

The motion to adjonrn was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 111, 
noes 65; and accordingly (at three o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: Papers relating to the claim of Alfred H. 
Gheen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of Daniel Scully and 45 other citi- 
zens of the United States, residing upon the shores of Lake Michigan, 
against the transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of 66 citizens of Rabun County, Geor- 
gia, for a post-route from the Head of Tennessee to Burton’s, Georgia— 

the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Ronds. . 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Peter 7. and others, against 
W the income tax —to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petitions of the publishers of the At- 
lanta (Georgia) Medical Surgical Journal and of the Barnesville 
(Georgia) Gazette, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. : 

By Mr. CANNON, of Utah: The petition of several thousand women 
of Utah, against the p of the bills known as the Christiancy or 
Luttrell bills, which it is claimed, if passed, will disfranchise them— 
to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, the petitions of es In and other citizens of Adams- 
ville, Beaver County ; of h J. Holmes and other citizens of Farm- 
ington, Davis atr and of Eliza R. Snow and 2,965 men and 4;020 
women, citizens of it Lake City, Wahsatack, and Summit, and of 
the counties of Salt Lake, Utah, Davis, and San Pete, all in Utah 
Territory, for an amendment of the Constitution prohibiting the 
several States from disfranchising United States citizens on account 
of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of Anna Klatte, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William Watts, of Boone County, Kentucky, 
for the repayment of internal-revenue taxes improperly collec 
from him—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of the publisher of the North Branch 
Grengen) Observer, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 

ommittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CORLETT: Papers relating to the charges nst Will- 
iam Ware Peck in his capacity as associate justice of the supreme 
court of Wyoming Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, two petitionsof citizens of Uintah County, Wyoming Territory, 
against the of Senate bill No. 732, being a bill to annul the 
act of the islature of said Territory providing for the organi- 
zation of Crook and Pease Counties, and to provide for holding courts 
therein—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Julia A. Stimers, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of Belinda McDonald, for 
a pension—to the same committee, 

y Mr. CUTLER: The petition of the First Presbyterian church of 
Greenwich, New Jersey, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petitions of the publishers of the Flori- 
dian, T and of the East Florida er, Ocalu, State of 
Florida, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

3 DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petitions of the publishers 
of TN Mount (North Carolina) Mail; of the Friend of Tem- 

ran eigh, North Carolina; of the Franklin Times, Louisburgh, 

North Carolina, and of the Biblical Recorder, Raleigh, North Caro- 
lina, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of B. H. Bunn and others, for the holding of a dis- 
eet court at Tarborough, North Carolina—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. DEERING: Resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, oppos- 
ing the passage of the bill limiting the transportation of live stock 
on railroads—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of New York merchants, for a re- 
duction in the rates of duty on importations on linen goods—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and shirts, 
of Troy, New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Stephen Darbonnier, of Berkshire, New Yor 
that silver be remonetized by putting 425 grains into the dollar an 
that all Government liabilities be honestly paid—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Waverly (New York) Ad- 
vocate, of the Ithaca (New York) Daily Journal, of the Havana (New 
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York) Journal, of the Tioga County (New York) Record, of the Wav- 
erly (New York) Review, of the Whitney Point (New York) Reporter, 
and of the Owego (New York) Times, tor the abolition of the duty on 
ty to the Committee of Ways Means. 

y Mr. EICKHOFF: The petition of the publisher of the Belle- 
tristisches Journal, New York City, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 3 55 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of cigar manufacturers of Louisiana, 
for the amendment of the revenue laws relating to the manufacture 
of cigars—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of Jacob Inglehart and 100 
other workingmen of East Ww, Michigan, against any reduction 
of the tariff on lumber and salt—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, indorsing the action of the national ex- 
port convention against free ships—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Papers relating tothe claim of W. C. Seigling— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of the late war, that they be ted 
pensions from the time of discharge from the Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, the petition of citizens of Hancock County, Ohio, against any 
reduction of t the tariff on wool and woolens—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 4 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Z. M. Leavitt, for back pay 
as chaplain at Camp Chase in 1861—to the Committee on Military 
Affi 


airs. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of Mrs. Julia A. Armstead, for com- 

nsation for property taken by the United States Army—to the 

ommittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Fred. N. Gray, administrator of Nat. Gray, for 
compensation for services rendered by said Nat. Gray as assistant 
keeper at White Shoal light-house station in 1861—to the Committee 
of Claims. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of Sophia Ohlenschlager, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petitions of the publishers 
of the Norfolk County (Massachusetts) ter and of the Rockland 
(Massachusetts) Standard, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of citizens of Orleans County, New 
York, to so amend the law that all men who were discharged for a 
disease contracted in the service of the United States and in the line 
of their duty shall be paid the same bounty they would be entitled 
to if discharged for wounds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Medina (New York) Trib- 
une, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTZELL: The petition of the publisher of the Chester 
(Illinois) Tribune, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, ; 

Also, the petition of Craig Greenback-Silver Club of Craig, Illinois, 
for the restoration of the silver dollar as it was prior to its demone- 
tization and the unconditional repeal of the resumption act—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of Samuel J. Crawford, for pay 
for hay furnished the United States Government—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: The petition of James Goodspeed, publisher of the 
Joliet (Illinois) Republican, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of stained-glass man- 
ufacturers of the United States, against the removal of import duties 
on painted and decorated stained glass—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Clara Ida 
pranks Nashville, Tennessee—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of A. G. Butler, N. W. Parker, 
and 200 other citizens of Frankfort, BEE aI for an appropriation 
of $22,000 for the improvement of the harbor at that p. to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of D. L, Filer, F. Dowland, and 100 other citizens 
of Ludington, Michigan, against the transfer of the life-saving serv- 
ice to the Navy Department—to the same committee, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of the State Horticultural So- 
ciety of Wisconsin and American Nurseryman’s Association, relating 
to fi and tree-planting—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Buffalo County (Wiscon- 
sin) Herald, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The tion of Mobile County, Ala- 
bama, for an e er to refund to said county moneys 
fore expended by the county in improving Mobile Harbor —to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Resolutions of the Vermont Merino Sheep-Breed- 
ers’ Association, relating to the tariff on wool and woolens—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of M. H. Buckham, president of the Vermont State 
Temperance Society, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffie—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of John Gass, of Poughkeepsie, 


New York, against any change in the duty on barley and malt—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of Patrick Nash, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a paper from L. D. F. Poore, receiver of the United States 
land office, Springfield, Dakota Territory, relating to forest culture— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Oliver Ainsworth, against any 
= in the duty on barley and malt—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. . 

Also, the petition of William M. Evarts and other members of the 
bar, practicing in the courts of the United States in the southern and 
eastern districts of New York, for the appointment of stenographers 
for such courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIGON: Three petitions of citizens of Autaugaville, La 
Fayette, and Wetumpka, for aid to the Texas Pacific Railroad—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petition of Peter C and others, against the revival 
of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

py Mr. LOCKWOOD: The petition of Henry Houde! and 50 others 
of Buffalo, New York, for the reduction of the tax on tobacco—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petitions of the publishers of the Wood- 
land ee) Daily and Weekly Democrat, and of the Lake Demo- 
crat, Lakeport, California, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr, MACKEY: The pean of Louis Baker, one of the heirs of 
Colonel F. Henry Weissenfels, for relief— to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Hontzdale, Clearfield County, Penn- 
sylvania, against any rednction of the present tariff duties, and 

inst the reimposition of the tax on tea and coffee—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and 
shirts, at Troy, New York, for a reduction in the rates of duty on linen 
fabrics—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the American Nurserymen’s Association, for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate and report on the 
subject of American forestry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

8 Mr. MANNING: The petition of F. A. Tyler & Co., publishers 
of the Holly Springs 1 South, for the abolition of the 
duty on to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYHAM: The petition of the Troy, New York, manufact- 
urers of linen cuffs, collars, and shirts, for a reduction in the rates 
of amy on linen fabries—to the same committee. 

By 0 Mienen N t bial arc = 5 O. garen, publisher of the 

uincy (Michigan) Times, for the abolition of the duty on t to 
5 Committee of Ways and Means. X dit 

Also, the petition of farmers and wool-growers of Michigan, to re- 
tain the tariff duty on raw wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY : The petition of 150 miners of Massillon, Ohio, 
8 any change in the existing tariff laws—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of 232 citizens of Saint Clair and adjoining town- 
ships, in Columbiana County, Ohio, against any change in the tariff 
duties on wool and woolen to same committee. 

Also, the petition of 61 citizens of Madison County, Ohio, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

, the petition of 231 citizens of Stark County, Ohio, against 
any reduction of the present tariff laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of J. W. Houghton, publisher of 
the Wellington (Ohio) Enterprise, for the abolition of the duty on 
185112 the same committee. 

y Mr. MORSE: The petition of citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, 
against reviving the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OLIVER: The petitions of the publishers of the Reporter, 
Ogden, Iowa, and of the Sioux County (Iowa) Herald, of cantar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Jones and other citizens of Iowa, against 
the reduction of the duty on flaxseed and linseed-oil—to the same 
committee. i 

By Mr. PRICE : The petition of Almena Herrick, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, opposing the bill for 
the limitation of transportation of live stock unless shipped in patent 
cars—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PUGH: The petitions of the publishers of the Jersey Re- 
publican, Hammonton, New Jersey; of the Daily and Weekly Fredo- 
nian, New Brunswick, New Jersey; and of the Register, Bordentown, 
New Jersey, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of the publishers of the Polk County 
(Texas) Banner, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of John Johnson and others, 
relative to pensions withheld while pensioners were in the civil serv- 
ice of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Olive E. Martin, for a pension—to the same 
committee. : 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of C. C. Crumpler and 25 other 
citizens of Trap Hill, North Carolina, against abolishing the western 
judicial district of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. SCALES: The petition of John W. Morse and others, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 
By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of the New 
York, manufacturers of linen collars, cuffs, and shirts, for a reduction 
of the tariff duties on linen fabrics—to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Georgia: The petitions of J. L. Tucker, publisher 
of the Cuthbert (Georgia) Messenger, and of J oseph Tillman, publisher 
of the Quitman (Georgia) Reporter, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the same committee. 

J , the petition of citizens of Baker County, Georgia, for an 
appropriation to improve the navigation of Flint River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of Frederick Klor, of Sangamon 
County, Illinois, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE : The petition of C. A. Ang and 9 other citi- 
zens of Catawba County, North Carolina, against the abolition of the 
western judicial district of North Carolina—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of J. H. Sheets, publisher of the 
Todd County (Minnesota) soe for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Iso, the petition of M. P. Hall, publisher of the Granite Falls 
(Minnesota) Journal, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition and accompanying pa- 
pers of Enos Johnson, of Emmett County, Michigan, for relief—to 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Also, the petition of Benty Griffin and 102 others, citizens of Grand 
Haven, Michigan, against the transfer of the life-saving service to 
the Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: The petition of Alexander Hopkins, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Calvin Phillips, of similar import to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. TURNEY : The petition of citizens of Westmoreland County, 
Pennsylvania, for aid to settlers on the public lands—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of P. J. Sinclair and 27 other citizens 
of McDowell County, North Carolina, in opposition to the abolition 
of the western judicial district of North Carolina—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. A. D. Reeves, for compensation for the 
use of her property in Charleston, South Carolina, in 1865, by the Freed- 
men’s Bureau—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of Cyras Shenefield, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of Richard Trotter and 150 others, and of G. B. 
Quinn, A. F. Breckinridge, and 142 others, citizens of Washington 
County, Ohio, against any change in the present tariff on wool and 
woolen goods—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALSH: Papers relating to the pension claim of Cynthiana 
Claxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of citizens of Western Nebraska, 

ainst leasing the public lands west of one hundredth meridian in 
Nebraska to stock-growers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILL. of Michigan: The petition of Martin Heenan, 

-for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petition of H. H. Smith, W. 
E. Calkins, and others, for the extension of time to file claims for pen- 
sions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of the publisher 
of the Racine, Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to Committee of Ways and Means. ; 

Also, the petition of S. W. Benson and 100 other citizens of Wal- 
worth County, Wisconsin, that no reduction be made in the tariff on 
flaxseed and linseed-oil—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of the Farmers’ Club, Lenawee 
County, Michigan, for the protection of wool-growers—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Press, Adrian, Michigan, 
for the abolition of the daty on type—to the same committee, 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Mrs. Martha L. Trigg and of 
Mary E. McKinney, for compensation oe property taken by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 5, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev..Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s procèedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Legislature 
of Wisconsin, in favor of an appropriation to complete the break water 
and the entrance to the harbor of refuge in Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin; 
which was reterred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 


favor of the establishment of a tri-weekly mail-route from the village 
of White Hall, the veep Me of Trempealeau County, to Eau Claire, 
in Eau Claire County, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of an extension of time to complete the building of the North- 
ern Pacific Railway; which was referred to the Committee on Rail- 


Mr. McMILLAN presented a joint resolution of the slature of 
Minnesota, in favor of an appropriation by Kongre sufficient to test 
„e and value of an invention by M. J. Adams, a citizen 
of Minnesota, for enlarging the channels of rivers and freeing them 
from obstruetions by means of submerged flumes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 0 y 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a memorial signed by citizens of the 
city of Oswego, New York, remonstrating earnestly against the pro- 

change of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the 

avy Hdd sadist I know these memorialists; and, as some criti- 

eism has been made upon the caus of other such memorials, I take 

occasion to say that they are officers of the Board of Trade, owners 

of vessels, business men, and others, in no d that I can con- 
ceive open to suspicion as to their motives for this remonstrance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie upon the table, 
the bill being before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition signed by a number of citi- 
zens of the county of Fulton, New York, pointing out hardship and 
injustice which they think exist in the present laws touching boun- 
ties, and praying that a change be made; which was refe to the 
Committee on aT Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of E. Spencer Miller, William M, 
Evarts, and others, citizens of the United States, residing chiefly in 
the State of New York, remonstrating against the of any law 
imposing a tax upon incomes; which was refi to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the memorial of S. Ray Sands and others, 
citizens of Block Island, Rhode Island, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the bill (S. No. 777) to organize a life-saving and coast-guard 
service; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FERRY presented resolutions of the national uback State 
convention held at Jackson, Michigan, February 7, 1878, in favor of 
the repeal of the resumption act; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. f 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Com- 
mander William Gibson, of the United States Navy, (retired,) praying 
that he may be reinstated on the active list; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the memorial of Lemuel Sawyer and 
99 others, business men of Detroit, Michigan, and the memorial of 
Hiram Brown and 106 others, citizens of Saint Joseph, Michigan, re- 
monstrating against the transfer of the life-saving service from the 
ay to the Navy Department; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of John T. McClure, of Bourbon 
County, Kentucky, praying compensation for rent of premises occu- 
pied by United States troops, and wood and horses taken by them 

uring the late war, and that the papers now on file in the Quarter- 
master-General’s Office in relation to the claim be called for and made 
a gary of the petition; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
e also presented the petition of William M. Ammerman, of Bour- 
bon County, Kentucky, praying compensatiou for property taken by 
United States troops during the late war, and that the papers in rela- 
tion to the claim now on file in the office of the Commissary-General 
be called for and made a part of the petition ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. : 

He also presented the petition of Francis P. Clay, of Bourbon County, 
Kentucky, praying compensation for property taken by United States 
troops during the late war, and that pers in relation to the claim 
now on file in the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury, be called 
for and made a part of the petition ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a resolution ad »pted by the Medical So- 
ciety of Virginia, in favor of an appropriation to defray the expenses 
of securing a complete catalogue of the National Medical Library ; 
which was refe to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. JONES, of oy ee a petition of J. A. Atkins and 
others, citizens of Apalachicola, Florida, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the improvement of the navigation of the Apalachi- 
cola River, in that State; which was refe to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented resolutions adopted by the 
State Agricultural and Horticultural Societies of Wisconsin and the 
memorial of the committee appointed by the American Nurserymen’s 
Association at their meeting in Chi , Illinois, June 23, 1877, in 
favor of the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1218) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of a commission to Europe to report on forestry and tree- 
planting; which were referred to the Committee on iculture. 

Mr. presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
California in favor of a change in existing treaties and laws so as to 
stop the immigration of Chinese into the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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He also presented the petition of Charles J. Wilson and others, cit- 
izens of California, praying that a commission be appointed to select 
one or more suitable persons to hear and determine the private land 
claims in the Territory of Arizona pursuant to the stipulations of the 
Gadsden and Guadalupe Hidalgo treaties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have in my hand a paper purporting to be a 
memorial to Congress from numerous citizens of Harrison County, 
Ohio, remonstrating against any reduction or change in the tariff on 
wools or woolens. 5 notice that the signatures to this paper, which 
are very numerous, are all in the same handwriting; but it comes to 
me from a responsible gentleman, the secretary of the Wodlgrowers’ 
Association of that county. Ipresume thatit is soniy of a memorial 
which has probably been sent to a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to be presented in that body. Under these circumstances, 
I feel it a a to present it, 1 all the signatures are 
evidently in the same handwriting, as I Fave known petitions or me- 
morials to be presented here where the signatures were all printed, 
and some like this where the signatures were all in the same hand- 
writing. Several’years ago a suggestion was made that some rule 
ought to be adopted by the Senate on this subject, and that such 
petitions ought not to be received; but nothing was ever done. I 
therefore present the memorial and move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of G. W. Grinnell and oth- 
ers, citizens of Iowa, praying for the passage of a law to restore to 
settlement under the homestead law all vacant, unappropriated lands 
heretofore withdrawn for the Mississippi and Missouri Railroad in 
the State of Iowa, situated more than twenty miles from the amended 
line of route as located under the act of June 2, 1864; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WITHERS. I present the memorial of certain citizens of 
Accomack and Northampton Counties, Virginia, in the fifth life-sav- 
ings district, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 
777) to organize a life-saving and coast-guard service. 

I recognize this memorial as emanating from the principal men of 
that section of the State, comprising the judge of the seventeenth 
circuit and the leading lawyers and business men of the counties of 
Accomack and Northampton. I move that it lie ae the table, the 
bill having been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. BLAINE presented the memorial of D. Holman and 46 others, 
residing on the coast of Maine; the memorial of D. J. Sawyer and 
57 others, citizens of Jonesport, Maine ; and the memorial of George A. 
Preble and 22 others, citizens of Bath, Maine, remonstrating against 
the proposed transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to 
the Navy Department; which were ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of G. W. Crusselle, a citizen 
of Atlanta, Georgia, praying com tion for property alleged to 
have been seized and appropriated by United States military forces 
during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the petition of the Salem Temperance 
Union of Lotus, Indiana, and other citizens of that State, praying 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WADLEIGH, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 300) to amend the statutes in relation to 
patents and for other purposes, reported it with amendments; and 
submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MERRIMON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2843) to provide for taking 
testimony for the courts of the District of Columbia, reported it with- 
ont amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. No. 532) to incorporate the Suburban 
Railway Company of Washington in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 352) to authorize the restoration of George A. 
Armes to the Army, asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re- 
ferred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. No. 850) to author- 
ize the restoration of a A. Armes to the rank of captain. 

3 pin was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 761) for the relief of T, R. Eubanks, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Barnett Lane, d asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 762) for the relief of C. T. Enbanks, successor 
of the firm of Eubanks & Anthony, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 


ferred the petition of Wolff & Brown, praying compensation for horses 
pressed into service for the use of the militia in Colorado Territory in 
1865, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Augustus Sprague, late of Company B, Second 
Michigan Volunteers, praying for repayment of a sum of money paid 
by him for a substitute in the military service, when the petitioner 
was not liable to draft, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. Ham- 
mond, late Surgeon-General of the Army, reported it without amend- 
ment; and submitted a report thereon, which wasordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John A. Darling, reported it with- 
out amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 386) to extend the time for presenting claims for collecting, 
drilling, or organizing volunteers for the war of the rebellion, su 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. í 


ARMS TO IDAHO TERRITORY, 


Mr. SPENCER. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) pro- 
viding for issuing arms and ammunition to the Territory of Idaho 
under the act approved July 3, 1876, to report it without amendment 
and recommend its passage. The joint resolution is very short, and 
I think there can be no earthly objection to it. As there is immediate 
necessity for its passage, I that it be considered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPTAIN WILLIAM L. FOULK. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 356) for the relief of Captain William L. 
Foulk and also the bill (H. R. No. 3296) for the relief of Captain Will- 
iam L. Foulk, have duly considered the same and instructed me to 
submit a report thereon and to ask that Senate bill No. 356 be indefi- 
nitely postponed and recommend the passage of the House bill. I 
ask—I hope it will be granted by the Senate—the present considera- 
tion of the House bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely, if there be no objection. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the present consideration of the bill he has named. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will only take a moment. A similar bill has 
heretofore passed the Senate and the House, and,it has again passed 
the House and is unanimously recommended by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill at this time ? 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. GORDON. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not object. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to propose to restore this officer by law to 
his former rank in the service, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is no restoration by law at all. The Senate 
committee expressly declares that Congress has no power to invade 
the jurisdiction and prerogatives of the Executive. The bill simply 
suspends the operation of the law A the President to make 
appointments by promotion, and 1. im authority in this particular 
case, if he desires it, subject to his own discretion, to make an ap- 
pointment above the rank of second lieutenant. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
8 to consider the bill. It authorizes the President to appoint 

illiam L. Foulk, late captain in the United States Cavalry, Tenth 
Regiment, to the position of captain of the same e and rank held 
by him at the time he was dropped from the roll; but he shall re- 
ceive no pay or allowances for the time he was out of the service, 

Mr. ONY. Is there a report accompanying the bill! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I should like to hear it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report. Having proceeded for 
some time—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. As the reading was at my request, I do not care 
about hearing the rest of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The farther reading will be discontinued. 

The bill was reported to the Serfate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 851) to prohibit members of Congress from 
becoming sureties in certain bonds; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 852) granting a pension to Mary E. Pauley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No, 853) to aid in the construction of a military, 
commercial, and postal rail highway from the military headquarters 
of the United States Army at Antonio, in the State of Texas, to 
the Rio Grande, at or near the town of Laredo; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Mr. BOOTH (by request) asked, Ne el) unanimous consent ob- | o 


tained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. for the adjudication of 

title to lands claimed by José Apis and Pablo Apis, in the State of 

California; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

panying papers, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
WRECKS IN HARBOR OF PENSACOLA. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, report of the Secre! of W. response of 
the Sennie, passed October ig 5 requesting information in regard to tho ro- 
printed for the use of the Senate. : i 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL, 

Mr. BECK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No, 802) establishing post-roads in the several States 
and Territories; which was referred to the Committee on Post- Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


LONG BOND FOR SAVINGS INVESTMENTS. 
Mr. McMILLAN. If there is no other morning business, I desire 
to ask the Senate 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire whether Senators 
desire to move any resolution upon the Calendar during the remain- 
der of the mo hour, 
Mr. BAYARD. I obsorve the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WAL- 
LACE] is still absent from his seat, and I ask that the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the invest- 
ment of savings, mes he aes over without prejudice. 
The VICE-PRES . That order will be entered, and the bill 
goes over for the day without prejudice. f 


WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD, 


Mr. BECK, Last Thursday morning, while the President pro tem- 

was occupying the chair in the absence of the Vice-President, 

e Senate consented that I might, at the conclusion of the morning 
hour to-day, call up and lay before the Senate my views relative to 
a resolution which I introduced some time ago seeking to stop the 
further payment of the principal of the public debt. I shall be glad 
to be allowed to do that either now or at one o’clock, or whenever it 
suits the convenience of the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 528) to authorize the Macey tan and Sioux 
Falls Railroad Company to extend its road into the Territory of Da- 
kota to the village of Sioux Falls. This will not interfere with the 
Senator from Kentucky at all. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
whether that bill is likely to take any time. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; I think it will not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported at length and 
objection asked. 

he Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, there is one feature of that bill 
that I should certainly like to consider before I am called upon to vote 
for it. There is one provision in the bill which authorizes the transfer 
to this company, who propose to extend their road into the Territory 
of Dakota, of any bonds that have been issued by counties or any 

ts of land that have been made. The provision is that they may 
transferred by the corporation in whose favor they were issued or 
made to this company. It seems to me that that is a provision which 
ought to be considered ; and, while I know nothing about the partic- 
ular facts of this case, a provision of that character ought not to be 
passed without at least some consideration of the subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think I can explain that matter satisfactorily 
to the Senator. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, this bill anthorizes an organiza- 
tion known as the Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Company 
to extend its road from Worthington, at the southwestern boundary 
of Minnesota, to the town of Sioux Falls, in Dakota Territory. The 
distance is but fifteen miles. The territorial Legislature of Dakota 
meets but biennially, There is therefore no session of the Legisla- 
ture this winter. The cons of the localities interested in this bill 
are very desirous that this small piece of road should be constructed. 
It through but a portion of one county in Dakota Territory. 
It is true that the town of Sioux Falls made a small appropriation of 
bonds for the purpose of building this road. 
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Mr. INGALLS. How much? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Between fifteen and twenty thousand dollars, as 
nearly as I can state it; a comparatively small sum. So anxious are 
a to have this road nompas that this was done some time ago 
under the authority of the laws of Dakota Territory. The compan 
or organization that expected to complete that portion of the mi 
could not do it; and this ar n is a company, organized under the 
general laws of Minnesota. No special powers are conferred on this 
corporation. The general law of Minnesota is the law under which 
Lp ong organized. They ask for no right of way even throngh an 
f the public lands. All they desire is the right of constructing this 
road and accepting the aid which this town voted for the building of 
the road. The sum is so small and the people are so anxious to have 
this road built that this company is willing to nndertake it and will 
build it immediately. It is only fifteen miles long, and it is neces- 
sary that the company proceed immediately if the road is to be built 
in time to benefit the people of that locality this season. They have 
suffered very much in that portion of the country in the destruction 
of _ pag by the locusts. The ree now recovered from that 
aud are entering upon a of p ity, as we trust, and 
they ais to have these facili Pics for ase ey the market, because 
this gives them communication with the system of railroads of the 
United States. I trust, therefore, that the members of the Senate will 
see that this bill is one that should be passed and that there can be 
no objection to it. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I shonld like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
if the Legislature of Dakota is not fully authorized and empowered 
sed 9 ust such a charter as this or just such charter rights. 

f KOMILDAN, The Legislature of Dakota does not meet until 
nex ter. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Iknow; but it has full legislative authority 
over this subject. 

Mr. McM No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. McDONALD. Why not? 

Mr. McMILLAN. This company is com 
in our own community; igo 4 are citizens of our own State, our ve 
best business men and uential citizens there, whose person 
interests are all identified with this section of country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill was before the Senate on a former day; 
and I desire now to offer one or two amendments, which will not 
affect the bill materially, but which I think are material in connec- 
tion with the provisions of the bill. On page 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator allow the amendment 
pro by the Committee on Railroads first to be disposed of ? 

r. COCKRELL. Certainly, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Railroads will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Railroads propose to strike 
out in section 4 the following words, commencing in line 6: 

And said company shall pay into the treasury of the county of Minnehaha, in 
said Territory, at such time as may be fixed by law, to bo apportioned by the com- 
missioners of said county to the different funds for which taxes are levied in said 
Sti aiea the tazable propery fy within cold’ politi] divisions. respect 
ively, through or into which said shall run or be such per centum 
porras pos oF eniger eignar a p Aak g apani aA 

o treasury of the State of n said road as lies within 
that State, and so that the rate of payment shall be equal and uniform in both State 
and Territory in to the number of miles of road actually built and . 
and said 2 so made by said company, shall 

stock, rights, franchises, powers, priviles be and LA and 

e bs tt witits sala tory of Dakots; all w , Save as aforesaid, shall be 

fro 2 assessment of 8 and char - 
sense al e iad sph aid opt po 
paid by said company n as — 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. ident, I see that the morning hour is 
nearly up, and I ask the Senate to indulge us until this bill is con- 
sidered and passed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Minnesota that the consideration of this bill be con- 
tinued until it is concluded? The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In section 3, line 5, I move to strike ont the 
words “or Territory.” Section 3 provides: 

the suid is an to to its own use donation, 
Kue power, franchiso, aid, 5 may be genial OTe confi 
upon said company by the Congress of the United States, by the Legislature of 
any State or Territory, or by any corporation, body politic. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I trust the Senator will not strike out those 
words, because all this aid has been taken under the authority of the 
laws of Dakota heretofore passed. They do this under the laws of 
the Territory of Dakota. 4 
Mr. COCKRELL. My understanding is that it has been the rule 
of the Senate, as a general proposition, not to sanction donations made 
by territorial islatures. 

Mr. MMI This is not a donation made by a territorial 
lature. The territorial Legislature at a former session authorized 
town to grant this aid for the purpose of building a road. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not aid, then, granted by the Territory? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the amendment, then, if that is the 


of men who reside 
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case; if itis not aid granted by the Legislature of the Territory, but 
simply authority given to the counties and towns. 

r. MCMILLAN. To this town; not to any counties or towns, but 
to this town. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire whether this aid pro- 
posed or authorized to be granted by a certain town was granted to 
a domestic corporakion, and whether this is not a proposition now to 
transfer the aid which a certain town was authorized to grant toa 
domestic corporation to a foreign corporation ? 

Mr. McMI . This corporation is asclosely identified with this 
locality as can be. It is merely separated by the State line. This 
organization has constructed its road indeed from Saint Paul to the 
State line, and this is a mere continuation of it which is intended 
ultimately to reach away beyond west and be a very important trunk 
line through the country; and this isa portion of the road which 
there is no company authorized now to build which can effect it, and 
the town has authorized this company to receive this amount of aid 
some fifteen or twenty thousand dollars—that they may have this 
portion of the road—fifteen miles of it—constracted immediately. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I desire in section 3, line 19, right after the words 
“or voted,” to insert by way of amendment the following words: 

With the consent and 1 of such county, town, village, or other munici- 
pal corporation or poli division or corporation of and within said Territory. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That merely requires the assent of the company 
to whom the bonds were issned to the transfer, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The assent of the parties making the subserip- 
tion, of the county, or the village, or the town. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think the Senator from Minnesota un- 
derstands the effect of the amendment. I understand the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri is to incorporate an amendment 
that will require the assent of the municipality that granted the aid 
originally. Inasmuch as the bill already provides that this transfer 
by the company to whom it was originally made shall only be made 
so as to be valid upon the conditions and stipulations upon which it 
was originally made, I cannot see any necessity for that amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The question often arises as to whether these 
parties making these subscriptions are liable when the transfer of 
the liability has been attempted by the corporation to which the 
subscription was originally made. Now, this bill seems to contem- 

late that certain counties, towns, villages, or other municipal or po- 

itical divisions or corporations “ of and within said Territory ” have 
subscribed to other railroad companies or corporations, and this com- 
pany or corporation is authorized to receive a transfer of those sub- 
scriptions or liabilities. Now, I think it but right and proper that 
the county, or the town, or the village, or the municipal or political 
division which originally made the subscription to other corporations 
shall consent to the transfer. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I can see very well the object the Senator has in 
offering that amendment, and in ordinary cases it would be, I think, 
a very proper one. In this case the bonds are issued by but one mu- 
nicipal corporation, as I understand, the town of Sioux Falls, The 
bonds have been authorized and this company desires to have them 
transferred to it instead of their 5 to the person or corpora- 
tion to whom they originally were to have been issued. It is not a gen- 
eral provision affecting various municipal corporations; there is but 
one, and I have noobjection to the amendment if the Senator will des- 
ignate the manner in which the assent is to be given. I can see that 
aa might be some difficulty and delay on that account. I do not 
consider the amendment of importance practically in this case, be- 
cause there is but one instance in which bonds are authorized to be 
issued, and that is desired by the corporation very earnestly. They 
come here, indeed, asking for this legislation. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The bill uses all these various words, and it is 
to be presumed that more than one subscription has been made. 
Now, pre there will be no trouble in obtaining the legal con- 
sent and agreement of the county by its county officers, of the town 
by its proper officers, of the village by its proper officers, or what- 
ever political division or municipal division has made the obligation. 
There will be no question about that. 

Mr. Mc II the Senator is not satisfied with the bill as it 
is and desires an amendment of that character, if he will insert in 
addition to what he has already suggested that the assent shall be by 
the officers of the town or village of Sioux Falls, I shall not object. 

Mr. THURMAN. If my friend from Missouri will withdraw his 
amendment, I will make a motion to test the sense of the Senate 
upon this third section, and that will be to strike out the whole 
third section. Of course if the Senator proposes to perfect the sec- 
tion, he can do it before a motion to strike out is voted on. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the section had better be perfected 
before a motion to strike out is made. 

Mr. THURMAN, If my friend from Missouri will for the time 
being withdraw his amendment, I will move to strike out the section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to doing so for that purpose. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, it is with great reluctance that I 
say e antagonism to a mere local bill like this which my 
friend from Minnesota desires to pass, but looking at this third sec- 
tion I find that the bill involves a principle that in my judgment is 
totally inadmissible and presents a precedent that ought not to be 


set, 
The first thing that strikes me is that this bill attempts to confer 


upon a railroad company franchises granted by an act of Congress, to 
make a sort of double-headed corporation deriving its powers in part 
from the charter granted by a State and in part from charter granted 
by the Congress of the United States. It may be said that that took 
place in respect to the Central Pacific Railroad under the acts of 1862 
and 1864; but that would be a mistake. It is true the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company was chartered by the State of California to build 
a road to the eastern boundary of that State; and it is true that under 
the acts of Con of 1862 and 1864 it was authorized to extend that 
road to a junction with the Union Pacific; but the Legislature of 
California to that extension of its powers. It would have 
been otherwise a violation of its charter, a diversion of its corporate 
funds, to employ them in building a road beyond the terminus pre- 
scribed in its State charter. But it obtained the assent of the State 
of California to that extension and to the employment of its stock 
and means in that way, which made it all right. 

But here is a charter ted by the State of Minnesota to build a 
road to the west line of the State. If that charter authorizes it to 
extend its road beyond the State that would not authorize it to enter 
Les the Territory of Dakota without the leave of Congress; but if it 
should obtain the leave of Con that provision would protect the 
company from any forfeiture of its charter by reason of this employ- 
ment of its means in building the road beyond the limits of the State. 
The charter could give it no absolute right to go beyond the territory 
of the State, but it might give it the right to do so with the assent of 
the sovereignty of the Territory into which it should build its road, 
and thus protect it against a forfeiture of its charter. I do not know 
what this charter of the State of Minnesota is, whether it authorizes 
this company to construct its road beyond the west limit of the State 
or not; but if it does not, then this is an attempt to give to a corpor- 
ation created by a State and now limited by its charter to the making 
of a road to the west line of the State, a new franchise, a new faculty, 
derived not from the State that created the corporation, but from the 
Con of the United States, to build a road through a Territory of 
the United States, in other words, to make, as I said, a double-headed 
corporation deriving a part of its powers from the State that created it 
5 — part of its powers from an act of the Congress of the United 

tates. 

Now, sir, I am perfectly willing to give to this company a license 
to make its road into the Territory of Dakota. There is no objection 
to that. It will have to look out for itself whether it would not work 
a forfeiture of its charter if it should employ its means for any such 
2 Tbat is a question under the laws of Minnesota, with which 

am not familiar, or it may be necessary for it to obtain the author- 
ity of that State thus to employ its funds and its means; but whether 
it has that faculty now or whether it must obtain it in the future 
from the State under whose laws it is created, I am perfectly willin 
to give it a right of way pee the Territory of Dakota or into tha 
Territory as far as it may see fit to go. 

He MITCHELL, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

m 

Mr. THURMAN. I should rather not, as I want to finish. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Right on that point. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well: 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask whether there is not a general law passed 
by Congress two years ago authorizing any railroad corporations to 
proceed in the Territories and have the right of way! 

Mr. THURMAN. I was not aware of it. The chairman of the 
Railroad Committee is much more familiar with the general Jaws in 
relation to railroads than Iam. If there is such a statute it has es- 
caped my attention and it would render this bill perhaps unnecessary. 

r. MITCHELL. On that point only. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now I come to some particular provisions of this 
section of the bill which I have moved to strike out. The first clanse 
in the section is: 

That the said company is authorized to ete to its own use any grant, dona- 
tion, loan, power, franchise, aid, or assistance which may be granted to or conferred 
upon said 3 Congress of the United States, by the Legislature of 
any State or Territory, or by any corporation, body politic, person, or persons. 

That is to say, we propose to give to this State corporation a facult 
which it 3 already under its State charter or whic 
it does not. If it does possess it under its State charter, this provis- 
ion is useless; but if it does not it, where is the right of the 
Con of the United States to add to the faculties and franchises 
of the corporation? Mark it: it is not a power limited to the road 
as constructed in Dakota, but any grant by gonane or by a Terri- 
tory, or by any corporation, body politic, or individual, in aid of the 
construction of that road, whether that ion of it in Minnesota or 
that portion of it in Dakota Territory, this act proposes to give the 
company the franchise and faculty of being able to accept, and of 
course with all the conditions that shall be attached to them. It 
does not seem to me that that is right. Now comes further: 

å And ion cl tase Fd — nen to hold, Pana Sry 0 with full 33 
isposi suc ‘onation, er, c! „or assistance, 
— —— nae 

My point is that this corporation already has the power under its 
charter granted by the State of Minnesota—I say “ granted,” although 
it is organized under a general law of that State—it has the power 
to accept this aid or accept these franchises granted, according to this 
language, by any other State or by the United States, or it has not 
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the power under its charter. If it has the power, this is unnecessary; 
if it has not the pores wo cannot give it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why not? 

Mr. THURMAN. It is for the State to give it, because we cannot 
add to and increase the power of a corporation created by a State. 

Mr. CONKLING. If I do not interrupt my friend, can we not grant 
to an artificial person created by a State any franchise that we can 
grant at all? 

Mr. THURMAN. We can do it if the laws of that State permit it 
to accept it; but we cannot say that it shall have power to accept it, 
as this bill does. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; but for illustration under the general rail- 
way law of the State of New York or of Ohio—for I believe they are 
pretty much the same—a company proceeds to build a railroad; can- 
not Congress give to that company so created and orig the right 
to lands or bonds, the right of way across a reservation, the right to 
bridge a boundary stream between States, or any other right that 
Congress can confer upon a corporation? 

Mr. THURMAN. If my friend had listened to me he would have 
scen that there was no e for asking that question. 

Mr. CONKLING. I tried to listen. 

Mr. THURMAN. We can give to that corporation a right of way 
over territory belonging to the United States, provided its State 
charter authorizes it to extend its road over that reservation or those 
lands belonging to the United States. We can graut to it aid, say in 
bonds for the sake of illustration; we can grant to it aid in bonds, 
provided its State charter anthorizes it to accept such aid. In other 
words, a corporation has no power or faculty on earth except that 
which is granted to it by its charter. 

Mr. CONKLING. By implication as well as direct grant? 

Mr. THURMAN. When i say “granted” I include necessary impli- 
cation. If its charter does not allow it to accept grants from another 
sovereign, either grants of property or grants of franchise, or to ex- 
tend its line of road into the territory of another sovereignty, then 
it has no such faculty; and therefore, as I said, this corporation either 
has this power already under the law of. Minnesota or it has it not. 
If it has it not we have no right to confer it, and it must go to the 
State of Minnesota to obtain this faculty or franchise. 

But, Mr. President, this section further provides: 

And any bonds, donation, aid, or assistance which, under the laws or authority 
of the laws of said Territory, may have been, or shall hereafter be— 


I beg the attention of the Senate to that— 


or shall hereafter be voted, or granted to any railroad company for the construction 
ang county, town, village or other anusicipalor polltien! dlvielow or corpory sou 
mnty, town, „ : 
of — within said Tes bite. may be transfe 5 said Worthington and Sioux 
Falls Railroad Company, its successors or assigns, by said company, for orto which 
the same shall bave been or ree d hereafter be granted or voted; and upon such 
transfer it shall and may be lawful for the proper officers of such county, town, 
village, or other corporation or division to grant, issue, donate, and deliver the said 
bonds, aid, or assistance directly and in the first instance to said Worthingtonand 
Sioux Falls Railroad Company, its successors or assigns, without farther authority, 
act, or ceremony whatever. 

In otber words, here is a provision under which, if the territorial 
Legislature of Dakota sball see fit to-do it, it may authorize every 
little municipality on that line of road to issue bonds in its aid; a 

licy that I thought was effectually pat an end to in the United 

tates by reason of the ruin that it has brought on the people of the 
United States. But that is not all; it is net simply prospective, it is 
retrospective and covers a grant which it ap from the state- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota was made either to this or to 
some 5 corporation, I believe to another corporation. Am I not 
right 
r. MCMILLAN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. THURMAN. Bonds have been issued by this village to some 
other corporation, as I understand. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. THURMAN. And on a vote of the people, I sup 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam not aware of the conditions; but under the 
laws of Dakota Territory. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think it very likely so, and then upon a vote 
of the people of bonds to one corporation, in steps Congress, which is 
supreme over the Territory, and says that without any other vote of 
the people, those bonds issued to one corporation shall be transferred 
by it to this corporation. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, as he is 
upon that important question—that is to say, the unwisdom of the 
policy of a State Legislature granting to a town, county, or city the 
right to issue bonds to a corporation—I would ask him to carry out his 
argument in reference to such assumed powers in the Legislature of a 
Territory, not a State sovereignty, but a mere Territory ; and to say, 
whether in his judgment, that Legislature would have, under a true 
construction of their legislative powers, the right to confer on a town, 
city, or county, the authority to tax the people to pay interest on bonds 
issued by such town, county, or city toa railroad or other corporation. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have not looked into these territorial laws very 
particularly ; but I do not believe there is one of them that confers 
upon a territorial Legislature any such power, 

r. MAXEY. That is my view. 

Mr. THURMAN. And if there is, I would vote to repeal it as soon 

as I could lay my hand on it. 


Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Ohio certainly does not sup- 
pose that there is anything in this bill from beginning to end that 
would authorize any corporation in the Territory of Dakota to issue 
bonds to any railroad company. It spp provides that any which 
have been issued or may hereafter be issued, this company shall have, 
under any existing authority, under any authority that may exist by 
virtue of any law of that Territory, I su ; because there is cer- 
tainly nothing in this bill that would justify the inference that an 
authority is by the bill conferred upon any corporation or munici- 
pality in that Territory to issue bonds to any railroad company. 


Mr. THURMAN. I do not read the bill so. On the contrary, as I 
understand tbis bill, if passed it will have the effect to confer on the 
Legislature of Dakota that very power. The first clause of section 3 
says: 


Said company is authorized to a t to its own use any grant, donation, loan, 
power, franchise, aid, or assistance which may be granted to or conferred upon 
— by the of the United States, by the Legislature of any State 
or 7 


If that does not confer upon that Territory a right to grant this com- 
pany aid in the way of subscriptions or what not, then I do not kuow 
what the language means. 

But, Mr. President, I have said enough. I think there is nothing 
more certain than that Congress ought to set its face sternly against 
all grants of railroad charters by the Territories, and more strongly 
against all subsidies or aid granted by Territories. It seems to me this 
involves the very 8 and I hope, therefore, that the third sec- 
tion of the bill will be stricken ont. 

Mr. BECK. When the bill was read, I said to the Senator from Min- 
nesota that I would object to it unless it did not lead to prelonged dis- 
cussion, and that if it was not disposed of by half-past one o’clock I 
shonld ask him to have it ned. Now, since serious difficnities 
have sprung up, I hope he will not object to its going over that it may 
be looKed into. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If there is any prospect of its being delayed any 
considerable length of time, I certainly would not interfere with the 
Senator from Kentucky. If it is to lead to further discussion, I shall 
consent to a one nement. 

Mr. HERE D. I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. BECK. I think the Senator from Minnesota had better let the 
bill go over. There are several gentlemen who desire to speak. 

; The n By general consent the bill will go over 
or to-day. 

Mr. HOAR, Before the bill goes over I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to be printed. 

Leth ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be received and 
printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to give the Senate notice that I will call 
up the bill to-morrow if ible. 

Mr. HOAR. My amendment is to come in at the end of the sixth 
section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Said corporation shall hereafter be subject, so far as relates to that portion of its 
road within the limits of Dakota, to all laws and regulations made by the territo- 
rial Legialature of or its successors. 

Mr. FERRY. Before this bill passes over I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will renew his amendment and have that printed, providing 
for the consent of the municipalities. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have another amendment which I think is 
pro sera and I will write it out and have it printed, if there is no 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Both amendments will be received and 


printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I have most serious objection to this bill, 
which I wish rebate out, if it is still beforo the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has gone over for the day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House bad passed the bill (S. 
No. 17) amending the laws grantin ions to the soldiers and sail- 
ors of the war of 1812, and their widows, and for other purposes. 

The also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills and joint resolution. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1164) for the relief of John Pulford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported to Congress under section 2 of the act approved June 
16, 1874, by the Seere of the Treasury; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue certain arms to the Washington Light Infantry of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 12,000 copies of the 
eulogies delivered in the two Houses of Congress upon Oliver P. Mor- 
ton, late United States Senator from the State of Indiana. 

The m also announced that the House had concurred in the 
resolution of the Senate to print 12,000 copies of the eulogies deliv- 
ered in the two Houses of Congress upon Lewis V. Bogy, late United 
States Senator from the State of Missouri. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The regen further announced that the Speaker of the House had | 4 


signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 0 
A bill (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. Clifford; and 
A bill (S. No. 541) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the preparation and publication of a new edition of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States,” approved March 2, 1877. 
THE SINKING FUND. 


On motion of Mr. BECK, the Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of the following resolution submitted by him on the 21st of January: 

Whereas it is of the highest importance in the present depressed condition of 
the industries of the le that taxation should be g tho lowest point 
consistent with a faithful di: of the obligations of the Government and an 
economical administration of its rs; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury, in his estimates of the sums to be pro- 
vided by the present Congress, includes §37,196,045.01 to be applied during the 
next fiscal year in the purchase of Uni tates bonds under the provisions of 
the acts of 3 1862, and July 14, 1870, providing a sinking fund for the 
extinction of the debt; and 

Whereas the last Secretary of the in his annual to the Forty - 
fourth Con; in December, 1876, showed that up to July 1, 1876, the literal com- 
pliance wi 1 said laws from the time they went into effect required 
the 5 T for in said acts, that 


to this Congress, 
that sub- 
ject, sa reached 


reasury ts 
$696, 273,342.17,” or 5220.95. 450.30 in excess of the amount required by 
law to be provided for that fund: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate, (the House of ives concurring,) That it is un- 
necessary and inex t either to maintain or im taxes at this time for the pur- 

of providing for the $37,196,045.04 asked for by the of the Treasury 
n his estimates for the purpose of providing further for the sinking fand, and that 
the Secre of tho T. is hereby directed not to hase any bonds for the 
reduction of the principal of the national debt till the further order of Congress; 
and that the committees of Con having of the subject be, and they are 
hereby, instructed not to 3 for the payment, during the next fiscal year, for 
fe fraud poy tas the adjustment of the required for the maintenance 
and support of the rnment. à 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, when on the 29th of January I closed 
my statement of the reasons which induced me to insist that the fur- 
ther payment of the principal of the public debt should be suspended 
and the burdens of taxation lightened, in order that business might 
revive and work-shops be reopened, the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Dawes, Ja distinguished member of that committee, indicated a desire 
to be heard in regard to it. I was very glad they did, as I believed 
discussion would strengthen the position I assumed. I read from the 
Recorp of the following day, containing the debate: 

Mr. Dawes and Mr. MORRILL rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. Mornitt. I merely wish to say that I do not desire to now take the time 
from the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE) who is entitled to the floor on 
the order of the day, but before this passes away from the consideration 
of the Senate, I shall desire to submit some remarks upon it. 


Mr. Dawes. I rose e T e od gro of saying that at some future 
without any desire to take the time of the Senator Pennsylvania now, I 
seek to be on resolu 


I intended of course to answer, as far as I was able, the objections 
they might have to the resolution, but after a deal of delay and 
several efforts to call it up the Senator from Vermont insi ona 
reference of it to the Committee on Finance, indicating an indisposi- 
tion to discuss it in advance of such reference, I felt that I ought 
not to consent to a reference, certainly not without further explana- 
tion of my reasons for urging it, and therefore asked the Senate to 
allow me to be heard to-day, which it kindly consented todo, Ihave 
at puree except what is stated in the preamble, the first clause of 
which is: $ 

Whereas it isof the im in the present 
inden the peopl at asainn e e 

5 witha 
nomical administration of its affairs. 

The facts upon which I rely to sustain that obvious truth are set 
ie with equal clearness in the other clause of the preamble, as fol- 

ows: 

And whereas the Secretary 2 estimates 
provided by the present port Atiy aive Erra to be ple 8 
next fiscal year in the purchase of United States bonds under the provisions of the 
acts of February 25, (862, and July 14, 1870, providing a sinking fund for the extino- 


tion of the national debt; and 
of the Treasnry, in his annual to the Forty 

fourth Congress, in December, 1876, showed that up to July 1, 1876, the literal com- 
pliance with the provisions of said laws from the time they went into effect required 
the eo er of $433,84%,215.37 to the purposes 2 for in said acts, that 
$658,992,226.14 had been so applied, being an excess of $225, 144,010.77 over the amount 
8 by the law to be so applied up to that date; and 

Whereas the present Secretary of the Treasury, in his report to this Congress, 
in December last, after repeating the statements of his upon that 
subject, says: “On tho same basis the amount of the sinking fund would have 
reached $475,318,#88.78 on the 1st of July, 1577, on which date the reduction of the 
debt, including accrued interest, less cash in the Treasury, since its highest point 
in 1465, amounted to $696,273,348.17," or §220,954,459.39 in excess of the amount re- 
quired by law to be provided for that fund: Therefore. 


I do not propose to repeat now the nt I then made (it can 
be scen by reference to the RECORD of that day) farther than to 
quote briefly from the reports of Secretaries Sherman and Morrill the 
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facts which support the statements made in the preamble I have 


uoted, 
Speaking of the sinking fund the present Secretary in his last 
report says: 

In the last annual report (page 10) my stated that, had the resources 
of the Treasury during each fiscal year, commencing with 1862, been sufficient to 
make a literal compliance with the conditions of the sinking-fund law practicable, 
a total of $433,848,215.37 would have been applied to that fund July 1, 1876, whereas 
the actual reduction of the debt, including accrued interest, less cash in the 
Aie at that date, amounted to 868.902. 226. 4d. On the same basis the amount 
in the sin fund would have reached §175.318,888.78 on the Ist of July, 1877, on 
which date the on of Be agr — . — 8 472 cash in the 
‘Treasury, since ighest point in amoun 2 , or $229,954,- 
459.39 in excess of the amount required by law to be provided fur that fund. 

Mr. Morrill in his report in December, 1876, after setting forth all 
the facts in detail, says: 

On the 31st of A 1265, the public debt as represented u 
Department, and een by the public-debt statement, reac 


namely: 

Debt loss bondsisoned to the various Pale Railroad Companies, 
and less cash in the Treasury 2 
PFF 
issued to the Pacific Railroad Companies, aud less cash in the 
r Ge\usewassicecustewe tovsctcdadeses 2, 099, 439, 344 99 


Reduction of the debt 2 656, 992, 226 44 
Tho terms of the law of F. 25, 1862, required by the operations of a sink- 
be reduced 


o in sum of $433,848,- 
37 between July 1, 1862, and tho close 
n period 


ear. A reduction has 
effected during that „011.07 more than was 
absolutely rotita 
He adds: 


It can therefore be said, as a matter of fact, that all of the pledges and obligations 
of the Government to make for the sinking fund and the caucellation of 
the public debt have been fully met and carried out. 

These facts being conceded, and they must be because they are 
true, it is not only the right but the duty of Congress in the present 
depressed condition of the industries of the country to cease to im- 
= burdens upon the people, and to reduce taxation wherever it can 

done consistently with the public honor and an economical admin- 
istration of public affairs. I said before and 1 repeat that it is not 
my purpose to dictate to the Committee on Finance in what way or 
on what subjects of taxation the desired reduction should be made, 
My object in this resolution is to determine that reduction of taxation 
to the extent at least of $37,000,000 can be and ought to be had. Still, 
with all due respect to the committee, I propose to show to the Sen- 
ate the importance of cutting off all unn taxation, stopping 
all useless or merely sentimental expenditures, and of applying all 
the power and all the means at our command to restore our commerce 
on the ocean, which has into the hands of foreigners by our 
own folly; to readjust our war tariff, which has been kept up to pro- 
tect a few interests long after the necessity or pretended necessity for 
it has passed away. I hope toshow that justice and policy alike 
require that the wealth of the country should contribute more than 
it does to the support of the Government and that we cannot under 
our pom System compete in the markets of the world with people 
less heavily burdened. I hope to aid somewhat in inducing the Sen- 
ate to take steps in the direction of ving relief otherwise than by 
subsidies, which seem to be deman now in every form. 

Mr. President, the whole system of Federal taxation is an anoma- 
lous and, permit me to say, an exceedingly unjust and oppressive 
one. It lays its heavy hand ev: here upon the labor and the pov- 
erty of the country, and nowhere upon its property and wealth. All 
the vast revenues and expenditures of the Revenant all the subsi- 
dies it ts, and all the protection it gives to its favorites, are 
drawn directly or indirectly from the consumption and necessities of 
the people, from things which the very poorest are either compelled 
to have in order to live and shelter themselves and their families from 
the summer's heat and winter's cold, or from articles they must use or 
will have even if they could live without them. I know of very 
little except jewelry, which is generally smuggled, in all the long list 
of taxables, either under the tariff or internal revenue, which is not 
as heavy a tax on the humblest mechanic or laborer as upon men with 
the colossal fortunes of Mr. Astor, Mr. Vanderbilt, or Mr. Stewart. 
Their incomes, their stocks, their bonds, their palatial residences and 

ificent equi and their blocks of buildings, from which their 
rent-rolls come, do not contribute one cent to the support of the Fed- 
eral Government, not even to maintain the Army and Navy, which 
have to be kept up to protect their property from violence, foreign or 
domestic, and into neither of which do they ever go in time of trouble 
except by substitutes. Sir, that is all wrong. The wealth of the coun- 
try ought to contribute its just proportion of the expenses of the 
Government; when it does Government will be better administered, 
and its expenditures will be more closely watched. The subsidies so 
clamorously demanded, and so lavishly given when they are taken 
from the food, clothing, utensils, and other necessaries of the masses, 
would soon cease if they had to be provided for by additional taxa- 
tion on the incomes of the rich. Organizations, rings, and combina- 
tions are holding meetings, public and private, every day in this ay 
and all over the country to obtain what they call Government ai 
for all sorts of schemes to enrich themselves at the expense of the 
people, and representatives are urged, in season and out of season, 
to support them. If we could levy a special tax of 3 or 5 per cent. 
upon ail incomes over $2,000, embracing stocks, bonds, and secu- 


the books of the 
its highest point, 


$2, 756, 431, 571 43 
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rities, and set it aside as a fund ont of which to pay the subsidies, or 
Government aid, as it is politely called, which may be deemed meri- 
torious, half if not all of them would be withdrawn and resisted 
by the men now so persistently urging them. They are insisted upon 
beeuuse the money can be taken under our 3 system from the 
pockets of the poor in ways they know nothing about. 


GOVERNMENT Am. . 

What, sir, is this Government? Itis a carefully limited organiza- 
tion, with executive, legislative, and judicial powers, entered into by 
the people of the United States, as expressed in the preamble to the 
Constitution: 8 

In order to form a more ect union, establish insure domestic \- 
guilty, de for the ee defense, promote ramped welfare, and 2 


of liberty to ourselves aud our posterity. 

As a government it has nothing; it is a trustee, a pauper. Con- 
gress has the power to lay and collect taxes and borrow money, and 
the Government has no other means of obtaining it. When obtained 
it must be expended, if propery expended, for the common defense 
or the general welfare. Whenever Congress undertakes to grant sub- 
sidies or give exclusive privileges or protection to any class of men, 
it has to take the money from, or impose the burden upon, the great 
mass of the people. I refer to these plain principles in this connec- 
tion because we have petitions, resolutions, and remonstrances laid 
before the Senate every day and referred to committees asking aid, 
seeking protection, insisting on the maintenance of privileges im- 
properly ted or which should now be withdrawn. If a tithe of 
them are heeded, the proposition to drop the $37,000,000 now asked 
7 to purchase bonds, even if agreed to, will not furnish the relief 

esire. : 

Mr. President, I said our present system of taxation for Federal 
purposes is an outrage on the labor of the country because it draws 
money only from the consumption of the necessaries of life and busi- 
ness, and thus takes from the consumer as much as it takes 
from the richest who consumes no more. It is only tolerated because 
the people do not know and until lately have hardly tried to ascer- 
tain the truth. Our present deplorable condition has had one good 
effect. It has caused men to think in a way they could not be induced 
to do so long as peat bebe prosperous and had treg Dn money in their 
pockets. Poverty brought reflection, distress cansed exami- 
nation into the reasons why men who were honest laborers are now 
tramps and and the remedy will be bly but earnestly 
applied at the ballot-box if Representatives fail to give the just and 
much-needed relief demanded. Does any man suppose that State or 
municipal governments could be carried on for a day upon such a sys- 
tem as the Federal Government pursues? Would the mechanics of 
the city of New York submit to be taxed ont of their wages or on their 
humble homes as much to support the State or city government as 
was demanded from the estates of Mr. Astor, Mr. Vanderbilt, or Mr. 
Stewart? Would the stockholder in any corporation who owns a 
single share consent to pay as much toward the e of the cor- 
poration and the salaries of its officers as the stockholder who owns 
a thousand shares? Ought he to do it? Yet that is precisely what 
the Federal Government is requiring its humblest citizens todo. We 
may remonetize silver, repeal the resumption act, make nbacks 
an unlimited legal tender, stop the eee, of the principal of the 
national debt, and do many other things that I think onght to be 
done, yet as long as the ef system of tariff and internal taxation 
is maintained there can be no real or permanent prosperity. We are 
compelled to produce and transport all our products at a cost far 
exceeding that paid by any other people, and are thus crippled in our 
competition in the markets of the world. Just here let me say that 
I promised to answer a question put to me by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Eaton] upon a subject somewhat foreign to the silver 
bill, upon which I was then . had said that we were pay- 
ing foreign nations now nearly 8100, 000, 000 annually to do the carry- 
ing trade between us and other countries, and that our tariff had 
rendered it impossible to build ships, while our navigation laws pro- 
hibited us from buying them. I read the Senator's question and my 
answer: 

Mr. EATON. If my friend will allow me to ask him a question, I wish to call his 

reference 


attention to the fact that some time age, in to another matter which I 
understood him to say that the amount of 


in connection with his su tion as to the importance of stimulatin 

American gi balidings a: oy a 
However, as we pay $50,000,000 per annum to foreign vessels for the 

tion of our surplus products to a market, thus increasing the balance of trade 

against us to that amount, the subject is one worthy of your serious consideration. 

The President of course received his facts from the revenue and 

officials whose duty it was to obtain accurate information 
on the subject. He could not afford to be inaccurate in am 
to Congress. It will be observed that he tells Congress that the 
$80,000,000 of which he speaks is paid for the transportation of prod- 
ucts, He wasneither speaking of nor considering the cost of the trans- 
portation of passengers, 

Mr. Cragin, of New Hampshire, then chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in the Senate, on the 6th day of February, 1873, made 
a carefully considered = ie on this floor in which he said that we 
were paying annually to the ships of foreign nations then from 

000,000 to $80,000,000 a year. During the year 1873 the uumber 
of immigrants brought by foreign ships to the United States from 
Europe exceeded four hundred and fifty thousand, and the number 
of steerage passengers carried by them from the United States ex- 
ceeded fifty thousand. These at $35 each make $10,500,000, while 
the average of first-class passengers going and returning was ascer- 
tained by careful investigation, as Mr. in stated, to be 86,829, at 
an average of $110 each, making over$9,500,000. Thus it will be seen 
from the statement of tho President to Congress as to the amount 

d for freights and from equally reliable data as to the amount paid 

7 sero ps to and from the United States that foreign nations 
made $100,000,000 out of our trade in 1873, and they are making more 
rosa the ae renon has fallen off but the freiglit carried by them 
as inerea 


The official reports show that 
The total exports from the United States for the year 1877 were val- 
e TTT ei Pe eR RE Rees $676, 115, 818 
Imports for the year were valued at epa 49:2, 090, 406 
„ AE A E a eno verses —— — 1,168, 206, 224 
Of these foreign ships carried 
OF export ᷑ͤ ( aane nl „104, 
E222 ᷣͤ BNE 25 20 992 
e e 844, 670, 200 


While substantially all the passengers from Europe to America and 
from America to Europe are carried in foreign steamers, the profitable 
first-class-passenger business has rather increased than diminished 
since 1873, so that they are now collecting from our traffic somewhere 
about $100,000,000 a year, as I stated. It is an alarming exhibit. No 
wonder the Senator from Connecticut was shocked and startled and 
thought that it was bad enough at 840, 000, 000, as he supposed it was. 
I read in the Washington Post last Monday week a speech of Hon. E. 
C. Cowden, of Boston, made before the national exporters’ conven- 
tion in this city a few days before, in which he said: 

And now, Mr. President, in this humiliating condition of affairs, what are we to 
do to restore our pres on the ocean, y in the matter of steam navigation 
with foreign countries? We must a to the self-interest of the nation, It is 
estimated that we pay about $35,000,000 annually to forcign stcamship companies 
for freight, passage-money, and mail service, nearly all of which might be expended 
in American channels, for the benefit of all classes of our citizens, and give em- 
ployment to a vast number of men. 

He seems to have been confining his data to the ey ripen 
companies; and to them alone he says we pay abont $85,000,000 annu- 
ally, It is bad enough, even if that is all, when we know-that, with 
a revenue tariff of about 19 per cent. in 1860 and 1861, we were 
e a profit, even at the low rates then prevailing, of $20,000,000 
a year in the same carrying trade and were building ships for Eng- 
land and other countries, for which we were receiving many millions 
annually. I might show, by the bulky character especially of our 
exports and by the combinations from time to time of the great 
foreign lines to put up freight, as they did in 1873, when wheat was 
advanced from six pence to over fourteen pence a bushel, that the 
American producer of raw material, and especially of agricultural 
products, is absolutely at their mercy, and it is worthy of note that 
out of the exports of last year, which were gratifyingly large, exceed- 
ing $676,000,000, less than $100,000,000 were in any sense manufact- 
ured articles. A few specimens stated approximately will illustrate. 

For example, we exported of— 


had in my mind, of importance, 

freights paid by o foreign bottoms in gold was $100,000,000 annually. Win he 

tell me where I may arrive at that conclusion? I had sw it was abont 
$40,000,000. My friend says one hundred millions. I shou e the data; that | Indian 


is all. I do not wish to interfere with his discussion; but that remark of his had 
reference to another bill that I have now before the Senate, of very great impor- 
tance to the commerce of the country, 

Mr. Brock. I may have stated it too high. I was not thinking of nor trying to 
disenss that question. , 

Mr, EATON. e e 

Mr. Beck. My recollection is that in a message to Congress cannot now think 
of the date, but a friend su, s that the amount I stated was shown in a speech 


by Mr. Shellabarger, of O he President, General Grant, in d wz the 
condition of our commerce, said that we were then Lea tig ewan $30,000,000. That 
is my reco! and subsequent reports show that it gone up to somewhere 


about $100.000,000, It may be less, but I will endeavor to look it up and furnish 
the data to the gentleman from Connecticut. If I am wrong, I will take it back. 
Mr. Eaton. I desired it for another purpose, not for this discussion. 


I haye, as I promised, looked into that subject since, and as it isin 
the line of thought I intended to pursue I will state why I still think 
my statement of the amount was no exaggeration of the facts. In his 
annual message to Congress, in December, 1873, President Grant said 


These figures show two facts: first, the insignificance of our manu- 
factured exports, and second the immense cost of transportation in 
consequence of the great bulk of the articles, other than coin, as com- 
pared to their value. 

Mr, President, a nation dependent upon other nations to carry on 
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its commerce is a subsidiary nation. No country ever an igre 
none ever will, under such circumstances. We may pay $37,000,000 
a year on the principal of our debt. We may pretend that we are 
able to resume specie payments; that we are too honorable even to 
pay in the silver coin of our contracts. We may ape Great Britain 
and pay in gold and gold alone. We cannot secure or maintain 
credit by any such pretenses; the facts are patent: foreign nations 
are draining our substance, enriching themselves and impoverishing 
us by our own folly and the stupidity and partiality of our legis- 
lation. All other nations buy their ships, as they do anything else, 
where they can buy them cheapest, and use them to compete with 
other people to the best advan The United States is the only 
country on earth to-day that prohibitsits citizens from buying ships, 
and ships are the only things they are prohibited from buying on some 
terms, wherever they peer except o e literature, from which I 
would divorce them. France and Germany purchase their steamships 
from England, which they run in our trade, and we allow the Ger- 
mans all the rights and privileges we allow our own citizens in our 
own home-built ships, and yet will not allow our own people to bny 
ships as the Germans do. Section 4229 of the Revised Statutes reads: 
No other be Pan od N debe be —*— or ones on eer 
er dom whencesoever coming, nor on — 

saver composed den are cr may be payable on vessels of the United States and 

cargoes. 


Section 4230 of the Revised Statutes provides: 
232.0 ote ee nee ek 
t n 0 
eee eee and if at any time hereafter tic ality shall not be 
reciprocated in the ports of Prussia and her dominions, the dent may issue his 
Kamatian decla ing that fact; and thereupon the section preceding shall cease 


be in force. 


In order to encourage ship-building our navigation laws, cous of 
course from the then laws of England, which she maintained from 
1660 till 1849, give our own people and the ships built at home an ab- 
solute monopoly of the coastwise trade, prohibiting a foreign-built ship 
from loading at one of our ports and unloading at another, so that 
owners of ships built here (which ey means built in New Eng- 
land so they will float, and finished at Halifax or some other foreign 
port where there is no tariff or a light one) can double or treble 
what ships of other countries may be willing to do the work for. And 
asifthat was not enough we will neither register a ship in the foreign 
trade which was built abroad or allow her to be registered though 
built here, if she was ever transferred to a foreign owner no matter 
under what exigency. The state of our iron-steamship 1 

ainfully exhibited by the following table given on page 394 of Mr. 
Epofford’s valuable American almanac for 1868: 


Number and Tonnage of Steam Iron Vessels built in the United States dur- 
ing the year ended June 30, 1877. 


Ports. Number. Tons. 
Philadelphia —— 2 2E 4 | 4,894.45 
„ ES EA A I E EED EAE A S E E 21 89.85 
Paltiioro 5s . 1 133.11 
Total: costisenporcuencvenccavaeneepwsevadseswascceuseuys 7 | 5,927.41 


Think of it! The total tonnage of iron steam-vessels built in the 
United States during the year 1877 was just about equal to the ton- 
nage of one of the new “ White Star” ocean steamers, yet our citi- 
zens are absolutely prohibited from buying ships abroad when our 
exports and imports exceed $1,168,000,000 in value, and foreign na- 
tions are taking from us from $85,000,000 to $100,000,000 to do the 
work, for fear we will injure a business which now has an absolute 
monopoly of all our home trade, and in this age of iron and steam 
hardly produces the tonnage of one first-class steamer a year for for- 
eign commerce. It seems to me that the business men of other coun- 

es must look in amazement at the folly of a great people who are 
guilty of such stupidity, who still insist on taxing themselves to pay 
the principal of a great war debt before it is due and when the credit- 
ors do not want it, and refuse to reduce an absurd and ruinous pro- 
tection tariff because it enriches a few men at the expense of the 
whole people. 

President Grant saw when the Franco-Prussian war began what 
condition we might be placed in by it, and in a short message, which 
I will read, gave Congress advice which it would have been well for 
the country if it had had the wisdom to follow, but it was then, as I 
fear it is now, too much under the influence of the protected monopo- 
lists to heed what he said, and it adjourned the next day after the 
message was sent, I always thought under the apprehension that the 
country would learn by the discussion how the people were being 
swindled by our navigation and tariff laws. 

The m reads: 

To the Senate and House q = ? 

The latest int eee Europe indicates the imminence of a war between 
France and North Germany. In view of this a sound policy indicates the import- 
ance of some legislation tending to enlarge the commercial marine of this country. 

The vessels of this country at the present time are insuflicient to meet the de- 
mand which the existence of a war in Ew will im upon the commerce of 
the United States, and I submit to the cnasitenstion o Congress that the interests 
of the country will be advanced by the opportunity to our eitizens to purchase ves- 


sels of foreign construction for the foreign trade of the country. An act to this 
)7FVVCFCVCCCCCTCCTC polos 


cy. 

The foreign mail service of tho United States is, in a degree, depending on 
the Bremen and Hamburg lines of steamers. The Post-Otlice Department has en- 
tered into contracts in writing with the two companies above named, and with the 
Williams & Guion lines, respectively, for a reg and continuous service of two 
years. The only arrangement that could be made with the Inman and Cunard lines 
is temporary, and may be broken offatanytime. Tho North-German lines are first- 
class in point of speed and equipment, their steamers usually making the trip across 
an eee in from twenty-four to thirty-six hours in advance of the M s K 

ion lige. 

Should the North-German steamers be blockaded or impeded by France, our 
Ar Eri Congress 


intercourse with foreign nations will be greatly embarrassed 
I ce e iety of furth the time for adjo 
su, t to gress the er or urm- 
EC 


U. S. GRAN T. 

WasuHixcton, D. C., July 15, 1870. 

That message was the only step ever taken, the only utterance 
from any executive officer since the war tariff was imposed, looking 
in the right direction. Congressional commissions have been organ- 
ized and have reported; boards of trade have resolved; chambers of 
commerce and conventions have memorialized Con to relieve and 
build up our prostrate commerce. All have painted in glowing colors 
how we have fallen from our former high estate as the competing if 
not the leading commercial nation in the world, (for in 1861 we were 
rapidly passing Great Britain,) and they have shown that we are 
now a poor, miserable, subsidiary country on the t ocean high- 
ways of the world’s commerce; but all or nearly all of these organi- 
zations are afraid to tell Congress the truth, and to demand a repeal 
of our navigation laws and of the high protective tariff which, to- 
gether, have destroyed our mercantile marine. They know the facts, 
and a bold man occasionally tells them; but they know also the 
power of the protected interests in Congress and fear to antagonize 
them, therefore they content themselves with ing for protection, 
petitioning for subsidies, uniting with the other rings to wring 
money by taxation from a people already taxed to death, in order 
thus to get their share of the public plunder. 

They areall especially eloquent in depicting the devastation wrought 
by the Alabama and other confederate cruisers during the late civil 
war. These charges have a doubly gratifying and beneficial effect ; 
they divert attention from the tariff and navigation laws, and thus 
please the protectionists, and they cast the odium of the present pros- 
trate condition of our commerce on the people of the South, who are 
the convenient sca ts for all the sins of the dominant party. 
Doubtless the war injured our commerce and confederate cruisers de- 
stroyed some of our ships—a fraction over one hundred thousand tons 
is all that is claimed—and induced ship-owners to sell others. Those 
who sold were fortunate, for the money was worth more to them and 
the ee the stipe wenld have been if they had kept them, 
as a new class of vessels have come intouse, The war injured all in- 
dustries ; it destroyed life and property all over the land. David A. 
Wells and other careful statisticians estimate the loss to the country 
by the war at $9,000,000,000, Many of the leading industries of tho 
people suffered infinitely more than our then great shipping interests 
did. Our tonnage reached its highest point in 1860-01; it was then 
5,539,813 tons, and in July, 1865, after the war closed, it was 5,096,781 
tons, the decrease durin the war being only 443,022; and at the close 
of the year 1877, more twelve years after the war ended, when 
all other property had increased on an average of over 50 per cent., 
our total to had decreased to 4,242,600 tons, being 854,181 tons 
less than we had when the war closed. In view of these facts, what 
sense, what propriety is there in the charges made and reiterated in 
so many quarters that the prons deplorable condition of our mer- 
cantile marine is attributable to the confederate cruisers, We built 
over forty thousand miles of railroad, from 1866 to 1877. We have 
opened up empires since the war. The free homes given to people 
from every quarter of the globe along the great railroad lines, so lib- 
erally subsidized, have increased our products beyond all precedent. 

The reports on commerce and navigation show that our own popu- 
lation had been added to by immigration to this country from Europe 
(to say nothing of the Chinese) from 1866 to 1877 of over three million 
Jive hundred thousand people, more than the United States contained 
during the Revolution. Our need for ships has of course increased 
in the ratio of increase of population and production, and but for our 
esl ease and tariff laws we would have had them, instead of be- 
ing dependent as we are now on and subsidiary to foreign nations. 
Those who take such delight in forgetting the real facts and causes 
in bringing odium on the southern people as the source of onr present 
commercial paralysis never tell, that, out of the 5,539,813 tons which 
composed the American mercantile marine in 1860, 599,734 tons were 
owned in the States that seceded, all of which was lost or destroyed, 
so that there was an actual increase of tonnage even during the war 
outside of the seceded States instead of the enormons loss so often 
and so prominently paraded for effect before Congress and elsewhere. 

Perhaps my statements on this subject will not have the samo weight 
as those of Senators representing other locations and other ideas; I 
therefore propose to read from a h to which I have already re- 
ferred, that of Senator Cragin; of New Hampshire, then chairman of 
the Committee on Naval irs, made on this floor in the hearing of 
many Senators now present, in which he depicted the condition of our 
commerce truthfully and vigorously; but, like all the others, his 
remedy was “subsidies.” He said: 

It has already been shown that in 1800 the clearances of American vessels for- 
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abe honed ieee ser pers ore’ the combined tonnage of England and France 


cleared from their ports. 
tage disappeared : 


The American tonnage which entered the ports of Great Britain from 
ports of the United States in 1860 was ....../..-...22..0..2222220020--- 


The following comparisons will show how this advan- 


In 1870 it Was eee coscetaceresennseuaseccesicds 287, 093 
Showing a decrease or loss of American tonnage oll... 887, 898 

Tho British which entered the of the United States from 
Great Britain in 80 was eee pea TE EAEE R E E A 522, 201 
Ai WOE onion dots cans phetanadoe . sudeuseus 1, 628, 416 
mers nl ̃ csseses 1. 106, 215 

American tonnage which entered the ports of Great Britain from other 
than United States ports in 18d 572, 660 
% 6 asus TOA N ERE EEI RI EEA 3 192, 577 
Decrease or loss of American tonnagghge 380, 083 

British tonnage entering the ports of the United States from other than 
Britiah porte in B06 6 ons indirin ktea teesspovcsis eevee seccenes 614, 163 
In 1870 it Wass 5 . budae all 1, 150, 407 
MGR r udascanasdosnnanaee 536, 244 


In this direct trade we have lost 1,267,981 tons, while Great Britaia has gained 
1,642,459 tons, not only gathering in our losses, but also the percentage of increase 
dey in in nal trade. This was accomplished solely by means afforded 
5 British the of the United 

the can, tonnage entering s 
States from the West VFC 
whole amount. In 1870 we held but 12 per cent. 

In the tonnage or carrying trade between the German states, Denmark, — 
and Belgiam and the s of the United States in 1861 the American vessels 
al cent., and this in 1870 had fallen to only 7 per cent. 

th the g trade from France to the ports of the United States we held in 
1861 in Amer ships 89 per cent., and this in 1870 sunk to 22 per cent. 

In the total of foreign, American, and British ships entering the of the 
United States from Great Britain in 1460 we held in American vessels 71 per cent., 
and this in 1871 had fallen to 19 per cent. 

Onr former average of 71 per cent. in the total of both direct and indirect carry- 
ing trade of 1260 is now reduced to oe oes 

o what is this ruinous decline in the trade ae the ocean, which in 
1860-61 was the most prosperous in the world's , to be charged? Is it the 
result of the four years’ war from 1861 to 1865 

Let us see. When the first battle of that war was fought, in 1861— 


In the month of July the registered and enrolled tonnage of the United 
S/ „ ˙ dead seactenuvosbesuauesuscsescess 


5, 539, 813 
In July, 1865, when the war was ended, the registered and enrolled ton- 


Showing a decrease of on⁰nttʒ «2 443, 032 


This seems to be the largest decrease that can be charged to the war, for in July, 
1870, four years after the ending of the war, the total registered and enrolled ton- 
nage was only 4.240, 207. No, sir, it was not 2 the result of the war; the 
443,032tons were apparently the whole loss by that, that number is but little more 
than the product of a single year’s former building to the loss from natural 
causes of decay and wreck. The figures demonstrate this fact, and they demon- 
strate further that it was largely the result of a different war, a war of econom 
by screw iron steamships against sidc-wheel wooden ships; a war of well-cared- 
path er ve oe and mariners against builders and mariners who received no aid or 
eare whatever. 

In 1861 our shipping comprised the following: In foreign trade, known as regis- 
tered tonnage, 2612 638 road in coastwise trade, known as enrolled and licensed 
tonnage, The official returns of 1871 show that we now have in the 


The facts set forth in this extract show several important truths, 
among them the following: that under the low tariff which demo- 
cratic policy established and maintained up to 1861, American com- 
meree in American ships was 3 proudly to the front; the 
average tax of 19 per cent. on imports did not seriously embarrass us; 
we could give other nations that advantage aud compete successfully, 
just as England can with Belgium, although wages are more than 
twice as high there as they are in the latter country; our extended 
coast line on the Alantic, the Pacific, and on the lakes and the Gulf 
of Mexico, coupled with the fisheries on the New England coast, make 
our people natural sailors, as the coal trade of Newcastle makes the 
English superior to the sailors of continental Europe. 

It disproves the oft-asserted falsehood that our ton was de- 
stroyed by the war and that our present subsidiary condition on the 
high seas is attributable in any essential degree to that cause, and it 
shows that our present tariff and navigation laws, which prohibit the 
building or purchase of ships, have placed us in onr nt disgrace- 
ful and ruinous condition. The loss of 1,217,486 tons of shipping 
engaged in foreign trade shows conclusively how and why we are sup- 
pliants when we were masters sixteen years ago; everything that con- 
stitutes aship, from the first nail that is driven to the bunting at 
her mast-head, is taxed on an average 44 per cent. in gold, and every 
mechanic that strikes a blow to construct her wears clothes, uses 
tools, and provides for his sek a cost of from 40 to 50 per cent, 

ater than the laborer or mechanic of any other country on earth 

as to pay for the same thing. Under such conditions bart cannot 
be bailt, and Congress will not allow our people to buy them else- 
where. A ship is but a beast of burden, a wagon, an ocean railway. 
The problem of the age is how to remove obstacles to trade, to cheapen 
production and transportation, and obtain the most for the least labor. 
The best intellects of the world are at work to accomplish these great 
ends, We have properly paid Captain Eads millions to remove ob- 


stacles at the mouth of the Mississippi; our Patent Office system is 
maintained to develop cheap machinery and tools; onerous protection 
is given to inventors to secure these things so as to enable us to com- 
pete with other nations; yet the indispensable ship is prohibited and 
obstacles insurmountable are erected by legislation to prevent our 
people from owning ships. When all other civilized nations have re- 
moved them, we are thus subsidized to enrich them and impoverish 
ourselves under pretense of encouraging a home industry which does 
not and cannot exist. 

Think of a great people, industrious, en 


k tic, and enterprising, 
occupying a continent with every variety 


soil and climate, sur- 


rounded by great oceans, lakes, and gulfs, and intersected by mag- 
=== | nificent rivers, having 9,048,504 square miles of territory —1,960,068 


more than all Europe, Great Britain included, outside of Russia—with 
77,470 miles of railroad, almost equal to the railroads of Europe with 
its three hundred millions of people, in this age of iron and steam 

with our enormous prodnetions, only building during the last fiscal 
year iron steam tonnage for the foreign trade equal to one of the 
first-class foreign steamers, 

Isaid in the beginning that the present tax laws were ou upon 
the labor production and consumption of the country. I have se- 
lected our commerce and our mercantile marine to illngtrate my mean- 
ing, as it is impossible to run over all the various interests that are 
destroyed or crippled by them; but transportation is common to all. 

I want relief for the people, and I desire the Senate to say to its 
Finance Committee, as my resolution proposes, that enough of the 
principal of the national debts has been paid for the present; that 
the payment of principal as well as interest in coin when the Gov- 
ernment only received legal-tender notes for the bonds, and the reduc- 
tion of the principai in ten years of $656,992,226, being $220,000,000 
more anybody pretends we are or ever were under any obliga- 
tion to pay, is all and more than all that any public creditor can ask. 
That done, ishallrely on amajority of that myc yang! Sings Grd devis- 
ing ways and means with the $37,000,000 of surplus thus at their dis- 
posal, to lighten taxation, remove obstacles to commerce, and give our 
own pe e a chance to compete with foreign nations, at least in our 
own pipa SE trade. 

Mr. David A. Wells, the former very able and eli special 
Commissioner of the Revenue, in his report some yearsago urnished the 
country with exceedingly interesting and instructive information on 
this subject. Speaking of our national debt he showed by the follow- 
ing table how its burden would diminish if we would just let it alone. 
6 says: 


Estimated percentage of the national debt to property from 1860 to 1900. 


Why hasten its payment beyond what good faith requires under 
such circumstances, when it can only be paid by onerous taxation at 
e WAR industries are prostrated and further burdens tannot be 

rue 

In this connection I will read another table from Mr. Wells’s report 
as I intend to refer to that subject before I close. He says: 


A summary statement of the values created by the leading industries of the 


country appear to be substantially as follows 


I maintain that agriculture, which is and must always be the oc- 
cupation of three-fourths of our people, the products of which far 


exceed all others, the surplus of which must seek a market abroad, 
and the foreign price of which regulates the prices of the whole, 
never has been, never can be protected, but is taxed to protect all 
3 inte ought to receive serious consideration at our bands. 

. Jefferson, in aed pened inangural address, when he undertook to 
compress the essential principles of our Government, beginning with 
“equal and exact justice to all men,” ba te “economy in the pab- 
lie expense that labor may be lightly burdened; the honest payment 
of our debts, and sacred preservation of the public faith; encourage- 
ment of agriculture and of commerce as its handmaids.” My desire 
is so to legislate as to accomplish these ends. 

But I am not yet through with what I have to say in favor of free 
ships in our foreign trade. I know somo gentlemen contend that we 
ean build ships as well and as cheaply in this country as elsewhere. 
I have only to say in reply if that is done our poopie will not buy them 
elsewhere, but they are not built, and we must have them. Sena- 
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tors will turn to the testimony accompanying report No. 28, second 
session of the Forty-first Congress, taken by a select committee of the 
House of Representatives, Hon. John Lynch, of Maine, chairman, 
they will find that all the most intelligent witnessess agreed that it 
was impossible for us under our tariff Jaws to build ships for the for- 
eign trade; of course wé can for the coast wise trade—that is a monop- 
oly. We have by legislation built a Chinese wall round the country in 
that regard. Eastern ship-owners can charge what they please for 
freight and nan from one port of the United States to another; 
no foreign ship is allowed to interfere; our western producers suffer 
accordingly. The witnesses before the committee differed, of course, 
the ship-owners demanding free ships, the ship-builders demanding 
subsidies, The committee, as usual, reported in favor of subsidies: 
M. Hincken, as one of the tives of the New York Shi x 


representa p-Owners’ Asso- 
ciation, stated that there were one hundred and eighty members on the rolls of that 
association, and that almost every man owning a ship in the city of New York was 


represen by the association. The matter the committee had been dis- 
cussed b; association, and it believed that there was but one salvation for the 
shipping trade, and that that consisted in Con i 


; but it was 

en and abi to overcome difference, just as the shi 
builders of Maine 8 overcome the A eren 0d in thos cose 
8 


labor, &c., if the into the building of their ships were free 
of 8 The ship owners of New York were for baying their tools where they 
could buy them chen bp teas orp? was but a tool, and it was the only tool that 


was prohibited from ae, le As to the amount of duty that was to be 

paid on imported ships, that would be 

claimed as carriers that they ought to have the right, if the carrying 

country was of . their tools wherever they could bic Bagge 
em so 


was now building iron ships, and France and Ger- 
9 E bad 


Hincken) represented was the sole survivor of four similar houses, and it was re- 
duced to two shi The trade of France had gono into foreign steamers. And 
why! Because American bouses could not buy and sail foreign-built vessels. 


Mr. Snow, among other things, said: 


The New York ship-owners were simply asking for a law to enable them to oc- 
cupy, as it were, railroad tracks across the Atlantic Ocean, and they hud settled 
down to the belief that the only relief which they should ask from C was 
the passage of a free-navigation law. He remembered very well the passage of a 
si law in England some twenty years ago. He recollected very well the dis- 
cussion on that law. The ship-owning interest had opposed it very much. They 
had said that England, of all other nations, should keep the shipping trade to her- 
self. She had her colonies then the same as she had now, could build chea 
ships. She had a very large colonial trade, and the English government 
the whole of that e to competition. And yet, during the twenty years since 
then, the English shipping trade had increased enormously, so that that na 

law proved to be one of the most beneficial measures of 1 ion. If Great Brit- 
ain were to do with this country what this country was doing with her, and refuse 
to Americans a icipation in her colonial trade, American ship-owners would be 
obliged to put a — 5 portion of the * oy now own under the British flag, in 
order to get employment for them. The conclusion that American ship-owners 
had come to was, Ghat encoutitionsl free trade in ships was what they saset have: 


Mr. Brett read a letter from Mr. Woodberry, in which he says: 


citi S 

zens, 

for ocean navigation, as regards strength, speed, 

capacity, and renga et Cn high cost of iron erate and vessels in the United 
uilding 


States precludes our them, and if not allowed by our Government to pur- 
F out them and see all i i 
pass out of our hands. 


On pages 272 and 273 of the Lynch report tables are furnished 
giving the steamship lines from New York to foreign ports in 1870, 
which show there was not a single American steamer that crossed 
the Atlantic Ocean, and I believe there is not one from that great 
port to-day 8 the transatlantic trade. 

The New York rd of Trade has laid before usa memorial within 
the last few days asking subsidies for steamship lines to South America, 
in which a gloomy account of our trade with our neighbors on this 
side of the Atlantic is given. It says, among other things: 

At the present moment there are trading between Europe and the east coast of 
South America twelve regular steamship lines, most of them 8 capi- 
tal and employing the largest and finestclass of steam-vessels. Of these, England 
owns six, fet bee, two, Germany two, and Italy two, but never are the Stars and 
Stripes seen floating from a merchant steamer in those unless it may be a 
casual one on her way to the Pacific coast. While thousands of miles nearer these 
markets than European nations, every letter which we send to these countries 
must twice cross the Atlantic before reaching its destination, and our merchants 


on their way to South America must first go to Liverpool and take the steamer of a 
foreign to reach their destination. 


In the last report of the Secretary of the Navy he says: 


As our internal commerce increases beyond our own of consumption the 
excess must either find a — 1 market or the loss falls u the producer. All 
commercial nations understand this, aud therefore their e; to secure foreign 
markets for their exports. 

* * + * * * * 


Before tho close of the war our foreign export and import trade was carried on 
100 per cent. more in American than in foreign vessels. Since the war it has been 


carried on 100 per cent. more in foreign than in American vessels. Until this con- 
dition of things is changed, our commercial independence cannot bo established 
upon such a basis as it deserves to be. 

The President in his message to Congress says: 


The commerce of the United States with foreign nations, and ially the ex- 
port of domestic productions, has of late years largely increased; but the ter 
portion of this trade is conducted in foreign vessels. The im ce of enlarging 


The great interest the people I have the honor in part to represent 
feel on this subject grows out of the fact stated by the Secretary of 
the Navy, that— 

As our internal commerce increases beyond our power of consumption the excess 
must either find a foreign market or the falls on the producer. 

The western and southern people are producers to an extent far ex- 
ceeding any possible power of home consumption. The list of exports 
I called attention to proves it, and our productions are rapidly in- 
creasing. They must find a market abroad, and they can only be 
sold in foreign markets at the same price at which like productions 
are offered by other people. We can have no protection against pan- 
per labor there. No matter how much tariff protection to oiher in- 
dustries or taxation for any purpose may have made our products 
cost to produce them, the farmer—and his produce is three-fourths 
of the whole production and five-sixths of the exports of the coun- 
try—cannot, as I said, be protected. When cotton falls in Liverpool 
it falls in New Orleans; when tobacco falls in Paris it falls corre- 
spondingly in Louisville, and the grain market of Chicago is regu- 
lated daily by the telegraphic dispatches from London. The foreign 
price of the surplus regulates the price of the whole product. All that 
theproducer can get is the foreign-market price less the cost of trans- 
portation, commissions, and insurance. Cheap transportation, through 
cheap ships and active Coupee Hon; is his only chance to receive a 
reasonable compensation for his labor. All combinations to advance 
rates, every withdrawal of competi 


lines, are an injury to the pro- 
ducer of exports, and it is only by iet by, 


through them that imports can 

be purchased. When, before the war, English and American ships 
competed, eight cents a bushel on wheat was the usual cost of ocean 
transportation. As our ships withdrew twelve cents became the price, 
and by a combination in 1873 it rose to twenty-eight cents, all of which 
of course came out of the producer. The foreign-market price did 
not rise. In short, western farmers are absolutely at the mercy of 
foreign ship-owners and combinations of capital, and aro thereforo 
more interested in cheap ships, active competition, and the establish- 
ment and maintenance of American tonnage than any other people. 
Iam opposed to subsidies which necessarily mean increased taxa- 
tion direct or indirect to stimulate business enterprises and increase 
the profits of individuals or corporations, There can be no competi- 
tion between our own lines of steamers or other classes of ships when 
one has a subsidy and tho other has not; all have to be subsidized or 
none. Competition must be enco and combinations discounte- 
nanced. ithont competition there will be no reduction of charges. 
To that end I want free ships, free stores, removal of all taxation from 
ships and supplies, allowances for mail and other services to the low- 
est bidder among American ship-owners, but I am opposed to the im- 
position of additional taxes in order to subsidize lines of ships or any- 
thing else. The day is not far distant when Congress will be com- 
pelled to stretch its “ power to late commerce among the States” 
to the very verge of its constitutional authority, in order to prevent 
combinations of great railroad corporations traversing the continent 
from exacting more than a just compensation for carrying the prod- 
ucts of the great West to the Eastern sea-board, I could show now, 
if time allowed, how Kentucky and other western shippers of cattle 
are robbed by pooling arrangements entered into by the great trunk 
lines whereby they are compelled to pay double price for cars and 
four times the value of feed at the railroad stock-yards, but I will 
not trouble the Senate with that at this time. I think the first duty 
of Congress is to open the-traffic to free and full competition of our 
own citizens with other people on the high seas by remodeling the 
tariff and by repealing the navigation laws. So far as we are now con- 
cerned “Hell Gate” might as well be closed, and the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi remain unimproved. Foreign ships alone profit by our vast ex- 
penditures; we cannot compel a reduction of their frei ghts to compen- 
sate us for them. The trnth is we are a corporation and a combination 
ridden people. Legislation here seems to proceed on the ideathat the 
mass of our people were born saddled and bridled while a favored few 
were born booted and spurred ready to ride them by the grace of God. 
Fourth-of-July orators tickle our ears by telling us that we are the 
freest people on earth; that this is purely “a Government of the 
people, for the people, by the people.” Plain, practical men have rea- 
son to fear thatit israpidly becoming a Government of the bondhold- 
ers, for the bondholders, by the bondholders and their confederated 
allies, the protected and subsidized corporations. My feeble efforts 
shall all be direeted to prevent the consummation of such asystem, and 
my resolution is directed to that end. Senators, you may defeat it now, 
and the Finance Committee may maintain and impose taxes to pay 
$37,000,000 this year, $40,000,000 next, and so on, for each year requires 
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an increase of millions, until, before twenty years, $100,000,000 of sur- 
plus will have to be raised annually by taxation to maintain what is 
now called the faith of the nation, before our obligations are due and 
when holders prefer them to the money ; but orders will be given from 
higher authority than this Senate for a reversal of that policy, “so 
that labor may be lightly burdened.” It is heavily laden now; the 
camel has nearly the last feather its back can bear without break- 
ing; our burdened labor is too intelligent to sink hopelessly down 


without a struggle, We will be wise if we heed its just complaints 
in time. The imposition or maintenance of unnecessary taxation 
now is criminal. en all business is paralyzed and all property 


greatly depreciated, when specie resumption is fixed by law at the 
close of this year, with a system of Federal taxation which has been 
nicely and cunningly arranged to “grind the face of the poor“ and 
to exempt the rich from its burdens, the unnecessary and improper 
payment of $37,000,000 a year of the principal of the public debt on 
any pretense, however plausible, is monstrous injustice. And, Mr. 
President, permit me to say, in view of the legislation which has 
taken place since 1862, it is a palpable absurdity. As that is not a very 
polite form of expression, I propose to show why I use it. I read from 
section 3694, which provides how the coin received from customs shall 
be applied : 

To the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the United 
States, to be made within each fiscal year, which is to be set apart as a sinking 
fund, and the interest of which shall in like manner be applied to the purchase or 
pee of the public debt, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to 


mo direct, 
Sno, 3695. All bonds applied to the sinking fund, and all other United States 
shall be canceled and destroyed, A 


bonds redeemed or paid by the United Sta 
detailed record of the bonds so canceled destroyed shall be first mado in the 
of the bonds of each class that 


books of the Treasury Department. The amount 
have been canceled and destroyed shall be deducted respectively from the amount 
of cach class of the outstanding debt of the United States, 

Sec. 3696. In addition to other amounts that may be applied to the mer 
or payment of the public debt, an amount equal to the interest on all bonds be . 
ing to the sinking fund shall be applied, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
from time to time direct, to the payment of the public debt. 

Senators will observe there then are two funds to be applied to the 
(so-called) N 1 fund: first, 1 per cent. of the entire debt, which 
is now, say, $2,100,000,000, or $21,000 000 from that source; second, a 
sum equal to the interest on all bonds 5 8 diy to the sinking fund. 

-The Secretaries show that we have purchased bonds and otherwise 
reduced the 8 775 debt since 1866 to the amount of at least 8680, 
000,000, all of which can, I think, properly be claimed as a part of 
the payment on behalf of the sinking fund. Interest at 6 per cent, 
on this vast sum exceeds now $40,000,000 a year, so that the Secretary 
might with as much propriety claim $60,000,000 a year for that fund 
as $37,000,000; and it must not be forgotten that the burden increases 
rapidly each year; the interest on the $37,000,000 of bonds purchased 
this year is added to the burden next, until in a few years the load 


will be intolerable, as any Senator can see by a simple calculation, 
Hon. William A. Richardson, while Secretary of the Treasury, pub- 
lished a book entitled Practical Information Concerning the Public 


Debt of the United States with the National Banking Laws, Among 
other things he says: 


The great revennes of the country in exceas of the expenditures have enabled 
the Secretary to purchase bonds much more extensively than the sinking-fand law 
absolutely requires, and the debt has been more rapidly reduced than by the opera- 
tion of that fund alone. 

But the sinking fund itself will extinguish the entire national debt in about 

years, or soon after the close of the nineteenth cen the exact time de- 
pending upon the price at which the purchases may be made in future. 


Turn to the act of July 14, 1870, the first section of which is as fol- 
lows: : 
An act to anthorize the refunding of the national debt. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the 8 is hereby au- 
thorized to issue, in a sum or sums not exceeding in the aggrega © $200,000,000, 
coupon or registered bonds of tho United States, in such form as ho may prescribe, 
and of denominations of $50, or some multiple of that sum, redeemable in coin of 
tho present standard value, at tho pleasure of the United States, after ten years 
from the date of their issue, and bearing interest, payable semi-annually in such 
coin, at tho rate of 5 per cent. annum; also a snm or sums not exceeding in the 
aggregate $300,000,000 of like bonds, the same in all deen but A a be at tho 

leasure of the United States, after fifteen years from the date of their issue, and 
3 interest at the rate of 4} per cent. per annum; also a sum or sums not ex- 


ceeding in the $1,000,000,000 of dike bonds, the same in all ts, but 
able at the pleasure of the United Si after thirty years from the date of 
heir issue, and bearing interest at the rate of 4 cent. annum; all of which 


said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall be exempt from the 
8 taxes or duties of tho United States, aa well as from taxation in an 

rm by or under State, municipal, or local authority; and the said bonds s 
have set forth and expressed upon their face the above-specified conditions, and 
shall, with their coupons, be made payable at the Treasury of the United States. 
Bat nothing in this act, or in any other law now in force, shall bo construed to au- 
thorize any increase whatever of the bonded debt of the United States, 


Then turn to the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WAL- 
Pepsi e pending in the Senate, which provides for the issue of 
$100,000,000 of bonds having fifty years to run, and it will readily be 
observed that at least $1,100,000,000 of our national debt will have 
many years to run and holders cannot be compelled to surrender 
them or accept payment of their principal for many years after we 
have coe from the tax-payers the funds necessary to pay them 
all off under the provisions of the sinking-fund acts for which Sena- 
tors are now contending so strenuously ; that is pay I said the claim 
that the faith of the nation is pledged to maintain the present annual 
payments of principal of $37,000,000, or any other sum, when we have 
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already paid $220,000,000 more than we were under any obligation 
to do after the provisions of the act of July 14, 1870, ana the legisla- 
tion properly proposed now, is a palpable absurdity. I am perhaps too 
anxious to reduce taxes and relieve industries, but it is because I see 
no other way to secure the return of prosperity that I am so earnest 
and anxious abont it. 

I know that taxation in some form must be maintained; that 
direct taxation in the only constitutional form allowed, which is in 
proportion to population “as shown by the census,” would work 
injustice, as each citizen of Alabama or Texas would have to pay $7 
in proportion to his means for every dollar paid by the citizen of 
New York, as the following table from the last census shows: 


888828283282 
Saßs ass 2888825 


194 30 
Therefore free trade, even if desirable, is impossible, and I do not 
believe it is, in our present condition, desirable; it would cripple 
industries heretofore stimulated by excessive protection; but their 
protection should be reduced to something like the subsidy given in- 
cidentally from a revenue point; and, while a uniform horizontal 
tariff would be excessive for one industry and deficient for another, 
I do not believe that any industry ought to be protected beyond 20 
per cent. with raw material free. If they cannot compete with other 
nations with that bonus their energies would be better directed in 
some other field of operations. The present average of 44 per cent. 
is in many eases absolutely prohibitory on many important articles, 
the increased cost up to the tax imposed being paid by the people 
to the home manufacturer, without a dollar of the taxation reaching 
the Treasury, which has to be supplied from other sources of taxa- 
tion. In 1 while I was a member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House, we made an effort to reduce taxes on some lead- 
ing articles to something like a revenue standard, and Mr. BURCH- 
AnD, of Illinois, an exceedingly careful and accurate member of that 
committee, made the following exhibit, which illustrates my mean- 
ing. He said: 
The reductions in the bill of the duties dey but six classes of manufactures 
ighten taxation $54,000,000. A com- 
parison of the domestic production with the imports will show as follows: 


Tt will be observed that the taxation is over 5} to 1 of what reached 
the Treasury. In order to enable the Finance Committee to give 
such relief by reduction of tariff taxation as the foregoing statement 
shows can and ought to be done, I shall aid them to the extent of 
my ability, and I hope the committee will to impose such a tax 

on incomes as will produce not less than $23,000,000 annually, which 
added to the $37,000,000 not needed for the payment of the principal 
of the national debt will enable us to remove $60,000,000 directly and 
at least $200,000,000 indirectly from the present burdens of taxation. 
I know the clamor that will be raised against the imposition of an 
income tax. The leading capitalists are already at work against it; 
the press will be freely used in their interest; every appliance will 
be brought to bear on members of Congress; flattery and threa 
as they prove subservient or refractory, will be resorted to; but 
hope they will not be successful in preventing its imposition. A poti- 
tion si, by a large number of the rich men of New York, Boston 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore—among the names I observe those of 
Peter Cooper, J. J. Astor, A. J. Drexel, Joseph Patterson, Charles 
Francis Adams, and Abbott Lawrence—fortified 1 Brn old opinion of 
Hon. W. M. Evarts, now Secretary of State, has been laid upon our 
tables, a portion of which I will read. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of R. 
United States 


ives of the 
America in Congress assembled : 

Your 83 respectfully but earnestly protest against the of either 
of the House bills Nos. 1899 or 2032 or of any other measure ving the income 
tax, for the eg etal reasons: 

First. It is impolitic, It is Re 4 575 a tax on industry and thrift, the virtues 
withont which national prosperity is impossible, and which well-ordered govern- 
ments seek to encourage and not to repress. Objects of taxation are more properly 
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sought in the vices and luxuries of the people, such as whisky and tobacco, from 
which the individual who ultimately pays the tax can abstain, if he so pleases, 
without detriment to the community. 

Second. It is unjust. Indirect taxes, such as those on whisky and tobacco, appor- 
tion themselves türougbout the country by the regulation of prices through the 
laws of trade. The income tax, on the arsh tdl is a direct tax levied on the gains 
and savings of the individual and cannot be divided or transferred. Its practical 
working is shown by the statistics quoted in Senator Scott's speech of June, 1870, 
by which it appears that in 1869, out of a total colloction of §34,220,893.92, the seven 
States of Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, an 
California paid $25,895,597.87, or more than three-fourths of the whole, while those 
Same States contained, by the previous censns, but 13,106,852 inhabitants, or only 
about 40 per cent. of the population of the United States, and the valuation of their 
real and personal p y was but $6,816,620,409, or a little more than 4) per cent. 
of the te wealth of tho Union. Out of the two hundred and thirty-three 
con — districts then existing, there were six which $8,281, 431.45, or 
nearly one-fourth of the whole, and seventeen paid 817,006, 277.0 l er just one-half, 
while there were whole States in which the collections scarcely more than 
defray the expenses of collection. 

Third. Its fair collection is impossible. The most elaborate machinery that can 
be devised results at last in depending for tho most part upon the conscience of the 
tax-payer, while in spite of its odious and inquisitorial character it can be so readily 
38 that the unscrupulous escape, and the honest bear not only their own bur- 
dens but those of their neighbors. Under the old income the number who paid 
was only about two hundred and seventy-five thousand, and when the exemption 
was raised to $2,000 the taxables were reduced to ono hug@red and sixteen thousand 
out of a population of forty millions, True stat p sceks to remove temp- 
tatlon, and not to create it, in the relations between the State and the citizen. 

I believe’in the right of pane and these gentlemen have pro- 
sented their case well, but t a7 look at the question only as it affects 
their own pockets. They would doubtless be glad to have their prop- 
erty and incomes continue free from all taxation, and let the day- 
laborer who hasnothing but his wages pay as much as he now does to 
support the Federal Government, as they do with their princely for- 
tunes. I can tell them that other “well-ordered governments” collect 
taxes from property and incomes, England in 1876 collected from 
them $26,400,000, and the tax that year was only one-third of what 
it had been for the greater portion of the time since 1861, and they 
forget that the raising of tobacco, which they seem to re asa 
vice, is as legitimate an industry as any other, and is followed by four 
times the number of men who ever paid an income tax ; I propose to 
examine the issue they present so sharply in their zeal to avoid pay- 
ment of their legitimate portion of the expenses of the Federal Gov- 
ernment by a brief statement of the exactions imposed and the wrongs 
done to the people I represent by the present laws relative to tobacco 
which those gentlemen are so anxious to maintain. I have laid before 
the Senate petitions by the dozen, signed by hundreds of men as honest, 
as deserving of consideration as the millionaires who seek to oppress 
them, humbly begging Congress for relief. I fear they will not be 
heeded, but at the proper time they shall be heard. I will read now a 
letter which I happen to have preserved, from one of my immediate 
constituents, on the i of the tobacco tax. It was not intended 
for the public eye, but like dozens of others received from the plain 
a of the country, it illustrates the present condition of our people. 

t reads: 

HEADQUARTERS, NICHOLAS County, Kentucky. 
January 14, 1878, 

Dear Stn: Inclosed you will pae find a petition to the Senate and House of 
Ropresentatives asking a reduction of the tax on manufactured tobacco. I am and 
have been for five years a dealer in leaf-tobacco. In 1873 and 1874 I made money. 
In 1875 tho tax was increased from twenty to twenty-four cents. Leaf declined 
immediately four cents per posse. I have lost money every yest since the tax 
was increased. Last year I ht tobacco for less than the cost of production and 
yet I made no money. Iam now buying leaf-tobacco at two to five cents per pound 
for the best crops. Ordinary and common will not pay to ship it to market. The 
farmers who tobacco are all small farmers, own small of land in the 
hilly on of our county, and the entire family, women and chil work in 
the to patches. Tobacco is now so low they can hardly sustain life. The 
have to go in rags, and children balf clad in winter. Where there was once a fi 
amount of money and happiness there is now want and almost starvation. The 
people in the tobacco-growing districts, to use a common phrase, are hard up. We 
are willing to bear our just proportion of tax. The present tax of twenty-fourcents 
3 on tobacco is entirely too much. One acre of land worth $15 or $20 is 

e to pay to the Government $240. If the Government was to tax every acre or 
8 thereof the same as tobacco, it would pay the entire debt of the United 
u One year. 

If you will lend a part of your time and talents for the reduction of the tax on 
manufactured tobacco to at twelve cents per pound you will confer a lastin. 
favor bo 5 your constituents in the tobacco-growing districts without a le 


exception. 
Yours, yery respectfully. 


Hon. J. B. BECK, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

That is a truthful presentation of the condition of at least five hun- 
dred thousand poor families all over the Sonth and West whose sole 
reliance for the money with which to purchase their sugar and coffee, 
the blankets, clothing, medicines, and other necessaries for their com- 
fort and support is the sale of the little crops of tobacco they have pro- 
duced mainly by the labor of the women and children, while the fak. 
band and father cultivated the corn and other he — necessary to feed 
them. Will any man say that the cultivation of tobacco is not as legit- 
imate an industry and as honest a mode of utilizing the soil as the 
production of torn, wheat, or grapes, which may be conyerted into 
whisky, race-horses, or wine? Yet the producer of tobacco is prohib- 
ited by law from selling his crops to any person but a licensed dealer, 
who cannot sell again in quantities less than a hogshead unless he 
pays a special license of not less than $500, which is more money 
than he ever saw. These poor people in very many instances live 
far remote from any licensed dealer, many of them have no means of 
carrying their crops to market, and if they do succeed they must take 
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what the nearest licensed dealer sees fit to give, for there is generally 
only one and he the agent of some large distant manufacturer within 
miles of the point which they have often with great difficulty suc- 
ceeded in reaching. Yet when we complain of these things and ask 
a mitigation of the oppression, when we show that twenty-four cents 
a pound coupled with such ruinous restrictions is destructive of all 
the rights of the producer, we are met by petitions from the rich men 


d | of the East who think that these poor people have no rights which 


Congress onght to respect. Surely people who raise an agricultural 
roduct which furnishes $41,000,000 of revenue and $32,000,000 of our 
oreign exports are entitled to some consideration, even if the de- 

ficiency in the revenue caused by granting the relief should be made 
up from the incomes of Mr. Astor, Mr. Drexel, and their copeti- 
tioners. Why should all the machinery of Government be maintained 
to guard and protect their colossal fortunes, and they be required to 
contribute comparatively nothing and escape all the burdens imposed 
on the poor people described in the letter J have read? 

If this is a country of equal rights in the eye of the law, if equal 
and exact justice is to be done to all men, each should be required to 
contribute to the support of the Government in proportion to his means 
and the amount of property it protects for him just as stockholders 
in corporations pay expenses in proportion to the amount of stock 
held by each. Waiving the oppression of our internal-revenue system 
on the producers of taxed articles, I repeat that the tax falls more 
heavily on the poor than on the rich. The choicest Madeira and 
sherry, the richest Burgundy, and the imperial Johannesberger which 
the rich enjoy, pays a tax of forty cents a gallon, or less than 10 per 
cent. of its value. The whisky which their coachmen have to drink 
when they ape the vices of their masters is taxed 400 per cent. The 
choicest and most costly cigars, whether domestic or imported, pay 
no more tax than the cheapest and poorest and are generally smng- 

led with the connivance of our coast guard, so that they pay nothing, 
he twenty-dollar check pays the same stamp as the check for $20,000. 

The match-box is used more in the cabins of the poor than in the 

palaces of the rich, and the patent medicines are specially im 

upon the people who cannot afford to employ the doctor. These 

things, with some taxes on banks, which borrowers have to make 

e comprehend about all there is of internal revenue which pro- 
uces 8118,000, 000 annually, When we turn to the tariff the same 

condition of things is found. All or nearly all the items of its 
long list are arranged for protection and not for revenue; while all 
cost the consumer the foreign price with the tariff tax added, less 
than a fifth of the tax paid by t people reaches the Treasury; the 
lion’s share goes into the pockets of that class of gentlemen who are 
eee e a tax on the incomes they derive from such pro- 
tection. e petition I read from shows that only one hundred and 
sixteen thousand men paid tax on incomes over $2,000, and that most 
of them were in the Eastern States, in the t manufacturing pro- 
tected section of the country; the men who I think, above all others, 
ought to furnish aid to the Government when the oppressed poor can 
no longer bear the burden. 

The tariff, as I said, has taxed out of existence the ships on which 
the western farmer relied to carry his surplus products to foreign 
markets, and it reaches all the necessaries of life and the necessities 
of business. The coarse blanket, the salt, the sugar, the clothing, 
the tools, and the medicines which all must have, stand prominent 
in the list, with the usual partial exceptions. Sugar from the Sand- 
wich Islands is free because a few American gentlemen own all the 
sugar plantations of any value there. The people at large get no 
benefit, as the owners put the price to the point of competition with 
the imported and heavily taxed article. And salt for eastern fish- 
eries is free under pretense of aiding an industry which produces 
sailors when we have no ships to sail. But the details of that sys- 
tem are too complicated to illustrate by items. It makes but little 
difference to gentlemen like these who object to the income tax if they 
do pay $20 for a coat that can be bought for $10 in any other country. 
That is perhaps not an hour’s income; to some of them not the income 
of a minute; and they make it up by being protected themselves in 
other ways—it may be by receiving from the Government as national 
bankers currency at 1 per cent. to loan to their neighbors at 10, or 
in some other equally profitable form of subsidy, But it is another 
and a very different thing when the laborer who Has nothing but his 
head and his hands to rely on for the support of his family, when 
the millions of people like the small 8 of tobacco of whom 
I have spoken, and whose condition I have shown, who have nothing 
to protect and cannot be protected, who are happy when they can 
earn a dollar for ten heurs of hard labor, have to pay $20 for a coat 
worth $10. Ten days of their toil is gone to enrich the men who 
object to pay an income tax on wealth thus obtained. This is neither 
fancy nor exaggeration. Labor is taxed to death; poverty bears the 
burdens of Government; wealth and property escape; the cost of 
production is enormonsly increased, as the wages of labor must be 
raised to meet the enhanced price of the necessaries of life or the 
workman cannot live. So that we are excladed from all fair compe- 
tition in the markets of the world with people who are not so taxed. 
We are compelled to produce everything that we have to sell at the 
highest cost, and sell it in competition with so-called pauper labor, 
and buy all we are compelled to have at an ave of 44 per cent., 
whether it is produced at home or abroad, more it is worth in 
open market, 
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Many of our distingnished eastern statesmen and financiers have 
for months been contending that the example of England, the leading 


commercial nation of the world, in making gold her sole measure of 
value, ought to be, indeed must be, followed by us because of her con- 
ping SETON in regulating standards of value and in determining 
what should be the yard-stick, the pound-weight, the bushel-measure 
ofcommerce. I hope they will see with equal clearness the wisdom of 
her policy in abrogating her antiquated navigation and tariff laws; in 
M her ships as she did from us when we could build them, where 
they could be bought cheapest, and in furnishing her mechanics and 
laborers with the cheapest food and the cheapest clothing; in pro- 
claiming her equality with all nations in any contest for supremacy. 
If we do that this generation will not pass away before our position 
in 1860 is not only regained but our supremacy on the land and sea 
will be established and acknowledged. 

It may be somewhat unpleasant but it may be useful to take a 
glimpse, and that is all I can now present, of the conditions which 
reduced us to our present position. About twelve years ago we closed 
the most gigantic civil war in the history of the world. During its 
progress the tariff was increased from 18 to 43 per cent.; at its close 
a great national debt hung over the country, eleven States were un- 
represented, ways and means had to be devised to pay expenses and 
interest and maintain the credit of the Government at home and 
abroad. The present distinguished chairman of the Committee of 
Finance of the Senate, Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, was then chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means in the House of Representatives. 
A drag-net was thrown over the country in the shape of an internal- 
revenue bill, and everything was taxed to the extent of its capacity to 
bear burdens, If Senators will turn to volume 14 of the United States 
Statutes at Large, page 172, and examine the act approved July 13, 
1866, they will see how sweeping and crushing the system was. Over 
$60,000,000 was coerced under its ingenious provisions, by an unjust, 
illegal, and unconstitutional tax on raw cotton, four-fifths of which 
was exported and the price of all of which was er deca by the 
Liverpool market, Of course the tax fell on the producers, many of 
whom were the poor, ignorant, colored wards of the nation. Every 
trade, profession, and occupation was taxed. Five per cent. was im- 

on manufactures; $2 a gallon on distilled spirits, from which, 
y the way, we collected about $13,000,000 a on a product of 
sixty millions of gallons, the balance of the $120,000,000 being stolen 
by eombinations between producers and Government officials, veri- 
fying the great idea in the Lord’s prayer, “Lead us not into tempta- 
tion.” Tobacco was taxed forty cents a pound, and yet less revenue 
was obtained than when it was twenty. Whisky was reduced after- 
wards from $2 a gallon to fifty cents, and thirty-odd millions were 
obtained in lieu of $13,000,000 at 82. But I only want to call atten- 
tion to these things in order to say that the law I have referred to 
was followed by another approved July 20,1866. (See United States 
Statutes at volume 14, page 323, by which tariff duties were 
largely i reaching the maximum of 48 per cent. in gold in 
er to compensate manufacturers for the heavy burden of internal 
taxation im upon them by the act of July 13, 1866, to which I 
have refi ) The present chairman of our Finance Committee of 
course managed it, and advocated it with his usual ability; and while 
he conceded that our internal-revenue taxation was enormous ho ad- 
mitted that the tariff duties we then had to maintain were anomalous 
and could only be justified because of the burdens imposed by internal- 
revenue taxation. Among other things he said, (see Globe, June 28, 
pan Banshees likely to sui body, and I i ly a to 
0 not like ite -! t as only a tem 
777 bo eseyodcesd UCUNA af Gis lespecieas seceettion vi oun pres 


rary 
ent condition. Many will think it inadequate to exigencies of the country, 
and that much — v4 to have hank SGAR to our imperiled industries. 


Again he says: 

Althongh our present tariff, in ordinary times, would be likely to be denounced 
prohibi ae See eee productive beyond all precedent, yieldi 
5 June 30, 1866, y one ——— ia alia ‘gold 

to of our internal revenue, it will not be likely 


3 reserve the aggrega 
to minish, even if it does not increase, the revenue from imports. It will keep 
our people at work. 


That tariff which the Senator from Vermont regarded as a tempo- 
rary measure, fit to be introduced only because of the imperious 
necessity of our then condition, which in ordinary times would be 
denounced as prohibitive, has been maintained substantially ever 
since. The tax on manufactures, which was the excuse for it, was 
removed very soon, but the tariff protection continued. We reduced 
it 10 per cent. for a while, but “the faith of the nation” came again to 
the rescue of the protected interests, and in order to provide for the 
payment of $37,000,000 of principal of the public debt annually, 
which I am trying to dispense with, the 10 per cent. reduction was 
again restored, with the necessary result of a falling off of imports of 
nearly $10,000,000 a year in the articles on which the 10 per cent. was 
reimposed. The average percentage of tax on dutiables was again 
increased from 41 to over 46 per cent. under the lead of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] in the House and the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in the Senate, as I showed when this resolu- 
tion was presented by me on the 31st of January last. The finance 
reports show uniformly that as Congress reduced tariff taxation 
revenue increased; as protection was extended, revenue diminished. 


In 1875, before these gentlemen added the 10 per cent. to the tariff, 
we received from customs $157,167,722; in 1876, under its operation, 
we received $148,071,985; and in 1877, after it had fair play, we re- 
ceived $123,233,204, or nearly $29,000,000 less than the receipts before 
the 10 per cent. additional tariff was imposed. That is the way in 
which these distinguished financiers provided in part for the annual 
payment of the $37,000,000 of the principal of the national debt. The 
result is an additional tax on the consumer of 10 per cent., not only 
on the imported goods, (they average only abont one-fifth of the con- 
sumption,) but 10 per cent. on the cost of all these classes of s 
which enter into consumption, as well those manufactured at home 
as those imported, and a loss to the revenue last year of more than 
20 per cent. of its gross receipts. When I laid the resolution now 
under consideration before the Senate I referred to the debate which 
took place in both Houses prior to the of the act of March 
3, 1875, entitled“ An act to further protect the sinking fund and pro- 
vide for the exigencies of the Government.” I again read from the 
REcorRD a portion of the speech of the then chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, now a distinguished member of the Finance 
Committee of the ate, [Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts.] He said: 

Mr. Chairman, this tax npon WF ely N. $16,840,000 ; the tax tobacco 
of four cents on the pound will yield $4.200,000; that on sugar will Yield 83,213,000 
the 10 per cent. restoration will yield $4,000,000. The whole increase, therefore, 
this bill will yield is, Mr. Chairman, $37,750,000, 

I have shown that the loss of revenue under the 10 per cent. “res- 
toration ” has in the last two years been $38,030,255, while the burdens 
imposed have been four times that amount. How has it been with 
whisky which was to yield $16,840,000? (It is true that is the increase 
of tax to the consumer.) The Government’s receipts increased from 
$52,081,991, in 1575, to $56,426,365, in 1876, and to $57,469,430 in 1877, 
the increase in two years being $5,487,439, or $2,743,719 a year instead 
of $16,840,000. The developments made in the Saint Louis prosecu- 
tions, in the New Orleans, Chicago, and other recognized fraudulent 
whisky conspiracies, have advised the Senate and the country long 
ago in a form too scandalous to make the repetition pleasant where 
the residue of the increase went, and illustrates what will always 
happen when the just revenue point is greatly exceeded. Tobacco 
was to increase the revenue $4,200,000, it fell $2,000,000 short of the 
prediction, and as tho letter I read shows, has driven to ee 
and almost starvation the families of at least five hundred thoneand 
honest, industrious people. I have not had time to look up the factsas 
to sugar. This much I know: the increased tax has been a heavy bur- 
den on one of the indispensable necessaries of life, even among the 
poorest of the poor, and a magnificent subsidy to the American owners 
of the Sandwich Island sugar plantations who pay no tax and sellas 
high as thongh they did, while by fraudulent coloring of sugar im- 
pe in the shape of “ melada” at the lowest rate, the sugar refiners 

aye, in the shape of drawbacks on their high 3 exports, swindled 
the Government ont of millions on millions of dollars, as reports which 
the Committec on Finance can obtain by application at the Treasury 
Department will show. 

In short that whole bill was a failure, to use a mild form of a ag 
sion, and I am not willing to send my resolution dispensing with it 
and setting it aside to its two godfathers, the Senators from Vermont, 
[Mr. MORRILL] and from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes,] who, from 
their long experience, I fear control the committee. They would treat 
it more severely than step-mothers usually do the step-children who 
arein the way of their own bantlings. It was because I feared that 
it would either be rejected or ignored that I have felt called upon 
now after waiting more than a month at the request of those gentle- 
men to let the Senate and the country know why I desire its 
Having done so, the Senate can do as it pleases with it. I am satisfied 
that there is no propriety in keeping up taxation to pay any more of 
the principal of tae public debt, and that the Senate ought to say so. 
I am equally satisfied that a tax ought to be imposed on the incomes 
of the rich; that internal-revenue taxation ought to be redueed to the 
revenue standard, which is certainly not Sree ee Sees cents on 
tobacco and fifty cents on distilled spirits, but we have agreed to let 
spirits alono; that the high protective features of our war tariff 
should be repealed and its provisions adjusted upon a revenue basis 
with such incidental protection as that would afford; that our naviga- 
tion laws should be repealed and our people allowed to buy ships at 
the cheapest rates; that the complicated and compound duties now 
imposed are only so many means of confusing and concealing the true 
meaning of the laws; they are of such a character that the most 
intelligent merchant in New York dare not take his out of the 
custom-house without the aid of an expert. The Finance Commit- 
tee need not be idle even if the Senate relieves it from the considera- 
tion of the further reduction of the principal of the national debt. 
Independent altogether of the 3 to which I have referred, the 
adjusting and simplifying of the machinery of our revenue system 
would furnish labor enough for a committee of the wisest men in the 
Senate. I believe that no system can be devised which will furnish 
reasonable security for the collection and disbursements of the rev- 
enue so long as all collections and payments are under the control of 
one set of men with one set of books and under one head. The Treas- 
ury Department must be divided before long, it ee to be now, with 
one secretary and his assistants to collect and hold the revenues, and 
another secretary with his assistants to disburse it, each being wholly 
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independent of and acting as a check upon each other; but I cannot 
go into that now. : 

I have applied several times in the last few weeks at the Treasury 
Department for information as to the present number of custom-houses, 


ing the four years preceding, there had been paid, under what was 
known as the moiety pete ok the port of New York— 


the collections made, and the expense of each, but have failed to ob- To the naval 


tain it. I do not believe that there have been many, if any, improve- 
ments since 1874. At that time we had accurate information, which 
was laid before the House in tabular form by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. DAWES,] the recapitulation of which is as follows: 


Recapitulation. 


32 ports where there were no receipts . 4 . 22. 

14 ports where receipts were not over 8500 ........ $1,995 52 72, 46 52 

17 ports where the receipts were over $500 and not 
r pens N, 875 40 95, 389 20 

8 ports where the receipts were over $5,000 and 
h 51, 581 71 55, 763 07 

24 ports where the receipts were over $10,000 and 
not over $50,000... e cess 576, 103 60 275, 218 63 

10 ports where the receipts were over $50,000 and 
ROE Over GING, 000 5 3 / vamaycwseses 731, 027 41 259, 390 39 

19 ports where the receipts were over $100,000 and 
heh Soe ag OEE ee ree 4, 761, 194 V 527,115 14 

+ where the receipts were over $500,000 and 
not over $1,000,000 / o:HUUm 22.2.2... essen 3,011, 014 43 304, 190 12 

8 ports where the receipts were $1,000,000 and 
OVOP svc dcvovendccdcdasdvesscntsedpseededeuws 175, 305, 252 70 4,345, 474 50 
e E as PaE 184, 556,045 02 | 6,010,347 35 


Omitting the thirty-two ports where there were no receipts while 
$75,254.78 was paid to employés, an exhibit of the table of the four- 
teen where the receipts were less than $500 may prove interesting 
and instructive. It is as follows: 


Ports where receipts have not exceeded $500 for the year 1873, 
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That condition of things verifies a somewhat remarkable letter 
which Mr. Dawes then read for the edification of the House, and 
which the Senate committec might hear with profit, to see how many 
more cases there are of the same sort now. 8 tho letter from 
the Recorp of February 12, 1874: 


cided! panoja: in the republican Eezy: (lengbter.] and in March last I was re- 
moved, for w ormed 


I suppose hundreds of such supernumeraries can be found all over 
the country. Perhaps thisis an isolated case of an incumbent giving 
information against himself. 

It must not be snpposed that the pay of the employés is all the ex- 
pense of these establishments, at least half of which could be prop- 
erly converted into houses or police stations, to watch smug- 
glers; the rents, fuel, attendance, supplies, &c., cost the Government 
as much as the mere pay of officials and the pay drawn from the Treas- 
ury is often a very small part of the uites of custom-honse offi- 
cers. The report of the Secretary of the Treasury, Executive Docu- 
ment No. 124, first session of Forty-third Congress, shows that dur- 


305, 249 92 
While the collectors were receiving as salaries $6,000, the naval ofi- 


cers $5,000, and the surveyors $4,500, each, besides. 
in. We have three se naval zations, with elaborate 
machinery, organized under the Treasury ment, with admirals 


and commodores and all sorts of paraphernalia; one called the rey- 
enue marine, another the light-house, and the third the coast-survey 
fleet. A smuggler can sail under the of either of the last twoand 
be unmol , and the first need not a barrel of water to a 
light-house, no matter what the necessity. All ought to come under 
one head and all ought to be coast against smugglers. 

But I need not point out duties to the Finance Committee. I only 
wish to show that there is plenty of important work for that commit- 
tee even if we determine to settle the question of the further payment 
of the public debt in the Senate. . 

Mr. ident, I have said all I desired to say, and perhaps more 
than I ought, upon this subject. The Senate must take its course. 
I have as much confidence in the Committee on Finance as any mem- 
ber of the Senate has, and I mean no disrespect to them in what I 
have said. I consulted no one as to the propriety of introducing the 
resolution. I am alone responsible for it. It was framed in no spirit 
of hostility to the rights or interests of the public ereditor and with 
no desire to weaken the public credit or impair in any way the good 
faith which I hope we wil] ever maintain in the payment of all our 
obligations. But I am convinced that we can never resume specie 
payments nor restore prosperity to the people as long as our present 
protective-tariff system is maintained and upheld and such burdens 
are imposed upon the labor of the conntry. Bomething must be done 
to revive the commerce of the country ; our prestige on the ocean must 
apa een I yom dag tell the eee how, from the 5 of the 

nicians and Carthaginians to the present, prosperity and power 
have gone hand in hand with maritime su 3 The pride we all 
felt in our clipper ships and the thrill of ey which ran through the 
country when in English waters, in a great national trial of speed, 
the news came that the America not only won but there was no sec- 
ond, is only equaled by our humiliation now when our flag is never 
seen except along our own coasts and foreign nations are our car- 
Tiers, our commission merchants, and our bankers. I hope we will 
pay tribute no longer, and I trust that subsidies and taxation for 
3 will be abandoned and our le enabled by a more en- 
ightened policy to contend with other nations on equal terms in the 
great markets of the world. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky will find 
that I am quite ready to go as far as any Senator can properly go to 
relieve the country from taxation. It is a little singular that the 
Senator from Kentucky should bring forward this resolution, embrac- 
ing so wide a scope as it appears to do by the tenor of his speech, with 
the purpose of not having it referred to the Committee on Finance, 
It is also a little marvelous that that Senator, coming from Kentucky, 
the home of Henry Clay, should deal out such opprobrious epithets 
as he has done upon our tariff and navigation laws. I wish to 7. 5 
that Senator that the navigation laws are precisely to-day what they 
were in 1860; they have not been changed at all. 

Then, in relation to the tariff he charges (and I am not abont to 

into a long reply to the Senator but will merely notice his speech 
incidentally) that the tariff is framed so as to oppress the poor and 
to favor the rich. Sir, if he will look at all of the staple productions 
which are imported, cottons, linens, woolens, he will find that the rich 
are discriminated against every time. Let me say here that, except- 
ing only that class which is called the wealthy, there is no nation of 
peuple on the globe, men and women, who are better clad to-day than 
the American people. That is a sufficient refutation to any charge 
that the laws imposing duties are oppressive to the people. 

The proposition of the Senator seems to go over the whole finan- 
cial question that might be embraced in a long session of Congress, 
I trust that there will be no disposition to take a snap judgment be- 
fore we have heard anything more than one side of the question, and 
not the half of that, Unless this is one of a series of measures to 
be passed under the whip and spur of some power outside of Con- 
gress, I trust that it will receive as much consideration, at least, as 
we bestow upon ordinary bills for pensions, or bills for private claims, 
which are always referred to the appropriate committees, where they 
are carefully examined and come back with such written explanatory 
reports as are usually satisfactory to the Senate. 

he resolution is mandatory upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and also upon the committees of Congress. Nothing is to be left to 
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the discretion of anybody. I know the Senator from Kentucky has 
devoted considerable attention to this subject; so have other Sena- 
tors in relation to other important subjects ; but such individual at- 
tention, according to the invariable practice of the Senate, does not 
supersede the propriety of references to standing committees, The 
Committee on e does not seek labor, nor does it shun it; and 
if it has competency for anything it might be supposed to have com- 
petency for questions so purely and exclusively financial as those 
presented by the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. That 
proposes to forbid the maintenance by the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the sinking fund, and directs the committees of Congress not to 
provide for payments to that fund. 

Not the least important question to be considered is, what would 
be the effect of this upon the public credit? Would it be good or 
bad? Have we made any pledges of the public faith which cannot 
be properly disregarded at our pleasure? If not, and we are free to 
adopt whatever policy may seem best, then-the question arises whe- 
ther we are to continue the American policy of our fathers as a 
debt-paying nation, or hold the public debt over the people forever 
as a public blessing ? 

The next prominent question, if the sinking fund shall be aban- 
doned, is, to what other purpose shall the money now devoted to it be 
appropriated? Who knows? The Senator from Kentucky may 
answer, to a reduction of the tariff, or to a reduction of the tax on 
whisky; but these are matters of which the Senate has no original 
jurisdiction. We have to await the action of the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, and when that shall be determined, possibly the fund may 
drift away to ends not favored by, even the Senator from Kentucky 
himeelf. If it shall be said that, having paid n years larger 
sums than were required by the terms of our pledge, we may omit 
all payments until that excess has been balanced, it becomes neces- 
sary to examine as to whether our pledge for the payment of 1 per 
cent. was to be an average payment, a f payment, or a pay- 
ment obligatory in each and every year; aud whether or not a pay- 
ment made for our own convenience, from an unexpected surplus, 
can absolvo us from the binding force of a yearly obligation if we 
have imposed any such obligation upon ourselves. 

Another thing to be considered is whether we are likely to have a 

lus or a deficit of revenue. If there has been no pledge given 
which Congress is bound to redeem, can we hereafter increase or 
diminish our revenue at will, so as to be prepared for the exigency 
when more may be required f Removing taxes is a pleasant duty, 
keenly enjoyed by all, and by others than the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, but the reimposition of taxes is a task which legislative bodies 
do not hanker after and would gladly shun, yet they are sometimes 
a patriotic necessity, as in 1866. 

e facts as to how much has been paid into the sinking fund and 
how much is supposed to be actually required if the fund is to be 
maintained, deserve careful seg f and especially will the Com- 
mittee on Finance be called upon, if the subject shall be referred to 
them for an examination and report, to look at the accounts of the 
sinking fund as kept by the Treasury Department, and the method 
of computation by which the reported results have been arrived at. 

In all of the aspects of the question presented there can be no doubt 
that its reference to the committee is imperatively required. I there- 
fore move the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. INGALLs in the chair.) The Sena- 
tor from Vermont moves that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate proceed 


to the consideration of executive business, 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After nineteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock and 
forty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 5, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. B. McFEr- 
RIN, of Nashville, Tennessee. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. No. 814) to refer the record of the Ary of the 
naval court of inquiry as evidence in the case of the collision of the 
schooner Flight with the United States steamer Tallapoosa, before 
the Court of Claims; 

An act (8. No. 50) anthorizing the Arkansas River Transfer Rail- 
way Company to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River; and 


An act (S. No. 58) to prevent abuses in respect of the mileage of 
district attorneys for the United States. i 

The merenge also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2860) changing the times of holding terms of the 
district court for the district of West Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1074) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Glasgow, Missouri. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of 
the following title, with amendments in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported to Congress under section 2 of the act approved June 
16, 1874, by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yesterday, when the bill pensioning soldiers of 
the war of 1812 was passed by the House, I was temporarily absent. 
I desire to say that had I been present I should have voted in favor 
of the passage of that bill. 

UNION PACIFIC AND CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. MAISH, by unanimous consent, submitted the following pre- 
amble and resolution; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider: 


Whereas the Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railroad Companies owo the 
United States $28,000,000 of acerued interest on bonds guaranteed by the United 


States; and 
Whereas said 5 earnings are very large and are and have been in large 
v 


art consumed by dividends declared upon the capital stock of said companies, 
ssued in violation of the charters of said companies: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Judiciary Committee report whether or not it isexpedient 
to enact such law or laws as wiil prohibit hereafter the payment of dividends upon 
said stock until the amount of their indebtedness to the United States is liquidated. 


CLAIMS REPORTED FROM TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. EDEN. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments of the 
Senote to the bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of claims reported to Congress under section 2 of the act ap- 
proved June 16, 1874, by the Secre of the Treasury, be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and concu in. I will state that these 
amendments merely correct phraseology except one amendment, 
which refers a claim back for further consideration. 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were taken 
from the Speaker’s table and concurred in. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the yote by which the amendments 
were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-STATION ON DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent to report back from the 
Committee on Commerce, with a favorable recommendation, the bill 
H. R. No. 2704) to provide for the erection of a light-station at the 
ead of Belle Isle, in Detroit River, and move that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, the bill was referred accordingly, not to 

be brought back on a motion to reconsider, 
PORT OF DELIVERY IN DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. KIDDER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3710) to create Yankton, in the Territory of Dakota and in the collec- 
tion district of Minnesota, a port of delivery; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPTAIN WALTER CLIFFORD. 


Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3711) for tho relief of Canon Walter Clifford, Seventh Regiment 
United States Infantry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STONE DRY-DOCK AT MARE ISLAND NAVY-YARD, 


Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, presented concurrent res- 
olutions of tho Legislature of the State of California, asking Con 
to appropriato money for the completion of the stone dry-dock at 
Mare Island navy-yard; which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Patents the annual report of the Commissioner of Patents for 
1877; which was ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

COMPLETION OF WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the lar order, 

Mr. FOSTER. Lhope the gentleman from Alabama will give way 
a moment. There is a little matter which it is important to have 
acted on at once. If it gives rise to any debate I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I waive for a moment the demand for 
tho 5 order. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report a substitute for the joint resolution (H. R. No. 76) to enable 
the pint commission to carry into effect the act of Congress provid- 
ing for the completion of the Washington Monument. 
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The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, £c., That the joint commissi: ted by the act of Congress entitled 
“An 8 for ty completion of 3 Monument,” approved 
e e 

act, not ex 
— if they deem it advisable. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to object to that resolution. I do not think 

that money should be appropriated or used for the monument where 


it is. 

Tbe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make a point of order or 
does he rise to oppose the resolution ? 

Mr. CONGER. I understand the gentleman from Ohio stated that 
he would withdraw it if there was debate. 

Mr. FOSTER. I wish simply to say that this makes no appropria- 
tion whatever. The money will be usedanyhow. You cannot remove 
the monument from where it is, and the resolution simply provides 
that a portion of the appropriation may be used for increasing the 


security of the foundation. $ 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. As this is to give rise to debate, I 
insist on the regular order. 

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw the report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order having been demanded, the 
morning hour begins at twenty minutes to one o'clock, and reports 
from committees are in order, The call rests with the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. CRAPO, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 923) supplement- 
ary to the act entitled “An act to carry into effect the Convention 
between the United States and China, concluded on the Sth day of 
November, 1858, at Shanghai,” approved March 3, 1859, and to give 
the Court of Claims jurisdiction in certain cases. 

The bill was read. It provides that any person or persons, or body 
corporate, holding and making any claim upon the balance of the 
fund usually designated and known as “the Chinese indemnity fund,” 
under the e ge the Department of State of the United States, 
and now unappropriated, for losses sustained by the plunder and 
destruction, in the year 1854, of the bark Caldera, and pro on 
board of said vessel, may, at any time within twelve months after 
the passage of this act, commence proceedings in the United States 
Court of Claims against the United States, in the same manner as 
other suits are brought pursuant to and in virtue of the statutes of 
the United States and the rules of said court; and that the said 
Court’of Claims shall have full jurisdiction to hear and determine 
such claim or demand, according to the principles of justice and in- 
ternational law. ' 

The second section provides that at the hearing or on the trial of 
any suit so commenced, either party, plaintiff or defendaut, shall 
have the right to use, as competent evidence before the court, any 
records, documents, or papers relating to the said claim, which may 
have been deposited in the office of the Secretary of State, under the 
provisions of the act approved March 3, 1859, entitled “An act to 
carry into effect the convention between the United States and China 
concluded on the Sth day of November, 1858, at Shanghai,” or cer- 
tified copies of such records, documents, or other papers; that at the 
hearing, or on the trial of any suit so commenced as aforesaid, either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to produce before 
the court any additional testimony or documents which may be rele- 
vant to, and competent upon, the issues joined between the parties; 
and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and judgment of the said 
court shall be had in the same manner as in all other cases before 
the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judg- 
Seut of the said Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the same manner as now provided for in other cases; pro- 
vided, however, that if any anal Judgment be found in favor of a 
claimant or plaintiff, the same shall only be paid and satisfied ont of 

balance of said Chinese indemnity fund; and if said judgment 
shall be in favor of the defendant, then such claimants shall be for- 
ever barred in law and equity from hereafter making any claim upon 
or against said fund. 

Mr. CRAPO. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred in ponn of the Sun 
Mutual Insurance Company, the Mercantile Mutual Insurance Company, tho New 
York Mutual Insurance Company, and the China Mutual Insurance Company, for 
relief in the matter of the lg Caldera and her e report: 

That the said companies are entitled to the relief asked for, and the committeo 
8 e passage of the bill annexed to this report, giving the Uourt 
of C jurisdiction in the case, the facts of which appear to be as follows: 

The bark Caldera, under the command of Mathew , an American citizen, 
being Jaden with a ca belonging to American merchants, sailed from the port 
of Hong-Kong on the 5th day of October, 1854, bound to the of San Francisco ; 
and, having been obliged to seek shelter from a storm, in of Keolan, on 
the Chinese coast, was, while at anchor there and the crew employed at the pumps 
to keep the v free of water, b bands of Chi who drove 


the men from the pumps, took 3338 of the vessel, and, after plundering her 
. n the lower hold, burned her, and she became a 


The tioning insurance companies paid insurances to the amount of 512, 
being geen —— of the whole sum dsm besides a considerable sum ae 
tion. expended in an unsuccessful effort to recover the property. 


The petitioners took all the F. 


Chinese government for the amount of loss, and Mr. Marey, then Secretary of 
State, in a dispatch to Dr. Parker, fully the justice of the claim, and 
directed its prosecution before the Chinese government. 

In 1858 Mr. Reed, the then American minister, made a convention with the Chinese 
government, securing indemnity for this as well as other claims, and about $700,000 
5 psi by tbe . e ion of which is still held by the 

te rtment, aw; o disposition of Congress. 

Mr. Reed recommended that the claim of the Caldera should be adjudicated at 
home, because the evidence could be there most easily produced. Meanwhile, under 
an act of Congress, passed in 1859 all 


ers, who made a deduction therefrom of 60 per cent. on the ground of a 

prior damage by sea-water to the „ This deduction ed ees to have been 

made without sufficient evidence of its justice, and under a m 

law applicable to the case, and the claimants had no 8 of being heard 

upon the 

than would not preclude a rehcaring of the case at Washington; but as the act of 
commissioners, such 


competent tribunal for a final decision as to r e of their claim. Other claims 

isallowed by it, have been reviewed 

The case of the Neva, which was of like character to 

this, was entirely rejected by the comm but the claimants by act of Con- 

Toheariag before the Attorney-General, who dechled that the 

conclusions of the commissioners were erroneous, and payment was accorded to 

them. Your committee are of the opinion that the Court of Claims is the tribunal 
by which questions of this character should be heard and determined. 

Your committee also submit the fact, that this claim has been paid 3 tho 

ese ernment, and that the remaining 60 per cent. thereof is still beld by 
the State t, so that, if it should be allowed in full by the Court of Claims, 
no money will be taken from the Treasury, 

Your committee therefore unanimously recommend the of the bill ac» 
companying this report, entitled “ A bill su; to the act entitled An act 
to i Sng tegen eee 7 tho United ne and 225 5 
on the a Yovem ber, 1858, a ' approved March 3, 1859, 
give the Court of Claims jurisdiction U iin buen 


The question was on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, those who have listened to the reading 
of the report will readily understand the facts of this case and the 
reasons that have induced the committee to recommend the of 
the bill. These facts and reasons are briefly these: In October, 1854, 
the bark Caldera, laden with a of tea owned by citizens of the 
United States, sailed from Hoop king bound to San Francisco. A 
short time after leaving port she encountered a severe storm or typhoon, 
and being compelled to seek a port of shelter came to anchor at a place 
called Keolan, on the Chinese coast. While lying there at anchor 
she was boarded by armed bands of Chinese, who came to her in junks, 
plundered her , stripped the vessel of her sails and rigging, tore 
off her copper, and finally set fire to the hull, and she became a total 
loss. The masters, officers, and crew did all that was in their power 
for the protection and preservation of the property. 

This pillage and destraction of property was with the knowledge 
of the local imperial authorities, who took no steps to prevent depre- 
dations on foreign shipping but acted in collusion with the leaders of 
the piratical bands and with them in the plunder. Mr. Me- 
Lane, the United States commissioner in China, called the attention 
of our Government to this outrage, and Mr. Marcy, then Secretary of 
State, after consultation with Mr. Cushing, the Attorney-General, de- 
manded of the Chinese government a pecuniary compensation equal 
to the losses of our citizens. Mr. Marcy at the time pronounced the 
case one of aggravated wrong and insisted that the demand for indem- 
nity should not be evaded or long delayed, and these instructions 
were referred to Mr. Reed and the other ministers from the United 
States to China, 

In 1858 a convention was entered into between China and the United 
States, by which the United States received from China 500,000 taels, 
equivalent to about $700,000, which was to be in full compensation 
for all injuries inflicted upon citizens of the United States prior to 
that date; and in the list of claims the Caldera claim was included. 
Mr. Reed, our minister to China, recommended at the time the ap- 
eee of two commissioners who should sit in China to hear and 

etermine the claims of American citizens residing in China. In ref- 
erence to this claim, the “Caldera claim,” he recommended that it 
should be adjudicated in the United States, where the claimants re- 
sided and where the evidence could be more easily procured. 

In March, 1859, Congress authorized a commission, and the Presi- 
dent appointed as commissioners the vice-consul at Ningpo and the 
vice-consul at Hong-Kong. 

By some inadvertence the pa in the case of the Caldera were 
sent to China, and these commissioners took action upon this claim. 
There was a difference of opinion between the commissioners upon 
questions of law which arose in the case, which finally resulted in a 
compromise by which 40 per cent. of the claim was allowed; but at 
the time it was stated by the commissioners that the claimants could 
take their appeal if dissatisfied with the award. 

But before the award was made known to the claimants in the 
United States the commission was dissolved, and then it was discov- 
ered that neither the American minister to China nor the State De- 
partment had any authority to review the case. After a careful 
examination of the case the committee is satisfied that the deduc- 
tions made by the commissioners was not warranted by the law nor 
the facts. These claimants can only have relief through Congress. 
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Congress has already interposed in a similar case by referring it to 
the Attorney-General for a rehearing, and has authorized the pay- 
ment of his award ont of this fund. I refer to the case of the 
“Nevha” claim which had been disallowed by these commissioners. 
There is now in the hands of the Secretary of State a large balance 
still remaining amounting to several hundred thousand dollars from 
this Chinese indemnity fund. This fund was procured by our Govern- 
ment in consequence of injuries which had been infli upon Amer- 
ican citizens and losses sustained by them through the acts of the Chi- 
nese government, and the claim under consideration entered into the 
demand which our Government made upon China for indemnity. 
The committee believed the claim to be just and equitable, and 
think it should be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication 
by that court, and if found to be just that it should be paid from the 
fund which was secured from the Chinese government for this pur- 


pier LUTTRELL. I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
one question before he takes his seat. Are there not claims to Ameri- 
can citizens from the Chinese government for property destroyed in 
China still outstanding ; have we not claims now against the govern- 
ment of China? 

Mr. CRAPO. Is the question with reference to claims prior to the 
convention of 1858 or since that time ? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I think before 1858; are there not some claims 
still unliquidated and unsettled ? 

Mr. CRAPO. There were a large number of claims standing against 
the Chinese government prior to 1858. Under the convention of 1858 
this sum, amounting to about $700,000, was paid in fall liquidation 
of all claims which American citizens had against the Chinese goy- 
ernment, That money was taken by the State Department and a com- 
mission appointed to pass upon the merits of the claims that were 
filed before the Department. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Have they upon the merits of all those 
claims that were filed with the Secretary of State! 

Mr. CRAPO. All were upon, as I understand it, that were 
presented to that commission and two claims that were disallowed by 
that commission have since been allowed, one by the American min- 
ister before the fund was transmitted to this country, and one more 
recently by act of py bas 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Has our Government paid those claims? 

Mr. CRAPO, There have been paid out of this fund the Neva claim 
and also the claim of the master of the ship Caldera, Captain Rooney, 
which had been disallowed by the commission. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The question that I desire to understand is this: 
my recollection is that during the Forty-third or Forty-fourth Con- 
gress there was a bill pending here for the payment of the officers 
and crew of an American vessel, the name of which I cannot call to 
mind, but I believe Commodore McDougall was the commander at 
the time; that claim was pending a year ago I think. I have letters 
upon the subject, at my room, but I cannot at this moment recall the 
name of the vessel. That claim, however, has not been paid, and it 
was for the destruction of the property of American citizens. 

Mr. CRAPO. Does not the gentleman refer to the Japanese in- 
demnity fund instead of the Chinese fund? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Well, ponies, yes. I simply desire to state 
that I have no objection to the passage of this bill provided that the 
claims of American citizens are first settled, but I think that all 
claims of American citizens should be settled before this money is 
refunded to China. 

Mr. CRAPO. This is the claim of American citizens, 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, and it is 
whether, under the act of 1859, referred to in the title of this bill, 
the claims of citizens of the United States against China were not 
referred to a commission appointed expressly for their adjudication 
and settlement, and whether that commission did not finally on 
the very class of claims which the gentleman now proposes shall be 
refe: to another court. In otber words I want to know if this is 
simply a bill to give the United States another chance to assert its 
rights against China after they have once been adjudicated by a com- 
mission appointed under a treaty. 

Mr. RAPO. In answer to the gentleman I will say that the Govern- 
ment received $700,000 as full indemnity for all claims. A commission 
was appointed, consisting of the vice-consul at Ningpo and the vice- 
consul at Beng Fang, who passed upon this claim. There was a 
mistake made in reference to this claim, becanse it was supposed 
that the claim would be adjudicated here in this country; but the 
commission took action upon it in China, and a disagreement arising 
between the commissioners as to the law applicable to the case, there 
was a compromise made between the two commissioners and 40 per 
cent. was allowed, with the understanding that if the claimants were 
dissatisfied they should have their appeal either to the United States 
minister or to the State Department. 

Mr. SAYLER. Was that understanding also had on the part of 
the representatives of the Chinese government? 

Mr. CRAPO. The Chinese government had nothing whatever to 
do with it, because it had paid $700,000 in full for all claims, more or 
less, and it remained for the United States to regulate the distribu- 
tion among our citizens. 

Mr. SAYLER. Were the 8 of China affected at all? 

Mr. CRAPO. Not at all. The Chinese government, even if the 


claims had amounted to millions of dollars, had settled the account 
by the P it ea of this $700,000, 


Mr. IELD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts a question, and it is if this bill makes any disposition or implies 
soy disposition of the balance of the fund after the claims are all 
pai 

Mr. CRAPO. It does not. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I want to say in passing, although it may not 
relate to this bill especially, that 1 have always believed, as a matter 
of faith and comity between nations, that whatever balance there 
is it ought to be paid back to China. 

We were a great, strong nation and with the strong hand we took 
enough torecoup ourselves forall the losses that we had suffered and we 
took more than enough. And morally, equitably, and in the forum of 
nations, we have no right to a cent of that fund beyond the exact sum 
of our losses. I feel ashamed every time I remember that there are 
several hundred thousand dollars, not in the Treasury of the United 
States, but I believe in the State Department, not our money, only 
held there by the right of the stron And just as long as it is 
there it will be raided upon, hunted after, sought for by somebody or 
other. I wish, if it is in the power of the gentleman from Massachn- 
setts [Mr. Crapo] to do so, that he would add a clause to this bill 
that the balance of this fund after this claim has been paid, if it 
should be paid, shall be sent back to the Chinese government. 

Mr. L RELL. I think with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 
GARFIELD] that after settling this claim we should refund the bal- 
ance of this money to the Chinese government, I wonld suggest to 
the gentleman to move an amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The subject of this fund is now before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House. It has been before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, which committee has 
decided not to report. Men of character in all parts of the country 
have been urging this subject upon the consideration of the com- 
mittee of this House, and it will be well considered. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It would not be wise to tack such a pro- 
vision on this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not ask that; I only express my hope that 
we shall 5 55 at some settlement of this matter. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will state to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that I sympathize fully with his view in respect 
to thisfund. The of this bill will remove the only known 
claim against this fund, so that the rest of it will remain as the pro 
erty of the United States in trast forChina. The passage of this bill 
will bring about that result. 

The bill was then ordered to be agroma and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAPO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUNDING TONNAGE TAX, 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back to the House a letter from the Secretary of State and also a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to the bill (H. 
R. No. 1118) to amend section 2931 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States so as to allow repayment by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the tonnage tax, where it has been exacted in contravention 
of treaty provisions; which were ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


EXPLORATIONS IN AFRICA, 


Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to whom was referred the petition of Augustus Watson and William 
Coppinger, asking an appropriation of $50,000 for the purpose of 
making a preliminary survey in Central Africa, to report the same 
back with an adverse recommendation. As the report is short I ask 
that it be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Angus- 
S ĩ to make an’ oppcopriation of $5000 to pay the mst of a 

A ? a 

— more by Amey engineers or naval officers of the * — of a trans: 
continental raiJroad the Republic of Liberia eastward one or two thousand 
miles into the N Valley, and to report upon the country, its population, uc- 
tions, resources for trade, and the general practicability of such route, with the 
view of extending the civilization of the United States and opening a market for 


their manufactures throughout the rich and popnious s of Central 
Africa, having had the same under consideration, direct me to report back the said 
petition with an adverse recommendation. 


Mr. CONGER. Could not the committee have given some reason 
for their 17 75 except the mere reeital of the prayer of the petition ? 
Mr. WI N. The only reason is that we deem it inexpedient. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose that the committee had the matter re- 
ferred to them that they might enlighten the House somewhat upon 
the subject. 

Mr. WILSON. In this instance the committee deemed it inexpe- 
dient to entertain at this time a proposition to construct a railroad 
from Liberia two thousand miles out into the Niger Valley. 

Mr. CONGER. If that had been stated in the report which has 
just been read, I probably should not have made the inquiry. 
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Mr. WILSON. We thought the proposition was so absurd, that it 
did not require any explanation. 

The petition was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF PEMBINA. 


Mr. RIDDLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 792) to establish 
the Territory of Pembina and to provide a temporary government 
therefor; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RIDDLE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
reported esi a ee, of op Sah Tah eee eee Mi- 
nois, praying for the passage of the bill (H. o. 2599) organizing 
the National Railroad Company of the United States of America, for 
the purpose of ae operating, and maintaining a double- 
track cheap-freight rai from the Atlantic seaboard to the city 
of Chicago, Illinvis, Saint Louis, Missouri, and Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
together with branches to other cities of population, production, and 
commerce, and to regulate the same in the interests of commerce 
among the States; which was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI. 


Mr. FRANKLIN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 560, to provide for 
the construction of a public building at the city of Kansas, State of 
Missouri, a bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a site for, 
and cause to be constructed, a suitable building, with fire-proof vault 
extending to each story, for the accommodation of the post-office, 
custom-house, bonded warehouse, internal-revenue office, and other 
Government offices, at the city of Kansas, State of Missonri; the site 
and building thereon when completed—the plans and specifications to 
be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury— 
not to exceed the cost of $200,000 ; provided that no part of the money 
to be appropriated for this purpose shall be available until the site 
of said building shall be vested in the United States, and until the 
State of Missouri shall release and relinquish to the United States the 
right to tax or assess said site and the property thereon during the 
time the United States shall be and remain the owner theréof. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that this bill must be first 
considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think the point of order is not 
well taken, On examination I find that bills of this character have 
invariably been considered in the House. At the last session when a 
bill for the erection of a public building at the city of Memphis was 
under consideration, it was considered in the House, and according 
to the decision of the Chair rendered last week upon a point of order 
made by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HLR, ] the rules do not 
require the reference of this bill to the Committee of the Whole. It 
does not ask for any appropriation. It merely limits the amount of 
any appropriation that may be made, 

Now, there are other ways of antagonizing this bill than by endeav- 
oring to have it referred to the Committee of the Whole. There are 
other modes in which gentlemen ean show their opposition to a meas- 
ure of this kind without attempting to place it where it will never be 
reached. I again call the attention of the Chair to the decision made 
last week upon a point of order raised by the gentleman from Maine, 
when it was distinctly held that the bill then under consideration 
(which was similar to this) contained no appropriation of money and 
therefore need not be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. There are two provisions in this bill which may 
be said to be in controversy. The first directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to buy a lot; the second provides for the erection of a pub- 
lie building thereon, The Clerk will read both clauses. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Seere of the and he 

— eg 
vault extending to each story, for the accommodation of the ice, custom- 
house, bonded warehouse, internal- revenue offices, and other Government offices 
of the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri. The siteand building thereon when 
completed, upon pas and specifications to be previously made anid approved by 
the Secretary of 8 shall not exceed the cost of $200,000: Provided, That 
no money to be app for this purpose shall be available until a valid title 
to the site of the said building shall be vested in the United States, and until the 
State of Missouri shall release and relinquish to the United States the right ae 


or assess said site or the propert; during the time the United 
be or remain the owner thereof. 5 


Mr. CONGER. If the Chair will allow me one word 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. In order to make it proper for the Comnittee on 
Appropriations to report an ce in a bill, it has always been 
deemed necessary that there should be some law authorizing the pub- 


lic work in question. This bill follows the usual form which has been 
adopted for many years; it authorizes an appropriation for a work; 
and the decisions heretofore have always been to the effect that such 
a bill is not to be regarded as containing an appropriation, because 
nothing can be done until a subsequent appropriation has been made, 
although it prepares the way by which it will be proper and allowa- 
ble for the Ges on Appropriations in the sundry civil bill or 
some other to report an appropriation for this pore I think that 
this bill corresponds with the usual form in which the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds have reported their bills. This ques- 
tion has been raised many times; and I think it has uniformly been 
ruled by the Chair that such a bill contains no appropriation, but sim- 
ply authorizes the commencement of a public work when an appro- 
priation shall have been made. For we have a law, Mr, Speaker, mak- 
ing it a criminal offense for any officer of the Government to proceed 
in any manner to make any contract either for land or for buildings 
until an appropriation be made. That provision of law was designed 
to prevent public officers from attempting to use improperly the power 
which such a bill as this might seem to confer. There is nothing in 
this bill which requires Congress to make an appropriation. ~ 

Mr. FORT. I cannot see why gentlemen dread the Committee of 
the Whole. Why, sir, a pension bill proposing to pension some poor 
widow must go to the Committee of the Whole before it can be 
in the House; and I cannot see why gentlemen should object to the 
reference of a bill of this kind to the same committee, 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not care now anything about the bill on its 
merits; I am discussing the construction of the rule. 

Mr. EDEN. This bill allows the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase land for a building, and when he makes a contract for the pur- 
chase of land he is carrying out not only the object but the command 
of the bill. The rule is that “all proceedings touching appropria- 
tions of money and all bills making appropriations of money or prop- 
erty, or requiring such appropriations to be made, shall receive their 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole.” * Certainly, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury is required by this bill to purchase land, 
an appropriation of money follows as a necessary consequence; it is 
simply carrying out the provisions of the bill, its identical command. 
Consequently, in my view, this bill does require an appropriation of 
money. 

It is not proper, of course, to discuss on the point of order the 
merits of the measure; but the object I have in view in making the 

int is that all bills of this class which propose to take out of the 
1 I do not know how many millions of dollars by the time we 
get through with them, but judging the futare by the past, untold 
millions, shall be placed in a position where they can be discussed 
fairly by the members of the House, and considered in a manner in 
which it is not possible to consider them during the morning hour 
when committees are hastily called, reports hurriedly made, and mat- 
ters acted on in such a way that probably no one in the House be- 
sides the members of the committee concerned have an opportunity 
to understand them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the fact that this bill is 
drawn in such lan as to escape the point of order under the 
past practice of the House; and yet the Chair thinks that a law which 
is to be made the basis of an appropriation which under the rules is 
allowed when authorized by existing law to be included in a general 
appropriation bill ought to be required to have its first consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. Now this bill requires the Secretary of 
the Treasury to do something that of necessity involves an appropria- 
tion in the future, unless the Congress shall vacate or ignore their own 
will. The Chair, however, is restricted in his right in this connection to 
rule that this bill must be first considered in Committee of the Whole, 
because the past practice of the House has been different. But the 
Cane will recognize a motion to refer the bill to the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I demanded the previous question, and I want 
to know how the gentleman from Illinois can make a motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to commit is first in order. 

Mr. SAYLER. Pending the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I certainly demanded the previous question on 
the bill. Idemanded it when the bill was first presented to the Clerk. 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman could not demand the previous ques- 
tion till the bill was reported. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. e gentleman from Illinois had no idea of 
making a motion to commit until the Chair gave his ruling. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moved the previous 
question, but the Chair recognized the motion to commit, the House 
not having yet determined to second the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. SAYLER. I cannot turn to the rule at this moment, but my 
impression is that pending the demand for the previous question the 
motion to commit cannot be made. My recollection is that the Chair 
ruled precisely that on me the other day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EpEn,] the 
Chair thinks, rose to make the point of order before the gentleman 
from Missouri ee eee question. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I ed the previous question twice before 
the gentleman rose. 
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Mr. SAYLER. I have found the rule to which I referred and ask 
that it may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read Rule 132, as follows: 

The previous question shall be in this form: “Shall the main question be now 
put!” It shall only be admitted when demanded by a majority of the members 
present, and its effect shall be to put an end to all debate, (except that the member 
reporting the measnre under consideration may close the debate and the every-day 
practice since,) and to bring the House toa yote upon a motion to commit, if 
such motion shall have made. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I make this point: that I demanded the previous 
question when the bill was first presented. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois undoubtedly had the right to rise to a question of order; but I 
say he has no right, unless I yield the floor, to make a motion to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee of the Whole. I have not yielded the 
fivor, and I do not intend to yield it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask for the reading of Rule 42. 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When a question is under dobate, no motion shall be received but to adjourn, to 
lie on tho table, fer the previous question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit 
mend, to postpone indefinitely; which several motions shall have precedence 
te E IE ce te prone EAGT, CC 

0 e A 
eas . at the same stage of the billor proposition, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri states that he de- 
manded the previous question prior to the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois to commit. The House can test its disposition as well 
by ene motion as the other. If the House desires to commit this bill 
it can vote down the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. EDEN. Could the gentleman from Missouri demand the pre- 
vions question before the bill had been reported to the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states he did demand it before 
and after the bill had been read. 

Mr. EDEN. I hope that the previous question will be voted down 
and that this species of legislation will not be allowed to take the 
public money out of the 3 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Lvbject to debate. 

The question being taken on seconding the demand for the previous 
question, there were—ayes 54, noes 65. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I cali for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. EDEN and Mr. SHELLEY were ap- 

ointed. 
r The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 66. 

So the previons question was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Shall the main question be now put? 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hxwrrri does 
not intend to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the pension bill, I move that we go into Committee of 
the Whole on the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama does intend to make 
that motion. He has notified the Chair of his intention to do so. 

Mr. ATKINS. I was not aware what information he had given to 
the Chair. The information had not been made public. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr, PA has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has, 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the regular order, 

Mr. HENDEE. This is the day assigned for the consideration of the 
bill providing for eee form of government for the District of 
Columbia, and I understand that the committee are ready to proceed 
with its consideration. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That bill was made a special order, subject, 
however, to the action of the Committee on Appropriations, 

The SPEAKER. The House has the right to raise the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I propose to do it for the purpose of 
pal io go into Committee of the Whole on the Mexican war pen- 
sion 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama raises the question 
of consideration, and it is for the House to determine what business 
it will proceed with. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman 
from Vermont, however, that his impression is that the bill in rela- 
tion to the District of Columbia, to which he refers, was made the 
special order from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. HENDEE. I desire to ask the Chair whether, if the motion 
of the gentleman from Alabama prevails, the District of Columbia 
bill will be next in order after the disposition of the Mexican war 
pension bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would be ; subject, however, to the limitation 
originally agreed on as to appropriation bills, 

Mr. HENDEE, I wish then to inquire whether, if the rare gece 
tion bills, the deficiency bill, and consular and diplomatic bill are 
taken up, the District of Colambia bill will follow those bills. 

The SPEAKER. The House has a right at all times to assert its 
wish, and the rule allowing the raising of the question of considera- 
tion is in that direction, so that a majority of the House may deter- 
mine what business they will proceed with. The Chair of course 
would ize the gentleman from Vermont, the bill which he has 
in charge being a special order against every other bill except an 


appropriation bill. At the same time the House has a right to test 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is proposed to be taken up in Committee 
of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER, The bill granting pensions to soldiers in the Mex- 
icun war. 

Mr. HENDEE. Then the Chair holds that the House can set aside 
a special order at any time. I hope, therefore, that the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama will not prevail, as it antagonizes directly 
the consideration of the District of Columbia bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on proceeding with the special 
order of to-day, which is the bill for the formation of a government 
for the District of Columbia, Those who vote “ay” of course desire 
to proceed with the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I rise to make an inquiry of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If this question is decided in the affirmative, 
does it postpone the consideration of an appropriation bill ? 

The SPEAKER. If it is decided in the affirmative the House 
asserts its disposition to proceed with the special order. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope the House will not postpone the appro- 
priation bills. It is important to get them before the Senate as 
speedily as possible, as it is probable the two Houses will disagree and 
committees of conference will have to be appointed. 
eee of New York. I n to ask the gentleman 

m Mississippi if he proposes to move to take up an ropriation 
bill if this mason is wad down? ae CATA 

Mr. SINGLETON. I desire to do so, but I do not wish to stand in 
the way of the Mexican war pension bill. 

The question was taken upon the motion to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the special order, the District of Columbia bill; and on 
a division there were—ayes 106, noes 96. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HENDEE, and Mr. Hewitt of Ala- 
bama, were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, noes 90. 

Mr. DURHAM. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 
whether or not I can raise a question of consideration upon an appro- 
priation bill? This bill was made a special order subject to appro- 
priation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The House has decided by the vote just taken 
that the special order shall be taken up against all comers. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to press an appropriation bill, but I see it 
is not the temper of the House to proceed with its consideration. 

Mr. ATKINS. The House did not understand that the last vote 
decided to take up the special order. i 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary the gentleman from Mississippi 
gave notice that if this motion was voted down he would insist on 
the ace aos bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the Chair decide that it is not in order to take 
up an appropriation bill now? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has decided that by the vote just taken 
the House has decided to proceed with the consideration of the special 


order. 

Mr. REED. I understand the Chair to say thatthe gentleman from 
Mississippi [ Mr. SINGLETON] announced that he would moveto take up 
an 8 bill it the motion to take up this bill for the District 
of Columbia was apes I call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that he was asked that question and declined to answer it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi or some other gentleman in the House to make that announce- 
ment, 

Mr.REED. The gentleman from New York[Mr. TOWNSEND] asked 
the 8 from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] the question dis- 
tinctly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi certainly stated 
that he desired to interpose an appropriation bill. 

Mr. REED. I think the Chair is mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from W stated that he 
was anxious to get the appropriation bills to the Senate. 

Mr. REED. And he also stated that he was not willing to urge the 
ij weg eset bill now. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi can state what 
he meant to say, or rather what he did say. 

Mr. REED. What he did say is the question. plangh 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ihave always found it best to be candid about 
everything, Idid say that I wanted the appropriation bill taken up, 
but Te I did not wish to stand in the way of the Mexican war pen- 
sion 

Mr, CALKINS. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. The first is that we cannot hear what is said, and 
I ask that order be restored. : 

1 SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seated and the House will come 
order. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BLACKBURN] for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor to yield. 

Mr. CALKINS. Aud I wish farther to state 

The SPEAKER, The direction of the Chair that order be restored 
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has not been complied with. Gentlemen will be seated and business 
will be suspended until order is restored. [After a pause.] The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKIxs Iwill now state his point of order. 

Mr. CALKINS. I submit this question, whether the Honse has 
concluded by the vote just taken to go on with the special order sub- 
ject to the terms stated in the resolution making it a special order ; 
that is, subject to appropriation bills. Has the House decided any- 
thing beyond that ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that when a majority of the 
House has voted distinctly to go on with the consideration of a bill 
which has been made a special order, the House meant to take up 
that business and with it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I raise the question 

Mr. BEEBE. Let the yeas and nays be taken on the question. 

Mr. SINGLETON, . It was not intended 

Mr. CALKINS. With deference to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. remy nme I desire to submit one further remark, and 
that is whether it would not now be in order for any member of the 
Appropriation Committee to raise the question of consideration as 
between the special order and an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DURHAM. I have already done that and the Chair has de- 
cided against me. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that a majority having voted 
to take up and proceed with the special order that cuts out any 
other business; but the Chair recognizes the right of a member to 
call for the yeas and nays on that question. 

Mr. SPA . And the Chair cannot say that the House has so 
decided until the yeas and nays have been taken. 

The SPEAKER. The House has so decided, as far as it has gone. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The ren mra will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
— just determined to go on with the consideration of the special 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been called upon that 

uestion. 

: Mr. CONGER. I make the motion in order that the House may 
eres upon the proposition to take up and consider an appropriation 
bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Honse is still dividing. By one mode of count- 
ing the sense of the House has been taken ppd the question of con- 
sideration in connection with the special ; and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] has called for the yeas and nays on that 

uestion. 

: Mr. TOWNSEND, of New Vork. 1 make the point of order that it 
is now too late to call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Let the call for the yeas and nays be withdrawn, and 
the question can be determined upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONGER. And I move to reconsider. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The question upon which the House has just 
voted, as I understand it, was between the special order set for this 
day and the consideration of the Mexican war pension bill. Under- 
standing that to be the question, upon which the House was voting 
by tellers, I voted to take up the special order. 

>» SPEAKER. The gentleman rose to a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am coming to that. That question having 
been decided, and 1 having voted to so decide it, I do not desire to be 
put in the false position of antagonizing the Committee on Appro- 
priations. When this special order was made, it was made subject to 
the rights of that committee with any appropriation bill. I want to 
deal in faith with the Cominittee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the 9 — to determine, 
not for the Chair. j 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I protest that it was not my a to ex- 
clude any general appropriation, bill by the vote which I gave, and I 
do not now desire to do so. 

Mr. CONGEK. I made a motion which I believe is debatable, and 
I claim the floor upon it. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is not the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] in error in stating that the question was between the special 
order and the Mexican war pension bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the question to the House to be 
one of consideration, whether the House would proceed to cousider 
the special order, which was the District bill. On that question the 
majority of the House voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BEEBE. Was it a question between one bill and another, or 
was it a proposition absolate? 

The SPEAKER. It was a proposition absolute, except only as it 
induced gentlemen to vote upon the question between the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] and all other prop- 
ositions which gentlemen had in view. 

Mr. BEEBE. Well, sir, understanding such to be the case, I 
refrained from voting at all, because as between the two bills I had 
no preference. 

Mr. CONGER. I made a motion, which the Chair recognized as 
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privileged, but he fails to give me the floor upon it, though he con- 
cedes it to be debatable by permitting others to debate it. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair was only allowing the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege, as he stated it. 

r. CONGER. I wish to make a remark on my motion. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

Mr. CONGER. I decline to yield. 

Mr. CALKINS. I have aright to ask a parliamentary question, 
and I insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will make his inquiry. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is this: Suppose the House should reconsider 
the vote by which it just now decided to tako up the special order, 
what will then be the condition of business before the House? Will 
it not be left just where it was? 

The SPEAKER. The question will again recur on the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly; so that the business will be left just 
where it was. 

Mr. CONGER. That is argument, and I do not think itis a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. It is argument; and moreover the Chair does not 
decide anything upona hypothetical case. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CoNGER] is entitled to the floor to have his motion submit- 
ted ; and the Chair will rd his right. The gentleman moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the House determined to proceed with 
the consideration of the special order, the bill reported by the gentle- 
man from Vermont for the formation of a government for the District 
of Columbia. If the gentleman from Michigan wishes to speak he 
will be brief in his statement. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; I will confine my remarks directly to the 
motion. I desire to say that at the time that proposition was before 
the House, the question was asked of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations whether he had an appropriation bill ready to 
present to the Honse; and the gentleman declined to answer. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iam not the chairman of the committee; but 
if the gentleman refers to me, I did not decline. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I rise to a question of order whether this motion 
n e is debatable when the original questiou was not debat- 
able. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable because it is a question of the 
priority of business, 

Mr. PSON. Then in the interest of the public business I make 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] de- 
mands the regular order, which is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan to reconsider. The gentleman from lowa having 
made Mapan debate is not in order. 

Mr. HENDEE. But a motion to lay on the tablo is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] 
moves to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor to yield. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to raise the point that the Chair, without 
giving me any hearing, has permitted others to discuss this question, 
and now rules that debate is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SAMPSON] rose in 
his piace and made the point of order against the gentleman from 
Michigan proceeding, because debate was not in order on his motion. 
Now, if the gentleman has any complaint to make, it is not against 
the Chair. The Chair simply recognizes as yalid the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Iowa, and states that the gentleman 
from Michigan is not entitled to debate this question. 

Mr. CON GER. The Chair is in haste to decide. I wish to speak 
about that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is not in order. 
The gentleman from Vermont moves to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider, 

Mr. CONGER. Then I say, if I may not speak to a point of order 
which takes me from the floor, the Chair uses his power harshly 
against me. 

‘he SPEAKER. The Chair uses his power because the gentleman 
from Iowa demanded the enforcement of the rule, which required the 
Chair to exercise his power in manner as he has. 

Mr. CONGER. I simply desired to state that the motion was de- 
batable. [Cries of “Order!” 

The SPEAKER. The eman is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Chair allow me to make an explanation? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that in my judgment the griginal 
motion was debatable and the motion to reconsider is also debatable. 
In this I stand against the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPE A question of priority of business is not debat- 
able; and if the original eg Sones is not debatable, certainly the 
motion to reconsider is not. The point made by the gentleman from 
Iowa is well taken; and the gentleman from Michigan is not entitled 
to debate his motion. The gentleman from Vermont moves to lay 
aans table the motion of the gentleman from Michigan to recon- 
sider, 
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Mr. ATKINS. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. ATKINS. This bill providing a government for the District of 
Columbia was set for to-day, sub; to the consideration of 2 
priation bills not to interfere with them in any vi Now I desire 
the Chair to state by what process the priority of the appropriation 
bills has been set aside and superseded by this District of Columbia 
Dill. 

TheSPEAKER. By a vote of the House. 

Mr. SAYLER. Certainly the House has a right to control its own 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is at a loss to understand why there 
should be any controversy on this point. The majority of the House 
has at all times the power to control its business. 

Mr. ATKINS. Did we not take up this special order subject ex- 
pressly to the provision that it should not interfere with the appro- 
priation bills? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; and the gentlemen of the Appropriation 
Committee in a tacit way permitted the gentleman from Alabama 
hontai to indicate his purpose to bring up the Mexican pen- 
sion 

Several MEMBERS, That is so. 

Mr. ATKINS. That was done by an actual vote of the House. 

Mr. CALKINS. The decision of the House was made as between 
the two bills. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to say in reply to the Chair, if the Chair 
pleases, that there was a vote of the House setting aside the consid- 
eration of the appropriation bills for the purpose of taking up tlie 
District of Columbia bill, and there was no “tacitness” about it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not use the word “ tacit” with any 
view of reflection at all. 2 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I have been occupying the floor 
for a question of order, if the Chair will hear me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is not recognized. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Vermont to lay 
on the table the motion of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HENDEE. I desire to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. HENDEE. I desire to make a proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire to raise a question of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House give its consent to the gentleman 
from Vermont to make a proposition ? 

Mr. HENDEE. If the House will be quiet I will state the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York.. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in 

ard to the question of order 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman will first make his point of order 
and will then state what he has to say to the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. My point of order is we are not 
coe BT vi by this vote with the business of the Committee on Appro- 

ations. 
. The SPEAKER. That is not a os of order, but is a species of 
nt as to taking up this business in preference to that. 

r. TOWNSEND, of New York. Perhaps so; but it has been rec- 

ized by the Speaker as a point of order when made by other gen- 
tlemen, and I do not know why it should fail in regard tome. I 
wish to state in explanation of my position that when it was moved 
by the gentleman from Vermont to take up the consideration of the 
District of Columbia business, I asked distinctly, and it was in con- 
sequence of a suggestion made by a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, the Fare from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, 
I asked distinctly, and in atone of voice that certainly could be hea: 
from every corner of this House, if the Committee on Appropria- 
tions proposed to go on with an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter between the gentleman from 
New York and the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I have no controversy with the 
gentleman from Mississip 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair has none with the gentleman from 
New York. [Laughter. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. It was distinctly pro tothe 
Committee on Appropriations whether they had any bill to go on 
90 25 and they by silence admitted they did not desire to take up any 


i 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the Chair allow me to say a word ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is out of order altogether, 
and the Chair hopes that gentlemen will ize that fact. It 
seems to the Chair that the public business should be proceeded with. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I think I shall come to under- 
ere the rules of order by and by, being constantly lectured by the 

aker. 
Ihe SPEAKER. The Chair will lecture the gentleman in private, 
not in public. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. You had better. Ido not like 
public lectures, and further I will not submit to them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDEE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont desires to submit 
a ae to the House. [Cries of “Regular order!” “Regular 
order! 


Mr. HENDEE. If order is restored I will proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks there may be 
order that he may make a proposition to the House. Is there consent 
for the gentleman from Vermont to make a proposition ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDEE. Although it is very important that this bill should 
be considered early I am aware of the fact that many gentlemen 
voted not understanding the real proposition which was before the 
House. I did mean to raga apap this bill as against the Mexican 
pension bill, but I did not wish to put myself in the way of the Ap- 
propriations Committee because the ent was that this order 
should not antagonize Cea a propriate bills. 

Now if the Speaker should hold that the District of Columbia bill 
will come next in order after the consideration of the appropriation 
bills which are ready to be proceeded with, then I would give way, if 
the House would consent to such a procedure, for the consideration 
of the deficiency bill, which perhaps is of more importance just now 
than the District of Columbia bill. But if this bill is not to take its 
place when the deficiency bill has been dis 

Mr. ATKINS, And the diplomatic bill. 

Mr. HENDEE. And the diplomatic bill or any other regular appro- 
priation bill, tben I shall insist on my motion to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state he cannot make that 
arrangement. It is for the House to mako it. 

Mr. BEEBE. Can it not be done by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It can. The Chair stated at the outset, as the 
gentleman from Vermont will recollect, that the bill by being post- 
poned loses none of its igita; because it is a continuing order. 

Mr. HENDEE. I withdraw my motion to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table on the understanding that the gentleman from 
Michigan also withdraws his motion to reconsider. 

The r Does the gentleman from Michigan withdraw his 
motion 

. I do, in order that an amicable conclusion may be 
reac 

Mr. HENDEE. That having been done, I withdraw the call for 
the regular order. 

Mr. ATKINS. And now I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order that that 
motion is notin order, The gentleman can only move that the House 
shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Tennessee is 
that the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. After it shall have done so it will be for the 
committee to determine its order of business, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask the S er to reflect before he makes that 
decision. I think it has always the custom to make a motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union on general 
appropriation bills. 

a SPEAKER. This deficiency bill is not a general appropriation 
ry GARFIELD. Oh, yes; it is one of the general appropriation 
i 

The SPEAKER. This is not the regular deficiency appropriation 
bill, but a special one ; but the committee can determine what busi- 
ness it will proceed with. 

Mr. BURCHARD. What will be the business first in order? 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business, but a majority vote can 
postpone that. 

Mr. BURCHARD. That was not the understanding by which the 
gentleman from Michigan withdrew his motion to reconsider. Tho 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee will carry us into Committee 
of the Whole on the Mexican war pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. Not necessarily so, for the consideration of that 
bill, becanse the committee, if it chooses, can postpone, and take up 
an regi a ae bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I donot wish to antagonize any appro- 
3 bill, but I do not want the Mexican war pension bill to lose 
its p 5 

The SPEAKER. The same majority which goes into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, on motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, can determine what business it will proceed with. 

Mr. FOSTER. But it will be held that the pension bill, as the 
unfinished business, is first in order. 

The SPEAKER. The committee can lay that aside. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Honse resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on the fortification appiopri- 
ation bill, which is one of the regular appropriation bills. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That will save you one hour’s struggle in com- 
mittee. 

Mr, ATKINS. I withdraw my motion to allow the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine to be entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause Rule 114 to be read. 

The Clerk read Rule 114, as follows: 

In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union the bills shall be taken up 


and disposed of in their order on the Calendar; but when objection is made to the 
consideration of a billa majority of the committee shall decide, without debate, 


of —. 
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whether it shall be taken up and disposed of, or laid aside; provided, that general 

appropriation bills, and. in time of war, bills for raising men or money, and bills 

concerning a treaty of peace, shall be erred to all other bills, at the discretion 

of the committee ; and when demanded by any member, the question shall first be 

— in regard to them, and all debate on special orders shall be confined strictly to 
ho measure under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question as to precedence of business is to 
be determined in committee, and the correct and precise motion, under 
the rule, is the motion as made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. ATKINS] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 

hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have withdrawn that motion to allow the gentle- 
man from Maine to get in his motion to call up the fortification bill. 

The SPEAKER. That must be determined in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The question was taken on the motion as stated, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Before we into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union I will yield for a few moments to the gentleman 
from West Virginia, [Mr. W1Lson,] who desires to make a statement. 

MEXICAN INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a statement that will take but a 
minute. I call the attention of the House to a report made by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs some time ago. I refer to the report 
distributing the award under the mixed commission between this 
country and Mexico. As far as I can understand there is no objec- 
tion to it in the House, and as there is now $500,000 in gold in the 
State Department awarded by this commission to citizens of this 
country, it should be disposed of. Many of these claimants who are 
waiting for this distribution are in actual want and suffering to-day 
and fighting off poverty that is standing at their very doors. 

The SPEAKER. No motion is in order now, but the gentleman 
can make his statement. 

Mr. WILSON. I simply desire to ask this courtesy of the House, 
that after the present bill is dhe gy and if no gentleman here opposes 
this bill which is recommended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
it shall be taken up and considered. I do not think it will take 
twenty minutes of time. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I feel bound to object to any such arrangement. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Porrxn in the chair.) 

Mr. HALE, I move to take up the bill (H ee appro- 
priations for fortifications and for other works of defense, and for the 
armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for 
other pa and to postpone the unfinished business. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order that the bills 
have to be called in their regular order on the Calendar and disposed 
of in their order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The disposition of the bills before the committee 
is within the control of the committee, and to that end the gentleman 
from Maine moves that the unfinished business be laid aside and the 
8 take up for consideration the fortification appropriation 

ill. 

The motion of Mr. HALE was to. 

The bill was read. Sani 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is now in order. 

Mr. HALE, Let the bill be read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. HALE. Of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was then read by paragraphs, for amendment, as follows: 


py ep eatet iey oean eg ptt gs poem te of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $100,000 be, AA Elsé balite Ta aorta 


appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the rotection, preservation, and ir of fortifications and other eects of defense, 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1579, the same to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War ; also, the following for armament of fortifications, 


y: i 

For the armament of sea-coast fortifications, including heavy guns and howit- 
zers for flank defense, carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and implements, their 
trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, and for Gatling or 


other machine guns, $125,000. 
For for harbor defenses and tion of the same, and for t 


torpedoes preserva’ orpedo 
experiments in their 3 to harbor and land defense, and for instruction of 
engineer battalion in t ir preparadon and apposto, $50,000 - Provided, That the 
money herein ap for torpedoes shall only be used in the establishment 
and maintenance of joes to be operated from stations for the destruction 
22 ROMO APPO the shore or entering the channel and fairways 
of harbors. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Oh, no; lay it aside and let us go on with the 


next E EITA ae bill. 
Mr. HALE. Very well; I withdraw my motion if the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] will at once call up his little deficiency 


Duk ank T move that this bill be laid aside in order that he may call 
up tha ii 

Mr. DURHAM. Iintend to move, when we go into the House and 
the fortification bill is disposed of, to go into Committee of the Whole 
nen state of the Union for the purpose of considering the deficiency 

ill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the gentleman move to lay this bill aside to 


VII——94 


be reported favorably to the House and then the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] can move to proceed with the consideration 
of his deticiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. I have made that motion. 

The motion was agreed to, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DURHAM. I now move that the Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceed with the consideration of House bill No, 3102, authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to employ temporary clerks and making 
an appropriation for the same; also, making appropriations for detect- 
ing trespass on public lands and for bringing into market public lands 
in certain States, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is equivalent to a motion to lay aside all 
business upon the Calendar preceding the bill which the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM } has indicated. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. DURHAM. ] 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the first and formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

The bill was then at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill having been read through the gentle- 
nai: from Kentucky [ Mr. DURA] is entitled to the floor for general 

ebate. ’ 

Mr. DURHAM. I would like to have the attention of the commit- 
tee for a moment. Yesterday the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY} asked for time to be allowed him to discuss a matter foreign 
to this bill. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations’ 
[Mr. ATKINS] agreed that the gentleman should have time for that 
purpose iu the general discussion upon appropriation bills. Bat for 
that, I should now ask that the general debate upon this bill be lim- 
ited to a very short time. Owing to that agreement, however, I do 
not very well see how any limit can be now tixed. 

Mr. FOSTER, I would suggest that probably it would be agree- 
able to the gentleman from 8 (Mr. KELLEY] and to all 
parties to permit him to take the time he may want when we shall 
reach the general debate upon the diplomatic appropriation bill, 
which will be the next appropriation bill to be considered, and which 
will probably come up to-morrow. It is quite important that we 
shonld pass this bill as soon as possible. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has any arrangement been made in regard to the 
time for general debate upon the diplomatic appropriation bill? 

Mr. KELLEY. It would have been quite as agreeable to me to 
speak to-morrow, but I remember the superior value of a bird in the 
hand to one in the bush; and as an opportunity now offers to me to 
hold the bird I prefer doing it, [Laughter.] There has been some- 
thing of a scramble to-day in regard to the order of business, and I 
do not know what may happen to-morrow. As the adjournment for 
the holidays and my own illness have delayed the matter so long, I 
feel bound to avail myself of the first opportunity to be heard. It 
would F the impression of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Foster] that it would be more agreeable to me to 
have a postponement, if I know myself, be more agreeable to me to 
be permitted to go on to-day. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania claims to be par 
excellence the friend of the laboring-man and of the poor man. There 
are to-day a hundred people out of employment, some of them suffer- 
ing for bread, because of the want of action by Congress upon this 
bill. I will make that appeal also to the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I answer that as several millions are more than one 
hundred, and as I propose to speak for the millions, I think the weight 
of argument is on my side, 3 

. HALE, Let me suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that if he undertakes to speak upon an appropriation bill he may 
at any time be taken from the floor by a point of order which any one 
member may raise, that his remarks are not germane to the subject- 
matter of the bill. Therefore if he can now obtain, in the anxiet: 
of members to dispose of this bill to-day, unanimous consent to weak 
to-morrow at a certain hour, independently of any bill, he will be 
more safely launched upon his voyage than should he undertake to 
go on with his remarks upon an appropriation bill, where œ single 
member may throw him ont. 

Mr. KELLEY. That arrangement would be entirely satisfactory 
to me. 

Mr. HALE. Let the gentleman ppo that he be heard to-mor- 
row at an hour fixed, and let that be made an order by unanimous - 
consent. ‘ 

: oe KELLEY, I will say to-moprow immediately after the morn- 
ing hour, 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] that this Committee of the Whole can sit only to- 
day. It is true the House may resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I understand that we cannot in Committee of tho 
Whole make such an orderas Ihave suggested. I presume, however, 
that if consent was now given in Committee of the Whole, wheu the 
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committee shall rise and we go into the House every member would 


respect the understanding, and the order could be formally made. 
In that way we will get rid of this appropriation bill to-day. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to go on to-day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Allow me to suggest that,even if by unani- 
mons consent the committee should agree to fix an hour to-morrow 
when to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY,] it 
would still be within the power of any gentleman not now in Commit- 
tee of the Whole to make objection, and we would have to fix it all 
over again to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. We would have to make an order of the House after 
the committee rises to-day. 

Mr. KELLEY. Permit me to say, Mr. Chairman, that I do not wish 
to interfere with the business of the House. I yesterday appealed 
for time to make a brief statement, and it was arranged that 1 should 
have the floor when the present condition of business arose. If the 
House would fix an hour to-morrow or the next day for me to pro- 
ceed, I should be perfectly willing to take it; but, as I said, I do not 
wish to abandon a certainty for an uncertainty. 
Mr. BEEBE. It will not be competent for any member to take the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania from the floor upon a point of order, 
Secon he will exercise the right of speaking by unanimous consent 
of the House, under an order fixed by unanimous consent yesterday. 
[Cries of “Go on!”] f 

Mr. KELLEY. I propose to speak after the gentleman from Ken- 
-tucky, [Mr. DURHAM.] Ihave not my notes here at present, but have 
sent to my room for them. The gentleman from Kentucky said he 
would want about twenty minutes to explain this bill, and it was 
arranged that at the close of his remarks I should take the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Let me state that this bill might be 

d in Committee of the Whole without a word being said upon 
it; and after we have passed it the ntleman from Pennsylvania 
might be heard by consent just as well as now. I do not see the ne- 
cessity of killing time, if he is not ready at this moment to go on. 

. CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Kentucky 
yield 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not yield to any one at present. 

Mr. Chairmain, I wish only to oceupy time enough to explain the 
various provisions of this bill very briefly; and I should not have 
undertaken to do even this, had I not been apprised by a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations that certain amendments would be 
moved to this bill. 

The first provision of the bill is for the employment of twenty 
temporary clerks for the remainder of the fiseal year, provided the 
expense thereof shall not exceed 86,500. I know, Mr. Chairman, 
that here is the hard place in this deficiency bill. 1 know that some 
gentlemen on this floor are in favor of placing upon this bill a pro- 
vision putting back the whole force of temporary clerks discharged 
within the last forty days from the Treasnry Department. I was a 
member of the subcommittee that was directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to investigate this question of temporary clerks. 
With my two associates I went into every room of the Treasury De- 
bartment where these temporary clerks were employed. I hold in my 
Eisa a list of them, showing from where they were appointed, nnder 
whose inflnence, and what kind of service sey vate been perform- 
ing. I shall make that list a part of my remark 
- After investigating this matter I came to the conclusion (and I be- 
lieve it was the unanimons voice of the subcommittee, althongh the 
roposition did not pass the whole Committee on Appropriations unan- 
imonsly) that twenty temporary clerks at $2 a day will be entirely 
sufficient to carry on the legitimate operations of that Department. 
The number of clerks employed at the time of our examination and 
up to the 19th of January last was eighty-tive. We propose in this 
bill to make no appropriation for sixty-live of that number. 

As I have said, Mr. Chairman, I know that this is a tender subject. 
I have been approached with reference to it by honorable gentlemen 
on_this floor. I have been button-holed, as other Representatives 
have been, by these unfortunate Jadies; for I am sorry to say that 
most of those who have been discharged from these temporary clerk- 
ships are ladies. I am very sorry that this burden falls upon them ; 
yet at the same time I am equally positive that if the $30,000 recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury should be appropriated for 
this purpose we shall thereby keep upon the roll of the Treasury De- 
partment sixty-five operatives simply because we are willing to grant 
them a geniy 

As my friend from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] said this morning 
T like to see things done in a candid way and 1 will not say that any 
gentleman on this floor will not deal with this question in that man- 
ner when he understands the facts of the case. As all of us know, tho 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing became in times past a large, over- 
grown institution, principally in consequence of the entreaties of 
members of Congress to have persons employed in that burean when 
they were not needed. I say it to the credit of the present Secretary 
ef the Treasury (who I believe desires in most things to establish in 
the Treasury Department a system of retrenchment and economy) 
that when he came into office, finding there a great, overgrown insti- 
tution of more than eight hundred employés, he reduced it to less 
than two hundred and fifty or abopt that number. 


These eighty-five clerks who have been retained upon the tempo- 
rary roll are an offshoot of that old Printing and Engraving Burean. 
A kind-hearted worthy gentleman who was Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury—(he is not there now ; gentlemen will understand that 
Iam referring to Ex-Governor McCormick )—this kind-hearted, honor- 
able gentleman, operated npon by the entreaties of a number 
of these operatives, was induced to keep upon that temporary roll 
eighty-five clerks when, I say, they were not needed. 

am standing here, as I conceive, sworn to do justice between the 
Government and all its citizens; sworn to do what is right with ref- 
erence to all these Departments. Now I find that there are forty-five 
operatives in what is ealled the Second Auditor's Office. What are 
they doing? They are pasting up old Army records, a matter that 
can lie over for the next ten years just as well as being done now; 
and at the end of that time, as I have no doubt will be ted by 
one of my colleagues on the subcommittee, a better plan will be pro- 
posed by which those Army records can be preserved. I say that 
work is not necessary to be done now. 

Now, I want to apprise this committee that so far as these clerks 
are concerned the law authorizes only so many as are necessary, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury has no right under the one hun- 
dred and seventy-first section of the Revised Statutes to employ any 
temporary clerks except what may be necessary or beyond what 
may be necessary to answer the demands of Congress while it is in 
session. 

I want to make another statement, and I do not intend to reflect 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury in doing so, but I do intend to re- 
flect somewhat upon the heads of these various bureaus. It is this: 
I believe that if the heads of these bureaus would do what they are 
required by law to do, that there are permanent clerks enough in these 
various Departments to do every particle of work required to be done 
by Congress without the employment of a single one of these tem- 
porary clerks. And yet the tary of the Treasury cannot mend 
that evil, nor can you induce thé heads of the various bureaus to re- 
quite a man when he has only three or four hours’ labor to do every 

ay to turn in for the balance of the day and do that labor which these 
temporary clerks are employed to do. I admit that records are called 
for very frequently and the permanent clerks cannot furnish them 
immediately, or at least the heads of Departments say they cannot do 
it. But in this bill we have pork for twenty temporary clerks in 
the Treasury proper at $2 a day to do this business while Congress is 
in session. 

I wish to state in this connection that no man’s feelings are more 
touched than mine by the entreaties of these females, and I venture 
to say that no man on this floor out of his own private means aceord- 
ing to that with which God has blessed him, with which to give, will 
give them more liberally than Iwill. But I cannot run my arm iu the 
posi Treasury, aud take out that which I have no right to take by 

eeping upon these rolls sixty-five operatives when they are not needed 
to carry on the legitimate operations of the Government. And if yon 
intend it in the way of charity I ask yon to deal fairly with this bill, 
to deal fairly with the Treasury Department, to deal fairly with the 
Government, to do that which is right by making an appropriation 
for the Treasury clerks and then, as you do for the District of Colum- 
bia, make a charitable appropriation of other money if you want to 
do it. But do not vote away the money out of the public Treasury 
under the guise that you are doing it to have necessary employés for 
the Government, when I state to the committee, having made the in- 
vestigation, there is not a single one of them beyond the number of 
twenty that is necessary to carry on the legitimate operations of the 
Government. 

The reason J am speaking at some length on this point is that I 
know this is a hard point in this bill; and I know when my friend 
who was on this committee with me takes the floor he will come, as 
it were, with a sledge-hammer, and will undertake to hold up the dis- 


tresses of these people and ask you out of sympathy (whether they 
a 


be needed or not) to employ all these clerks, and put them all bac 
for the present fiseal year. Do you know—if you do not I will inform 
you—that in the last appropriation for the present fiscal year, $50,000 
were put into the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury with which 
to employ temporary clerks? In addition to that, at the extra session, 
the Secretary of the Treasury came in person before the committee 
on Appropriations and only asked for $10,000 more for the balance of 
the fiscal year. The Committee on Appropriations of this House and 
this House passed very Wat l a Dill al owing the Secretary $3,000 
for temporary clerks. But hardly was the ink dry with which the 
President of the United States had signed the bill, and the incoming 
Congress had come here and convened, when the Secretary of the 
Treasury comes back and asks you to appropriate $30,000 more. I have 
a statement here of what has been paid for temporary clerks : $40,000, 
I believe, for the year 1874; §50,000 for the year 1875; the same 
amount for 1876; and $50,000, 1 believe, for the year 1877. And yet 
while the Secretary of the Treasury has absolutely paid away to these 
temporary clerks $58,000 in money he comes and asks for $30,000 more 
for the balance of the fiscal year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is abont all I have to say in regard to these 
matters. The committee came to the conclusion that a force of twenty 
temporary clerks at a pay of 52 a day was ample to supply the de- 
mands of Congress. In connection with this, I desire to incorporate 
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with my remarks a table which shows where those persons came from, at whose recommendation they were appointed, &c. The table is as 
follows: 


Temporary clerks. 


Army or Navy. 


ead, J. I.. 74 D. C. . Apr. 2, 1868 Director of the Mint et al. 
Cooper, Addison 29 | Tenn..| Nov. 10, 1877 .--| Hon. W. E. Whitthorne et al. 
Lovejoy, J. N.... 790 D. C. 1832 és Senger . naht er al General Sherman, et al. 
Edwards, John b 60 | Ark...| June 17.1870 -|Army, two and a half years. Senator W 
Watson, E. A. . 51 | D. C. . Nov, 1, 1804 EEE l 898 and Hon. W. E. Chandler. 
Anderson, Miss S. G.. 31 Miss. July 5,1877 | Married. . nese we seneeceecsee Seeretary J. Tarbell, deputy First Comptroller. 
Brooks, Mrs. A. D 37 | Ala. . . Feb.15, 1876 5 8 8 three years President Grant and General Sherman. 
Burke, Mrs. Catharine | $900 | 46 Mo. . . . July 1, 1871 „ and Bogy and Mrs. General 
Carter, Miss E. L.. 900 | 23 Conn.. July 1. 1873 Hon. S. W. Kellogg. 
Della Seta, Mrs. Emma 900 | 19 Mon. July 1. 1877 Hon. Martin Maginnis. 
Donoho, Halleck. . 900 | 21 Nerv. . . July 2, 1877 Eads and Senator Sharon. 
Faller, Mrs, 900 | 41 | S.C...) Aug.25, 1876 Senators 8 , Patterson, et al. 
Fouts, Frank A. 900 2 MM... e avcgyacieenss Hon. S. McCullom et al. 
Grant, Mrs, M. A. 900 | 42 --| July 1, 1877 Cameron et al 
Ga es, Mrs. A. M 900 | 33 Mich. Aug. 3, 1877 Married 4 2d Aud’s....| Hon. John D. Bagh 
Croxall, Miss C. J.. 900 | 21 6th Aud's....| Senator Morton et 
Johnston, Miss F. T... 900 | 30 6th Aud's. .. Hon. Charles Pelham. 
Jones, Mrs. Julia 900 | 36 -| 24 And’s._..) Senator Kirkwood, 
Locke, Mrs. R. E. 900 | 23 6th Aud's. .. Hon. H. M. Plaisted. 
Mazazan, Miss M. J. 900 | 39 .| Senator Edmunds et al. 
Mum Mrs. 900 | 51 Hon. B. F, Butler. 
Me Don Mrs. 8. 900 42 .| None. 
Murphy, Mra. Ella 900 | 49 A -| Texas delegation. 
Ogden, Mrs. M. F... 900 | 23 July 14, 1877 | Married...) ............... .. Senator Patterson. 
ennebaker, J. S. 900 17 Niar. 10. 1875 Secretary Bristow. 
Phenix, Legard..... 900 21 ..| Senator Robertson et al. 
Plummer, Mrs. L. L....| 900 | 24 -| Transferred from Department of the Interior. 
Parker, Mra. S. . $00 | 33 John A. Burbank et al. 
Por Lee, Mrs M. F. 900 | 40 Secretary Sherman et al. . 
Quac uackenbush, Mis... 900 | 32 Hon. Thomas M. Browne et al. 
ion, Mrs. Lizzio .. 900 | 45 Senators Morton, McDonald, et al. 
Scott, Mrs. E. J.. 900 | 52 Hon. George W. Woodward et al, 
Stevens, Mra. E. J. 900 | 48 2 one we and Cameron. í 
Sipa Me Eee 900 | 68 tary's..| Non 
Stewart, Mra. J. A.. 900 | 428 -| Iowa . and Hon. J. P. Kidder. 
Speer, Mrs. Kittie 900 45 Senator Chaffee, 
Sacchi, Mra. Annie . 900 | 31 Second Auditor French. 
Smith, Mrs. M. 900 | 44 President Grant, Admiral Porter et al. 
Saunders, Mrs 900 | 54 Senator Morton aud Hon Schuyler Colfax. 
Turuer, Mrs. 900 | 38 July 5, 1877 Citizens of Alabama. 
omas, Mrs. A. W 900 | 27 Feb. 1, 1876 Senators West, Alcorn, et al. 
Turner, William 900 | 42 Ma Married. 02000015. d 
Webb, Mrs. I 900 | 40 Senator Kellogg. 
Whiting, W. H........ 900 | 38 Army cight months 
Wixson, Menzo........ 900 | 41 Army two years ............ 
Wood, Mrs. I. D 900 | 37 Lost ‘hasband in Army. PETRA 2d Aud . 
Waller, Miss J. K. 900 40 Brother died in Anderson | 5th Aud's .. 
810 ee * “Aasiat t Secretary Fox, Navy Department, et al. 
dt | D. O. Dee. 1 180 Married . 2) ..-. <2 002-2. escce cece eet 8. stan a et 
810 | 30 -| Army two years 4 Michigan es a . 
Eie — Army over fifteen years Generals Casey, Canby, et al. 
Pond, Henry A 840 | 43 J 
Webster, John L 840 | 41 s..| George B. McCartee, 
Leg 12 veins Judge Swayne. 
— — C. F. Herring, deputy Second Auditor. y 
720 | 50 J. M. Leach. 
720 | 29 Married... Army two years and three Senator Hamlin. 
720 33 Colo ..| July 19, 1877 Widow. Lost f ather and brother in Senator Chaffee et al 
72 | 27 Mich July 1,1877 | Married... Habas disabled in Army. Professor Henry et al. 
72W 30 PD. G. Ang.17, 1864 | Married, ---| Mrs. Lincoln. 
720 39 D. C. . Oct, 1, 1877 | Widow... Senator Morton, General Eakin, et al. 
720 29 D. C. 7, 1875 > $ 
720 | 41 Mo.. July 1,1877 Single. 
720 | 38 S. C. . . July 6,1877 | Widow... à 
720 | 30 | Vt. / ˙ A N 2d Hon G. W. Hendco. 
720 | 33 8 Soldiers widow, spy, and 8 ft 
720 | 28 Senator Garland et al. 
600 | 20 Mrs. Hayes. 
600 | 22 
— — . Texas and West Virginia delegation. 
B.. 
600 | 30. -| Towa d 
— Be lelegation. 
600 | 17 Hon. John Goode et al, 
G00 | 18 > 
600 74 L. A. Gobright, 
600 | 38 
600 | 40 
600 | 30 
600 | 23 
600 | 42 
re 25 Senators West and Kellogg. 
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Pennsylvania.. 
Rhode Island 


Mr.GOODE. I wish the gentleman tostate tothe committee whether 
in the course of his investigations in this matter he has inquired 
whether the law requiring a ratable apportionment of these clerks 
among the different States has been complied with by the Departments, 

Mr. DURHAM. I would say that the report read will explain the 
whole matter. I believe that so far as the present Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, who has the matter in charge, is concerned, he has 
done his duty in that respect, so far as vacancies have occurred. 

Mr.GOODE. Iwantto np bar so far as my own State is concerned 
we have made a request of the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish a 
list of the appointees claiming to hail from that State and of the per- 
sons recommending them. I find few names on the list which are rec- 
ognized by anybody coming from Virginia, and that they were ap- 
pointed on the recommendation of Senators and Representatives from 
other States, so.that we have been practically without any voice in 
the selection of clerks from Virginia. F 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to file in the RECORD a list of the number 
of employés to which each State and Territory is entitled in the Treas- 
ury Department. 

The first statement I made was as to temporary employés, and I now 
send a list as to regular employés. The list is as follows: 


Statement of number of employés to which each State and Territory is en- 


titled in Treasury Deparimeni. 
ir 82 = 
3 S 85 ez g 
eS Ee. we 
ee | Bey | Say |. ed 
States and Territories. a Seg 223 se 
fe | BSa | 633 3 
$a 5 38 ees 8 
4 4 a A 
-| 626,915 627, 000 32 R 
-| 318,300] 218. 500 16 43 
-| 330,551 3 0,500 17 322 
Massachusetts 1. 457, 351 | 1, 47,00 13 & 
Thode Talih. sass cc ccsceccsetacesces 217, 353 217, 000 11 10 
Connecticut — 537,404 537, 500 27 33 
New York... -| 4,382, 759 | 4,383, 000 219 214 
Now Jersey 906, 096 906, 000 45 41 
Pennsylvania --| 3,521, 951 | 3, 522, 000 176 190 
Delaware -| 123,015 125, 000 6 5 
Maryland ....-....---. igre SRE 720, £94 | 781, 000 39 60 
Fl A 1, 225, 163 | 1, 225, 0.0 61 61 
West Virginia... 412, 000 22 21 
North Carolina. 1, 071, 000 51 * 
South Carolina. 705, 500 35 24 
1, 184, 000 50 17 
188, 000 9 7 
997, 000 50 * 
828, 000 41 39 
727, 000 36 2 
818, 500 41 13 
1, 321, 000 66 20 
1, 258, 500 63 20 
4x4, 500 24 18 
1. 721, 295 | 1, 721, 000 86 20 
2.065, 260 | 2, 665, 000 133 125 
1. 680, 637 | 1, 680, 500 84 61 
2, 539, 891 | 2, 540, 000 123 §5 
Michigan .... +} 1,184,059 1. 184,000 59 56 
A mMA‚· esreebdacabeeUteaus 1, 054, 670 | 1, 054, 500 53 41 
Iowa 1. 194. 020 | 1,194, 000 60 32 
Minnesota 439, 706 440, 000 2 20 
Nebraska 122,993 | 123,000 7 6 
Tausas 364, 309 364, 500 13 15 
Oregon y 90, 923 91, 000 4 4 
Gül 2 500, 247 560, 600 23 13 
( 8 42, 491 42, 491 2 3 
District of Columbia. 131, 700 132, 000 7 464 
Arizona Territory 9, 658 9, 500 ere 
Colorado 39, 864 40. 000 2 4 
Dakota Territory. 14,181 14, 000 1 d 
Idaho Territory. 14,991 15, 000 4 
Montana Territory. 20, 595 20, 500 1 1 
New Mexico Territory 91, 874 92, 000 4 2 
Utah Territory ....... 86, 780 87, 000 4 1 
Washington Territory 23.955 24, 000 1 1 
Wyoming Territory. 9, 118 9, 000 0 1 
mi Oi . ˙ W tenes ant 1 


Treasury does not say they are n 


Mr. CON GER. Did I understand the gentleman to say that it was 
a list of the rebel employés ? 
Mr.DURHAM. No one said anything about rebel employés. I said 


regular employés. 
r. CONGER. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 
Mr. HANNA, I desire to ask the gentleman a question, and it is, 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury has not said that he desired 
$30,000 for the purpose of employing temporary clerks, and that such 
a sum is necessary for the public service. I am laboring under that 
impression and would like to be informed. 
r. DURHAM. In answer to that I will send to the Clerk’s desk 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury and let it be read and go 
upon the record, 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
í TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 10, 1878. 
Sm: There are now upon the temporary roll of this Department ninety-five per- 
sons, most of whom 8 circumstances, and all are believed to be ome 
sons whose cases are more than usually meritorious, and from States not in excess 


Tees be usefull loyed in the Department if for their 
ese persons can y emp! money for 
payment can be provided. The appropriation for that purpose will be exhausted 
on or about the 19th instant, and those who are upon that roll will then be discharged 
unless shall make provision for its continuance. 
It would be a great hardship to turn these people out of emp ent at this sea- 
son of the year, and I earnestly recom that Congress will, for the purpose 
, authorize the Secre! F chain conti hearings ed 
ap ropriation heretofore made for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing sum 
$50.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the remainder of the present 
fiscal year. This can be done without embarrassing in any degree the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing in its operations. 
The cc 
respectfully, your obedient servani 
ji 1155 JOHN SHERMAN, 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HANNA. One word further. Being informed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury that this number of clerks is necessary 

Mr. CLYMER. He does not say that. 

Mr. HANNA. Hear me throngh; and that they could be profitably 
and usefully employed to carry on one of the Departments of the Goy- 
ernment; that the sum named is therefore necessary, and that these 
clerks come from States not in excess in their representation in that 
Department, why is it that the committee bring in a report at war 
ae the suggestions and recommendations of the Secretary of the 

reasury 

Mr. DURHAM. I will tell you why. Because the Secretary of the 

Mr. HANNA. He says that they could be usefully employed. 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes. 

Mr. HANNA. He says that they come from States entitled to rep- 
resentation there, and when they can be usefully employed I take it 
there is a necessity for them. 

Mr. DURHAM. The Secretary of the Treasury does not so state, 
and I will say that no candid and impartial member of the House 
who will that letter can come to the conclusion that they are 
nec ; but that they are worthy and meritorious cases ahd should 
be provided for. I do not want to state what occurred in the com- 
mittee, or what was stated by the Secretary himself before the com- 
mittee. I based the matter on the letter of the Secretary himself, 
and I say that the subcommittee were unanimously of the opinion 
that twenty additional clerks were all that were necessary to carry on 
the operations of the Department. 

Mr. FRYE, I wish to add one thing to this proposition, that they 
are worthy and meritorious persons, and that is, that each one has 
behind him or her two Senators and six or eight members of this 
House insisting with the Secretary of the Treasury and the Assistant 
Secretary that that person should be employed. 

Several Members. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. You will get no remedy for this thing until you pre- 
vent members of Congress from spending their time with the Assist- 
ant Secretaries of these Departments, and demanding that these 
clerks should be employed. 

MEDURS Iam much obliged to my friend from Maine for his 
speech, 
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Mr. EDEN. If we cut off the money the evil will be prevented. 
Now I wish to ask a question. Did the committee find that there 
was an absolute necessity for the employment of these twenty addi- 
tional clerks ? 

Mr. DURHAM. We did find that there was a necessity for twenty 
clerks to supply records demanded by Congress, and in addition to 
that we did it out of abundant caution that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should not lay if to members of Congress that they had 
failed to supply the necessary clerks to enable him to furnish the 
information which the House might from time to time call for. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman state that there is a difference 
in the appropriation for the temporary clerks and for the clerks in 
the Interior Department which are provided for in this bill? They 
are not embraced in the same appropriation. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will in a moment. I should have said this: 
these eighty or ninety clerks are all in the Treasury Department. 
This does not touch any clerks in the Interior or any other Depart- 
ment at all; they are in the Treasury Department, the clerks that 
we are asked to appropriate $10,000 for, I will explain as I proceed 
with the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion in regard to another section of this bill? 

Mr. DURHAM. I have not reached any other clause; Iam now 
going on with the second clause of the bill, 

Mr, HOOKER. Very well; I will make the inquiry when you reach 


that. 

Mr. DURHAM. The second clause has reference to protecting the 
timber lands of the United States, Ido not desire to take up very 
much of the time of the committee upon this question, except to say 
that the Government of the United Btates owns a very large quan- 
tity of timber land, and there is no question but what a great many 
depredations are being committed upon it. A great many suits have 
been instituted, and the result is that the Secretary of the Interior 
is very confident that with the appropriation which we provide in this 
bill he can secure to the Government of the United States from one 
to two million dollars’ worth of timber already cut from the stumps 
by these 5 and liable to be taken away at any time, and 
some of which has been taken away. 

I know that my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] and some 
of these other gentlemen will make the point that a great many snits 
have been instituted in the State of Mississippi and it may be in other 
States which ought not to have been instituted. I have here the 
authority of the tary of the Interior for the statement that oùt 
of eighteen suits instituted in the State of Wisconsin sixteen have 
been tried, and the Government of the United States has been sue- 
cessful in every one of them. I have some interesting statistics upon 
this blair that I might read, but I do not desire to take time 
by doing so. Suffice it to say that there are now in process of litiga- 
tion and sued for in the Federal courts timber and lumber taken from 
these reservations and from the timber lands of the United States 
amounting to over $2,000,000 in value. The Secretary of the Interior 
informs the Committee on Appropriations by letter and otherwise 
that he believes that he will succeed in the majority of these cases. 

For the purpose of setting the matter right before the House and 
before the country, I will ask to have printed with my remarks a list 
of the suits which are now being prosecuted and the amount of prop- 
erty involved in some of these suits. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let it be read. 

Mr. DURHAM. Very well; I ask the Clerk to read it. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] 
asks for the reading of this memorandum. Let it be read and then 
I will hear the gentleman. a 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Total expenses incurred 3 General Land Office since January 27, 


1877, in suppressing timber depredationa $22, 220 03 


Expenses of United States marshals and district attorneys in suits 
commenced, and for custody and sale of logs and lumber seized, not 
reported. (See letter of First — 1 


Comptroll 


Snits in trover: 
In Col 


/ A nace sdctseeeuneze $275, 000 00 J. 


Mr. DURHAM. I will now hear the question of the gentleman from 
Colorado, [Mr. PATTERSON. ] 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Is this appropriation for the pur- 
pose of prosecuting suits already commenced, or is it for the purpose 
of paying spies to go out into the timber country in order to bring on 
new suits? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is not for the purpose of employing spies, but 
it is for the purpose of employing agents to go there and detect the 
timber thieves; that is what itis for. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ATKINS. That is so. 

Mr. DURHAM. Is that all the question the gentleman bas to ask? 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. What I wished to know definitely, 
for the information of the members of the House who are interested 
in this question, was whether this money is for the purpose of prose- 
euting the suits already commenced or for the purpose of bringing 
about new suits? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is for the purpose of prosecuting the snits now 
commenced and for the purpose of detecting the timber.thieves that 
are nay sheet) upon the Government property- 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colerado. One other question. 

Mr. DURHAM. Very well. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Are there not ample appropriations 
made in other appropriation bills for the proper prosecution of all 
ma 2 are once commenced in the various courts of the United 

tates } 

Mr. DURHAM. There are not; and hence this appropriation is 
asked for. I have been alittle longer about this matter than I antici- 
pated, owing to these interruptions. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly, if I can be allowed time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to know why it is that 
these “ timber thieves,” as the —— terms them, cannot be pros- 
ecuted in the ordinary way before the courts of the country? 

Mr. DURHAM. They are. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Why is it necessary to employ and 
send out agents to detect them? Why not have them prosecuted in 
the way that other offenders are prosecuted ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I will answer the gentleman if he will just keep 
gules When I say “ timber thieves” I mean thieves and nobody else. 

do not mean the men who are mistaken about their rights and hap- 

n to get over the border a little. I apply the terms to those who 
intend to go upon the Government property and commit depreda- 
tions. In answer to the gentleman I will say that these snits are 
prosecuted in the ordinary way. And that the matter may be under- 
stood ns al I send up to the Clerk’s desk to be read the instruc- 
tions of the Commissioner of the General Land-Office, under which 
all these agents operate, and outside of these instructions they should 
not go. I hope the committee will be in order, because this is the 
turning point of the whole transaction. 

The € erk read as follows: 

First. That hereafter all agents emplo is pu be empl by you 
and borne — your rolls us ‘orks or en thes any be EA tor ARER 
duty to act under your instructions in ascertaining when, where, and by whom 
depredations have been committed upon the publio lands, and to report to you the 
facts in each case. 

Second. If, upon an examination of the reports so obtained, you find that the 
facts elicited in any case warrant the commencement of legal proceedings to puu- 
ish the trespassers or to collect damages for the waste alr ady committed, or both, 
you will report the same to this Department with your opinion thereon, in order 
that such further 3 may be had in the premises as the case may require. 

Third, No agents omployed by you will be permitted to make any compromise 
for depredations on the public but if any propositions for settlement are sub- 
mitted to them you will instruct them to report the same to you with a full state- 
ment of the facts in the case, showing the nature anil extent of said deprodatio 
when and by whom committed, the amount and value of the timber when cut, anc 
the value of the land in its present and former condition, all of which, together 
tlt iro opinion thereon, you will transmit to this Department for further con- 


Fourth. If in any case the em cies shou’d seem to require more prompt ac- 


tion than is contemplated in the above directions in order to arrest the offender or 
to secure the Government for the ¢ ges suffered, you will instruet your agent to 
apply to the United States district attorney for the district in which the waste was 
committed to institute the legal ings for that purpose. This course, 
however, must be taken cases w the evidence is clear and indisputable. 


Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. I 
observe that the second clause of this bill appropriates for diagrams, 
furniture, and repairs in the General Land Office, miscellaneous items, 
including two of the city newspapers to be filed, bound, and preserved 
for the use of the office ; for the actual expenses of clerks detailed to 
investigate fraudulent land-entries, trespasses on the public lands, 
and cases of official misconduct, and for advertising and telegraphing, 
the sum of $20,000. 

Now, I desire to ask the gentleman having this bill in charge who 
is to direct how this $20,000 shall be applied; and why do not the 
committee in this bill designate the amount required for each one of 
these expenditures? Under an appropriation in this form may not 
the officer having in charge the disbursement of this $20,000 appro- 
priate the whole of it to the prosecution of suits for timber depreda- 
tions now pending in the courts of the various States? If not, what 
proportion is he required to appropriate in that manner? Why does 
not the bill provide specifically for the expenditure in each particular 
instance ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I will respond to the gentleman by saying that a 
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very large diseretion is necessarily giren in matters of this kind to 
the heads of all these Departments. But Iwill say further, in answer 
to the gentleman’s inquiry whether the disbursing officer could not 

ry riate the whole sum to the prosecution of suits now pending, 
ope | 


at he conld not. He can, however, apportion this money among | y 


these various items as he sees proper. e committee did not under- 
take to make a detailed statement of the expenditure to be incurred 
in each instance, because it was utterly impossible to do so. We did 
not know, for instance, how much wonld be required to send out 
agents for the pren of detecting these depredations. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me another question ? 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir. e 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman said a few moments ago that the 
Secretary of the Interior, in a communication which he presented 
here, estimated that he would be able to turn over to the Treasury of 
the United States more than a million of dollars out of the money 
obtained from these parties committing depredations on public lands. 
But the paper which has been read at the desk shows that the Secre- 
tary claims to have collected already in these suits the sum of $26,000 


only. 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, but the gentleman fails to state how much is 
still in litigation and how many millions of timber there are that 
constitute the subject of these snits. 

Another item of this bill is for putting up for sale the lands ordered 
by Con in 1873 to be sold in the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, 
Mississippi, and other southern States. All this land is to be brought 
into market under the machinery provided for by this bill in the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether the Gov- 
eth pee has not succeeded in every one of the suits that has been 
tried. 

Mr. DURHAM. I stated that out of eighteen suits brought in the 
State of Wisconsin the Government had succeeded in sixteen. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Allow me to say that in the State of Mississippi 
the Government has succeeded in no case, and recently almost every 
one of the cases instituted for these depredations has been dismissed 
in the courts. 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not know anything about this matter except 
what I learn from the papers before us. I present the facts of the 
case as I find them. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I wish to state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that out of forty or fifty cases prosecuted in Colorado 
within the last three or four years the Government has not succeeded 
in any prosecution of this kind, civil or criminal. 

Mr. FOSTER. How bas it been within the past year? 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, Not a single case has the Govern- 
ment gained. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is true also in the State of aura ie 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask the gentleman from Colorado whether there 
has been any prosecution within the past year in his State. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The court calendars are filled with 
civil and criminal prosecutions for lumber depredations. 

Mr. DURHAM. I donot yield any further. I am perfectly willing 
to answer quest ions, but when gawaen seek to make speeches the 
must take some other opportunity. The next provision of the bill is 
for heating, lighting, and furnishing the Pension Bureau. Upon this 

int there will be some difference of opinion between some gentlemen 

re and myself. The Committeo on Appro riations have authorized 
me to report the provision as contained in this bill ; but I nnderstand 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. Foster] will move to increase the appro- 
praan, All I have to say is that a majority of the committee be- 
ieve the appropriation here proposed will be ample for all contin- 
gencies in the Pension Bureau during the present year. 

I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to offer three 
additional amendments, which I will explain as I go along. 

Mr. 5 Ra ill the gentleman allow me to ask him one 

uestion 
z Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir, if I can hear you. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Yon can hear me. I wish to ask this: In 
your investigations in the Treasury Department did you not find that 
all ihe temporary clerks who had been dismissed could be profitably 
and well employed tbere ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I did not hear the question. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Were not all the clerks who were dismissed 
from the temporary roll engaged when they were dismissed ? 

Mr. DURHAM. Were they all engaged? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Yes, sir; at work. 

2 DURHAM. I cannot answer that except as to a portion of 
them. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Was there not work there upon which they 
conld have been well and profitably engaged! 

Mr. DURHAM. I did not hear the last part of the question. [Laugh- 


ter. 

i. ELLSWORTH. Was there not employment there for all the 
clerks who were upon the temporary roll? 

Mr. DURHAM. Not necessary employment. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Was there useful employment that must be 
done at some time? 

Mr. DURHAM. Not according to my judgment. It was not neces- 


sary, 


Mr. ELLSWORTH. The gentleman has stated that it was work 
which might be postponed. But is it work which must be done at 
some time? 

Mr. DURHAM. I think it is probable it might have to be done ten 
ears hence. 
Mr. ELLSWORTH. Why not now when the people are suffering ? 


Mr. DURHAM, Ah, it is members of Con and women that 
suffer. It is not the country that suffers; it is not the Department 
that suffers; but it is members of Congress, Representatives, and 
Senators that suffer. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Which suffers the most ? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. The gentleman has not answered my question. 

Mr. DURHAM. And I want to say that I will never put my hand 
in the public Treasury for the purpose of feeding persons not neces- 
sarily employed for the public. 

Mr. E WORTH. Lou do not answer my question. 

Mr. DURHAM. I decline to yield any farther. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. What I want to know is if they can be nse- 
fully FUTIN there. 

Mr. DURHAM. They cannot at present. And now I hope my 
friend will be satisfied. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Isubmit that all this is out of order. 

Mr. DURHAM. I stated a moment ago the Committee on Appro- 
riations had instructed me to offer three amendments to the printed 
ill. One of them makes an appropriation of $35,000 to supply a de- 

ficiency in the Post-Office Department. The blanks for the money- 
order system and some other things will run out about the 15th of 
this month, and the Postmaster-General has sent in an estimate re- 
quiring $35,000 to supply this deficiency, I will send up to the desk 
the communication of the Postmaster-General and ask to have it read. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would suggest to my colleague that he can better 
— those amendments when the bill is being considered by sec- 

ons. ` 

Mr. DURHAM. Very well; I accept the suggestion of my col- 
league. I will have the privilege under the Sve mints rale of pre- 
senting and explaining these amendments. 

I have now, as well as I could, explained the deficiency bill, and I 
appeal to the members of the House to do what is consistent with 
their public duty. I repeat again that I have a feeling to contribute 
to the wants and necessities of those who are in distress as much as 
any man. But I feel at the same time, and such is the sense of the 
e ees Committee, that these temporary clerks are not needed 
5 we pias Their services can be dispensed with, excepting 

e twenty. 

If you embark on this system of extravagance of supporting on 
your temporary rolls or on your permanent rolls those persons who 
are not needed for the legitimate p of carrying on the opera- 
tions of this Government, then you will set at defiance the request 
which the Secretary of the Treasury himself has made and urged 
npon the Appropriations Committee as well ason every member of the 

ouse; that is, that you must reduce the expenditures of the incom- 
ing year $11,000,000 or you will run short of funds to carry on the 
namate tions of the Government. 

_ That is all I have to say at present, and I yield what remains of my 
time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mtr. KELLEY.) 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, in the course of a homily to the 
friends of silver remonetization and the repeal of the resumption act, 
the Boston Daily Advertiser, of November 7, said ; 


and theirrepresen va 
nota question of op 8 3 3 of Al me 
or foolish, has the same Nett of 8 the samo claim to toleration. It is the 
misuse and perversion of facts to make them tell a lie, and the reckless utterance 
of the entire lie in support of a policy or to persuade opinion, that is damnable. 

I proceed, Mr. Chairman, to reply to the speech of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] of the 17th of November with a full appre. 
ciation of these denunciations, and with the expression of a hope that 
I will be held responsible for any violation of the limits of debate 
here prescribed, should I at any stage of my remarks transgress them. 
The h of the gentleman is in itself not worthy of the attention I 
am abont to bestow upon it. It does not present a mass of facts 
which point irresistibly or persuasively to a conclusion, nor was it an 
argument framed in harmony with any system of logic of which I 
have ever heard. It was, in truth, ies 4 of unrestrained enthusiasm, 
a rhapsody, in the progress of which the author, with a poet’s license— 
Bodied forth the forms of things unknown, 

And gave to airy nothings 
A local babitation and a name. 


But as it was heralded by the bullionist press of the country as the 
sufficient answer to all that had been said or that might be said against 
the robber theories of the contractionists and demonetizers, and as by 
reason of its profuse distribution through the office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency it received a quasi-official stamp, I have felt myself 
required to bestow upon it the attention I am about to give it. 

LOOK UPON THIS PICTURE AND ON THIS. 
The gentleman said: 
I suppose it will be admitted on all hands that 1860 was a year of unusual busi- 
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ness prosperity in the United States. It was at a timo when the bonnties of Provi- 
dence were scattered with a liberal hand over the face of our Republic. It was a 
time when all classes of our community were well and profitably employed. It was 
atime of peace; the apprehension of dl ie civil war had not yet seized the 
—— our people. Greatentpe North and South, great general prosperity marked 

o era. 

If one thing was settled above all other questions of financial policy in the Ameri- 
can mind at that time, it was this, that tho only sound, safe, trustworthy standard 
of value was coin of standard weight and fineness, ora paper currency convertible 
into coin at the will of the holder. 


That careful collector and collator of facts, my venerable friend 
and teacher, Henry C. Carey, painted the experiences of 1860 in more 
somber colors than these. In 1869 he addressed a series of letters to 
Hon. David A. Wells, reviewing that gentleman’s report as Special 
Commissioner of the Revenue, in the fourth of which he said: 


When shall have carefully studied all this. you may pe find lf 
enabled tp account for the facts that in the sion year A 8 
1860) railroad N had cost more than 5l, 000,000, 000 could not have 
m sold for §350, „000; that ships had become ruinous to nearly all their owners; 
had everywhere been deserted ; 


es, furnaces, mills, mines, and worksho 
been everywhere seeking, and 


that factorii 
that hundreds of thousands of workingmen 


vainly seeking, to sell their labor; that immigration had heavily declined ; that 
pauperism had existed toan extent wholly unknown since the 15885 o crisis 
of 1842; that bankruptcies had become general thronghont Union ; that power 
to contribute to the — 4 rexenue had greatly diminished; and finally, that the 
slave power had felt itself to have become so greatly strengthened as to warrant 
it in entering on the great rebellion. 


Which is the more faithful historian, the enthusiastic gentleman 
from Ohio or the venerable master of social science? Let us by an 
appeal to indisputable facts ascertain whether“ 1860 was a year of 
unusual prosperity in the United States,” whether “the bounties of 
Providence were in that year scattered with a liberal hand over the 
face of our Republic,” whether “all classes of our citizens were well 
and profitably employed,” whether “it was a time of in which 
the apprehension of our great civil war had not yet seized the minds 
of our pee and whether “great ee prosperity marked the 
era.” d as specially pertinent to the question which elicited the 
gentleman’s speech, the resumption of specie payments, whether the 
course of financial events during that year was such as to settle “above 
all other questions of financial policy in the American mind that the 
only sound, safe, trustworthy standard of value was coin of standard 
weight and fineness, or a paper currency convertible into coin at the 
will of the holder.” 

Was 1860 A YEAR OF PEACE? 

It was in October, 1859, that John Brown with his little army in- 
vaded the State of Virginia. The United States Government, forget- 
ting for the moment the doctrine of home rule, rushed to the defense 
of theState, and between the forces of the State and those of the United 
States, Brown and his men were captured. When the sun of Janu- 
ary 1, 1860, rose John Brown’s body was moldering in the grave, but 
his soul was marching on and animating the martial spirit of the 
enthusiasts of both sections of the country. Sir, that day’s sun rose 
upon a year dedicated, so far as this country was concerned, to tur- 
moil, strife, and social ruin, 

Years in which presidential elections occur are never calm and pros- 
perous, and that was a presidential year, The leading members of the 
democratic party had declared that the election of a republican Presi- 
dent would in itself be a cause of war; they made the declaration 
in this Hall and in the Senate Chamber; it went to the le through 
all the journals of that section, and the articles enforcing it were 
copied into all the leading papers of the North. The threat did not 
deter the republican party; and in June Abraham Lincoln was nom- 
inated, and the democratic party, while thus threatening war in the 
event of the election of arepublican President, get two conven- 
tions and putting two tickets in the field put Mr. Lincoln's election 
beyond a peradventure. 

o add to the agitation, conservative men of both sections put 
Messrs. Bell and Everett in the field and we had a year of political 
excitement unparalleled in our history. Can it be true that “the ap- 
prehension of onr great civil war had not yet seized the minds of 
our Toper Why, it was in 1860, on the 20th of December, that 
South Carolina seceded fro:n the Union, and on the following evening 
illuminations and public rejoicings in honor of the act were had in 
all the principal cities and towns of the South. 

It was in 1860 that Major Anderson sought safety for the flag of the 
United States and the detachment of their troops nnder his command 
against the threatened assaults of the army of South Carolina by 
passing covertly in the darkness of night from Fort Moultrie to the 
stronger though yet incomplete works of Fort Sumter. Did those 
events cause none of our people to suspect that war impended over 
the country? Did they fe peacefully down from October, 1859, to 
the 26th of December, 1860, when Anderson occupied Fort Sumter, 
without suspicion that there was a smell of gunpowder in the air or 
that the measure of peace they were enjoying might pessibly be fatally 
disturbed ? 7 

Here the hammer fell.] : 

r. ATKINS. I yield my hour to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLEY, I thank the gentleman for his courtesy and the 
House for permitting him to extend it. 

WAS 1860 A YEAR OF PROSPERITY ? 

In 1859 a killing frost spread over the grain-growing region of our 
country west of the northern Alleghanies. It left the farmers upon 
those mountains and west of them, to and beyond Lake Michigan, 


without fodder for their animals or seed for planting. Planting for 
1860 was necessarily therefore restricted through that broad section. 
I appeal to gentlemen on this floor from that State to say whether a 
drought did not cover the broad State of Kansas in 1860, the severity 
of which Mahe pire banished man and beast, and whether the people 
who remained did not welcome food upon their stricken farms as con- 
tributions from all parts of our country. I appeal also to the Repre- 
sentatives of Tennessee to say whether it is not true that in 1860 over 
a very wide section of that State the crops were not consnmed, the 
streams withered, and the wells dried up, so that a large and fertile 
portion of the State did not yield food for man or beast, and whether’ 
cattle were not driven hundreds of miles for water and pasturage ? 
The crops of the South poora eke good, and the total of agri- 
cultural products reported for the year showed a fair average; but 
it is remembered as a yearin which the agriculturists of wide sec- 
tions of the country were sadly stricken in their basket and their 


store, 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say to the gentleman that the year he 
Araka of was the most calamitous to the agriculturist in the history 
of the State of Texas. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thank tho gentleman for haying thus corrobo- 
rated my statement. 


WERE ALL CLASSES OF OUR CITIZENS WELL AND PROFITABLY EMPLOYED IN 1860? 


In order to obtain a reply to this question that would be authori- 
tative I cansed to be addressed to the leading iron and steel workers 
of the United States a series of interrogatories, and I will read the 
questions with the replies to one set, which were signed by the propri- 
etors of two great establishments and which fairly present the sub- 
stance of all the replies: 

estion. Was the iron business of the country generally prosperous in 1360? 
newer. It was not. 

Q. Were your works fully employed in that year and did you receive a remu- 
nerative price for your ucts? 

A. They were not; and we did not receive remunerative pri 

Q: Were your workmen in receipt of wages in 1860 that enabled them to live as 

in all respects as they have lived since and are livirg now 

A. They were not, 

Q. Were any of your workmen compulsorily idle in 1860 Was it necessary for 
any of thom to seek relief in that year from the local authorities! Did many of 
them from lack ef employment or deficiency in w: seck situations elsewhere f 

A. Many were compulsorily idle. Many sought situations elsewhere. 

Q. Did you pay cash to your workmen in 1860, or was it necessary, in order to 
prevent the total stoppage of your business, to pay for labor chiefly in store orders? 

A. Many manufacturing establishments paid in store orders at that time. 


These questions may be supplemented by another : 

Question. Were the farmers of your neighborhood as prosperous in 1860 as they 
—— cra since or are to- day not, what was tho cause of their lack of pros- 
P Answer. Tho farmers were not generally as prosperous in 1260 as they have been 

ce. 

The Cambria Iron Works was, I believe, the most extensive estab- 
lishment in the country in 1860. The reply of its intelligent super- 
intendent to each of the interrogatories is in harmony with the fore- 
ans ; but to the fourth and fifth they were so much more specitic in 

etail that I quote them also. To the fourth the answer was: 


ces. 


A number of workmen were compulsorily idle in 1860. Many of them sought 
other employment, aud a number of them worked upon a turnpike road at fifty 
cents per day. 

And to the fifth: 


To prevent a total stoppage of the works in 1880, the company resorted to the 
payment of wages in store orders, which largely circulated ie pines of money. 


How was it with the commercial classes? Here is an extract from 
the nineteenth annual report of the Mercantile Beneficial Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia, made in November, 1860. That association con- 
sists of none but merchants ; its members must be in good standing 
in the commercial community when admitted. It elects no men but 
those who are prosperons, its object being to provide a fund for those 
who may by the vicissitudes of business be reduced from competence 
to poverty. The report says: 


One of our most respectable and worthy beneficiaries, who but a few years ago 
justly ranked with the prominent merchants of this city, acknowledged, in the most 
earnest terms, to your relief committee that it would have im ible for him 
to have sustained himself for another week under the weight of his em = 
ments had it not been for the assistance and counsel so gencrously extended to him 
by the Mercantile Beneficial Association, Having been thrown out of business by 
the revulsions of trade, and relinquishing everything ho sed to discharge 
the honest claims of bis creditors, he was loft entirely penniless, without the means 
of providing for oven the most absolute necessities of his household. 

* * * * > * * 

Many other cases of equal importance might be enumerated by your board, but 
as it is a maxim of the institution that the left hand shall not know what the right 
giveth, they must confine themselves to a mere general reference to what has been 
accomplished. If they could make public the operations of their trust they would 

resent a record of distress which would make the heart tremble to contemplate. 
‘he hearthstone desolate and cold; the scanty furniture of those who in their 
brightest days were nerer wealthy, now subject to the levy of the sheriff; men 
willing to work unavailingly seeking employment ; the rich mado poor, and the 
por made desperate, are all sad realities which appeal irresistibly in favor of an 
nstitution of this kind, where, if the em vine cannot entirely be staid, its power 
and destruction may at [east in a measure be restrained. 


SOME MISCELLANEOUS EVIDENCE, 

Let me invoke testimony on the point from miscellaneous publio 
sources. In Philadelphia we have a venerable savings institution 
that has stood unshaken through every tivancial crisis. It pays no 
dividends and but a low rate of interest to depositors; its officers 
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receive small salaries, and its current accumulations have been found 
sufficient to sustain it against all shocks. It cannot receive more than 
$200 from any depositor inone year. It isthe bank of the thrifty and 
aspiring laboring peupie of the city and its environs. Its books show 
that on the Ist day of January, 1850, its depositors numbered 21,265, 
and that when that year had ended and the Ist day of January, 
1861, arrived the number had fallen to 12,662, a loss of 38,603, indi- 
eating that that many laborers, by living in enforced idleness, had 
been compelled to consume their past savin 
Jaunary, 1860, its deposits amounted to $4,023,450; but on the Ist 
day of January, 1861, they amounted to but $2,251,646, showing a 
decrease during 1860 of $1,831,804. - ` 

Now let us look at the records of railroad-building. This is a busi- 
ness that employs labor, from the unskilled immigrant just arrived to 
the engineer of the highest scientific attainments. They work for 
the railroads who are working in the limestone quarry, the ore bank, 
or the coal mine, the fo the furnace, and the rolling-mill. The 
construction and equipment of a railroad is felt in a hundred branches 
of the industries of our country. 

Here is a table showing the number of miles of railroad constructed 
in each year of the decade ending with 1860, aud in them all there 
were but three years in which so small a number of miles was con- 
structed as in 1860, and one of these was the year immediately pre- 


ceding, in which the deficieney was but twenty-five miles. The ex- | Sou 

tension in 1860 exceeded that of 1854 by four hundred and eighty-six 

miles aud of 1855 by but one hundred and ninety-two miles, as this 

table shows: 

Statement showing the number of miles of railroad constructed in each year 
of the decade ending with 1860. 


Now let us turn to the statistics of immigration and see what they 
will show: In 1856 we had had two hundred thousand immigrants 
and in 1857 two hundred and fifty-one thousand came to cast in their 
lot with us and help us bear the burdens of our Government and de- 
velop the resources of the country, But when 1830 came round the 
number had shrank to 153,640 ; and for the two following years it was, 
thanks to the disastrous reports which the * peace” and “ prosperity” of 
1860 had sent tothe countries from which immigrants had been coming, 
reduced to an average of 89,360 for the two years, as appears from the 
following: 


Statement showing the number of immigrants who arrived in the United 
States during the twenty-two calendar years from 1856 to 1877, inclu- 
sive. 
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Norx.— Prior to 1881 these figures represent the total arrival of passengers in the 
Uuited States; but from 1861 to 1877, inclusive, they represent the number of alien 
immigrants, the entire table having been furnished by the Bureau of Statistics. 

I think I have shown that in portraying the condition of all classes 
of our people in 1860 Mr. Carey was the better limner. 

DID OUR CURRENCY CONSIST OF COIN AND PAPER! 

Did our circulating medium consist of coin of standard weight and 
fineness, or of paper convertible into coin at the will of the holder 
in 1560, as the gentleman would have us believe? Sir, the banks in 
many parts of the interior had not fully resumed since the suspension 
of 1857. Those along the seaboard had in a certain way. But on 
the 21st, 22d, and 23d of November, 1860, the banks south and west 
of New York went into suspension, from which a few, including the 
banks of Philadelphia, resumed in March, 1861, and maintained pay- 
ments until December 30, 1861, when the banks of the country sus- 
pended, and have never resumed during the more than seventeen 
years that have intervened. 

From the Bankers’ Magazine for November, 1860, I learn that un- 
current money sold at the following rates of discount in New York: 
West Jersey and Serer ee from 5 to 6 per cent.; Pennsylvania 
and Maryland, 6 to 10; Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, 2 to 4; Can- 
ada, 2 to 24; IIlinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Missouri, 12 to 15; Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, and Georgia, 15 to 100; South Carolina, 15 to 
20; New Orleans and Mobilo, 6 to 10; Baltimore, 5 to 6. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman I presume does not mean to misrep- 
resent any fact. 

Mr. KELLEY, Certainly not. I say nothing of my own knowl- 
edge, but rely upon the Bankers’ Magazine and give my authority. 


On the Ist day of | 486. 


Mr. PRICE. At the time to which the gentleman refers the State 
Bank of lowa was s paying its issues every day over its counters. Somo 
of the banks of t State never failed to pay gold for their issues 
gon the last dollar was redeemed, even when gold had become worth 
Mr. KELLEY. Well, sir, I rely on the statement of the Bankers’ 
Magazine as to the rates of discount. It certainly was not compiled 
for this speech, for it appeared in the December number of 1860, page 


Mr. PRICE. It is a mistake, nevertheless, 

Mr, KELLEY. Very well, the gentleman will correct it with the 
editor of the Bankers’ M. ine, 

Mr. PRICE. No, sir; I have nothing to do with him. 

Mr. KELLEY. But let the magazine, which was then an accepted 
authority, speak for itself: ` 
Table from Bankers’ Magazine of December, 1860, page 486, showing rates 

of uncurrent money in New York, in November, 1860. 


New York and New England. 110to 4 
West Jersey and Philadelphia 5 to 6 
Interior Pennsylvania and Maryland e 6 to 10 
Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky ......... 2to 
Canada 35 3to 2 
Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Missouri 12 10 15 
Virginia, North and Georgia. - Hto— 
ths Caroline PENAOI IOE O ANS 15 to 20 
ee serapin oaaao eias 6 to 10 
. eme 5 10 6 


Sir, the maintenance of specie payments by the banks of New Eng- 
land was a mere pretense, permitted by the sufferance of their cus- 
tomers. I have sought iligently for a statement of their gencral re- 
sources and Jiabilities, but have not been able to find one, In the 
Bankers’ Magazine for January, 1861, page 584, I however find an 
exhibit of the condition of the banks of Rhode Island—the specie-pay- 
ing banks of that State. Those of the city of Providence and the State 
together had $473,000 of specie; their circulation was $3,584,000—a 
little overseven and a half dollars of circulation to every dollarof spe- 
cie. But their deposits might also be ked for in specie; and they 
had $3,548,000 of deposits, making their total liabilities a little over 
$15 in circulation and deposits to $1 of specie reported by them—a 
magnificent basis of convertibility. 

THE FINANCIAL CONDITION OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

The Government itself was without means and without credit. 
Toward the close of the oe it advertised for a loan of $5,000.000, 
Forty bids were made. Four were made at different rates by the 
Farmers’ Bank of Lancaster, Pennsylvania, a bank at the home of 
the then President of the United States, and which was in suspension 
but while it would not redeem a dollar of its paper proposed to leni 
the Government $35,000 at the modest rates of 8, 84, 9, and 10 per cent. 
interest in gold. No foreign house or institution showed its willing- 
ness to invest any capital in the loans of the United States in that 
‘prosperous ” year, 1860; and the rates of interest at which offers were 
made 2 from 7 per cent. in gold to 36 per cent. Here is a state- 
ment of the several bids: 

BIDS FOR FIVE MILLIONS OF TREASURY NOTES. 

From Philadelphia Press of December N, 1860.) 
Thomas J. Warren, New York, offers to take $90,000, at 25 per cent. 
Field & McLane, New York, offer to take $25,000, at 12 per cent. 

Field & McLane, New York, offor to take $25,000, at.15 por cent. 

Field & McLane, New York, offer to take $5,000, at 30 per cent. 


John Barnes, Washington City, offers to take $3,500, at 6 per cent. 
Jobn 3 New York, offers to take $4,000, at 7 per cent. 


William E. Brown, New York, offers to take $1,000, at 7 per cent. 
William E. Brown, New Work, offers to take $1,500, at 8 per cent. 
J. F. Huntingdon, New York, offers to take $30,000, at 18 per cent. 
J. F. Huntingdon, New York, offers to take $25,000, at 21 per cent. 


. — New York, for self and others, offers to take $1,500,000, at 
LI Swann, New York, offers to take $10,000, at 18 cent. 
F: r, Pennsylv: offers to take $7,000, at 8 per cent. 


Pah 


. Stewart, New York, offer to take $56,000, at 12 per cent. 
King, New York, offers to take $5,000, at 12 per cent. 
King. New York, offers to take $5,000, at 12 per cent. 

& McLane, New York, offer to take $10,000, at 36 per cent. 

& McLane, New York, offer to take $70,000. at 24 per cent. 
Carton, New York, offers to take $30,000, at B per cent. 


Oba at el bt NN. 
BEE 
11 


i 


offers to © $20,000, at 10 per cent. 

, New York, offer to tako $25,000, at 12 per cent. 
Co., New York, offer to take $25,000, at 15 per cent. 
Co., New York, offer to take $25.000, at 18 per cent. 

. James & Co., New York, offer to take $25,000, at 21 por cent, 
P. James & Co., New York, offer to take $100,000, at 24 per cent. 
George H. Norman offers to take $20,000, at 8} per cent. 


nr 
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Now I submit that to paint as a year of unnsnal prosperity one of 
which these facts could have been learned was not to portray history 
with approximate precision; it involved something of exaggeration. 
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OPINIONS OF THE FATHERS. 
On this point the gentleman said: 


I make this statement without fear of contradiction, because I have carefully 
examined the list of illustrions names and the records they have left behind them, 
No man ever sat in the chair of Washington as President of the United States who 
has left on record any word that favors inconvertible peper monoy as a safe stand- 
ardof value. Every President who has left a record on the subject has spoken with- 
out qualification in favor of the doctrine I have announced. No man ever sat in 
the r of the tary of the Treasury of the United States who, if he has 
a at all on the subject, has not left on record an pa equally sirong, from 

amilton down to the days of the distinguished father of my colleague [Mr. EN 
and to the present moment. 


I do not doubt or mean to imply a doubt that when the gentleman 
made this statement he believed that he had made such an exami- 
nation as warranted it; but Iam equally free to say that it is impos- 
sible he should have done so, Had he made such an examination he 
must have come very early in its progress upon the history of the 
charter of the United States Bank. Washington, being President, 
submitted to his Cabinet questions, requesting of each member his 
opinion as to the constitutionality of the act proposing to incorpo- 
rate a bank of the United States. His great Secretary of State, 
Thomas Jefferson, and his able Attorney-General, Edmund Randolph 
each gave him an elaborate opinion, denying the constitutionality of 
the act, because it proposed to create a corporation. Washington 
and Hamilton had not devoted their younger years to efforts to square 
the circle or invent perpetual motion; and in their positions of great 
responsibility they did not seek to discover or invent that impracti- 
cable subtlety a standard of value. What they were seeking was to 
establish a standard or unit of payment and to give the people of 
the thirteen States a medium of exchange by which commodities 
could be exchanged and the Government enabled to collect its reve- 
nues. State bank-notes cirenlated only in the neighborhood in which 
they were issued. Gold and silver had fled the country. A medium 
of exchange must be had; and Hamilton in the course of his remark- 
able opinion said: ` 

Money is the very hinge on which commerce turns. And this does not mean 
merely gold and silver; many otber things have served the purpose with different 
degrees of utility. Paper has been extensively employed. It cannot, therefore, be 
almitted that the regulation of trade between the States as it concerns the medium 
of circulation and exchange ought to be considered as confined to coin. It is even 


supposable that the whole or the greatest part of the coin of the country might be 
carried ont of it, 


And as Washington was seeking to establish a medium of exchange, 
and as that was necessary to execute powers confided by the Con- 
stitution to the Government, without the exercise of which it could 
not be maintained, he overcame whatever doubts he may have had 
as to the constitutionality of the provisions of the act which created 
a corporation; he signed the bill aud gave the people a paper medium 
of exchange, and one that would answer their purposes if all the 
silver and gold should (as Hamilion had suggested might occur) be 
carried out of the country. And, sir, the notes of that bank were by 
that law made a legal tender; that is to say, they were given the 
power of general acceptability by being made receivable for all dues 
of every kind by the Government of the United States. Thus a 
fuller power was given by Washington and Hamilton to the notes of 
a bank, the constitutionality of which was doubted, than the Amer- 
ican Congress has conferred upon the notes of the United States 
Government, from which to-day it withholds this power, keeping 
them in apparent depreciation by refusing to receive them for cus- 
toms duties. 

OPINIONS OF JEFFERSON AXD MADISON. 


Had the gentleman examined over so cursorily the sixth volume of 
Jefferson’s works he would have found that Jefferson and Madison 
were exceptions to his sweeping assertion, and held, as Hamilton had 
done, that if a United States bank did not succeed in giving the coun- 
try a currency that would circulate without discount throughont the 
Union we must resort to greenbacksor, as they designated them, Treas- 
ury notes, And the Committee of Ways and Means of the Congress 
that met Mr. Madison on his incoming recommended a resort to the 
very kind of paper money we now have. It recommended the issue 
of two classes of notes: one of over $100, bearing interest, and the 
other of less than $100, which were to bear no interest and to be used 
as a circulating medium. 

An e MIG A of that volume must have brought to the gentle- 
man’s attention the letters of Jefferson to Mr. Eppes, September 11, 
1813; to Themas Cooper, September 10, 1814; to those to President 
Madison of September 24 and October 25, 1814; and especially that 
to Albert Gallatin of October 16, 1815. In view of the length of the 
extracts from Jefferson’s and Madison’s letters I have before me, I 
will ask gentlemen to examine them in the RECORD. I will, however, 
detain the committee by reading part of Jefferson’s letter to Gallatin: 


Tho war, had it ed, would have upset our Government; and a new one, 
whenever tried, will do it. And so it must be while our money, tho nerve of war, 
is much or little, real or imaginary, as our bitterest enemies choose to make it. 
Pat down the banks. and if this country could not be carried through the longest 
war against her most powerful enemy without over knowing the want of a dollar, 
without dependence on the traitorous classes of her citizens, without bearin hard 
on the resources of the people, or loading the publie with an indefinite burden of 
e know nothing of my countrymen. Not by any novel projec not by any 
charlatanerie, but by ordinary and well-experienced means ; by the total prohibition 
of all private paper (money) at all times; by reasonable taxes in war, aided by the 
necessary emissions of public paper of circulating size, this bottomed on special 
taxes, redeemable annually as this special tax comes in, and finally within a mod- 
erate period—cven with the flood of private paper by which we were deluged, 


would the Treasury have ventured its credit in bills of circulating size, as of five or 
ten dollars, &c., they would have been greedily received by the people in 
to bank paper. 

It was in those days as now: the cities, or towns as they then 
were, claimed to be the nation, for Jefferson proceeds to say: 


But unhappily the towns of America were considered as the nation of America, 
the dispositions of the inhabitants of the former as those of the latter, and the 
Treasury, for want of confidence in the country, delivered itself, bound hand and 
foot, to bold and bankrupt adventarers and pretenders, to the money-holders whom 
it could have crushed at any moment. Even the last half-bold, half-timid threat 
of the Treasury showed at once that these jugglers were at the feet of Government; 
for it never was, and is not, any confidence in their frothy babbles, but the want of 
all other medium which induced or now induces the country people to take their 
papers and at this moment, when nothing else is to be had, no man will receive it 

t to pass it away W e none for distant purposes. Wo are now without any 
common measure of the value of property, and private fortunes are up or down at 
the will of the worst of our citizens, 


[The following are the extracts referred to, which want of time 

and strength prevented me from reading: 
From Madison to Jefferson. 
: WASHISGTON, October 10, 1814. 

I have not yet read your last communication to Mr. Monroe on the subject of 
finance. It seems clear, according to your reasoning in the preceding one, that 
acirculating medium, to take the place of a bank or metallic medium, may be 
created by law, and made to answer the purpose of a loan, or rather anticipation 
of a tax but as the resource cannot be extended beyond the amount of a suficient 
medium, and of course cannot be continued but by successive re-emissions and 
redemptions by taxes, resort must eventually be had to loans of the usual sort or 
an augmentation of taxes, according to the public exigencies. I say ea 
tions of taxes, because these, absorbing a larger sum into circulation, will admit 
an enlargement of the medium employed for the purpose. In England, where 
the paper medium is a legal tender in paying a hundred millions of taxes, thirty 
millions of interest to the public creditors, &c., &c., and in 3 debts, so as to 
stay n final 8 we have seen what a mass of paper has kept afloat, with 
very little if any depreciation. That the difference in value between the circu- 
lating votes and the metals is produced rather from the riso in the latter than 
from the depreciation of the former is now proved „ e fact that the notes are, 
notwithstanding a Jate increase of their quantity, ng toward a par with the 
metals, in re jena of a favorable balance of trade, which diminishes the demand 
of them for foreign markets. $ 

From Jefferson's reply to President Madison, October 15, 1814. 

If I have used any expression restraining the emissions of Treasury notes toa 
suficient medinm, as your letter seems to imply, I have done it inadvertently and 
under the impression then possessing mo that the war would be very short. A 
suficient medinm would not, on the ciples of any writer, exceed thirty millions 
of dollars, and on those of some not ten millions. Our experience has proved it 
may be run up to two or three hundred millions without more than doubling what 
would be the prices of things under a suficient medium, or say a metallic one, 
which would always oe at the suficient point, and, if they rise to this term, 
and the descent from it be gradual, it would not produce sensible revolutions in 
private fortunes. 


From Madison's message of December 5, 1815. 

The absence of the precious metals will, it is believed, be a temporary evil, but 
until they can again be rendered the general medium of exchange it devolves upon 
the wisdom of Congress to provide a sabstitute which shall equally engage the con- 
fidence and accommodate the wants of the citizens throughout the Union. If the 
operation of the State banks cannot produce this result, the probable operation of 
a national bank will merit consideration, and if neither of these expedients be 
deemed effectual it may bo necessary to ascertain the terms upon which the notes 
of the Government (no longer required as an instrument of credit) shall be issued 
upon the motives of general policy as a common medium of circulation.) 

Commending the extract from the letter to Gallatin I have just 
read to the immediate attention of gentlemen, I proceed to the next 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio I have upon my notes, 

DID THADDEUS STEVENS GIVE RELUCTANT SUPPORT TO THE LEGAL-TENDER CLAUSE} 

Said the gentleman: 

Every man in the Senate and House of 1862 who voted for the back law 
announced that he did it with the greatest possible reluctance and with the gravest 
apprehension for the result. Every man who spoke on the subject, from Thaddeus 
Stevens to the humblest member in this House and from Fessenden to the humblest 
Senator, warned his country against the dangers that might follow and pledged 
his honor that at tho earliest possible moment the country should be brought back 
to the old, safe, established doctrine of the fathers. 


This statement is discredited by the whole course of the debates; 
it is refuted by the speeches of the gentleman’s own Senator, the 
present Secretary of the Treasury, and by the remarks of a majority 
of the then republican members from Ohio in this House; it is a 
slander upon the memory of Thaddeus Stevens—one to which, if he 
could respond, would make bis voice heard throughout the limits of 
our country ; for, sir, he closed one of his speeches in support of the 
legal-tender bill as follows: 


Tf this bill shall pass I shall hail it as the most auspicious measure of this Con- 
gress. 1 shall fail, the result will be more deplorable than any disaster which 
co us. 


The bill of which be spoke was one to inaugurate a system of 
national currency, consisting of legal-tender notes, receivable in all 
transactions between individuals and between individuals and tho 
Government and convertible into bonds of the United States bear- 
ing 6 per cent. interest, payable semi-annually in lawful money and 

eemable in twenty years in gold or silver coin. Subsequently, 
when reporting from the committee of conference the bill, with the 
Senate amendments to which the members of the House on that 
committee had after protracted resistance been compelled to submit, 
the great old commoner on the 20th of February, 1862, said: 

Mr. 8. er, I have avery few words to say. I approach the subject with more 
depression of spirits than lever before approached any question. No personal 
motivo or feeling influences me, I hope DE at least. t have a melancholy fore- 

ng that we are about to consummate a cunningly devised scheme which will 
carry great injury and great loss to all classes of the Ser throughout this Union 
except one. With my colleague, (Hon. E. G. Spaulding.) I believe that no act of 
legislation of this Government was ever hailed with as much delight throughout 
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the whole length and breadth of this Union, by every class of people, without any 
exception, as the bill which we passed and sent to the Senate. Congratulations from 
all classes—merchants, traders, manufacturers, mechanics, and repented in 
uponus from all quarters. The boards of trade of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Cincinnati, Louisville, Saint Louis, Chicago,and Milwaukee app its 
andu its passage as it was. Ihave a dispatch from the Chamber of © erce 
of C ti, sent to the Secretary of the Treasury, and by him to me, urging the 
speedy passage of the bill as it passed the House. It is true there was a dolefal 
pai came up from the caverns of the bullion brokers and from the salons of the 
associated banks. Their cashiers and agents were soon on the ground, and per- 
suaded the Senate with but little deliberation to mangle and destroy what it had 
cost the House months to digest, consider, and hey fell upon the bill in hot 
haste, and so disfigured and deformed it that its very father would not know it. 
Instead of being a beneficent and invigorating measure, it is now positively mis. 
chievous. It has all the bad guants which its enemies on tho orig 
bill and none of its benefits. 1t now creates yg and by its very terms declares 
ita depreciated currency. It makes two classes of money: one for the banks aud 
brokers and another for the people. It discriminates between the rights of differ- 
ent classes of creditors, allowing tho rich capitalists to demand gold and compel- 
ling the ordinary lender of money on individual security to receive notes which the 
Government had purposely discredited. 

And so late as the 17th of July, 1868, when attempts were making 
to commit the republican party to a pledge to pay the bonds in coin 
of gold or silver, Mr. Stevens said: 


If I knew that any party in this country would R for paying in coin that which 
is payable in money, thus enhancing it one-half—if I knew there was such a plat- 
form and such a determination this day on the part of any political party, I would 
vote for the other side, Frank Blair and all. I would vote for no such speculation 
in favor of the large bondholders, the millionaires, who took advantage of our folly 
in granting them coin . of interest; and I declare— well, it is hard to say 
it—but if oven Frank stood spes the platform of paying the bonds i 
to contract, and the republican candidate stood upon the platform of paying bloat 
bondholders twice the amount we to pay I would vote for Frank Blair, 
even if a worse man than Horatio Seymour headed the ticket. 


But Mr. Stevens was a radical. Mr. Hooper, of Massachusetts, was 
a conservative, and I ask gentlemen to hear what he said in the 
course of the debate: 
In the war of 1812 the Government paid for its supplies with notes obtained from 
the banks in the same manner p in the plan recently submitted to the Secre- 
tary by these committees [of bankers}. The bonds of the United States were then 

rotiated in some instances at 20 per cent. less than their par value, paid for in 
bank currency of different of depreciation, according to locality, but aver- 
aging from 20 to 25 per cent. discount as compared with coin. To rendet the Goy- 
emment financially more i: dent, itis m to make the United States 
notes a legal tender. England er t 


ten 
as a guido, because instead of it she did what was much worse by suspending the 
means to enforce the payment of debts in cases where the paper money [bank - 
notes) had been refi as a tender. 


Mr. Secretary Sherman, then Senator from Ohio, in the debate on 
the bill providing for the issue of legal-tender notes, thus conclusively 
dis of the gentleman’s facts and law. He said: 


In the first place I will say that every orgau of financial opinion, if that is a 
correct expression, in this country agrees that thero is such a necessity in caso we 
authorize the issue of demand notes. You commence with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who has given this subject the most ample consideration. He declares, 
not only in his official communications here, but in his private intercourse with the 
members of the committeo, that this clause [tho legal-tender clause} is 3 
necessary to the security and negotiability of these demand not * * * Wohave 
the concurring opinion of the ber of Commeres of the city of New York with 
almost entire unauimity. They have passed a resolution on the subject after full 
debate and consideration. That resolution has been read b. 


say the same in regard to the Chambers of Commerce of the city of ton, of the 
city of Philadelphia, and by almost every recognized organ of financial opinion in 
ve said to us in the most solemn form that this measure was 
tain the credit of 

notes 2 near par. In addition, we have the deliberate judgment and vote 
of the ch the constitutional 


our . 


sentatives by a yote declared that it was necessary to issue demand notes, 
and that this deat eee indispensable to their negotiation. 

Where, in view of these extracts from Stevens, Hooper, and Sher- 
mau, the like of which I might cite by scores, does the gentleman 
from Ohio find basis for his solemn assertion as to the reluctance with 
which this measure was adopted and the pledges to return to hard 
money ? And when will he enlighten the country by laying before it 
the warning so unanimously uttered by the members of both Houses? 
Was it the settled opinion of the American people that their 
perity depended upon a currency convertible into coin at the will of 
the holders? No, sir; the experiences of 1857, 1800, aud 1861 had 
taught the boards of trade and chambers of commerce and men of 
business referred to by Mr. Stevens and, as I shall show you, by Sena- 
tor Sherman, the utter impossibility of living under a system which 
cursed them with the promise of redemption in metals which a debtor 
nation cannot retain. 

DID THE LAW AUTHORIZING GREENBACKS PROVIDE FOR THEIR RETIREMENT? 

But, proceeding in his glowing way, the gentleman said: 

sri very Jaw that created the greenback provided for its redemption and retire- 
men 

I challenge him to find one clause in that act looking to the retire- 
ment of those notes, The title of the bill refutes the assertion. The 
act, which was approved February 25, 1862, is entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the issue of United States notes and for the redemption or 
funding thereof, and penne the floating debt of the United States.” 
They were to fund $500,000,000 of loan provided for by that act; 
they were to fund the floating debt, then already nearly if not quite 
5500.000000, and they were todurnish the people with a medium of 


ginal | of those days, and the additional 


exchange, the cowards gold and silver having fled the land and left 


them without money. The gearanan cannot have forgotten this ; 
he knows how anxious Hugh McCulloch, while Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was to retire nbacks; and he must know that he did not dare 
to retire a one-dollar bill until Congress should authorize him to do so. 
He was restrained by the act of June 30, 1864, which provided that 
the notes issued or to be issued shonld not exceed $400,000,000, with 
such additional sum not to exceed $50,000,000 as may be temporarily 
required for the redemption of temporary loans, the payment of which 
might be demanded in excess of current deposits. 

Temporary loans was the name given to the interconvertible bonds 

$50,000,000 were only to be issued 
in the event of those bonds or certificates coming in with greater 
rapidity than did current deposits. That reserve of $50,000,000, if 
drawn upon, was to be reimbursed out of the first deposits in excess 
of current drafts. The amount for ordinary circulation was $400,- 
000,000 a year. Mr. McCulloch conld not retire a dollar of that sum, 
and he induced Con to pass the act of April 12, 1866, which pro- 
vided that United States notes, not more than $10,000,000, may be 
retired and canceled within six months from the passage of this act, 
and thereafter not more than $4,000,000 in any one month. 

Under this act $44,000,000 were retired. The effect of that slight 
and gradual contraction of our money was 80 t as to suspend 
industries and paralyze the trade of the country, and Con , by 
the act of February 4, 1868, suspended the authority of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to make any reduction of the moncy in circulation 
by retiring or canceling United States notes. 

The resumption act itself provides for the retirement only, under 
any circumstances, of notes in excess of $300,000,000, and prohibits 
the retirement of one dollar beyond that amount. Again, I say that 
I challenge the gentleman to show any foundation for his assertion 
that the act providing for their issue also provided for the retirement 
of the legal-tender notes. It did provide for their redemption by 
their receipt for taxes or in exchange for bonds, but when thus re- 
deemed they were to be reissued in payment of the current expenses 
or extinguishment of the floating debt. Their primary function was 
to circulate, to run from hand to hand, to keep in motion and thus to 
enable the people to exchange their productions and earn the means 
with which to meet their debts to the Government and each other. 

ARE GREENBACKS MONEY OR A FORCED LOAN. 

Next said the gentleman: 


I want it remembered in the outset, that the greenback currency was and is—so 
known in the courts and mecha poeta ee Pincay oa loan forced by tho 
Government upon its Army and upon its other creditors to meet tho great emer- 
gencies of the war. 


I deny that the greenbacks are or ever were a forced loan. They are 
and were issued as money; every one of them represents its value in 
service or commodities for which the Government paid them as money. 
They pay all debts of any citizen, except customs dues to the Gov- 
ernment, and are gladly received as purchase-money for all service 
and commodities sold to the nation. A forced loan is a debt. A 
greenback is the money with which we pay debts. 1 deny that they 
aro known to the courts as a forced loan and challenge the gentleman 
to point to such a decision by any court of the United States or of 
any State court of fair standing. He cannot produce such a decision, 
and had that utterance been made in the forum or field in 1862, 1863, or 
1864 it would have been denounced as tho hissing of a venomous cop- 
perhead. Sir, every loyal man in the country knew then that the 
greenback was the money of the nation, that it was not a loan, but 
was money, as was shown by Senator Sherman, the gentleman’s own 
Senator, in the course of his speech upon the bill providing for its 


I submit that this question has been scttled by the practice of the Government. 
We issued such bills during the war of 1812, during the war with Mexico, and 
at the recent session of Congress. Wo receive them now for our servi and 
we pay them to our soldiers and to our creditors. These notes are payablo to 
bearer; they pass from hand to band as currency; they bear no interest. If 
the argument of that Senator is true, then all these notes are unanthorized, Tho 
Senator admits that when we owe a debt and cannot pay it, we can issue a note. 
But where does he find the powe to issue a note in the Constitution ! Where docs 
he find the power to prescribe the terms of the note, to make it transferable, re- 
ecivable for public dues? Ho draws all these powers as incidents to the power to 
borrow money. A to his argument, when we pay a soldier a ten- dollar do- 
mand bill, we borrow $10 from the soldier; when I apply to the of tho 
Senate for a month's pay, I loan the United States This certainly is not tho 
view we take of it when we receive the money. On the other hand wo recognizo 
the fact that the Government cannot pay usin gold. Wereceive notes as money. 
The Government ought to give, and has the power to give, to that money, all t 
sanction, authority, value, necessary and to enable it to borrow money. 
The power to fix the standard of money, to regnlate the medium of exchanges, 
must necessarily go with and be incident to the power to regulate commerce, to 

0 coin money, to main navies. All these high 


es pow- 

ers aro expressly | grantee to the States, and also the incidental power to emit 

bills of credit, and to make anything but gold and silver a legal tender. But Con- 

is expressly invested witb all these high powers, and to remove all doubt is 

8 au to use all necessary and proper means to carry these powers 
to effect. 


Mr. Sherman held these views for a number of years, as is proven 
by his letter to Mr. A. Mann, jr., of Brooklyn, New York. It reads 


thus: 
Unirep STATES SENATE CHAMDER, 
Washington, March 30, 1868. 
Dran Sm: I was glad to reecive your letter. My personal interests aro the same 
as yours, but, like you, I do not intend to be influenced by them. My construction 
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of the law is the result of careful examination, and I feel quite sure an impartial 
court would confirm it if the case should be tried before a court. I send you my 
views, as fully stated in a speech. Your idea that we propose to repudiate or vio- 
late a promise when we offer to redeem the “ princi in legal-tenders is errone- 
F think the bondholder violates his when he refuses to take the same 
kind of money be paid for the bonds. the case is to be tested by the law I am 
right; if itis to bo tested by Jay Cooke's advertisements, I am wrong, I hate re- 
pudiation or anything like it, but we ought not to be deterred from what is right 
for fear of undeserved epithets. If under the law as it stands the holders of five- 
twenties can only be paid in gold, tho bondholder can demand only the kind of 
money he 127 0 then he is a repudiator and extortioner to demand money more 
l an he gave. 
Aa JOHN SHERMAN. 
á 

The views of paper money thus presented by Secretary Sherman 
while United States Senator are not peculiar to him, to this country, 
or to these times; they have been recognized by the statesmen and 
political economists of Great Britain and of all continental nations, 
and have the sanction of the leaders of the British school of free- 
trade, single-standard hard-money economists. Thus John Stuart 
Mills, on page 327 of his Political Economy, says: 

It seems to be an essential part of the idea of money that it be a legal tender; an 
inconvertible paper which is a legal tender is universally admitted to be money. 
In the French language the phrase e ee " actually means inconverti- 
bility. Convertible notes being y “billets d porteur.” 

My speech, permit me to say, will be longer than it would if I dared 
paraphrase the gentleman's statements ; Pat I dare not, for some of 
them are so extraordinary that I am sure his friends would accuse 
me of misrepresenting them. I hope, therefore, gentlemen will remem- 
ber that I am not only making all of my own speech, but remaking 
a large part of his. 

A SUM IN THE RULE OF THREE. 

The gentleman says : 


In that rons era of 1860, when there was free banking in most of the 
States and the bauks were pnshing all the currency they could into circulation, 
without limit, there wero just $207,000,000 of paper currency, and that was the 
largest volume that this country had ever known. 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] interrupted him to 
snggest that Secretary Cobb had found 8215,00, 000; when the gen- 
tleman replied: 

I will say tp the gentleman from Missouri that not only ago, but 
recently L havo gono through the reports and made the most careful estimate of 
which I have been capable, and I beg to state that two hundred and seven millions 
is the recognized settled amount for 1860. It is true that for a few months just 
previous to the panic of 1457'the volume of paper money did reach two hun 
aud fifteen millions; but that was wholly exceptional. In no year of prosperity 
han the volume been so great as in 1260. 

Now, nobody estimates that the amount of coin in the country in 1860 was more 
than $250,000, 

Now it is not my purpose to dispute these facts. I admit that in a 

eneral way the gentleman himself and the gentleman from Missouri 
itr. ee NETO correct. But I cannot help expressing a doubt 
as to whether the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] made the 
investigation ho most undoubtedly believed he did. Had he done so 
he must have discovered the deplorable condition of the banks and 
of the people of the country in 1860 as I have exhibited it. He has 
mistaken some other year. Such an investigation would have shown 
him tho banks in suspension south of New York, with their notes 
circulating only at the ruinous rates of discount mentioned by the 
Bankers’ Magazine. Therefore he either imagined that he made the 
investigation or made it on another year. { 3 

If his statement be trne, and I assume it to be, does it not demon- 
strate the absurdity of the attempt to resume and maintain specie 
payments in the present condition of the country? With $207,000,000 
of paper afloat and $250,000,000 of gold and silver with which to re- 
deem it, the banks were in suspension, were insolvent. And now, 
with but $65,000,000 of specie in the Treasury, (for that was the bal- 
ance found without charge against it on tho Ist of this month,) with 
less in the banks and nono in the hands of tho people, and with 
$650,000,000 of paper currency to be redeemed, the bondholders cry, 
“Steboy! go on and resume! 

Now let uscipherupthat sum by the rule of three. Given $200,000,000 
of specie and 8215, 000,000 of paper, and the banks go by the necessi- 
ties of the case into suspension. How safe will it be to resume on six 
hundred and fifty millions of liability with about one hundred mill- 
ions of specio? Yet that is the proposition made here; that is the 
proposition the enforcement of which is driving our people into bank- 
ruptcy and pauperism, into lunacy and suicide; that is the polic 
which is creating a moneyed oligarchy in this country, whose wealt 
in comparison with that of the body of the people will be greater than 
that of the moneyed ney of England. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT.. I will take the floor and yield my time to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thank the gentleman; I am desirous of finishing 
what I have to say. 

THR EXAMPLE OF FRANCE. 

Next the gentleman holds up the example of France, or rather he 
says: : 

In connection with this view wo are met by the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. KELLEY) with two historical references on which he greatly re- 


lies in opposing resumption. The first is his reference to France. Follow France, 

says the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, follow France and sec how sbe 

ured out her volumes of paper money, and by it survived a great crisis and main- 

ed her business prosperity. Ob, that the gentleman and those who voto with 

him would follow France! 1 gladly follow spe is allusion to Fran 
t. 


re not know that the traditions and habits of France are as unlike those of 
gland and the United States as those of any two nations of tho world can be in 


s almost unknown. There are no banks in Francs except the 
Bank of France itself. The government has been trying for twenty years to estab- 
lish branches in all the eighty-nine departments, and thus far only fifty-six branches 
havo been organized. Our national, State, and private banks number nearly ten 
thousand. The habits of the French soy are not adapted to the use of banks as 
instruments of exchange. All the deposits in all the aa of France are 
not equal to the deposits in the savings-banks of New York City alone. It is the 
se ary complaint of Americans who mako purchases in Paris that the merchants 
will not accept drafts even on the Bank of France. 


After quoting a passage from M. Victor Bonnet, the gentleman 
said: = 

M. Pinard, manager of the Comptoir d'Escompte, testified before the commission 
of inquiry that the greatest efforts had been made by that institution to induce 
French merchants and shopkeepers to adopt English habits in respect to the use of 
checks and the keeping of ban . in vain; their prejudices were in- 
vincible. “It was no use reasoning with them; they would not do it, because they 
would not.” 

And he finished his comments on the French system by saying: 


2 Jong as the — of their ee thus Giss hand 1 1 use of 
cash, they need a much greater volume of money in proportion to usiness 
than England or the United States. 


Now, sir, it is trae as the gentleman here admits that the business 
of France is done with money and not with private credit; and the 
resnlt is that France, modern France, has never had a commercial 
and financial crisis such as occur with such increased frequency and 
severity in England and this country. Bank discounts there are never 
made on deposits of private credit, which practice leads to such crises 
in the other countries. Thongh the law required the Bank of Franco 
to resume on the Ist day of January, 1878, the government has not 
called by ans it toresume, and it has not announced the fact that it has 
resumed. It still converts its notes as an act of and not under 
legal compulsion. I have a statement of its cirenlation on the 3d day 
of January, 1878, which was $520,000,000, being $51,000,000 more than 
it was in September, 1875. It increased its circulation $20,000,000 in 
the week gree la 3, 1878. It held on the 3d day of Jann- 
ary but 805,000, 000 of specie against 8455, 000,000 on the 28th of June, 
1877. The aim of its managers is to give the people of France a 
steady and unfluctuating volume of money, and the government sus- 
tains it in this patriotic effort. i 

Is not their hand-to-hand system, as the gentleman derisively calls 
it, of doing business with cash better than ours and the English sys- 
tem of conducting it by kite-flying, upon checks, drafts, bank-notes, 
and other evidences of private and corporate credit as a basis of the 
discounts and loans of banks. 

OUR SYSTEM AXD THAT OF EXGLAND. 


Contrasting it with France, he drew a picture of English and Amer- 
ican banking which I must detain my hearers by presenting. Said he: 

How is it in England! Statistics which no man will painssy show that — rag 
éent. of all the great mercantile transactions of Eng are dono by 5, 
checks, and commercial bills, and only 5 per cent, by the actual use of cash, Tho 
great business of commerce and trade is done by drafts and bills. Money is now 
only the small change of commerce. And how is it in this country? © havo 
adopted the habits of England, and not of France, in this . In 1871, when I 
was chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency, I asked the Comptroller 
of the Currency to issue an order naming fifty-two banks which were to o an 
analysis of their receipts. I selected three ps: the first was the city banks; 
not, however, the cl: -house banks, but the great city banks not in the clear- 
ing-house associations. The second consisted of banks in cities of the size of To- 
ledo and Dayton, in the State of Ohio. In the third group, if I may coin a word, 
Isclocted the ‘countriest” banks, the smallest that could be found, at points 
away from railroads and telegraphs. 

The order was ihat those banks should analyze all their receipts for six consecu- 
tive days, putting into one list all that can be called cash, either coin, greenbac 
bank-notes, or cow and inte the other list all drafts, checks, or commercia 
bills. What was the result? During those six days $157,000,000 were received 
over the counters of the fifty-two banks; and of that amount $19,370,000—12 per 
cent. only—in cash, and 88 per cent. of that vast amount, ropresen every 0 
of business, was in checks, drafts, and commercial bills. Does a country that trans- 
acts its business in that way need as much currency afloat among the people as a 
country like France, without banks, without savings institutions, and whose people 
keep their money in t 


Sir, let me ask whether a country whose ralang medium is to 
the extent of 88 per cent. composed of different forms of private credit 
does not need an adequate amount of stock to liquidate as they fall 
due the debts upon which the system is based? That is the problem? 

Sir, in England the proportions, as stated by Sir John Lubbock, are 
97 por cent. in checks, drafts, and other forms of credit, 2} per cent. 
in notes of the Bank of England, and 4 of 1 percent. in metallic money. 
Let me show you some of tho results produced gven in wealthy and 
powerful England by this snbstitntion of currency for money. 

Here are papers showing the decreaso of exports from England 
which were in 1877 of but the value of £193,731,000, though they had 
amounted to £199,649,933 in 1870; also, pictures drawn by faithful 
pens of the condition of the laboring classes of England; also, an 
official statement of the profits of twelve of the London banks, show- 
ing that while want and starvation—pauperism does not cover the 
case—are spreading all over the land among the laboring classes of 
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England, the banks of London maintained or increased their dividends 
during the terrible year of 1877. 

The following figures, the authority of which cannot be disputed, 
show the fearful rapidity with which, on the one hand, the imports of 
England are increasing and her exports diminishing, the results of 
which, as they are felt by the working classes, I will presently show. 

The British board-of-trade returns for the month of January con- 
tain the following table, showing the amount of imports and exports 
of Great Britain for the past three years: [ 


2373, 940,000 | £375, 155,000 | £393, 950, 000 
200, 689, 000 193, 731, 000 


575, 804, 000 502, 681, 000 


Her working classes, idle or working at wages that will not give 
families adequate sustenance, are the victims of her financial and 
industrial policy, which is steadily held up to us as an example which 
we should instantly follow. Let one who is known to most of us 
describe the condition of the British working classes at this time 
under free trade and a banking and financial system which the gen- 
tleman regards as so much better than that of France. 

My friend, Colonel John W. Forney, in the course of a letter to the 
Philadelphia Press, dated on last Christmas Day, had this to say 
about the condition of the British working-people : 


“Owing to the depression in the coal and fron trades at Cardiff, in Wales, the 
ardians of the poor have been compelled, in consequence of the work-house be- 
ng crowded, to open a stone-yard for the employment of married men. Last week 
a family, consisting uf ep inp mater subsisted for days on a pailful of compost 
which bad been reserved for the pigs. C ing loudly upon the rich 
for help in all quarters. The owners of the collieries assert that every ton of coal 
sold involves a to them of about fifteen cents of our money per ton. To se- 
cure to the poor children one meal a day is the great of benevolent men. 
Hundreds of people in ove district crowd the streets, turning over the dust and 
refuse boxes to pick ont something in the nature of food, while in another the 
8 of the poor have resolved not to give the inmates of the work-houses 
heir usual Christmas dinner, as many of tradesmen and mechanics 
who pa the taxes are unable to provide a Christmas dinner for themselves.” I 
select these details from this Christmas morning's London papers. It is not denied 
that almost equal destitution prevails in many other quarters. 


And in a subsequent letter to the same journal he said: 


There is a providence in all things, and this moderate weather is providential 
for the poor of Great Britain. Beggary follows the absence of employment all 
over the kin „and. if the season were as harsh as the times, charity, however 
generous and active, would be ineffectual. The newspapers are full of sad details, 
and the half has not been told. In the manufacturing districts nothing but the 
liberal verance of the rich saves the poor from ares T have sent you 
some of the facts printed in the Times, and the News of to-day is even more can- 
did. Two thousand half-famished children in one district of South Wales, called 
Merthyr, were fed last night. Shoeless, ragged, unwashed boys and girls, from 
two to twelve old, had one bowl of soup each for the first time in weeks! 
The better classes” came forth and su tended the benefaction, and the con- 
trast at the distribution between the richly-attired 


ladies and the half-naked chil- 

dren must have very suggestive. 
The same paper tells a shocking story of the distress in the great iron and steel 
district of Shetlield. A few facts may give you the skeleton of the romance; The 


Sheffield work-house has more inmates, and many of these able-bodied men, than it 
ever held before. In one district, that of Brightside, which is in the immediate 
neighborhood of the | iron and steel works, there are about two thousand cot- 
tage houses empty, and in some few instances almost entire rows of houses are un- 
let. To make matters worse, those em at the Atlas and Cyclops Works, two 
of the largest establishments in the town, have had to submit to a reduction in the 
rate of wages, and the works have not yet af 

works of Messrs. Brora, Bovey & Dixon (limited) 
the Saturday before Christmas, and many of the cu 
‘As a rule, the steel melters and the paddlers have not 
or three days a week for mon hence they have been living almost at starva- 
tion point. Serene available has gone to the pawnbroker long since; and how 
some of the men and their families live is a mystery. Applications for relief of 
rates are unusually numerous, and the applicants are altogether of a different class 
from those who usually make their appearance before the overseers. Many of 
them are young men; a large number are iron-workers and in the steel 
trade. In nence of the depression having been so long continued. and com- 
ing on 80 8 those who are in the immediate hborhood can be 
aware how severe the distress really is. At the adjoining town of Rotherham, soup- 
kitchens have been set on foot, and at Sheffield su ons will probably be raised 
for that or some other way of mitigating the misery which the working classes are 
now suffering. Though ty of the former occupants still remain at Shef- 
field, they endeavor to curtail their ex as much as possible by making one 
house do for two or three families, and live as best they can in the expectation of 
fn times turning up. But a comparative few of the iron · workers are engaged 
at all.“ 


From Scotland the n “Tn uence of the 
appalling distress prevalent in Aberdare and its vicinity, owing to the stagnation 
in the iron and coal industries, au iufluentia — 4 men was a few days 


since presented to the high constable, and a public meeting was called to consider 
8 alleviate some of the misery and want existing among the working classes 

They whose capital is embarked in productive industries, and the 
laborers they have héretofore employed, may suffer all the woes that 
the News and the Times have depicted and which Colonel Forney 
has brought to our attention, but they to whom the Government has 
surrendered its high prerogative of controlling the money of the 
country, and who substitute their credit for money, feel none of these 
woes. Their profits are maintained or increased, as appears from the 
following table, taken from a leading London. paper, in which it is 
shown of the London banks named none has diminished while 


four have materially increased their dividends for 1877 over those of 
the previous year: 


City 
London and Westminster 


Union, of London 
London zoni Stock 


SIR ARCHIBALD ALISON. 

I come now to the consideration of authorities. Sir Archibald Ali- 
son and Thomas Doubleday, esq., (as the North British Review spoke 
of him in a country and at a period when that term “esquire” sig- 
nified something,) have been cited by me more than once on this 
floor ; and if the gentleman’s allusions to them be sustained, I have 
done beef or my cause no credit by alluding either to Alison or 
Doubleday in connection with it. The gentleman says: 

But the gentleman has found something in the example of England which he 
uses to up his opposition to resumption. There is nothing more remarkable 
than the sudden poea of certain writers who till very lately were unknown 
as authorities on ce. About ten years ago, when ed to make a 
study of these questions, I came across a pamphlet which I thought at the time 
the most remarkably a document I had ever read—a pamphlet published under 
the sanction of the name of Sir Archibald Alison, entitled England in 1815 and 
1845; or, a Sufficient and a Contracted Currency.” I took pains to make a careful 
s sof it, and as the new doctrines of money sprang u Slee eae 

Resse Oy ascent EEAO Ey ur Thave heard son ad nauseam 
during the last four or five years. Who is Sir Archibald Alison? What American 
can take pride in quoting as an authority a man whose hatred of republican insti- 
tutions was deeper and stronger than any other English tory; a man in whose 
heart there was never a throb of sympathy with To institutions. No man 
z fills an important place in English history has credit than heon questions 


“Under the sanction of the name!” Did the gentleman mean to 
imply that no such person as Sir Archibald Alison ever lived; or, 
admitting that such a man had won his way-by his literary and his- 
torical labors to a British baronetcy, did he mean to deny that the 
remarkable pamphlet to which he alluded was his production? Why, 
it is but a condensed sequel to his magnificent treatise in eight vol- 
umes entitled Free Trade and Fettered Currency, which had been 
published years before. It would extinguish a great authority against 
the gentleman if he could induce the people to believe Sir Archibald 
Alison was a myth or that after his death somebody had stolen his 
name in order to palm npon them a worthless pamphlet. So he says 
it is“ published under the name of Sir Archibald Alison.” In a few 
minutes I will proceed to answer the gentleman’s question, who was 
Sir Archibald Alison? Meanwhile let me take up some of his reason- 
ing. He exultingly exclaimed: 

Let me give a specimen of the financial wisdom of Sir Archibald Alison, of whom 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] is so enamored. On pages 2 and 
3 of the pamphlet to which I have referred the writer says: 

“The eigh years of war between 1797 and 1815 were, as all the world knows, 
the most glorious and, taken as a whole, the most p rous that Great Britain 
has ever known. Never bas a prosperity 80 universal and unheard of per- 
vaded every department of the empire. 
ue then enumerates the evidences of this prosperity, and prominent among them 


this: 

„Wulle the revenue raised by taxation was but E21, 000, 000 in 1796, it had reached 
272.000, 000 in 1815; and the total expenditures from taxes and loans had reached 
Piers pointe wisest f taxati uadrupled in eight d 

e, w ens o on were rn n een years an 
whoae expenses consumed in war, exceeded their 3 by the sum of $225,000, 000 
ar 
his is the kind of financial authority that gentlemen now parade with so much 
satisfaction in the Congress of the United States. 


Let me reply to the gentleman’s reasoning by reading from the 
Edinburgh Review, which was the o of Sydney Smith, Henry 
(afterward Lord) Brougham, and their literary colaborers. Even the 

tleman will not accuse it of toryism; yet in the number for July, 
2810 it said: \ 

The com ve ed by the industrious classes in this coun 

during ö the enormous taxation to which they wart 


then subjected, forms a striking contrast with the unexampled distress in which 
they — me inyolved since the peace, 


Nor is the North British Review a tory organ. Yet in the conrse of 
an impartial review of Doubleday’s Financial and Monetary History 
the writer, having referred to Bonaparte’s project of the conquest of 
the British Islands, says: 

Our national existence was at stake. Was this tho moment, then, to stand ar- 

about the terms on which the Hebrew would lend us his obati or to 
ng, according to the rules of double fellowship, whether the public dobt 
to be incurred should be discharged by installments within ten, twenty, or thirt 
ears, or remain at a perpetuity of interest? * * But for their success bot 
fh borrowing and funding Mr. Doubleday himself might have been a commis ina 
French eee ; his for whose benefit he writes, so far from enjoying leisure 
to profit by his labors, might, nd Bri of the conscription, be at this moment en- 
gaged in diffusing French opinions of civilization at the point of the bayonet in 
Algeria under Pugeand; the Bishop of London still a discontented tutor of college; 
good Dr. Hooly might have gone to join Pope Pius at Fontainebleau, and Sir Robert 
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Teel ended his days asa préfet of a transmarchal department. Our subsequent 
engaging in the l’eniusula campaigns may be justified as a measure of necessary 
88 Had we permitted the French Emperor to make himself master one 

yy ono of all the countries in Europe, their resources would in due time and in con- 
junction with his own have boen turned against us for our inevitable destruction. 


But another authority, whose weight even the gentleman will not 
question, Arthur Young, supports the views of Alison which the gen- 
tleman regards as so absurd. In the course of his Inquiry into the 
Rise of Pricesin Europe during the last Twenty-five Years, which was 
printed in 1815, he says: 

Of all the experiments that were ever made upon os and private credit, me- 
tallic currency and paper circulation as well as the immediate object of 5 
none have so remarkable or attended with such decisive consequences as the 
suspension of specie payments by the Bank of England in 1797. None could at the 
moment excite a greater alarm; none was ever more d ted ; none ever occa- 
sioned such gs wer prophecies of national bankruptcy and ruin. But eighteen 
years (with a short interval) of a war, the most extensive and most expensive that 
ever was waged, immediately followed this astonishing transaction. and in defiance 
of every prediction the nation inc: throughout that period in a nearly uniform 
progress of real wealth, power, and prosperity. And the politician who examines 
the pro; and event of all the former wars carried on by this kingdom, and 
which were uniformly terminated by a failure of resources, not to say by national 

verty, will most readily agree that this t experiment can alone be resorted 
Ki account for the amazing contrast. The event was so new and in such direct 
contrast to all former theories that it demanded many Pen before the public 
mind could be sufficiently enlightened upon it; and, unfortunately, we have too 
much reason for believing that to this day it is not yet fully enlightened, or it 
would be impossible for such a recommendation as that of the bullion committee 
to have been carried to the House, and equally impossible to hear the demands 
lately made for resuming cash payments, ese, however, should not supna us 
so greatly as the by Carico tim: on of government in a sort of promise this 
fatal step may ere long be Ne Ry 4 e shall then exchange a currency in every 

t superior to any me! one for that of gold at an expense of above forty 
millions sterling. 

But Alison is sustained by our own experience, for in 1866, when 
under the influence of our legal-tender paper, when it was at its maxi- 
mum and every man could sell his labor at living prices, the people 
paid of internal taxes and custom duties $490,000,000. They paid less 
than $250,000,000 in 1877, and with a contracted currency it was a 
greater burden upon them than the $490,000,000 were in 1866. 

As to the gentleman’s question “Who is Sir Archibald Alison?” I 
leave our own Allibone’s Dictionary to answer and shall send its sum- 
mary of his life and labors to the reporters with my notes. It is as 
follows: 

Sir Archibald Alison, Bart., D. C. L., was born December 29, 1792. He was edu- 
cated in Edinburgh. He studied law and was adinitted to the bar in 1814, and that 
and the following year he traveled on the continent and published his Travels in 
France. He was made sheriff of Lanarkshire in 1828; or of Glasgow Ur tver- 
sity, 1851; created baronet, 1852. He established a high reputation by his Princi- 
ples of Criminal Law, published in 1832, and the Practice of the Criminal Law, 
which have become the standard authorities with the Scottish bar. His History 
of Europe from the Commencement of the French Revolution to the Restoration of 
the Bourbons, published in ten volumes, Svo, 1x39-'42, established his reputation in 
Europe and America. The eighth Edinburgh edition was published 1849-'51, four- 
teen volumes, vo. It has been reprinted in Paris, Brussels, America, &c., and 
translated into French, German, Hindostanee, and Arabic. 

Mr, Alison is a high tory in politics, evidences of which fact will be found in 
his essays, political, historical, &c., originally published in Blackwood’s Maga- 
zine, and in three volumes, 8vo., 1850. In 1840 he published the Principles of Pop- 
ulation, two volumes, 8vo., in which he combats the theory of Malthus. Mr. Alison 
takes a larger—perhaps a loftier—view of the subject of population than all others, 
His work possesses a vast fund of matter and observation; and those 
who peruse the volumes will have their minds expanded by various and jm 
speculation, and instructed by the new light in which existing information is p 


—The London tor. 

In 1847 he pu ed a treatise on Free Trade and Fettered Currency, eight vol- 
umes; and in the same year the Life of the Dukeof Marlborough. In 1882-57 he 

blished volumes 1 to 6 of the History of Europe from 150-52. Of Sir Archi- 

d'a first historical work (1789-1855) we have many criticisms before us, but can 
afford room for brief extracts of two or three only. 

It is upon the whole a valuable addition to European literature, evidently com- 
piled with the utmost care, and its narration so far as we can judge is not per- 
verted by the slightest partiality. Its defects, or what we deem such, are matters 
peer of taste and partly of political opinion. Its merits are minuteness and 

mesty, — which may well excuse a faulty style, gross 1 7 prejudices, 
and a fondness for exaggerated, frothy declamation. * * Whenever we have 
been led to compare the conflicting accounts of any important event in Mr. Alison's 
history, we have almost invariably found that his narratives steer judiciously be- 
tween them and combine the most probable and consistent particulars contained 
in each. Mr. Alison's general style is not attractive. It is not, however, at least 
in the narrative part of it, either feeble or displeasing. Its er defect is the 
pon brons and 8 ee 1 its sentences, wh CS rut lata canses 
t appear slovenly and obscure and sometimes renders precise meaning 
donbtful.— Edi Review, 76, . 

No work could have made such progress in national opinion without substantial 
qnalities. Its vigor of research and its manliness of principle, its acenrate 
knowledge and its animation of 3 have been the grounds of its remarkable 


public favor, as they are the guarantees for its permanent popularity.—Black- 
wood's Magazine. 

An accomplished civilian of our own bas lately closed with an account of this 
final struggle (battle of Waterloo) a voluminous history, which has enjoyed in its 


progress a very high share of 3 “i Senkt as we do with many of Mr. 


Alison's political opinions an appe of bis moral reflections, we 
hare rag = tion to question the general merits of his work.—London Quarterly 
Review, * 


The History of Europe during the French Revolution is by far the most re- 
markable work of the century.—Foreign Quarterly Review. 

Those who desire to pursue the subject still farther are referred to London 
Quarterly Review, volumes 70, 72, 73, 76; Edinburgh Review, 76; Blackwood's 
Magazine, 42, 46, 48, 1, 52; Westminster Review, 41, (by W. R. Gregg) North 
American Review, 56, (by F. Bowen ;) Dublin University Magazine, &, 10, 11, 20; 
American Whig Review, I. 341, (in which will be found strictures on his toryism,) 
and other articles in various periodicals. 

Sir Archibald Alison's Life of John, Duke of Marlborough, with some Account 
of his Contemporaries of the War of the Succession, must be read as preface to 
his histories. Of the second edition, the author remarks: 

In this edition, which will be considerably more than double the size of the first, 
the author has endeavored to convert the military sketch which was alone at- 


tempted in the first edition into a more complete history, on the same plan in 
respect to detail and reference to authority as his History of . yi ins 
n & 


havo been spared in consulting tho best authorities on the subject, reat 
Britain and on the continent. 
AXOTHER MAN, A MR, DOUBLEDAY— 
Says the gentleman— 


is also drafted into the service. I do not find that any penny-a-liner in England, 
much less any great journalist, has ever deigned to answer, in an English paper, 
the twaddle of that writer. He is, however. just now very ular with certain 
gentlemen in the United States, and he has been flung at us ¢ petog tho last six or 
seven years, until it has seemed as F were flying ugh the air, 
with “ Doubleday” inscribed on their blades. 

Having so easily dis of the labors and fame of the great phi- 
losopher, historian, and essayist, Sir Archibald Alison, the geutleman’s 
exuberant fancy ran riot when he came to Mr. Doubleday. Twaddle! 
Penny-a-liner! Poor Thomas Doubleday, could he have foreseen the 
fact that so eminent a statesman, so distinguished a scholar, so studi- 
ous, just, and discriminating a critic would when speaking to the first 
nation of the world thus denounce him and his twaddle, he would, I 
am quite sure, never have ventured into print. 

Now I submit to gentlemen whether, in view of the extract I have 
already read from an elaborate review of Mr. Doubleday’s Financial 
History, this does not sound more like the incoherencies of an irate 
and illogical fishwoman than the argument of a statesman in the 
councils of the first nation of the world when discussing a question 
which touches the resources of every nation and the social condition 
of every human being in the world. “Ido not find,” says the gentle- 
man. That implies that he had songht. You may say, “I found 
casually.” But when in a discussion of this kind you say, “I do not 
find,” you give the world to understand that you have sought with 
reasonable industry. And I deny that the gentleman had taken any 
means whatever to learn whether Mr. Doubleday was a forcible or 
reputable writer, or whether his writings had been noticed by any- 
body, He did not examine his writings. He knew in advance that 
they were twaddle, and why should he waste his valuable time upon 
twaddle? He did not seek to learn whether they had been noticed. 
Why should he thus waste histime? Had he not found instinctively 
that they were beneath notice? And was he not therefore right in 
concluding that they had not been noticed? Isay without the fear 
of contradiction that he had not sought information—had he gone to 
yonder library and taken the commonest 8 they would have 
saved him from the derision that will follow this supereilious depre- 
ciation of the writings of one of the most humane, thonghtful, and 
polished of English writers of his generation, the man whose work 
on population was the first to open the eyes of England to the enor- 
mities taught by Malthus and his school which were made the basis of 
the then Labora litical economy. So profound a sensation did 
his book on that su Foot produce among scholars that Dr. (afterward 
Archbishop) Whateley, in the introductory lecture to his next course 
on political economy at Oxford, criticised the methods of its author. 
This elicited from that wretched creature, who though he aspired to 
fame never reached the dignity of a POT Herbert Spencer, 
this little volume—A New Theory of Population—{holding it up] in 
defense of Mr. Doubleday’s me though denying the complete- 
ness of his theory, in which, as you can find, the author fairly proved 
the want of logic to be with the future archbishop. 

Had the gentleman but gone to Allibone’s Dictionary of American 
and English authors, which is one of our home guides, he would have 
found that the London Atlas, a high literary authority in those days, 
pronounced the book I am considering—and I shall confine myself to 
the one the respectability of which is 2 in issue, the Finan- 
cial and Monetary History“ A very able, painstaking, and useful 
exposition of the origin, progress, and evil consequences resultin 
from our funding system.” Had he turned to Sampson Low’s English 
Catalogue of Books, pen anon from January, 1835, to January, 1863, 
he would have learned that the Black woods had published Mr. Double- 
day’s treatise on Mundane Moral Government in 1852; that Smith 
Elder of London had published his justly celebrated work, entitled 
The Law of Population as to the Food of the People, in 1852; that tho 
same firm in 1857 had produced the Eve of Saint Mark, a romance of 
Venice; and that in 1858 E. Wilson had published a second edition 
of his Financial and Monetary History of England; or had he taken 
the A best ees to turn to Poole’s Index of Periodical Literature, he 
would have learned that his Theory of Population had been reviewed 
from pages 100 to 117 inclusive in the forty-seventh volume of the 
Westminster Review. 

The forty-seventh volume of the Atheneum, which lies before me, 
contains an elaborate notice of that same history as a work by 
Thomas Doubleday, esq.; not another man—a Mr. Doubleday; and 
pronounces it “an ex parte though able statement of the funding 
system considered as a great mistake, or rather a great wickedness, 
both in principle and operation.” The Atheneum sums up its opin- 
ion by saying, The treatise is not without merit and it shows both 
research and sound thinking.” 

The review of Mr. Doubleday’s Financial and Monetary History in 
the seventh volume of the North British Review, to which I have 
already referred, and which in itself is a sufficient answer to the gen- 
tleman’s contemptuous references to him, dissented from his financial 
conclusions, On this question the writer was in harmony with the 
gentleman from Ohio; but while asserting “that Mr. Doubleday’s 
claim to be considered a historian is yet to be established,” com- 
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mends the clearness of his language, the originality of some of his 
views, and the industry with which he had illustrated the period 
embraced in his short account. He also says that— 


The greater of the £400,000,000 with which the wars of the French revolution 
may be debited was borrowed in depreciated currency ; while receiving £60 or £70 
in paper we bound ourselves to pay £100 without sti miating that the lender should 
be reimbursed either in the same worthless mat or upon any mi agen system 
of equivalents. The return to cash payments consequent upon Mr. Peel's act of 
1r19 gave to the then holder of public securities undue advantage at the expense 
of nearly every other class in the country. 


And further that— 


He (Mr. Doubleday) cannot forgive Sir Robert Peel for the share he had in the act of 
1819. The hardship and injustice which it inflicted fell, as he states, in the first in- 
stance and with the greatest severity, upon mort incumbrancers, but all other 

of our tax-paying countrymen were in effect mulcted by the undesigned or 
unforeseen operation of this act of £3,000,000 to £4,000,000 annually. By it they 
were di to pay in gold the interest on all that part of the debt borrowed in the 
war-time ina de ted currency, and which int nominally above £12,000,000, 
-was really worth annually eight or nine million until the act of 1819 added to all 


obligations of this sort a of 20 to 25 per cent. by converting a paper promise 
into u golden liability. ; 
OPINIONS OF WRITERS OF DISTINGUISHED REPUTATION. 
The gentleman said : 


Waiving, however, all that may be said in to the merits of these two 
writers, I say in reply that the overwhelming and fixed opinion of England is that 
the cash-resumption act of 1819 was a blessing, and not a curse, and that the evils 
which England suffered from 1821 to 1826 did not arise from the resumption of cash 


wi freon taal te, prea 233 great writer of acknowledged character in England 
I have not had time to study the t writers of England as I 
would have been glad to do. My life has been one of struggle and 


battle and has not permitted me such indulgences. But my friend, Mr. 
J. W. Schuckers, a gentleman whom the gentleman from Ohio knows 
very well, has addressed an open letter to me in the nature of a review 


of some of the gentleman’s speech, and which has recently been 
published in pamphlet form by Henry Carey, Baird & Co., of Phila- 
delp’ ia. - 


Mr. Schuckers reviews this part of the gentleman’s speech, and says: 

General GARFIELD says again, that he a to every writer of distinguished rép- 
utation in England to sustain him that the distresses were not occasioned by s 
act. General GARFIELD assuredly will not deny the harman bromeps N 41 of 
Robert Mushet, and Mr. Mushet distinctly the s ngs of the period to 
the resumption bill. Lord Liverpool himself said in 1825 that the task of restorin 
the specie standard had been a“ herculean one," by =e he meant, if he mean 


the former extending through a period o 
. words, more 


Overstone, who said that the work of restoring a depreciated paper currency is 
extensive pri- 


and Amer- 
Un M. Bapt Say closes 
gland ay declaring that the 
tbo state, and the 


A PIGMY SQUELCHED, 


Having thus disposed of the pianta Alison, Doubleday, and all other 
distinguished writers, the gentleman paused a moment to squelch a 
pigmy. He condescended to bestow a few minutes’ attention upon 
my humble self. He did me the honor to say: 
nitting this point I leave at once to put myself in the category 
elde pa on e brag — the late Secretary of the Trae 
ury, Hugh McCulloch. Ile read three lines from a pepe os Mr. McCulloch in the 
North American Review and said it was nu example of astonishing ignorance or 
AMAA AENEA DOEA GS DAN wh ng ays AEAT heer OAA fe 
en e un 

an enlargement of paper 8 * * 

Now I do not know why the gentleman selected three as the num- 
ber of lines of which he preferred to speak. What I quoted from Mr. 
McCulloch stands before me on the page from which I read it in the 
two opening paragraphs of this article and is embodied in fourteen 
lines. The difference between three and fourteen in such a matter is 
not material to mo, but I would like to know what induced the gen- 
tleman to prefer the number 3 to the true number, which was 14. 

I however regretted to hear the gentleman talk about arraying 
himself with Mr. McCulloch in the category in which I had placed 
lim, for strangers to him, those who do not know his wide range of 
information, who do not appreciate his character, may feel that he 
vauntingly gloried in his shame; for it so happens that in this imme- 
diate connection he was guilty of a misrepresentation the discovery 
cf which compelled me to make the effort I am making to-day at the 
cost of a ble return to my sick-bed. 

Hugh McCulloch had said that every financial crisis was preceded by 


a plethora of paper money, and gentlemen around me will bear wit- 


ness that I had denied that proposition and on that denial based my 
charge of ignorance or mendacity. I asserted that we had not had 
paper money paor to the issue of greenbacks, and that the plethora 
was always of currency promising to pay money. 

I held Mr. McCulloch up as ignorant and mendacious because hav- 
ing been Comptroller of the Currency, Secretary of the Treasury, and 
president of a bank, he by attempting through the weight of his great 
reputation as an experienced financier to confound the people with 
the idea that currency, the evidences of debt, that which must be 
liquidated with money, is money. And all that I said on the subject 
was to show his willful misrepresentation, With the permission of 
the committee I will—as it goes to the marrow of the question—quote 
that portion of my remarks: 


Let me, Mr. Speaker, invite the attention of foe per pee oe ee 5 
of such a teacher, they ha vo 


American Review for November and December, the leading paper of which is by 
Hugh McCulloch, and the first graph reads tuns: 
“All the financial troubles which have occurred in the United States have 


shadow of the coming 
8 way back to 1821, when the title to some of the best properties in Phila- 
ie. 


delp! on no other consideration than the ground rent, which was the 
price o lly agreed to be paid for the ofa igh ground. Is this man of such 
en ros cache gp incapable of perceiving the broadest distinctions, or does he 
mendaciously seek to beguile his countrymen into indifference to tho contrast 


which inherts between money—that which pays all debts, which is a legal-tender— 


of private or corporate 
—— a bank, been 


Adds he— 
tho crisis has always been reached when its volume was the largest.“ 

“ny let me make a truthful paragraph of this one, To be truthful it should 
read thus: 

“All the grest financial troubles which have occurred in the United States have 
been the result of a plethora of bank. votes, or promises to pay money; and the 
crisis has always been reached when the volume of such promises was largest and 
the money held by those who issued them with which to redeem them was least.” 

Let me now p to examine Mr. McUulloch’s second paragraph. It reads 


-tender acts the 1 against contiuued over- 
issues existed in the power of the States over banking institutions and in 
the force of public sentiment.” 


¢ 

Did the Ex-Secretary of the Treasury believe that the States had the constitn- 
tional right or had ever exercised the power “to coin money and regulate the value 
thereof, or to make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of 
debts ;" and that they had delegated these high prerogativ:s to banks of theirown 
creation? Or did he know that such unwarranted assertions were calculated to 
befog tho judgment of his confiding followers on this vital question 

“In moat if not all of the States — : 

He continues— 
banks forfeited their charters by suspension, and their was tolerated 
for such a period ouly as was necessary to enable them to resume without too 
severe pressure upon their debtors and too A sran disturbance of their business,” 

What was the suspension of which Mr. McCulloch speaks? It was the suspen- 
sion of SoH ent of money on demand in accordance with the promise ex- 
pressed on their notes. When they had inflated not the money but the currency, 
until the community thus tempted into tion was at their mercy, and they 
did in combination what, had any one of them done alone, would have been an act 
of bankruptey—su ded the payment of money on their promises, 

Mr. McCulloch tells us that after due time tho banks would resume. The truth 
is that, after their notes had been issned without the restraint imposed by the fear 
of being called w to redeem them and after this suflicient volumo of irredeema- 
ble currency quickeneg production and enabled the peo} le to earn money 
enough for the pa and bring it into the country, they would resume. What 
did they resume? Why, they resumed the payment of money for their notes, prom- 
ising such J yepe at all timos on deman 
spe — to cap the clinjax of his absurdities, our logical and experienced finan- 

ier adds: z 

“Tho suspension of the banks put a check at once upon credit and an end to 
overtrading and speculation.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is impossible that he who br been prenasa of a leading bank 
can have believed this assertion; because, and I a to the experience of every 
business man on this floor as to the correctness of my allegation, when tho banks 
saw difficultics threatening to overwhelm them. they set about contracting their 
loans, called in payments from their debtors, refused discounts, and crippled busi- 
neess generally in the vain hope of saving themselves from the fate had invited 
by the undue e ion of their circulation. Suspension relieved them from lia- 
bility to be called upon to pay their notes and they issued irredeemable paper ad 
libitum ; and, as I bave already intimated, that paper, tho irredeemable promises 
of private corporations though it was, was accepted as a medium of exchange, and 
gave life to enterprise, quickened industries, and enabled the people to earn the 
money by which tho s could ultimately resume the payment of money. Now, 
sir, I take leave of this branch of the subject with the remark that for ignorance 
and mendacity there are I apprehend in the English language no two successive 
paragraphs of like brevity from tho pen of any man of national reputation which 
equal these from the pen of a late Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 


HAS THE GENTLEMAN READ TOOKE'S HISTORY OF PRICES? 


The gentleman proceeds to say : 


Still, gentlemen tell us that the great distress in England was caused by the 
resumption act. I commend those gentlemen to such great writers as Tooke, who 


thus: 
p to the passage of the] 


in his Iisi of Prices has gone over this ground most thoroughly and ably. He 
zess ikwas tho corn law which produced the great evils from which England suf- 
i years. 


Candor again requires me to admit that I have not been able to read 
consecntively the voluminous works of Mr. Tooke. But I am able to 
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say that their anthor did not charge the evils referred to upon the 
corn laws. On this point I prefer to use the language of Mr. Schuckers, 
and therefore quote from his letter just referred to. And should gen- 
tlemen desire to investigate the question they can do it with little 
labor, as Mr. Schuckers refers to volume and page. On pages 19 and 
20 of the pamphlet edition of the letter he says: 


General GARFIELD quotes Mr. Tooke as saying that “it was the corn laws that 
produced the greet ovale from which En; suffered in those years —that is, in 
1819-'22—and then goes on to describe what he alleges to have the operation 
of the corn lawsin L produnt the distress; and leaves us to infer that he is deliv- 
ering a transcript.of Mr. Tooke's doctrines on the subject, 

Now, I should like General GARFIELD to poiut out it isthat Mr. Tooke says 
the corn laws uced the evils and distresses of 1819-'22. The theory of the 
History of ces forbids that he should make any such claim, or even such an 
admission; and accordingly he does not. General GARFIELD advises us to read Mr. 
Tooke's account; but the question arises whether he has read it himself. 

The enemies of Peel's act said that there had been a cee expansion of pa 
notes during the s: of specie payments, which had led to an ex ve 
rise in prices and values, to wbich the business and credits of the country had 
adjusted themselves; and that Peel's act had compelled an excessive contraction 
of those notes, aud that this contraction had caused the distress. Mr. Tooke's 
llistory of Prices is an outgrowth of the controversy upon this question, and 


is an oer nae’ i ewe Peel's bill had nothing to do with the calam- 
ities charged against it. Mr. Tooke endeavors to show that it was not to an expan- 
sion of notes that the high prices of the suspension period were to be attrib- 


uted, nor to a contraction of those notes that thefall in 1819-22 wasdue. He could 
not bave evolved out of any possible operation of the corn laws materials for so 
extensive au enterprise as this, and did not undertake it. He set up a theory that 
between 1793 and 1818 there was a frequent recurrence of unfayorable season 
some of them even of a desolating character, extending over the greater part o 
Europe, and that the high prices which peva in that interval grew out of more 
or less extensively deficient crops, and consequent scarcitics of supplies. And 
then, in order to account for the low prices eu nent to the passage of Peel's 
Lill, he set up a connter- theory, to wit, that from 1818 forward there occurred a 
succession of favorable seasons and abundant crops, anda necessary fall in prices, 
and the consequent distress of 1519-22! It is primarily to these two condi! of 
scarcity and abundance that Mr. Tooke ascribes the high prices of the first period 
and the low prices of the second. He assigns some su causes as operat- 
ingin com n with these principal ones, but neither as principal nor subor- 
dinate—you will find a summary of both on 246 and 248 of the second volume 
of the History of Prices—docs he name the corn laws, or even hint at them! 
and in effect (vol I., p. 85) disclaims them as having had any influence upon the 
high prices of the suspension period, by saying that they were inoperative, or 
nearly so, from 1793 to 1815. 

Why, in these circumstances, General GARFIELD ap to the authority of Mr 
‘Tooko as he did, is inexplicable. The exigencies of the paiyot honest money 
and the “public honor make necessary to them a wide 
it is inconceivable that Gencral GARFIELD intends to im ssions of 
the resumption question the methods of the Secretary of the 33 Did he do 
it 8 ? But what would be thought of that member of the British Parlia- 
ment who, in either house, should make so positive a statement, so wholly without 
foundation, and should plead ignorance in extenuation or acqnittal? Believe me, 
I write these things about General GARFIELD with extreme regret; but the country 
has a right to know the nature and extent of the learuing he professes. 

WAR PRICES. 

The gentleman said : 

More than a million men were taken out of the ranks of the producers and added 
to the ranks of consumers, and prices went se ; but does anybady dream that these 
pore could be kept up forever, after the soldiers were mustered out and the war 

ad closed ard business had begun to resume its normal level of peace? Oh, no, 
gentlemen, it was inevitable that the country must come down from the level of 
war prices, and the attempt to prevent it is to fight against fate, 


Here the gentleman’s logio is as much at fault as his facts are else- 
where. No sane man will deny that prices must have fallen from war 
rates; it was inevitable; natural causes would have bronght it about, 
as nature does cverything, gradually. The question is, was it neces- 
sary to precipitate it, to aggravate it by artificial and arbitrary meas- 
ures, such as the reduction of the volume of nbacks, the retire- 
ment of fractional currency, and the demonetization of silver? 

Suppose a traveler had to leave early in the morning by train or 
boat, and should be lodged in the fifth story of one of onr great hotels. 
Awaking in the morning, he would know that he could not get to the 
boat or train without getting down to the street; but would it not be 

rudent in him to descend by the stair-way or elevator by which he 

ad ascended? Or must he he could get down 
quicker, dash himself out of the fifth-story window? And yet that 
is the logic of the gentleman. 

Contraction and lower prices would have come. Part of the money 
which had circulated only in the North would have found its way into 
the Sonth and stimulated the industries of the poor whites and of the 
freedmen. Your soldiers of both armies would have gone into pro- 
ductive industry, and would have needed money for wages, and would 
have expended their earnings in purchasing necessaries or comforts, 
and thus stimulated each other's industries. And that would have 
made an increase of prosperity and reduced the range of prices. 

Time was wearing out your greenbacks; fire was consuming them. 
These and many other causes were contracting the currency. Tle 
increased army of laborers would have required more frequent and 
larger payments which would have tended to bring prices gradually 
and healthfally from war to peace rates. 

That has been my argument from 1866, when Hugh McCulloch first 
announced the policy of resumption by contraction. 

Instead of issuing gold-bearing bonds to get the means of retiring 
our nbacks and issuing silver, we should have applied each year’s 
surplus to the extinguishment of the legal-tender paper which bore 
interest: the7.30 notes, the compound-interest notes, and all the forms 
of legal tender which bore interest. Thus we would have reduced 
our interest; thus we would have gradually and healthfully brought 
the volume of our paper money to a normal amount; and thus I firmly 


believe we would ere this have resumed specie payments without 
retiring the greenbacks which will I hope never be done. 

The gentleman says again: 

Our country needs not only a national but an international currency. Let mo 
state a fact of vast importance in this discussion. The foreign trade of this coun- 

its exports and imports—amounts to 81.500, 000, 000 in value; aud every dollar 
of export wo cond abroad is measared by VF 
we must pay for in coin. We must these coin prisealstacar ATOT. 

The gentleman’s imagination did not fail him here. Our total ex- 
ports and imports have never amonnted to $1,500,000,000 or $1,400,- 
000,000 or $1,300,000,000 a year. The highest year was 1873, which 
exceeded any other before or since. In that year the total amounted 
to but $1,242,556,132. The last fiscal year, that of 1876-77, they 
amounted to but 51,084, 128,000. 

MONEY Is NATIONAL, NOT INTERNATIONAL. 

“But,” says the gentleman, “our money must be international.” I 
would like him to tell me where, outside of a bullionist paper, he 
ever heard or read of international money. The money of tho 
United States is dollars and cents, the money of England is pounds, 
shillings, and pence; the money of France is francs, aud the money 
of Germany is marks, And when our newly coined gold eagles go to 
England, France, or Germany, they go as bullion and are measured 
by weight and fineness; they are not counted as coin. 

Our coin is nine-tenths fine; that of England is eleven-twelfths 
fine. You cannot interchange them without ee alloying the 
American coin to be made from English sovereigns or the English sov- 
ereigns to be made from American coin. What boy who has been in 
a merchant’s counting-room a year would not sneer, as the gentleman 
did at Alison and Doubleday, at the idea that we pay for every dollar 
of our imports in coin and get pay in the same way for every dollar 
of our exports. Why, sir, L was but a child, and quite a young one, 
when I learned that we paid for our imports by our exports, and that 
there was only the balance to be settled, which was usually done by 
bills of exchange drawn — on countries that happened to be 
debtors to us. Our balances have for the last fifteen years been 
chiefly paid with interest-bearing bonds. The whole theory is fanci- 
ful; and the facts are creations of imagination. Therefore that part 
of the speech will not go for much among the mercantile classes. 

Again he suid: 

The conditions are now all in our favor. Tho Secretary of the Treasury tells us 
in his report, laid upon our table this morning, that he has $66,000,000 of golil cvin, 
un for any other purpose, waiting as a reserve for the day of resumption. 
He is adding to that tock a the rate of $5 000,000 a month. Our surplus revenuo 
of $35,000,000 a year, all will be added to this reserve. Foreign exchange is now in 
our favor. We are selling ta other nations almost $200,000,00) a year more than wo 
are buying. All these elementsare with us. Our harvests are more bountitul than 
ever before. The nation is on the returning wave of prosperity. Everywhere bus- 
. is no danger except from the Congress of the United 

The Treasury is not accumulating $5,000,000 in gold monthly, and 
it does not hold $31,000,000 iu gold, waiting as a reserve for the day 
of resumption, as it would have done on the first of this month had 
the 8 statement been accurate. Its condition, as disclosed 
by the Secretary in his debt statgment issued on the Ist of this 
month, was, as is shown by Mr. John M. Carson, the careful and pains- 
taking correspondent of the New York Times, as follows: 

The coin after ded: coin certi in held to redeem call 
bonds, and 8 due and satis 70, 847, Got wien $5,627,702 is in Perr 
iary silver coins, leaving the actual gol balance now in the Treasury, against 
which there are no current coin obligations, $65,219,733, 

The amount of unpledged gold now in the Treasury is thus shown 
to be less than the gentleman told us was there three months ago. 

Nor are we “selling to other nations almost $200,000,000 a year 
more than we are buying.” Our exports of merchandise in 1876 ex- 
ceeded our imports by $103,319,464, and in 1877 the excess fell to 
$140,043,346; and during the first seven months of the present fiscal 
year our exports have increased but $19,000,000, and our imports 
$55,000,000. Therefore the balance this year instead of being $200,- 
000,000 will probably be less than $100,000,000. 

The elements referred to as with us are against us. No returning 
wave of prosperity carries thenation forward. We are being whelmed 
in the slough of despond. Instead of business reviving everywhere, 
prices continue to shrink and wages to fall. Employment for labor, 
skilled or unskilled, becomes more difficult to be obtained; and tho 
nation is appalled by a profounder gloom than has overshadowed it 
since the gentleman’s other “prosperous” year 1860. This sad con- 
dition must continue, and will from month to month intensify until 
that menace to confidence, the resumption act, shall be repealed. It 
cannot be otherwise. The silver bill was an act of justice, not of 
relief, the good influences of which cannot be felt appreciably until 
restored confidence will justify an lanna of tho circulation of 
money and credit. Bonds have not fallon nor gold risen since the 
passage of the silver bill over the President’s impotent veto. Its 
enemics have been confounded by experience; and so, too, will its 
friends be if the resumption act be permitted longer to disyrace our 
statute-book. ; 

In drawing to a close, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, permit me to 
say that I have had no purpose to impugn the veracity of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. I know his character; I kuow his sensibility to 
the good opinions of others; I know the characteristics which have 
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so long commended him to the intelligent constituency that has kept 
him here through these many years. His misstatements, which have 
been many and grave, have not been deliberate. We are what we 
are made. In the tree and vine it may be true that 
As the twig is bent the tree 's inclined. 
But it is not so with men: 
The child is father to the man. 

In the earlier days of my congressional life (and they now seem to 
me a long way off) there was prominent in the councils of this nation 
one who never doubted his own opinion after it had been formed; 
and the witty Senator from Nevada, now unhappily in bis grave— 
the late James Nye—who was the delight of all circles, said that that 

ntleman had never entertained but one doubt, which was whether 

e had created the Almighty or been himself created. Now, I do not 
ascribe so impious a doubt to the acer ers ; but any one who knows 
his character and will thoughtfully read the s on which I have 
commented will see that, as I have suspected for y he lives in 
the comforting assurance that “ foreknowledge absolute is his ;” that 
in the embryo he was endowed with omniscience and infallibility, 
and released from the duty laid on other mortals of collecting, col- 
lating, and comparing facts in order to arrive at just conclusions. 
Knowing as he does that his opinions are true and that truth is a 
unit, he has but to RATERS himself as to his opinion about any 
point of current incident or historic story to know how it must be or 
must have been; and in this way he has been led into the manifold 
misstatements I bave indicated. 

Mr. FOSTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. DURHAM. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FosTER] will 
yield, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will yield for that purpose; but would first ask 
whether it is proposed to make some arrangement about giving my 
coll e [Mr. GARFIELD] an opportunity to reply to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let that be done after the committee rises. 

Mr. DURHAM. When the committee rises we will make some ar- 
rangement about that. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. POTTER reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 2686) making appropriations for fortifications and for other works 
of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had directed him to report 
the same to the House with a recommendation that it be passed, and 
that the Committee of the Whole had also had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to em- 
ploy temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same ; 
also, making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, an 
for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other 
pu , and had come to no resolution thereon. 

r. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GaR¥IELD] I un- 
derstand desires to reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Ar. 
KELLEY.] I ask unanimous consent that when we again go into 
Committee of the Whole the gentleman be allowed an hour for reply. 
I understand that will be satisfactory to him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio shall have one hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that when the Honse shall again resolves 
itself into Committee of the Whole all general debate upon the pend- 
ing bill be limited to an hour and a half, including the hour now 
given to the gentleman from Ohio. That leaves half an hour to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr Fosrzn, ] which is all he asks for. 

The motion of Mr. DURHAM was a, 


SILVER STANDARD BARS. 


Mr. FORT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3713) 
to authorize the preparation of fine or standard silver bars of the value 
of $100 and of $1,000, the deposit of the same in the United States 
Treasury, and the issue of certificates thereon; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF PART OF SQUARE 377. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of the Surgeon- 
General on House resolution No. 97, authorizing the Secretary of War 
to purchase sublot 27 and part of sublot 28, square 377; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


USE OF DES MOINES RAPIDS CANAL, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the Honse 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting rules for the govern- 
ment of vessels using the Des Moines Rapids Canal. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the communication will 
be referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think it should go to the Committee on Com- 
merce. If my understanding of it be correct, it must be in answer 
to a question as to a bill pending before that committee. 


The SPEAKER, The letter from the Secretary of War states that 
it is for the information of the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
The communication was referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 
C. F. DALFREES ET AL. ; 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Seeretary of War, transmitting papers in the claims 
of C. F. Dalfrees and Flora L. Miller and others ; which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

JAMES BRICE. 

On motion of Mr. FRANKLIN, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case 
of James Brice, there being no adverse report thereon. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. ; 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of citizens of Waltham, Massachu- 
setts, against an increase of duty on boiler flues and tubes—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAIR: The petition of Frank Marden and 51 others, for a 
constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petitions of Nathaniel White, Mrs. Armenia 8. White, W. 
E. Stevens, J. E. Sargent, and 249 others, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, that home- 
steads be granted to soldiers—to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking an appro- 
priation to complete the breakwater and entrance to the harbor of 
refuge in ape Bay, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of residents of the western shore of 
Lake Michigan, against transferring the life-saving service tothe Navy 
Department—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an appropriation 
to complete the breakwater and entrance to the harbor of refuge in 
Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsion, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route and tri-weekly mail between White Hall and 
oe oo Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an extension of 
time in which to complete the Northern Pacific Railway—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of R. M. Brooks and 65 other citi- 
zens of Riley, Michigan, and of L. G. Ives and 104 other citizens of 
Mason, Michigan, against the reduction of the duty on wool—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Wolverine Citizen, Flint, 
cern for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same cow- 
mi ` 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of citizens of Summer Hill, New York, 
for the amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: Joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Iowa, opposing the bill limiting transportation of cattle—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: The petition of the publisher of the Iowa 
Staats-Anzeiger, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANFORD: The petition of the publishers of the Enter- 
prise, Barnesville, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Barclay Smith and 50 other citizens of Barnes- 
1 7 Ohio, against changing the tariff on wool—to the same com- 
mniftec. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, favoring the establishment of a post-ronte and tri-weekly 
mail between Reno, Nevada, and Chico, California—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking an appro- 
priation for a dry-dock at Mare Island navy-) ard—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking the use of 
a portion of the Presidio reservation, at San Francisco, as a public 
park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking that public 
2 be reserved for actual settlers—to the Committee on Public 


Also, the petition of the shipping commissioner of San Francisco, 
against the passage of the amendments to the shipping act of 1872, 
as proposed in House bill 2488, introduced by Hon. A. 6. MeCOoOR 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Resolutions of the Memphis (Tennessee) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, in regard to the steamship line from New Orleans 
to Rio Janciro—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of the publisher of the 2 
(Ohio) Gazette and of the Waverly (Ohio) Watchman, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, rel- 
ative to an invention for the improvement of navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, for an appropria- 
tion for a prompt and thorough improvement of the Mississippi 
River—to the same committee. y 

By Mr. EVANS, of Pennsyluania: The petitions of the Morning 
Star, Doylestown, Pennsylvania; of the National Defender, Norris- 
town, Pennsylvania; and of the Doylestown (Pennsylvania) Demo- 
crat, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERRETT : Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
requesting the Representatives and instructing the Senators from sai 
State to vote for and support the bill giving a pension to the veterans 
of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLOVER: The petition of editors and publishers of news- 
papers in the twelfth congressional district of Missouri, for the aboli- 
tion of the tariff duty on the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOODE: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Norfolk and 
Portsmouth, Virginia, asking an appropriation for the purpose of 
renewing and remodeling the light-house at Cape Henry, for the en- 
trance of the Chesapeake Bay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the war claim of Thomas R. 
Johnson, administrator, &c.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY : The petition of H. P. Cherry and 45 others, 
of Lansing, Michigan, for the retention of the present duty on wool— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of F. A. Stow and 101 others, of similar import 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petitions of citizens of Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania, against any change in the tariff laws favoring the re- 
duction of duties on foreign imports to the injury of American prod- 
ucts—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Dauphin County, P. Ivania, 
against the passage of laws favoring reciprocity treaties - to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIMMEL: The petition of Annie Lieutand, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of John Breslin and others, for the 
amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of D. W. Melver, publisher of the 
Tuskegee (Alabama) News; of John G. Fowler, publisher of the Dade- 
ville (Alabama) Headlight and News; and of M. E. Reese, publisher 
of the Central Alabamian, Wetumpka, Alabama, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of Thomas L. Thompson, pub- 
lisher of the Sonoma Democrat, Santa Rosa, California, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Resolutions of the Helena (Montana) Board of 
Trade, favoring a reasonable extension of time in which to complete 
the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 


road. é 
By Mr. MORSE: The petition of the citizens of Massachusetts, for 
aid from the United States Government, that they may take advan- 
tage of we benefit of the homestead act—to the Committee on Pub- 
0 


Lands. 

By Mr. PEDDIE: The petitions of manufacturers of linen collars, 
&c., of Troy, New York, and of merchants of New York City, for a 
reduction of the duty on linen fabrics—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of Peter Cooper and others, against reviving the 
income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POUND: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an 
extension of time to complete the Northern Pacific Railway—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 


By Mr. RYAN: Papers relating to the war claim of D. W. Bout- | fal 


well—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Georgia: The petition of the publisher of the 
Sonthern Enterprise, Thomasville, Georgia, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The petitions of the pnblishers of the Tusca- 
rawas Chronicle, Ubrichsville, Ohio; of the Citizens’ Press, Caldwell, 
Obio ; and of the Ohio Democrat, New Philadelphia, Ohio, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John A. Alward and 50 other citizens of Lick- 
ing County, Ohio, against the reduction of the duty on wool—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petitions of the publishers of the Radii, Cana- 
johurie, New York, and of Arkell & Smith, flour-sack printers of the 
same place, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. STONE, of Iowa: Resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, 
instructing Senators and requesting Representatives from said State 
to vote against the bill limiting the transportation of live stock un- 
less shipped in patent cars—to the Committee on Commerce. * 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Van Buren Democrat, 
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Keosauqua, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Samuel W. Tucker and ethers, of Keokuk, 
Iowa, against the reduction of the tariff—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of Samuel Wooldrid 
and 32 other citizens of Ionia, Michigan, against any reduction of 
tariff on wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petitions of the publishers of the 
Denton (Texas) Monitor, and of the Democrat, Fort Worth, Texas, 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TURNEY: The petition of the publisher of the Waynes- 
burgh (Pennsylvania) Messenger, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee 


By Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Bakersville, North Carolina, to Hollow Poplar, North Car- 
olina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of the publishers of the 
Wayne County (Tennessee) Citizen, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan : The 5 of H. P. Bridge and 
120 other citizens of Detroit, Michigan; of Frank S. Girardin and other 
citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, and of Alee M. Campan and 
other citizens of Detroit, Michigan, for the Tee e law for the 
better preservation of the food fishes of the great to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petitions of the publishers of 
the Daily Albany (Oregon) Register, and of the Standard, Portland, 
Oregon, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of postal clerks, route 
agents, and mail-route messengers, for an increase of compensation— 
to the Committee on the P ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John Mullen and 421 other citi- 
zens of Nashville, Tennessee, for the of the bill to facilitate 
the settlement of the public lands and relieve persons out of employ- 
ment—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 6, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution directing the Secretary of the Navy “to transinit to the Sen- 
ate copies of any letters, documents, or statements in writing relat- 
ing to the conduct of the navigating officer of the United States 
steamer Huron at the time of its loss, other than those contained in 
the record of the court of inquiry in relation to the wreck of that 
steamer, heretofore transmitted to the Senate,” a copy of a communi- 
cation from Surgeon-General James C. Palmer; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. I present a memorial of citizens of New Jersey 
opposing the bill introduced by the Senator from California [Mr. 
SARGENT] entitled “A bill to organize a life-saving and coast-guard 
service.” The petition is very numerously signed, and signed by 
large numbers of the best and most reputable citizens of that portion 
of the State from which it emanates. 

Mr. SARGENT. What portion of the State is that ? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. In part the coast of New Jersey, interior adja- 
cent territory, and not only these parts, but you will hear soon from 
the upper and mountain regions of New Jersey. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no doubt that they understand the subject 


ally. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie on the table, the 
bill having been reported. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the petition of G. V. White, of New 
York, and others, merchants and bankers of New York and New 
Jersey, holders by purchase of certificates of award issued pursuant 
to the treaty of April 25, 1865, between the United States and the 
Republic of Venezuela, praying that their property may not be de- 
stroyed or taken away irom them by any act of Congress which docs 
not provide explicitly for the payment of their certiticates, principal 
and interest, and all the certificates which have been purchased 
since the date of the act of February 25, 1873, and that they may not 
be compelled to resort to the Court of Claims for compensation for 
the appropriation of their property by the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I find upon my desk, with the request that I pre- 
sent the samo, a petition of the Methodist Episcopal church, of Frank- 
lin, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, George W. Hudson, praying 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic. I move that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. SARGENT. I find on my desk, with a similar request, the peti- 
tion of the South Park church, of Newark, New Jersey, signed by 
the pastor and officers, prayin for the appointment of a commission 
of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic. I am not aware of 
the reason why this petition was sent to me to present it instead of 
to er of the Senators from New Jersey. I move that it lie upon the 
table. 

The motion was sapere to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I present a similar petition from citizens of Wil- 
mington, Ohio. I move that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. [also present a petition from divers merchants, 
vommission dealers, and shippers of live stock, of Chicago, Illinois, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill now pen before 
Congress in reference to the transportation of live stock. I do not 
know what committee has that bill in charge, but I think it is the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the case. Several memorials on the sub- 
ject are before that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. THU. resented the memorial of E. Spencer Miller, Will- 
jam M. Evarts, and others, citizens of New York, Philadelphia, and 
Boston, remonstrating against the p e of any law imposing a tax 
on incomes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions, in the nature of a petition, adopted 
at a meeting held by masters, mates, pilots, and engineers of the 
United States at Cleveland, Ohio, praying an amendment of the law 
regulating the fee to be paid for issuing certificates or licenses, so as 
to reduce the fee therefor to $1; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I find upon my desk, with the 
8 that I present it, the petition of the First Presbyterian church, 
of Washington, New Jersey, signed by the pastor and officers, pray- 
ing for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the 
alcoholic liquor traffic. I move that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a resolution of the se- 
lect and common councils of eee b eg in favor of 
an appropriation for the improvement of the navigation of the Dela- 
ware and Schuylkill Rivers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

e also presented a resolution of the select and common councils 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in favor of the improvement of the 
Delaware River ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
Jature of Wisconsin, in favor of an extension of time to complete the 
Northern Pacific Railway; which was referred to the Committee on 


Railroads. 

Mr. FERRY. I find on my table the petition of the Congregational 
church of Quincy, Massachusetts, at by the pastor, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic. I move that it lie upon the table. „ 

e motion was to. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I present a like petition, which I find upon my 
desk, from the First Baptist church of Winchester, Massachusetts, 
signed by the pastor. I move that it lie upon the table. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I present a like petition of the First Congregational 
church of Falmouth, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor. I move 
that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. J 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I find upon my desk this morning 
a petition from the Phillips church, of Watertown, Massachusetts, 
signed by the r, praying that a commission be sorena to in- 
quire into the liquor traffic. Imove that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EATON. I present a similar petition from the Baptist church 
of Danielsonville, Connecticut, signed by the pastor. I move thatit 
lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the memorial of Levi E. Johnson and 
others, residents along the coast of New Jersey and its immediate 
vicinity, and the memorial of H. A. Kennedy, M. D., and others, citi- 
zens of New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 
No. 777) to ize a life-saving and coast-guard service; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Farmers’ Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars, of Five Points, New York, officially signed, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial of James Purcell and others, 
citizens of California, remonstrating against any further legislation 
for the Southern Pacitic Railroad without a fair consideration of their 
all ievances as citizens of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a number of memorials, signed by citi- 
zens of the State of New York, remonstrating against the passage of 
the bill recently introduced by the honorable Senator from California 
[ Mr. SARGENT] proposing a change of the life-saving service from one 
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Department to another. These memorials come from many counties, 
some of them at the east and some of them at the west of the State. 
They are signed by presidents of boards of trade, by vessel-owners, 
by vessel-masters, and by men familiarly taught in the needs of nav- 
igation among the worse than ocean dangers of the inland seas. They 
are none of them, I may say, of the character which I have heard sug- 
gested in the case of other petitioners in this regard. I move that 
these memorials lie upon the table. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of J. Walters, George E. 
BADO and oa 3 of AE citizens of Long Island, New 

ork, praying Congress to provide appropriate legislation touching 
the liquor traffic; which was ordered 5 lle on the table, 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of Hiram Harding and 728 
others, residents of the Massachusetts coast. These memorials have 
in nearly every case the occupation of the signer against his name, 
and they appear to be very largely ship-masters, mariners, fishermen, 
and in some instances mechanics, but they are persons who evidently 
know as much about the life-saving service on that coast and are as 
much interested in its efficiency as any class of persons who can be 
found. I present also a similar memorial, signed by persons of the 
same general class, from John G. Thompson and 267 eitizens 
of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the transfer of the life-saving 
service from the Treasury to the Navy Department. I move that 
these memorials lie upon the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR presented ae mney of the First Parish chureh, of 
Ashley, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the aleoholie bane 
traffic; which was ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of the Congregational church, 
of Winchester, Massachusetts, penoa by the pastor, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholio 
liquor traffic ; which was ordered to lie upon the table. 

r. HARRIS. I present resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the or of Memphis, Tennessee, in the nature of a petition, pray- 
ing that the projected line of steamers between New Orleans and Rio 
Janeiro be liberally subsidized by the Government of the United 
States and compensated for mail service. I present this paper with- 
out committing myself to its recommendation. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of the Congregational church 
of South Danvers, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

` MCCREERY. I present a joint resolution passed by the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Kentucky, favoring the construction of the Texas 
and Pacific Railway. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kentucky, and the resolution will be 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Railroads, as follows: 

Resolution favoring the construction of the Texas and Pacific Railway. 

Whereas the power of the General Government to promote the construction of 

t national lines of communication between the two oceans has long ceased to 


a question of political division; and 
Whereas, Mey ed ong has demonstrated the necessity of another transcontinental 
both noe of the people, and as a 


railroad, the commercial and social conv 
check to the monopoly incident to a single road: and 

Whereas further, the official reports show that of the $104,705,163.43 
by the General Government between 1789 and 1873 for rai . and 
canals, the sixteen Southern and border States received only 86.08 J. 982.90, while 
the Northern and Western States and Territories have received $97,05,761.70, 
exclusive of land ta: 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, That our Sen- 
ators in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives requested, to use all 
means to secure the of such bill or bills b Congrean AA Will romana tod 
secure the construction of the Texas and Pacific Railway ana competing line to 
re and Central Pacitic, and as a corresponding artery for southern trade 
an vel. 

Resolved, That the governor be, and is hereby, requested to transmit to our Sen. 
ators and Representatives in Congress each a bed he these resolutions. 
W. TURNER, 


Speaker of the Hi Representatives, 
590 C. UNDER OOD, 
Speaker of the Senate. 


Approved March 1, 1878. 
JAMES B. l 


By the governor: 
J. STODDARD JOHNSTON, 
A true copy of the original, An 
0 0! 
N J. STODDARD JOHNSTON, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MATTHEWS presented the petition of masters, mates, pilots, 
and engineers of the United States, holding certificates of compe- 
tency, praying an amendment of the act of April 17, 1874, to author- 
ize the employment of certain aliens as engineers and pilots, so as to 
require such aliens, applicants for renewal of licenses, to show that 
they reside permanently in the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions, in the nature of a petition, of a meet- 
ing of masters, mates, pilots, and engineers of Cleveland, Ohio, pray- 
ing an amendment of the act regulating the fees for issuing dert 
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cates on licenses so as to fix the rate therefor at one dollar; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Mahlon Wall and other citizens 
of Wilmington, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a commission 


of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 396) to amend section 2464 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to cultivation of timber on the public domain, 
2ra it with amendments. 

fr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the petition of Warren Mitchell, of Louisville, Kentucky, 
praying to have refunded to him the amount of proceeds of certain 
cotton belonging to him seized and sold by the Government of the 
viene States and covered into the Treasury, reported adversely 
ereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. The minority of the Committee on Claims instruct 
me to submit a report upon this case, accompanied by abill. I ask 
that the minority report be printed and that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The minority of a committee cannot 
tepore a bill, by any precedent that the Chair is aware of. 

. McMILLAN. On the part of the majority of the committee 
rae’ Beye adverse report, I ask that both reports be placed on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Minnesota to assent to the bill for the relief of the petitioner 
being placed on the Calendar, to be regarded as reported from the 
committee ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; not as reported from the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 
that, as a member of the body, when we reach that order of business 
I can introduce the bill and have it placed upon the Calendar, and 


the minority report can go with the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESID . That can be done. The Committee on 
Claims will be discharged from the further consideration of the sub- 


ject, if there be no objection. The adverse report will be printed, 
with the views of the minority of the committee. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No, 20) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Ne- 
vada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public 
domain for mining and domestic purposes, reported it with an amend- 
eed and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 52) for the relief of C. H. Frederick, late a lieutenant- 
colonel in the Ninth Missouri Infantry, and the petition of C. H. 
Frederick accompanying the bill, instruct me to ask that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the same for 
the reason that it is a petition for an invalid pension and it was at 
this session referred to the Committee on Pensions and reported 
adversely and subsequently referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject and the bill postponed in- 
definitely, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 109) defining the manner in which certain 
land scrip may be assigned and located, or applied by actual settlers, 
and providing for the issne of patents in the name of the locator or 
his legal re ntative, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 706) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to make certain negotiations with the Ute Indians in the State of 
Colorado, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1679) for the relief of Catharine and Sophia Germain, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 766) to legalize certain patents issued to mem- 
bers of the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians, reported it with amend- 
e and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 
p t 

SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution to print extra copies of the report of the Smith- 
sonian Institution for the year 1877, reported it without amendment ; 
an it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as fol- 

ows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the Hi eee ve conourri: 
of the e the e La tution for the year 2 nes een) om 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies of which shall be for 
the use of the House of resentatives, and 6,500 copies for the use of the Smith- 
sonian Institution: i That the aggregate number of pages shall not ex- 
ceed five hundred, and that there be no illustrations except those furnished by the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


HAYDEN’S REPORT FOR 1877. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred a resolution of the House of Representatives to print extra 


copies of Professor Hayden’s Geological and Geographical Survey of 
the Territories for 1877, reported it without amendment; and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and concurred in, as follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
ted 20 00 copies of Protexsor Hayden's annual of the Geological and 
hical Survey of the Territories for 1877, 5,000 of which shall be for the use 
of the House of . 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the Department of the Interior, and 1,000 copies for the use of the 
office of the Survey. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Warren Mitchell; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the bill be 3 and placed upon the 
Calendar. It is the bill referred to in the minority report made this 
morning from the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar, and will be printed as a matter of course under the rule. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 856) for the relief of John Wightman ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 857) for the relief of E. Stillings; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 858) to amend the laws in relation to evidence 
in the Conrt of Claims ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. The memorial of Edwin De Leon, late United 
States consul-general in Egypt, praying compensation for judicial 
services rendered while acting as esa eral as provided by the 
act of Congress of Au 10, 1848, was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. That committee made an adverse report. Since 
that report was made, Mr. De Leon has presented additional evidence 
on which he asks a reconsideration of the case. The committee 
that that ought to be done. On behalf of the committee, I move that 
the case be recommitted in order to hear this additional evidence. 

The motion was ed to. 

On motion of Mr. McCREERY, it was 

That the petition and of Phebe Wilson be taken from the files 
eee to the Committee N 
THE M’GARRAHAN CLAIM. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to submit the following resolution, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, in considering the memorial of 
William M: have power to send for and papers, to take testi- 
mony, and to employ a stenographer ; and that the expenses atten the same be 
paid out of the contingent fund of tho Senate upon vouchers appro ved by the com- 
m 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the resolution at this time ? 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. DEVIN of West Virginia. I should like to hear an explana- 
tion of it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The resolution relates to a case which has made 
the courts of the country and has made Con a great deal of 
trouble in time past. The parties are now before us under peculiar 
circumstances and ask for relief. The committee have found it 
impossible to arrive at an intelligent conclusion in reference, to their 
duty in the premises without the authority which is here given, in 
order to get such evidence as is proposed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let me ask the Senator if the res- 
olution comes from a committee? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have reported it, as the acting chairman of the 
committee, by the unanimous instruction of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Very well. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF THE PATENT LAWS. 
Mr. MORGAN. 1 offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That 1,000 extra of the accom the bill (S. No. 
to amend the statutes in —— te 3 for other “ee bad be ciated foe 
the use of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was about to ask, in the absence of the chairman 
of the Committee on Patents, [Mr. Boorn, I that the resolution be 
passed. I am told he desires that additional copies of the report be 
printed. The bill is a very important one indeed, proposing a thor- 
ough revision of the patent laws. The committee paid very great 
attention to the subject, and a great deal of argument was heard 
apon it from lawyers from different parts of the country. The object 
of printing extra copies of the report is that not only members of the 
Senate but other persons who may be concerned in the bill may ob- 
tain information. I therefore ask the immediate consideration of the 
resolution at this time. 


1508 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY subsequently said: I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Alabama to an order which was passed on his motion 
to print some extra copies of a report. It is a very small matter, but 
the Senate has no power to order extra copies without a reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on Printing. It is not merely a rule 
of the Senate but it is an act of Congress that all motions to print 
additional copies shall be referred to the Committee on Printing, 
n it is necessary to rescind the order and refer it to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MORGAN, I offered the resolution at the request of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Patents, who informed me of the necessity 
of the action of the Senate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the order made 
this morning will be deemed reconsidered and the order referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The committee will consider the matter, 


WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no other business of the morn- 
ing hour the unfinished business is the bill (8. No. 106) to authorize 
a long bond for the investment of savings. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I ask that during the rest of the morning hour 
the Senate take up Senate bill No. which was under considera- 
tion at the adjournment of the Senate last evening. I think it can 
be disposed of in a short time. 

Mr. WALLACE, I have no objection to consuming the remainder 
of the morning hour by the consideration of that bill; but when the 
morning hour shall have expired I shall insist that the untinished busi- 
ness be 1 with. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that 
I think the bill which he has in charge will lead to debate. I under- 
stand there are Senators who intend to discuss the question, and the 
e 4. is that we shall not be able to dispose of it in the morning 

ur. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think we can get through with it before the 
end of the morning honr. I have sufficient confidence in the merits 
of the measure to feel assured that the Senate will perceive its merits 
and it within the time allowed during the remainder of the 
morning hour. : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall not object if the Senator thinks we can 
get through with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the remainder of the morning hour 
be devoted to the consideration of the bill named by the Senator from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Illinois, not now in his seat, 

Mr. Davis, ] indicated yesterday afternoon a wish to address the 
nate upon that bill. I wish my friend from Minnesota would delay 
taking it up until he comes in. 

Mr. McM N. Ithink the Senator from IIlinois js in the Cham- 
ber, or perhaps in the cloak-room. 

Mr. THU . Very well. I will not object to the bill being 
taken up, but I hope no vote will be taken until the Senator from 
Illinois has an opportunity to express his views. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I will not ask it. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 528) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux 
Falls Railroad Company to extend its road into the Territory of Da- 
kota to the village of Sioux Falls, the pending question being upon 
the amendment of Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] has 
moved to strike out the third section. In support of that motion 
and in his comments upon the bill generally, it seems to me, the Sen- 
ator has taken rather an exaggerated view of the provisions of the 
bill. It merely confers a certain power upon an existing corporation 
formed under the general laws of the State of Minnesota. The pro- 
vision in the third section does nothing more than permit that organ- 
ization to accept bonds which have been issued in aid of the construc- 
tion of this road by a town within the Territory of Dakota, It does 
not make any donation; it does not grant any power to the Territory 
or to the town to issue bonds. So far as the Congress of the United 
States is concerned it merely imparts the power to this corporation to 
accept such bonds voted by a municipal corporation. 

I shall perhaps concur with the learned Senator from Ohio and with 
other Senators in this Chamber who have expressed the same views 
in regard to the issuing of bonds by municipal corporations, that where 
they would be indiscriminately issued the power should be restricted ; 
but I submit to the Senator from Ohio and to the Senate that it would 
not be advisable to prevent absolutely these new communities in the 
West from the exercise of any power in this direction. These com- 
munities know what their interests are; they know what is necessary 
to be done for their growth and improvement; and there are times 
and circumstances, as in the case under consideration, in which it is 
absolute! 3 they are to succeed at all, that they be 
permitted to exercise this power. This town of Sioux Falls is a 
thriving and important town located on the Sioux River, with re- 
sources capable of development which will result in the building u 
ofa and prosperous town there if they can use the power whic 
they have attempted to do in this instance. If this road should be 
compelled to stop where it is, it would result in the destraction of 
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this town, So the inhabitants of it believe and so they are convinced; 
and for the purpose of avoiding this they have gone to this company, 
have asked them to construct this road and to accept this aid. 

The members of this corporation are citizens of our own State, as I 
mentioned yesterday. They are men who haye devoted their lives 
there to the building up and improvement of that portion of the 
country. Their interests are identical with all that country; and it 
is for the purpose of further developing and conferring greater ben- 
efits upon this community as well as sharing in them on the part of 
the company itself that this aid is asked. Now, it will be observed 
by the Senate that there is no power here conferred upon the Terri- 
tory to issue bonds nor to authorize any corporation within its own 
limits to issue bonds. It is restricted solely to permitting this corpo- 
ration to accept the bonds which may have been issued. 

Mr. THURMAN. It has words that are prospective, that would 
include bonds hereafter voted, would they not? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It has words that are prospective. Does the 
Senator object to those words? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly I do. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If so the bill may be amended in that regard, 
because this company has no desire to do anything but to accomplish 
the purposes of this community and it is willing, so far as it can, to 
make any arrangement whatever and consent to any amendment to 
this bill. The bill was drawn generally in this way for the purpose 
of presenting it to the Senate, believing that no harm could result 
from it from the fact that the powers are all limited by the road pro- 
posed to be constructed. The powers are qualified by the use in con- 
nection with which they are to be exercised—the construction of a 
road from Worthington to Sioux Falls City. 

Mr. INGALLS. y interrupt the Senator a moment to ask him 
a question for information ? 

Mr. McMILLAN, Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I want to know the distance from the west line of 
Minnesota to Sioux Falls. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Fifteen miles. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to know further how many miles of road 
are now in operation from Worthington westward. 

Mr. McM + The road is constructed to Worthington. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the distance in operation, the number of 


miles in ATERA 

Mr. Mc AN. I donot understand the question of the Senator. 

Mr. INGALLS. I find in Poor's latest Railway Manual under the 
head of “ Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad” that this line of 
road extends from Worthington, Minnesota, to Sioux Falls, Dakota, 
a distance of one hundred miles, and that there were in operation 
when this manual was published, from Worthington to Luverue in 
the State of Minnesota, a distance of thirty-four miles, which would 
leave re miles uncompleted ; so that there must be quite a gap 
between the western terminus of the road and the western line of the 
State of Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am somewhat more familiar with that section of 
the State than my colleague; and although I cannot state the exact 
distance, I can approximate to it. It is about eighty miles from Worth- 
ington to the State line. The road is not entirely completed to the 
State line, but is completed to Luverne and in process of completion 
further to the State line west. 

Mr. INGALLS. Poor’s manual states the distance from Worthing- 
ton to Luverne to be thirty-four miles. 

0 Mr. WINDOM. But Luverne is not on the boundary-line of the 


tate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iunderstand that. What I desired to know was the 
distance between the western terminus of this road at Luverne, if 
that is the potat, and the west line of Minnesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. I should say forty or fifty miles. The road is par- 
tially completed, I think the cars are not running to the west line, 
but they will be this spring. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask one other question. I under- 
stood the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] yesterday to say 
that the reason why the action of Congress was now invoked was 
because the sessions of the Dakota Legislature were biennial and 
therefore action could not besonght from them. When does the next 
session of the Dakota Legislature meet? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Next winter, 

crs INGALLS. A year from this time; a year from this last win- 
ter 

Mr. McMILLAN, Les, sir; a year from January last. 

Mr. INGALLS. The reason I made that inquiry is from the fact 
that I see in the sixth section of the bill the company are authorized 
to— i 
Commence the construction of said road from the west line of the State of Min- 
nesota within one after the date of the passage of this act, and have the same 
fully completed, with cars running thereon, as far as the village of Sioux Falls, in 
Dakota Territory, within one year thereafter. 

This bill could not possibly pass under ordinary circumstances and 
receive the executive signature before the Ist of April, and inasmuch 
as the Legislature of Dakota is to meet in about nine months from 
now, it appears to me that the necessity for this bill is apparently 
ee . thors 1 viat is sought can be 777 25 from the 

islature o ota before Con can grant it if the com 
3815 desire to commence this Breve has rss a year. er 
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Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will observe, that is a mere priv- 
ilege which the oompany have. . 

Mr. INGALLS. They will undoubtedly avail themselves of it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is the intention of the company to proceed 
directly with the construction of this road; and that is the reason for 
this legislation now. 

Mr. McDONALD, I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
if there is not a general law passed by the Legislature of Dakota 
under which a company could be organized to construct this branch 
as a territorial corporation ? 

Mr. MoMIL I am not so familiar with the laws of the Terri- 
tory of Dakota as to be able to answer the Senator; but I can 


8a — 

Mr. McDONALD, The eye J act of Congress gives them au- 
thority to pass general laws for the organization of corporations of 
this kind; and if such a general law exists there, I do not see why 
there might not be organized in Dakota a territorial corporation to 
construct this road. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Whether there is such power under the laws of 
the Territory of Dakota, I am not able to inform the Senator; but I 
can say that the Representative from that Territory in the Honse of 
Representatives is strongly in favor of this bill, representing, as he 
ry tig the interests of his constituents. And even if there were a 
law under which they could organize it would probably not contain 
any power to permit them to accept the bonds issued, and that ceuld 
not be provided for until the next meeting of the territorial Legisla- 
ture, which will not occur until January, 1879. 

Mr. THURMAN. Would it disturb the Senator if I should ask him 
a question right there? 

r. McMILLAN. No, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN, I wish to ask him this question: Whether it is 
competent under. the general law of Minnesota for the creation of 
railroad corporations to create a corporation to build a road beyond 
the limits of that State? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I take it that the State law would not confer 
any power beyond the limits of that State. 

Ate THURMAN. Then if the State law does not contemplate the 
creation of a corporation to build a road beyond the limits of the 
State, I submit to the Senator as a lawyer whether we can authorize 
that State corporation to go beyond the powers conferred in its 
charter, and whether, if it should attempt to build a road beyond the 
limits of the State without the authority of the State being first 
granted to it, it would not work a forfeiture of its charter. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, as I understand this bill, it does 
not confer upon the company as a corporation in the State of Minne- 
sota power to build this road. It does nize the existence of the 
e N orgunized under the laws of Minnesota, and it permits 
such a corporate being to build a road from Worthington to Sioux 
Falls, in the Territory of Dakota. Over that Territory the Con 
of the United States has jurisdiction because it is a Territory of the 
United States, and there can be no difficulty apprehended so far as 
this company is concerned in to the execution of that power. 
They do not apprehend any danger or difficulty in that regard. But 
for the purpose of avoiding the objection of the Senator from Ohio, I 
shall move to strike out in section 3, lines 11 and 12, the words “ or 
shall hereafter be,” and in line 19 of the same section the words “ or 
may hereafter be.” That will remove the prospective feature of the 
bill with reference to the grant of bonds, and, that objection bein 
removed, I trust the Senator will have no further objection but will 
permit the bill Pas" 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
still one other question. What kind of a corporation will this be in 
Dakota? Will it be a Minnesota or a Dakota corporation for that 
part of the coh has in the Territory of Dakota? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The first section of the bill reco 
istence of this corporation organized under the gen 
nesota. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Yes, as a local corporation. 

Mr. McMILLAN, And it confers on that corporation certain fran- 
chises which are mentioned in the bill. . 

Mr. McDONALD. Will that give it a corporate existence in the 
Territory of Dakota so as to make it a Dakota corporation subject to 
the control of the territorial authorities of Dakota and of the State 
when it shall come into the Union as a State? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it will bring into existence a corporation 
with power to build this road in Dakota Territory from the State 
line of Minnesota to Sioux Falls. 

Mr. McDONALD. But what will be its corporate powers in the 
Territory of Dakota? Will it be a territorial corporation or still a 
Minnesata corporation ? 

Mr. Mc Such as are specified in this bill. The Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has submitted an amendment which 
makes the corporation subject to the laws of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Dakota or its successors. 

The „ The ponding ere is on the smon 
ment pro e Senator from Missouri, [Mr. whic 
eah Logie, 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “ voted,” in line 19 of section 3, 
it is proposed to insert: 

With the consent and agreement of the legally authorized officers of such county, 


izes the ex- 
laws of Min- 


town, village, or other municipal or political division or corporation of and within 
said Territory. 


Mr. McMILLAN. That amendment will be accepted if I have the 

wer to accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator has not that 
power. The question is on agreeing to the amendment just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] to strike out the third section. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Does the Senator from Ohio insist on that motion 
with the amendment I have offered? I do not see the Senator in his 
seat. 

Mr. HEREFORD. It is to that subject I desire to address myself. 
As a general thing I do not like to antagonize measures that are upon 
their face merely local, but this third section in line 5 proposes to give 
to the Territory of Dakota powers that are denied to other Territo- 
ries. It proposes by implication to zope: an existing statute of the 
United States. By section 1889 of the Revised Statutes it is provided: 

er legislative ae oe ee ene Territories shall not 
0 ers or e bu may. 
mit persons —— . — ves together hs Bodies corporate for mining, man- 
ufacturing, and other industrial pursuits, or the constru or operation of rail- 
roads, wagon-roads, irrigating ditches, and the colonization and 
lands in connection therewith, or for colleges, seminaries, 
any benevolent, charitable, or scientific association. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. HEREFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think I can relieve him from any embarrassment 
on that point by a proposition which I will make to amend by strikin 
out all of lines 4 and 5 of section 3 down to and including the wo 
Territory,“ so that all that power conferred upon rig) re (which 
I think is not necessary) or upon the Legislature of the State or Ter- 
ritory shall be stricken out. 

Mr. HEREFORD. That to a great extent will obviate the objec- 
tions I have. As section 3 now reads, it gives to the Legislature of 
the Territory of Dakota the power to grant certain powers, franchises, 
aid, or assistance; in other words, it gives to the Legislature of Da- 
kota the power to t special rights and privileges and franchises 
which by section 1889 of the Revised Statutes which I have read it 
is provided shall not attach to any Territory, and the Senate can cer- 
tainly see the wisdom of that statute, that we shall not give in the 
future the power to territorial Legislatures to grant these special 
. The very same idea in latter years has been incorporated 
in nearly all the constitutions of the various States, requiring their 
Legislatures to enact general incorporation laws and not to grant 


special privil 
Mr. McMILLAN. Allow me to make a suggestion. My colleague 


proposes an amendment which avoids that difficulty entirely. We 
have no desire to do anything here that is not satisfactory. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from West Virginia will follow me 
in one or two su tions which I propose to make as amendments, I 
think the bill will suit him in that regard. In section 3, line 2, I pro- 
pose to strike ont the words “loan, power, franchise ;” in line 3 the 
words “or assistance,” and in lines 4 and 5 the entire words down to 
the word “ by ;” so that that part of the section will read as follows: 

That the said company is authorized to accept to its own use any grant, dona- 
ie en may be granted to or conferred upon it by any corporation, body- 

Simply to cover the donation made by the town of Sioux Falls, leav- 
ing out all that objectionable matter to which the Senator’s remarks 
apply; and if I have the floor for that purpose, I will move to strike 
out in line 2 the words “loan, power, franchise,” and in line 3—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Do these amendments take the place of 
that offered by the other Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN 7] 


t private 
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Mr. McMILLAN. No,sir; they do not. 
Mr, WINDOM. In line 3 i move to strike out the words “ or assist- 
ance. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be noted by the 


retary. 

Mr. WINDOM. Imake the motion now if I am in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator's col- 
1 e has precedence. è 

5 McMILLAN. I withdraw that amendment for the present. 

Mr. WINDOM, I make my niotion then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOx.] 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Now I move to strike out the entire fourth line 
down to the word “ by” in the fifth line. The words proposed to be 
stricken out are: 

Said company by the Congress of the United States, by the Legislature of any 
State or Territory, or. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Now I move to insert after the word “ donation,” 
in the second line, the word “ or.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. And to insert at the end of the third line the 
words “it by.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Now will the Clerk please read that part of the 
section? and I think there will be no objection to it. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. That portion of the section, as amended,reads: | Mr. MCMILLAN. No, sir; it was to build a road between these 


That the said company is authorized to accept to its own use any grant, dona- 
tion, or aid which may be granted to or co upon it by any corporation, body- 
politic, person, or persons. 

Mr. WINDOM. As I have the floor I will proceed with some other 
suggestions I wish to make. On line 8 of section 3 I move to strike 
out the words “loan, power, franchise“ and insert the word “ or.” 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Also in the same line I move to strike ont, after 
the word “ aid,” the words “ or assistance.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. Also in line 10, between the words ‘donation ” and 
“aid,” I move to insert the word “ or.” 

The amendment was to. 


Mr. WINDOM. And to strike out the words “ or assistance” after 


them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On lines 11 and 12 I move to strike out the words 
“ or shall hereafter be.“ 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the amendment I first offered. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think if Senators will examine the section now 
they will find that it is not liable to objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. And in line 19 the words “ or may hereafter” should 
be striken out. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have noted those words to be stricken out also; 
and I move to strike them out. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. The amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL] has already been agreed to. Now, with the 
amendments which I have offered and the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri, I think the Senate will find no objection to the bill. 
Let the Clerk read the section as amended. 

Mr. THURMAN. What amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
was adopted? I did not hear any. 

Mr. WINDOM. It can be read. The Clerk can report it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Requiring the assent of the corporation to the 


transfer. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section, as amended, will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The third section, as amended, now reads: 


Sec. 3. That the said com is authorized to accept to its own use any grant, 
donation, or aid which aay ba gran ted to or conferred upon it by any a 
and to hold, enjoy, 


body-politic, i poreca, or persons ; said is authorized 
and with full power of tion, grant, donation, or aid to its own 
8 the — And an — 1 — or aid which, under 


to any railroad 1 the ee of ` ia 
village oux Falls, by any county, village, or 

or political division or — — — within said Territory, 
to said Worthingto: 


m and Sioux Falls Railroad Company, its 
successors or assigns, Gig company, for or to which the same shall Baro — 
granted or voted, with the consent an tof the! ly authorized officers 
of such county, Legere . or other municipal or political division or ra- 


tion of and within 


d and Sioux Falls Railroad Company, 
without further authority, act, or ceremony whatever; 
and the same in the hands of said last-named company, its successors or assigns, 
shall be as valid and effectual as if granted, given, delivered to said company 
Suc pick Sho atime rere FUADAIN Sranien ox voted: Fconees, That no saeh koade 
aid, donation, or assistance shall be issued and delivered to any company except at 
the time and upon the conditions relating to the construction of the road named 
and specified in said original grant or vote. 


Mr. INGALLS. To make the bill harmonious the words “ or as- 
sistance ” should be stricken out in lines 23 and 30 of the section. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. C EE. I desire to ask the Senator having this bill in 
charge how much has been voted by the Territory to this company. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I cannot state positively the amount, but be- 
tween fifteen and twenty thousand dollars has been voted, not by the 
Territory but by the town of Sioux Falls. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Fifteen or twenty thousand dollars a mile 

Mr. McMILLAN. Fifteen or twenty thousand dollars in the aggre- 
gate for the whole fifteen miles. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The proposition then is that this amount voted 
is to be turned over to this other company without the consent of the 


voters. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri requires the assent of the corporation granting the aid. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The assent of the officers of the county or village 
is required, but not of the voters, as I understand, or of the corpora- 
tion to which it was voted, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] 

ests to me. 

. McMILLAN. If the corporation will consent to it, these offi- 
cers representing their communities will certainly carry out their views. 
I do not see that the matter need be submitted again to a vote of the 
people where the people have voted for the precise purpose. The 
vote was for the very purpose of building this particular piece of 
road and no other. 

Mr, CHAFFEE, As I understand, it was to build another road, 
and now it is proposed to turn it over to this specific road. 


precise points, from the State line of Minnesota to Sioux Falls. It 
was not voted to this particular ization. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The amount of bonds which have been voted are 
now pore to be diverted from the purpose to which they were 
voted to another corporation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; not to another corporation nor for an- 
other purpose, but to a particular corporation for the same purpose 
specified in the action issuing the bonds. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from Colorado will read the proviso 
in the bill he will find “that no such bonds, donations, or aid shall be 
issued and delivered to any company except at the time and upon the 
conditions relating to the construction of the road named and speci- 
fied in said original grant or vote.” 

Mr. McMILLAN, It is very distinct. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I said yesterday that this kind of legislation 
was to my mind very objectionable, and subsequent reflection has 
confirmed me in that opinion. The proposition contained in this third 
section, as I understand it, is to transfer to a foreign corporation, a 
corporation chartered under the laws of Minnesota, certain rights and 

rivileges and grants which were authorized by the Legislature of 
akota to be made by certain counties or towns in that Territory in 
aidof a railroad. That is, if I understand the proposition, the Legis- 
lature of Dakota authorized a certain town or county there to issue 
bonds in aid of a of course to be constructed in contempla- 
tion of the people of the county. The proposition of this bill is that 
the aid which was authorized under the laws of Dakota to be extended 
by the town or county to a corporation created under the Jaws of 
Dakota shall be transferred to a corporation . under any 
law of the Territory of Dakota but under the general laws of the State 
of Minnesota. To my mind that is very objectionable. How do we 
know that the Legislature of Dakota would have authorized a town 
or county in that Territofy to issue bonds in aid of a railroad to be 
constructed by a corporation formed under the laws of the State of 
Minnesota in the first place, and how do we know that the authorities 
of the county or town would have issued those bonds in aid of any 
other road than that which was controlled by the citizens of the 
county themselves? N 
hese are to my mind grave objections to this proposition; but I 
confess that I have other objections to this whole species of legisla- 
tion. It is proposed by this bill to authorize a corporation existing 
under the laws of Minnesota to enter upon and condemn lands in the 
Territory of Dakota, an s Territory. There have been laws 
enacted by Con which have authorized corporations to enter 
upon public lands in Territories that were not organized. I believe 
that was the case in reference to the Southern Pacific Railroad. It 
was authorized to extend its road across public lands not in the organ- 
ized Territories. But this proposition is to authorize a corporation 
existing under the laws of Minnesota to extend its road across lands 
under the jurisdiction of an organized Territory, which is a very dis- 
tinct thing from authorizing it to go across public lands which are 


not organized into a Territory. 


Then there are other questions connected with this matter which 
this bill does not provide for. If this road shall be carried under 
this bill into Dakota, it will not exist there by virtue of the anthor- 
ity of the Territory nor by authority of any State that shall hereafter 
be formed ont of the Territory of Dakota. It will have an inde- 
8 existence, independent entirely of the Territory or State of 

ota after it shall become a State; and that will bring up another 
question which ought to be considered, whether if that should be 
the case, the Territory or the State, as the corporation does not exist 
by its authority or by its permission, can subject it to the tax laws 
of the Territory or the State which may be formed out of it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will allow me to state to him that 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has presented an amend- 
ment which provides expressly for that purpose and avoids the objec- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware entirely, if there is anything in it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was not aware that such an amendment had 
been offered to the bill, but I think we had better let this matter 
rest, let the Legislature of the Territory meet and authorize this com- 
pany to come into the Territory and to construct its road in the Ter- 
ritory. Why should we be in such haste and use such expedition? In 
the course of nine months the Legislature of the Territory will be in 
session and they can express the will of the people of that Territory. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will allow me to make a suggestion 
to him. We expect to have this road completed long before that, if 
this action shall be had. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It may be built, and it may be an advan 
when it shall be built. I am not saying it will not be; but I am only 
saying that Congress ought to be careful in legislating on matters of 
this kind, and especially as the territorial Legislature will meet in 
nine months, when it can give ay erases to the will of the people of 
the Territory. In my opinion, Congress ought not to be in at 
haste to legislate in this matter. I hope, therefore, that this bill will 
be voted down, and let the Legislature of the Territory intervene and 
express its wish in reference to the subject. I know that it is very 
frequently the case that one Legislature hastily does what a subse- 
quent Legislature would not ratify. Let us see, when the next Legis- 
lature of Dakota shall meet, whether they will be willing that a cor- 


poration which does not exist under any authority of the laws of the 
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Territory shall be extended into their Territory. I would prefer that 
that privilege should be reserved to the le of that Territory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to strike out the third section of the bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire whether the Legislature of this 
Territory has ever been authorized by act of Congress to make these 
donations to railroads? Has any act heretofore passed authorized 
them to do it? ; i 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am unable to answer with reference to specie 
legislation; but I presume this locality has been authorized by the 
Territory to make this donation, and under the laws of the Territory 
they have made it. This bill only confers power to accept it. 

Mr. KERNAN. I infer from the bill that the municipality has at- 
tempted to create a debt on it to aid this road. My question is, has 
Congress ever authorized a territorial Legislature to give any such 
power? If not, it seems to me they have not got it. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Congress has never authorized any Territory to 
do it specifically, They take it as an inherent power under their fun- 
damental law. 

Mr. KERNAN. All I want to say is that I do not wish to sanction 
that inherent right by any act of Congress. Ifthey have any inher- 
ent right to allow the majority to tax the minority I have nothing to 
do with it; but this third section if they have got no such right from 
Congress would merely recognize the right an ei argpated sanction a 
donation made without right. Therefore I should be opposed to it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr, President, if we can have a vote on this bill 
let us have it. I think the matter is fully before the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. The question asked by the Senator from New York, 

Mr. KERNAN, ] and very pertinently, was in effect the same which I 
the honor to ask the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] yes- 
terday. It has been settled, I believe, by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that legislation of a State authorizing towns, cities, 
and counties to make appropriations for railroad p is valid 
legislation; but that pi upon the idea that the constitution of 
a State is one of limitation and not of grant, and that all powers not 
prohibited by the constitution of a State or of the United States are 
exercisable by the Legislature of the State. In this case this is a 
Territory; it is not a State; it has no inherent power of legislation, 
as was py BIS by the Senator from Colorado, Gir. CHAFFEE.] Its 
power to legislate at all is a power which it derives from its act of 
organization. 
r. TELLER. Allow me to interrupt the Senator a moment. 

Mr. MAXEY. Not just now. The power which it has to legislate 
is derived from its act of organization, that is to it a quasi consti- 
tution, The Legislature of a Territory is simply a Legislature with 
granted powers, nothing else; and it has no power, in my judgment, 
to legislate upon things which it is not authorized by the act of its 
organization to legislate upon, or by some general act of authoriza- 
tion of Congress. 

Second, this third section has been well amended so faras the amend- 
ment goes by the senior Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WINDOM, ] but 
as it stands it still contains the inherent vice, in my judgment, of that 
section as it originally stood. What is that? Congress does in this 
section recognize the right of a territorial islature to authorize 
counties, cities, and towns to vote the bonds of the people and taxa- 
tion upon the people for the p of building railroads. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the entire history of the Northwest and of the Western States in 
their zeal, their anxiety to procure railroad connection with the rest 
of the world is lamentable evidence of the impolicy and unwisdom of 
that entire system of authorizing by islatures counties, cities, and 
towns to vote upon the people taxes for railroad purposes. The docket 
of the Supreme Court of the United States is crowded with cases com- 
ing up from towns and cities and counties in the West and Northwest 
endeavoring to get rid of the effect of their hasty and ill-considered 
acts in voting upon themselves these bonds. I do not know it to be 
true, but I understand from the public prints that the State of Min- 
nesota is not precisely sound upon this same question. 

Sir, we are the guardians of the Territories ; a Territory is in a con- 
dition of pupilage ; and if we have before us the evidence of the un- 
wisdom of States doin g these things—States over which we have no 
control because they Lave the constitutional power to act for them- 
selves in matters of that kind—why should we allow it in Territories 
of which weare the guardians? Wherever Congress authorizes this, 
when Con gives to this Territory the power to continue this un- 
wise legislation, loading the people with taxation, it is sanctioning 
that which we know by experience is impolitic and unwise. Mr. Pres- 
ident, if this kind of legislation is to be sanctioned let it be done 
hereafter by Dakota when Dakota comes in asa State, but do not let 
Congress recognize this character of legislation by a territorial Legis- 
lature in a condition of pupilage. 

For these reasons, Mr. ident, and believing that the question of 
the Senator from New York is entirely pertinent and leads to the true 
solution of this matter, that the Legislature of a Territory should be 
limited in its rae bate . and character of its act of or- 

ization and such other legislation as Congress ma in respect 
S thet Territory, I shall 8 this bill. f 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WALLACE. Ishall have to ask that this bill go over. 

Mr. McMILLAN. May I appeal to the Senator to delay a few min- 
utes? I think we shall come to a vote soon. 


Mr. WALLACE. No; I think it is likely to occupy all the after- 


noon. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am sure the good nature of the Senator from 
Pe lvania cannot be appealed to in vain. 

Mr. WALLACE. That is proverbial. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I only want to remind the Senator from Texas of 
the law which now authorizes the legislative power of the Territories. 
Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from Colorado that I 
think the statute to which he refers is not so broad as he supposes. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Section 1851 of the Revised Statutes reads: 

The! ive power of e Terri shall 
gator tr le cal eee 

There being no law of the United States to prevent a territorial 
Legislature from authorizing the issue of bonds for this purpose, they 
have the authority so to do, and the courts have decided that they 
have that authority in numerous cases, some that I remember from 
the Territory of Iowa, even to the authorizing of the issuing of bank- 
notes by banks. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator that conceding the con- 
stitutionality of a thing does not prevent an inquiry as to whether 


it is eaves 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I was talking about the law. I think there is 
great doubt about the propriety of authorizing territorial Legisla- 
tures to do that. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is any likelihood of the bill going over, I ask 
that the amendment I offered yesterday may be adopted, to Which 
there is no objection in any quarter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not an amendment to the third sec- 


tion. 

Mr. HOAR. No; but if the bill is to go over, if there is no objection 
to adopting my amendment as a seventh section, as I may not be here 
to-morrow when it comes up, I should like to ask the Chair to put 
that question now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be reported by the Borre 


tary. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to insert at the end of the bill 


the following: 

Sec. 7. Said corporation shall hereafter obey — 80 far as relates to that por- 
tion of its road within the limits of Dakota, to all laws and regulations made by the 
territorial Legislature of Dakota or its successors. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to this amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and it is agreed to. The question is now on the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio to strike out the third section of the bill as amended. 

The motion was rejected; there being on division—ayes 20, noes 24, 

The VICE-P. ENT. The next question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, } which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “Territory,” in line 7 of sec- 
tion 5, it is proposed to insert: 

And said company shall constantly keep an officer or t at Sioux Falls, in said 
Territory, upon whom process may re a 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was a to. 
ore “eines Now I move the following as a further section to 

e bill: 

That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I accept that amendment, We have no desire 
to avoid any power of Congress. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike ont the preamble. It recites an 
untruth. It declares that the railroad is being operated from the line 
of the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad to the west line of the 
State. The Senator from Minnesota says it is not so. 

Mr. ALLISON. That motion is not in order now. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am not positive as to the fact, but there is no 
objection to striking out the preamble if it is offensive to the Senator. 

r. INGALLS. t it be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The body of the bill has not been dis- 
posed of. Are there further amendments to the body of the bill? If 
not, the Senator from Kansas moves to strike out the preamble. The 
question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for third 2 

The question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 27, noes 15. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to offer a resolution for printing additional copies of the report 
No. 111 made by the Committee on the Jndiciary upon what is known 
as the Pacific Railroad funding bill, and also that it shall contain a 
copy of the substitute reported, that that shall be connected with 
the report in the subsequent print. I make this motion because of 
the applications made to Senators and especially to members of the 
Judiciary Committee for copies of the proposed bill and of the report. 
I do not know how many would be proper, but I should suppose about 
500 copies. I offer a resolution to print 500 copies of this bill and 
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report in connection, and ask that the resolution be referred to the 


Committee on Printing. 
The VICE-PRESID . The reference will be made. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC COMMISSION. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance [Mr. MORRILL] gave notice that he would call up for action 
to-day the bill reported from that committee to appoint a commission 
to consider the question of the sale of intoxicating liquors. I have 
a note from him saying that he is too ill to be in the Senate to-day, 
but hopes to be here to-morrow and do to-morrow what he gave notice 
he would do to-day. 


LONG BOND FOR SAVINGS INVESTMENTS. 


Mr. WALLACE, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The untinished business is the bill (S. 
No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of savings, which 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WALLACE. Perhaps it would be well that the bill should be 


read u. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to have the bill read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length as it has 
been amended. 

The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Financo as a substitute for the bill as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. BAYARD. I suggest that in section 2, line 8, after the word 
“State” the insertion of the words “court of record.” The object of 
this bill is the protection of a helpless class of persons. The bill pro- 
vides very liberally for the record of the registration of the bond and 
its assignments. It seems to me thatif we permit these assignments 
to take place and be certified under the seal of a State court it is better 
that it should be a court of record in order that some memorandum 
shall be there made that may make as it were a double record of the 
assignment for the protection of the real owner. I believe the amend- 
ment is acceptable to the Senator who has the bill in charge. 

Mr. W. CE. The amendment is merely to require the State 
court to be a court of record. I think it is proper. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the author of this bill, what perhaps 
greater familiarity with financial legislation would enable me to an- 
swer for myself, what the phrase “redeemable in coin after fifty years” 
means? Does that phrase create any obligation on the part of the 
United States ever to pay these bonds at any time? 

Mr, WALLACE. I can my say that the words here used are the 
words used in the statute authorizing the issue of our present bonds, 

Mr, HOAR. So I understand as applicable to the payment of a 
bond at a particular day. I suppose an authority to issue a bond pay- 
able on a certain day imports the obligation to pay as well as the o 
ligation to receive payment. But does the phrase “redeemable after” 
a certain day import any obligation ever to pay? Does it not sim- 
ply reserve the right, after that time has expired, on the part of the 

nited States to redeem the bond? 

Mr. WALLACE. The criticism of the Senator from Massachusetts 
may be correct, but it seems to me the phraseology is very direct. 
Of course it means redeemable at the pleasure of the United States 
in coin after fifty years. The Government of the United States will 
have the right to redeem these bonds at the end of fifty years, but 
will not have the right to redeem them before the expiration of that 
time. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not answer the question. The question is 
whether the Government assumes any obligation to pay these bonds 
at the expiration of fifty years unless it chooses, or whether it has 
the right, to keep them like the English funds as a perpetual loan, 
payin the interest? 

. WALLACE. If the word “payable” would suit the Senator 
better, I am entirely satistied to change it. 

Mr. HOAR. The criticism would apply if the word “payable” 
were substituted for “redeemable.” The question arises from the use 
of the term “after fifty years,” instead of “in fifty years from the 
date of their issuc.” 

Mr. WALLACE. Does the Senator suggest an amendment “in 
coin at the end of fifty years ?” 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr, WALLACE. I have no objection to that form of amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it, because I shall move to strike out 
“in coin” entirely. 

Mr. HOAR. I sugges 
best way would be simply to strike out the word “after ;” so as to 
read: “redeemable in coin fifty years from the date of their issue.“ I 
make that motion. 

Mr. WALLACE. I make no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Now, I move to strike out, in line 10 of section 
1, the words “in coin;” so as to read: “ redeemable fifty years from the 
date of their issne.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say that the Government of the 
United States, prior to 1862, never issued an obligation of any kind 


t to the Senator from Pennsylvania that the | 


ing that it was payable in coin or in anything else than mo 
and I am opposed to this Government to-day issuing any obligation 
payable in any other than money, dollars and cents. I want the Gov- 
ernment to deal with all just as private citizens deal among them- 
selves. Let it promise to pay so many dollars and ceuts, and let those 
dollars and cents be the dollars and cents of the rich and poor in the 
country of all classes, and whatever kind of money will pay debts 
and is dollars and cents will then be the equivalent of the amounts 
ressed in the bonds. ‘ 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. è 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to the provision commencing in line 7 of section 1: 

Not exceeding 000,000 of coupon bonds of the United § . 
inations of rs a fifty, and Gee hundred Galla and 33 * 
of said inations. 

It seems to me that there is no necessity for issuing $25,000,000 of 
twenty-five-dollar bonds. It would make a vast number of bonds. 
A less amount of those smaller bonds, it strikes me, than one-fourth 
of the whole sum issued might be sufficient. A vast number of 
coupons will be attached, as they run for fifty years. I think it will 
be found embarrassing to have that number of twenty-five-dollar 
23 ee of twenty-five-dollar bonds with interest-coupons 
attached. 

Mr. WALLACE. The purpose of the bill of course is to provide 
as many of the smaller denomination as the country may need to 
take, and a great many Senators think that the denominations should 
be less than $25. It seems to me that under the power given to the 
Secretary of the Treasury he can test this question. He need not 
issue the whole twenty-five millions at once. He can issue one-half 
that amount of twenty-five-dollar bonds, and if they are absorbed 
by the people who will take this issue of bonds, he can issue more. 
If, on the contrary, they are not absorbed, Congress can take that 
fact into consideration and act in the future. 

Mr. DORSEY. I move to amend in section 4, line 5, after the words 
legal-tender notes,” by striking out “at the rate at which they may 
then stand in the market;” so that these bonds may be purchased 
either with coin or legal-tender notes. I think that those words re- 
quiring that there shall be a computation of what legal-tenders are 
worth compared with gold ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. WALLACE, The objection to the amendment is that it changes 
the policy of the Government, which this bill does not propose to 
change. The policy of the act of 1870 is to sell the bonds of which 
these one hun millions are proposed to be a part for coin, and to 
apply the proceeds to the redemption of the higher loans of the Gov- 
ernment outstanding; and the allowance of payment in legal-tender 
notes at the then market rate is simply intended as a convenience to 
persons who desire to purchase them, and,as the Senator will notice, 
the legal-tender notes are to be reissued. 

Now, if the Senator’s proposition be adopted, the effect of it is that 
it changes to the extent of this $100,000,000 the provisions of the fund- 
ing act of 1870, and provides that we shall redeem our outstanding 
obligations bearing a higher rate of interest in legal-tender notes 
practically. Itrust the Senator will not insist on his amendment, but, 
on the contrary, will permit the bill to remain as it is, the reason being 
the convenience that the bill gives to those who we think will pur- 
chase these bonds. The difference isslight; yet it changes the policy. 
The policy ought not to be changed by this bill. 

Mr. DORSEY. I do not seo how it interferes with any policy laid 
down. It is well known now that the relation between gold and 
legal-tender notes and silver has changed so that each can almost 
purchase the other. Gold varies only about 1 per cent. from tho price 
of greenbacks, stands at a premium of about 1 per cent., and silver 
about the same. It seems to me that we vaghe not to provide for a 
difference between gold and greenbacks, and I think the wisest thing 
is, if the proposition is to have these bonds taken by the people 
thronghout the country, to let the people go to the banks and buy 
them with what money they have to pay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By section 4, lines 9 and 10, the proceeds of these 
bonds are to be applied “ to the redemption of outstanding bonds of 
the United States bearing a higher rate of interest.“ Now I propose 
to amend, by inserting in line 9, after the words “ United States,” the 
words “ which are redeemable and,” and then striking ont a part of 
the word “ bearing,” so that it will be “bear,” and striking out “a 
higher” and inserting “the highest,” and after “ interest“ inserting 
“ to outstanding redeemable bonds,” so as to read, “ the highest rate 
of interest of the outstanding redeemable bonds.” In other words, I 
want it obligatory on the Secretary of the Treasury to use the pro- 
ceeds of these bonds in redeeming those bonds of the United States 
which now are redeemable and which bear the highest rate of inter- 
est. We have bonds now redeemable bearing 5 per cent. and we have 
bonds redeemable bearing 6 per cent. interest, and I want the pro- 
ceeds of these bonds applied to the extinguishment of the bonds bear- 
ing 6 a cent. interest. 

r. WALLACE. I see no objection whatever to the amendment 
of the Senator. It is entirely satisfactory. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri, which will be read. 

The Cnr CLERK. The amendment is to make the latter part of 
the fourth section read: 

And the coin received for such bonds shall be a 
standing bonds of the United States, which are 
rate of interest of outstanding redeemable bonds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I am in favor of the general principle 
of this bill, but I am not in favor of its details. The professed object 
of the bill is to enable a class of our population, not the wealthier 
class, but the working class, to invest in United States securities their 
money. Itis pro gravely on the floor of the Senate of the United 
States to pay to the working man and working woman of the United 
States a less amount of interest than we are willing to pay to the 
capitalists of Europe. That principle in the bill is vicious and false, 
I wonld suggest to my friend from Pennsylvania that instead of read- 
ing as the Bill now does, “that in lieu of that amount of 4 per cent. 
bonds of the United States authorized to be issned by the act of July 
14, 1870,” those words be stricken ont, and further amendments be 
made so as to make the bill read: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue a sum 
not exceeding— 

I would say two hundred millions rather than one hundred millions 
of dollars— 
of the denominations of fifty, one hundred, and two hundred dollars, and of equal 
sums of each of said denominations, redeemable in coin after forty years from the 
date of their issue. 

In the first pa I would give to the working man and working 
woman of the United States the same interest that I would pay to the 
capitalists of Europe. I would make theso bonds of a less amount 
than such bonds as would ordinarily be carried abroad for purposes 
of sale or negotiation. I think $50 better than 825 as the minimum. 

Then there is another object that I have in view, and that is this: 
very many of the savings-banks in the United States, if this interest 
is put at 4 per cent., would invest in these bonds. They can invest 
in these bonds and yet pay 5 cent. to their depositors, because 
taking a savings institution of $10,000,000, it would have $1,000,000 of 
these bonds at 4 per cent., while it would have assets of real estate 
paying 6 per cent., and therefore it would be enabled to pay its depos- 
itors 5 pe cent. You will find, if this bill is altered in the manner in 
which I suggest, that the savings-banks of the United States will be 

lad to take up limited amounts of these bonds. I know that just 

tore the session of Congress one of the savings societies in my city 
purchased two hundred and fifty thousand dollars worth of the 4 per 
cent. bonds, 

I cannot consent, as one of the Representatives of the State of 
Connecticut, to undertake to force bonds upon the people of my State 
at a less interest than we are glad to negotiate bonds with capital- 
ists abroad. It is not right; it is not just. That there is a large 
amount of money in the United States that could flow into the Treas- 
ury of the United States for the purpose of F that class of 
securities alluded to in the amendment of my honorable friend from 
Missouri, I have no doubt. I did not have any doubt of it the other 
day, in the silver discussion; I have no doubt of it now. 

My honorable friend from Pennsylvania informs the Senate—and I 
am very glad to hear it—that there are $20,000,000 that will seek 
investments in this security in the State of Pennsylvania alone. If 
there be $20,000,000 in the State of Pennsylvania that will seek 
investment in Government securities, I say let us pay the people of 
Pennsylvania what we pay the capitalist of Europe. I cannot vote 
for this bill as it is now. 

Again, the twenty-five-dollar bond is obnoxious to me. I under- 
take to say, I believe I know it to be so, that there will be nobody in 
the United States who desires a Government security that will not 
desire as much as $50. I see my friend from Missouri smiles. I do 
not mean that he or I would not be glad to have somebody give us a 
twenty-five-dollar bond. 
there is nobody in the United States who desires to purchase the 
public securities of the United States that would desire a less bond 
than a fifty-dollar bond. That is what I mean to say. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my honorable friend allow me a moment? 

Mr. EATON. With a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. CONKLING. How does it occur, in France for example, that 
areas numbers of people like a bond which costs and promises only 

fty francs, which is about $10; and how does it occur, as it does 
sometimes and did on a recent occasion of which I was a witness, 
that men and women sit on the curbstone hours, a large part of the 
nights, in order that each may have his or her turn in getting a bond 
of only $10, and bearing a very cheap interest? 

Mr. POCERE YI How much interest? What is the rate of in- 
terest 

Mr. CONKLING. Sometimes 3 and a fraction, and sometimes 4 


lied to the redemption of out- 
eemable, and bear the highest 


per cent. 

Mr. EATON. I will answer my honorable friend from New York. 
In the first place, if he is advised of the fact that the good people of 
France sat all night on curbstones for the purpose of getting one 
bond of forty frances he has information that I do not 

Mr. CO. ING. The honorable Senator’s statement is that all 


I hope I made myself understood, that’ 


the people of France’ sat on the curbstone all the night to get one 
bond of forty francs, 

Mr. EATON. Each. 

Mr. CONKLING. I commend his exactness. 

Mr. EATON. It was doubtless as exact as the statement of the 
Senator from New York was correct; let the two go together. There 
may have been some ten-dollar bonds sold in France; but where there 
was a person who purchased one bond of that character doubtless there 
were one hundred who purchased bonds of a larger amount. Now I 
have another answer to my friend, and that is this: if the workingmen 
and workingwomen of France who get one or two francs a day desire 
a bond of §10, so be it; but the working men and women of the United 
States, whose wages range from fifty cents to $2.50 and $5 a day, do 
not require to deal in any security of that character; and that is an 
answer to my honorable friend from New York, which he will doubt- 
less well digest and understand. I sa what I said before, 
take a thousand bonds for sale, five hun at $25 and five hundred 
at $50, and in my judgment the five hundred at $50 will be sold when 
there will be four hundred of the twenty-five-dollar bonds on hand, 
unless two bonds at a time are taken. I know I am correct so far as 
the people of my own section are concerned; I believe I am correct 
so far as the people of the United States are concerned. 

I should be glad to see this bill pass when put into proper condi- 
tion. I never will vote for a bill that gives to the people of my State, 
if they desire to invest their hard earnings in tho securities of the 
United States, a less interest than I am wi ing to pay the capitalists 
of Europe; I will not make the distinction that way; if I make it 
veg hf it will be in favor of my own people. 

. BAYARD. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator. He 
suggests two amendments: first, that we shall increase the rate of 
interest to 4 per cent. 

Mr. EATON. I made suggestions, not amendments. I have moved 
no amendment. 7 

Mr. BAYARD. He pro that the interest shall be at least 4 
per cent., and that the minimum bond shall be made fifty instead of 
twenty-five dollars. In the first place let it be noted that this is a 
fifty-year bond, and if the same rate of interest is offered on a fifty- 
year long bond that we now offer on our bonds at thirty years, I ask 
who will take the thirty-year bonds when he can get the fifty-year 
bonds at the same rate? Is it not 9 75 that the long bond will be 
the more favored of the two? And it is impossible for us to dispose 
of a bond payable in thirty years at the same rate of interest, at the 
same price, as a fifty-year bond bearing 4 per cent. interest. 

All these matters were subjects of ussion and consideration in 
the committee; and it was there believed that the advantage to be 
derived to the smaller investors, for whose protection and advantage 
the bill mainly was Sangard, was so much greater when they were 
allowed to invest not only in small sums, but to have registration 
made with facility for the original investment as well as for every 
assignment of it, that under the rule which applies as well to the 
savings of the poor as to the capital of the rich, the long and steady 
bond would be a preferred security; and therefore the bond at 3.65 
per cent, interest payable in fifty years was deemed equivalent in 
market value to a bond paying 4 per cent. payable in thirty years. 
Then with the additional 2 fan of the subdivision of the bonds 
enabling them to be sold easily, and easily eee and easily trans- 
ferred, great facility and t protection at the same time were given 
to the very class o ecules in whose interest the bill is prop 

It will also be observed that these bonds are intended to be issued 
in lieu and stead of part of the loan authorized by the law of 1870. 
It is therefore for the purpose of preventing any new confusion, any 
new discrimination in the construction of the language of this law 
and the other, that we have kept them in all respects as to what they 
are to be paid in and how they are to be paid, subject to the langua 
which authorized the refunding of the debt in 1870. I therefore sub- 
mit with all rie re to my friend from Connecticut that it would be 
not in the line of favor to those whom he desires to help, if he were 
to make this loan so much more preferable to the thirty-year loan as 
it would be if we raised the interest to the same rate, 4 per cent. 

Mr. BLAINE. May I ask the honorable Senator from Delaware at 
what point his proposition has its limit? He says that if you enla: 
the period that the bond is to run through, you may decrease the ra 
of interest. Where and when does that principle stop? The Senator, 
I understand, says that a 4 per cent. bond for thirty years is no more 
desirable than a 3.65 bond for fifty years. Where does that principle 


stop? 

Mr, BAYARD. I do not think it can be called a principle at all. 

Mr. BLAINE. Where does that impression in the financial market 
which governs the sale of bonds stop? What is its limit? 

Mr. BAYARD. I believe it will be found in the practical result of 
experience and that persons en in the investment of money 
would prefer the stability which a long loan would give them at a 
low rate rather than a higher rate of interest and a short loan. 
Where the line of time runs, what number of years is the limit, I do 
not suppose can be accurately stated; but the honorable Senator I 
think would either apply his own experience or take the general 
opinion of men connected with loans and the investment of money, 
and he would find that they would give more for a long bond than 
they would for a short one; and that has constantly been before us 
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as a question of economy in the arrangement of the funding of our 
national debt. In Great Britain I believe there is no date of redemp- 
tion and it is understood they are able to negotiate their bonds better 
because of their stability, which is a large element of value. 

Mr. BLAINE. They tested it to its extreme, when they found that 
the lowest point which can be reached is about 3 per cent. I think, 
if the Senator will allow me to answer my own question, that the 
limit is that of about a generation. I think the experience of the 
financial markets has been that, unless you make a consolidated 
bond which is interminable, when you reach a generation you have 
reached the full period of time which the elongation will produce 
in the reduction of interest; and therefore I must differ with the 
honorable Senator in his belief that increasing the time from thirty 
to fifty years would enable the Government to reduce the rate of 
interest. Ido not think the two bonds placed side by side in the 
London market would have an appreciable difference. You will have 
to make them an interminable consol to get anything of advantage 
when i go beyond the life of one generation. e 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwill only submit this to the Senator from Maine, 
that I have heard this matter discussed by men whom I call practi- 
cal investors, dealers in money and in securities, and I never heard & 
doubt that a bond that had fifty years to run was worth more per se 
than a bond that had but thirty years to run, and that therefore it 
would bear a lower rate of interest and yet sell for as much. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ofcourse that a ent very rapidly becomes reduc- 
tio ad absurdum, because if a 3.65 bond at thirty years brings par, a 
three percent ought to be for one hundred years, and very soon if you 
give a thousand-year bond you may get the money for nothing in the 
way of interest! 

Mr. BAYARD. There are very few things that cannot be reduced 
to an absurdity if poskea to a great extreme. I have heard it applied 
to the irredeemable currency of the United States, that if you shall 
issue irredeemable paper and give it full value by a declaration of 
value, you will find that there is not much of a difference in value be- 
tween a counterfeit and the true money because neither having any 
value se or in se, neither having a date of redemption, it matters 
not whether it is falsely issued or issued under the form of law. But 
there is this admitted fact, that stability is an element of value in 
investment. There is also another fact to be considered, the conven- 
ience of computation. Three and sixty-five one-hundredth dollars 
per annum upon a hundred-dollar bond gives a penny a day interest; 
and it was considered that the class of people for whose advantage 
mainly this bill was designed would be benefited by that. Taking 
all these things together we agreed in committee that now was a 
favorable opportunity to allow the poor people of this country to put 
their savings in a safe place; that the convenience they would have 
from the small amounts of these bonds, the power of registration, the 
power of assignment, would be so advantageous to them that they 
would seek this investment. It was not designed for the savings- 
banks; it was for the people who put their money usually in savings- 
banks and who might desire to be protected against the tender mer- 
cies of some of these institutions which we lately have seen the bad 
conduct of. 

Mr. BLAINE. My advices from sources similar to those of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware has referred to financial men, have been that 
with the Lamers | of investors the desire is to have something of 
long time, but still within a time which in its terms will panjen 
within the life of the investor or his immediate heir. Something that 
goes far beyond that has not been considered very salable on account 
of the extreme time. That is my judgment; and I quite with 
the Senator from Connecticut that if this bond be made salable and 
popular the interest should be higher than the bill proposes. I am 
very anxious that the measure which the Senator from Pennsylvania 
has advocated with such zeal and ability shall be laid before the 
people. I think it is a very desirable measure, and I think it is due 
to our people, and I think it is due also to the success of the experi- 
ment that we shall offer them the very reasonable interest—and a very 
low one it is—of 4 per cent. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let me p this question to the practical sense of 
the Senator from Maine: To-morrow wonld he having $10,000 to in- 
vest pie to subscribe to a fifty-year bond at 4 per cent. or a thirty- 
year bond at 4 per cent.? 

Mr. BLAINE. IL should prefer the thirty-year bond for the simple 
reason that there is a possibility that I might live thirty years to 
realize the principal, but there is no probability according to the ex- 

tations of life-tables of the insurance companies that I should live 
ty years. I would exactly apply to myself what is the rule in the 
financial markets. I say to the Senator from Pennsylvania, if there 
be a difficulty such as the Senator from Delaware suggests of giving 
a longer bond and therefore a too great competition between this loan 
and the one already out, I would take this at thirty years, and I vent- 
ure this prediction that if thirty years be inserted instead of fifty 
there will not be one dollar less subscribed to the loan between the 
two oceans. 

Mr. EATON. I believe my friend from Delaware rose some half 
hour ago to ask me a certain question, but I really have almost for- 

tten whatit was. However, in the course of his argument he called 
fhis a fifty-year bond. My friend from Pennsylvania will remember 
that my suggestion was that it should be a forty-year bond and not 


a -year bond, while I agree entirely with my honorable friend 
a Maine and so far as I have been able in 5 with men 
in whose judgment I have the utmost confidence. I still further 
agree with him that a thirty-year bond will in the United States bring 
as much as a fifty-year bond, and in many respects it is more prefer- 
able. The time is long enough. But I propose that this bond should 
be forty years because the other 4 per cent. bond is thirty years. I 
confess if we had no issue of bonds at thirty years, I would rather this 
bond should be a thirty-year bond than a forty-year bond, and it will 
bring just as much money in Georgia, or Mississippi, or North Caro- 
lina, or Connecticut at thirty years as it would at forty years. 

Iam very desirous that this measure should pass in proper shape. 
I am so desirous for two reasons: first, I would be glad to see some 
of the 6 per cent. bonds brought home that are abroad and let our 
own people invest in our securities in a small way. I would be glad 
to do that, but in doing it I am not willing to do injustice to the labor- 
as Fare and the laboring woman of the United States. 

y friend from Delaware thinks this is not for the savings-banks, 
but for the people. It is not for anybody in particular as against 
savings institutions. There are now on deposit in the savings-banks 
of the United States 81, 200,000, 000; and here is a little matter of 
$100,000,000 that is going to take the place of savings-banks! There 
are nearly a hundred millions deposited in my own little State of 
Connecticut alone. To-day the e in that State are $80,000,000; 
in Massachusetts, over $200,000,000; in New York, if my memory 
serves me, over „000,000; in New Jersey a very large amount. 
This issue of Government securities will not take the place and drive 
savings-banks out. 

I sincerely hope that my friend from Pennsylvania will make this 
change. I shall be compelled to move the amendment. I had much 
rather that the Senator who has the bill in charge would look at it 
with the same eyes that I do than to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, the bill in its present form is the 
result of the consultations of the Finance Committee, For myself 
I have ey little feeling on the subject. My judgment does not co- 
incide with that of the Senator from Connecticut in regard to the 
length of the bond. I think a fifty-year bond—indeed it was origin- 
ally a sixty-year bond—will stand higher in the market than a thirty- 
year bond bearing the same rate of interest. The debate on the 
funding act, of which this is to be a part, demonstrated plainly that 
at that time Senators on this floor took this subject into considera- 
tion, and very serious efforts were made to make the bonds run, in 
place of thirty years, fifty or sixty years, and the arguments then 
adduced and the quotations then cited demonstrated very plainly to 
my mind that a fifty-year bond will stand higher in the market t 
a thirty-year bond. My judgment accords with the bill as it stands. 

As to the rate of interest, I confess that the ease of calculating the 
interest on the amounts named in this bill inclined my mind to 4 per 
cent. rather than 3.65 per cent., or any fractional rate, and hence I 
drew the bill originally in that form; but the Finance Committee 
acted differently, and directed me to report for a 3.65 bond. As Isaid 
when I e i oe to the bill, I have no special preference as to 
these details. atever the Senate may prefer to do I shall be con- 
tent with. Ishallbe glad, therefore, if the Senator from Connecticut 
will test the sense of the Senate on his proposition by an amendment 
on which we.can divide. 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like to ask the honorable Senator—it is 
rather a question that I ought not to ask, for I ought to have read it 
more carefully—does he provide for quarterly or semi-annual coupons? 

Mr. WALLACE. Semi-annual conpons. 

Mr. BLAINE. It will divide itself into impracticable fractions. 

Mr. WALLACE. It does; and therefore, as I said, I preferred a 4 
per cent. bond. 

Mr. BLAINE. I hope the Senator will give us the advantage of 
his leadership in favor of 4 per cent. 

Mr. WALLACE. I say the question is one that the Finance Com- 
mittee passed on, and the bill is before the Senate, and it can be settled 
on a division by the Senate on a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me to 
make that motion as an amendment to strike out “ 3.65” and insert 
4 He occupies the floor, I believe. 

Mr. EATON. Certainly, I shall be very glad; but let me say to my 
friend that in the first place in order to make the bill perfect there 
should be stricken ont the third, fourth, and fifth lines, so that it shall 
commence to read: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized. 


The question should first be tried on that, and then my idea is that 
there shonld be a sum not exceeding $200,000,000. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is a matter of detail. I think we should first 
settle whether the interest shall be 4 percent. Up to this time we 
have never been able to negotiate a bond below 4 per cent. interest. 
We have thought that we did a great deal in securing a considerable 
loan, placed this last year, at 4 per cent.; but I believe it has not been 
continued with very great success. Now the 18 of the public 
mind, which the Senator from Pennsylvania has wisely taken advan- 
tage of, is that of distrust of savings-banks and other institutions 
which have proyed somewhat unsound and unreliable, and popular 
prejudice at presentis against them. Now should we take advantage 
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of that to coerce the people of this coun 
looking now for the Government to offer a loan into which they can 
place their savings,) is it the fair thing toward the American people 
that we should coerce them to take a lower rate of interest than we 
have ever been able to get from any person else? It will operate in 
just that way. If you put this bond at 3 per cent. some savings would 
go into it, and some at even a lower rate of interest than that. But 
is it not the fair thing that we shall give to our own people at least 
the lowest rate of interest we have ever been able to get in the markets 
of the world? I move that “3.65” be stricken out as the rate of in- 
terest and “4” per cent. inserted. 

Mr. EATON. Before that motion is put I desire to say one word 
which I forgot to say to my friend from Delaware. He spoke of 3.65 

r cent. being a cent a day and therefore very easy to calculate. 
There is hardly anybody in the United States that holds a bond of 
$100 the interest of which is payable once in six months at 4 per 
cent. that will not very easily Spy his one hundred by two. 
My own impression is thatif you allow 4 per cent., which is 1 per 
cent. quarterly, 2 per cent. semi-annually, and 3 per cent. for nine 
months, and 4 per cent. in the year, quite who have been to “the 
little brick school-house under the hill” will be very apt to count 
the interest without any trouble whatever. 

Mr. BLAINE. And the Senator will see in furtherance of what 
he is saying that it is im ble to pay the coupons of this loan at 
3.65 per cent. without either overpaying or underpaying. The coins 
of the United States cannot pay such a coupon, They cannot pay a 
majority of the coupons that will be upon these bonds. You are 
absolutely issuing a loan that you have not the coin to pay the coupons 
with, and there are vulgar fractions to be caleulated every step. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. agree with the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine, because in my opinion it will be impossible to sell any 
large amount of these bonds, even one-quarter of what is provided in 
the bill, $25,000,000, at 3.65 per cent. We have now some 3.65 bonds 
on the market with coupons, and I believe they are quoted at less 
than eighty cents on the dollar. While I favor a low rate of interest 
and believe the rates of interest in this country are entirely too high, 
and that it would be much better if the rates in all the States in this 
Union were lower, I do not believe that while we are offering bonds 
at 5 and 44 and 4 per cent. we shall be able to dispose of any large 
amount of these bonds at 3.65. 

This is another objection: if a person invests his $25 or $50 or $100 
in a bond bearing but 3.65 per cent. interest it is not probable he will 
want to retain that personally or in his family until it falls due. He 
may want to dispose of it. Now, when he comes upon the market to 
sell a 3.65 bond, it will become the property of some man who has 
money and who knowing that he can buy a bond bearing 4 or 44 or 
5 per cent. interest will not give the face of this bond bearing only 
the rate of 3.65. So the party who invests in the 3.65 bonds will have 
to 3 to a shave upon the bond for which he has paid the par 
value. 

I think the true interest of the class of persons who are to be bene- 
fited by these bonds is that the rate of interest should be equal at 
any rate to that of the lowest bond now quoted on the market, 4 per 
cent., and I shall therefore vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thope the amendment will not prevail. I would 
much rather have the rate of interest 3 than have it 4 per cent. If 
I had the money, as the Senator from Delaware has asked the ques- 
tion, I would invest it in such a bond rather than invest it in many 
other securities. There are some peculiarities connected with these 
bonds which make them more valuable than the rate of interest they 
bear. They are exempt from taxation in like manner as those in 
place of which they are issued, and those in place of which they are 
issued are exempt from all taxes and dues on the part of the United 
States, on the part of every State and of every county and every town 
and municipality. They are beyond the reach of the tax-gatherer; 
they bear none of the burdens of this Government; and where prop- 
erty is taxed from 1 to 2 per cent. these bonds are then worth from 1 to2 
per cent. interest above the amount specified upon their face because 
they get that exemption. If the taxation is 2 per cent. in the hun- 
dred dollars, and if the bond is bearing 4 per cent. and is exempt from 
taxation, it is equivalent to 6 per cent; and a 5 per cent. bond would 
be equivalent to 7 per cent., and a 3 per cent. bond would be equiva- 
lent to 5 per cent., and there are many places in this country where 
the taxation is equal to that. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] and the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] are protesting that the people will not take 
the bonds, and the Senator from Delaware has quoted here before 
the Senate the price of the District of Columbia 3.65 bonds as bonds 
of the United States, bonds which ought to have been wiped out of 
existence because of the frauds in their conception and in their issue 
and which have been tainted with it all the way through and bear 
that upon their face to-day, and he has compared them with the bonds 
of the United States when your 4 per cent. bonds are above par sell- 
ipao 5 and 6 per cent. more in the London market than the Eng- 
ish consols bearing 3 per cent, interest. 

We are paying to-day an interest upon our national debt which no 
other nation pays, and the United States securities to-day are com- 
manding in the English market from 4 to 7 per cent. premium, when 


, (for it is that, they are 


the English people will not invest in their own securities at over 96 
to 97 per cent. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Lask the Senator what is the rate of interest 
in his own State! 

Mr. COCKRELL. The rate of interest in Missouri depends upon 
the condition the borrower is in entirely and ranges from 4 per cent. 
to 60, if the necessities of the individual force him to pay that. The 
legal rate of interest is 6 per cent.; 10 per cent. can be contracted for 
in 9 

Now, Mr. President, I am opposed to issuing additional obligations 
of this Government, bearing a higher rate of interest than other gov- 
ernments are paying upon their bonds. Isay that the securities of 
the United States are in infinitely better investments than the secur- 
ities of England or any other nation on earth, and I say when we 
place our bonds upon the market at the rates of interest which other 
nations are paying they will be taken not only by our own citizens 
but by the citizens of other countries. We have to-day $678,227,150 
of bonds, securities of the United States, redeemable by law. They 
consist of six items of indebtedness, four of which bear 6 per cent. 
interest, and the other two bear 5 per cent, interest. All these bonds 
can be redeemed to-day, They are redeemable at the pleasnre of the 
Government, and I believe that in a very short time it will be the 
duty of this Government to redeem them and redeem them in bonds 
not bearing over 3 or 34 per cent. interest. 

England has been held up to the American people by the Senator 
from Connecticut and other Senators as the great head center of na- 
tional honor. England commenced with her indebtedness at 6 pa 
cent., and she has ređuced it to but 3 per cent., and the reduction has 
been almost exclusively or to a v e extent in the hands of the 
party who originally held the bonds and has continued through. 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. When did I ever say anything about the national 
honor of England? When? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I stated that England had been held up as an 
example to us, the English government as anexample tous. I think 
the Senator held it up in his speeches, 

Mr. EATON. Isaid it was the greatest commercial nation on earth. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Oh, yes; and its honor was so as a com- 
mercial nation, and it was held up by the side of the United States to 
cast 8 and di e on the attempt of Senators on this floor 
to get the issue of the silver dollar. 

Mr. EATON. To debase the currency. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To debase the currency, the Senator says. 

Mr. EATON. That is true; it was. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To appreciate the currency, to honor the law 
and the people, and to enforce the rights of the people. 

Mr. President, in 1881 we shall have $772,761,700 in obligations 
which will be redeemable at the pleasure of the Government. Two 
classes of these obligations, one amounting to $189,000,000 and odd, 
the other to $75,000,000, are bearing 6 ipar cent. interest; the other 
$508,000,000 bear 5 per cent. interest. We have $200,000,000 of obli- 
gations maturing in 1891 bearing 44 per cent. interest, and then some- 
sang like $75,000,000 maturing in 1907 bearing 4 per cent. interest. I 
say that this Government and the tax-payers of this country cannot 
bear this enormous burden of taxation at the rates of interest we 
are now paying. Gentlemen mpraet the legal rate of interest in the 
different States being higher than this amount. Yes, and the prop- 
erty is subject to taxation and is subject to loss and to destruction. 
These incidents do not attach to the bonds of the United States, and 
I am opposed to striking out of this bill the 3.65 rate and inserting 4 
per cent. I would much rather see it 3 beni Now give the peo- 
ple of this country an opportunity of subscribing for a 3} or 3.65 per 
cent, bond. Gentlemen here assert they will not do it. I do not 
believe them; with due respect to them, I do not believe a word of 
what they assert in that matter. It is only a matter of prophecy, it 
is only a matter of prediction, as to what the people will do. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the Senator if it is not a matter of pro- 
phecy on his part when he says he believes they will do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just the same as the Senator’s prophecy exactly. 
Now, what harm is there in giving them an opportunity? I ask the 
Senator from Delaware have the people of this country no rights? 
Are the people of this country entitled to the privilege of subscribing 
for the national debt at 3.65 interest? The Senator from Delaware 
and the Senator from Connecticut say, “No; we will not permit them 
to do that; they, the poor people of the country, who want to place 
their savings beyond the reach of danger, shall not have the privi- 
lege of subscribing to a 3.65 per cent. bond, but we will raise the in- 
terest to 4 per cent., and then the hundred or the hundred and fifty 
millions invested in the savings-banks in Connecticut and the Eastern 
States will come in and take it up and the laboring pees spread 
throughout the length and breadth of this country will have no op- 
portunity of subscribing forthis loan.” They never have been given 
an opportunity of subscribing for Government bonds throughout the 
length and breadth of the country, and now when they ask the privi- 
lege of having small bonds, bonds within the reach of their property 
and their income, in which they may invest with security, we are 
met by the same power we have generally been met with, saying, 
No; the people shall not have that privilege; we will not give them 
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the privilege of taking a 3.65 per cent. bond, but we will make it a 
185 g 


4 per cent. bond.” Isay give tbe people an opportunity ; give them 
achance. No harm will eee not a particle of injury will result 
to anybody. The Senator’s constituency in Connecticut will not be 
injured by it; the constituency of the Senator from Delaware will 
not be injured by it; no harm can be done; and why, I say, shall the 
people be denied this opportunity? The Senators say the people will 
not invest in such bonds. Give them an opportunity and we shall 
see whether they will or not; and then we shall see who are the 
prophets. 

Mr. President, I shall op this proposition, and I am opposed to 
the other provision in the bill which makes this bond redeemable in 
coin. I want to see the time come when the word “coin” will not 
be recognized in the statutes of this country, when there will be one 
money and only one money, and that shall be for all alike. I shall 
vote for no law making a discrimination. From the adoption of our 
Constitution till 1862 I defy any Senator to point to a law upon our 
statutes which used the word “coin” in describing dollars and cents, 
It is not to be found there. The Senator from Connecticut, a stick- 
ler for State rights and the old halcyon days of the past, is now will- 
ing to trample under his feet the legislation and the history of sey- 
enty-five or more years and to 3 and carry on a new era in 
which a distinction shall be made between the moneys for the rich 
and the moneysfor the poor. Coin! I say strike that word out and 
let these bonds be redeemable in that money which the Congress of 
the United States, in the exercise of its sovereign power, shall declare 
to be the lawful money of the United States. Trust to the honor of 
the nation; trust to the honor of the Representatives of the States 
and the representatives of the people in the congressional districts, 
and let us have money, lawful money, and make these bonds paya- 
ble in that alone. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the motion to strike out “3.65” and in- 
sert “4” will not prevail. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not precisely understand what obli- 

tion of honor, consistently with the principles of the Senator from 
Ilias uri, will rest upon the Government of the United States. He 
argued with great ingenuity a few day ago that the eee 
of the to whom the bonds were issued had nothing to do wi 
the obligation. He argued with equal ingenuity that the quality of 
money received for bonds had nothing to do with the obligation as 
toits payment. Now he proposes that Congress shall issue a bond to 
be paid in such money as Congress shall see fit or have a mind to pay 
in when the bond is payable, and he says the bondholder must trust 
to the honor of Congress when the bond becomes due. According 
to his argument now and his argument the other day, we should have 
a perfect right in law, honor, and conscience to make sawdust or 
8 or anything else the lawful money of the Government, 

us 


an ff these bonds. 

Mr. C KRELL. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? I will thank the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts to 
point out one solitary sentence that I have ever uttered in this Sen- 
ate Chamber which even squints, directly or indirectly, at the right 
of onanio make sawdust or anything of that kind a legal tender. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not a word of it. 

Mr. HOAR. But the honorable Senator put into the shape of a 

lea, or a demurrer and a rejoinder and surrejoinder, and gave solemn 
Indgment upon the argument urged in behalf of the bondholder 
against the people in the lawsuit which he supposed, that the United 
States Government were bound either in law or honor to pay the 
existing bonds in gold, denying very earnestly that the fact that the 
understanding of the parties to the contract that they should be paid 
in gold had anything to do with the legal or honorable obligation ; 
denying also that the quality or character of the money received from 
the bonds had anything to do with it. That is left out. The Sena- 
tor says that it is the contract and the contract alone which affects 
the legal or the honorable obligation of the Government, and now he 
pro to make a contract to pay the bondholder in anything that 
the United States Government shall think fit, and if it shall be at the 
end of fifty years proposed that having that right we exercise it b 
paying the bonds in sawdust, or in an irredeemable paper, or in nickel, 
or in anything else, how can the Senator escape the logic of his own 
ni ar that we have a right to make such a payment? 

. COCKRELL. If this Congress were omnipotent and could do 
anything it chose in its whims and freaks regardless of the written 
Constitution, it might do that. The Constitution is the charter, and 
Congress has no powers outside of the Constitution. Itis not omnip- 
otent, and it can only do what the Constitution authorizes it to do. I 
stated that under the contract and under the law authorizing the con- 
tract, every one of the obligations of the United States could be paid 
in silver coin, and I say so to-day, Now we propose to issue a bond 
and we propose that the law authorizing the issue of that bond shall 
specify that it shall be payable in money; and then when the bond is 
accepted with that i upon its face, it will be payable in money, 
whatever money Congress under the Constitution shall declare to be 
receivable. To pay it in such money will then be in compliance with 
the law authorizing the issue of the bond and with the terms of the 
bond, and we shall hear no more about broken faith, national dis- 
honor, and humiliation ; nothing more about paying a dollarin ninety 


cents. We shall have then a law, and acontract corresponding with 
it, and both calling for perry than ong money, whatever money Con- 
gress under the Constitution the right to issue in payment of its 
obligation. I fail to see any point that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts attempts to make upon that. 

Mr. EATON. My friend shook his finger at me just now when he 
spoke of ninety cents. I wea. tt say to my honorable friend from Mis- 
souri that I have got through with that matter; I got beat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iamglad tosee that the Senator acknowledgesit. 

Mr. EATON. And I do not think it is quite up to the Senators 
usual standard that he should shake his finger at a beaten man. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I take it all back, Mr. President. I never did 
that in my life. Iwas shaking my finger at some other Senator who 
voted for the silver bill, and the tor from Connecticut thought 
it was toward him. 

We have a perfect right now, in the incipiency of these bonds, to 
say in what manner they shall be paid. As I said before, I want no 
distinction. I want them payable in money, so many dollars and 
cents, and leave Con, in the exercise of its constitutional power 
to declare the money in which they shall be payable. I have not yet 
upon this floor expressed any opinion upon the constitutional powers 
of Congress in regard to that question; but I say when we make a 
bond payable in money, it will be payable in whatever money Con- 
gress under the Constitution has the right to issue. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I hope the word “coin” will not be 
stricken out of the bill. The bill has been perfected in the belief 
that it was wise and nee to make a security in which persons hav- 
ing small savings could invest them safely, by way of a bond at a 
lower rate of interest than any bond we have ever issued. All the 
present bonds are by act of Congress payable in coin, and I think we 
should make the bond which we issue with a view to enable those 
of moderate means to invest payable the same as the others. The 
bonds issued before 1869 were pledged then to be paid in coin; those 
issued under the law of 1870 were made expressly payable in coin; 
and I think we should make these bonds the same as our other bonds 


in that respect. 
The Senator from Missouri says, truly I believe, that prior to 1862 
there never was a specification in the law in what the bond shonld 


be payable; but he will remember that prior to 1862 there never was 
any money known to the laws of the United States except coin. 
Now, that there have been laws making something else money, and 
the courts have held those laws to be constitutional, I think in regard 
to this security which we expect will be issued to our own people at 
a low rate of interest, with a view to the investment of small savings, 
we should use the same language existing in the law of 1870. I hope, 
therefore, that in that respect this measure will be like the others, a 
promise, a pledge that the bonds are payable in United States coin, 
and not that Congress might (althongh I hope it would not) make 
money having a less intrinsic value, under the decisions which have 
been made as to 72 85 money. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I said when I was on the floor 
before that I was in favor of and would vote for the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE, ] not that I have any objection, 
as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] seems to suppose, to 
the debt of this country being funded at a very low rate of interest. 
The objections which I stated then were, in the first place, that in 
my opinion the object proposed by the bill would not be attained ; 
that there would not be investments in a 3.65 bond while there was 
upon the markets of this country a large amount of public securities 
bearing 5, 44, and 4 per cent. interest. A second reason why I thought 
the interest ought to be more than 3.65 per cent. is that if the parties 
whom this bill is intended to benefit, persons who have small savings, 
invest in these honds, when they desired to realize from them they 
would be compelled to submit to a shave, because they would have 
a security bearing a less rate of interest than other securities which 
were in the market. The Senator from Missouri has indulged in a 
long profession of attachment to the dear people of this country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My observation in life has been that the people 
of this country generally appreciate all such professions at their true 
worth. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator quote one solitary word that 
I said to warrant that assertion? I ask him not to misrepresent me. 
I never pretended to be the special friend of the people. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Lask the Senator to take his seat. He indulged 
in a long arraignment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] 
and myself, in which I say that he spoke of the people and of our 
determination not to secure to the people their just rights, and he 
undertook, if not in language, at least by his manner and by his 
speech, to magnify his own attachment to the dear people of this 
country. I repeat, my observation in life has been that the people 
everywhere appreciate at their true worth all those volunteer expres- 
sions of attachment to theirinterest. I shall leave the Senator tothe 
indulgence of that bliss which I suppose he derives from the expres- 
sion of his own confidence in and respect for the people. I have as 
high regard for the people of every section of this country as the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, cake I do not intend that he shall hold me or the 
Senator from Connecticut up as being hostile to the wishes and in- 
terests of the people of the country. On the contrary, I presume that 
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our lives, which have been quite as extensive as that of the Senator 
from Missouri, will bear out and illustrate the fact that in all our 
intercourse with the people we have had as much for their 
interests as the Senator from Missouri. The Senator from Missouri 
spoke in reference to myself about twenty years’ more experience. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thirty. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Les, sir, thirty. Well, sir, I do not know any- 
thing about the juvenility of the Senator from Missouri, but I do be- 
lieve that I have lived long enough to look down upon and be able 
to correct some of the errors into which the juniority of the Senator 
from Missouri has fallen. 

I think I have discovered in the of the Senator from Mis- 
souri something of the animus which prompted it. The Senator 
from Missouri avowed his desire to see the word “coin” stricken 
from the bill. He says he never wishes to see it incorporated again 
in any law of this country. What does he mean? There is no legal 
currency in this country except coin. There is a promise of the 
Government which is made receivable as money, but it expressly 
says not that it is money, but that it is the promise of the Govern- 
ment to redeem in money. Now, sir, what does the Senator from 
Missouri mean? Does he desire to see this promise of the Govern- 
ment converted into absolute money, so that the paper promises of 
the Government, instead of being redeemable in coin, would be forced 
absolutely and unconditionally upon the people of this country as 
money itself? Is that the animus of the Senator from Missouri? If 
so, I think he will remain in solitude upon that question. In my 
opinion there is not a Senator upon this floor, I trust there are but 
few people in the State which is honored, and worthily honored, by 
the Senator as its representative on this floor, who concur with him 
in such a desire as that. No, sir; let the legal currency, the gold and 
silver coins of this country, be for all time insured to the people of 
the country, and I trust the day will never come when gold and sil- 
ver are to be superseded by a mere paper promise of the Government, 

Mr. President, I did not intend to be led into this debate. I was 
honest in the expression of my opinion, first, that it would be impossi- 
ble to float upon the market these bonds at 3.65 per cent. interest to 
any large extent, and, in the second place, if ns did invest in 
them, when they desired to realize upon the bonds for which they 
had paid the face value, because there were other investments in this 
country at high rates of interest in the shape of Government secur- 
ities, they would be compelled to submit to a discount upon the face 
of the paper. These were the only positions that I desired to pre- 
sent to the Senate, and nothing but the very extraordinary speech of 
the Senator from Missouri could have tempted me to trespass longer 
upon the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, when I was replying to the Sen- 
ator from Delaware I asked him what reason was there for prohibit- 
ing the people of this country from having an opportunity of invest- 

ing in these bonds. The gentleman hes undertaken to construct two 
monsters entirely imaginary, about which I never uttered one solitary 
word, as I informed the Senator in the beginning of his arraignment, 
I never made any profession of world-wide attachment for the dear 
people of this country, and such a remark was entirely gratuitous upon 
the part of the Senator from Delaware. Not one word that I said 
justified any such inference. 

The next thing the Senator from Delaware erects is paper money 
as absolute money, and he makes me the advocate of it, and there 
undertakes te demolish me. Ah, Mr. President, I begin to fear that 
my prediction of thirty years was not guite enough. I said that from 
the foundation of this Government to 1862 no statute law of this coun- 
try had ever used the word “coin,” and I desired to return to the 
former practice in that respect. Now, because I want to strike ont 
the word “coin” the Senator from Delaware undertakes to make me 
the special advocate of absolute paper money. If the Con of the 
United States under the Constitution has the power to issue paper 
money and make it absolute money, then I said that. If the Senator 
admits that they have the power, then I said that. I confined my 
remarks to the money which the Congress of the United States under 
the Constitution the right to issue, and no other kind of money; 
and I havenotdefined, as I stated to the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
EATON, ] what kind of money I believed the Congress of the United 
States had the constitutional power to issue. I had stated that before 
the Senator from Delaware indulged in his remark. I do not intend 
that the Senator shall place me in the position of being the advocate 
of absolute paper money from what I have said. When that question 
comes up, then it will be sufficient time to discuss it. I am discuss- 
ing now the kind of money which we had in this country from its 
foundation up to 1862, and I say again, I am opposed to any law 
which inserts “coin” in any obligation or security of the United 
States. I want them all to call for money, dollars and cents, and then 
we shall see what constitutional powers Congress has. There never 
was any very great controversy about the constitutional power of Con- 
gress up to 1862; it has all arisen since then. I want these bonds to 
specify money, lawful money, whatever money Congress has the con- 
stitutional power to issue. Ås soon as the pending amendment shall 
be voted upon, I propose after the word “ coin” to insert “in twenty 
years and payable in ;” so as to read: 

Redeemable in coin in twenty years, and payable in fifty years. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, the discussion having shown this 
is a mixed question apparently, I hope the Senator from Missouri will 


not misunderstand me when I say I sup 

a financial hash, the main question having been dis of with the 

ge of the silver bill and veto. I rose to say that I am anxious 

‘or the passage of this or some similar bill. I believe in the distribu- 

tion of the bonds of the United States among the people, the “ dear 
people,” as I think they have been called. y 

Mr. COCKRELL. By the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. By the Senator from Delaware and the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, not by me. The Senator from Delaware 
misrepresented me. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Well, they are close people to me whenever their 
interests are endangered by unwise legislation, if they are not dear to 
others. I rose only to say that I should like these bonds distributed 
among the people, both as a matter of interest and permanent secur- 
ity to them in their investments of hard earnings and through their 
possession of Government bonds making a close tie between them 
and the Government throughout the fifty or more years in which the 
bonds may run. : 

I differ with those who advocate a rate of interest based upon 
3.65 per cent., for the reason, first, because bonds of the District of 
Columbia, practically indorsed. by the Government of the United 
States, bearing interest at 3.65 per cent, ale not salable at much over 
seventy cents, or whatever the sale price may be, near that rate ; cer- 
tainly far below par. I am anxious that the bonds under discussion 
shall be promptly purchased by the people, and in that view I shall 
advocate and vote for their issue at 4 per cent., so that the measure 
may be practical and prompt in its effect. 

Without going into any debate or argument, as I do not want to 
delay the Senate, I only say that I differ with the Senator from Mis- 
souri in regard to the issue of 3 per cent. bonds, and with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, who asks for 3.65 per cent. bonds. I shall vote 
for the 4 per cent. bond upon the presumption, first, that no bond 
bearing a lesser rate will have immediate and ready sale, and next, 
that nothing less than a 4 per cent. bond is fairer to the poorer peo- 
ple of the country, to whom it is proposed to sell them; for whose 
advantage, as a means of secure and anent investment, they are 
to be issued under this bill. All the provisions of this bill show that 
our purpose is to make a people's loan,” and I predict for it large 
success. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the honorable Senator from New Jersey think 
that 4 per cent. bonds would be promptly sold now? 

Mr. NDOLPH. Mr. President, I think I see he colored gentle- 
man that is concealed in that (wood - pile“ question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only want an answer. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes, but I decline to briefly answer the question 
unless I am to have permission to reopen the debate which was re- 
cently closed after six weeks in which the honorable Senator from 
Towa and myself engaged. I think the Senator desires me to answer 
in order that he may convict me of some inconsistency in previous 
remarks made by me on the harm to Government securities from 
sation. eee We cannot measure the extent of an injury 
within the history of a week or year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I suspected that purpose at least, although I 
may do the Senator injustice. 

. ALLISON. Lunderstand the Senator from New Jersey to favor 
a rate of interest at 4 cent. rather than at 3.65. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Assuming, as the Senator says, that the 3.65 bond 
will not be readily taken, in order to govern my own action, I desire 
his judgment as to whether a 4 per cent. bond will be readily taken, 
because if he thinks 80 

Mr. RANDOLPH. One moment. My answer is that a 4 per cent. 
bond will certainly be much more readily taken than 23.65 bond, and 
as I also deem the sale of 3.65 bonds at par impracticable—in large 
amounts at least, up to one hundred or two hundred millions—I favor 
the higher rate of 4 per cent. for reasons already given, and because 
this rate will be a clear gain to Government of 2 per cent. upon the 
rate now paid upon most of our bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Maine I desire to say a word. I shall vote 
for the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine, and chiefly 
on the ground stated by the Senator from New Jersey, namely, that 
a bond bearing 4 per cent. interest will be readily and rapidly taken, 
while a bond bearing 3.65 per cent. interest will not be so likely to be 
taken. In addition to that I think itis not probable that we can 
fund our t indebtedness at an interest of 3.65 percent. We have 
now, I believe, about seven hundred millions of bonds still in exist- 
ence bearing 6 per cent. If we issue a loan of $100,000,000 at 3.65 
we could not very well after that time propose another loan bearing 
4 per cent. interest, because should we do so, as stated by the Senator 
from Delaware, these bonds bearing 3.65 would at once fall below par, 
which would be an injustice to the persons who might take them. 
Therefore my own jndgment is that in making this experiment with 
our own citizens it is wiser for us to adhere to 44 per cent. bond, 
and pay the interest 8 upon the bond, as is already provided 
by law in regard to the existing four percents, which, I believe, are 


we are evidently to have 
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only about par now in gold coin. I desire to make this bill perfect in 
order that it may meet what seems to be an apprehended difficulty 
just at this moment. 

I was amazed at the honorable Senator from New Jersey when he 
failed to give me a frank answer to my question. 

Mr. OLPH. Oh, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator said he thought I was trying to gather 
him into some trap by asking him the question whether he thought a 4 

r cent. bond onl: be taken readily. Why, Mr. President, we have 
ben told in this Chamber and out of it that the action of Congress 
within the last few days would have the result to depreciate the credit 
of American securities; that we had here by legislative action under- 
taken to repudiate a part of our obligation. Now, I desire in any loan 
that may be provided for to show to the public that the predictions 
made with reference to our credit are not likely to be ized. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not care to enter upon the discussion of 
the old and trite subject heretofore discussed; but I will say to the 
Senator from Iowa that one of the reasons why I prefer a 4 per cent. 
bond now is that silver being a legal tender the 4 per cent. bond of 
to-day with all the chances as to silver will be little better, as the 
Senator may discover in time, than a 3.65 bond payablein gold. That 
is my answer to the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not desire to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the silver question in any sense; but, inasmuch as the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey has alluded to it, let me call to his mind the 
fact that American securities have not depreciated in the markets of 
the world. Every security of the United States to-day is as valuable 
as it was a week before the passage of the silver bill. Althongh our 
credit has been hammered by newspapers and by various other means 
which I will not undertake to name here, as the credit of no other 
nation has been hammered, yet it has withstood all this, and to-day 
our securities stand as high and as well as they ever stood in the 
markets of the world. Therefore, when we are dealing with this mat- 
ter, let us deal with it not as though there were any new conditions, 
but, as we find our securities to-day the best securities in the markets 
of the world, let us place upon record here, if we make a law with 
reference to our bonds, a statute which will enable us to refund 
$100,000,000 of our 6 per cent. bonds into a bond bearing a lower rate 
of interest ; and, if we can, let us distribute these bonds among our 
own people. In that view, I shall vote for the amendment proposed 
‘by the honorable Senator from Maine. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I am glad the opportunity has 
at last been permitted to Senators to say what they wanted to say 
after the recent veto on either side of this question, and that the 
debate which was practically cut off at the time the President's 
unprinted veto of the silver bill was before us is now in order sub- 
stantially. We may discuss that question, I understand. The Sena- 
tor from Jowa has entered upon it, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri— : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did I say a word on that subject? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Nothing directly about the President’s veto, 


but— 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from New Jersey to 
say that there was not opportunity for a discussion of the question 
on the day the silver bill was passed over the President’s veto? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Substantially not. The courtesy of reading the 
message in print was denied us. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have no previous question in this Chamber. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I understand that; but I reiterate that with 
no copy of the President’s veto before us save the written one at the 
Secretary’s desk, intelligent and fair discussion of its protest and 
recummendations became almost impracticable. I made no other 
comment, sir. I only want to say now, without renewing profitless 
debate on the main question, I agree with the Senator from Iowa 
that if we put within this bill a rate of interest less than 4 per cent. 
we shall practically defeat the object we have in view: We are 
agreed as to this effect, I understand. Therefore I would rather, if 
necessary, have the bill delayed. I would rather have valuable sta- 
tistics, which have not yet been produced in full during this day’s 
debate, first brought forward, than have the bill acted on to-day and 
fatally injured perhaps by placing a rate of interest within the bill 
impracticable of accomplishment, I believe that the of this 
pill would give to the people of the country, ially the poorer 
and provident people, a channel for safe investments that they can 
always rely upon, and a rate of interest, all things considered, com- 
pared with the interest yielded otherwise that will be deemed fair 
to both Government and people. Iam anxious the bill shall be perfect 
in allits parts. I ask, therefore, the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
he will not press the bill to a finality to-day, unless we can agree to 
the higher rate of 4 per cent. interest upon the bonds. This done, 
the bonds placed among the provident and thrifty laboring classes, 
Government will have protectors of its integrity and defenders of its 
honor better than aught else that can be had through financial sources, 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate 
from a vote, but I hope Senators will look at the practical operation 
of this bill, if it is passed, as to a matter which has been referred to 
several times, but which I hardly think is yet fully appreciated. 

We are attempting a popular loan somewhat after the very successful 


seven-thirty loan and five-twenty loan made during the war. Weare 
making the bonds in small denominations so as to be within the reach 
of persons of humble means and small savings. They are to be offered 
to the bd at various d taries and public places for subscrip- 
tion. e man who has and invests is ass by the cashier of 
a national bank that when his semi-annual coupon comes due he is 
going to have forty-five and five-eighth cents paid to him, and the man 
who invests $50 in a bond will get ninety-one and one-fourth cents. 
Now, will the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania or the honorable 
Senator from Missouri please tell me how that is going to be paid? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not in favor of it at all, sir. I want an even 
payment. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Missouri wants it, I believe, a little 
downward? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAINE. But will the Senator from Pennsylvania, who has 
the bill in charge, tell me how these coupons are to be paid? There 
are three bonds specified. You are to issue one-hun -dollar bonds 
and fifty-dollar bonds and twenty-five-dollar bonds, so as to brin 
them within the reach of persons of moderate means. We are all 
anxious to popularize this loan, to spread it far and wide through the 
country. Those are the three denominations, and coupons are pro- 
vided for. On the first the semi-annual coupon is $1.82}; how do you 
pro to pay it? 

r. WALLACE. Of course the answer is, practically, you cannot 
pay the half cent. 

Mr. BLAINE. Practically, the Senator answers, you cannot pay it. 
On the next the coupon is ninety-one and one-fourth cents. That is 
a little more impracticable. You might rake up some of the old half 
cents that used to be coined, but a quarter cent has not, I believe, ever 
been known in this country. Then on the next, the real popular loan, 
the $25 bond, pee pretty nearly to the French bonds, you have 
forty-five and five-eighths cents fora coupon. Does the honorable 
Finance Committee, with all its wisdom—I am sorry the chairman is 
not here—pro to issue a lot of coupons in this country and put 
on their face that there shall be paid on these coupons forty-five and 
five-eighths cents? Is it a practical, common sense way of dealing 
with the American people to say that you are going to pay forty-five 
and five-eighths cents to a man for his money, or that you are going 
to pay ninety-one and one-fourth cents? 

he 4 per cent. smoothes out in exact accordance with our coinage, 
A hundred-dollar bond has a semi-annual coupon of $2; a fifty-dollar 
bond hus a semi-annual coupon of $1; and a twenty-five dollar bond 
has a semi-annual Songon of half a dollar, payable, accountable, 
de handled, adapted entirely to the wants and wishes of our 
people. 


p. 

I want to use respectful language, but it does seem to me that it 
would be but little short of a flat and palpable absurdity to pass 
through here a bill for a popular loan which we are expecting will 
absorb hundreds of millions of the public debt of this country, with 
forty-five and five-eighths cents and ninety-one and a quarter cents 
on your coupons. I hope we shall or the people something which 
they can understand, and that we shall pn them something as good 
as we have offered in the lowest loan t has ever been taken in 
this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) The 

uestion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
r. BLAINE] to strike out the words “t and sixt; ae hun- 
eu thereof 


then stand in the market.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment has been pened 
upon by the Senate, the Chair will state to the Senator from Kansas, 
and is not therefore in order, 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose, then, to strike out those words and to 
insert the words “at par.” I do this for the reason that I think the 
bill as it stands would be practically in tive. 
~ Mr. DAVIS, of Minois. I suggest to the Senator to substitute the 
words “at their nominal value” instead of “at par.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask the Senator from Kansas to insert the words 
“at their nominal value” instead of“ at par.” 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I am doing. I accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 5, it is proposed to strike out 
the words “the rate at which they may then stand in the market” 
at in lien of those words to insert “their nominal value;“ so as to 
read: 

And shall Sienos oe tna same at par and accrued interest for coin or for United 
States legal-tender notes at their nominal valne. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- 
ment just reported. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, these bonds are to be placed on sale 
at different points in the United States. The purpose of the bill seems 
to be to place these bonds before the people at remote points as well 
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as points near the subtreasuries of the United States, and that accords 
with the general object, which is togive the whole people of the United 
States an opportunity to buy them. It accords with the purpose 
which was bad in view evidently in fixing a smaller denomination 
than has ever before been fixed for United States bonds. ask how it 
would be possible to post the two thousand and odd national banks 
in the United States as to the premium of gold above greenbacks or 
the discount at which greenbacks will be on every day in the year, 
so that these bonds may be sold at precisely the same premium at 
every town and hamlet in the United States where they may be offered 
for sale. Ithink for that reason, on account of the suggestion which 
I have made, it would be practically impossible for these bonds to be 
sold at all places at the same price. 

In the next place, we anticipate (and I have no doubt that that an- 
ticipation will prove correct) that pi ody ep notes willbe atpar with 
gold very soon. I believe to-day there is only u difference of about 
1} per cent. So far as my vote goes on this and on other occasions, 
I shall not vote to aapon the currency of the United States either 
with reference to gold coin or to anything else. I think it will do as 
much as almost anything else we could do to appreciate the value of 
those notes, to e them receivable at their nominal value for these 
bonds that we pro to issue. They are then a convertible Treas- 
ury note, convertible money. If a man does not want greenbacks, 
all he has to do is to put them at par in an interest-bearing security 
of the United States. That certainly will be an important step 
toward making those notes as valuable as gold coin. y 

In the next place, it will eliminate from this transaction all idea of 
brokerage. As it stands, some kind of a calculation would have to 
be resorted to, a calculation as the result of which the party buying 
the bonds, the poor man, will be to some extent at the mercy of the 
bank or the institution from whom the bond is bought. We want, 
as I understand, to put this bond upon the market in such a way that 
the people, the men of small means, will take it, and take it readily. 
In order to do that, it seems to me we ogh to give it to them for 
that which they have, for the paper which the Government has put 
out, and which ought not to be discredited; and I think it would be 
a step toward discrediting the greenback to let the clause stand as it 
was reported from the committee. Therefore I propose to substitute 
the words which I have offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB.] I 

r. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will prevail. 

Mr. WALLACE. Before the question is taken, I only wish to say 
to the Senate that the language of the section was the result of an 
effort to out the policy of 1870, Personally I care nothing 
about what the Senate does upon the subject of this amendment. 
If the Senate shall decide to strike out those words, I shall be con- 
tent. It would be simply enunciating a policy the reverse of that 
which the Finance Committee thought was wise. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time, as follows: 

enacted, £c., That in lieu of that amount of 4 per cent. bonds of the United 

States authorized to be issued by the act of July 14. 1870, the Secretary of the 
is hereby authorized and directed to issue a sum not exceeding $100,000,000 

of coupon bonds of the United States, of the denominations of twenty-five, fifty, 


and one hundred dollars, and of sums of each of said denominations, redeem- 
able in coin fifty years from the date of their issue, and bearing interest, payable 
semi-annually, at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum; and the said bonds be 


gistered bond ; 
and such coupon bonds shall be transferable only by assignment daly acknowledged 
before and ‘certified under the seal of the cler] oF a State court of record or Fed- 
eral court or United States commissioner, which assignment shall also be executed 
in the presence of two subscribing witnesses ; and such assignment may also be 
made leaving the name of the assignee blank, and when so made in blank, and ex- 
ecuted as hereinbefore provided, the said coupon bond shall be transferable by 
deli in like manner as if payable to bearer. 

Sec. 3. That the coupons attached to said bonds shall be 98 United 
States legal - tender notes or in coin, at the option of the United States; and the 
same shall be paid at any of the subtreasuries or money depositories of the United 
States, or at any na bank ; and it is hereby made the duty of each of the said 
national banks to pay the said on, without charge, and 
remit the same to the national banks shall 
bond to which the cou- 


of the same at and accru: 
Uni States legal-tender notes, at if 5 nominal value; and legal-tender 
notes shall be reissued, and their proceeds, and the coin received for such bonds 
shall be applied to the redemption of outstanding bonds of the United States which 
are redeemable and bear the highest rate of interest of such bonds. 

Sec. 5. That the provisions of sections 3704 and 3705 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, authorizing the issue of another bond in the room of any regis- 
tered bond lost or destroyed, are Serer ate applicable to the bonds to be issued 
under this statute, but only in case of or destruction thereof before the execu- 
tion of an assignment in blank thereon. The Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
aa to 3 such rules and orders as may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
0 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not desire to call for the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. While I approve of many features of 
the bill, I must say that I cannot vote for it as it is. 

The bill was passed. ‘ 


BENJAMIN HOLLADAY. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move to take up Senate bill No. 
346, referring the claim of Benjamin Holladay to the Court of Claims. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It refers to the Court of Claims 
for adjustment, the claim of Benjamin Holladay, now before Con- 
„for spoliations by hostile Indians, on his property, while carry- 
ing the United States mails, during the existence of Indian hostili- 
ties on the line of his mail- route; for property taken and used by 
United States troops for the benefit of the United States; and for 
losses of property and expenses incurred in changing his mail- route, 
in compliance with the orders of the United States commanding 
officer; and the claim is referred to the court for adjustment, upon 
the affidavits and orders now before Congress, and such additional 
testimony as either party may present, to ascertain the amount of 
losses of property and expenses sustained by him, and render judg- 
ment thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to say in regard to this bill that it estab- 
lishes a precedent which I fear Con will not care to see carried 
out to its logical conclusion. The effect of this legislation of course 
will be to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine the loss which Mr. Holladay may have sustained by reason of 
the facts set forth in the bill and in his petition. The only thing 
that the court would have to determine would be the amount of his 
loss, not the character of it. Con practically by this bill set- 
tles the fact that this loss is one which the Government is properly 
responsible for, leaving to the Court of Claims only the determina- 
tion of the amount to be paid. 

It is true that Mr. Holladay was a mail contractor. It is true also, 
Ihave no doubt, in fact I may say I personally know, that some of 
the things related in his petition with the affidavits accompanying 
it are true, for Iserved during a portion of the time I was in the Army 
upon the route over which he carried the mails. But the larger por- 
tion of the investment which Mr. Holladay made in mules, in stations, 
in harness, coaches, and the other paraphernalia for carrying on his 
business, was not on account of carrying the mails, but on account of 
the passengers he carried and business in which the Government of 
the United States had no interest whatever, I have no doubt also 
that to a very considerable extent, if not wholly, Mr. Holladay guar- 
anteed and provided himself against loss when he made his bid by 
anticipating such things as happened. He knew that difficulties were 
likely to occur on this route, and he no doubt arranged his bid accord- 


ingly. 

There are, I understand, on file now in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs from $35,000,000 to $40,000,000 of claims on 
acconnt of depredations by the Indians; in fact, embracing depreda- 
tions committed by probably every single Indian tribe within the lim- 
its of the United States and embracing every possible character of 
depredations that naturally result from the efforts of people to push 
their settlements out on to the frontier and from the endeavor to do 
business between one frontier settlement and another and between 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. 

If Congress is to pay Mr. Holladay it would, it seems to me, estab- 
lish the principle of paying all these other claims. I do not say they 
ought not to id, but I say that the equity, the justice of the 

ms of which I have spoken as being on file in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs is equal to that of Mr. Holladay’s claim. 
More than that, those claims are in behalf of a class of persons who 
have not the means to be here either in Pane or by attorney in order 
to bring their claims to the attention of Congress. The probability 
will be, therefore, if this bill shall pass, that we shall have simply 
given to Mr. Holladay what in effect amounts to a gratuity, because 
we will not give the same relief to other people who have sustained 
losses which entitle them to just as much relief as that to which he 
is entitled. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Dlinois. I ask the Senator from Kansas to give way 
that we ma: go into executive session, as I understand some Senators 
desire it. It is getting rather late. I wish to move that the bill be 
passed over and that we go into executive session. 

Mr. PADDOCK. T hope the bill will not be over now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The bill will certainly be discussed a little 
further. It is late, and I think we ought to go into executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois sub- 
mit a motion? 
ai DAYIN, ed Illinois. I cannot, unless the Senator from Kansas 

ves way for that purpose. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield for that motion. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask the Senator from Illinois to withhold his 
motion for a moment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to request that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day there shall be considered as pending the joint resolution which 
I introduced with reference to Chinese immigration. I desire to sub- 
mit some remarks upon that matter to-morrow. I think it will suit 
the convenience of the Senate better that I should do so to-morrow 
than to wait until next week, for the railroad bill and other measures 
will crowd the attention of the Senate next week, and to-morrow 
will be rather a leisure day. I therefore ask unanimous consent that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day the joint resolution which I have 
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named be considered as before the Senate so as to be the unfinished 
business for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution (S. R. No, 20) relative 
to Chinese immigration be considered as the unfinished business for 
to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 7 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Isubmit the motion for an executive ses- 
sion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 24, noes 
19; and the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. After one hour and fifty-two minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were re-opened and (at five o’clock and twenty-seven 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 6, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. B. McFEr- 
RIN, of Nashville, Tennessee. Í 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
DREDGE-BOAT M’ALESTER. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
for present consideration a bill (H. R. No. 3714) for the relief of the 
families of the men who perished on the United States dredge-boat 
McAlester. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the widow, child or children, 
and in case there be no widow, child or children, then the parent or 
parents, and if there be no mt or parents, the brothers and sisters 
of the officers, seamen, and mariners, and others in the service and 
employ of the Government, who were lost on the dredge-boat McAles- 
ter, shall be entitled to receive out of any money in the Treasury of 
the United States not otherwise appropriated a sum equal to twelve 
months’ pay of their respective relatives aforesaid, in addition to the 
pay as to the deceased up to and including the day of the loss of said 
vessel. 

The second section authorizes and directs the Secretary of War 
to nee the payment herein provided on proper evidence being fur- 


Mr. HALE. How much will that cover? 

Mr. GIBSON. I cannot state the amount, but I have followed the 
precedent established in every case of like disaster. But afew weeks 
ago the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Knorr] introduced a bill to 

ay the families of the men who were lost, almost within — 5 of the 
Bepital, upon the ship Huron, and the precise bill is offered here to 
cover a similar case. 

Mr. HALE, bx f question (reserving the point of order) is, about 
how much will this cover in amount? The gentleman ought to know 
that, of course, 

Mr. GIBSON. I cannot state the precise amount. 

Mr. HALE. How many persons were lost ? 

Mr. GIBSON, I think about forty persons; the entire crew. This 
dredge-boat was used to scour out the mouths of the Mississippi River. 
On the 1st of January it was ordered by the War Department to pro- 
ceed from the mouth of the 5 River to the mouth of the Sa- 
bine River, dividing the States of Texas and Louisiana. It was not 
constructed for the high nan but the officers and men proceeded to 
the execution of the order. It was supposed to be lost on the 2d day 
of January; but there was not a singlo survivor of the persons em- 
pon on the boat and in the service of the Government. I have a 

etter here from the Secretary of War—— 

Mr. HALE. I presume this is a good case, but I think it is impor- 
tant it should go to some committee. I suggest it be sent to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and, if the case is . with leave on the 

art of that committee to report at any time. The gentleman from 

uisiana can present his facts to the committee and they can report 

on it. Then we will know it has been scrutinized by the proper com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GIBSON. I regret very much the gentleman opposes the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I do not op it. 

Mr. ATKINS. The indefiniteness of the amount creates a necessity 
for the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine, and I think it should 
go to a committee. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is only fair. 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion of the gentleman from Maine is 
in the nature of an objection, but as the Chair understands he does 
not object to the introduction of the bill but moves its reference to 
the Committee on Commerce, with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no objection to that. 

The bill was received, read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, with leave to report at any time, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CHARLOTTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3715) making an appropriation for United States court-house and post- 
office in Charlotte, North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MOOR N. FALLS. 


Mr. ATKINS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Appro- 
3 reported beck a bill (H. R. No. 3621) for the benefit of Moor 
Falls; and the same was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


5 FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. CALKINS demanded the regular order of busir ess. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the bill (H. R. 
No. 2686) making appropriations for fortifications and for other works 
of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, the pending question being 
on the en ent and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be Een and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ares and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MANUFACTURED TOBACCO BONDED WAREHOUSE. 


Mr. BLISS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3716) to establish an export bonded warehouse at the port of New 
York for manufactured tobacco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. i 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, a resolu- 
tion and bill of the House of the ba titles: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing for issuing arms and 
8 aero end to the Territory of Idaho under the act approved July 

; an 
A bill (H. R. No. 3296) for the relief of Captain William L. Foulk. 


LAKE GEORGE SHIP-CANAL, FLORIDA. 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2024) to authorize Samuel A. 
Dunbar and others to construct a ship-canal at the head of Lake 
George, Florida, and moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE STOCK. 

Mr. REAGAN also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back a remonstrance against the bill for “ transportation of live stock 
unless loaded in patent cars,” and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, not to be brought back on 
a motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DELAY IN PENSION BUREAU. 

Mr. MACKEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, presented a report in writing on Honse resolution 
Saas ning Paes to inquire and report in reference to the delay in the 
Pension Bureau in deciding upon applications for pensions. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House resolution 
No. ——, directing them to inquire and report to the House what number of addi- 
tional clerks, if any, are necessary to be employed in the Pension Bureau to enable 
it to consider and decide within a reasonable time the applications of wounded and 
disabled soldiers, and their widows, for the pensions pledged to them by the Gov- 
ernment, — had the same under consideration, respectfully $ 

of the pension di of the Surgeon-General's Offi 
received at the respective offices such information as they desired to enable them 
to u the subject-matter contained in the ution referred to them. 
The Com ioner of Pensions does not 2 to require any additional clerical 
force, and so advised the committee; but the delay in action upon applications for 
a 1 — to result from a want of sufficient clerical force in the Surgeon- 
neral's Office to enable that epee tenant with reasonable 888 to furnish 
the Commissioner of Pensions with the Army hospital record evidence required to 
determine and decide the numerous claims presented. 

It appears from a statement furnished the committee by the pension division of 
the Surgeon-General’s Office that the number of cases or og e for re 
received since the close of the late — 7 to February 1, 1878. was 337,836; and 
the number of cases on hand unanswered June 30, 1 when the clerical 5 


consisted of ninety-nine 66 ˙ ͤ˖ TTT 
Number of cases received during the year ending June 30, 1874, Was 17,957 
Total number of Gaeeas. -..cssis ce se AA ssl veins iced scnass 19, 510 
Number of cases reported upon during the year ending June 30, 1874, was. 18, 535 
Leaving on hand June 30, 187. „ pennga 975 

At that time the clerical force of that office was reduced to 66. 

The number of cases received during the year ending June 30, 1875 ....... 20, 332 
21, 307 


1878. 


%% ̃ AT... ĩ˙ꝛÄA A E ES SE 21, 307 

The number of cases reported upon during the year ending J une 30, 1875, was 15,572 
Leaving on hand June 30, 187 „ 444 5,765 
The number of cases received during the year ending June 30, 1876, was... 25, 406 
31,171 

The number of cases reported upon during the year ending June 30, 1876.. 18, 252 
Leaving on hand unanswered June 30, 187 iu onnnaieneanisnnrnsne 12, 919 

In October, 1876, the clerical force of the office was reduced to 44. 

The number of cases received during the year ending June 30, 1877........ 20, 428 
33, 347 

Number of cases reported upon during the year ending June 30, 1877, was.. 14, 650 


Leaving on hand June 30, 1877 2200 -. 0000 -nccee concen cncnncenenecese 18, 697 
Number of cases received from June 30, 1877, to February 1, 1878, was q 11,913 

39, 610 
Number of cases reported upon from June 30, 1877, to February 1, 1878 .... 11, 843 


Leaving on hand unanswered February 1, 187 nnns: 
In the summer of C to the force, making 

the total number hor apt he of whom 57 are employed on pension work. 

It appears from statement that a much larger number of cases remained on 
FCC 1876, and a larger 

were 4 

in arrears more than one year, and the com- 

i ` -General's Office 


useless. A 
enable the pension division of the Surgeon-General’s Office to dispose 
of proportionately longer 
eee aes propraton of a sufiient amount to ators the em 
ployment and payment of tional clerical force herein suggested. 

Mr. MACKEY. I move that the report be printed, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, not to be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADVERTISING OF MAIL LETTINGS. 

Mr. SINGLETON., I rise to make a privileged re I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Printing to report a bill to regulate 
eat advertising of mail lettings. I ask that bill be now consid- 


The bill was read. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I ask that there may be read so much of the 
letter of the Postmaster-General as relates to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill hardly comes within the privilege of the 
committee to report at any time; but the Chair does not interpose 
a Bae eg if nobody else does, 

. CALKINS. Do I understand that the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi asks unanimous consent for the consideration of this bill now? 
he SPEAKER. By Rule 101 the Committee on Printing has a 
right to report at soy time; but the construction given to that rule 
in the Forty-second Congress, and which has prevailed since, has been 
that that right "a S applies to matters of printing. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I must object, as this matter lai to postal serv- 


ce. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It relates to public printing and it was referred 
to us; it relates to the printing of mail contracts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the bill is not within the 
rule, as it provides for the manner of advertising and the letting of 
contracts, which is not certainly anything that can be construed to 
refer to matters of printing. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I submit to the decision of the Chair and with- 
draw the bill. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I report from the same committee a concurrent 
resolution of the Honse in regard to the printing of the report of the 
Commissioner of Education for 1876, with a substitute for the origi- 
nal resolution. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 5,000 copies 
of the of the Commissioner of Education for the year ist be printet. for 


distribution by the Commissioner of Education. 
Mr. SINGLETON. I now call for the reading of the roport. 
The report was read, as follows: 


To the honorable the House of Representatives of the United States : 


In reporting back, with amendments, the House resolution providing for tha put 
lication of apoxten edition of the Re — of the Commissioner of — tor for! the 


we recommend this report to the 
favorable consideration of the House. It 5 be many statements as to the con- 
dition 1 instruction in the various sections of the country during the year 
1876 which private enterprise would probably not be able to collect as well as this 
bureau, unless the publisher of a book containing the sume should be willing to 
supply gratis a copy thereof to every person instrumental in furnishing them. The 
report p , of two hundred and thirteen pages, contains a general review of the 
progress 
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dition of poate 1 ral the various States eee yiia * — on 
compulsory education other subjects; instruction in various countries o! 
Asia, Africa, š 1 W. 


1 papers at 
pendix contains four hundred 
extracts from the of school-officers of 
cht have been left out or condensed 


the most minute statistics concern- 
book as to the best methods of developing the 
ds of the young. which we might venture to suppose should be of considerable 
interest to the “ educators” of the country. Appreciating, as we do, the general 
sechool-officers, we regret its annual increase 
3 believe that much therein does not appertain 
to a publication of this kind. ap 
tained therein as if the bureau had been at a loss to find material for a voluminous 
i of a report of this bureau and endan- 

of economy, which the exigencies of 

ureaus attached to the 


Your committee hope that the House by adopting this report may give an 
Podication of its desire in RITOLA pot to ba wxinanaeentood tae the tote. 
Respectfully submitted. 


0. R. SINGLETON, ; 
ANTHONY EICKHOFF, 
L. M. B 
on Printing. 

The question Was on agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. HAYES. Let me ask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SINGLETON] the question what this edition is going to cost us; what 
will these additional 5,000 copies of that report cost us? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have it before me. I do not know what the 
original 1,900 copies cost, as I have not been able to get that informa- 
tion, but I have here a letter from the Publie Printer, which I will 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
tel f the e in 85 ries 

D Sin: In to 27th instant, to 
yon ith the peer on fot ba of the Report of the rare — Education, “HR 
submit the following as the result of my estimate: 


Putting plates bb: DOIN . ccc secsareas eee 818 25 
ere ire up — 22 2 
* Ave: ) - ... 
F 180 00 
aE PAA Y PAAA AEE 8 689 67 
If printed on fifty-three-pound it will cost $104.58 more, Sanni 
Yours respectfully, 
A. F. CHILDS, 
Chief Olerk, for the Public Printer. 


CHARLES J. WIENER, Esq., 
Olerk Committee on Printing, House of Representatives. 
Mr. SINGLETON. Multiply that by five and it will give you the 
total cost. I ask the Clerk to read the total amount again for 1,000 


copies. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Total cost of 1,000 copies, $689.67. 


Mr. SINGLETON. Well, that amount multiplied by five will give 
you the cost of this edition of 5,000 copies. I wish to say that it was 
with a deal of hesitation that we reported in favor of publish- 
ing additional copies of this document at all,for the reason that it 
consists of eleven hundred pages, five hundred of which are statistics 
and figures which we do not think will be useful to anybody in the 
world; but as 1,900 copies have been printed and we would not have 
to pay for composition, we determined to report in favor of printing 
this edition of 5,000 copies, although the amount is much larger than 
it was last year. 

The object of the report is to bring the attention of Congress to 
this subject. If this educational department is allowed to go on from 
year to year adding to the size of the volumes which it asks us to 
print, there is no telling where the thing will go to. 

Mr. POTTER. Let me inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing whether this work will have to be again set up in type. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It will not. 

Mr. POTTER. If the original plates are still preserved and this is 
a question of the mere cost of papei and printing, then I think that 
there ought to be printed more of this very useful report for which 
there is a great demand. If we are to have a Bureau of Education at 
all, we should give its reports to the public who desire to read them. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the concurrent resolution, as 
amended, was then adopted. s 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. pets 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour will now begin at tweuty minutes before one o’clock. The first 
business in order is the business pending at the expiration of the 
morning hour of yesterday, which was the bill reported by the gen 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANKLIN] from the Committee on Pub- 


ction, summaries of statistics, and statements concerning the con- | lic Buildings and Grounds. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI, 


The bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri, was then read. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a site for, 
and cause to be constructed, a suitable building, with fire-proof vault 
extending to each story, for the accommodation of the post-office, 
custom-house, bonded warehouse, internal-revenue office, and other 
Government offices, at the city of Kansas, State of Missouri; the site 
and balung thereon when completed—the plans and specifications to 
be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury— 
not to ex the cost of „000; provided that no part of the money 
to be appropriated for this purpose shall be available until the site 
of said building shall be vested in the United States, and until the 
State of Missouri shall release and relinquish to the United States the 
right to tax or assess said site and the property thereon during the 
time the United States shall be and remain the owner thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon ordering the main 
question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were, upon a diyision—ayes 81, 


noes 42, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. EDEN. I believe no quorum has voted. 

Teens were ordered; and Mr. EDEN and Mr. SAYLER were ap- 

inted. 
Perhe House again divided; and the tellers reported there were 
ayes 116, noes 35. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. EDEN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 45 in the affirmative ; 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 72, not 
voting 56; as follows: 


YEAS—164 
Aiken, Dickey, Jones, James T, Robinson, Milton 8. 
‘Aldrich, Dunvel], Jones, John . Ryan, 
elley, mpson, 
Baker, William H. Eames, Kenna, Sa 
Elam, Kimmel, Say ler, 
Banning, Ellis, Knott, Scales, 
Bell, Ellsworth, Landers, Schleicher, 
— 5 = S 1. Lathrop, 3 
burn, ‘ans, James Ligon, lemons, 
Blair, Evins, John H. Lindsey, Smalls, 
Bliss, Felton, Lorin Smith, William E. 
Boone, Field, Lat Springer, 
2 Forney, Man Steele, 
Bright, Franklin, Maylam, Blewett, 
Browne, Gardner, McKenzie, Stone, Joseph O. 
Bundy, Garth, Metcalfe, Swann, 
ee Gause, Mills, Thornburgh. 
Caldwell, John W. Giddings, Money, Throckmorton, 
Caldwell, W. P. Goode, Morgan, Tipton. 
Calkins, Gunter, Morse, Townsend, Amos 
Candler, Hanna, Muldrow, Townsend, M. I. 
Carlisle, Harmer, Norcross, Vance, 
Caswell, Harris, Henry R. O'Neill, Van Vorhes, 
Clatiin, Harris, John T, Waddell, 
Clark of Missouri, Harrison, Patterson, T. M. Wait, 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Hartridge, Phe) Walker, 
Cobb, Haskell, Pollard, Wals 
Collins, Hatcher, Pound, Weleh, 
Conger, Hayes, Price, Whito, Michael D, 
Covert, Hendee, uian, Whi ©, 
Crapo, Henkie, Y, Wi ton, 
Cravens, Henry, Randolph, Wi aa, A. S. 
Crittenden, Herbert, Willams, Andrew 
Culberson, Hewitt, Abram 8. Williams, t. G. 
Cummings, Hooker, Williams, Jere N. 
Davidson, Honse, Americus V. Williams. 
vis, Horace Hu Rice, William W. Willis, Albert 8. 
Davis, Joseph J, Humphrey, Riddle, Willis, 
ng, Hunter, Robbins, Wright, 
ison, Hunton, Roberts, Yeates, 
Dibrell, Ittner, Ro Young, 
NAYS—72. 
A Danford, James, Pridemore, 
V 
ic y. nson, i 
Mount, Eickhoff, Ketrham, Sexton, 
Bouck, Finley, Killinger, Shallen! 
Boyd, Foster, fan P, Boh 3 
Bragg, Frye, „ th. A. Herr 
Brewer, Fuller, Lockwood, Sout 
Bri Garf dene Sparks, 
Hal: aish, Starin, 
Burchard, Hamilton, McGowan, Stone, John W. 
C Tare Ben w. i 8 Termes’. RW. 
5 ö ©. 0 
Clark, Rush Monroe, Turner, 
cl 3 Hazelton, Neal, Turney, 
ox, Jacob D. Ien Oliver, 
Cox, Samuel S. pegen G. W. Overton, 0 White, Harry 
4 £ 
NOT VOTING—56. 
Acklen, Cabell, Ewing, 
Bagicy, Cain, Fort, y Mackey, 
Banks, Camp, 
Bayne, Chalmers, Gib:on, Marti 
Beebe, Chittenden, Glover, McCoo 
Clark, Alvah A. Hart, Mitchell, 
Cole, iseock, i 
Brentano, Cook, Jones, Frank Muller, 
Buckner, Douglas, Jorgensen, Peddie, 
Butler, Evans, I. Newton Keifer, Phillips, 


Potter, Shelley, Tucker, Williams, James 
Pugh," Stephens, Ward” Wood,” 
Thompson, Watson, Wren. 
So the main apres was ordered. 
During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 


Mr. ELLIS. I desire to state that my colleagues, Mr. LEONARD and 
Mr. ACKLEN, are absent by leave of the House, and are paired. 

Mr. HUNTON. My co e, Mr. CABELL, is detained from the 
House by sickness. If he were present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. MAISH. My colleague, Mr. STENGER, is detained from the 
House by sickness. 

Mr. CANDLER. My colleagne, Mr. Cook, is detained from the 
House by sickness, and is paired generally with Mr. Marsu, of Ili- 


nois. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I am paired with the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. SHELLEY. 

Mr. MULDROW. My coll e, Mr. CHALMERS, is paired with Mr. 
COLE, of Missouri, on all questions, during the absence of Mr. CHAL- 
MERS. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The bill was then ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRANKLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
cig and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. YOUNG. Iam directed by the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds to report back without recommendation Senate joint 
resolution No, 9, authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to cause the custom-house at Memphis to be constructed of Ten- 
nessee marble, I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole and placed on the public Calendar. 

Mr. EDEN. Hasa committee the right to send a bill to the public 
Calendar without a recommendation one way or the other? 

The SPEAKER. It could be placed on the Calendar if there was 
& negative recommendation. } 

Mr. EDEN. I understand that; but what right has the bill in the 
House at all without some recommendation! 

The SPEAKER, The committee report the joint resolution to the 
House for the consideration of the House, and ask that it be placed 
upon the public Calendar; but they fail to give it an affirmative recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. EDEN. If that is according to the rule I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there had been a negative recommendation it 
could be placed on the Calendar. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole and placed upon the public 
Calendar, with the statement that it is reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds without recommendation. 


NATIONAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. YOUNG. I am directed by the Committee on Pablic Buildings 
and Grounds to report back, with a favorable recommendation, and 
to ask for its eee consideration, the bill (H. R. No. 2662) for the 
erection of a proof building for a national museum, 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that that bill should receive 
its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
rule upon the point of order. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made that this bill contains 
an eee The Chair sustains the point of order. The bill 
ee referred to the Committee of the Whole on the public Cal- 
endar. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DANVILLE, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. YOUNG also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, re; a bill (H. R. No. 3717) abe for the erection 
of a public building at Danville, Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the pub- 
lic Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I wish to make an inquiry. The Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds authorized the reporting of a bill 
which had been passed by the Senate for the construction of a cus- 
tom-house of marble at Memphis, Tennessee. The reporting of the 
bill was authorized with the understanding that a written report in 
favor of the bill and another adverse to it would be afterward tiled; 
and, as we supposed, the bill went to the public Calendar with that 
understanding. j 

The SPEAKER. That is sometimes done. In this instance there 
is no direct recommendation nor is there an unfavorable expression, 
but the report of the committee in this case is rather in the direction 
of a negative than otherwise. The bill is reported without any 
recommendation; and the lack of an affirmative recommendation 
would seem to imply a negative. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Some of the members of the committee wish 
to file a report adverse to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask consent of the House that 
members of the committee may be allowed to file their views upon 
the bill to which the gentleman from Ohio refers. The Chair hears 
no objection. 
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Mr. EDEN. Is there any fayorable report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. There is no report at all. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to make a parliamentary inquiry. When 
bills are reported by a committee without any recommendation at 
all, what position do they occupy on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. They go upon the Calendar with a notice that 
no recommendation is made by the committee. 

Mr. EDEN. It seems to me that this is a departure from the ordi- 
nary procedure of the House. The H in referring a bill to a com- 
mittee, does so in order that the subject may be investigated by the 
committee and the facts pertaining to the question, with the reasons 
for or against the measure, re to the House, so that members 
generally may have the benefit of the investigations of the commit- 
tee. It seems to me that if it is a justifiable practice to have bills 
placed on the Calendar when they are reported back without any 
recommendation by the committee, the rules ought to be amended so 
that the practice ag be Ser cir i 

The SPEAKER. en a bill is reported from a committee a re- 
port thereon usually accompanies it, and, while very often that is 
not the case, any statement of the merits of the bill is reserved till 
the question comes up for discussion in the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. In order to allay any apprehension of my friend 
about the bill referred to, I will state that there will be a report; 
possibly there may be s favorable and an adverse report. The vill 
will be thoroughly investigated by the committee before it is acted 
on by the House; and, if we cannot succeed in convincing the gen- 
tleman that the bill ought to pass, we shall have to give it up. 

Mr. EDEN. It seems to me that we ought to have the best light 
that these gentlemen can throw on the bill when it is brought in, so 
that there may be an opportunity to examine the question intelli- 
gently before it comes up in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. YOUNG. If my friend will retire to the committee room with 
me or will call at my room, I will give him all the information he 
wants. 17 

Mr. SAYLE ere is no rule requiring a written report to be 
made in connection with a bill reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. That matter is at the option of the committee. 
Certainly the Chair has nothing to do with it. In answer to the point 
suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN, ] the Chair will 
suggest that even a bill coming back from a committee with an ad- 
verse report is allowed to go on the Private Calendar at the request 
of a single member. 

Mr. EDEN. I am aware of that. 

The SPEAKER. So that there is no incongruity in allowing a bill 
to 1 You the public Calendar with no report whatever. 

. YOUNG. In this case and in the one I am about to present, I 
would not have asked any departure from the course ordinarily pur- 
sued in cases of this sort but for the fact which I endeavored to explain 

yesterday, that it was necessary to have the bill in reference to the 

emphis custom-house acted on at once. There is another bill of a 
similar character which the committee think ought to be acted on 
very soon. They believe that whatever disposition is to be made of it 
should be made at once. I shall therefore report the bill upon the 
same conditions that were coupled with the measure relating to the 
Memphis custom-house—that is, without any recommendation and 
with a request that it be placed on the public Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A e in writing from the President of the United States was 
presented by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

LOT FOR GOVERNMENT USE, PROVIDENCE, RHODE ISLAND, 

Mr. YOUNG. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have directed me to report without recommendation and with a re- 
quest that it be placed on the public Calendar, the bill G No. 220) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a lot of land 
for the use of the Government in Proyidence, Rhode Island. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the public Calendar, Does the gentleman desire at any 
future time to submit a report? 

Mr. YOUNG. Yes, sir; a report will be submitted on both these 
measures long before they are called up. 


The SPE. R. Is there consent that a majority and a minority 
report may be filed spm the bill just introduced ? 
8 N. Can this bill be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider 


The SPEAKER. If brought back it would still be subject to the 
int of order and could in that way be at once referred again to the 
ommittee of the Whole. The Chair hears no objection to the pre- 
eagles of majority and minority reports upon the bill just intro- 
uce 
MESSENGER FOR WAR CLAIMS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. BOYD, from the Committee of Accounts, reported back the 
following resolution, with the recommendation that it do pass: 
Resolved, That the Committee on War Claims be, and are hereby, authorized to 


employ a messenger for the present session of Congress, at the of compeusa- 
br a laborer. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McMAHON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSENGER FOR FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee of Accounts, reported back the 
following resolution, with the recommendation that it do pass: 

Resolved, That a messenger be employed by the Doorkeeper to serve in the 
folding. room; his pay not to exceed $1,200 a year, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I should like to have some explana- 
tion of the necessity of such a resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. The matter has been examined by the Committee of 
Accounts, and we think the help is necessary. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does not the gentleman think that $60 a month is 
ae enough pay for a messenger ? 

. BLAIR. He serves much of the time as clerk. 

Mr. ATKINS. A good many of the messengers around the Hall 
here do not get more than $60 a month. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvanla. I move to make it $60 a month. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not yield for an amendment. I wish to make a 
short explanation to the House. It has been represented to the Com- 
mittee of Accounts that additional service is e necessary in 
the folding-room, and for some little time a man having the capacity 
of . of the duties of clerk has been employed there, 

Mr. BLOUNT. We did not hear the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. This resolution was introduced, and referred to the 
Committee of Accounts. The matter was carefully inquired into by 
that committee. It was represented by the gentleman having the 
management of the folding-room that the services of an additional 
messenger were actually necessary, and ho has been this session, and 
I think during some part of the special session, in actnal employment, 
much of the time performing the duties of clerk, and the rest of the 
time as a messenger about the House, about the Capito), and in the 
various Departments of the city. He has becn extremely serviceable, 
not only there, but a personal convenience to a very large number of 
the members of the House; and the Committee of Accounts, after as 
much investigation as they were able to make, think his services can- 
not be dispensed with. We have accordingly reported the resolution 
back with the recommendation that it do pass, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman let me ask him 
a question: 

r. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. How has he been of service to mem- 
bers of the House otherwise than in the folding-room? 

Mr. BLAIR. He has been 7 in no other way than as serv- 
ant of the House. I do not think members generally know to what 
extent their districts are entitled to public documents, and this man 
has been extremely useful and serviceable to members in collecting 
documents in this building and at the Departments. Members re- 
ceive letters from their constituents asking for this and that docu- 
ah and not knowing how to obtain them, or whether they are 
entitled to them or not, this man who is perfectly familiar with the 
bags ge pronte the documents so desired. 

r. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Is not that the duty of the pages? 

Mr. BLAIR. The pages are only employed on the floor of the House. 
It may not be known to all members, as I have already stated, to 
what extent they are entitled, or their constituents are entitled, to 
public documents of considerable value. This man is thoroughly 
acquainted with all the documents that have been published by the 
Government for a long time, and I know he has been very serviceable 
to many members of the House, und to their constituents through 
those members, in effecting the distribution throughout the country 
of many valuable documents which have been accumulating in the 
Departments. 

Mr. BRIDGES. How long does the gentleman say he has been 
employed ? 

Mr. BLAIR. About three months, and he is servant of the House 
and of any member of the House at any time for that specific use. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Under what authority has he been employed? 

Mr. BLAIR. He has not been employed in such way as to render 
the House liable. His services are valuable, and they are growing 
more and more so, and it is believed they are now indispensable for 
the proper discharge of the duties of the folding-room, He performs 
many of the duties of a clerk. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman to yield to me. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will not question, Mr. Speaker, the necessity 
of amessenger to be employed in the place designated, but I will say 
this: as a member of a committee of this House to whom has been 
intrusted the work of examining into the number of messengers and 
other employés, I have no hesitation in asserting there are more than 
half a dozen messengers who can be dispensed with on the roll, and 
knowing this fact from the investigation we have carried on, I insist 
there ought to be transferred a 5 from some other duty to this 
place, or the discharge of some one else, so that so important a man 
should be appointed, and not a repetition of what is notorious in this 
House, that we are eternally appointing men to places which we think 
necessary, while the regular roll is filled with men who are unneces- 


sary. 
Mr. BLAIR. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


Cox] may be all very proper and I hope that gentleman, who is on 
the Committee of Civil Service Reform, will very soon give us the 
opportunity to act npon such measures as he thinks uecessary for the 
general reform of the manner in which the business of the House is 
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conducted. But this man has special requisites for the service which 
he is expected to render and does render, and no other man in the 
employment of this House has those qualifications, As the morning 
hour is abont to expire, I must demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I cannot yeld. I insist on the demand for the previous 
question, ! 

ORDER OF. BUSINESS, 


Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Speaker, has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. DURHAM. Then I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will it be in order for me to move to lay upon the 
table the report made by the gentleman from New Hampshire? 

The SPEAKER. It will be to-morrow. 

Mr. ATKINS. I give notice that 1 will make that motion to-morrow. 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI—PRESIDENT’S VETO. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair directs to be read a communication 
from the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 

Treturn herewith House bill No 3072, entitled An act to authorizea term 
of the cirenit court of the United States for the southern district of issippi, 
to be held at ton, in Jackson County,” with the following objections to its 


becoming a law. 

The act provides that a jal term of the circuit court of the United States for 
the southern district of Mississippi shall be held at Scranton, in Jackson County, 
Mississippi, to begin on the second Monday, in March, 178, and directs the clerk of 
said court to “cause notice of said special term of said court to be published in a 
now r in Jackson, Mississippi, and also in a newspaper in Scranton at least ten 
da, * ure the beginning thereof.” 

he act cannot be executed inasmuch as there is not sufficient time to give the 
notice of the holding of the special term, which Congress thought proper torequire. 

The number of suits to be tried at the s term in which the United States is 
interested is forty-nine, and the amonnt involved exceeds $200,000, The Govern- 
ment cannot prea for trial at said special term because no fund appropriated b 
Congress can be made available for that purpose. If, therefore, the Government is 
con:pelled to go to trial at the special term provided for by this bill the United States 
must be defeated for want of time and means to make preparation for the proper 
vindication of its rights. 

The bill is therefore returned for the farther consideration of o 


HAYES. 
EXECUTIVE MAxsiox, March 6, 1878. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act to authorizea term of the circnit court of the United States for the 
southern district of Mississippi to be held at Scranton, in Jackson County. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o; 
America in Congress assembled, That a ial term of the circuit court of the Uni 
States for the southern district of Mississippi shall be holden at Scranton, in Jack- 
son County, Missiasippi, to begin on the second Monday in March, 1878; and the 
clerk of ald court shall cause notice of said special term of said court to be pub- 
lished in a newspaper in Jackson, Mississippi, and also in a newspaper in Scranto: 
at least ten days before the beginning thereof. And all process, writs, bonds, an 
recognizances which relate toany suit or suits pending or which may be institated 
in said court in behalf of the United States against any y or es for or on 
necount of lumber, logs, charcoal, or turpentine, or growing out of or on account of 
any by an depredation Ao or timber cut or taken from, any of the public lands 
of the United States in said district. sball be considered as belonging to such spe- 
term; and snch suits shall be then and there tried and de ned as if th 
had been brought, and such writs, IT bonds, and reco; been open 
and taken with reference and made returnable to such special term. And the 
siding judge of said court shall have power to continue such special term from time 
to time until said suits shall be determined, if, in his judgment, the ends of justice 
may so require. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is,“ Will the House 
on reconsideration agree to pass the bill?” 

Mr. HOOKER. The House is aware of the fact that when this bill 
went to the Senate after its pes by the House, in conseqnence of 
its being referred to the Judiciary Committee and the report of the 
committee being delayed, the bill was not passed for a long period of 
time after it passed this House. 

Ithink so far as the first clanse of the message is concerned, in refer- 
ence to the giving of notice of the time at which the court will meet 
and the holding of the court, that is ae ae directory; and there 
would be still time to give that notice, as the bill provides the court 
may remain in session from day to day until the causes for which the 
special term of court is held are disposed of. I do not think, there- 
fore, there is anything in that point. 

The gravamen of the veto message is to be fonnd in its closing sen- 
teuces, which refer to the fact that the Government has instituted a 
series of suits on the affidavits of its agents and is now unprepared 
to proceed with them, and may continue so and will continue so until 
appropriation is made for that purpose. 

r. GARFIELD. I suggest to the gentleman that he had better 
let the message be printed and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood yesterday from the gentleman’s col- 
league that the suits out of which this bill grew had all been dis- 


posed off. 
: Mr. SINGLETON. Let me correct the gentleman. Isaid there had 
been no convictions in any criminal causes; nor has the prosecution 
succeeded in a single civil suit which has been called for trial; but 
that very many of them had been dismissed. There are some still 
lingering upon the docket, but not many. 
r. FOSTER. I desire to correct the gentleman. A few cases, 
eighteen in number, have been dismissed, which were so trival that 


did not think it worth while to continue the 
large cases are yet on the docket for trial. 


the officer in pharge. 

prosecution ; but t 
Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman from Ohio is mistaken in this par- 

ticular, The suits, some of which were instituted in the district 


court of the United States, few in number and, comparatively speak- 
ing, insignificant in amount, have been dismissed at the session of 
the district court; but the large cases are in the circuit court of the 
United States, which does not sit until May; and the object of the 
bill was to remedy the long delay which would result if the suits 
had to wait until the regular term of the court. 

Mr. FRYE. I voted for this bill and advocated it in the House, 
believing it to be right. I do not p to vote for the enactment 
of the bill over the President's veto if he has given good and suffi- 
cient reasons why I should not do so. 

There is no time to consider the reasons given here in this House 
now, and I hope that the gentleman will move a reference of the 
message to the Committee on the Judiciary with leave to report at 
any time, so that they may examine the reasous given by the Presi- 
dent for vetoing the bill, and so that the House may act intelligently 
in the premises. 

Mr. HOOKER. In answer to the suggestion made by my friend 
from Maine I will say that it was my purpose when I rose to state, 
as I have already stated, that I do not think that there is anything 
in the objection stated in the Deginuing of the message, that there is 
not sufficient time to give notice; but inasmuch as the friends of the 
measure on this side of the Honse and those on the other side of the 
House who voted for this bill on non-partisan grounds desire a further 
consideration of it, I move that the message, together with the bill, 
be * to the Committee on the Judiciary with leave to report at 
any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the committee would have 
leave to report at any time; it is a privileged question under the Con- 
stitution. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hooker’s motion, and it was 


agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DURHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and pending that motion 
I desire to make the 9 to the House that on yesterday even- 
ing when I asked the House to limit general debate I was not ap- 

prised of some promises that had been made to the gentleman from 

ississippi [Mr. HooKER] and the gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. 
PATTERSON.] They are particularly interested in this timber ques- 
tion and desire to be heard a little longer than they possibly could 
be heard under the five-minute rule. I ask permission that Mr. 
HOOKER be allowed half an hour and Mr. PATTERSON twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. That would leave two hours and twenty minutes 
for general debate. 

Mr. DURHAM. I make that suggestion because these gentlemen 
seem interested in that part of the bill in relation to the timber ques- 
tion. 

es err I believe that general debate has not been limited 
on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. It was limited yesterday to one hour and a half, 
of which one hour was given to the geutleman from Ohio, [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD.] The Chair hears no objection to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [ Mr. DURHAM] and the general debate will there- 
fore extend to two hours and twenty minutes in the manner indicated 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dunnau's motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and it was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Porrer in the chair,) and resumedthe 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No, 3102) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropria- 
tion for the same; also, making appropriations for detecting trespass 
on public lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain 
States, and for other purposes, 

Tho CHAIRMAN. General debate on this bill is limited by order 
of the House to two hours and twenty minutes, and the House has 
agreed that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] shall occupy 
one hour. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Mr. Chairman, it is not of my seeking or accord- 
ing to my desire that any interruption of work on the appropriation 
bills is made by general debate; but the Honse by nnauimous con- 
sent allowed the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] two 
hours and a half yesterday, which he devoted to the criticism of a 
speech which I made one hundred and nine days ago against the 
repeal of the resumption act, aud if I take an hour to reply I ean 
hardly be charged with a wanton delay of the public business. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I interrupt the gentleman for the pur- 
pose of asking if it is the purpose of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to allow the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to 
rejoin to the gentleman from Ohio and let the discussion go on in- 
definitely. If so, the House must interpose. 

Mr. ATKINS. The House has already made its order, and it is not 
in the power of the Committee on 1 to change that 
order, uor does the committee desire to do so. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The House has limited debate to two hours and 
twenty minutes, and one hour is allotted to the gentleman from Obio. 
Mr. GARFIELD. There was not in my speech delivered on the 
16th of November the slighest touch of personality. I replied to 
arguments and criticised opinions, but I was not conscious of saying 
anything to wound the sensibilities of any gentleman. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. J has been sometimes my an- 
tagonist but often my comrade on many a field of debate. We have 
served together in the same committee nearly five zan; and though 
on a few subjects our differences of opinion have been marked and 
decisive, yet, so far as I remember, the courtesies of debate have 
always been observed and the obligations of friendship have been 
unviolated. During the past month we have spent almost two hours 
a day together in committee work, consulting on publie questions. 
Nothing, therefore, could excite my surprise more than to tind that, 
after nearly four months of waiting, that gentleman should have 
delivered as h of two hours and a half, which from the beginning 
to the end of it was filled with the spirit of sneering, unkind per- 
sonality, closing finally with a statement coarsely irreverent, if not 
rofane, branding me as especially arrogant, conceited, and egotist- 
Teal in my bearing toward my brother-members. To all Gaty N 
ike t 
eman whose colossal self-conceit has been the theme of 
pleasant jocularity among all his associates during the seventeen 
years of his service, no man on this floor need make a reply. 

Bat it is of consequence not only to me but to all those who have 
an interest in these subjects to know whether the main statements 
concerning the financial facts on which my speech was based are 
trustworthy and the conclusions are warranted by the facts. To 
these alone I shall invite the attention of the House, 

Iam laboring under the same embarrassment I was under on the 
16th November, when 1 replied to some points made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. His speech then was withbeld from the 
RECORD, and I was compelled to reply to it as I remembered it. And 
now, after the speech, which was mostly if not all in manuscript and 
for aught I know has been many weeks ready for delivery, was read 
deliberately to the House, it does not appear in the Recorp of this 
morning; and I am again compelled to trust to my memory of it, to 
the few notes I made while he read it, and to the brief notice con- 
tained in the morning papers, If I shall in any way misrepresent his 
statements the fault is mainly his own. 

I am also embarrassed now, as I was in November, by the fact that 
the gentleman himself is not here, for I dislike to make reference to 
a member in his absence. But he sat in the committee-room of Ways 
and Means for two hours this morning, and he knew that I had the 
floor and that I must speak now if at all. 

The first forty minutes of his two-hour-and-a-half h were de- 
voted to overturning a proposition of mine which was incidental and 
not vitally essential to my ent. The line of my argument was 
this: that it was generally conceded that 1860 was a time of peace and 
of general prosperity in this niet that there was fair employment 
for labor and falt remuneration for the laborer; that it was an era of free 
banking and the volume of the currency was $207,000,000, the largest 
which the country had ever had except for a brief period in the panic 
year of 1857. On that statement I drew the conclusion that it was 
due to gentlemen who said that we had not now enough currency to 
show how, after all that has occurred to us in years past, the present 
depression of prices, which are nearly if not altogether as low as in 
1860, and the present non-occupation of laborers, three times as much 
currency uow as we had in 1860 was still insufficient. 

That was the drift of my argument; and upon the preliminary dec- 
laration that the year 1860 was one of peace and fair prosperity through- 
out the country the gentleman spent forty minutes to show that 1560 
was one of our most distressful 4 5 except perhaps the present, that 
this country has known. In the first place he denied that it was a 
ape of peace, and for three very curious reasons. First, becanse dur- 

ng the previous year seventeen men had invaded Virginia at Harper’s 
Ferry! Second, because it was the year of the presidential election. 
Third, because the year afterward we had a war! Well, if these three 
facts prove that 1860 was not a year of peace then the gentleman is 
entitled to say that our currency was adjusted to a war basis during 
that year. But he denies my statement that 1860 was a year of gen- 
eral prosperity, and asserts that it was a year of great Sonnet de- 
pression. And he bases this opinion upon the fact that in 1859 there 


make no reply, except simply to say this, that to a char; 
a gen 


nnes, including loans, amounted ny to $76,000,000. Our expenditures 
were $77,000,000, and our whole public debt but $65,000,000. In the 
year 1860 the tonnage of our ships upon the seas was 5,353,868 tons, 
which was more by 140,090 tons than in any other year of our history 
before or since. o-thirds of our imports were then carried in 
American bottoms, as were also more than two-thirds of our exports. 

Our exports that year reached the aggregate value of $400,000,000, 
which was forty-three and a half millions more than during any pre- 
vious year. Our imports were $362,000,000, decidedly more than any 
other year. And I make this statement on the authority of David A. 
Wells, that in 1860 we were exporting to foreign countries more Amer- 
ican manufactures than in any other pa of our history. In a table 
printed on page 10 of the report of the special commissioner of the 
revenue for 1869, it appears that in 1850 there came to this country 
179,000 emi ts, 58,000 more than daring the preceding year. 

As an exhibit of the activity and industry of ourpeople, forty-eight 
hundred and nineteen patents were issued at the Patent Office in 1860, 
eleven hundred more than the average number for the three years 
preceding. In that year we built eighteen hundred and forty-six 
miles of railroad, a he increase above the preceding year. The 
people of the United States consumed 332,000 tons of sugar in 1857, 


t, | and in 1860 they consumed the enormous amount of 464,000 tons; more 


than in any other year of our previous history. The mean annual 
consumption of tea in the United States, which was 16,000,000 pounds 
in the decade ending with 1850, was 27,000,000 pounds in the decade 
ending with 1860. This certainly is an indication that the people had 
something to buy with. 

From 1831 to 1851 the cotton crop of the United States ranged from 
one million to two and one-third million bales per annum. In the 
year 1860 it had risen to the enormous crop of 4,675,770 bales ; almost 
a million more bales than were ever grown in the United States in 
any previous year of our history. : 

] find from the census reports that in 1850 our wheat crop was 
100,000,000 bushels, and in 1860 it was 173,000,000 bushels. In 1850 
we raised 592,000,000 bushels of corn; in 1860, 838,000,000 bushels, 
while in 1870 we raised but 760,000,000 bushels, The crop of 1860 
was 78,000,000 bushels more than that of 1870, and three hundred and 
forty-six millions more than that of 1850. And so with several other 
of ee cereals, The crop of barley for 1860 was three times that 
of 1850. The crops of rye and buckwheat in 1860 exceeded those of 
1870 as well as those of 1850. 

In 1850 the value of the American farms was three and one-quarter 
billions of dollars; in 1°60 it was $6,645,000,000 by the census, an in- 
crease of 103 per cent., while the population increased but 35 per 
cent. during that decade. i 

The value of farming implements in 1850, was $151,000,000 ; in 1860, 
it was two hundred and forty-six millions—an increase of 70 fects 
while during the next decade it increased but 42 per cent, m the 
statistics of manufactures given in the census I find that in 1250, nine 
hundred and fifty-seven thousand hands were employed; in 1860, 
thirteen hundred and eleven thousand. In 1850 the products of man- 
ufactures amounted to $553,000,000; in 1860, $1,009,000,000—an in- 
crease of 90 per cent.. while the population increased but 35 per 
cent. The products of our manufactures increased in that decade 
$870,000,000. But the gentleman tells us it was a year of unusual dis- 
tress. 

He spoke of the condition of the iron interest in that year. Let 
me tell him what the iron and steel associations say in their repurt 
for 1877. I find on 28 that in 1860 there were brought trots 
Lake Superior to our mills in the East 116,000 tons of ore, 51,000 tons 
more than in any other year of our history. 

On page 47 of the same report I learn that the production of an- 
thracite coal in Pennsylvania in 1860 amounted to 9,807,000 tons, 
almost 800,000 tons more than in any previous year, 

On page 12 of the same report I find that the production of bitu- 
minous coal and coke for 1560 amounted to 122,000 tons, which was 
38,000 tons more than the greatest product of any preceding year. 
And how much pig-iron did we produce in that year? I 1 775 from 

age 302 of the volume of “speeches and addresses” by WILLIAM D. 

ELLEY—a speech made by him here January 11, 1870, in which he 
gives the product for seven or eight years; and, according to his 
speech, in the year 1860 the total product of pig-iron in this country 
was 913,000 tons. This was 130,000 tons more than the average of 
the six preceding years, yet he holds that 1860 was a year of unusual 


was a destructive frost in some of the grain-growing sections of the | distress. 


country ; that some iron men say it was a disastrous year to the pro- 
ducers and manufacturers of iron; that there were Jarge sheriff’s sales 
in Philadelphia; and that the National Government was compelled 
to negotiate a loan to meet its expenditures. These and the opinion 
of Mr. Carey are, I believe, the main grounds on which he relies for 
overturning my position. 

For the purpose of my November speech I might have taken the 
whole decade from 1850 to 1860 as the base-line from which to meas- 
ure the relative amount of currency needed before the war and now, 
but I chose the year 1860 as the last year of peace preceding the pe- 
riod of war and inflation. I considered it a fact, admitted by almost 
evi one, that 1860 was a year of ve neral prosperity, but as the 
gentleman denies it, I will enumerate briefly a few of the grounds on 
which I made my statement. 

In 1860 the burdens of national taxation were light. All our reve- 


t 
This is an old debate between thë gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and myself; a debate that we had eight years ago; when to justify 
his extreme views on the tariff (whieh T do not hesitaté to say have 
done the cause of real protection more harm than the doctrines of the 
extreme free-traders) it was necessary for his argument to make it 
3 that because we then had a low tariff, 1860 was a year of great 
istress, 
We can find ample ground for the sufficient protection of American 
manufacturers without distorting the history of our country. The 
ntleman’s pee lays him open to this dangerous reply, that if the 
ow tariff and insufficient volume of currency of 1860 caused the al- 
leged distress of that year, how will he account for what he admits 
the great Wistress of 1877, with a much higher tariff and three times 
the currency of 1860? 
The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decade from 1850 to 1850 was one of 
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peace and general p ity. Thea ate volume of real and per- 
sonal property in the United States in 1850 was, in round millions, 
$7,135,000,000 ; in 1860 it was $16,159,000,000, an increase of 126 per 
cent., while the population increased but 35 per cent. Yet to suit a 
Dry of finance we are told that 1860 was a year of great distress 
and depression of business equaled only by the distress of the pres- 
ent year. 

I hold that the facts I have recited establish, in so far as anything 
can be established by statistics, that the year 1860 was a year not 
only of general peace but of very general prosperity in the United 
States; and the fact that there were frosts in some fields the year 
before, sheriff sales in Philadelphia, and unemployed laborers near 
some of the mills, not only does not overturn the proofs I have sub- 
mitted, but these proofs show how limited were the disasters of which 
the gentleman speaks, On this first point which the gentleman made 
against me he spoke forty minutes. His second point was to deny the 
correctness of my statement that no President from the days of Wash- 
ington till now, and no Secretary of the Treasury from the days of 
Hamilton till now, had ever given his adhesion to the doctrine of irre- 
deemable paper money. This statement encountered the whirlwind 
of his condemnation. And he deemed it a sufficient answer to say that 
President Washington and his t Secretary, Hamilton, themselves 
dovised a bill establishing a United States bank, that Congress passed 
it and Washington signed it, and that the notes of that bank were 
made a legal tender, and that thus Washington and Hamilton gave 
the people a popat currency which would answer their purpose if all 

-the silver and the pr should be carried out of the country. The 
gentleman will find a perfect and overwhelming answer to this eriti- 
simi he will read the tenth section of that very law. It is inthese 
words: t 

And be it That the bills or of said tion, original], 
malle . have become ane ee gold an ANo 
coin, sal be receivable in all payments to the United States.—1 Statutes at Large, 
page 


That is, so long as the notes of the national banks were payable on 
demand in gold and silver coin, so long, and only so long, were they 
receivable in all payments to the United States, They were not a 
legal tender for private debts, but only for debts due to the United 
States, and only when they were exchangeable for coin. 

That first bank of the United States was created by hard-money 
men. The law which thé gentleman cites was a hard-money law; 
and he can find in it no comfort for his doctrine of unrestricted, irre- 
deemable paper money, 

I now p to make good my statement that the fathers of the 
Constitution and our Presidents and Secretaries of the Treasury ap- 
proved of no currency except such as was exchangeable for coin at 
the willof the holder, In the Constitutional Convention, as reported 
in the Madison Papers, Governor Morris moved to strike ont the clause 
which authorized Con to “ emit bills on the credit of the United 
States.” Mr. Ellsworth said 

This was a favorable moment to shut and har the door against paper The 
mischiefs of the sex ts which have been maile were now fresh in the 
public mind and excited tho disgust of all the respectable part of America, 

Mr. Read thonght the wor s if not struck out would be as alarming as the mark 
33 the whole plan than retain the three words 

T. Ww 
— T i 

The words were stricken out by the vote of eight States “ay,” to 
two “no.” Mr. Madison voted to strike out the words, but said their 
omission— 

Wonld not “isable the Government from the use of public notes as fir they could 
bo safe and proper. and would cut off the pretext for a paper currency, and 
particularly for making the bills a tender either for pubiic or private debts, 

WASHINGTON. 

In writing to Thomas Jefferson from Mount Vernon, under date of 
Angust 1, 1785, Washington says: 

22 —8 — are, in my opinion, ae 8 very ee san TOKOA 
Tons that we shail ero long adopt a more just and liberal eystein of policy." 

This is the opinion of John Adams: 

I cannot but lament from my inmost soul that lust for paper money which a 
| poate in some parts of the United States. There willne er be any uniform rule, if 

ro is any sense of justice, nor any clear credit. public or private, nor any settled 
confidence in publio men or measures, until paper money is done away.—John 
Adama, 1786. z 

HAMILTON. 

In the very letter of Alexander Hamilton to which the gentleman 
refers, on the subject of establishing a United States Bank, that great 
Secretary uses these words: 

The emitting of paper tho authority of the Gove: t ia wisel 
hibited tothe esl ans States by the national Gonstitution, aud the spirit of Lhat 
papi ought not to be disregarded by the Government of tho United States. 


This is not the opinion of a paper-money man. 
JEFFERSON. 


The gentleman has sought to make it appear that Thomas Jefferson 
favored a paper currency not redeemable in coin, and he commends 


me to the sixth volume of Jefferson’s works. I will read him a pas- 
sage from one of the three long letters to Eppes, volumo 6, page 239: 

Capital be ced by ind: d ted by econom, ugglers 
oniy will propose eee it by 9 Nr vet 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. TUCKER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. GARFIELD, Eighteen hundred and thirteen. 

A single fact will explain all the quotations from Jefferson made 
by the gentleman. When the Eppes letters were written the United 
States was at war with England, with no friendly nation from whom 
to obtain loans, and our Treasury was empty. Mr. Jefferson had long 
been opposed to the State banks, and he saw that by suppressing them 
and issuing Treasury notes, with or without interest, the Government 
could accomplish two things, destroy State-bank currency and obtain 
a forced loan in cirealating notes, And so he said, in his letter to 
Eppes of June 24, 1863: 

You will be at the bottom of the loan bag. Th resource 
tor Sonne: That will always be sufficient and in eee Aash govern- 
. . er 
evory paper dollar emitted banishes a silver one from the Strealation. fn ation, 
therefore, making its purchases and payments with bills fitted for circulation, 
thrusts an equal sum of coin out of circulation. This is equivalent to borrowing 
that aum. In this wa e eee this sole 
resource for loans in an agricultaral country might yet be recov: for the use of 
the nation during war; and, if obtained in m, it wonld always be sufficient 
to carry us through any war, provided that in the interval between war and war 


all the outstandin: should be called in, coin be permitted to flow in 2 
and to hold the field of circulation until another war should require its yielding 
place again to the national medium. 


From this it appears that Jefferson favored the issne of Treasury 
notes to help us throngh a war; but he insisted that they should be 
wholly retired on the return of peace. 

MADISON. 

The gentleman has made quotations from Madison. I referhim to 
a letter addressed to Jefferson, dated or ne 12, 1786, in which the 
evils of irredeemable paper money are strikingly stated, closing with 
these words: 

The value of money consists in the uses it will serve. Specio will serve all the 
uses of paper; paper will not serve one of the essential uses of specio.—Afadison's 
Works, volume Longe 243. 

BUCHANAN, 

Here is the testimony of James Buchanan: 

The evils of a redundant circulation are now manifest to exory e. It 
alternately raises and sinks the value of every man's property. It makes a beggar 
of the man to-morrow who is indulging in dreams of wealth today. It converts 
the business of society into a mere lottery; while those who distribute the prizes 
are wholly irresponsible to the people. When the collapse comes, as come it mus 
it casts laborers ont of employment, crushes manufacturers and merchants, an 
ruins thousands of honest and industrious citizens.—Buchanan ; Debates in Con- 
gress, volume 14, part 1, 1837, page 355. 

ually full and 


The records of our Secretaries of the Treasury are 
explicit. They concur with Secretary Guthrie, who said in one of his 
annual reports: 

The Constitution of the United States was framed by the men who had felt all 
the evils thereof; and when provisions were inserted in that instrument that no 
State should emit bills of credit, nor make anything but gold and silver a tender 
in payment of debts, and the coinage of money was given to the General Govern- 
ment, they believed they had provided for a hard-money currency and against the 
evils of a ed one. 

His third point was this: he denied my statement that the legal- 
tender law was passed with reluctance, under the pressure of over- 
whelming necessity, and that the men who enacted it, from Stevens 
to the humblest member of the House, and from Fessenden to the 
humblest Senator, were at that time in favor of returning to spocie 
payments as soon as possible, and that the law creating greenbacks 
provided for their redemption. He declared that my statement is 
discredited by the whole course of the debates.. His speech burned 
with special indignation because I mentioned Thaddeus Stevens as 
one of the distingnished men who in 1862 believed in a coin standard. 
Let me read a sentence of Thaddeus Stevens, uttered in the midst of 
that debate: 

This bill is a measure of necessi 
paper currency not redeemable on demand and make it a! 
desirable to depart from the circulating medium which by 
civilized nations forms the standard of value. 

Let Mr. Stevens’s words answer the gentleman. I mentioned Mr. 
Fessenden, chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, I now 
quote from his speech of February 12, 1862, on the legal-tender bill. 
He said: 

It proposes something utterly unknown in this Government from its foundation ; 
a resort to a measure of doubtful constitutionality, to say the least of it, which has 
always been denounced as ruinons to the credit of any government which has 
recourse to it;: a measure whicb, when ‘t has been tried by other coun- 
tries, as it often has been, has always proved a disastrous failure. 

With extreme reluctance he supported the bill, but said the committee was bound 
“that an assurance shonld be given to the country that it was to be resorted to 
only as a policy: that it was what it pr>fessed to be, but a temporary measure, I 
have not any man express a contrary opinion, or, at least, any man who has 
spoken on the subject in Congress. All the gentlemen who have written 
on the subject, except some wild speculators on currency, have declared that as a 
Fey aad souls wen enkon Leal We to bes oeaple wumrerrematiny elem ant 

1 
3 s Mitis put upon the ground of absolute, eee 
necessity. 
A who supported the hill, said. Surel, st all be againat 
„ upon e ko iu ty of the Goveriient, waive 


not of choice. No one wonld willingly iasne 
tender. It is nevor 
common consent of 
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all set our faces st proposition like the present t tempo- 
any eqpislant Berreta peeter Fadas E dr S taeren 
edy which at another moment you w reject is now p ver may 
bo the national resources, they are not now in reach except by summary pona 
Reluctantly, painfully, I consent that the process should issne. And yet I cannot 
give such a vote without warning the Government against the dangers from such 
an experiment. The medicine of the Constitution must not become its daily bread.” 

And so said they all; it was the voice of the Congress. The legal- 
tender clause passed the Senate by but 5 majority, with such reluc- 
tance did the men of 1862 consent to make anything a legal tender but 
gold and silver the recognized money of the world. Their speeches 
are full of the pu to return to that money as soon as the neces- 
sities of war would allow. 

But the gentleman denies this. Listen to the declaration of Sec- 
retary cee in his letter of January 20, 1862, to Thaddeus Stevens, 
when he said: 

It is not unknown to the committee that I have felt, nor do I wish to conceal 
that I now feel, apes aversion to making anything but coin a legal tender ghar 


pens LDA been my anxious wish to avoid the necessity of such h 
Then, speaking of the necessity of passing the bill, he points out 


that its saving clause is found in “the provisions for funding. these 
notes in interest-bearing bonds,” and then adds: 

Such legislation, it may be h. will divest the tender clause of the bill 
of inſurious tendencies — pens og earliest 833 to a sound currency 
of coin and promptly convertible notes. 

In his annual report of December 4, 1802, he argues against the 

lan of increasing the volume of legal-tender notes, asserting that 
irect issues by the Government are always dangerous. He recom- 
mente he establishment of the national banks and then says, on 
page 21: 1 
Secret: erefore, n scheme, but, on the 
aves a IA of measures — to EMAIN SRA STEAUA TAND to perp gil- 
ver as the only permanent basis, stan- and measure of values recognized by the 
Constitution; between which and an irredeemable paper currency, as he believes, 
the choice is now to be made. 

I leave it to the judgment of the House whether these citations do 
not amply sustain my assertion which the gentleman attempts to 
controvert. 

The next point which he made (and in it he develops his favorite 
theory of finance) is this: he denies that greenbacks are a debt; 
he denies that they are a“ forced loan,” and he specially challenged 
with all the emphasis of which he was capable my statement that 
they have been so recognized by the leading men at that time and 
by the courts. He challenges me to find any such decision of any 
court in the United States or of any State court, and he completes 
the vehement denial by saying that if any one in 1862 had called the 
greenbacks a “forced Joan” the statement would have been, de- 
nounced as the hissing of a venomous copperhead. “Now mark how 
plain a tale shall put him down.” On the 4th of December, 1862, the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, the late Chief-Justice of the United 
States, said, on page 17 of the Finance Report, that when receipts do 
not equal the expenditures the Government may create a debt in 
small notes, and these notes may be used as currency. This is the 
way in which the existing currency of the United States is supplied. 
That portion of the expenditure not met by the revenue or by loans 
has been met by the issue of these notes. Debt in this form has 
been substituted for debt in other forms. 

Did anybody hiss Secretary Chase in 1862 as a “ venomons copper- 
head” for saying that the greenbacks were a debt ? 

More than this. A venerable gentleman from Massachusetts—Mr. 
Thomas—when the legal-tender bill was under debate and about to 
pass, said he “ regarded the legal-tender clause in the bill as in the 
nature of a forced loan.” I quote from page 77 of Spaulding’s Finan- 
cial History of the War. Here are the very words that the gentle- 
man turns upon me with such vehemence for nsing; yet Thomas was 
not hissed as a “ copperhead” for the utterance, ~ 

He holds that the back is not a debt, bnt is money, the 
ples money, and he defied me to find any respectable court which 
calls the greenback a“ forced loan.” I refer him to the court of ap- 
peals of the-State of New York, 27 Barbour, 13 Smith, and read from 
the decision of the presiding justice of that court, rendered in 1863, 
ee words, page 522, in the case of the Metropolitan Bank vs. Van 

e: 

The issuing and paying out of Treasury notes 

That is in 1863, remember 
may be a forced loan to the Government. 1 


* * 
Call the issuing of these Treasury notes borrowing money or a forced loan, and 
the quality, making them receivable in payment of all debts, eubances their value 
and enables the Government to realize from them a greater amount of supplies. 


I refer him also to a decision rendered also in 1853 by the Supreme 
Court of New York in the case of Hague vs. Powers, 39 Barbour, in 
which Chief-Justice Smith says on page 459: 


There is probably not a government in Europe which has not been compelled in 
timo of war or nal distress to suspend specie payment and make forced loans 
of the people by making er promises to pay, in some torm, lawful money and 
a legal tender in payment of debts, * * * Money being an indispensable agent 
and necessary to carry such powers into effect, the power is implied to command, 
obtain. and secure it by any practicable means known or eed among civilized 
nations; and oof Treasury notes, making them a legal tender in pay- 
ment of debts, is a Lan ced and lawful means to that end, a process of borrowing 
from the or making from them a forced loan to meet the governments! ne- 
cessities, is N- within the legitimate power of Congress, as the sovereign 
legislative authority of the nation. 


I refer the gentlemen also to a case in 49 N. H. reports, 434, where 
the same expression is used. Now what will the gentleman say to 
his taunting challenge to produce anything from any of the courts 
anywhere culling it a forced loan? 

But I do not need to go into the courts of the States to answer the 

ntleman’s caninas- I read from the opinion of our Supreme 

ourt in the case of Bank v. Supervisors, 7 Wa! 30, where the 
Chief-Justice, delivering the unanimous opinion of the court, says : 

These notes are obligations of the United States. Their name imports obliga- 
tion. Every one of them carries on its face an engagement to pay to the bearer a 
certain sum. The dollar note is an en; t to pay a „and the dollar 
intended is the coined dollar of the U States; a certain quantity in weight 
and fineness of gold or silver, authenticated as such by the stamp of the Gov- 
ernment. 

But the gentleman may say this was before the decision which 
affirmed the validity of the legal-tender law. I will read from the 
Legal Tender Cases, 12 Wallace, in the cs of which you, Mr. 
Chairman, [Mr. Potrer,] bore so honorable a part. 

Justice Strong, delivering the opinion of the court, said, on page 
553—and I wish this remembered in answer to another point made 
later in the gentleman’s speech : 

We do not rest their validity w SSS faat Soir, eavtenien: ip ovens 
or any regulation of the value of money, nor do we assert that may make 
anything which has no value moncy. What we do assert is the Government's 


promise to pay money shall be, for the time being, equivalent in value to the repre- 
sentative e 


0 
It is, then, a mistake to regard the legal- tender acts as either fixing a standard 
of values or making that money 1 N intrinsic value, y y 


Mr. Justice Bradley says in the same cases, pages 560, 561: 

This power is entirely distinct from the power of coining money and regulating 
the value thereof. * It is incidental to the power of borrowing money. 
* * * Itis the pledge of the national credit. It is N by the Government 
to pay dollars; it is not an attempt to make dollars. The standard of value is not 
changed. The Government simply demands that its credit shall be accepted and 
received by the public and private creditors during the preseut exigency. 

C7 ͤ ͤ VVT 
* „ „ an 

Seren Iie 16 forced bo rely eee 10 

Is not there a forced loan? 

Ho is forced to rely upon the national credit. No one supposes that these cer- 
tificates or notes are never to be paid; that the day of specio payment is never to 
retarn. * * * Through whatever changes they may pass their ultimate destiny 
is, to be paid, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the greenback was not a promise to be kept, 
a debt—a compulsory debt—a forced loan to be paid, then these are 
declarations of the Supreme Court which have no meaning. I leave 
the gentleman to wrestle witb the courts. 

The gentleman says I misrepresented his criticism of Mr. MeCul- 
loch, late Secretary of the Treasury; and to my utter astonishment 
he stopped to comment on the fact that I said he quoted three lines 
from McCulloch’s article in the North American Review, while he 
says he quoted fourteen! I had not the advantage of the gentleman’s 
printed speech when I spoke; but I remem about the length of 
what he read and upon which he first commented, and that it appeared 
to be about three lines. Now, this morning I had the curiosity to ex- 
amine his speech; and in his printed speech, which appeared after the 
speech I made, it is just two lines and a-half; to be accurate! The 
p in controversy is this: The late Secretary said : “All the 
financial troubles which have occurred in the United Birt, bees n 
the result of the plethora of paper money ; and the crisis always 
been reached when its volume was the largest.” And it was for this 
statement that the gentleman from Pennsylvania denounced him as 
“ conspicuously ignorant or conspicuously mendacious.” I expressed 
the opinion that the Secretary was entirely right, that it was simply 
a naked truth that all the great crises in this country had been pre- 
ceded by inflation of paper currency, in some form or another. 

The gentleman now gets over all that by saying Mr. McCulloch 
had no business to use the term “ paper money,” for the reason that 

there had never been any paper money in this country until the 
legal tender” was adopted; that before that there were only bauk 
notes, which were not money. And so, for this use of a word to which 


the gentleman attaches a peculiar meaning of his own he denounces 
the late Secretary as ignorant or mendacious. I concurred with the 
Secretary not only in the truth he asserted but also in his use of the 


word. The whole world has used the word “ paper money ” to describe 
the various paper currencies that America has had from the beginning 
until now. And yet the gentleman says that but for this misrepre- 
sentation of his speech he would have made no reply to my speech! 
Behold on what a slender thread hang all our destinies! 

He assails my opinion that we need not only a national but an 
international currency. I went on to state that we hid a vast vol- 
ume of foreign trade; and, by the way, either by my mistake or the 
printer’s, it was stated to be fifteen hundred millions, but my notes 
said twelve hundred millions, as the aggregate value of our exports 
and imports, and the ne convicts me of conspicuous inaccu- 
racy in that re e is right in the correction. I was right in 
my notes, but I humbly bow to his correction of my point. But the 

entleman denies there is any such thing as international currency. 

id he suppose I was talking about a common coined piece of money 
agreed upon among the nations, such as he was trying to secure in 
our coinage some years ago? Not at all. It was plain, I think, to 
every one who heard mo that I was speaking of coin which the whole 
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world recognizes as money, and that all our foreign trade is measured 
in that coined money of the world. 

Now, the gentleman did not need to tell us that only balances were 

id for in actual money. Any one who has looked into the horn- 

ks of finance knows that. But while only balances are paid for 
in coin the value of every pound of merchandise imported or exported 
is measured in coin; and that is the ground on which I based my 
demand for a coinage for America, a money for America which can 
be used for international as well as for national exchanges. 

The next point the gentleman makes is this: he thinks my refer- 
ence to resumption in England was exceedingly unfortunate, and my 
citations of authorities inaccurate. He has consulted Allibone to finda 
three-line notice, how great a financial writer Doubleday was—and 
would have us believe that because Alison wrote a history his views of 
finance must be sound. But I notice that neither the gentleman nor his 
“coach,” Mr. Shuckers, who addressed to the gentleman not less than 
twenty pamphlet pages on the subject of my November speech, has 
been able to argue away the stubborn fact that in 1921, and again in 
1822, the House of Commons by a vote first of 5 to 1 and then of 
6 to 1 declared that the resumption act of 1819 did not cause the 
distress which then prevailed. When they have proved that they 
know more on the subject than the House of Commons, it will be in 
order to appeal to Alison and Doubleday, and to assail me for Sul 
posing that the Parliament of Great Britain is a fair index of Bri 
opinion. 

11 referred to a chapter of Martineau's History of England, in which 
the causes of the distress were set forth as being those I alleged, and 
stated that Thomas Tooke in his History of Prices held the same 
opinion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania denies that Tooke holds 
the opinions I attributed to him; and Mr, Schuckers disposes of Miss 
Martineau by saying she was of all human animals the most for- 
lorn, a woman atheist—whose narration is a mere reiteration of Mr. 
Tooke’s, whose follower she was.“ 

In answer to the gentleman’s denial I quote from volume 2, page 
76, of Tooke’s great work: 

Never, indeed, was there a measure dictated by a sounder policy than that b; 
which Parliament determined in 1819 that the trifttng divergence whieh then 
between the paper and the go'd should, as speedily as was conveniently practica- 


ble, be remedied, and the convertibility restored with the strongest sanction against 

its being suspended. So loudly was that measure called an by consid- 

eration of justice and good faith, and of the most comprehensive view of the pub- 
ng it into effect, some actual d 


lic interest, that if, for Ina purpose of erange- 
ment of prices and of it had been d ly contemplated, the effect would 
have been amply 8 by the object. But there is not the vestige of a ground for 
supposing that the smallest part of the fall of prices, or of the derangement of 

t in 1819, or from 1819 to 1822. can ace-rding to any evidence of facts, or any 
consistent 5 bo traced to tho operation. direct or indirect, of that measure. 
The sufliciency of the causes, without reference to Peel's bill, of the fall of prices 
xy parton whi, enblatod by A pewtonselved theery, willesaustes earetaliy tho facts 
an. W. un A e 
e prices. 

For Tooke’s analysis of the corn laws, and their effects on prices 
and panics, I refer him to the first sixty-seven pages of volume 3. 

The main facts to which I referred in to resumption in Eng- 
land remain unchallenged. My statement that no writer of emi- 
nence could be found who takes the opposite view was doubtless too 
broad. I have never said that resumption was accomplished or ever 
can be accomplished without some hardship. The process is always 
more or less severe. 

And perhaps I understated the strength of British opinion that the 
resumption act of 1819 produced some uistress. But what I did sa 
remains unanswered, and I will venture to say unanswerable. It 
was that the opinion of Parliament, the recognized official opinion of 
England, expressed in the most decided and emphatic terms, was 
that the resumption of cash payments was a great blessing, a wise 
and neces-ary act of restoration after war. That opinion is now held 
and has been held for more than half a century by a great majority 
of Englishmen. 

The gentleman criticises me on another point: he says there are 
not $65,000,000 of coin reserve in the Treasury available for resump- 
tion, and that there are not $5,000,000 a month coming into the Treas- 
ury to add to that reserve. Does he forget that what I said was 

ken one hundred and nine days ago? What I said was true on 

e day I uttered it, by the authority of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. But I also said that here in Congress was the storm-center of 
danger. Will the gentleman deny that agitation we have had here 
since November has increased the public distress and retarded our 

toward 1 f 

I do not revive the discussion of the silver bill. I hope that ques- 
tion is now settled, that the agitation is calmed, and that we may go 
forward into whatever of prosperity gh od for us; and I shall be 
glad if that measure turns out to be wise. But it is a poor answer 
to my facts stated one hundred and nine aang ago to say that the 
$5,000,000 of coin are not now being added to ‘the resumption fund 
each month as they were then. tat Ye! 

gentleman says that the great trouble with all our affairs is and 
has been the fatal contraction of our currency begun ‘outrageously by 
Hugh McCulloch in 1865, and continued in 1866. 

r. Chairman, here is a little history which I wish to read. The 
years he named were 1865 and 1866. On the 18th day of Decenfber, 
1835, the following resolution was introduced into the House of Rep- 
resentatives: 

Resolved, That this House cordially concurs in the views of the Secretary of the 


Treasury (Hogh McCulloch] in relation to the necessity of a contraction of the cur- 
rency, With a view to as y a resumption of specio payments as the business in- 
terests of the country will admit; and we hereby pledge co-operative action to this 
end as speedily as 

Here are the yeas and nays recorded upon the Journal of the Honse: 
144 yeas, and 6 nays; 3 the yeas I read the name of WII I- 
14M D. KELLEY. [Laughter and applause.) 

Mr. BROWNE. Do you find the name of VOORHEES on the list? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not look, but a gentleman near me has the 
Journal, and says it is among the yeas. 

This reminds me of a little scene that occurred here not many 
months ago, in the beginning of the silver agitation, when we heard 
the voice of the titular “father of the House” denouncing the demon- 
etization of silver in 1873 as a legislative tr-r-r-ick. [Laughter.] 

And yet, when that bill was before the Honse for action, that same 
gentleman, then chairman of the committee that framed the bill, 
assured the House that the committee had considered its provisions 
carefully and were satisfied that it ought to pass, and that it was use- 
less to attempt to continue the coinage of the silver dollar; that they 
had dropped because gold fluctuated so continually that the double 
standard could not be maintained. Doubtless every man is entitled 
to change his opinions, and it is often wise toc them. But these 
— ought to teach the gentleman when he assails his brethren 
here for their opinions to look well to the house in which he lives 
and see how many glass windows it contains. [Laughter and ap- 


plause. 

Mr. irman, his h from begtaniog to end was a mere criti- 
cism of the little details of my speech. everything he said were 
granted, it does not touch whatever of small strength there was in 
my argument. In the main he busied himself with a fact here and 
there, a quotation, a citation, or reference; but it did not touch the 
marrow of what I tried to present. 

The central proposition of my speech was that the greenback cur- 
rency was a debt to be paid; that by all the solemn sanctions of law, 
of honor, of duty, we are bound to make them equal to coin, to re- 
deem them, -And it is precisely that which displeased the gentleman. 
It does not answer my proposition to ramble over the speech and pick 
up a morsel here and there; to leave the line of debate and become 
what the Grecians called a mere spermologos—a picker-up of bird-seed, 
a snapper-up of unconsidered trifles, à 

In wy opinion, Mr. Chairman, the essence of this whole matter will 
be found in this: the gentleman from Pennylvania is not content 
with the legislation we have had. He denounced silver when it was 
first pro as a ree yin coin in place of paper scrip, and 
sought to laugh it ont of the House. But it so happens that the wind 
now sits in another quarter. He and some other financiers of the new 
school accept the silver bill only as a step to the next stage of contro- 
versy. It is not the silver dollar but the unlimited, irredeemable 
paper dollar to which they ery “All hail! that shall be king hereafter.” 

he programme of these advocates of “fiat money” is beginning to 
appear. We had it in a powerful speech made by the gentleman from 
assachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] a few days since, in which he said: 

I want that dollar stamped upon some convenient and cheap material of the 
least possible intrinsic value, so that neither its wear nor its destraction will be 


any loss to the Government 1 it. 

also desire the dollar to be of such material for the that it shall 
never be exported or desirable to carry out of the country. Framing an American 
ATAA OTASAN T do mek propose ts ndagh f to tht WERA of any Sther GALGA sed 


ba rer rant rane who are nearly one-quarter of the world. 
desire that the dollar so issued shall never be redeemed. 

This is the new battle-line on which these champions of the new 
system of American finance challenge all men of both parties who be- 
lieve in gold and silver, and paper exchangeable for them, to join issue. 
They wish to strike from our law the nation’s promise and pledge 
to redeem its notes. They wish to supersede the barbarism o Id 
and silver by a coinage of paper, and in the kingdom to be, when 
paper, wild, shoreless, bottomless, and worthless, has become the 
currency of this country, then will the time arrive, welcomed by the 
apostles of the new finance, when our bonds shall not only come back 
to this country but shall depreciate to fifty cents on the dollar. This 
is the very essence of communism. 

For years the gentleman from Pennsylvania has advocated anon- 
exportable currency. ‘‘Non-exportable?” Every damaged manu- 
facture is non-exportable. They want our currency to be made so 
bad that no nation under heaven will touch it. This doctrine of the 
non-exportability of paper money was born in the brain of John Law 
and announced by him one hundred and seventy years ago as clearly 
as it has ever been announe d by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] or the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. BUTLER. 

If I read the signs in the political horizon aright, the time is just 
at hand when men who love their country, its honor and its plighted 
faith, men of both political parties, will stand together against this 
new heresy known as American finance. It was in the spirit of this 
same doctrine that the gentleman from Pennsylvania tvo years ago 
went to Ohio, to the borders of my district, to the leading town in 
the district of my colleague here, [Mr. MCKINLEY, ] and at a time of 
strikes in the certer of that great iron region, when the question 
between capital and labor, between employers and employed, had 
been pushed to the verge of violence, and addressed an excited throng ; 
and, if the papers did not report him incorrectly, he warned the 
mill-owners, the capitalists, that the time was not far distant when 
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labor might take capital by the throat. We came near having scenes 
of riot awakened by the wild flash of his communistic torch. 

He sought not only to destroy his party in Ohio, but to elect to 
our governorship a man who denounced gold and silver coin asa barren 
ideality. The people of his district were not inclined to t what 
he had done when the elections of last year were coming on; and there 
are men now on this floor who courteously and tenderly, because of his 
years, ability, and long service, wrote to his people advising them to 
trust him again, and expressing the belief that the scenes of 1876 
would not be repeated. And on those assurances he is here to-day ; 
here to-day to assail those who believe in redeeming the plighted 
promises of the nation. 

On the issue he and his associates raise my choice has long since 
been made. It is an issue of such transcendent importance that it 
may render all others obsolete. It is the struggle of honor against 
dishonor ; of law against anarchy ; a struggle in which the peace and 
safety of both employer and employed, Government and people, may 
be involved. 

In such a contest I care not into what party the issue lands me or 
in what company it finds me; when it comes I shall stand with the 
men who defend the money of the Constitution and the faith of this 


country. CApplanee. | And we cannot be a moment too soon in un- 
Te e nature and designs of those who are preparing the 
conflict. 


Mr. Chairman, I beg the pardon of the committee for delaying them 
from their appropriation bill by this speech, and I specially regret 
the necessity which compelled me to make it. [Mr. GARFIELD resumed 
his seat amid great applanse. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I have to ask the atten- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole to a subject much less likely from 
its specific character to interest members than the one they have just 
heard discussed. But I return, Mr. Chairman, to the consideration of 
the appropriation bill now pending; and I want it to be understood 
that so far as concerns the first section of the bill, with reference to 
the appointment of temporary clerks in the Treasury Department and 
the appropriation of money for their payment, I leave that matter 
where the committee leaves it; and so far as the third section of the 
bill is concerned, which proposes to appropriate $25,000 to the General 
Land Office in order to carry out the act of 1876 and to give that office 
the requisite clerical force to place in market the public Jands in 
various Southern States designated in that act, I make no objection 
to the bill of the committee. 

It is to the second section which proposes an appropriation in bulk, 
for a half dozen different purposes, that I particularly object. It will 
be observed by the committee that this section makes an appropria- 
tion of $20,000 for a great many purposes; and if the committee had 
designated the respective amounts which they desired to be appro- 

riated for each ieular purpose mentioned in the section, I do not 
Fony that I would have objected toit. But there is one clause in this 
second section to which I do object because it proposes to appropriate 
to the Land Office $20,000 for the purpose of carrying on suits against 
what are termed tres rs on the public lands. We have but to 
recur to the report of the Secretary of the Interior to see what he pro- 
poses to do with this $20,000. 

Sir, the Interior Department, without authority of law as I aver, in 
contravention of the statute-law as it now stands, in derogation of 
the rights and authority belonging to the Navy Department of the 
Government alone, undertook to send its emissaries to varions south- 
ern and western States for the purpose of beginning suits against citi- 
zens indiscriminately as assers upon the public lands. In carry- 
ing out this policy the Secretary of the Interior sent to the State of 
Mississippi two agents, M. A. Carter and Roger Sherman Bartley. The 
latter made affidavit that all the logs and timber lying in all the 
streams that run through the State of Mississippi and debouch into the 
sound were cut from Government land. Upon the affidavit thus made 
there issued from the United States court what is known as a writ of 
sequestration under the Louisiana practice, a writ unknown in any 
State where the common law prevails. Thus upon the affidavit of two 
men proceeding from the city of Washington, without information 
and without knowledge of the condition of that country, these seiz- 
ures were made which stopped the entire industry of that region 
stopped every mill, stopped every laborer, black and white, enga ed 
there; and this was done, I take it, not only without authority of law 
but in contravention of the statutes as they now stand upon the stat- 


ute-books of the country. 

In order Mr. Chairman, that I may speak by the record on this sub- 
ject, I offer in evidence the report made by Mr. Bartley, the special 
agent of the Department, to General Williamson, Commissioner of the 
Land-Office. It will be found that on the 7th of November, 1877, Mr. 
Bartley sent to the Commissioner a dispatch, by which it will be seen 
that after these affidavits had been made and these seizures secured, 
the court on assembling en the writ of sequestration as being 
a writ unknown to the law. The Secretary of the Interior, bow- 
ever, 1 up the policy which had been inangurated by his 
agents, and relying implicitly upon the accuracy of their information, 
receives from Mr. Bartley a dispatch, which I ask the Clerk to read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
PASCAGOULA, MISSISSIPPI, November 1, 1877. 
Hon. J. A. WILLIAMSON, 
issioner of the General Land Office, 
Washing‘on, D. O.: 


Please have collector of customs for this district instructed by the Treasury ment under illegal processes in the courts 


t not to clear any vessels loaded with timber or lumber or turpentine 


Departmen: 
against our objections. 

I send this ae of Mr. Carter. 

R. S. BARTLEY, 
Special Agent. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will be observed that this dispatch to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior asks that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
issue his mandate to the collector of customs to refuse clearance to 
all vessels which he, Bartley, suspected had Government lumber 
upon them. Based upon that and the report of Mr. Carter, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior addresses a letter to the Attorney-General, who 
addresses the 1 of the Treasury; and the latter officer, pred - 
icating his action on these documents, sends to the collector of cus; 
toms at Shieldsborough, Mississippi, a dispatch, which I ask the Clerk 


to k 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., November 13, 1877. 


gh, ge eee 

Sin: It having been represented to this Department that vessels depart from 
— in your district laden with timber, lumber, and turpentine, the proceeds of 

epredations upon the — lands, in violation of section 2461, Revised Statntes, 
you are hereby to refuse clearance to all vessels to whose departure from 
er or places in your district objection shall be made by the special ts of tho 

nterior ment, Messrs. Carter and Bartley; and you will aid such officers as 
far as may consistently be done by the vigilant enforcem 
section 2462, Revised Statutes. 

Very respectfully, 


ent of the provisions of 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


Mr. HOOKER. The writ of sequestration, an omnium gatherum 
writ, which swept in everything and under which the marshal seized 
whole districts of country from where the river debouches into the 
gulf to the last point where a log could be thrown into its tribu- 
taries for the purpose of being floated to the seaboard, that writ was 
qnashed, and thus the policy of the Interior Department, which had 
attempted to institute an illegal measure against citizens of Missis- 
sippi was defeated. Then the Secretary of the Interior, acting upon 
the information of his special agents, Bartley and Carter, resorts to 
the policy of asking the Secretary of the Treasury, having under his 
control the custom-house officers of the land, to direct his agents to 
refuse clearance papers to any vessel which might be suspected to 
have upon it lumber cut from Government land. Thus, without 
authority of law, without evidence, without knowledge, upon bare 
suspicion, two men are allowed to control the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in such a manner as to destroy a vast carrying trade which, as I 
showed by a memorial presented by me to the House last year, 
amounted, when it was thus prostrated in the dust, to three and a 
half or four million dollars annually, When foiled in the writ of e 
sequestration resort is had to this expedient of inducing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deny clearance papers to these vessels. 

The consequence was every vessel was driven from the trade. They 
were compelled to go to other ports, and the men who had engaged 
them for a series of years were compelled to pay demu until, as 
in the instance of one firm, Bercier & De Smet absolutely paid $15,000 
of demurrage. The result was that they were no longer able to pay 
more, 

I say, sir, this policy of the Secretary of the Interior has been insti- 
tuted without authority of law, and it stands to-day in the history of 
our country as a most extraordinary instance of oppression practiced 
by the Government against its citizens ever known in any civilized 
fy orm A 

But to show farther, Mr. Chairman, the spirit and temper in which 
this 3 has been instituted by the Secretary of the Interior, 
I will have read a report from Carter, the special agent, a copy of 
which has been sent to me. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PASCAGOULA, Misstsstpri, November 6, 1877. 
Hon. J. A. WILLIAMSON, 


Commissioner General Land Ofice, Washington, D. C.: 

I have the honor to report that the United States marshal for the southern dis- 
trict of re Teng has scized in tho three southern counties bordering on the 
Gult of Mexico, in suit of the United States against John Manning and others, a 
large amount of timber, principally pine logs, estimated at over seventy-five thon- 
sand in number, besides a large amount of lumber, this property belonging this 
United States and taken from this public lands thero will seized under this 

rocess from court a large amount of e 


. This action, independent of the la 


harcoal 
value of the property received, a trado 
which has maintained a fleet of vessels carrying the timber or lumber manu- 
therefrom, and which unlawfully taken from the public lands to fo: 


d who bas faithfully done his duty. I will report i 
as fast as returns are reported by the marshal. an 


Chief Special Agent, Southern Division, 

Mr. HOOKER. The concluding clause, Mr. Chairman, of this extra- 
ordinary dispatch of this special agent of the Department is very sig- 
nificant. He alleges the fact that millions of dollars of property 
which belonged to the Government of the United States had been 
seized, and concludes by saying: “ Mississippi is well in hand.” What 
did he mean? He meant simply that the clutches of the special agents 
paid by this Department, as the report read by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. DurHAM] showed, yesterday, amounting in expendi- 
ture to $20,000, that these special agents employed by the Govern- 
seized upon the people 
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of Mississippi in the sonthern district, where this great lumber region 
lies, and had bound them hand and foot. 

But I will now offer evidence of the manner in which they pro- 
ceeded, and will ask the Clerk to read the letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior to the Attorney-General, and the letter of the Attorney- 
General to the Secretary of the Treasury, upon which this extraordi- 
nary order to the collector of customs at Shieldsborough, Mississippi, 
was issued by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, November 9, 1877. 


Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith copies of telegrams received from 
Special Agents Carter and Bartley, dated the 6th and 7th instant D in 
relation to the seizure of rd oh en py by the 
marshal of the southern district of Mississippi, and of the Sonna seizure 


Statutes, in relation to the forfeitures and ties im du 
* a penal takes N 


proper authority, and request that you will instruct the United States 
for said district to tak 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. CHARLES DEVENS, 
Attorney-General. 


C. SCHURZ, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, November 10, 1877. 

Sm: I haye the honor to inclose a copy of a letter of the 9th instant from the 
Secretary of the Interior, and its inclosures, being copies of dispatches to him 
from Special Agents Carter and Bartley, in relation to the seizure of timber cut 
from the public in the southern district of Mississippi. 

It will be seen that it is requested by the agents that instructions be issued to 
the collector of customs for sail district not to clear any vessel loaded with timber, 
lumber, or turpentine against their objection. 

I would be glad to be informed of what action, if any, it shall be advisable for 
you to take in this matter. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servan 
. sf 75 0 CHAS. DEVENS, 
Attorney- 


Mr. HOOKER. When they were thus foiled by the decision of the 
court quashing the writ of sequestration, they then resorted not to a 
general writ of ny baa but to an action of replevin, alleging 
that every foot of lumber and every log belonged to the Government 
of the United States. I will cite as a single instance the caso of the 
firm to which I have already referred, Bercier & De Smet. 

Mr. Bartley, special agent of the Department, in an affidavit alleged 
that that firm had thirty-five hundred pine logs and one hundred thon- 
sand feet of pine lumber of the value of $10,375 unlawfully taken from 
the public lands of the United States in the State of Mississippi. But 
Jet me give the affidavits made in these cases and the writs issued 
thereon: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Before me, J. M. McKee, deputy for 
circnit court, southern district of 


T. Swann, clerk of United States 


in the State of ppi and said southern district, and that the said United 

States are now legally entitled to immediate ion of the and that its 

niht ot action has accrued within one year this the 19th day of November, 
ate 


ROGER SHERMAN BARTLEY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 19th day of November, A. D. 1877. 
[SEAL.] GEO. T. SWANN, Clerk, 

By J. M. McKEE, Deputy Clerk. 
A true copy. Teste: 
{SEAL.} GEO. T. SWANN, Clerk. 


JAS. M. McKEE, Deputy Clerk. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, SH 
Southern District of Mississippi: 
Before me, J. M. McKee, pred for George T. Swann, clerk United States cir- 
cuit court southern district of Mississippi, in and for said district, this day personally 


feei 
of the United States in the Stato of 8 
and said southern district, and that the said United States are now legally entitled 


877. 
ROGER SHERMAN BARTLEY. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this git: 2 of November, A. D. 1877, 


[SBAL.] . T. SWANN, Clerk, 
By J. M. MCKEE, Deputy Clerk. 
Atruecopy. Teste: 
[SEAL.) GEO. T. SWANN, Clerk. 
JAS. M. MCKEE, Deputy Clerk, 
Unitep STATES OF AMERICA, 
Southern District of Mississippi, se : 


The President of the United States to the marshal of the southern district of Mis- 
sissippi, greeting : z 
You are hereby commanded, without delay, to take into your custody four hun- 


dred 
83. 


of square timber, from to seventy-five feet long, valued at 
11 pine blic ms of the United States in State of 


you deliver to the said United 3 as aforesaid, the property so taken 


to your ‘ion, unless the said defendant shall enter into bond with sufficient 
e 8 value of said property, payable to the said plaintiff, condi- 


And yon are commanded to summon the said Bercier and De Smet, if to be found 
in your district, to be and appear before the honorable judge of the circuit court of 
said district at the next May term, in the town of Jackson, on the 6th day of May, 
1878, and then and there to answer to this action of replevin, and have you then 
3 Sr ee with the seal of said court hereto affixed, at Jackson in 

er m 
said district, this oth day of November, A. D. 1877. 
[sEaL.] GEO. T. SWANN, Olerk, 
By J. M. MCKEE, Deputy Olerk. 
UNITED STATES OF ÅMERICA, 
Southern District of Mississippi, se : 
The President of the United States to the marshal of the southern district of Mis- 
sissippi, greeting: 


Ton are hereby commanded without delay to take into your custody thirty-five 
hundred pine logs and 600,000 feet of pine lumber, all of the value of $10,375, unlaw- 
fully taken from the public lands of the United States in the State of Mi ppiand 
said sonthern district, now in the possession of Bercier and Do Smet, and unlawfully 
detained by them from the possession of the United States, as we have been in- 
formed by the affidavit of Roger Sherman Bartley, an agent of the United States, 
filed in our circuit court the 19th day of November, 1877. And that you deliver to 
the said United States, paaur as aforesaid, the prope so taken into your pos- 
w 


session, unless the said defendant shall enter into ith sufficient security, in 
mae on) value of said property, payable to the said plaintiff, conditioned accord- 
g w. 


And you are commanded to summon the said Bercier and De Smet, if tbe found 
3 district, to be and appear before the honorable judge of the circuit court of 

d district at the next May term, in the town of Jackson, on the 6th day of May, 
1878, and then and there to answer to this action of replevin, and have you then 
and there this writ. 

Issued under my hand, with the seal of said court hereto affixed, at Jackson, in 
said district, this 20th day of November, A. D. 1677. 

GEO. T. SWANN, Cler 


SEAL. 

f : By J. M. McKEE, Deputy Clerk. 

This special agent Bartley alleged this firm had thirty-five hundred 
ay et six hundred thousand feet of pine lumber, valued at $10,375, 
unlawfully in their possession. They were required to give bond in 
double that amount, or $20,750. Then on the same day, not satistied 
with instituting one suit, they instituted another, alleging these 
parties had other logs and lumber which belonged to the overn- 
ment of the United States to the value of $3,000, and they were 
required to give a bond, independently of the other, of $6,000. This 
was in reference to a single firm; and I give it as an instance of all 
of them. That firm was compelled, before it could release the prop- 
erty so seized, to give a bond of $26,750. 

In order farther to show the manner in which this thing was pro- 
ceeded with I will state that the marshal of the southern district of 
Mississippi issued an order that one mill-owner or lumberman should 
not be taken as security for another mill-owner or lumberman. The 
consequence was that a man worth $300,000 was refused as security 
for his neighbor who was next door to him. In this way this prop- 
erty thus seized and taken by the Government has been held from 
that time until recently. It is true, and I state with all respect for 
the Attorney-General of the United States, that when I brought this 
matter fo his attention he issued a peremptory order to that marshal 
in no case to refuse to take the bond of any one who was involved in 
these same suits, but only to see the bond was a good one. 

Here is the order: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
x Washington, D. C., January 16, 1878. 

There is no reason why one mill-owner sbonld- not be taken as bondsman for 
another where a sufficient bond is obtained. That is the only object. Please give 
directions according] 


* CHAS, DEVENS, 
Attorney-General. 
Hon, 8. W. Hunt, United States Marshal, 
- Jackson, Mississippi. 

eee eee . h this Heu the ee day, cere afterward 

rough the Senate, a simple proposition to give these parties a speedy 
and prompt trial by the court holding the a near the scene of the 
action, which the sndge had the right to do under the statute even in 
criminal cases. ile, I say, this House passed in favor of it, and 
the Senate afterward passed in favor of it, the Executive of the na- 
tion, relying, as will be seen, on the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior, says the Government cannot come to trial. Why? Because 
the Government is not ready for trial. It wants the $20,000 appro- 
priation. What for? To pay the men who instituted these illegal 
proceedings, to compensate the lawyers employed by the Government 
to aid the regular rp asians pak the Government. It was well asked 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hxwrrr why prosecutions 
against the parties could not proceed in the ordinary way. I under- 
take to assert that the law invoked by the Secretary of the Interior 
and I allude now to sections 2461, 2462, and 2463, which I shall incor- 
porate in my remarks—applied only to the criminal, to the actual 
depredator upon the public land, and not to the man who may buy 
property from the one who does depredate upon it. These sections 
are as follows: 

Sec. 2461. If any person shall cut, or cause or procure to be cut, or aid, assist, or 


be 3 in cutting, or shall wantonly destroy, or cause or procure to be wan- 
tonly destroyed, or assist, or be employed in wantonly destroying any live ak 
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s of the United States, acquired, or hereafter to be 
export, dispose of, use, or FN the same in any manner whatsocver, other than 
for the use of the Navy of the United States ; every such person shall pay a fine 
not less than triple the value of the trees or timber so cut, destroyed, or removed, 
and shall be i not exceeding twelve months. 

Sec. 2462, 1f the master, owner, or consignee of any vessel shall 8 take 
on board any timber cut on lands which have been reserved or purchased as in the 
preceding section bed, without proper authority, and for the use of the Navy 
of the United 8. ; or shall take on board any live-oak or red-cedar timber cut 
on any other lands of the United States, with intent to transport the same to any 

or place within the United States, or to export the same to any foreign A f 

he vessel on board of which the same shall be taken, trausported, or seized, shall, 
with her tackle, apparel, and furniture, be wholly forfeited to the United States, 
and the captain or master of such vessel wherein the same was exported to any 
foreign country against the provisions of this section shall forfeit and pay to the 
United States a sum not exceeding $1,000. 5 

Sec. 2463. It shall be the d all collectors of the customs within the States 
of Alabama, Mississippi, Lou and Florida, before allowing a clearance to any 
vessel laden in whole or in part with live-oak timber, to ascertain satisfactorily 
that such timber was cut from private lands, or, if from public ones, by consent of 
the Navy Department. And it is also made the duty of all officers of the customs, 
and of the land officers within those States, to cause tions to be seasonably 
instituted against all persons known to be guilty of depredations on, or injuries to, 
the live-oak growing on the public lands. 

I refer further, to show this whole proceeding of the Secretary of 
tho Interior has been in absolute violation of the statite law of the 
land, and that he has assumed to exercise the functions which belong 
alone to the Navy Departinent, or to the Secretary of the Navy, to 


section 4751 of the Revised Statutes, which I will ask the Clerk to 


read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4751. All ties and forfeitures incurred under the provisions of sections 
2461, 2462, and title, The Public Lands,” shall be sned for, recovered, dis- 
tributed, and accounted for, under the dirt etions of the Secretary of the Navy, and 
shall be paid over, one-half to the informers, if any, or captors, where seized, and 
the other half to the Secrotary of the Navy for the use of the Navy pension-fund; 
and the Secretary is authorized to mitigate, in whole or in part, on such terms and 
conditions as he deems proper, by an order in writing, any fine, penalty, or forfeit- 
ure incurred. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will thus be observed by the very terms of the 
act which I have had read that the Secretary of the Navy alone pos- 
sesses the power to institute these proceedings and that he is invested 
with authority to make compromises with the parties to settle and 
a Se the difficulties between them. 

ow what has been proposed by the parties to this bill which passed 
the House and the Senate? Simply that there should be a speedy 
trial. And I cannot understand how any executive officer of the Gov- 
ernment wants to protract litigation with the citizens when. the cit- 
izens simply desire a settlement. I have had the honor, Mr. Chair- 
man, to pro to the Department, in order that this great industry 
might be relieved of the burden which was on it, to leave this ques- 
tion to be decided as to the rights of the Government and the rights 
of the individual citizens to the Federal judge and the Federal dis- 
trict attorney. Ay, sir, at the request of Secretary Schurz I sub- 
mitted the proposition in writing, and agreed to bind these parties 
to that decision, even without the intervention of a jury. Why is it 
that the Department of the Interior does not want this matter de- 
cided? Why is it that they are unwilling to let even the Federal 
judge and Federal attorney settle the question? Why is it that they 
are so bitterly opposed now to a ial term of the court which shall 
give a speedy trial, a right which belongs under the Constitution and 
the law of the land to all citizens? Why is it they desire to continue 
this e or persecution, if I am allowed to call itso? Why 
should they refuse to havea trial of this matter? They say they must 
have more money and additional surveys of the public land. If that 
is the case, your agent who made the affidavit made it without the 
perper knowledge of what he was doing. How could he make the 
afñdavit unless he had the knowledge that these logs and this lumber 
came from the Government land? In what way did Bartley əs the 
agent of the Interior Department get up these suits against the peo- 
ple of Mississippi? In what way did Carter, who out of his wa: 
to pass encomiums on his coadjutor, Bartley, get information that this 
timber was cut from the public lands? Does the Secretary of the In- 
terior have to have a resurvey of all the public lands to ascertain if 
he has 1ightfully instituted these suits or not? 

It is a monstrous proposition that any one man, whatever his posi- 
tion in the Government, should have the power to send out these de- 
tectives to seize upon the property of the citizen, stop his industry, 
discharge his hands, interfere so as to stop the transportation of the 
products of his labor. It is monstrous that he should have the power 
to do this, relying implicitly upon the truth of the representations 
ate him, and fail and refuse to listen to the protestations of these 

ple. 
me was said by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] who 
has this bill in charge that so much money would be paid into the 


Treasury, when the gentleman from Georgia [Mr BLOUNT] pro- 


pounded the following inquiry: 


Allow me to ask the gentleman whether the Government has not succeeded in 
every one of the suits that has been tried. 


The gentleman from Kentucky said in answer: i 
I stated that ont of — suits brought in the State of Wisconsin the Govern- 
xteen. 


ber ment had succeeded in 


And yet when you turn back to the table which only a few mo- 
ments before the gentleman from Kentucky had submitted as show- 
ing the total expenditures of the Land Office and the total income from 
these suits, you find that the State of Wisconsin is not mentioned in 
it. This table shows that in Minnesota the Government has col- 
lected $13,533; in Louisiana, $10,000; in Montana, $3,000; and in 
Michigan, $1,000. The table shows that the total amount of expenses 
incurred by the General Land Office since January 27, 1877, in sup- 
peer: timber depredations, not for the general conduct of the 

nd Office but in suppressing timber depredations for one year, had 
been $22,220. I say, then, if that has been the amount expended, when 
was it expended, where was it expended, who were the beneficiaries 
of it? hat salary, has the committee been asked, is paid to these 
special agents? What additional compensation is paid to attorneys 
employed.to aid the Government of the United States through its 
district attorneys? Sir, the Government ought to have an officer 
there in every one of those district attorneys who needs no aid. I 
am glad to say that in Mississippi, in the present incumbent, Mr. 
Luke Lee, we have a lawyer of many years’ standing and a capable 
and able one, and I doubt whether any special attorney employed by 
the Government will be able to bring to these suits any more capacity 
or talent than the district attorney. 

We ought in all cases to require paid officers of the Government to 
carry on these prosecutions. I do not know how the custom is else- 
where, but in my own State I am sorry to say that the character of 
district attorneys whom the Government send there and have sent 
heretofore has been such that whenever an important suit on behalf 
of the Government came up they were made to stand aside and your 
money, sir, the people’s money, was taken from the Treasury to com- 
pensate more able attorneys. I say, therefore, that this sum of $20,000 
ought not to be appropriated unless we know how it is to be used, 
what amount is to be paid to Mr. M. A. Carter, what amount is to be 
paid to Roger Sherman Bartley, and what amount does the Attorney- 
General, the head of the Department of Justice, pro to pay to 
the marshals of the United States and the vast army of officers whom 
he has under him now guarding the private property of citizens of 
Mississippi which has been seized. I have before me the certificate 
of the agent and surveyor of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, 
that a large proportion of all the timber seized in the counties of 
Harrison, Jackson, and Hancock, on Pearl and P oula: Rivers, 
was absolutely ent on the public lands of the State of Alabama. I 
have similar certificates in the cases of Bercier & De Smet and the 
case of W. Denny & Co., and also in the case of Griffin & Co. These 
parties were proceeded against under a writ of replevin, yet under 
the action of replevin, as every lawyer of the State of Mississippi 
knows, it must be proven that the original owner is deprived of Tis 
Property within twelve months in order to sustain any action of re- 
plevin. 

Now, there is not lawyer of any standing in the profession in the 
State of Mississippi who would be willing to risk his reputation on 
the assertion that the Secretary of the Interior will succeed in one 
single suit. In the State of Mississippi he has seized property, accord- 
ing to the showing of the gentleman from Kentacky, amounting to 
$368,000. That is from the table presented by the gentleman who 
has charge of the bill; yet this property has been seized and this is 
only the estimate of the value of that property at the time; but there 
is no 1 3 the amount of damage to the trade following from the 
stoppage of mills and from the fact that vessels were no longer laden 
and employés no longer paid. It is for the purpose, then, of contiuu- 
ing such suits against these citizens that the Government pro 
paying these special agents, marshals, and detectives, maintaining 
this class who live on the misfortunes of the people whom the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is prosecuting. 

It is not necessary for my purpose toinquire what the motives may 
be; but the result, the effect of this procedure is to stop all business 
in that region, to shut up every mill, to prostrate every man by de- 
stroying credit, and to break up every man in fortune under the plea 
that the Secretary is pursuing timber thieves. 

Mr. DURHAM, (interrupting.) I am very glad that the gentle- 
man has called to my attention a mistake which I made yesterday in 
speaking on this question. I made use of the word “ Wisconsin,” and 
I should have said“ Minnesota.” 

Mr. HOOKER. I take the gentleman on his own statement, and I 
will show that there has been received from the prosecution of public 
suits of this description in all the suits in the United States, North 
and South, $29,891.67, and yet in the same report he shows that the 
re ecg by the Land Office during that period had been 822,000. 
Where, then, are the millions of dollars which the gentleman from 
Kentucky said he was assured by the Secretary of the Interior that 
they would be able to pay into the public Treasury? I venture to 
assert that it will not be found. I quote the remarks of the gentle- 
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man from Kentucky in regard to the confident opinion of the Secretary 

of the Interior as to what he would accomplish : 

— ga many suits have been instituted, and the result is that the Secretary of 
© 


or is very confident that with thea — hich we provide in this 
bill he can secure to the Government of the United States from one to two million 
dollars’ worth of timber already cut from the sano by these trespassers and lia- 
ble to be taken away at any time. and some of which has been taken away. 

I know that my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER) and some of these other 

-ntlemen will make the point that a great many suits have been instituted in the 

tate of Mississippi, and it may be in other States, which ought not to bave been 
instituted. I have here the authority of the Secretary of the Interior for the state- 
ment that out of eighteen suits instituted in the State of Wisconsin sixteen have 
been tried and the Government of the United States has been successful i every 
one of them. I have some interesting statistics upon this question that Inmight 
read, but I do not desire to take up time by doing so. Sufice it to say thathere 
are now in process of litigation and sued for in the Federal courts timber and lum- 
ber taken from these reservations and from the timber lands of the United States 
amounting to over $2,000,000 in value. The Secretary of the Interior informs the 
Committee on Appropriations by letter and otherwise that he believes that he will 
succeed in the Saami i of these cases. 

For the purpose of setting the matterright before the House and before the coun- 
try, I will ask to have ted with my remarks a list of the suits which are now 


bein: ted and amount of property involved in some of these suits. 
Me Hookes: Let it be read. 


Mr. Dunnanu. Very well; I ask the Clerk to read it. 
Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. Dunnau. The gentleman from we ime OOKER] asks for the read- 
ing of this memorandum. Let it be read and then I will hear the gentleman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Total expenses incurred CA General Land Office since January 27, 
1877, in suppressing timber depredations. ..............-....--.-.+-- 


Expenses of United States marshals and district attorneys in suits 
ecmmenced, and for custody and sale of and lumber seized, not 
reported. (See letter of First Comptroller. 

Amonnts collected: 


err EI IEEE S AE $13, 533 13 

LE LAURER er Aste sate nase nt dodepacksspeacee sen qruudasacsicesnsen we 10,901 55 

%% EV ANET L A A ATAPA CIE EY A E E AAS T 3,757 00 

Ie Mich gai opos . stuci ssis 1. 700 00 
FFF... oe OA AEE E a E N TA EEA Deap proes ES , £01 67 

Amount of logs on hand for sale: f 
In Louisiane (about“. „„ „ deweccccces slscce 
In Minnesota (about) 444 


gen 

one of the suits that bas been tried! 

stated that out of eighteen suits brought in the State oi Wis- 
consin the Government had succeeded in sixteen. 

Mr. Sixcreton. Allow me to say that in the State of Mississippi the Govern- 


succeeded in ev 
Mr. DURHAM. 


ment has succeeded in no case, and recently almost every one of the cases insti- 
been dismissed in th 


tated for these bg Paap: has the courts. 

Mr. Dunnam. I do not know anything about this matter except what I learn 
from the papers before us. I present the facts of the case as I find them. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I wish to state to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that out of forty or cases prosecuted in Colorado within the last three or four 
years the Government not succeeded in any prosecution of this kind, civil or 


Sir, up to this time the Secretary of the Interior has not collected 
a single dollar in any suit in Mississippi. I venture the assertion that 
in the State of Mississippi alone you will under these proceedings pay 

ial agents, special detectives, attorneys and marshals five times 

e amount that will be paid into the national Treasury in return. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The clause of the bill under con- 
sideration to which I object reads as follows: : 

For actual expenses of clerks detailed to investigate (among other things) tres 
passes on the public lands, the sum of $20,000. j e En) 

Yesterday I asked the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. DURHAM, ] 
who has charge of this bill, for what that $20,000 was intended so far 
as arepane on the public lands were concerned, and he stated in 
reply that it was not for the purpose of paying spies, but for the pur- 
pose of employing agents to detect timber thieves. 

The first thing to which I would call the attention of the commit- 
tee is the discrepancy between the provisions of the bill and the state- 
ment of the gentleman from cacti The bill says that the money 
is for the employment and payment of “clerks.” The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] says that the money is for the payment of 
those who will go into timber country and ferret out those who 
have been despoiling the public lands. I contend that there is no 
provision of law, either by positive enactment or by construction, 
that will permit a “clerk” in any Department of the Government to 
be transformed into a spy or detective for the purpose of bringing 
offenders to punishment; and when a spy or emissary is called a 
“clerk” it is at least a partial deception attempted to be practiced 
upon the members of this House. 

So far as the statement of the member from Kentucky is concerned, 


that this money is to be used for the purpose of detecting “timber 
thieves,” I have no doubt but that he honestly believes that this is 
the so to which it is to be applied, and also that a necessity 
exists for such application. I pro to show, in the short time 
allotted to me, that there is an entire misconception; that there is 
no proof in the possession of the Department or in the possession of 
any member ol the Committee on Appropriations that will justify 
them in saying that there are thieves of the public timber who shculd 
be proseen by the Honse of Representatives. 

I pops to show by the statements of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior himself that he has caused prosecutions to be commenced, and 
thereby mills to be stopped, property to be seized, the credit of citi- 
zens destroyed, their fortunes squandered, all without sufficient testi- 
mony in his possession, or under his control to justify the verdi t of 
a petit jury in favor of the Government. And if such is the case, I 

members whether they will, by voting this sum of $20,000, counte- 
nance proceedings by the Government against persons and property 
that would be denounced upon this floor if they were attempted to 
be porras by peirat individuals? : 
en the bill for the additional term of court in Mississippi was 
before the Senate Judiciary Committee, the chairman of that com- 
mittee, Senator EDMUNDS, addressed a letter to the Secre of the 
Interior, asking for the views of that Department span the bill. In 
response to that inquiry the Secretary prepared and transmitted to 
the committee a communication, and I call the attention of members 
to the strange statements made therein, and which facis are all that 
exist to justify the appropriation that is now asked for, After he had 
discussed the question of changing the place for holding the terms of 
court, he refers to timber depredations and states why in his judgment 
the Government cannot succeed in the suits instituted by his agents. 
In speaking of certain trials that had resulted in favor of the Gov- 
ernment, the Secretary in this communication says: 

To secure such results, however, it has been found necessary to bave a second 

and more thoron Sey eye made, and in most cases the tracts trespassed 


upon resarveyed, and the retraced, in order that they may be identified with 
certainty by the witnesses at the trial. 


What an admission isthat? That before these agents were ablo 
to identify the lands, before the witnesses could state under oath 
from what lands logs had been taken, or upon what lands timber had 
been cut, the Department of the Interior has instituted suits, has 
seized hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of property; hasthrown 
thousands of men out of employment. And, continues the Secretary, 
we hope to obtain the proof that will justify the Department in pur- 
suing this high-handed course. 

Mr. DURHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Certainly. f 

Mr. DURHAM. Will the gentleman state again where these suits 
are pending which he has been talking about? 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The suits I am talking about are 
pending in Louisiana, Mississippi, and Florida, and other States upon 
the sea and the rivers of the South, and also in Minnesota aud 
other States of the North. Now let us see what the Secretary says in 
continuation : 

The names and residence of witnesses ee the 
logs, &c., from particular n shown. as well as 
the identification of the logs seized or demanded with certain tracts, must be as- 
certained and their testimony obtained. 

The proof that will identify the logs and that will identify the 
Jands upon which the timber was cut, the witnesses that will swear 
to these facts, all have yet to be obtained by the Government, accord- 
ing to the deliberate statement of the Secretary of the Interior. But 
let me proceed alittle further. He says: 

It is easy to show that some one has committed a and to establish prima 
facie that the defendant did it, or that he now has in the logs or lum- 


ber taken from certain tracts of land, but to it conclusively in the face of a 
resolute and determined defense is quite a thing. 


What a strange admission! As I stated before property has been 
seized ; mills stopped; men thrown out of employment, their credit 
ruined; many men who were under existing contracts to furnish 
large amounts of lumber have been or will be compelled to answer 
8 for default in their contracts; these things have all been 
done. d yet the Secretary admits that he despairs,with the proof 
upon which the actions were commenced, of obtaining a verdict in 
favor of the Government. He continues: 

The investigation in all of these cases was ormed before the suits 
were 8 8 and ee — not been and can- 
not be made until an — is made by Congress to defray the expenses of 
agents employed and detailed for that purpose. 

Now mark the language which follows: 

If the Government is compelled to go to trial with these cases at the time 
named in the act the defendants will undoubtedly secure verdicts in their favor. 


This language has not reference to the locality of the trial; it 
simply refers to the time. With all the machinery of the courts, with 
process for witnesses, with attachments to compel their attendance, 
with the United States marshals and district attorneys to say that 
whatever witnesses are necessary shall aapon before the jury to tes- 
tify, with all these at his command, the retary of the Interior in 
substance says, “if we cannot obtain other testimony than that now 
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known to us I despair of obtaining a verdict for the Government.” 
Why is this? Simply because the agents of the Government have 
commenced prosecutions, suits, and seizures without sufficient cause, 
without the proof that would justify them in thus trenching upon 
the rights of the citizen. In the face of the confession of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, without any knowledge of the merits or demerits 
of these lumber cuses, I say that the House of Representatives ought 
not by a vote of additional money to indorse such p i 

Mr. HUMPHREY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Has the gentleman in his experience everknown 
an innocent man to be pursued by the Government for stealing timber? 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I will come to that after awhile. 
It is not of that I am talking. I say that according to the confession 
of the Secretary of the Interior himself he has seized millions of feet 
of lumber 5 without evidence in his possession or under his 
control that would require a petit jury to return a verdict for the 
Government in the face of a vigorous defense. He admits this him- 
self. 

ar HUMPHREY. Does not the gentleman know how that is 
done 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I imagine that every man who 
hes suffered at the hands of these agents knows precisely how it was 

one. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I never knew a man to suffer at the hands of a 
Government agent in regard to stealing timber, and I have heard of 
hundreds of cases; but the Government always suffers at the hands 
of somebody. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. That ts not what I am talking 
abont. I want the gentleman to state whether he justifies the Gov- 
ernment in pursuing the people, seizing their property, and breaking 
up their business, when the officer instituting the proceedings admits 
that he bas not the testimony upon which to secure a verdict. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire to say that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior has pursued the same course that every man owning timber does 
when he suffers depredations. If he finds the marked logs, and finds 


where they were cut, he brings his suit; then, after suit is brought, | the f 


he sends his sealer upon the ground; the trees are scaled from top 
to but, and the amount ascertained. Frequently a man does not 
know how much of his timber has been stolen until after suit is com- 
menced, and just before the case is brought to trial. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The gentleman is talking without 
the record. There is no proof to sustain the position he takes. There 
is no evidence that these men marked logs so that the Government 
might identify them. 

r. HUMPHREY. If that is the case, then no log can ever be 
identified in a court; so that your men are safe, [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I simply reiterate that a policy 
which will justify the head of any Department in seizing property 
of the citizen, destroying his credit, and throwing thousands of men 
outof nope it ages in the absence of such peoo as willconvict upon 
a fair trial, is to be reprehended, is not to be sustained by the repre- 
sentatives not only of the person but of the property of the citizen. 

Mr. HUMPHREY rose. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. My time is limited. 

Mr. HUMPHREY, Excuse me; I do not desire to interrupt, but I 
wish to say—— 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The gentleman can have time 
under the five-minute rule. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, passing from the admission that is made by the 
Secretary of the Interior, I come to prosecutions in that section of the 
country with which I am most familiar. I know gentlemen believe 
the mountains of the central region of this continent are swarming 
with timber thieves, and that they are but vindicating the law wheu 
they canse every man who fells a tree upon public Jand to be arrested 
and prosecuted or to be sued for its value. But it seems to me that 
when members of this body understand the situation of the case, a 
position of that kind cannot be maintained. Members should recollect 
that the States of Colorado and Nevada, the Territories of Wyoming, 
Utah, and Montana, are almost isolated from the timber markets of 
the continent. There is scarcely an acre of timber land owned in 
these sections brane individual. Hence if we would construct a rail- 
road or light a fire, if we erect a school-house or improve a mine, if 
we build a house or desire a church to worship in, our people are com- 
pelled to become e upon the public lands. So far has the 
Government refused the protection guaranteed by the law to the citi- 
zen to be secure in his property, that, as I am informed by the Dele- 
gate from Wyoming, agents of the Government have been seizing logs 
and timber in that Territory without even the formality of a writ or 
an affidavit ; without any of the preliminary steps being taken which 
in civil actions are required by the statutes of the States and the 
nation. And let me ask members of this body where is the relief to 
the citizen in the event of a wrongful seizure? If this course were 
pursued by an individual, he might be compelled to respond in dam- 
ages for injury inflicted. But where is the relief to come from when 
the Government perpetrates the injury? For this consideration, if 
no other, this body should deliberate well before it authorizes or 
8 a line of prosecutions which in all probability must result 
in great loss to innocent defendants; but who, when they have dem- 
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onstrated their innocence, will be absolutely powerless to recover from 
the Government one dollar to reimburse them for their losses, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, if there is anything at all in the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] it is this, 
that nobody living in Colorado has a right to steal timber. That is 
the whole of it, [Laughter.] 

Now, who are these poor, innocent, deluded, timber thieves in Col- 
orado? Let us see. e Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad 
Company sued for $100,000, [laughter, ] the Colorado Central Railroad 
Foe 5 the Boston and Colorado Smelting Company $100,000. 

ghter. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are the only suits commenced in Colorado b 
the present Secretary of the Interior. These are the poor, delud 
people in Colorado who are to suffer because we give the present Sec- 
82 of the Interior 820, 000 with which to prosecute these suits. 

This thing boiled down is just this: the Secretary of the Interior, 
appreciating his duty to the people, has undertaken to stop depreda- 
tion upon the timber lands of the country. 

My friend from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER, ] however, says he is doing 
this without authority of law. I ask him to tell me how it is, then 
that in the forty-five suits he has already commenced and prosecu 
he has won in every one if he had no authority of law? The fact is 
he has not commenced a single suit anywhere of any magnitude he 
has not succeeded in winning. The eighteen cases in Mississippi, 
on account of their trifling character and the smallness of the sam 
involved, he has dismissed. 

This appropriation, Mr. Chairman, is for what? It appropriates 
820,000 to assist the Secretary of the Interior to collect evidence to 
continue the investigations and to prosecute in the courts the cases 
already commenced and those which hereafter may be commenced. 
He has put into the Treasury the sum stated, some twenty-six or 
thirty thousand dollars, and he proposes if we give him this money, if 
Congress will stand by him in his laudable undertaking, to put down 
depredations upon the timber lands of the country and to put a mill- 
ion dollars in the Treasury of the country and save millions more in 

‘uture. 


But because the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] and the 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON ] and other gentlemen may 
ave constituents who are engaged in this unlawful traffic they oppose 
the granting of this appropriation, Mississippi is not alone, Mr. 
Chairman; Mississippi is only a small part of the country where these 
depredations are carried on. 

e State of Florida, another southern State, the State of Louisiana, 
where these suits were commenced some time ago, where these seizures 
took place, there they have yielded to the Government, and it owns 
timber perha to the extent of one or two hundred thousand dollars, 
which it is selling and putting the money into the Treasury. 

The gentleman from Mississippi says these indictments were ob- 
tained without information aud undertakes to prove that to be the 
case in Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, all I desire and all the Secretary 
of the Interior desires is to have a fair trial and test of these cases. 
All he desires is a sufficient amount of money to prosecute to the extent 
of his ability and have these courts held at the proper time and in the 
proper place. 

The gentleman from Mississippi further declares that in no case in 
Mississippi will the Government obtain a verdict. Ido not want.to 
slander the people of Mississippi; I do not intend to do that; but I 
say this: if that should be the case Mississippi juries then will not 
do their duty. 

The gentleman complains, indeed both these gentlemen for that 
matter complain, of the loss of business to these people who are in- 
dicted and whose mills are stopped. I am sorry for that; I regret their 
business is stopped, but I hi still more they have been engaged in 
unlawful practices, Why, Mr. Chairman, the same argument will 
apply to every illicit distillery in the country and to every other un- 
lawful practice. If we are not to punish offenders, if we are not to 
punish whisky thieves or timber thieves because their business would 
stop, where is this thing to end? It seems to me it is clearly the duty 
of the House to sustain the present Secretary of the Interior and the 
Attorney-General, who are striving to put a stop to these depredations. 
We can do that in no better way, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions are nnanimous in that opinion, than by appropriating the sum 
reported in the bill, $20,000. 

will yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in the last twenty-eight 
years not less than $40,000,000 of lumber has been taken from the 
public lands, and the question now before the committee is whether 
or not a moderate appropriation of money should be made in order 
to enable the Interior Department, having charge of the lands of the 
country, to stop these depredations. It has been said by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, and also by the gentleman from Colorado, that 
large numbers of men who are en in mannfacturing timber are 
thrown out of employment, and consequently the arm of justice 
should be staid in order that this business may be carried on, The 
Government has been depicted as a horrible monster, engaged in 
despoiling and oppressing its citizens. In the same sense in which 
the Government is despoiling and oppressing its citizens in this 
regard it has been from its origin oppressing and distressing its eiti- 
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zens. There are to-day and have been for years past, and they will 
be multiplied for years to come, not only thousands but hundreds of 
thousands whose business will be interfered with seriously by appro- 

riations of money being made in order to enable justice to be admin- 
Eteri in the courts of ihe States and of the Union. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, to the gentlemen of the committee 
that the Secretary of the Interior and the Assistant Attorney-General, 
who has this matter specially in charge, informed a colleague of mine 
on the Committee on Appropriations and myself this morning thatin 
every case where timber was taken by a settler for his own nse and 
he had been molested, upon the Department being notified of that 
fact the prosecution had been stopped ; and we were shown this morn- 
ing the list of eighteen causes started in the State which is repre- 
sented so ably by the gentlemen who so eloquently spoke in behalf 
of these timber thieves this morning and were told that eighteen suits, 
aggregating in amount about 7,000, had been dismissed in conse- 
quence of that fact. 

Mr. HOOKER. Did the gentleman allude to me in the remark he 
has just made? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. I did not speak in vindication of timber thieves. 
That is simply a mistake. I spoke in vindication of the innocent 
against whom the Government is attempting to make out this charge. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I understand the gentleman is correct in 
what he says; that he calls them mistaken, misguided, and innocent 
individuals. That may be the designation they are entitled to. But 
I call them—and I am speaking only in reference to that class of men 
I call them timber thieves. 

Mr. HOOKER. I suppose the gentleman does not want to misrep- 
resent me intentionally. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOOKER. I did not say they were mistaken or misguided, 
pan simply that they were innocent of the charge made against 
them. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. If they are innocent they need no other 
tribunal than the tribunals of justice in the gentleman’s own State 
to show their innocence. If they are innocent they are not the men 
to whom I am ora Jam alluding to men who violate the law: 
who depredate upon the public timber, and who ought to be arres 
in this course of procedure. For the innocent that are harassed, I 
have this to say: that I am sorry if any suit has been instituted 
against a man who ought not to have bad a suit instituted against 
lim. But the gentleman from Mississippi will never convince me 
that because the administration of justice is so imperfect as that it is 
not always aimed against the guilty therefore the wheels of justice 
shall stop. We must more or less in every State, in every county, 
and in every court have suits that are brought against parties who 
will ultimately prove they are innocent of the charge brought against 
th > 


em. 

But, sir, the logie of the gentleman simmered down to its last 
analysisis this: that because suits arein good faith instituted against 
parties who prove themselves to be innocent, therefore you should 
stop the administration of justice and allow crime to run rampant. 
That is the question and the only question now before us. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that the instractions issued by the 
Secretary of the Interior which were read in the hearing of the com- 
mittee show with what extreme care and tenderness these ageuts are 
instructed to proceed in this matter. It may be, it likely is, true that 
now and then an agent may be found who allows his zeal to outrun 
his discretion and may act imprudently. But grant that; does it 
follow therefore that that entire arm of the Government should be 
withdrawn and that no effort at all should be made to stop the depreda- 
tions that are being made on the public lands of the country; and that 
in the next twenty-eight years it shall be recorded that forty million 
dollars’ worth of public timber, becoming now so valuable, shall have 
been stolen because from mock sentimentality, and for fear that some 
innocent man, who if he is innocent may establish it in a court of 
justice, may be wrongfully sued? I trust not; I trast that a fair, rea- 
sonable, and necessary appropriation will be made, and if the men in 

the employments that are authorized by this bill shall be guilty of 

rjury or shall be guilty of malicious prosecution, the courts of the 

tate, the courts of the nation, are open for the vindication of those 
that are injured by. it. 

I say in conelusion that the whole question is this: whether or not 
this nation is to advertise to every thief in the whole land that the 
arm of the Government will not be raised for the pu of protect- 
ing one single tree that grows upon the public domain. If you ad- 
vertise that fact, you can rest assured that this country will be as 
a of timber within the next twenty years as the desert of North 


ca. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FOSTER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Fnxx.] 

Mr. FRYE. I was one of the majority the ot her day who voted for 
a change of the time of holding courts in the State of Mississippi for 
the trial of these causes. It does not adjust itself well to ry sys- 
tem to be charged, when I did that, with having gone in body and 
soul for the protection of timber thieves. That, sir, was not my 
purpose, and I doubt if the large majority of the House who voted 
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with me at that time voted in order to relieve timber thieves from 
a just prosecution for their crimes. 

I take it that the gentlemen with me voted for a speedy prosecu- 
tion of timber thieves, and not for the speedy discharge of timber 
thieves, and therefore I take it that when the Government comes in 
here and asks an appropriation of money for the prosecu- 
tion of violaters of the law, that majority will not find it necessary to 
vote against the appropriation. 

I, sir, find nothing under the sun inconsistent with the position I 
take now with that which I took the other day. I then was for tho 
ee of the Government; I to-day am for the protection of the 

vernment. I then, sir, voted for the relief of men some of whom 
must have been honest men. The whole body of men up and down 
that river in Mississippi who come into question here are not tim- 
ber thieves, 

Why, sir, I understand that the Government of the United States 
owns only 8 per cent. of all the timber lands on that river within the 
reach of the river itself I mean within hauling distance—bnt 8 per 
cent., and that 8 per cent. is of course the very poorest land, which 
could not be sold when the other was sold. 

Now, sir, the idea that every mill man on that river coming from 
Maine, from Wisconsin, and from Michigan is a timber thief is utterly 
absurd. The idea that all of their timber was stolen from the Gov- 
ernment land is equally absurd. Sir, I simply desired that these men 
should have a speedy trial and that the timber which was held, that 
which never had been stolen together with that which had been 
stolen, should be relieved from the grasp of the law so that it might 
be placed in the markets of the world before it was rendered useless 
i the delays of the law. That was all I did, and I believe that was 

1 that the majority of this House, and the large majority of the 
House, intended to do when they voted for the bill for the relief of 
these men in the State of Mississippi. 

Now, sir, I simply ask that the majority who voted together then 
shall not pat us who honestly voted for that relief to-day in the posi- 
tion of men sympathizing with public eee and withhold- 
ing from the Government that which it absolutely needs in order to 
enforce the law. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. FOSTER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. HUMPHREY. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I voted against the bill before the Honse a few 
days since for the same reason that the gentleman from Maine voted 
for it. I knew that under that bill every man who had his lots of 
timber seized could bring the cases into the courts of the State in 
which the property was situated, and endeavor to recover in any 
State court in which he desired to bring the action, and give his se- 
curities and present his suits in the court in which the Government 
was his own act, at any time he saw fit. 

I voted against it because I believed it was giving the timber men 
an advantage. It was sending these cases for trial to places where 
tho parties sued were among their friends. It was withdrawing them 
from regular terms of the court fixed by law, and giving every man 
who had logs and lumber, if cut on Government lands, an advanta 
against the Government, because it is a well-known fact that the 
Government, when it goes into court anywhere before a jury, goes at 
a disadvantage. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, I desire to ask the gentleman if 
he holds that where the Government of the United States brings 
an action of replevin the defendant can go into another court and 
recover by another action of replevin? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. No, sir; the Government by its marshal seizes 
these logs, and then the defendants have the option to settle with him 
as they can, or to replevy their logs in tho State courts. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Are not the suits now pending in 
the State of Mississippi actions of replevin in which the Government 
is plaintiff ? 

r. HUMPHREY. I suppose they are. But that simply brings me 
to this point: that it was not necessary to pass this act eee every 
one of these defendants, under the law, could have given security, 
taken the logs, and sawed them into lumber. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. That depends upon the State law. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. It does not depend upon the Statelaw. Every 
State law, every United States law, provides that defendants can by 
or and giving security take their property. x 

r. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The law in most of the States is 
this: that the plaintiff in i aap suits gives bond before the writ 
is issued, and the property when taken by the officers is delivered to 
the plaintiff to be held by him until the suit is determined. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Unless the defendant within a certain number 
of days files this bond ; and in such case, if the bond is approved, the 
property is released. Then in case the judgment is given in favor of 
the Government, it is either for a return of the property or for the 
value thereof, at the option of the successful party. 

8 Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. That is the case in only a few of the 


tates. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. If there is any State in this Union or in God's 
world that has not now such a law it had better commence over again 
and begin anew. The fact is this: the Government is here trying to 
pursue these men who have lived upon its property. If they are inno- 
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cent men there is no danger that a jury will ever convict them of 
stealing timber or taking timber from the Government. The danger 
always is that the Government goes out of court with costs im 
upon it, and these parties who take this timber escape; that is the 
difficulty in the case. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman does not wish to misstate, I know. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Certainly not, 

Mr. FRYE. I will state asa matter of fact that there is not one 
State in five in this Union that has any such law as the gentleman is 
talking about. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. You are mistaken. The State of Wisconsin, the 
State of Minnesota, the State of Maine 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. REED. Not Maine. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I beg pardon of the gentlemen; I am sorry for 
the State of Maine. [Laughter. 

Mr. FRYE. Ohio has not su There is not one State in 

five that has it to-day. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. The State of Wisconsin, the State of Minnesota, 
every State, rst t the State of Maine, where there is any timber, has 
a Jaw of that kind. 

But I have been interrupted so much that I have not said what I 
desired to say. I desire to say one word more in regard to this ques- 
tion. It is afact that when the Government brings suit or when the 
marshal seizes these logs, he seizes them because he has ascertained 
the locality from which they are cut. The logs are seized so that they 
shal] not be run ont from the jurisdiction of the marshal. Then what 
is the next process? The marshal takes measures to ascertain the 
marks of the logs. The gentleman from Colorado | Mr. PATTERSON] 
says these logs have not been marked. If they are not marked, then 
there is no power to prosecute in any court any thief who may take 
them, and any thief will go scot free But, on the contrary, they are 
marked. And then a scale of the log is made, and the Government 
gets the testimony from the marks. The amount can be ascertained, 
and ascertained as well from the tops of the tree down to the but 
as from the logs themselves. 

Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. HUMPHREY. Certainly. 
yA e ua Does not the plaintiff give bonds before he replev- 

s thè 

Mr. HUMPHREY. He always gives security before he takes the 
property. 

r. CONGER. Then if the United States has the logs who else 
could get them? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. In the case of The State of Wisconsin against 
Schulenberg and otbers, where the Government obtained judgments 
to the amount of eighty or ninety thousand dollars, the State of Wis- 
consin replevied the logs. Schulenberg & Co. came in and gave 
security, filed their bonds, took the logs, sawed them and sent the 
lumber to market five years before the Government got judgment 
against them. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

. FOSTER. Iwill yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SING ON. As a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and at the same time a Representative from the State of Missis- 
sippi, it is due to myself and to the Honse that I make a short state- 
ment of my position in reference to this section of the bill. While 
I agree with my colleague [Mr. HOOKER] as to the improper and 
unwarranted course that has been pursued by the Secretary of the In- 
terior regarding the seizure of logs and lumber in the State of Missis- 
sippi, first, under a writ of sequestration, which turned out to be an 
improper remedy, the cases haying to be dismissed by the court, and 
which as a matter of course entailed a large amount of costs upon the 
Government and great inconvenience and loss upon the persons whose 

roperty was seized; secondly, the indiscriminate seizure of logs and 

umber under other proceedings—I say that while I agree with him 
in declaring that such a course should not have been pursued, I want 
it distinctly understood that I cannot by my vote give a carte blanche 
to every man who chooses to go upon the public land and cut timber 
that belongs to the Government. 

I am here, Mr. Chairman, as the representative of all the people of 
my State, each one of whom has an interest in Government property, 
and I cannot consent, therefore, to put myself in the attitude of say- 
ae a any single class of them shall have the right to go upon the 
public lands and depredate at will. I do, however, disapprove en- 
tirely of the course which has been pursued by the Secretary of the 
Interior; and I voted for the bill providing that these persons whose 
0 was so ruthlessly and unlawfully seized should have early 
trials and have the opportunity of showing how little of truth there 
5 in the Wholesale charges made against them, of being timber 

leves. ‘ 

This bill the President has vetoed, and early trials in these cases 
have been denied them. But I have full faith and confidence in the in- 
tegrity of these men, and predict for the Government failure in these 
suits. It will be seen upon an examination of this section that the 
appropriation of $20,000 is not made alone for the purpose of prose- 
cuting those whom gentlemen have chosen to term“ timber thieves.” 


a law. 


The appropriation is to be used for other purposes as well as these 
prosecutions, namely: 
For di 


en rena ublic lands, and cases of official miscon- 
duct, and for advertising an — a 7 

Now certainly we ought not to vote down this section in its entirety 
because we would thereby refuse an appropriation for other things 
that are undoubtedly necessary, If my colleague from Mississippi 
(Mr. HOOKER] would move to strike out the words “ trespasses on 
the public lands” he would then make a distinct issue which would 
test the sense of the House upon his proposition, and I shall be found 
voting with him. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is exactly what I propose to do. 

Mr. SINGLETON. In this way the sense of the House can be had 
as to whether any portion of this money shall be used for the purpose 
of ing on these prosecutions. Mr, Chairman, I do not myself 
see—I did not see in the committee, as my colleagues on that com- 
mittee will bear testimony—the necessity of making extra appropri- 
ations outside of the ordinary appropriations to be used in the prosecu- 
tion of these suits and to employ detectives and affidavit-makers who 
wish to ingratiate themselves with their employers by turning State’s 
evidence. The courts are open; and the expenses of these proceed- 
ings can be paid in the same manner as the expenses in other suits. 
Hence I do not see the necessity for burdening the Government by 
appropriating mone: ially for these prosecutions. The omission 
of such an appropriation will not give persons, as feared by some, 
liberty to depredate upon the public lands; for they are still liable 
to be prosecuted as in other cases. Iam perfectly willing to leave 
them to the courts. If guilty, they are liable to punishment; and I 
am the last man that would undertake to protect any even of my own 
constituents if they have been knowingly and willfully guilty of dep- 
redating upon the po lands. But Lam not willing to sanction the 
oppression which 1 think has been practiced upon them. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the House for general debate 
on this bill has expired. 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask that the bill be now read by sections for 
amendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to employ not exceeding twenty temporary clerks during the balance of 
the present fiscal year, at arate not exceeding $2 per day each: Provided, That 
the whole sum to be expended for this purpose shall not exceed $6,500. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by striking ont the section just 
read and inserting the following: 

For the employment of tem clerks in the Treasu , 3 
Provided, That $15,000 of thia tum may be uned in Fepairiag and inexiog Army 
rolls in the Second Auditor's Office and other bureaus of the Treasury Departmen 
= $10,000 of said sum may be used for file cases and boxes for the files of said 
ice. 


Mr. DURHAM. I make the point of order that this amendment is 
new legislation and cannot come in under Rule 120. 

Mr. FOSTER. If the gentleman makes the point of order, I sup- 
pose the Chair will have to sustain it as to a portion of the amend- 
ment. But I hope the gentleman will not press the point. 

Mr. DURHAM. If the point is applicable to a portion of the 
amendment, it applies as a matter of course to the whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to inquire in regard to the section as re- 

rted by the committee whether it is intended that any part of the 
8500 provided for extra clerk hire shall be used in trauseribing rec- 
ords in the Surgeon-General’s Office? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is not. The appropriation is designed only to 
supply such demands as Congress may make upon the Treasury De- 

ment during the re Se Congress; and as a matter of course 
it is discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury whether he will 
or will not employ these twenty clerks in that Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Foster] whether there is any existing law authorizing 
an appropriation for file cases and boxes. 

Mr. FOSTER. gah obey are constantly made for such pnr- 
poses. I think, upon n, I will withdraw my concession that 
the point of order would lie against the amendment; for these appro- 
priations are constantly made. Fi are provided for in another 
section of this same bill. 

Mr. DURHAM. Let the gentleman read the section now under 
consideration and see whether any file-cases are provided for there. 

Mr. FOSTER. There is such a provision in another section. 

Mr. DURHAM. Then the amendment might be germane to that 
section, but not to this. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman then makes the point that the 
amendment is not germane? 

Mr. DURHAM. I do, and that it is new legislation. 

Mr. CONGER. I think that both in the Committee of the Whole 
and in the House it has always been held that wherever the appro- 
priation itself is germane, any proviso directing or restricting the 
pater manner in which the appropriation shall be expended is in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean to say where an ap- 
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propriatiou is in order a proviso giving a part of it to a purpose not 


authorized by law would be in order? That would seem to defeat 
the whole pur of the rule. 

Mr. CONG I mean to say it has always been held where an 
appropriation is in order any restriction, direction, or limitation in 
regard to its use has also been held to be in order. Where an appro- 
riation is in order under the rule any restriction or limitation would 

ollow as a matter of course. 
. An appropriation for a purpose not authorized 
by law is not such a restriction or limitation as would be in order. 

Mr. FOSTER. There may not be any law authorizing the purchase 
of file cases and boxes for the files of this office, but for many years 
each annual appropriation bill has contained provision for that pur- 


The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman state whether this is one of 
the expenses necessary for carrying on the ordinary business of the 
Treasury Department ?, 

Mr. FOSTER. It is; there is no question about that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is an argument. 

Mr. DURHAM, When we come to that section in regard to the 
Pension Office, if my friend chooses to make the point of order on it 
I will let it go ont. I will say it is subject to the point of order, if 
the gentleman makes it, and if he does raise it I will not object to its 
being stricken out. 

Mr. FOSTER. No one desires to make the point of order. 

Mr. DURHAM. But I make it so far as you are concerned. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think there is anything in the point. 

Mr. DURHAM. I insist on the point, that it makes an appropria- 
tion not authorized by law, and therefore is not in order to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inquire as to the other part 
of the amendment, that is $15,000 to be used in repairing and index- 
ing Army rolls in the Second Anditor’s Office and other bureaus of 
the Treasury Department, whether there is any authority of law 
for it? ; 

Mr. FOSTER. That directs only the employment of these clerks 
in the same work they are now on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any law providing for repairing and 
indexing army rolls? 

Mr. FOSTER. Why, it is a necessity. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And necessity knows no law. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio the Chair is compelled to hold that portion of the amendment 
out of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. I am willing to strike ont all after the proviso. 

Mr. DURHAM. Now let us have it read as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the employment of temporary clerks in the Treasury, $35,000. 


Mr. DURHAM. I make the point of order there is no law anthor- 
izing that in the form in which it stands. The only statute in refer- 
ence to the employment of these clerks is to be found in section 171, 
and that limits the manner in which clerks shall be employed. I ask 
section 171 be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 171. No extra clerk shall be employed in any Department, bureau, or office, 
at the seat of Government, except during the session of 2 or when indis- 
pensably necessary in answering some call made by either House of Con, at 
one so Si to be answered at another; nor then, except by order of the head of the 
Department in which, or in some bureau or office of which, such extra clerk shall 
be employed. And no extraclerk employed in either of the Departments shall 
receive compensation except for time actually and necessarily emploved, nor any 
greater com than §3 a day for copying, or $4 a day for any otber service, 

Mr, DURHAM. The proposition of the gentleman is outside of 
that law. There is nothing in the law, or in the Revised Statutes, 
8 employment of temporary clerks, 

Mr. FOSTER. Does the gentleman claim his own proposition is 
out of order? 

Mr. DURHAM. No, sir. I claim it conforms to section 171 of the 
Revised Statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky limits the sum to be paid day by day, while the proposition of 
the gentleman from Ohio appropriates the sum in gross and contains 
no limitation. 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir; as prescribed by section 171 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, The ca eg asp of $35,000 must be nec- 
essarily expended for temporary clerks in the manner required by the 
existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, with all deference to the tleman 
from Kentucky, whose familiarity with business of this kind he recog- 
nizes, is unable to see why it isin order to make an appropriation under 
existing law for twenty clerks at $2 per day and is not in order to 
appropriate the gross sum of $35,000. It cannot be expended of course 
except in accordance with law, and he is inclined to think, therefore, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio substituting for twenty 
clerks at $2 a day the sum of $35,000 under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is in order. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Now, I desire to offer an amendment to 
come in at the end of the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to offer his amend- 


ment to perfect the section before the substitute of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Foster] is voted upon? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Yes, sir. Š 

Tie Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, 
as follows: 


Prai ss ided further eth tthe a $13,000 be ea he hereby, appropri. 

e A t the sum o 000 the same is y - 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a ted, 10 be made 
available on the e of this act, to enable the Secretary of War to employ ad- 
ditional clerical force in the record and pension division of the office of Sur- 
geon-General of the Army. 


Mr. DURHAM. I make the point of order on that, that it is not 
authorized by existing law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Indi- 
ana on the point of order. 
Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. By virtue of existing law there is a di- 


vision in the Surgeon-General’s Office ch with answering letters 
from the Pension Bureau in reference to the condition of the official 
records in the Surgeon-General’s Office, so as to show the record of the 
soldier who is oe a pension. By virtue of that there are a 
] number of clerks who are now em Yo The number that is 
authorized to be employed is not fixed by law, but is changed from 
time totime by appropriation bills. But the existence of this division 
is recognized by the law. It is pnt under the charge of the Surgeon- 
General of the Army, who is invested with power to employ clerks 
for the pur of executing the duties with which that division is 
charged. The namber of these clerks has been changed in the appro- 
333 bills from time to time, and in consequence of the accumu- 

ation of nearly twenty thousand letters, Cary jemi the prosecution of 
applications for pensions for the period of at least twenty months, it 
becomes necessary that this appropriation should be made, and it is 
made in order to carry ont the requirements of the law in regard to 


this 1 

Mr. DURHAM. Now, will my friend from Indiana stand up here 
and say that to make an appropriation for the Pension Bureau is ger- 
mane to a bill providing for temporary clerks in the Treasury Depart- 
ment? Rule 120 says that an amendment to an appropriation bill 
must be germane to the bill under consideration: You 1 just as 
well say, when you have a bill making an appropriation for the ex- 
ecutive, judicial, and legislative departments of the Government, you 
could put on an amendment authorizing the employment of five thou- 
sand additional soldiers in the Army of the United States. I have 
only to state the proposition of the gentleman in order to show how 
utterly fallacious it is. i 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish also to say that the lest law fixed the num- 
ber of clerks in the Surgeon-General’s Bureau. For that reason I 
think the amendment of the gentleman irom Indiana is out of order, 
I refer to the last appropriation act, which is the law, of course. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The last appropriation act, as I stated 
to the Chair, cut down the number previously authorized by law. 
But that is not a anent arrangement. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is the law, nevertheless, and that is the perma- 
nent arrangement until the law is changed. 

Mr. B of Indiana. It was the law so far as that bill was con- 


cerned, but not any further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on the point of 
order. The appropriation act fixes the number of clerks in the bu- 
reau in question. Until that is changed that is the law as to the 
number of clerks. As to the other point made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, the Chair is of opinion that a section to employ Treasury 
clerks cannot be added to germanely by an amendment authorizin 
the Secretary of War to employ clerks in the Surgeon-General’s 
Office. The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. If in order, I will, at the proper time, 
offer my amendment as an additional section. 

Mr. A. I offer the following amendment: 


In line 4 strike out the word “twenty” and insert -five;” and in line 8 
strike out “$6,500” and insert “$25,000. b 


Mr. DURHAM. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Hanna] on the point of order if he so desires, 

Mr. H A. What is the point of order? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is not germane. 

Mr. HANNA. Not ane? 

Mr. DURHAM. It increases the appropriation and is not in the 
line of economy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to hear the section as it will read if 
amended by the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, that we 
may understand what it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Indiana does not desire 
to speak to the point of order the Chair is prepared to rule upon it. 
The Chair thinks that upon a bill making appropriations authorized 
by law amendments increasing the amount are in order. He there- 
fore rules the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana to be in 


order. 

Mr. ATKINS. Such an amendment is in order provided it is ger- 
mane. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is merely an amendment to increase the 
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number of clerks employed and the amount of appropriation. That 
of course is germane. = 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, should not the question be first put 
upon my amendment? This is not an amendment to mine, but is an 
amendment to the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment to perfect the original 

text, while the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio is to 
strike ont the original text and insert a substitute. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana properly comes first. 
+ Mr. DURHAM. Before the gentleman from Indiana speaks to his 
amendment I should like to hear the paragraph as it will read if 
amended as he proposes. * 

The Clerk read as follows: 

F Sierks Gazing the baisios of the present aai 

i ity-five tem erks du: alan 
3 a we — Eper 3 idad, That 8 to be 


per day each: Provi 
expended for this purpose shall not exceed $25,000. 


Mr. DURHAM. I know that the Chair has decided the point of 
order, but I do undertake to say that the gentleman cannot show 
any law for eighty-five temporary clerks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any law especially for twenty tempo- 
rary clerks, or only a law for temporary clerks generally? 

Mr. DURHAM. If the gentlemen on the other side want to make 
the point of order, let the section go out. 

aor CHAIRMAN. Under what law does the gentleman report the 
bill 

Mr. DURHAM. I report it under the general deficiency bill. This 
provision has not been excepted to; but I repeat that if gentlemen 
on the other side desire to make the point I am willing that it shall 
be stricken out. 

Mr. ATKINS. I can answer the question of the Chair. I do not 
think that there is any law for this appropriation; but we have re- 
sponded simply to the demands of ¢harity, nothing else. 

Mr. A. Now I ask for a few moments without interruption. 
On yesterday a letter was published, written some time since by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in which this House was informed that 
there were eighty-five persons on the tenpotiry roll, so called, and 
that the appropriation nece: to keep them upon the roll would 
expire at a given date in December, and that unless Congress made 
an additional appropriation those eighty-five persons of necessity» 
would be dropped from the rolls. In that connection the Secretary 
said: “These persons can be usefally employed.” I stop there and 
repeat that language as an answer to all that has been said by the 
gentleman from Kentucky or any other gentlemen who have opposed 
the position that I maintain. I say I repeat that it is a full answer 
to their declarations that eighty-five additional clerks is a useless 
and unnecessary number, 

When the Secretary of the Treasury tells me, as a Representative 
of the peoplé, that eighty-five men can be usefully employed, I take 
it that he means there is a necessity for their employment. *Further 
than that the Secretary of the Treasury, by way of indorsement of 
that language, said: è 

I earnestly recommend that Congress will, for the purpose aforesaid, authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer from the unexpended appropriation here- 


tofore made for the Bureau of Engraving and Prin the sum of $30,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, for the remainder of the present fiscal year. 


Will gentlemen tell me that by virtue of this letter the Secretary 
of the Treasury did not intend earnestly to recommend to this Con- 
gress an a po riation sufficient to employ these eighty-five clerks? 

Mr. DUR My friend is a distinguished lawyer, and it is easy 
for him to find the section of the Revised Statutes authorizing the 
employment of temporary clerks, and if so, to what extent. Now 
that is a eg naked, logical proposition. 

Mr. HANNA. I care not by what title you call them, whether 
temporary or permanent. I find in looking through the list of per- 
sons employed, a class called permanent, and I find that a portion of 
this class come from States that have double and nearly treble the 
amount they are entitled to upon a fair ratio of representation. I 
represent a State that is entitled to eighty-four clerks, and we have 
but sixty-four, a deficit of twenty. I could name another State, one 
of whose Representatives a few days ago objected to this thing, 
which is entitled to thirty-two clerks and has seventy-two on the 
rolls, and yet a Representative from that State was talking of every 
person applying for office having two Senators and six or eight Rep- 
resentatives at their back. [Laughter.] I can see how it is that 
some States have more than their representation and why it is, when 
we go there we have to stumble over the Senators and Representa- 
tives from States which have more than their quota. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is an error of administration. I ask the gentle- 
man if he wants to increase this clerical force in order to give States 
their quota? 

Mr. HANNA. No, sir, not at all; neither does the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, nor my amendment, increase the 
clerical force. We ought to have a clerical force equal to the de- 
mands of public business, and does not the Secretary of the Treasury 
tell us that the public business requires these eighty-five clerks and 
that they can be “usefully employed,” and is not the inference that 
there is an actual necessity for their employment? With this kind 
of declaration from the R of the I want better 
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arguments than those which have been offered in opposition to this 
amendment. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. SPARKS. I think there is some rag ee pred this 
matter. Iunderstand that the Secretary in this case puts the appoint- 
ment of these clerks largely on the basis of charity, that it would be 
unjust to them to turn them out at this yee time. But I will 
say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HANNA] this: that so far as 
these clerks are concerned, it is an independent proposition of the com- 
mittee. They propose to appoint twenty temporary clerks. There 
is no law for it; but they propose to make it a law to the extent of 
twenty clerks. - 

Now, sir, under the rule that gentleman can object to this clause. 
But if he objects, then I undertake to say that the gentleman having 
charge of the bill [Mr. DURHAM] will let this clause go out, and if 
the gentleman fails to object, and wants to increase the number of 
temporary clerks to eighty-five, then I will draw the plain rule on 
him, which says that no amendment shall be in order except in the 
direction of retrenchment. 

Mr. HANNA. Will the gentleman, as a legislator, obstruct public 
justice by reading to mea Erun rule? 

Mr. SPARKS. Yes, sir; if the gentleman does not understand the 
rule, I will read it to him. If the distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HAxxA] does not know the rule, and talks without 
knowledge of the rule, I will instruct him in the rule. 

Mr. DURHAM. It is about time to adjourn, and I move that the 
committee now rise. This bill will come up again to-morrow. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not think there is enough yeast in this 
committee yet to enable it to rise at all. [Langhter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee Mr. ATKINS ] 
desire that the point of order shall be ruled upon before the commit- 
tee rises? 

Mr. ATKINS. Ido. 

Mr. DURHAM. If the Chairman is ready to rule upon the point, 
I will not press my motion. 

The CHAIR . The Chair will say, in relation to the point of 
order, which is, that there is no law authorizing the appointment of 
temporary clerks, that he would be reluctant to assume under any 
circumstances that the Committee „ would report 
any appropriation that was not authorized by law. But the Chair is 
informed by the Clerk that when this-bill was reported to the House 
no pojnts of order upon it were rcserved. Therefore the rules now 
applicable to the bill are those which would control the consideration 
in Committee of the Whole of a bill which is entirely in order under 
the rules. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now renew the motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Porrer reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to employ temporary clerks and making 
an appropriation for the same, also making appropriation for detect- 
ing trespass on public lands and for bringing into market public 
Jands in certain States, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. f 


REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BANNING, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 
2865) to reorganize the Army of the United States, to consolidate 
certain of its staff departments, to reduce the cost of its support, and 
for other p ; which was ordered to be printed and recommitted, 
not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman not to press 
his motion for a few minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Certainly. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the Senate of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 17) amending the laws ting pensions to the 
soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and their widows, and for other 


purposes. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wiseonsin, relative to an 
extension of the time for the completion of the Northern Pacific 
Sanoat; which was referred to the committee on the Pacific Rail- 


MAIL-ROUTE IN WISCONSIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial from the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, relative to the establishment 
of a tri-weekly mail-route from Whitehall to Eau Claire, in that 
State; which was referred to the committee on the Post-Office and 
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STURGEON BAY HARBOR OF REFUGE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Wisconsin, relative to an appropriation to com- 
lete the breakwater at the entrance of the harbor of refuge in 
eee Bay, Wisconsin; which was referred to the committee on 
Commerce. 
BRONZE STATUE OF SAINT GEORGE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting the petition and papers of the 
Society of the Sons of Saint George, Philadelphia, in relation to a 
refund of certain duties paid on a bronze statue of Saint George ; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

REEDY ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting the petition of citizens of Phila- 
e for the re-establishment of the light-house at Reedy 
Island, Delaware Bay, with a recommendation that Con make 
proper legislation for the re-establishment of said light-honse; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

VICKSBURGH, MISSISSIPPI. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of a board of engineers on the 
preservation of the water front at Vicksburgh, Mississippi; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted, by unanimous consent, as follows: 

To Mr. SHELLEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. METCALFE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STARIN, for ten days, on account of important business. 


MATTAPONI RIVER, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3718) appropriating money to improve the Mattaponi River, in 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


_ NAVY-YARDS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3719) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to classify the 
navy-yards of the United States, and to determine the character of 
work to be done thereat; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB CRISER. 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3720) for the relief of Jacob Criser; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 8 

The motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, was then to; and 
ee (at four o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourn 


N PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of Captain A. E. Goodrich and 100 
others, citizens of the United States, members of the Board of Trade, 
owners of vessels, commanders of vessels, and seafaring men of Chi- 
cago, Illinois, against transferring the life-saving service to the Navy 

ent—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. BLAND: A Ri r relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Delmer's Store and Byrnsville, Missouri—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. BOONE: The petitions of Thomas C. Leech and 57 other 
citizens of Livingston County, Kentucky; of W. T. Smoot and 195 
other citizens of Trigg County, Kentucky; of John L. Dismukes and 
60 other citizens of essed unty, Kentucky, and of William Bea- 
dles and 180 other citizens of McCracken County, Kentucky, asking 
the aid of the Government to the Texas Pacific Railroad—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. f 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers and Merchants’ Exchange 
of Louisville, Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of P. B. MeGoodwin and 35 other citizens, of 
Caldwell County, Kentucky, and the resolutions adopted at a pub- 
lic meeting of the citizens of said county, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of the publisher of The Messenger, 
Elmwood, Minois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. B ANO: Papers relating to the claim of Hermann J. 
Korffi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRIGHT: Papers relating to the claim of the estate of C. 
B. Cluskey, deceased—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The petition of citizens of Illinois, that the 
diy on linseed and linseed oi] remain unchanged—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANFORD: The petition of thë publisher of the Guernsey 


Times, Cambridge, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee, A 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: The petition of James Munroe, of Stafford 
County, Virginia, for compensation for supplies furnished the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DURHAM: Pa relating to the pension claim of the 
children of Benjamin F. McGuire, deceased—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Rebecca F. Hall, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , ` 

By Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina: The petition of citizens of 
Greenville and Spartanburgh Counties, South Carolina, for a post- 
route from Campbell’s Station, by way of Gowansville, Highland 
Grove, and Tigerville, to Lima, South Carolina—to the Committea 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAUSE: The petitions of the publishers of the Arkansas 
Watchman, Beebe, Arkansas, and of the Clay County (Arkansas) 
Courier, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolutions of the select and common council 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, favoring the improvement of the nav- 
igation of the Delaware River by removing the island in front of the 
city and filling up the horseshoe—to the Committee on Commerce, 

y Mr. H ZELL: Memorial of the Cairo (Illinois) Taxpayers’ 
Association, favoring the early completion of and the granting of 
Government aid to the Texas Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on 
thé Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HAZELTON : Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for 
an extension of time to complete the Northern Pacific Railroad—to 
the same committee. : 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route and tri-weekly mail between White Hall and 
Eau Claire, Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post- 


Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an appropria- 
tion to complete the breakwater and the entrance to the harbor of 
refuge in Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of Hon. J. A. Stewart and others, to 

econstitute Cambridge, Maryland, a port of entry—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of citizens of Fort Covington, New 
York, for the amendment of the pensien laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Three petitions from wool-growers and sheep- 
breeders of Whiting and Cornwall, Vermont, for a change in the 
tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of citizens of Fayette and Kanawha 
Counties, West Virginia, against the passage of the tariff bill—to the 
same committee. : 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Memorial of the Bar Association of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, for the nfs the bill to reorganize the 
judiciary of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
i (coli Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of the publisher of the Truckee 
1 


fornia) Republican, for the abolition of the duty on type to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petitions of the publishers of the Milheim 
n Journal; of the Centre (Pennsylvania) Reporter; 
of the Lewisburgh (Pennsylvania) Chronicle ; of the True Democrat, 
Lewiston, Pennsylvania; of the Elk Democrat, Ridgway, Pennsyl- 
vania ; of the Clearfield (Pennsylvania) Republican, and of the Daily 
and Weekly Banner, Williamsport, Pennsylvania, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Jacob Flock, a brewer of Will- 
iamsport, Pennsylvania, against changing the duty on malt—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Peter Cooper, Cyrus W. Field, A. J. Drexell, J. 
B. Lippincott, and others, against the passage of any law taxing in- 
comes—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Northern Tier Reporter, 
Port Allegheny, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. f 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of the publisher of the Hamp- 
shire County (Massachusetts) Journal, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Peter Cooper and others, against reviving the 
income tax—to the same committee. Í 

Also, the petition of William Whiting and others, against an in- 
crease of duty on wrought-iron lap-welded boiler flues and 
tubes—to the same committee, 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of New York: The petition of citizens of 
Cattaraugus County, New York, that bounties be granted to soldiers 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of the publisher of the Mercer 
County (Ohio) Standard, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Thomas Haynes, G. B. Reves, J. 
D. Claywell, and 50 other eitizens of North Carolina, against abolishing 
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the western judicial district of North Carolina—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Dodge City, Kansas, and Tuscoso, Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SLEMONS: The petition of citizens of Nevada, Arkansas, 
for the issue of greenbacks and the retirement of national-bank notes 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Anne Downey, 
for u pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of Peter Cooper and others, against 
reviving the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of the publisher of the Rice County 
(Minnesota) Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Legislatureof Minnesota, for an extension of 
the land grant of the Saint Paul and Pacific Railroad Company—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of 500 citizens of the twenty- 
sixth congressional district of Pennsylvania, against taxing tea and 
coſſee to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: A 45 77 relating to the establishment 
of a post-route from Weatherford, by way of Dido and Elizabeth- 
town, to Denton, Texas—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of the publisher 
of the Troy (New York) Budget, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the Committee cf Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of John Holland, Ed- 
ward McGuire, and 100 other citizens of Northern Ohio, against any 
change in the present tariff on grind and building stone—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petition of the publisher of 
the Democrat, Mount Carmel, Ilinois, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of W. L. Heyanis, W. J. McClaugh- 
erty, and others, of. Mitchell County, North Carolina, against the 
abolition of the western judicial district of North Carolina—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WATSON: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 

_route from Grand Valley to Eldrid Corners, Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of citizens of Ra- 
eine and others, residing along the shore of Lake Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, against the transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy De- 
partment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of J. R. Rogers, 
publisher of the Union A sy (Alabama) Herald, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: Two petitions of citizens of Wash- 
ington and Marion Counties, Oregon, for the extension of the time 
for the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Bedrock Democrat, Baker 


City, Oregon, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Commit- | 


tee of Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 


THURSDAY, March 7, 1878. 


Prayer by Rev. JOHN CHESTER, D. D., of Washington City. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the memorial of E. 
Spencer Miller, William M. Evarts, and others, citizens of the United 
States, remonstrating against the passage of any law imposing a tax 
on incomes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of William Spencer and others, 
citizens, ship-owners, and mariners, of Erie, Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the 1 0 transfer of the life-saving service from the 
e to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the 

0. 

He also presented a resolution of the Genera? Assembly of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of the passage of a law giving a pension to the veterans 
of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of H. M. Seymour and others, 
citizens of New York, praying for he 7 85 28 of a law for the equal- 
ization of bounties ; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented a memorial of Henry E. Hopkins and 694 others, 
and the memorial of Sidney Smith and 423 others, residents of the 
southern coast of Long Island, remonstrating agoinst the passage of 
the bill (S. No. 777) to organize a life-saving and coast-guard service; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the memorial of Eaton Brothers, E. Pratt 
& Brothers, Hamilton Caster & Sons, and others, citizens of Baltimore, 


Maryland, remonstrating against the enactment of any law reviving 
a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the memorial of Albert P. Lake and 
others, citizens of New Jersey, and the memorial of P. W. Cranmer 
and others, residents along the coast of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill (S. No. 777) to organize a life-saving 
and coast-guard service; which were ordered to lio on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of numerous citizens of 
the State of Missouri and of the United States, protesting against the 
further contraction of the currency, and in favor of the enactment of 
the bill which is appended to the memorial. I move that the peti- 
tion, without the signatures and the bill appended to it, be printed 
and referred tothe Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of the First Evangelical 
church, of Clinton, Massachusetts, and the petition of the Baptist 
church, of Orange, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor trafic; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ir. INGALLS presented the petition of Mary E. Parker, of Cam- 
den, New Jersey, praying for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I send a telegram to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
which I ask to have referred to the Committee on Finance. I will 
state that the telegram is in answer to a communication addressed to 
the Director of the Mint in relation to some statistics which were 
furnished during the last Congress in relation to the establishment 
of a branch mint at Omaha, Nebraska. It is only a few words. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The telegram will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following telegram; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 7 


From Treasury Department.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March,6, 1878. 
To Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 
United States Senate: 
We have no statistics, and can only aya there is at Omaha one of the largest 
and best-appointed gold and silver smelting works in the United States. 
H. R. LINDERMAN. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred a resolution to print extra copies of report No. 111, accom- 
panying Senate bill No. 15, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That 500 copies of Senate No. 111, with the amendment reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the 
act entitled “ An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
2 3 to ee Pacific 8 to secure to the AAE ET ons — 

re ee, „and other purposes.“ approved July 1, 
also to alter and 2 the acto Congress e e July 2, 1864, in amendment of 
said first-named act, be printed in document form for the use of the Senate. 


AMENDMENT OF THE PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred a resolution to print extra copies of the report accompany- 
ing Senate bill No. 300, reported it without amendment, and the r 
olution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Reso That 1,000 extra copies of the rt accom the bill (S. No. 300 
to — the statis in — to — and for porta bax bo be — ee 
the use of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 859) for the relief of Charles L. Davenport; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying peti- 
tion, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ROLLINS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 860) for the relief of James 
Fellows; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 861) relating to telegraphic communications 
between the United States and foreign countries; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 862) granting a pension to George Foster; 
Stand was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask leave without previous notice to intro- 
duce a bill, and I ask that it be read in full the first time, and I shall 
then ask for its reference, 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
863) to provide for the 5 of the Mississippi River im- 
provement commission and for the correction, permanent location, 
and deepening of the channel and the improvement of the navigation 
of said Mississippi River; which was read by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is very little morning business, and the 
bill is not long. I ask that the bill be read in full. I believe it is 
in order to have that done. ; 

: e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read the second time at 
ength. 


sion, to make an 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Is this in contravention of m business? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can be printed in the RECORD without being 
read in full, I understand. 

Mr. WHYTE. I was going to suggest to the Senator that it be 
printed in the RECORD. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

The bill was read the second time, ànd referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, as follows : 


A bill to provide for the organization of the Mississippi River improvement com- 
mission, and for the correction, permanent location, and dee g of the channel 
and the improvement of the navigation of said Mississippi River. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there is hereby created a commission to be 
called the Mississippi River improvement commission,“ to be composed of five 
engineers. 

. 2. The President of the United States shall, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, appoint said five commissioners, one to be called the president 
of the commission and the other four to be called assistant commissioners, and shall 
in like manner fill any vacancy or vacancies which may occur in said commission. 

Sec. 3. It shall be the te of said commission to direct and complete such sur- 
veys of said river between the city of Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri, and 

at the mouth of said river as may now be in pro and to make such 
additional surveys, examinations, and investigations, hydrographical and topo- 
hical, as may be deemed necessary by said commission to enable it to perform 

25 uties and to carry out the objects of this act with the greatest advantage to 

the public interests. And to enable said commission to complete such surveys 

and to make such additional gurveys, examinations, and investigations the Secre- 
of the Treasury shall detail from the office of the United States Coast Survey 

such officers and men as may be deemed necessary, and shall place in the 
and for the use of said commission such vessel or vessels and such machinery and 
instruments as may be under his control and may be deemed necessary; and the 
Secretary of War shall detail from the Engineer Carpe of the Army such officers 
and men as may be necessary, and shall place in the charge and for the useof said 
commission such vessel or vessels and such machinery and instruments as may be 
under his control and may be deemed necessary; and the said commission may, 
with the approval of the Secretary of War, employ such additional force and as. 
sistants and yoni by purchase or otherwise, such vessels or boats and such in- 
struments and means as may be deemed genset 

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of the said ion to take into consideration 
such plans and ates for the correction and permanent location and deepenin; 
of the hannel of the Mississippi River and the improvement of the navigation o 
said river as may be sugges! y any member or members of said commission and 
by other persons and to prepare an 


and, when so pre 


and detailed report of their proceedings and actions and of such plans and esti- 
mates for the purposes aforesaid for his action thereon. 

Sec. 5. If such plans and estimates or such i piane shall be approved by the Pres- 
ident of the United States, then the construction and completion of said works ac- 


cording to such plans shall be conducted and carried on by the of War 
under the supervision and direction of said commission. And said commission 
shal! annually, prior to the commencement of each regular ion of Con; 

make and submit to the Secretary of War, to be brh su! tothe dent 
of the United States, full and detailed reports of their and actions and 
of all works and improvements done and the cost thereof, and of the progress and 
effects of such works, and of estimates of the amounts of appropriations 


for successfully and efficiently carrying on the construction of said works and im- 
rovements, and also for the completion of such works and improvements accord- 

Dr to the said plans. i 
Sec. 6. The said commission or a majority of said commission, including the 
president thereof, may, prior to the completion of all the surveys and examinations 
contemplated by this act and prior to the submission to the President of the United 
States of their matured plans and estimates for the purposes aforesaid, aby bextra 
submit to the President of the United States for his approval plans, s cations, 
and estimates for such immediate works as may be necessary for cl such out- 
lets of said river and such gaps and crevasses in the levees on the of said 
river as may be necessary in the judgment of said commission to secure an earlier 
correction and permanent location and deepening of the channel of said river, and 
as may constitute a = of the general system of works herein contemplated and 
provided for; and if such plans, specifications, and estimates shall be approved by 
the President of the United States, then the Secretary of War, under the super- 
tion of said commission, shall cause the immediate construction of 


for and estimates of the cost of a general s; 
said, and shall have so reported and submitted the same to the dent of the 
United States, and the same or said plans shall have been so apro by the Presi- 
dent as herein provided for, then it shall be the duty of the of War, 
under the supervision and direction of said commission, to cause said works an 

improvements to be constructed and completed as ra 5 as the appropriations 
made by Congress therefor shall — and it shall be the duty of said commis- 
sion or a majority thereof, including the president of said commission, to prepare 
and sybmit to the Secretary of War detailed plans, specifications, and estimates 
for said general of works or such portion or 3 thereof as may, from 
time e eemed necessary to secure the earliest and most economical con- 
struction and completion of the same or any pornon or portions thereof ; and there- 
upon the Secretary of War shall contract and let said work, or any pran or por- 
tions thereof, to the lowest responsible bidder or bidders, either by ddvertising for 
sealed proposals or bids for the construction or the construction and completion of 
said works, or any portion or portions thereof, according to said plans and specifi- 
cations, or in such other manner as he may deem best to secure the construction 
or construction and completion of such works, or any portion or portions thereof, 
at the lowest prices and in the best manner, and as a condition precedent to 
the acceptance or approval of any contract or letting, require of such contractor 
or bidder such safe-guards and such bond or bonds, with such conditions and sure- 
ties as he may deem n. to secure the earliest and best construction and 
completion of said works, or any portion or portions thereof, according to said plans 
and specifications, and shall prescribe such rules and regulations for conducting 
such works as he may deem necessary ; and in the event of the failure, refusal, or 
neglect of any contractor or bidder to construct or complete sueh work according 
to said plans and cations, or to perform and comply with the terms and con. 
ditions of the bond or with the rules and ations prescribed, the Secretary o 
War may rescind said contract or bid and d the same forfeited, and relet such 
work, and sball have the same rights and powers in regard to each contract or bid 
and to each bidder or contractor under the first or any 5 letting or relet- 
ting as herein given; and no payment shall be made by the S mp or War for 
any work done in whole or in until such work shall be accepted by said com- 

ion and approved by the tary of War. 


Sec, 8. The salary of the president of said commission shall be at the rate of 
$6,000 per annum and of of said four assistant commissioners at the rate of 
000 per annum less any compensation or salary received by any one or more of 

id assistant commissioners from the United States as an officer or officers in the 
7 25 Corps of the Army of the United States or in the Coast Survey service. 
And said commission, 3 the approval of the Secretary of War, may employ 
a secretary, ata salary to be determined hy the Secretary of War, or the Secretary 
of War may detail from the Engineer Corps of the Army of the United States any 
officer who may be selected and recommended by said commission or a majority 
thereof, including the president of said commission, to act as secretary of said com- 
mission. 

Sec. 9. The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to expend the sum of $100,000 
for the payment of the salaries of said commission and its secretary and of the nec- 
essary expenses incurred in the completion of such surveys as may now be in prog- 
ress, and of such additional surveys, examinations, and investigations as may be 
deemed necessary, and in maturing and perfecting and member the plans and esti- 
mates and the plans, specifications, and estimates contemplated by this act as herein. 
provided for. And said sum is hereby appropriated for said purposes. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 864) to provide for the construction, mainte- 
nance, and operation of a military telegraph line in Dakota and Mon- 
tana Territories; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, r 

Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked, and by unanimous oonsent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 865) for the relief of certain 
postmasters and late postmasters in the State of Minnesota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. i 

Mr. ALLISON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 866) for the relief of Jeremiah 
C. Conklin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McDONALD (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 867) to fix the rank and pay 
of retired medical pee dy United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 868) to provide for a code of Army la- 
tions; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Alexander Montgomery be taken from the files and: 
referred to the — AAA on Military Affairs. Woes, 
On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 


Ordered, That the tion and in the claim of James Casey, for a pen- 
sion, be taken from Pe des and area to the Committee on Pensions. = 


On motion of Mr. DORSEY, it was 


Ordered, That the in the case of Alexander Davis be taken from the files. 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of C. P. Redmond be taken from the files. 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


EXPORTATION OF GUANO. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1474) further to suspend the operations of 
section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title 72, in 
relation to guano islands. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
with an amendment, in line 6, before the word “years,” to strike out 
“ten” and insert “five ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That section 5574, title 72, of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and. 
the same is hereby, farther suspended, as therein set forth, for the period of five 
years next from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. When this bill was reached on the Calendar I 
made an objection to it. Since then I have had an interview with 
the president of the Navasa Company, who states that the condition 
of the company is such that unless this reließ is granted they will be 
compelled to suspend their operatious. Ido not desire to embarrass. 
any company; but at the same time I conceive that the interest of 
the farming community of this country may be seriously affected by 
such a general provision. If the bill proposed relief for a specific 
company, as I understand this Navasa Company is a company en- 
gaged in the Ae deer of an ingredient in the fertilizers of the 
country, I would not oppose it; but, as I understand the bill, it em- 
braces all the various, Some islands and would be a general law a 
plicable to them all alike. The products of some of the guano islands. 
are valuable to the farmers of this country. If the Senator who has 
charge of the bill will limit its operations to the Nevasa Company, I 
am perfectly willing to vote for his bill; but if he extends it to be, as. 
it is, a general law applicable to all the Pacific guano islands as well 
as those in the Caribbean Sea, I cannot support it. If he will extend 
his relief to the Navasa Company, as I have been informed by an offi- 
cer of that company upon whose statement I rely explicitly that it 


Will be of special advantage to them, I shall be perfectly willing to 


vote for the bill; but when the Senator makes it a general Iaw, em- 
bracing all the guano deposits and asks to suspend the law so that 
all the persons engaged in the Pacific islands and all other guano. 
islands may be relieved from the restrictions upon the exportation of 
guano, I cannot support the proposition. I suggest to the Senator 
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having the bill in charge that he limit the operations of the bill to 
the Navasa 4 5 eeni 

Mr. MERRIMON. I beg to ask my friend why he would make a 
discrimination in favor of a single company! 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Upon the statement of the president of that 
company, who was once an honored member of the Senate, that the 
condition of the company is such that without the relief proposed 
not only very great embarrassment will ensue, but, as I understood 
him, they will be compelled to suspend their operations. That bein 
the information derived from a gentleman who was once hono: 
with a seat on this floor, I am bound to believe it is correct. It is for 
that reason, and for that reason alone, that I would make an exce 
tion in regard to that company. We have not heard that such would 
be the effect in regard to the Pacific guano islands or other islands. 
For that reason I would make the exception, and for no other. 

Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, during the call of the Calendar the 
other day I objected to the consideration of this bill because I be- 
lieved at the time its effect would be injurious to my people who are 
large consumers of guanos and other fertilizers. 1 promised the 
friends of the measure then that I would look into it and if upon ex- 
amination I became satisfied that my fears were not well founded, I 
would inte no further objection to the passage of the bill. I 
have made such investigation pretty extensively and the result of it 
has been to convince me that my fears were ill-founded and that 
there really exists no good and valid reason why the bill should not 
be enacted into a law. 

My people are very largely interested in the guano question. They 
use fertilizers perhaps to a ter extent from necessity any 
other constituency with which Iam acquainted, and I naturally am 
interested in a question which so nearly affects their interest. I be- 
lieved that the provisions of this bill authorizing the export of the 
product of these phosphatic islands would increase the price to the 
consumers in this country. I find upon examination that such will 
not in all human probability be the case. These phosphatic deposits 
are not confined toany particular locality, they are found everywhere. 
For example, near Charleston and Beanfort, South Carolina, there are 
deposits which are believed to be inexhaustible, and it is from that 
source most of the phosphates which are used in the preparation of 
artificial fertilizers in this section of the world are drawn, because 
the expenses are less in furnishing them here. I find upon examina- 
tion that the owners of these islands, which have been taken up and 
are now under the protection of the United States flag, have been 
compelled to resort to foreign export as a means for finding a market 
for the guanos which they have raised, the domestic market not being 
sufficient to absorb all the product. They would be very glad to have 
an . of bringing every ton of guano they raise to the 
United States, but they find the demand here easily supplied and all 
they ask is for the opportunity to d of thejr surplus. These 
phosphatic deposits are put in the market at a certain percentage of 
value, 60 per cent. of phosphates being the standard, and whether 
the sample yield more or less of this ingredient it is made to equal 
that percentage in the market. 

Mr. KERNAN. Let me inquire of the Senator if in these cases these 
guanos are not supplied at the price prescribed in the regulations? 

Mr. WITHERS. No, sir; at a less price. I will state that the price 
of those guanos has been reduced since the operation of the law from 
$24 per ton, which they were then worth, to the price which they now 
bear of about -$12.50 or $13, and they are ready to supply all the 
demand that exists in the United States at those prices. 

Mr. KERNAN. That is more than the original price. 

Mr. WITHERS. The original price prescribed by law refers to the 
price at the place where the o is raised, but this price which I 
quote of course includes the additional cost of shipping and furnish- 
mg sat the cost of freight and commissions. 

. HAMLIN. If the Senator will indulge me right there, he states 
it with precise accuracy; but yet, if he should ont of the $12 per ton 
deduct the freight and commission, the phosphates net the owners 
less than $8. ; 

Mr. WITHERS. That isexactly what I designed to state. I wish 
to state that this price of $12.50 covers all the expenses of freights 
and commissions, and deducting those, the price at the islands is less 
than the $8 prescribed by the act. I find that the supply of these 
guanos is ample and that the owners are dependent, really, upon the 
foreign market for their ability to keep their works in operation at 
all. The domestic demand does not consume a sufficient quantity of 
these phosphatic deposits to justify the owners in working for the 
home trade exclusively. My fears that the operations of this law 
would enhance the price, I confess haye not been well founded, be- 
cause the statistics show, in the face of precisely a similar provision 
of law, the price has gone down from $24 to $12.50. Now, as there is 
no possibility of our people being called upon to pay an additional 
price by reason of granting this privilege, and as not only the Ne- 
vasa Company, but companies operating in the Pacific Ocean, en agent 
in transporting the guanos, may also be compelled to suspend if ey 
are not ted this privilege of . exportation, it seems to me 
that policy dictates we should accord it. far as any danger of 
ere of supply is concerned, I am satisfied that it is entirely 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask if he is not 
directing attention especially to that class of material which enters 
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into the manufacture of phosphates, and whether he is considering 
such as the Pacific guano, which isa distinct substance, and the Mex- 
ican guano. I have myself purchased the Pacific guano and paid 840 
a ton. That, therefore,cannot be of the same class of guano to which 
the Senator is directing attention when he speaks of guano delivered 
at 812 a ton. Some species of Pacific guano and of Mexican guano 
are used as a guano, not as an ingredient of phosphates. The opera- 
tions of this bill would apply to those as well as to the particular 
islands which furnish the ingredients for phosphates, the rock which 
is ground up and becomes one of the materials to enter into the man- 
ufacture of phosphates. 

Mr. WIT . My inquiries havo been addressed mainly to com- 
panies which were en in the preparation of artificial fertilizers, 
all of which use phosphates largely. I will call the attention of my 
friend to the fact that the supply of ammoniacal guanos has been 
practically exhausted; they are only to be found within certain lati- 
tudes where there is no rain-fall. In the rain areas of course these 
deposits were exhausted of their ammonia, that being dissolved and 
carried off by the rains. The deposits of those islands, mainly the 
Chincha group off the coast of Peru, has long been exhausted, and that 
ingredient has to be added in some other form to the artificial ferti- 
lizers which are manufactured for agricultural purposes. My inqui- 
ries were, however, addressed not only to certain companies manu- 
facturing these fertilizers but to those en in the shipment of 
the crude material, and the purport of their answers has been that 
the supply is practically e dee and the manufacturers of fer- 
tilizers say if they can be secured in the permaneney and abundance 
of the material with no danger of exhaustion of the deposits, they 
can suffer no harm from the bill. 

In uence of these facts the opposition which I originally felt 
to the passage of this bill has been overcome, and I think so far from 


injury accruing to the agricultural interests of Virginia or any other 
section of the country where they use artificial fertilizers they would 
not be at all d but rather benefited by the passage of the bill, 


and I therefore will support it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported from the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. j 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DWIGHT A. BARRETT. 


Mr. VOORHEES. On Monday last I reported from the Committee 
on Pensions the bill (H. R. No. 1947) ting a pension to Dwight 
A. Barrett, late private Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry. e bill was placed apon the Calendar. 
Jam informed that it is a case of real distress and suffering, and I 
move that the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 923) supplementary to the act entitled “An act to 
carry into effect the convention between the United States and Chi 
concluded on the 8th day of November, 1858, at Shanghai,” approv 
March 3, 1859, and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction in certain 


cases ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2686) making appropriations for fortifications and 
for other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ings the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri. 

message also announced that the House had passed a resolution 

for the printing of 5,000 copies of the Report of the Commissioner of 
Education for the year 1576, for distribution by the Commissioner of 
Education; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 17) amending the laws granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and to their 
widows, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

WILLIAM A. HAMMOND. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. Hammond, 
late 8 n-General of the Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. | oth 2 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand that the right of objection 
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has been waived yet. I understand these bills are read subject to 
objection. I desire to say to the Senator who has presented this bill 
that I trust he will not press it to-day. There are some very grave 
constitutional questions involved in it; and it is desired by some who 
have doubts about the power of Congress to enact such a law that 
they have a chance to make further investigation, and when that 
further investigation is made there will be no objection made, so far 
as I know, unless it is upon the ground of constitutional power in Con- 
For one, if I am satisfied of that, I shall make no objection, 
but as it is I shall be compelled, in view of my obligations to support 
the Constitution, to oppose the enactment of tlie bill at this time. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Allow me to ask the Senator what is the consti- 
tutional objection. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. If wè are to investigate the matter now, it in- 
volves the right of one department of this Government to ride rough- 
shod over another department of the Government. It involves. the 
right of the Congress of the United States to legislate for crushing 
the judicial department or power of the Government and for crush- 
ing the executive department of the Government. That is what I 
conceive to be the constitutional question involved. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I understand that this bill only allows the Presi- 
dent to exercise his discretion ; it merely authorizes him to exercise 
his discretion afterall. It doesnot command the President to do any- 
thing. Congress does not propose to do anything except to allow the 
President, if in the exercise of his sound judgment it be deemed best, 
to do a constitutional act. That is all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri fora moment. I feel some interest in the citizen of the State 
of New York in whose behalf this bill is brought forward. I should 
not feel at liberty to vote for it if it were open to such an objection 
as the Senator suggests, and therefore I wish he would, for my infor- 
mation and instruction, denote more exactly the point in his mind. 
It had never occurred to me that such a question could arise, and the 
Senator being more familiar with the details of the bill than I am, 
and not being in the habit of speaking without thought, doubtless 
has something in his mind which I do not understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand the case—and I have never had 
the opportunity since it has been reported to make a fall investiga- 
tion of it and collate authorities upon it—here was a general court- 
martial, regularly organized ; its proceedings were lar in all re- 
spects; its judgment was submitted to the Executive of the nation 
and approve and carried into execution by him; and now it is pro- 
posed by this act, in effeet, to grant a new trial in that case, to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to grant in that case a new 
trial. I fail to see any distinction yet; but I have not had time to 
examine the authorities opo that point. 2 

Mr. HEREFORD. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right here? 

Mr. COCKRELL. With a great deal of pleasure, 

Mr. HEREFORD. I do not wish to antagonize the Senator front 
Missouri, but to get at the point, Now suppose it is as stated by the 
Senator from Missouri, that we are authorizing a new trial, to use 
his own airy te , is there anything unconstitutional in that? Tako 
it as stated by the Senator from Missouri, is there anything uncon- 

` stitutional in F authorizing a new trial? II so, wherein? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I want to see the authority for Con to doit. 
Con, is limited by the Constitution. Now I want the authority 
for Congress to do this act pointed out. Unless it is in the Constitu- 
tion Congress has not the power. That is the point I make., You 
cannot show any authority in the Constitution for what is asked for, 
as I conceive. It is said Congress has done it. That makes no differ- 
ence to me; but it has passed no such act since I have had the honor 
to be a member of this body; and I say that unequivocally. It has 
suspended the operation of certain laws and permitted the President 
to appoint an officer to a rank and grade above that to which he 
could appoint him under the general law. It has suspended that law. 
But now, if, as it seems to me, Con can set aside the solemn 
judgment of a court-martial carried into execution by the President 
of the United States, the action of the independent executive de- 

artment of this Government, it can go into the precincts of the 

udiciary and it can declare that the Supreme Court of the United 
States shall grant a new trial in any case which it may have adjudi- 
cated and compel that court to grant a new hearing to reconsider and 
readjudicate the matter. That is the way the case strikes me. I 
simply ask that this bill may be postponed until the authorities can 
be examined upon it. Iam not prepared to bring up the authorities 
to-day. My good friend from New Jersey [Mr. RANDOLPH] promised 
to furnish me a list of the authorities. He has been giving a great 
deal of attention to it. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. May J interrupt the Senator a moment? Isaid 
yesterday to the Senator from Missouri that, if he would give me 
time, I had no doubt 1 could furnish him with the necessary prece- 
dents favorable to the action now asked for in Dr. Hammond’s case; 
but within that time I have had no opportunity, and I therefore am 
not able to do that which I had promised to do, 

Mr.CONKLING. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri is not in 
the habit of interposing unreasonable objections and I hope he will 
not understand that I think his objection unreasonable here, and yet I 
feel sure that if I can have his attention for a very few moments, I may 
be able to remove the ground on which his objection seems to rest. 


What is the reason that this party cannot have areview of the pro- 
eeedings in this case? Because time has elapsed. 

Mr. MAXEY. Let me ask, where does this case differ at all from 
any other petition fora review? That is the view the Military Com- 
mittee took of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not think it does, and I cannot state the 
case more songy than my friend from Texas invites me to state it. 
The honorable Senator from Missouri said that, if this was the doc- 
trine, Congress might authorize the Supreme Court to do so and so. 
Yes, the Supreme Court has decided that Congress may do that, ex- 
treme as that ee seems to the Senator to be. A great many 
courts have decided that the law-making power, when staintory time 
has elapsed, may confer an additional period within which the step 
might be taken that could be taken then. 

r. COCKRELL. Will the Sepator from New York permit a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes; but I would rather my friend would let 
me go a step further. I see his point clearly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want light on a dark point the Senator is 
leaving there, 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. í 

Mr, COCKRELL. That is not the statement I made, that Congress 
could not grant an extension of time, or modify a law limiting time, 
or anything of that kind. The proposition I made was that the Con- 
gress cannot, when the Supreme Court has finally adjudicated a liti- 
gated case, then authorize and direct or compel the Supreme Court 
to reopen and set aside its judgment and decision. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why, Mr. President, my honorable. friend is 
starting moot questions here. But now he will see that I mean to 
avoid vo responsibility by the answer I make to that. The Supreme 
Court has decided that that can be done as the Senator has put it. 
When a case has been finally adjudicated, the law-making power can 
authorize a new trial. But there is no such thing here. Weare wan- 
dering as wide as the poles away from this case in discussing such a 
question. 

Now, what is this case? Here was a proceeding by court-martial 
which under the rules and articles of war and all the statutes the 
chief executive officer had full power to review. He had power un- 
der the Constitution to condone the whole thing if he thought the 
findings were right. He had power to unravel the whole proceedings, 
to segregate any single particular in which he chose to confirm them 
and disapprove them in all the rest. They were approved, The 
time within which, withont a new statute, review could take place 
has elapsed. Now, what does this statute propose to do? It pro- 
poses to reinstate the executive authority in the power, if his discre- 
tion shall so direct, to look at this record again and upon his judg- 
ment and his oath re-express his opinion upon it. That is all. 

My honorable friend before talked about crushing the executive 
power and going rough-shod over the judicial power. Why, read 
this bill! 

That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to review the 
the general court-martial convened by special orders numbered 24. dated War De- 
at any Adjutant-General’s Office, Washington, January 16, 1864, and by which 

illiam A. Hammond, Surgeon-General of the Army, was tried, and to annul— 

He is “ authorized” to annul, not directed, not required, not con- 
strained, not prompted, not in any way fettered,in respect of his 
action, but he is clothed anew with the jurisdiction and discretion, 
if on his judgment and on his oath of office he should exercise it— 
to annul and set aside the findings and sentence of said court-martial, approved by 
tho President August 18, 1864. 

In other Words, my honorable friend will see, bringing it into a 

forum more familiar to him and to me than courts-martial, it is au- 
thority to hold and entertain a reargument. It is as if in a special 
case we authorized the Supreme Court, notwithstanding the time had 
elapsed, to entertain a petition for a reargument, and if the court 
thought it should be held to hear that reargument and decide upon 
it. That is all. š . 
The President could do all this, I repeat could do everything that 
we propose, without any bill, but for the circumstance that time has 
elapsed, and this is simply to cure that want of power which, owing 
to the expiration of a period, exists, and to say that the same power 
which existed before the lapse of that time, the same power which he 
would have now withont this act but for the operation of a technical 
statute, shall again be his, and that with the same discretion, the 
same unfettered judgment, the same undisputed discretion that he 
had originally, he may proceed again to pass upon this matter. 2 

Surely, Mr. President, that is not open to the species of objection 
alluded to by the honorable Senator from Missonri, and I can bring 
to his recollection one historic illustration which I think will con- 
vince him on this point. It happened several years ago that a con- 
spicuous officer of the Army—I refer to General Fitz John Porter— 
underwent a court-martial trial, and it resulted adversely to him. 
In this Chamber and often in the hearing of Senators whom I see 
here now, in the other House as well, and in many another forum, it 
was strongly insisted that the review here proposed should be ac- 
corded to General Fitz John Porter. I appeal to the recollection of 
every Senator whether I am not right in saying that in all the heat 
of those discussions, conducted here sometimes by a Senator who is 
not here now and who had very strong feeling on the subject, hav- 
ing taken part during the war in hostility to the interest involved— 


ings of 


1878. 


I appeal to every Senator whether I am not right in saying that, 
with all the ingenuity, with all the resource, with all the endeavor 
to encounter it, against the application of Fitz John Porter no man 


ever suggested, as the Senator from Missouri has suggested now, that | 


a constitutional difficulty could be found in the way or that there 
was the slightest objection in that regard. On the contrary, it was 
always considered as being a question wide open to the discretion of 
the Senate and of the House. So it was considered by all the law- 


yers, and there were a great many who participated in it beyond’ 


these walls, and so by everybody here; and I think the honorable 
Senator on reflection will see that this bill avoids the error which he 
thinks it might fall into. 

Mr. President, I had oceasion often during the war to sce General 
Hammond. I had occasion to observe him on some of the occasions 
which chiefly tried him, and on some of the occasions which led to the 
chief perplexities that waited on him at last. He is a man of con- 
spicaous distinction in his profession, and a man whose trophies pro- 
fessionally, whose acts in science entitle him to very kind and respect- 
ful consideration, I think, at the hands of anybody before which his 
interest may come. Without going into the particulars of this case, 
I cannot doubt that it will be not only a graceful act, not only an act 
which is generous, but an act which wil wears with strict justice 
and with the well-being and well-doing of the administration of jus- 
tice to commit to the executive the mere discretion implied by this 
bill; and if the honorable Senator from Missouri could feel that he 
would discharge his duty by allowing it to be considered now, as it 
may be, in place of its being put over to a time when perhaps it may 
fail for some other reason, as far as I have the right to make a sugges- 
tion, I should be very glad for one if we might proceed with it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is in the Senate's discretion to 
consider the bill, I understand. 

Mr. CONKLING. But I should not like to press it against an ap- 
peal for time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was making no objection to its present con- 
sideration. I was simply appealing to the Senator who had called it 
up to give time for further consideration and investigation. I am 
not disposed to throw any obstruction in the way; and I do not dis- 
sent from anything the Senator from New York has said in regard to 
the character of Dr. Hammond. I said nothing about the justice or 
merits of the bill, but it was the other question that I addressed my- 
self to. The fact that Congress may have done this during the war 
or eveu subsequent to the war is no very grave argument to my mind 
why it should be done again. I believe that during certain times 
which have elapsed Congress assumed to be about a sovereign over 
the executive and over the judicial department of this Government, 
and I do not believe that Congress possesses the powers which it has 
exercised in regard to the executive or in regard to the judicial depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would ask the Senator from Missouri, is it not very 
plain in criticising the provisions of this bill that so far from invading 
the domain of a distinct department, so far from taking from the ex- 
ecutive branch any portion of its discretion or its power, it is simply 
allowing that power and that discretion to proceed unimpeded by 
the technical language of a statute. In other words the discretion 
of the President of the United States, his functions in any respect 
are not touched by this bill, ap 80 far as a restraining statute of 
limitation is to be removed out of his way. We do not paopao to tell 
him what duty to perform nor to tell him that he shall perform any, 
but that simply he shall not be prevented from reaching the conclu- 
sion which justice and right shall dictate to his conscience by virtue 
of a statute passed long ago. There is not the slightest invasion of 
his prerogative, there is not the ur bog assumption of power on the 
part of the legislative branch. There is not one act which is com- 
manded to be done or forbidden to be done; simply the bar of the 
statute is raised, that justice and mercy may be exercised according 
to his conscience. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I desire to add a word to those already spoken 
ri the Senator from New York. He was pleased to refer to the case 
of General Fitz John Porter. It is known to most of the members 
on this side of the Chamber, at least, how deep my interest has ever 
been in General Porters case. It, however, is not now before the 
Benate. Ihave now to say, indorsing much heretofore said by the 
Senator from New York in Dr. Hammond’s case, that during all the 
fierce debates had in the consideration of Porter’s case no man, no 
Senator, no Representative has ever held, I believe as the Senator 
from Missouri now holds, that any constitutional objection could be 
urged against taking up the case as we now propose to do in Dr. 
Hammond’s behalf. It has been held all the way through, alike by 
friends and enemies of General Porter, that the sentence being a 
“ continuing sentence“ the case has ever been and must ever be within 
the reach of the legislative and executive powers. It is now held for 
the first time, I believe, that a constitutional objection may exist 
against the action of Congress by which the verdict of a court- 
martial, however unjust, cannot be set aside. It cannot be true, sir, 
that any Senator will seriously question the power of Congress now 
inyoked, nay, more sir, the duty of Congress, to pass such laws as 
will permit any citizen, be he high or low, to vindicate his char- 
acter. If the findings of courts-martial are closed to review—even 
the absolute evidence of their wrong-finding be adduced—then no 
exigency will ever again justify their creation, or give respect to 

already most questionable exercise of great powers. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. SPENCER. I appeal to the Senator from California to yield 
ten minutes, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe I have the floor, unless the Senator from 
California has the floor on the special order. I will end what I have 
to say in this matter, and it can be passed upon in a minute. 

Mr. SARGENT. If it will not lead to farther debate I shall not 
claim the floor at this moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it will not. 

” Mr. SARGENT. Let this run on subject to acall for the unfinished 
usiness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to that sug 
gestion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In regard to what the Senator from New Jerse 
has just said, that this is a continuing sentence and not e eee 
there may be something in that point. In regard to the na, eer 
of the Senator from Delaware that this is a mere permission, let him 
take this bill and read the language: 


That the President be, and is hereby, authorized. 


If he willread the interpretations of that language given by various 
Attorneys-General in other bills, he will find that the Attorneys-Gen- 
eral have always, according to my understanding of their language, 
advised the President that that was a direction on the part of Con- 

Tess. 

Mr. HEREFORD. A very singular view of the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be very singular; but in other matters 
where the same word was used I have invariably stricken out the 
word “ authorized“ and inserted other words, to avoid the efiect of 
the opinions of the Attorneys-General, so that the President was at 
liberty, if he so desired, to use his discretion. 

I have simply stated my grounds of objection. The Senator from 
New York has spoken of a decision of the Supreme Courtof the United 
States. I have not been referred to such a décision; I will net dis- 
pute that the court has so decided, as a matter of course, when he 
states it with such emphasis; but if the Congress of the United 
States have assumed to legislate in regard to the Supreme Court to 
the extent indicated by the decision, I have only this to say, that it 
is legislation of very doubtful propriety. If Congress can now come 
in after the lapse of five, ten, twenty, thirty, forty, or fifty years and 
say to the Supreme Court of the United States that they are author- 
ized to review and reconsider cases which have long since been set- 
tled, upon which titles have accrued and property descended, I say it 
is certainly of very doubtful propriety. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I am a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, Which reported this bill, and I have never voted for 
the report of a bill with a more perfectly clear conscience that the 
bill was entirely equitable and right in itself and in strict accord 
with the Constitution of our country. 

I suggested a point in the very able remarks of the Senator from 
New York, “cannot a petition for the review of a final er be 
filed and acted upon and the judgment set aside.” This is of the 
same nature, or rather a broader principle would apply—the suspen- 
sion of limitation to admit a defense, where the equities of the case 
demand it. He answered that it could be done. Whenever an over- 
whelming equity is presented by a petition which shows that a judg- 
ment of a ERA court of record ought in conscience to be set aside, 
the court will do it. Even the statute of 29 Charles II, which is 
as positive and unconditional in its terms as a statute can be, the 
Statute of Frauds, is day after day in every court of equity set aside 
when overwhelmin g equity demands it. Here is the highest court of 
equity known to this Government. It is said in the old law-books 
that there is never a right invaded without a remedy, never a wron 
without a redress. There was presented to this committee a case o 
what we regarded, what I believe anybody would regard after exam- 
ining the evidence, as an absolute, unqualified wrong, a manifest in- 

ustice done to a citizen of this country of the highest character for 
integrity and professional attainments, whereby by the terms of that 
judgment he is not only dishonorably discharged from the Army, 
where his services as Surgeon-General were of inestimable value to 
the sick and wounded, but the additional penalty is put upon him 
that for all time to come he shall never hold any office of honor, trust, 
or profit under this Government; and not only so, but he is deprived 
of every political right for all time. 

Now, sir, to say that Congress cannot authorize a review of that; 
that it is unconstitutional to do an act of justice to a citizen, illus- 
trious or humble; that we cannot suspend the statute of limitations 
for the purposes of justice and good conscience; that we cannot an- 
thorize this review; that we cannot permit the President even the 
poor privilege of reviewing this case, in order that he may do right 
if right has not been done, seems to me is a position startling when 
the rights of a citizen of this country come to be considered. If this 
case, as made by the evidence, does make such an appeal to the 
Senate of the United States that a wrong has been inflicted, whether 
by frand, whether by accident, whether by mistake, whether grow- 
ing out of jealonsy and excitement during times of high excitement, 
whatever may be the cause, we should heed that appeal. The Presi- 
dent of the United States is not instructed by this bill what his judg- 
ment shall be, but is simply authorized to review the case, like 
the Supreme Court on a bill of review; and if upon that review his 
judgment is that this former judgment is wrong, then he is author- 
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ized to set it aside. Can there be rane wengin that? If there 
is anything in the Constitution of the United States that forbids 
that, I must confess I have studied the Constitution for the last 
irty-odd years in vain. Ido not know Dr. Hammond personally, 
but I do know that his reputation as a physician and surgeon places 
him in the very front rank of his profession throughout Christendom, 
and I do know that the report of the sanitary commission during the 
late war shows that he was the fearless, unflinching friend of the 
sick and wounded soldier, to whom his services were beyond all 
rice; and this 5 power did not deter him from the faithful 
pete: of duty. Such a man has my sympatby, and will have my 
hearty support in the of this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to this bill on the ground of its 
unconstitutionality and do not care to discuss that question. I am 

ectly willing to admit, for the purpose of all I have to say, that 
it is entirely within the purview of the law-making power; but I 
desire to object to it because I think it creates an invidious distinc- 
tion. I think it is wrong in facts, wrong in purpose, and wrong in 
precedent. If it be within the power of Congress to do this thing, 
it must be considered at all events as a somewhat grave departure 
from the ordinary scope of legislative action. While it may be trne, 
as has been stated, that Congress might authorize the Supreme Court 
of the United States to review its own decision, it is perfectly mani- 
fest that Congress would not so do except upon the gravest and most 
satisfactory reasons. 

The Committee on Military Affairs, which had this bill under con- 
sideration, has submitted a voluminous report, and I wish every Sena- 
tor who has the responsibility of voting upon this bill would examine 
that report for the purpose of seeing what, if any, reason is given 
why Congress should this bill. The charges are set out at length, 
at it appears from these charges that Dr. Hammond was convicted 
of every tron i and of every specification of every charge except 
two; and in this report, voluminous as it is, as much as it contains 
else, there is not a ingle syllable stated in regard to the testimony on 
which he was convicted.. It is nowhere stated that the testimony was 
not ample and sufficient for that purpose. What is the statement of 
that report? The statement of the report is only that Dr. Hammond 
was a very eminent surgeon; that he had rendered very great service 
to the Government of the United States in his capacity as Surgeon- 
General of the United States Army; and that the medical fraternity 
indorse him. I do not desire to reflect upon Dr. Hammond any more 
than this report itself may reflect upon him; but, if his eminence is 
to shield him, I ask upon what rule, for what reason it is so to shield 
him. Is he any more entitled to consideration than the humblest 
oflicer of the Union Army ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to mea moment? Icall 
for the He Sd order. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator from Oregon will not do that. 
Let us dispose of this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I insist on the call for the regular order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The regular order is called for, which is 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the Senator from Oregon will allow this 
bill to proceed. It will not take long. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator from Kansas is nearly through. 

Mr. MITCHELL.” I do not think the discussion will be through 
in the next two hours. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask the Senator from California to yield ten 
minutes, 

Mr. SARGENT. That was the statement before. I have already 
given way that long. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL. By unanimons consent, the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is entitled to the floor to-day at one o'clock. He has yielded 
now ten minutes, I think it but justice to him that he should be 
allowed to proceed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam entirely willing to yield to the unfinished busi- 


ness. 
Mr. SPENCER. The Senator from Kansas is nearly through? 
Mr. PLUMB. Ican make no promise in regard to that. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Then I insist upon the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the unfinished busi- 


ness. 

Mr. SPENCER. I give notice that when the Senator from Califor- 
nia is through I shall call up this Hammond case again. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yesterday, when the Senate went 
into executive session, the bill referring the claim of Benjamin Hol- 
laday to the Court of Claims for adjustment was under considera- 
tion. I ask that that bill be taken up with the understanding that 
it be laid over until the resolution to which the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is abont to speak be disposed of, and then that it be consid- 
ered the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of the 
2 from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. That order will be 
entered. 

The Chair will lay before the Senate some House bills and resolu- 
tions for reference. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 923) supplementary to an act entitled “An act 
to carry into etfeet the convention between the United States and 
China, concluded on the 8th day of November, 1858, at Shanghai,” 


Mie Pye beck et ty el) © ee Se ee 


Pees bd March 3, 1 and to give the fs of Claims jurisdiction 
cases, was twice by its title, and ref - 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 7 j 2 5 N N 

The bill (H. R. No. 2686) making appropriations for fortifications 
and for other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
fiscal hogs ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That 5,000 copies 
of th f the Co 5 D 
oth Ramer he Comme Elsinore Seat pr a 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What was the suggestion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin? I did not understand it. The Senator from 
Alabama gan notice that he would ask the Senate to take up the 
Hammond case as soon as the Senator from California should conclude 
his remarks. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Alabama will 
give way, I think, to allow the bill to which I have referred to be 
made the special order. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the reading of the pending resolution. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not understand that the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia objected to the proposition I made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand. The 
order has been entered. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 5 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (S. R. No. 20) relative to Chinese immigration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas ita that the t f Chinese immigrants 
conform to — titutions, 8 —.— residents neat ‘country, 8 


accept the ＋ and assume the responsibilities of citizenship ; 
Whereas t 


and 
cy have indicated no capacity to assimilate with our people: There- 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States he requested to open 
correspondence immediately with the governments of China and Great Britain with 
a view of securing a change or abrogation of all sti tions in existing treaties 
which permit the unlimited immigration of Chinese to the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, a singular document has been 
placed on our desks purporting to be Senate Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 36, styled an argument of Joseph C. G. Kennedy, adverse 
to the bills (409 and 477) “ to restrict the igration of the Chinese 
to the United States,” and “to regulate Chinese immigration.” This 
production, so dignified, emanates from a lobbyist in the interest of 
the grand slave-masters of the Pacific, called the Chinese six com- 
panies. Before I conclude I shall pay some slight attention to its 
author. First, however, I avail myself of its introduction here, and 
of the pending resolution, to address the Senate at large on this Chi- 
nese question, and incidentally to defend the conclusions of the joint 
committee of the two Houses that investigated the subject at San 
Francisco, which are somewhat ignorantly and superciliously at- 
tacked in this document. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. SARGENT. For a moment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, in justice to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations and to myself, and in explanation to the Senator from 
California, I wish to state that the paper upon which he is about to 
comment should not have comé into this ‘analy as a public document, 
I rose in my place and asked permission to have it printed for the 
use of the committee. I took that paper and went to the Secretary’s 
office with it, and so stated that it was for that p . think the 

uestion was put to me how many copies, and I think I said about 
the usual number. But by a mistake of the clerk who had it in 
charge—and I do not know that there is any particular complaint to 
make of him, for he did not understand me clearly, though I stated 
it—it got into this body as a public document, where it never was 
intended to come. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am glad that a document of that kind did not 
receive the Lear Jey approbation of that committee or their in- 
dorsement as worthy to be printed as a public document to be laid 
before the Senate. My constituents are peculiarly interested in this 
question. They do not send lobbyists here to enlighten you, but 
depend on their Senators and Representatives to show to the com- 
mittees of Congress and the respective Houses the important con- 

nences depending upon the solution of this Chinese question, not 
only to California, but to every Pacific State and Territory, and 
perhaps by and by to every State in the Union. Chinese immi- 
gration presents in Califonia a present evil as great as any ever 
ascribed to slavery in the Southern States, and at no period in our 
history has a people been confronted with a problem more difficult to 
handle and more dangerous, if not adequately solved, than that 
which now presses upon the attention of Congress. The recent labor 
riots in the East may have arisen from mere transient causes, from 
the temporary depression of business or an unusual morbid condi- 
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tion of the public mind or that of certain classes in society. That 
which may eee been but an evanescent result of temporary causes 
in the East is a chronic and increasing disorder in California which 
cannot be put out of sight or safely neglected. 

This document contains many misstatements both of law and fact. 
Some of these are unimportant and unworthy of attention or reply. 
Some of them are glaring and do great injustice to the people of 
California. To these latter I shall address myself as briefly as I may. 

POWER OF CONGRESS, 


The first important misconception of this advocate for an unre- 

stricted immigration of Chinese is that the power does not reside in 
Congress to pass bills restricting the immigration of Chinese and 
regulating the same, because a treaty exists between the United 
States and China which is confessed to be in some of its provisions 
inconsistent with the proposed legislation. In other words, it is 
assumed that the Executive and the Senate have power to so bind 
the Congress of the United States that any evils of any gravity may 
be inflicted upon the people as the result of treaties, without any 
power on the part of Congress to review that action or modify the 
treaties by law. This doctrine is inconsistent with the principles 
announced in such matters by the Attorneys-General of the United 
States, with the frequent action of Congress and the decisions of the 
circuit and Supreme Court of the United States. This concurrence of 
authority bas leftnodoubt upon the subject. In 1851, Attorney-General 
Jobn J. Crittenden examined and discussed this question in thelight of 
the Constitution in the case of the “Florida claims,” which were claims 
au the United States Government for injuries sustained by Spanish 
officers and individual Spanish inhabitants during the military opera- 
tions of the American Army in Florida, preferred under the ninth article 
of the treaty between the United States and Spain, and required by 
said treaty to be established “judicially.” The act of Congress 
to carry that article of the treaty into effect did not make the decis- 
ions of the courts conclusive in regard to them, but gave revisory 
power to the Secretary of the Treasury, who, being satisfied of the 
justice of the claims and of their being within the provisions of the 
treaty, was required to pay them. In fact a tribunal was created for 
the adjudication of these claims, consisting of the judges and the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The r held that it was 
not the intention of Congress to limit the revisory power of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to questions of jurisdiction, but to extend it 
to the merits. This apparent conflict between the treaty and the 
subsequent acts of Congress to give it effect was considered by the 
Attorney-General, and he held that even if there were such a conflict 
the act of Congress must prevail. He says: 

An act of Congress must have effect, though inconsistent with a prior treaty. 
An act of Congress is as much the supreme law of the as a treaty. 
They are placed on the same footing, and reer or superiority is given to 
the one over the other. The last expression of the law-giving power must prevail; 
and just for the same reason and on the same principle that a subsequent act must 
prevail and have effect, though inconsistent with a prior act, so must an act of Con- 
gress have effect, though inconsistent with a prior treaty.—Opinions Attorneys-Gen- 
eral, volume 5, pages 333, 345. 

The same doctrine was held by Attorney-General Ackerman in 1870, 
in the interpretation of the legislation of Congress and certain treaties 
with the Choctaw tribe of Indians. By the act of March 2, 1861, the 
Secretary of the Treasury was authorized to issne to the Choctaw 
tribe of Indians bonds of the United States to the amount of $250,000. 
An act of March 3, 1865, withdrew this authority from the Secretary. 
The authority was revived by the treaty with said tribe of April 28, 
1866; and the question was, whether such bonds could be lawfully 
issued to those Indians. In his decision the Attorney-General says: 

Under the Constitution, treaties, as well as statutes, are the law of the land; both 
the one and the other, when not inconsistent with the Constitation, standing upon 


the same level, and being of equal force and validity; and, as in tho case of all laws 
emanating from an equal authority, the earlier in yields to the latter. 


OPINIONS OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 


These decisions of the Attorneys-General stand uncontradicted by 
any subsequent statement or action by the executive branch of the 
Government. The subject was brought tothe attention of the judiciary 
of the United States in the case of Taylor et al. vs. Morton, 2 Curtis, 
Circuit Court Reports, 454. The treaty with Russia, of December, 1832, 
stipulated that no higher rate of duties should be imposed on 
imported from Russia than on like articles imported from ot her p 
This was an action of assumpsit, brought against the defendant as col- 
lector of customs, to recover moneys alleged to have been illegally 
exacted by him in the payment of duties upon a quantity of hemp 
imported from Russia while the tariff act of 1842 was in operation. 
This act imposed a duty of $40 per ton upon all hemp except Manila 
and Indian hemps, on which it levied duty at only $25 per ton. There 
was a conflict between the treaty and the statute law, and Judge Cur- 
tis was called upon to decide which should prevail. After quoting the 
constitutional provision that“ the Constitution and laws of the United 
States which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made 
or which shall be made under the authority of the United States, shall 
be the supreme law of the land,” and remarking that there is nothing 
in the mere fact that a treaty is a law which would prevent Congress 
from repealing it,” he proceeds in a strong argument, of which the 
following is the conclusion: 

I think it is im ble to maintain that under our Constitution the President and 
Senate exclusively possess the power to modify or repeal a law found in a treaty. 
If this were so, inasmuch as they can change or abrogate one treaty only by mak- 
ing another inconsistent with the first, the Government of the United States could 
not act at all, to that effect, withont the consent of some foreign government; for 


no new affecting, in any mannner, one already in existence can be made 
without the concurrence of two one of whom must be a foreign sovereign. 
That the Constitution was des to place our country in this helpless 


tion is a supposition wholly inadmissible. It is not only inconsistent with the 
necessities of a nation, but is negatived by the express words of the Constitution. 
That gives to 8 in so many words, power to declare war, an act Which, 
ipso facto, repeals wers of all existing treaties with the hostile nation incon- 
I al laws found in 
t is true power to re ws foun: treaties is express! 

given, and is a Beabie only to a state mak But, in the first place, itis sufti- 
cient to prove the position stated above, that there is nothing in the nature of things 
which requires that the same persons who make the law by a treaty should alone 
have the power to repeal it. 

In the next place, it is also true that the powers to 
levy duties are as expressly given as the power to declare war; and the former are 
as absolute and unrestrained as the latter. It may be said that a declaration of 
war being 3 inconsistent with existing treaties with the hostile nation, 
the power to declare it is necessarily a power to repeal such treaties, but that the 
power toregulate commerce and im duties 8 be, and was expected to be, 
exercised in conformity with existing treaties. To a certain extent this may be 
admitted. But it cannot be admitted that these powers can be, or were 5 
to be, exerted under all stances which might ibly occur in the life of a 
nation, in subordination to an existing treaty; nor that the only modes of escape 
from the effect of an existing treaty were the consent of the other party to it or a 
declaration of war. 

To refuse to execute a treaty for reasons which approve themselves to the con- 
scientious judgment of the nation is a matter of the utmost gravity and delicacy ; 
but the power to do so is a prerogative of which no nation can be deprived without 


regulate commerce and to 


Judge Curtis was a learned and honored member of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. No appes was taken from his decision 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, and his decision stood as 
an authoritative exposition of the power of Congress to disregard or 
abrogate a foreign treaty. It does not appear that Russia ever ob- 
jected, and the collection of higher duty upon Russian hemp continued 
for years thereafter, when, in April, 1871, the same question was raised 
in the United States circuit court for the southern district of New 
York, in the case of Ropes et al. rs. Clinch, the decision of which is 
found in 8 Blatchford, page 304, by Judge Woodruff. On page 312, 
oe the modes by which a treaty may be rendered inoperative, 

says: 
may render inoperative by legislation in contradicti i 
altedon at all tothe treki and generally they . At 
az no such treaty existed, in modification or alteration of what by force of the treaty 
has been the law heretofore, thus modifying the law of the land, without denying the 
existence of the treaty, or the obligations thereof, between the two governm 
as a contract, and answer therefor to such foreign government, or mi 
tion or retaliation as may be necessary. 

The same doctrine was held in 1 Woolworth’s circuit court reports 
(page 155) in the Clinton Bridge” case, where the decision was pro- 
nounced by Justice Miller of the United States Supreme Court, in be- 
half of himself and District Judge Love, holding the October term of 
the circuit court for the northwestern circuit in 1867. A bill in chan- 
cery had been filed, complaining of the bridge on the ground that it 
was a serious obstruction to navigation, and asking its abatement as 
a nuisance. In reply the defendant-cited among other things a special 
act of Congress authorizing the maintenance of the bridge. In re- 
joinder objection was raised against the constitutionality of the said 
act of Congress for the reason, among other things, that it violated 
the obligation of treaties with France, which in effect declared that 
the navigation of the Mississippi River should remain free and nnob- 
structed forever. Justice Miller disposed of this objection as follows : 

In reference to the first of these objections, we need not inquire whether the 
treaties referred to were designed to such cases as the one before us or not, 
for we are of the opinion that whatever obligation they may have imposed upon 
our Government, the courts no power to declare a statute passed by Con- 
gress and approved by the President void because it may violate such obligations. 
(See The Amiable Isabella.“ 6 Wheaton, 1.) 

Questions of this class are international questions and are to be settled between 
the foreign nations interested in the treaties and the political department of our 
Government. When those d ents declare a treaty abrogated, annulled, or 
modified, it is not for the jndicial branch of the Government to set it up and assert 
its continued ran sage If the court could do this, it could annul declarations of 
war, suspend the of armies, and become a great international arbiter instead 
of a court of justice for the administration of the laws of the United States. (See 
Georgia vs. Stanton, 6 Wallace, 50.) 

OPINION OF SUPREME COURT. 

These decisions lead up to a conclusive determination of the ques- 
tion by the Supreme Court of the United States, found reported in 
11 Wallace, 616, in the “Cherokee tobacco case.” 

The one hundred and seventh section of the internal-revenue act 
of July 20, 1868, enacted that “the internal-revenue laws, imposin 
a tax on distilled spirits and fermented liquors, tobacco, snuff, — 
ci shall be construed to extend to such articles produced any- 
where in the exterior boundaries of the United States, whether the 
same shall be within a collection district or not,’ and the question 
was raised whether this provision applied to and was in force in the 
Indian Territory, embraced within the western district of Arkansas 
and occupied by the Cherokee Nation of Indians, notwithstanding 
the tenth article of the prior treaty of 1866 between the United States 
and that nation, by which it was agreed that— 


Every Cherokee Indian and freed person residing in the Cherokee Nation shall 
have the right to sell any products of his farm, including his or her live stock, or 
any merchandise or manufactured products, and to ship and drive the same to 
market without restraint, paying no tax thereon which is now or may be levied by 
the United States on the quantity sold outside of the Indian Territory. : 


The case was elaborately argued, orally and on briefs, by able 
counsel, and the opinion of the court was delivered by Mr. Justice 
. 


its —— 
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Swayne. It was held by the court in this case that the law of Con- 
gress conflicted with a prior treaty. The court said: 

Undoubtedly one or the other of these provisions must yield. The repugnance 
is clear, and they cannot stand together. 

After quoting the article of the Constitution which makes both 
treaties and statutes the supreme law of the land, the dpinion pro- 
ceeds as follows: 

The effect of treaties and acts of Congress when in conflict is not settled by the 
Constitution. But the question is not involved in i as to te prone solution. 
A treaty may supersede a prior act of Congress, (2 Peters, 314.) and an act of Con- 
gress may a prior treaty, (2 Curtis, 454; 1 Woolworth, 155.) In the case 
referred to, principles were applied to treaties with foreign nations. 
Treaties with Indian nations within 


n the jurisdiction of the United States, what- 
ever considerations of humanity and good faith may be involved and require their 


faithful observance, cannot be more obligatory. 

They have no higher sanctity, and no greater inviolability or immunity from 
legislative invasion can be claimed for them. The consequenceg in all such cases 
give rise to ee which must be met by the political department of the Gov- 
ernment. They are beyond the sphere of judicial cognizance. 

the case under consideration, the act of Congress must prevail, as if the treaty 
were not an clement to be considered. 1f a wrong has been done, the power of redress 
is with Congress, not with the judiciary ; and that body upon being applied to, it is 
to be presumed, will promptly give the proper relief. 

These decisions settle the interpretation clearly that Congress may 
by law alter or abrogate any treaty whatever, and that if a prior 
treaty is in conflict with subsequent action of Congress it must give 
way, and no suspicion of dishonor attaches to such action, the nation 
with whom the treaty existed being free to take any course known 
to international law. Thus England recently made the passage of a 
law by Parliament subsequent to our extradition treaty with her the 
ground of her refusal to surrender Winslow in compliance with the 
treaty. Noone claimed that this was a breach of faith. We entered 
into treaty with England and she with us, knowing that the legisla- 
tive power of either country could terminate the treaty, and no sus- 
picion of dishonor in the matter on the part of the British govern- 
ment has ever occurred. The existence of such power is a necessary 
element of sovereignty, and it must sometimes be exercised for the 
highest objects of self-protection. I shall endeavor to show that the 
time has arrived when the protection of the people of the United 
States demands of us the exercise of this power. 

} CHINESE GOVRENMENT NOT IN FAVOR OF EMIGRATION, 

I admit that the nation, by availing itself of the right of protection 
of its people which exists in Congress by these authorities to pass a 
law modifying or abrogating a treaty, must be prepared to make 
such indemnity, if any, as the case may call for or to defend itself in 
war against any power which may be aggrieved thereby. The ques- 
tion to be determined in such case is whether the safety of the people 
should not be imperatively considered rather than the risks entailed 
by war or the expense of indemnity. So far as the present case is 
concerned, it seems to be conceded by all that the Chinese govern- 
ment is not in favor of the emigration of its people to California or 
anywhere else, and will not be likely to object to any law on our 
part restraining their immigration to the United States. The pro- 
visions of the Burlingame treaty are found in no treaty made by 
China with any other nation. The English treaty did not contain 
them, and the effusive style which characterizes the treaty is due 
rather to the imagination of Burlingame and the influence of the 
extremists of the political school to which he belonged than to any 
desire of the Chinese authorities to have such provisions in the treaty. 

This was the view taken by Rev. O. Gibson, a witness called on be- 
half of the Chinese before the joint committee at San Franciseo. Mr. 
Gibson had many years’ experience in China as a missionary, and is 
now a local missionary among them at San Francisco. He has written 
a book on the subject of the Chinese in America. He testified in 
answer to the direct question as follows: 


er You think they do not desire their people to come hero! 
nswer. No, they do not; and I think it will be patent to you when 22 consider 
that they have never sent any representative in look after their 


people here. 

Mr. Williams, for forty years a resident in China, part of the time 
as a missionary, and for many years secretary of the United States 
legation, has testified before the Senate Committee of Foreign Rela- 
tions at the present session that the Chinese government is 1 
to the emigration of its people, and that it would make no difficult, 
in consenting to a disregard of the provisions of the treaty whic 
authorized Chinese travel and residence in the United States. He 
went further and said that he did not consider that American trade 
would be injured by the abrogation of the treaty. He considered that 
the trade would go on as aforetime, the interest of the Chinese being 
to trade with all comers, whether they had treaties with them or not; 
that the United States carried on their commerce with China before 
this treaty in the same manner that it had since, and would do it still 
ifitwereabrogated. As Iremember, the only value which he ascribed 
to the treaty was that it enabled missionaries to penetrate into China. 
We are to heathenize our own land to facilitate the unfruitful opera- 
tions of a few missionaries in China. 

VALUE OF TRADE WITH CHINA. 

The value of American trade with China, judged by the usual tests, 
is 8 overrated. A country from which we import by millions 
and to which we export slightly of our products, except gold and silver, 
is not usually considered a remunerative customer; yet this is the 
condition of our trade with China. Formerly English and ‘American 
merchant princes held the field in China itself, built vast hongs, 
made enormous profits, and lived in imperial splendor. All that has 

. 


these years to 


changed. An enlightened observer, who has had peculiar means of 
observation, Commodore R. W. Shufeldt, one of the ablest and best 
officers of the American Navy, in a lecture delivered before a society 
in Connecticut, graphically described the decay of western influence 
in China, and indicated the cause: 

Commercial houses shaken to their very foundation are but compromising for 
the moment with their destiny. Every port in China proclaims the departure or 
disappearance of capital; large residences abandoned; wharves tottering; real 
estate worthless. All these tell the story of power decaying, and commercial rule 
melting away. The “merchant prince” is a thing of the past; bis son or his 
nephew may wander through deserted banquet halls, among cracked crockery and 
dingy furniture, but despite imitated airs of hauteur and arrogance, his prestige 
is forever gone. Cu delenda est." The Chinaman,while patieutly playing 
the réle of servant, has learned the language and tricks of the trade, and to-day 
he is emphatically master of the situation. 

What is true of Shanghai, Tientsin, Ningpo, Amoy, Hankow, and 
all other Chinese ports, namely, that while statistics prove beyond 
question that foreign trade has an annual increase in China, yet it is 
passing away from the grasp of foreign merchants with startling 
rapidity, compelling these to “ quit the Celestial empire under indig- 
nant and seedy protest,” is true of California, the Sandwich Islan 
and all other places where the Chinese gain a permanent footing. 
They do their own business with China, and gradually seize the trade 
of that country with the country in which they reside, excluding the 
native merchants who previously had done flourishing trade. Our 
great American houses in San Francisco, trading with China, are fast 
contracting their business, or carrying it on as tolerated and ie lee 
to the Chinese firms. This is a disagreeable truth and perha 
may incur censure for stating it. But it is no less the trnth. The 
Chinese haye the advantage at the Chinese end of the route in buy- 
ing, and constantly learn to improve their facilities in this country. 
Their mode of living entails slight expenses on even their most 
wealthy merchants, and the result is that they yearly absorb more 
and more of the foreign trade, and get all the advantage for China- 
men to the exclusion of Americans, which it is pretended is secured 
to the United States by reason of the treaty. Never was there a 
greater fallacy,than that this country should adhere to this treaty 
for the sake of its commercial advantages to our people. 

NUMBER OF CHINESE IN CALIFORNIA. 

Whether the trade of the United States with China is advantageous 
or not and whether it is in our hands or not, there are considerations 
above even those connected with trade. Our fathers sacrificed trade 
to principle when they threw the tea overboard in Boston harbor and 
subsequently emba: all trade from or to our ports. It is for the 
Senate to consider if any consequence that can be predicted from the 
passage of bills restricting Chinese immigration is so grave as that 
of the heathenizing of the western coast of the United States, the 
substitution for the Anglo-Saxon civilization, which would otherwise 
grow up there, of the pagan civilization of China. This anticipation 
is not fancifnl. It is sustained in the judgment of the joint special 
committee, of the two Houses, who took extensive testimony upon the 
subject in Francisco during the last Congress, It is feared by 
many of the most intelligent people of the Pacific States and Terri- 
tories. The lowest statement of the number of Chinese at present in 
California cannot be less than one hundred thousand, almost without 
exception adults, and in number as great as the whole number of 
adult white male population of the State. Alfred Wheeler, a witness 
for the Chinese, made up an estimate of the arrivals and departures. 
of the Chinese at San Francisco from the custom-honse records, mak- 
ing the net number October 1, 1876, 93,963, His table was as follows: 
Table showing the annual arrivals and departures, as shown by the San 

Francisco custom-house records, of Chinese to and from California by 

sea from 1848 to October 1, 1876, with estimated deaths and departures 

inland to other States and Territories, and the total present Chinese pop- 
ulation in the State of California. 
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25, 900 
Making a total of deaths and departares inland o 


Deducting these from the net gain by sea, leaves the present Chi- 
nese population of California 5 93 


DANGER OF VAST INFLUX. 
His net gain for that year was 10,433. Allowing the same gain 
for the subsequent year and to the present time, the number of Chi- 
nese in California is 108,000. This makes no account of those who go 
from California into other States and Territories, or of those who pour 
into the United States by other avenues than the port of San Fran- 
cisco. This gradual aggregation of Chinese has been going on during 
a time of comparative plenty in China, and is drawn from two or 
three comparatively prosperous eastern provinces in China. The 
Chinese have not been pushed ont heretofore by any general distress 
or desolating famines. They are but the pioneers or advance guard 
of the masses to come, to be moved thereto by wide-extended distress 
in their own country. To show that the apprehension of the people 
in California in this particular has some warrant besides their own 
fears I direct attention to an article in the London Times, under date 
of February 19, in which it says: 


It is stated on authority which cannot be questioned that seventy million human 
are now starving in the famine-stricken provinces of Northern China. The 


tion fails to cope with so gigantic a calamity. 
DANGERS TO AMERICA. 


The vast majority of the people of California of all professions, be- 
cupations, and-religious belief, native and foreign born, believe with 
the London Times that this dangerous flood impends upon California 
and that it is only a question of time, unless Congress takes some 
action for the protection of the State, when the State will become 
to all intents and purposes a mere province of China. The Chinese 
Empire, with its dependencies, embraces 4,695,334 square miles and 
supports at the present time a population of 477,500,000, or nearly 
half the human race. China itself, the most populous locality on 
earth, contains in eighteen provinces of compact territory 1,202,016 
square miles, with a population of 413,267,030. This vast hive of 
human beings has been swarming to the neighboring countries, the 
islands of the sea, and to California, under the ordinary inducements 
to the Chinese to seek-away from their own crowded land places 
where their physical existence can be rendered easier. Under the 
stimulus of famine, desolating at once whole province’ containing 
nearly one hundred millions of them, driving vast masses to follow 
the example of the few, who can predict the results or limit them? It 
is true there is an ocean to cross to gain this the best conquest they 
have ever attempted. But the transportation of Chinese passen 
is the most profitable business in which either steam lines or sailing- 
vessels can engage, and the supply will be as certainly adequate to 
the demand as that water will seek a level. The committee found 
the fear of enormous influx of Chinese held by the most intelligent 
and experienced men. Thus T. W. Jackson, a commission agent, re- 
siding in San Francisco, who had traveled extensively in the east, 
after stating that where, as at Singapore, the Chinese get foothold 
they soon outnumber all other population three or four to one, said : 

My strong belief is that, if the Chinese felt that they were safe and had a firm foot- 
ing here, they would come in enormous numbers, because the population of China 
is practically inexhaustible. 

Again he said: 


nestion. What, in your opinion, would be the result if we should welcome here 
by invitation and make them citizens, and do away with the entire prejudice that 
we have against them, protect them from interference, and throw open to them 
all the avennes of life and the industries of our State, and, in addition to that, give 
them the right of the elective franchise—what would be the result in a genera- 
tion, then, in your opinion! 

Answer. The result would be that in two or three years the Chinese would out- 
number the whites three or four to one. This country is much richer than their 
own. They can get money very much easier here than in their own country. 
They have constantly to work there or they must starve, because the bulk 
of the Sa only manage to raise rice enough for the sustenance of the popu- 
lation by constantly manuring, and even then they have to import a large quan- 
tity of rice from Singapore and the rice ports, and even so far off as Calcutta. The 

ulation of China is so dense that uently in many the poorer classes 

ve to live off of roots, berries, grass, fish, and things that would not be thought 

ef in this conntry; but in this country they are able to live far more decently than 

in China, and they get better 5 5 here than in China. There is nothing to 

er = influx of Chinese in California but the notion that they have nota sure 
‘ooting here. 


It is this ultimate possibility that gives the darkest aspect to the 
ease. Our burden is already great. It threatens to become crushing. 


. CHARACTER OF IMMIGRATION. 


Having thus shown the number of Chinese now in California, that 
they already amount to startling figures and that a reasonable appre- 


hension exists that they will enormously incre I desire to call 
attention to the character of this immigration and show that it is not 
like that contemplated by our principles of government or likely to 
be anything except a curse to this country. If America holds out 
inducements to emi ts.to come here to better their condition, it 
has been the implied understanding that they shall be fit for and be- 
come citizens of this country, adapting themselves to our laws, merg- 
ing in our population, and cemented into the fabric of society upon 
the same terms and conditions as those which appertain to the peo- 
ple born on thesoil. Our fathers founded here an American civiliza- 
tion, republican in form and spirit; and anything which contravenes 
this—debases or destroys it—cannot be consistent with the traditions 
of the Republic or within the meaning of the declaration that Amer- 
ica is the home for the oppressed of all lands. The Chinese fulfill 
none of the requisites of the immigration which our laws are designed 
to enconrage. ‘They remain a distinct, indigestible mass in the com- 
munity. A residence of nearly thirty years in California has done 
nothing toward assimilating the Chinese to the body of our people. 
They occupy their own quarter of the city; still use their own dress 
and language; worship in their own joss-houses; govern themselves 
by their own laws, even to the execution of the death penalty against 
offenders ; persevere in their heathenish vices, and live with entire 
selfish exclusiveness. They do not seek America as a home or to be- 
come citizens or to enjoy or maintain its institutions, but merely to 
drain it of such portion of its wealth as they can acquire; always 
with animo revertendi, and, failing to realize this intention in living, 
secure the shipment of their bones to China after death. If the im- 
migration of Chinese were restricted to a few hundred, as that of 
Americans to China is, the evil would be of comparatively slight im- 
portance and unworthy of Pegs Sag mg intervention; but when 
their numbers become so great that they occupy important portions 
of every city and town on the Pacific coast and crowd into every 
avenue of employment, so as to exclude from all employment Ameri- 
can laborers and citizens who cannot work for their sordid wages, it 
becomes an evil of great magnitude, as important in its business as 
in its moral aspect. 
HOW IMMIGRATION IS CONDUCTED. 

The Joint Committee on Chinese Immigration took abundant tes- 
timony upon the character of this immigration from the most intelli- 
gent persons who could be reached by its processes. Among others 
who testified before the committee was a merchant of San Francisco 
by the name of Thomas H. King, who had been for ten years a resi- 
dent in China, an active man in the consul’s office at Hgng-Kong, 
an extensive traveler through the portion of China whence these 
people come, and a most intelligent person in all the details of the 
subject. Ho had commanded vessels in the China foreign trade, and 
also in the China coasting trade. He had been en, in carrying 
to and from China large numbers of Chinese ; had lived on shore in 
China as a resident in different parts and visited almost every part 
of China nsually visited by foreigners, and was fully acquainted with 
the manner of Chinese emigration, from China to California in par- 
ticular; also to Australia and from China to Peru, Cuba, and else- 
where. He spoke of those brought to California as well as those car- 
ried elsewhere as coolies, saying that it was the word used in China 
for those coming to California as well as to other places, and was 
applied to all people under contract for labor. His business in the 
consulship had been to superintend the examination of emigrants 
coming to the United States and had led him by means of competent 
interpréters to examine into their system of contracts. He testified 
that of the many thousands of Chinese whom he examined while act- 
ing for the consul at Hong-Kong, nearly all, except a few boys and 
those who had been to California before, appeared to be going under 
contract, seldom knowing the purport more than that they were going 
for from three to five years for so many dollars per month to labor as 
directed, often knowing that they would be cared for if sick and sent 
back before the expiration of the contract, or their bodies, if dead, 
and otherwise so ignorant that they were very easily scared if any 
one intimated to them that they were being deceived. 

Sometimes they refused to go on board at Hong-Kong, as was the 
case with a few cargoes of them several years ago, going to New Or- 
leans, when they nearly all jumped overboard, some being drowned in 
theharbor. He states that they often abscond from their contractors 
bringing them to Hong-Kong, or when they may have been stolen for 
the Peru or Cuba trade by theircontractors. He had often seen their 
contracts and had them translated. They generally bore the seal of 
some petty Chinese official of the interior, and state that their friends 
and relatives pledge for their security, and that the contract will be 
kept bs the cooly. The contractor advances money, to be repaid out 
of small earnings, with interest, often as high as 5 per cent. per month, 
and that the pay is to be remitted to China. Nearly all coming to 
California are from two districts or counties lying close to the city of 
Canton, Sinong and Sinwai. They are always at variance, he states, 
often fight on shipboard, and have been known to bave pitched bat- 
tles in California, But few arriving here are artisans, being mostly 
ignorant agricultural and other laborers from the very lowest classes. 
Most of them are brought out to supply the cooly broker or contractor 
in California, who hires them out. These send their agents to China 
to pick up coolies, with credits to disburse their expenses and ad- 
vance money on contracts. Chinese residents ia California, after earn- 
ing a few hundred or a thousand dollars, returning from their visit to 
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China, bring in proportion to their means bands of coolies to Cali- 
fornia under contract, whom they sublet to Chinese as well as to Ameri- 
cans in this country. All the contracts that ho had had translated 
and explained are guaranteed first by the friends or relatives, who get 
a share of the advance to the coolies, and violations are often visited 
upon them in China by the petty officials who are parties to the 
contracts. 

On the arrival of the Chinese in California they are consigned like 
hogs to the different Chinese companies, their contracts are viséd, 
and the cooly commences to pay to the companies fees to insure care if 
he is taken sick and his return home dead or alive. His return is 

revented until after his contract has been entirely fulfilled. If he 
aks his contract the apies of the six companies hunt him to pre- 
vent his returning to China by arrangements with the steamship 
company or their agents in the steamship employ to prevent his get- 
ting a ticket. The agents of the steamship companies testified to 
this same fact. If a ticket is obtained for him by others he is forci- 
bly stopped on the day of sailing by the employés of the six com- 
panies, called “ high-binders, who can always be seen guarding the 
coolies. He explained the term high-binders as meaning men who 
are employed by the six companies to hound and spy upon the Chi- 
nese and pursue them if they do not comply with their contract as 
the six companies construe it. He further said that these high-bind- 
ers are frequently employed to assassinate Chinese in San Francisco 
at the instance of the six companies or in their interest, and that 
he had been so informed by Chinese who explained this to him when 
beyond the fear of their persecutors and able to tell the truth. He 
stated that all sailing-vessels to China have conditions in their char- 
ters to take no Chinese but those supplied by the six companies. He 
gave illustrations of this from his own experience, showing the rigor- 
ous supervision of the Chinese six companies oyeg the immigration of 
Chinese and the effectual measures which they take to prevent any 
from coming to California who were not shipped on their account. 
He further stated that all coolies returning to China complain of the 
extortions, deception, and arbitrary conduct of the six companies in 
California. He was of the opinion that a pars of the Chinese do not 
come to California willingly; a Jarga number of them are inveigled 
there by the Chinese contractors who bring them to this country. 

From observation in China and in California, as well as among 
many hundreds of Chinese at a time during long voyages to and from 
China and by a close examination during many years, he was satis- 
fied that it was a system of bondage labor leading to much mortality 
among them, dissipation, and misery, The women who come over 
are bought in China generally from brothels, to be sold here on arrival 
or held by importers in brothels in this country. The cooly women, 
or bawds, make a business of traveling to and from China, conduct- 
ing this trade. The Chinese soon acquire the habit of using opinm 
— alcoholic drinks in this country. Very few of them have the 
habit when they come over. They are encouraged to do this by the 
cooly brokers, to 7 60 them in debt. They are inveterate gamblers, 
often creating big debts on the way here, which has the effect of kee 
ing them in 99 9 — after they get here, They give contract bonds 
on shipboard for their gambling debts contracted on the way, which 
they work out after they get here, as well as the advances in China. 
These bonds are given to contractors who accompany them or to 
some one who will file his claim against them after they arrive here. 
Disturbances which occur among them arise between factions or dis- 
tricts from which they come, readily distinguished by the difference 
of dialect. They frequently maim or kill one another on shipboard, 
and keep up the practice in Californiaand Nevada. The 8 
of Two Kwang furnishes a large portion of these people and is greater 
than that of the United States, and the one city of Canton has a 
population greater than all the Pacific States. Much testimony was 
given before the committee, of the same character, showing conclu- 
sively that the immigration of Chinese is in a very slight degree vol- 
untary. Mr. Williams, who has testified before the Committee on 
Foreign Relations at the present session, states that the Chinese come 
with mortgages upon their Jabor, and I think it cannot be successfully 
denied that the immigration which we seek by the bills now before 
that committee to restrict exists under conditions entirely opposed to 
American theories and welfare. 

CONTRACTS FOR PROSTITUTION, 


Perhaps one illustration further, showing the nature of the impor- 
tation of Chinese females, will be all that is necessary to clinch this 
important point. I have here a contract which was translated for 
the committee by Rey. Otis Gibson, and which is substantially the 
same as others brought in by the police. It reads: 


An agreement to assist the woman Ah Ho, because coming from China to San 
Francisco she became indebted to her mistress for ge. Ah Ho herself asks 
Mr. Yee-Kwan to advance for her $630, for which Ah Ho distinctly agrees to give 
her body to Mr. Yee for service as a prostitute for a term of four years. 

There shall be no interest en the money. Ah Ho shall receive no wages. At the 
expiration of four years Ah Ho shall be her own master. Mr. Yee-Kwan shall not 
hinder or trouble her. If Ah Ho runs away before her time is out, her mistress 
shall find her and return her, and whatever expense is incurred in finding and re- 
turning her Ah Ho shall pay. 

On this day of the agreement Ah Ho with her own hands has received from Mr. 


ee-Kwan A 

If Ah Ho shall be sick at any time for more than ten days she shall make up by 
an extra month of service for any ten days’ sickness. 

Now this agreement has proof. This paper received by Ah Ho is witness. 


TUNG CHEF. 
Twelfth year, ninth month, fourteenth day. 


It was distinctly in testimony that the Chinese women in California 
are with scarcely an exception prostitutes and held under such con- 
tracts as this. Abhorrent as such contracts are to the laws of Cali- 
fornia they are enforced partly through the superstition and partly the 
ignorance of the women. 

This immigration furnishes to the Pacific a species of cooly slavery 
for men and a slavery of women worse than any other the world has 
ever known. Is it any wonder that our people pray your attention 
to the subject and by monster petitions and great public meetings 
seek to compel you to understand it? 

MODE OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO. 

So far for the Chinese as relates to the modes of their immigration. 
Their modes of life in San Francisco and other towns of California, 
Oregon, and Nevada have been matter of observation for years. They 
occupy in cisco nearly a dozen blocks in the heart of the 
city and constantly extend their area. I will refer to the evidence 
taken before the joint committee to illustrate the condition of the 
Chinese population that is beginning to overcrowd our cities. Dr. 
Mears, the health officer of San Francisco, testified that the condition 
of the Chinese quarter is“ horrible, inconceivably horrible.” He 
stated that the Chinese as a rule “live in large tenement-houses, large 
numbers crowded into individual rooms, without proper ventilation, 
bad drainage, and under ground, with a great deal of filth, the odors 
from which are horrible.” He described their mode of taking a room 
ten feet high and putting a flooring half way to the ceiling, both 
floors being crowded at night with sleepers. In these crowded dens 
cases of small-pox were concealed from the police. “They live un- 
derground in bunks. The topography of that portion of Chinadom 
is such that you enter a house sometimes and think that it is a one- 
story house and you will tind two or three stories down below on the 
side of the hill, where they live in t filth.” 

The testimony of the mayor and numerous police officers was to 
the same effect, and that all the efforts of the yana to break up this 
contagion-creating crowding of humanity had been vain. The only 
wonder is that desolating pestilences have not ensued. Small-pox 
has often been epidemic, and could always be traced to Chinese 
osin: The Chinese quarter was once occupied by shops, churches, 
and dwellings of Americans. Now these are thoroughly Mongolian 
as any part of Canton. All other races flee from the contact, Their 
domain divides the best business streets of the city from a portion of 
it containing the most desirable residences or those that would be 
were it not that the necessity for men, women, and children to trayerse 
the Chinese quarter to get from their homes across the city tends to 
destroy the value of this property. This is illustrated by the testi- 
mony of Max Morganthaa, a witness called for the Chinese. He said: 


Q Is it bad because 
In former times I had one street to go down, and now that is taken up. 
sa Taken up by the Chinese? 
Taken up by the Chinese. 
How is that an — t 
. It is an objection I do not believe it would suit my taste for my chil- 
dren to go through Chinatown, and if I could help myself I would move them off 
to-morrow from that place. fino has been decreased for six or eight blocks 
— and it would not be any inducement for me to go somewhere Person- 
ally I do not care to go. Whether Chinese, negroes, or Indians, one is as good for 
me as the other; but when have got grown danghters and a wife, they have 
different feelings; and I shall be compelled to move my home, and only for no 
other reason than that the Chinese drive me away. 
A writer in the San Francisco Call of March 27, 1876, describes the 
rags by which Chinadom extends in San Francisco, and the inci- 
ents which accompany it, justifying the fear locally entertained 
that the future will see that city a purely Asiatic camp unless some 
means are devised to avert the calamity. 
In the heart of the ity, eee a stone's throw from the city hall, and dovetailing 
rao the filthy and — 4 N the Bari f conh the soe paro 
sandal-wi punk, an um, an greasy smell of roast re w. 
oderiferoas pace ion that we hare a Chinese quarter. From Jackson street, whoso 
gutters are as open-air sewers to carry off slops and swills, to Sacramento street, 
where the better class of merchants do business; from Kearny street on the east 
to Stockton on the west, covering an area of six largo blocks, the Chinaman is lit- 
erally master of all he surveys. Month after month and year after year he pushes 
peg hero step in the march of possession, and where heonce puts down his alee 
he holds his ground as determinedly as though he had taken root in the soil. Give 
him a two years’ lease of a building in good condition in the quarter, and, no mat- 
ter how high a price you fix, he will pay it willingly. He will do more. IIe will 
not ask you to make any repairs; the walls will never uire whitening or re- 
plastering, and the paint on the outside may crack and fall off, yet he will never 
trouble his landlord. With a national pride which would bo highly commendable 
were it not that it is so largely adulterated with bitter contempt of the outside bar- 
barian, he will go to the expense of paintiag the front of the building with white, 
green, and vermilion, so that outside as well as inside the house will display a Chi- 
nese character. He will remodel the interior by making one hundred rooms out of 
twenty; and so economical of space is he thata room not larger than a small state- 
room will furnish ample accommodations for half a dozen men. Each squad does 
its own cooking, rarely with a small stove, generally with a fire in an open dish or 
er. Anoverdose of smoke now and then dees not produce the slightest annoy- 
ance, so far as the inmates are concerned. They are smoke-proof aud heat-proof. 
A house which has been so tenanted for six months becomes unfit for any other 
purpose, and as the months roll by the greasy carbon accumulates on the walls and 
the floors in thick layers. When the lease has expired, the Chinese tenant makes 


his own terms, and either obtains a release ata small figure or buys the property. 
Not many years ago, Washington street, from Dupont to Stockton, was one of the 


main poania residing in the northern part of the city who desired to 
| goto — Basico streets to do their shopping. Then it was considered 
à good bi block, and millinery and hair stores did a flourishing trade. 
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door by the M chifonier or high-binder, or allow the pure minds of their 
little e to be contaminated by the surreunding atmosphere of degradation 
and moral filth. The necessity for changing the site of the church became so appar- 
ent that a few months ago the property was sold to the Chinese, who made exten- 
sive alterations upon it, and it is now used as a mannfactory for slippers, cigars, 
shirts, and pga; dyr other purposes best known to the Chinese, 
among which may be mentioned tan and worse uses. This change had not 
taken place very long before the of the edifice, which had so often 

back the sweet sounds of prayer and the deep tones of the nai rang with the 
affrighted shrieks of a Chinaman who was slashed with knives by his countrymen 
until his life flowed from his wounds with his blood. 

The red and ona sign-boards of the Mongolians are multiplying fast in this 
direction, and already they begin to stare in the face of the city hall, which, if the 
signs of the times be fulfilled must ere long resound to the horrid screech of the 
Chinese fiddle. The mayor of the eity from where he stands in front of his office 
can see, not one hundred yards away, the green and gold balconies of the joss- 
house on Clay street, 1 the * where two decades ago the eloquent 
Colonel Baker expressed in glowing language the grief of the State over the mortal 
remains of Senator Broderick. And it was not many weeks back that a very inter- 
esting debate in the supervisor's chamber was ered almost inaudible by the 
deafening reports of fire-crackers and the beating of gongs a block away in 
of the Chinese new year. The march of invasion, from all indications, will not 
stop at Kearny street on the east or at Sacramento street on the south. Should 
the tide of immigration continue to pour in upon us as it is doing at present, it 
may be predicted within a year or two how soon Merchant street, Mon 
block, Commercial street, and portions of Pine and California streets come 
into the possession of our Asiatic population ; for Lene te mee will lease-or 
sell when they are offered good prices, and the shrewd and indefatigable Chinese 

t wil: not hesitate for a mere question eee value When so much 
profit looms up in the near future. Indeed, such a prediction would not be regarded 
as presumptuous when the changes that have taken place within the last six years 
in what were once prosperous business localities are taken into consideration. 

The question so often asked as to the cause of the decrease in the value of prop- 
erty in a certain portion of the city might be truthfully answered by referring to 
the Chinese quarter, which is fast extending as a black desert, cutting off in a great 
measure desirable communication between North Beach and the eastern and south- 
ern business centers. 


The streets mentioned by this writer are among the most important 
in the city. California street is our Wall street. 1 ea block 
may be properly likened to the Astor House. Thus the Chinese blight 
whole sections of the city which they occupy, and make themselves 
still more room by driving off their oleh Daek on every side. The 
committee well said: 

The Chinese o their way in California not by superior force or virtue, or even 
industry, but ne rA teristics. ariera i 

CRUELTY TO THE SICK. 


Again, Dr. Mears testified that he had never seen any class of peo- 
ple so indifferent to the sufferings of their fellow-creatures. Said he: 

Tor instance, take these little hospitals which they have. Go in Aleck alley, 
whero there are but small rooms, horribly ney You find Chinamen there dying 
with consumption and other chronic diseases, lying in their filth, with no person to 
take care of them, and absolutely in a state of starvation. 

He described the people there devouring “like starved wolves” 
pieces of stale bread or lumps of hard rice given by whites who hap- 
pened there. These places are run by the six companies without 
attendants or food, five or six Chinamen in a small room. He said: 


y does go there some time and do some for 


I suppose som „ 
act, which 


On such testimony the committee found that the Chinése “are eruel 
and indifferent to their sick.” He described cases of Chinese lepers 
at the city hospital: “Their feet dropped off by dry gangrene and 
their hands were wasted and attenuated. Their finger-nails dropped 
off.” He said the Chinese were ually working eastward and would 
by and by crowd into eastern cities, where the conditions under which 
they live in San Francisco would produce, in the absence of its cli- 
matic advantages, destructive pestilences. Dr. Mears is a learned 
and careful man, but his testimony did not differ from that of the 
police and others familiar with the subjects of which he spoke. Upon 
the point that “the tide of Chinese emigration is gradually tending 
eastward,” an item in the New York Herald gives testimony: 

Even here in New York theft is a joss-house, and Donovan's alley has long been 
the wonder of the curious and the grief of the Christian missionary on account of 
its immoralities and d bitions. Some way must be found to subject 
this Chinese question to control, or the cash which comes into the country with 
every ship from China will taint ard corrupt not alone the body-politic, but the 
sanctities of society and the sacredness of ARE ; 

SECRET TRIBUNALS, 


Ik any further evidence is needed that the Chinese are “an indi- 
pene mass in the body-politic, alien in habit, thought, and feeling,” 

refer to the abundant testimony that they are governed by their 
own tribunals, which inflict penalties even to the taking of life for the 
infraction of their ordinances. The police were well aware of such 
tribunals, some to keep women subservient to their contracts for pros- 
titution, some for other causes. Charles T. Jones, district attorney 
for Sacramento County, testified to the operations of such a lawless 
tribunal in the capital city of the State: 

nestion. State, if you any views that you ma 

the bine question. sa — un ers land it, — rtg 8 
you may have to ill: ‘our opinion. 

Answer. The — that I have given to the Chinese subject at all is as 


it has come under my immediate observation as an officer. I find that the Chinese 
are a great deal more likely to commit crime than the other races here. I find that 
5 are a great deal harder to convict. Punishment does not follow them as 
as it does the others for the reason thatthe Chinese protect them. Wedo not 
that those among the Chinese that we would t to be citizens and ferret 
out crime lend us the aid the Caucasian does. that reason we find it a great 
deal harder to convict them or punishthem. I think the Chinese have no respect 
for our laws at all. Iam forced to that conclusion. Iam satisfied that they have 
courts wherein they try cases that occur between themselves, although such courts 
are in violation of our law, and that they t the decision of such a court in 
preference to our own. I find that the one is in direct antagonism to the other. 
. On what experience is that opinion founded 
. My experience as an officer; that is all. 
Q Mat age at ngt p Chinese advertising to take life 


Q. Recite such an instance. 

A. I will state that in February of this year it was brought to my notice that 
Mr. F. W. of Sacramento, had rented 
turned it into a laundry for Chinamen. There appeared to be a Chinese laundry 
association there. One of their rules was that no Chinaman should nee 


Mr. Fratt, and told him he was afraid; that he would not dare to longer remain 

. Fratt told him that our law would protect him; that he need not fear. 
A short time after that the Chinaman came one Sunday afternoon and informed 
Mr. Fratt that he had been approached by three members of this association, who ` 
drew knives and oe upon him and demanded that he should pay them $110; 
that he had been fined that amount. They threatened to kill him on 3 
eee eee e Fratt 
became incensed at this treatment and offered a reward for the arrest of these 
Chinese. A Chinaman afterward ed to the authorities that there had been a 
reward offered to — 1 755 who woul this Chinaman. We paid considerable 
attention to the matter. We were informed about a week or ten days after that 
that the same association was in session. Thechief of police and a number of ofti- 
cers went there and arrested some forty-seven of them. I came along about three 
minutes, I presume, after they took the Chinese down. I told them to go back to 
see if they could find any Lrg A few of the officers went back and found some 
papers, which were ted by Rev. Mr. Condit. [Producing papers.] These 
1 wers pasted on the door; and those papers [indicating] were 

0 e room. 


und 
Senator Sancext. I will submit these papers to you, Mr. Gibson, [presenting 
papae: Is that translation tically correct ? 
r. Gmsox. I have 5 This is what I should call 
a manuscript hand. Iam not familiar with it, but the translation is substantially 
the same as tho i 
these papers 
Rev. Mr. Condit. 
Is he a j 
Yes, sir. è 
1 translating Chinese? 
ea, sir. 
C 
I have not seen him since we had him in Sacramento as an interpreter. 


Senator Sarceyt.’ He is in Los Angeles, I have not been able to get him here. 
I will read this paper: 

“ Because hear a country has laws and customs which they observed, afterwards 
families also mutually follow, how much more have come down to us for a long 
time—each man dving his 2 not not observe them. 


berate the follow- 
d who has ability first to kill 
Afterwards 


ee-Nui, destroy his name, thankfully gi 
dollars. If only wound him, not kill, also give him one-half in his hand. At this 
time what trouble comes cannot tell. If he cannot get away, is seized by ioreign - 
ers, and putin jail, then our company manage the whole ailair. Do not sw 
our words; this poster is put up as evidence, 
“Kwong Sui, first year, fifth month. Lucky day fixed. 
“ Kwong Hong Tong put forth.” i : 
He produced other papers of the same character, showing that the 
Chinese agree that in case one of the executioners of a sentence is 
hanged a sum of money shall be paid on his account, and if impris- 
oned he should receive regular w during the term of imprison- 
ment. He also testified that the Chinese have no regard for an oath, 
NO REGARD FOR OATHS. 
Judge Davis Louderback, police magistrate of San Francisco, testi- 
fied that “a great many crimes among Chinamen go unpunished.” 
gle ea nl ekdi is exceedingly bad. They hard] prose- 
* ex e, ever 
cute except when animated by malice und some 3 * somebody. 
ideo estimate, then, as a magistrate do you set upon the average Chinese 


ED Peo dink while sonnets e « 
s a class. 

. I think their want of veracity is horrible. They do not seem to realize that 
there is such a thing as sanctity about an oath. . That is the general result of my 
observation and experience. 


To the same effect was the testimony of Municipal Judge Blake. 
The committee were fully warranted in their finding that “there is 
great want of veracity among Chinese witnesses, who have little re- 
gard to the sanctity of an oath.” The document to which 1 have 
referred (Miscellaneous Document, No. 36) in this matter, as in many 
others, garbles the testimony and makes Judge Blake appear to say 
that “when a Chinaman’s case goes to a jury there is no help for it, 
the jury must convict him,” because its prejudices or popular pressure 
compel it. He said just contrary. The defendunt is allowed to tes- 
tify on his own behalf, and he said the Chinaman tells such incon- 
sistent lies that, the testimony on the part of the people showing 
that he is guilty, he is convicted. But he also said that juries often 
acquit Chinamen where they would convict white men, because the; 
seem to be helpless, an¢ he had observed that juries strongly anti- 
cooly did this. Surely this document No. 36 is a valuable contribu- 
tion to thé files of the Senate. 


the basement of the Orleans Hotel and ~ 
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SORDID WAGES— ABSENCE OF FAMILY, 


The committee found that Chinese immigration “involves sordid 
wages, no public schools, and the absence of the family.” Thestand- 
ard of wages is always fixed by competition. If the Chinese work 
for wages that will not sapport a white laborer’s family, as they do, 
being themselves well fed on a handful of rice, a little refuse pork, 
and desiccated fish, costing but a few cents per day, and lodged con- 
tentedly in a pig-sty, they become affluent, according to their stand- 
ard,on wages that would ar an American laborer. On such 
wages he cannot educate his children or even find them bread. The 
Chinese bave no families in this country. To all the one hundred 
thousand adult Chiuamen in California there are probably not three 
score wives, and those not first wives. It is a famililess immigration, 
and bas been so for a quarter of a century. There are very tew 
Chinese children in the State. The coolies come from the ages of 
sixteen to forty; but they come to labor, not to attend school. There 
is very little doubt that the few Chinese children in San Francisco 
attend school, for the last report of the school superintendent of that 
city shows one hundred and nineteen in attendance at the publie 
schools, thereby showing that the inference of this document No. 
36 is false, that public prejudice prevents such attendance. If one 
hundred and nineteen can attend, any number may. It is confessed 
by Mr. Brooks, local attorney of the six companies, in his brief sent 
here, that the ignorance of the young coolies of our language is the 
cause of their not attending the public schools. But this malicious 
assault upon California is only one of a series contained in this vera- 
cious document. The real question is far beyond this, however. It 
is, how can the American laborer educate his children on wages that 
will not enable him to furnish bread for their mouths and clothes to 
cover their nakedness ? 

Here is the startling problem that must arrest the attention of this 
uation, Shall the American laborer be broughs down to the condi- 
tion of the Asiatic? Can we maintain onr civilization by increasing. 
the distance between capital and labor so far that the laborer shall 
live in sordid poverty while the employer shall aggregate wealth and 
lands at the expense of his meanly paid toil and sweat? But I pro- 
pose to revert to this point again, for it is the central question in this 

_ whole broad subject. 
DESIRABLENESS OF THIS IMMIGRATION. 


I wish to Show still further the effects of this mass of ignorant hu- 
manity upon California, judged by present and past experience. These 
were testified to by many of our most thoughtful citizens. Thus Judge 
E. D. Wheeler, of the nineteenth district conrt, next in rank to the 
supreme bench of the State, said: 


Question. What is your 8 as to the desirableness of the Chinese, looking to 
2 condition of our State? And state whether you tu ink 
nal 


p Th 5 pe 
Answer. The ani 
the Chinese is fat Tahini th 
matter has been decided in the couse of a quarter 


time ; 
their peculiar cost ame and follow their original 
and mode of living. Jud from that experience I am di: 
think. that they never will assimilate; there is no such thing known as social inter- 
change between the Chinese and the white population, as far as I have o 


He agreed with Judge Blake that the Chinese have a fair show in 
onr courts: 


Question. In the administration of justice, so far as you observe in your court or 
in the courts of your associates, do the Chinese have fair treatment under the law! 

Answer. If I may speak of the district courts of the State, I think both in civil 
and criminal cases the Chinamen are fully protected. I think they have as fair a 
hearing and as fair a show in the courts as white men. 


That Judge Wheeler spoke from no animosity toward the Chinese 
is evident from his own statements: 


Answer. I have never felt anything like animosity toward Chinamen, and have 
always been in favor of their being fully protected against assault and against an 
invasion of their rights here. I am in favor of that now to the fullest extent. If 
I can be said to occupy what is called an anti Chinese position, it is solely with 
ee to the effect that, their immigration would have upon our social system 

oreafter. 

But for the apprehension of a great influx would you interfero with Chinese 
ee at all by legislation ? 

A. No, sir. If I had the control of it I would not interfere with it but for that 
apprehension. I think that one of two results is inevitable, however: that we will 
ak er have a large non-voting population, which will not assimilate, and which will 
in timo be troublesome and turbulent and riotous, or, if you give them the ballot, 
in ten years from now we will have a Chinaman for governor. There is no doubt 
of that; for the percentage of adult males in that population, of course, is very 
much greater thai it is among the white population. o Lam not accustomed 
to being alarmed about these things, wi the last two years, of my own notion 
and from reading and from what I have seen, I have very serious apprehensions of 
the effect of this immense immigration upon our American civilization and partic- 
ularly upon this coast. I feel that, and I feel it deeply and earnestly. 


These are the views of an enlightened judge. Opposition to Chi- 
nese immigration is by no means confined to the laboring classes, and 
certainly not to the depraved classes, as Mr. Kennedy insists, Dr. 
T. M. Logan, permanent secretary of the board of health of the State 
of California and an eminent authority on all social and moral ques- 
tions, in a letter dated in 1871, which will be found on page 803 of 
the testimony, upon the subject of “Chinese immigration and the 
physiological decay of nations,” deprecates the flooding of the country 
with hi pagans, and refers to the “evils likely to result from 


to think, and do 


0 of 
combined influences of the intermixture of races and theintroduction 
of the habits and customs of a sensual and depraved people in our 


* 
t 


midst. Coming, as they do, of all classes and conditions i ble, 
with their hereditary vices and ingrafted 3 crowding our 
seaports and spreading through our inland towns and villages, they 
must become liable, like our Indian aborigines, to maladies conse- 
quent upon 80 great a change of climate, food, and general eireum- 
stances.” He directs attention also to the “occasions and predis 
ing causes of disease existing in our more populous communities : 
narrow and filthy lanes; low-built, miserably ventilated houses; small 
and crowded apartments, into some of which the light of day never 
enters; damp walls and floors, and uncleanliness of personal habi 
together with insufficiency of pure water and of fresh, sound anima 
and vegetable food—these are the general conditions and surround- 
ings of their miserable existence. In view of such inducements to 
disease and enemies to health, it is a matter of astonisment that a 
relentless pestilence does not arise every year and with the fatal 
malignity of the late epidemic, small-pox, spread dismay and desola- 
tion throughout the land.” He calls special attention to the destruct- 
ive habit of opium-eating, as exercising a most deleterious influence 
dence to the minds and bodies of those so habitually addicted 

it. 

Ex-Governor Haight gave in a condensed form his objection to this 
genesis of Chinese: 


jon. You are an old resident of this State? 
wer. I am. 
Q You have been governor of the State for four years! 
. Yes, sir. 


Q. Inyour judgment is it desirable or otherwise to limit by proper legislation 
the ee of Chinese to this coast! N 
A. I think it is desirable to check it. 
Will you state the general reasons that lead you to this conclasion ! 

. The reasons most strongly upon my mind are those of a political 
and moral character, en I use the word political.“ I do not uso it, of course, 
in a partisan sense. I do not think it is desirable to have any considerable class 
of peoplein the country who cannot be intrusted with the ballot. ‘The Chinese, as 
we all understand here, (and on that subject I think there is no difference of opin- 
ion whatever,) are unfit to exercise the elective franchise. 

Q And why unfit? 

. They have no conception whatever of the responsibilities attending the ex- 
erciso of that duty under a republican ernment, and their votes would be con- 
trolled by the use of money, and in amounts probably; that is, the amount 
per capita that it would re to-throw the vote one way or the other would be 
small. In other words, their votes would be bought and paid for beyond all ques- 
tion. There can certainly be no doubt whatever on that subject, if they were 
allowed to vote. You 5 85 therefore just as well vote so many quadrupeds ex- 
actly as to permit the Chinese to vote. I think itis syay aa misfortune—I 
oe we all agree on that subject—to this country that the negroes were origi- 
nally imported into the Southern States. We suffered from that cause until it y 
culminatedin a war. There was the same of reasons then urged in favor of 
tho im tion of the African. There was a material gain to the country un- 
dou ly for a period of Lee by the use of that labor in the South, but it would 
have been very much better for us to have been without that labor than to have 
experienced the evils that resulted from it afterward. However that may be, 
without di in matters perhaps somewhat foreign, it seems to me there can 
be no difference of opinion among intelligent men that it is undesirable to have ee 
class of lo in the country, under institutions like ours, whs cannot be trast 
with the ballot; in other words, who cannot cipate in the government of the 
country. That is the first reason which oper: upon my mind. Then, again, the 
vices of paganism which the Chinese have are very difficult to be managed satisfac- 
torily under our institutions. We have not any strong central authority. Our 
police is necessarily defective, owing to the manner in which it is created, perhaps, 
to some extent, and then to the amount of power which it is allowed to exer- 
cise under our Government. Therefore, it is ditteult to get at these vices that 
infect the Chinese 1 in the way of correction. When 


„ It was slightly larger in proportion to the 
number of Shite convicts, at that of course, has no very pets 
as a udge Blake has stated here, it might arise from incidental lances pos- 
sibly. $ 


OPINIONS OF RELIGIONISTS, 

Rey. S. V. Blakeslee, an orthodox Congregational minister, editor of 
The Pacific, the oldest religious paper on the coast, and who had re- 
sided in California since 1849, of regalar standing in his church, and 
exercising his oo as u minister, testified that he traveled about 
seven thousand miles a year through all parts of the coast. He said 
in answer to questions: ` 


Question. What is your 9 from your travels and residence in this 
aren oF the moral and religious effect of the immigration of Chinese to this 
coast! 2 


Answer. I believe it is very destructive; that it is very degrading. It is in 
some of the places too fearful to tell of, as where the police of Sacramento talked 
with me freely and told me the facts which they gome at in connection with the 
Chinese. It is very degrading. 

Q. What do you think the effect of their presence is upon our white popula- 


tions? 

A. I think it is to exelude a o white immigration, and exceedingly demoral- 
izing to the present white po; tion of the coast, and that it renders labor con- 
temptible, so that it is difficult for our sons to choose manual labor, and it is almost 


impossible to induce our daughters to choose manual labor. 

. Why do they not? 

It is cre | themselves down on a level with the Chinaman. 

. Do you find that that sentiment grows among our white population! 

I believe it is growing very largely, like the th of a similar sentiment at 
the South when slaves commenced to bo introduced there ? 

Q. Do you think that the amount of Christianization that is done to Chinese by 
missionary efforts among them on this coast is an equivalent for the demoralization 
produced among the whites? 8 

A. It is nothing like an equivalent. 


To show that Mr. Blakeslee was not alone in the religious community 
in his views, I will read the resolutions on this subject unanimously 
adopted at the general association of the Con ational ch 
and ministers in California, adopted on the of October last. I 
read these resolutions in the hope that they will reach the ears of the 
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religionists on this side of the Rocky Mountains that they may see 
the opinion of tbeir brethren there, men as disinterested, men as 
holy, en as earnestly in the work of religion and a desire to 
save souls as they are upon this side. I look with contempt upon 
that cant, that ignorant cant, which is set up on this side that it is the 
interest of religion that California shall be heathenized. The com- 
maifd of the Scriptures is: “ Go ye into all the world, and preach the 

l to every creature;” not overwhelm your own family, your own 
neighborhood, your own nation with the bigots and effects of heathen- 
ism. Let the missionary go to China and convert these men from 
their heathenish practices, wash their robes, and make them white 
in the blood of the Lamb, and then, being fit for American citizen- 
ship and to become an integral part of our society, to be cemented 
into our political and moral structure, then let them come as immi- 
grants. Until then, they deteriorate our body-politic and destroy 
our civilization. I will read the opinion of this great religious asso- 
ciation of the Pacific coast. N 

Mr. CHAFFEE. A little while ago the Senator was speaking about 
Chinamen not becoming voters. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
whether any of them in the State of California have ever been nat- 
uralized and become citizens. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not one, so far as the committee could discover, 
and I do not know of any personally. It was pretended that one 
was; but on tracing the case down it was found that he was born in 
China, his father being an Englishman or foreigner, and he, being 
half non-Chinese, was said to have been naturalized in California. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I should like to ask another question; and that 
is whether they show any disposition to become naturalized citizens 
of the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not the slightest. Not in any way. They do not 
come even to remain. 8 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I wanted to have the testimony of the Senator 
on this floor to that fact. : 

Mr. SARGENT. I have observed them there for a quarter of a cen- 
tury. I have visited every part of their quarter; I have talked with 
them froin their Chinese merchants down to the cooly; I have talked 
with men who are best posted in all the details in regard to the mat- 
ter, and I sat patiently every moment of time, for I think over a 
montb, that was occupied by the Joint Committee on Chinese Immi- 
gration, where this and all matters connected with them were can- 
vassed, and I yet have to find an instance where there was an expres- 
sion of desire on the part of a Chinaman to become an American citi- 
zen. The whole theory of their immigration is to the contrary. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I asked this question of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia because I do not conceive that it is the policy of this count: 
to build up within this nation any foreign nation or to invite immi- 
grants to this country except those who show a desire to assimilate 
with our country. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iwas about to read the resolutions of the general 
association of the Congregational churches and ministers in Califor- 
nia, adopted last October. They are in these words: 

Resol: That we, the pastors and de of the 

8 deprecate and aae rar condemn al 
mob origi upon the Chinese in our land, 

Resolved, we earnestly recommend to the churches and all good men most 
zealous an efforts to evangelize those who are and may be among us. 

Resolved, That we express it as our conviction that the Burlingame treaty ought to 
be so modified, and such other just measures be = by the Gen vern- 
ment, as shall restrict Chinese tion, and especially prevent the im- 


rtation of Chinese prostitutes, and so relieve us from impendin, ril to our 
. — and Christian institutions. ane 


Here certainly was not an assembly of “ foreign ruffians,” of “mur- 
derous villains” and “base dem es,” as the lobbyist of the 
Chinese six companies represents to be all those who favor legislation 
restraining this great evil. Before this body of men, eminent for in- 
telligence, cultivation, and Christian character and work, Mr. Blakeslee 
made an address which forcibly summed up the reasons influencing 
this great church organization to throw its vast influence against the 
continued importation of Chinese. Among other things he said: 


Now, right over against our country, a little to the west, is a vast people—an 
ocean of men—four hundred millions of human to us in every at- 
tainable feature of character; confirmed in heathe: feelings, tastes, preju: 
customs, and habits; differing from us in fixed ties of life, in in 
food, in dwellings, arts, language, race, color, government, and religion. And this 
numerous è are discovering that, in every respect, America is vastly more 
desirable for them than China itself; and they are becoming eager to migrate here 
in multitudes, to locate themselves and their families tly, with all their 
ot peculiarities. Moreover, wealthy English and American companies have 
organized t money-making plans for bringing millions—it is trne—even mill. 
ions—of these Chinese into onr State, and into all parts of the Union; and they 
have sent out emissaries into China to induce 3 by every true and false 
story, to migrate here. aay two hundred a thousand have come, of 
whom over one hundred thousand remain. They are ding cities after their own 
manner; establishing business after their own customs; carrying on operations 
after their own habits; putting up temples for their own heathen gods; enforcing 
a heathen religion after their own forms ; organizing a secret government to their 
own liking, with laws after their own notions ; instituting a police force even with 
the death penalty to compel obedience; and building dens of debauchery and vice, 
the same as in their own region and shadow of dea h, while every inducement is 
tried to wheedle men as victims into their nets. 

The tendency of all this is tremendously toward evil; toward vice and abomina- 
tion; toward 


tional churches in 
measures and 


moral, 
mobocratic restraint, increasing incalculably by numbers the evi Siready exist. 
while a spirit of race prejudices and . of inter- 
vond all deseription. 


ing; 
‘ate must be developed, portending possible evil 


by any 4 
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But, it is said, we will Leg! any pag asp and elaval these Chi- 
nese, to make them fit to be citizens us in the great Republic. k at the 
facts in the case: of the two hundred and fifty thousand who in twenty-five years 
have come among us, only two in a thousand have become nominal Chris while 
of these nearly one-half had before been trained in Christian schools by missionaries 
in China; leaving only about one in a thousand converted really in California. And 
this is in comparatively favorable circumstances, for as they come in larger num- 
bers they will the more effectually support each other in their national peculiari- 
ties and vices, to remain a fixed, distinct class among us, confirmed in heathen 
immoralities with an influence in every respect tremendously bad. Surely the pros- 
pore of their conversion is, humanly speaking, very small, and let not the Christian 
tof what he is going to do. But still every consistent effort for this p 
should be made, Christ commands it; ourreligion demands it; humanity demands 
it; the spirit of American benevolence demands it, By all means let all be done 
which can be done to the dark minds of the Chinese to the truth and the 
blessedness of the Yet act not presumptuously, in the expectation of suc- 
cess, to encourage multitudes of these heathens to pour unchecked into America, 
for the future inferred from the past is very unfavorably inclined. 

He proceeded to set out in a graphic way the results that would 
attend unchecked Chinese immigration. He showed how it cuts off 
labor from American workmen, drags them in character downward, 
and induces American youths of both sexes to despise labor as fit only 
for a servile class. The maintenance of American institutions and 
civilization was impossible in face of a vast tide of corruption, debase- 
ment, and heathenism threatening to roll in from the west. 


EFFECT ON AMERICAN LABOR. 


I could quote to any extent to show that the most enlightened men 
of California are in accord in the belief that vast evils are impending 
on the nation from this source. It is not only the laboring classes 
who fear disaster. But there is reason in the apprehensions of the arti- 
san and Jaborer who are being supplanted. Abundant testimony was 
taken before the committee to show the fearful extent to which the 
white mechanics have been supplanted by Chinese, and there is no 
conflict of testimopy on that point. The San Francisco daily papers 

ive as news, items daily showing that the work still goes on, Icut 
m a recent number of the Daily Post the following: 

The shoemakers’ union held its weekly . ager night at Faneuil Hall, on 
Market street. President read an in’ g statement prepared at the 
request of Hon. J.J. Tobin. It set forth that eight years ago, the Chinese 
began shoemaking, asteady workman here could week. Of late 
however, workmen have 4 

been compelled to leave the city. There are now in the ci 


ve 
hundred Cancasian and five th hinese shoemakers. Of the twelve hun- 


ane eight hundred are out of work. Those employed do not average over $9 per 
wee 


paid 
ave fallen in 
price in the same proportion, but the manufacturers are still not satisfied and want 
cheaper work, though-they now regret having tanght the Chinese, because they 
foresee that in two or three years Chinese labor will crush them out. = 

And that is one of the operations of this Chinese system. A boss 
shoemaker wants to compel his workmen to come down in their wa 
so that he may have his work more cheaply done. He brings in a lot 
of Chinamen who know nothing about the business and teaches it to 
them and supplants the American laborers with these Chinese. These 
Chinese run a few months, learn the business, and then go to one of 
these hovels and set up for themselves, where they pay almost no rent 
and live on a few handfuls of rice, and they make shoes and under- 
sell him and drive him ont of the business, That has been going on 
regularly for years, until the Chinese occupy not only a position as 
mere laborers or artisans, but as employers in nearly every branch of 
business in San Francisco requiring the labor of artisans. 

There is not a branch of industry in San Francisco where this is 
not true as fully, or nearly so, as with the shoemakers. The Chinese 
work for wages so low that a single American cannot live on them, 
much less one Who has a family. The great fact is that the presence 
of the Chinese in America is the beginning of radical changes in the 
labor system of the country. Chinese labor is not merely a cheap 
labor, but its introduction here introduces elements into the labor 
problem new in the history of this conntry and fraught with mo- 
mentous consequences to the future social conditions of the laboring 
classes. Heretofore two systems of labor have existed, to wit: free 
labor, as seen in the North, and slave labor, as formerly existing at 
the South. The free-labor system built up the empires of wealth, 
progress, and industry of all the Northern and Western States. That 
system affords an opportunity for the education and prosperity of the 
non-capitalist masses. Free labor places the poor man in a position 
to defend his 5 against the aggression and oppression of aggre- 
gated wealth. It more nearly than any other system distributes the 
wealth of a country among the many and prevents its vast and op- 
pressive accumulation in the hands of afew. Under that system, 
the laborer has a voice in fixing the reward of his toil. He is in com- 
petition only with men who, like himself, desire to rise in the scale 
of human pro The rate of his wages is fixed on a scale admit- 
ting of the education of his children and home comforts and elegances 
for his family. Capital and labor are partners in the production of 
wealth. Free labor gives to the laborer a share in the profits of this 
partnership. labor gives to this country the intelligent masses 
which are the and strength of the nation. Under it men could 
arise from a condition of ceaseless toil, and by industry and economy 
acquire a competency. Under it the social conditions were not fixed 
and unalterable. It eliminated classhood in society and made oppor- 
tunities for advancement socially, politically, and financially equal 
among meh. Mark well the underlying reason. Free labor did this 
because it had only free labor to contend with in the field af competi- 
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tion. If a man desires the education of his children, a home for him- 
self, the comforts of civilized life in that home, a competency laid 
by for age, and, in short, the things which exalt and embellish life, 
his wages must have a rate making these 3 to him. In 
the division of the joint product of capital and labor the share of 
labor must be sufficient for the betterments mentioned. Capital will 
not concede this unless it must; so it follows that, where all labor de- 
sires to rise, all will demand the rate enabling it to doso. If one 
man wants a house, he is not enjoined by the competition of another 
who has a similar landable desire. Free labor then was and is what 
it is because of the character of the competition under that system. 
The character of the competition, then, is the t essential in a sys- 
tem of labor, This will be still more fully illustrated by penn fe 
considering slave labor. 

x SLAVE LABOR. 


Slave labor existed at the South. In that system capital owned 
the laborer. His clothing, his food, his dwelling, and all his desires 
and aspirations were under the absolute control of his owner. That 
owner took the fruits of his toil and surrounded himself with ele- 
gance, comforts, and refinements. Under a slave system there is no 

ispute between capital and labor as to the division of profits. In 
that system capital was a dictator; it had free choice in the division, 
and it took it all. It dwelt in mansions while labor crawled in a 
hovel; it reveled in the embellishments of learning, taste, culture, 
and refinement while labor groveled in squalor, poverty, ignorance, 
and filth, The one basked in the sunlight of heaven, the other bur- 
rowed in the dark caves of the earth. This was what hap ned when 
capital had the power to dictate as to the division of profits, and this 
is a fair indication of the extent of its generosity. Within this sys- 
tem the non-capitalist white man had no chance to rise. He had no 
place in the system. In its construction he was excluded. He could 
not demand a raté of wages or reward for labor including a home, for 
his pari e the slave, had only a hovel. He could not demand a 
rate with a b in it, because his competitor, the slave, had a mud 
floor. He could not command a rate with education for his children 
in it, for his competitor was not even the owner of his children. In 
short, he could not command the rate of wages that would enable 
him to rise, because capital turned from him by natural instinct to 
the chattel whose debasement was fixed, unalterable, and hereditary. 
In that system there were but two well-defined classes, to wit, cap- 
italists and slaves. Capital had no use for the more costly kind 
which admitted of the progress, the prosperity, or the happiness of 
labor, because slave labor supplied the demand; hence the non-cap- 
italist classes emigrated to the free-labor sections, or the few that 
remained consented to poverty and ignorance, The free man who 
labors cannot rise above the essential conditions of slavery if his com- 
petitor be a slave. Ceaseless toil under conditions of hopeless pov- 
erty is slavery in everything but a namo, So, then, it is brought 
again to view that it is the character of the competition which deter- 
mines the conditions of labor. Labor in competition with the desires 
and aspirations of civilization and enlightenment may hope to rise 
above a fate of endless servitude, but in competition with degrada- 
tion and barbarism it must despair in hopeless poverty, 


FREE OR SLAVE LABOR—WHICHT 


Here, then, are the two systems, standing at the extremes of the 
whole question. Slave labor has disappeared in fact, but only meas- 
urably in effect; and now comes its counterpart, its other self, its 
twin monster, Chinese labor. Here is the new competition. Look at 
it well. Which does it most resemble—free or slave labor? Remem- 
ber it is the character of the competition that will fix the status of 
labor. What will this invasion demand—a house or a hovel? Will 
it demand the elegances of the freeman or the squalor of the slave ? 
If it chooses the hovel, then the home will e ar as the inherit- 
ance of labor, for competition is the leveler. ill it demand a rate 
of wages including education for its children, the carpets, and books, 
and pictures, and music, of a civilized home? if not, then these things 
will be eliminated from the life of labor, for capital will, by force of 
an inherent law of accumulation, form a partnership with that part- 
ner who will make the smallest demand in the division of the profits, 
The competition of capital with capital in the same channel of activ- 
ity will force it to this: the manufactory paying the rate with the 
home and the education in it cannot compete with that which pays 
only the rate comprising the hovel. The competition of capital with 
capital, by force of the law of production, will seek and favor the 
cheapest labor, and it is by reason of this that the cheapest labor 
always drives out the dearer, The labor system of the Pacific States 
is rapidly forming around this new fact. The Chinaman’s grade of 
civilization offers a competition to the grade of civilization attained 
by white labor. As already shown, labor cannot rise above the level 
of its competition. The issue offered by slavery was the slave-hut 
against the home, and it is a renewal of that contest the Chinese 

nestion involves. This Chinese labor is the new slavery in America. 
Like the old slavery, it will drive out free labor ; like the old slavery, 
it will reduce the free labor of this country to its level; like the old 
slavery, it will admit of but two classes, to wit, capitalists and serv- 
ile laborers; like the old slavery, it tends to degrade all labor, or at 
least that kind of labor which is unskilled. 

I have sought in this to make apparent an antagonism which I 
plainly perceive between American civilization and that of the Chi- 


nese. The American, to sustain his 
wages consistent with that „while Chinese labor demands wages 
on a lower grade, thus offering a competition which in effect produces 
a reduction of our grade of civilization. If this contest were between 
two classes, each of whom desired to maintain the same ae of 
civilization, and the one by superior art, industry, ingenuity, and 
economy, was able to do so on lower wages, the other class would 
have no right to complain. The merit would be with the superior 
ingenuity and economy. But the case here is wholly different. This 
contest is between two grades of civilization. As the w descend 
toward that rate demanded by and sufficient for Chinese civilization, 
all the higher comforts and embellishments of life will disap 
from the heritage of labor. As the demand for the accessories and in- 
strumentalities of culture and refinement declines, the cost of their pro- 
duction increases, thus widening the space above the reach of the labor- 
9 Let me illustrate in a very primitive way. Whoever buys 
a book cheapens the cost of that bobk to another, because ten thou- 
sand copies may be sold at 50 per cent. of the rate on the scale of sales 
for one thousand copies. The Chinese do not buy a by their 
presence here they supplant that class of labor whic woni buy 
them, and by reason of the low grade of civilization they sup 
theyestablish rates in the rewardsof labor which make the pure 
of books difficult if not impossible. The same illustration may be 
used as to a piano, or a picture, or carpet, or a newspaper. Take the 
case of newspapers. The Chinese have been here thirty years. Yet 
they have not acquired in the slightest degree the reading or adver- 
tising customs of our own people. In the labor they perform, the 
supplant a population which would patronize our literature an 
thereby contribute to the introduction of literature to the lowest con- 
ditions. In short, it seems clear to me that in the competition be- 
tween the two grades of civilization the r ground will be 
found on a plane far below our own, and but little above that of the 
Chinese, because the latter is so rigid, so slow, and so tenacious, I 
do not mean to apply this to all classes, On the contrary, I think I 
see clearly the growth of a class possessed of greater wealth and con- 
ee of more enlarged opportunities than would exist under the 
ordinary free-labor systems of this country. 

ALLUREMENTS TO CAPITAL. 

In fact this new slavery holds out alluring prospects to the capi- 
talist classes. Americans are all capitalists in intention, just as in 
the other time the ambitions and spirited were slaveholders in inten- 
tion, so that the number in favor of Chinese immigration is much 
larger than is generally supposed, This class is silent because it be- 
lieves nothing can or will be done in the premises. The present and 
prospectively rich appreciate the advantages this new system of labor 
offers and will contest the case strongly before the close of the con- 
flict. As soon as the public mind rests in the belief that the evil is 
in the way. of ultimate extinction the paroxysm will subside and the 
processes by which it is obtaining a firmer hold will be resumed. I 
do not see sufficient reason for regarding this conflict as merely local. 
The same inherent laws govern capital and labor everywhere, while 
in the millions who now overpopulate the Chinese Empire the supply 
of the new species ef labor is practically inexhaustible. The lon 
the evil subsists the more ineradically it will become interwoven with 
every interest and condition. In the case of slavery it was always 
possible to abolish it, and thus elevate the aspirations of the slave to 
the plane of the civilized free man. But it is a difficult matter to 
abolish the religious ideas and fixed aspirations of a civilization con- 
stantly re-enforced from an inexhaustible fountain. I cannot regard 
this contest in any other light than as the most notable and signifi- 
cant in the history of this country. It is the incipient stages of 
another race hegira, modified in conformity with modern conditions 
and institutions, but not less a displacement of one race by another 
than in the notable instances you will readily recall. The problem 
presented is one involving the establishment of a system of labor not 
merely cheaper than that obtainable in the free-labor system of this 
country, but possessing such organic features as embrace all the ele- 
ments of an independent and antagonistic civilization. It promises 
only the degradation of our own. 


THE AMERICAN SYSTEM BETTER. 


An accomplished gentleman, a member of the California bar, Judge 
Boalt, writing on this subject, after saying that our system has led 
us to believe that it is a good thing to promote schools and educate 
children, to contribute to churches and hospitals, to eat clean food 
and wear clean clothes, to think that overcrowding leads to immo- 
rality, that plenty of air and sunlight are necessaries of life, that our 
old and infirm must be properly cared for, that our habits, customs, 
and system of life are modeled on this standard, that it is impossible 
to change it at once, and until it is changed the Chinamen will always 
beat us in a competition where the habits that he learned in China 
are pitted against the habits we learned in America, says: 


e of civilization, must have 


Measured by the peace, prosperity, conten ess, cheerfuln 
people, should we have made any progress! I think not. 
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Ido not care to 
although it is ine 


further into this subject at the present time, 
austible. The people of the Pacific States de- 
mand relief. Iam glad that their ernest is beginning to be heard. 
rk hing convention of laboring-men that assembled at Toledo on the 
of February, representing nearly every State in the Union, unan- 
imously resolved that 

The importation of servile labor into the United States from China is a 8 
of Ken most serions importance, and we recommend legislation looking to its sup- 
p on. 

The press of the country is treating the question seriously and 
fairly, as becomes its dignity ; for instance, the Chicago Times says: 

It becomes almost daily more plain that the “Chinese question” is one which it 
is nseless trying to ignore. Since the landing of the first ship-load of Asiatics at 
San Francisco it has grown in importance. m a mere local question, of concern 
only 10 a small and remote community, it has gradually assumed the magnitude of 
a question of national concern, which those who exercise the national authority 
cannot dismiss by the sentimental observation that America is “an asylum for the 
oppressed of all nations. Men are beginning to discern that that once touching 
remark has many no sense in it, and that to say that America is an al use for 
the paupers of all countries, or a hospital for all the lepers on the globe, would be 
to express about the same meaning. 

Other eastern papers have of late adopted this tone. A commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives at the present session has favor- 
ably reported the resolution under consideration, and in a printed 
report ably elaborates the objections to the inflow of this heathenish 
Asiatic tide. $ 

There are Senators who do not assent to the objections which are 
made against Chinese immigration. Oneof them personally assured 
me that he wished there were fifty thousand Chinese in his State. I 
do not second his wish for the sake of me pepe of his State—a State 
in which the foot of a slave has never trod unless on his way toward 
freedom and the North Star. But if Senstors wish this treaty to 
stand, and this importation of coolies to continue, let them make the 
treaty equal. We aro admitted to five ports in China, Let the Chi- 
nese be confined to five ports in America, and let those ports be on 
the Atlantic. If this immigration suits you, take it. We object to 
it, for we know by bitter experience its immitigable curse. 

PERSONAL REFERENCES. 


To the personal references made by this document I pro to pay 
slight attention. It is basely libelous of the people of the Pacific. 
It is scurrilously abusive of the representatives of California in Con- 
gress. It talks of these as “political aphides.” It declares that I 
sat on the commission in violation of my oath as Senator. I quote: 

Consider that one of the Senators went into the in tion an officer of an 
association pledged to expel this people, in violation of the y he was sworn to 

o: 
g. 


observe as one of tho laws, (seo © 1169, Appendix F, int ial com- 
mittee, and tbe testimony, 3 — 261) of . — U. Ki h predlent of the 


report, page 
“Anti-Chinese Union,“ that 2 Bir, BARGEST, was a member thereof, and “one of 
the vice-presidents,” and the constitution was presented in the presence of the 
Senator, the second article whereof declares its object to bo “ to compel the Chi- 
nose living in the United States to withdraw from the country.” 

I reply, first, I have never taken any oath to observe any treaty or 
law. Second, the witness who produced the constitution of the Anti- 
Chinese Union testified, after reading the names of honorary mem- 
bers, including both Senators from California, all the Representatives 
in Congress, the governor and other officers of the State, prominent 
lawyers, &c., that “all the prominent citizens of the State are in the 
list.“ It was a mere personal compliment. He explained that their 
names were used without the knowledge of the parties, and they 
were informed of their election afterward. I believe I received such 
a notice and do not think Jever acknowledged receipt of it. The con- 
stitution in question provided— ~~ s 

Fourth. That only lawful means shall be used in the suppression of Chinese immi- 
gration, and the expulsion of the Chinese from the United States. The club shall 
not arm its members, nor organize itself into a military company. 

Fifth. That the club, and cach member thereof, will refrain from molesting, abus- 


ing, or mal hinamen and discourage and prevent, as far as ble, all 


C 
unprovoked 1 upon Chinose residents. 

With an organization with such purposes I would cheerfully co- 
operate as freely as I would have done with an anti-slavery club 
before the war, or join a party with principles and purposes like 
those of the republican party of 1856, of which I was a member. On 
fon ree this flippant document assails a Senator us violating 

is oath. 

But I have not done with the author of this precious screed. By 
reference to Senate documents, second session Thirty-Second Con- 
8 of document 56, Senators will find a letter of Elisha 
esey, Comptroller of the Treasury, addressed to Joseph C. G. 
Kennedy, superintending clerk of the census, in which he says: 

It is my duty as an accounting officer to resist all false and fraudulent accounts 
that are for my revi ; and a part of your accounts are of that char- 
acter. If you suffer by having your charges tested by the truth, it is a necessary 
consequence of your dishonesty. 

In Senate report 1, page 37, Senate documents, special session 1853, 
will be found a report of a select committee appointed by the Senate 
which contains the following findings: 


From this it appears that the said items in the account of Mr. Kennedy were 
false; and, in regard to this point, the committee are of opinion and report, that 
Mr. Kennedy in this transaction attempted to obtain a credit on the Treasury of 
the United for nearly 8400 by false and 3 pretenses. 


Another finding is: 


A. E. Kennedy was employed by Mr. Kennedy, Superintendent, as a clerk in the 
Census Office, at a of $1,000 per annum, on the condition that one-half of his 
for the benefit of a lady, a near relative or connection of 
Tue committee deem it clear that in this transaction 
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gress, 
Whitt 


Mr. Kennedy exhibited a dn nye pred Eo OSAS ip ca 
means of availing himself e public funds, to the extent men for his own 
private emolument and 5 or that of his family. 

If such acts are not the characteristics of an official aphis, no such 
thing exists. 

Perhaps Lowe a word to exonerate the committee from the aspersions 
of absenteeism cast upon it. Mr. Morton was in constant attendance 
when his bodily infirmities permitted. Senator Cooper was a con- 
stant and patient attendant. I never missed a moment of any session, 
neither did Mr. Piper. Mr. Wilson declined to serve at the time of 
his appointment, and did not act or report. Mr. Meade was the only 
one who was absent when part of the testimony was taken. The 
document which came in after Mr. Morton’s death as his minority 
report, was a mere fragment, with large gaps in it, and so inconsistent 
with his remarks in the Senate at the time the majority report was 
presented as to raise the suspicion that it did not 70 his views, 
and perhaps was not prepared under his hand. It ignored the creat 
mass of the testimony taken, and dealt with the most superficial as- 
pects of the question, lacking the breadth that characterized his usual 
productions. 

But I have detained the Senate too long upon this question, vital 
as it is to the people of the Pacific. My excuse must be the momen- 
tous consequences that depend upon it. 

Mr. President, I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, e 

Mr. BOOTH. Idid not know until yesterday that this subject was 
coming up for discussion to-day, and before the resolution is com- 
mitted I desire that it may go back to the table, and next week I 
shall ask the Senate some time to hear me upon the subject, if my 
colleagne has no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. Notatall. I should like to hear my colleagne on 
the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to refer may be regarded as 
pending. The joint resolution will go to the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of re i eee by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Abbaus, its Clerk, announced that the House had Leyes a bill (H. R. 
No. 3721) to remove the political disabilities of Robert H. Chilton; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The g e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1074) to authorize tho construction of a bridge. 
across the Missouri River at or near G w, Missouri; F 

A bill (H. R. No. 1104) for the relief of John Pulford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims 1 ei to Congress under section 2 of the act approved June 
16, 1874, by the Secretary of the Treasury; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2860) changing the times of holding terms of the 
district court for the district of West Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3296) for the relief of Captain William L. Foulk; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue certain arms to the Washington Light Infantry, of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 82 
ammunition to the Territory of I 
3, 1876. ` 


roviding for issuing arms and 
o under the act approved July 


INVITATION TO BUREAU OF ENGRAVING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following tele- 
graphic communication : 


From Treasury Department.] 
WasmNorox, D. C., March 7, 1878. 
To Hon. W. A. Wu 
President 


EELER, 
af the United States Senate. 

Sin: The exhibit prepared by the Bureau of Engraving and Prin of the 
Treasury Department will be shipped for Paris on Saturda next. Th cata of 
two frames, one of which contains the portraits of all the Presidents and 
many of the Cabinet officers, as well as members of the Senate and Louse of Rep- 
resentatives, and military and naval officers. The other frame contains specimens 
of the various denominations of the legal-tender currency and tho United States 
bonds, the whole being intended to exhibit perfection of art as applied to the prep- 
aration of the securities of the Government. It may be a matier of interest to 
members of Congress to have an opportunity of Fg Ag exhibit before shipment 
and will be glad to show it to any of them who may do me the honor to call at the 
bureau either to-morrow or Saturday morning. 

Please extend this invitation in any way deemed by you most fit. 


Very respectfully, 
- meri e EDW. McPHERSON, 
Ohief of Bureau of Engraving and Printi 

: HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. No. 3721) to remove the political disabilities of Rob- 
ert H. Chilton was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

BENJAMIN HOLLADAY, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I now ask that the bill to which E 
referred this morning—that is, the bill referring the claim of Ben- 
jamin Holladay to the Court of Claims for adjndication—be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be taken up in pursuance. of the 
order entered. 

Mr. SPENCER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me to 


ng. 
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ate the ne we had under discussion in the morning hour to be fin- 
shed now 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think this bill can be disposed of 
in a very few minutes. 

Mr. SPENCER. If it can be I have nothing to say. If not, I shall 
call for the Hammond bill presently. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 346) referring the claim of Benjamin Holladay to 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. From the reading of the bill I notice that ex 
parte affidavits are to be received as evidence in the Court of Claims 
under the bill. To that I have a most decided objection ; and if no 
one else pro an amendment, I will. I call attention to this pro- 
vision of the bill: the claim is referred to the Court of Claims for 
adjustment “upon the affidavits and orders now before Congress, and 
such additional testimony as either party may present.” 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask the Senator from Michigan to 
read the next section. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The next section is: 


Sec. 2. That the said court shall have the power, in its discretion, to cause the 
fer cross-examination of any witness whose affidavit is now 


Mr. President, I do not believe in leaving that discretion even 
to the court. I have had sufficient experience in courts of justice to 
know how Loe Sten it is to rely upon ex parte testimony without 
the safeguard of a thorough cross-examination. I am in favor of this 
bill if the case can be referred to the Court of Claims upon such evi- 
dence as is ordinarily received in court; that is, legal evidence, the 
witnesses produced in court subject to cross-examination, or testimony 
taken by deposition and subject to cross-examination. All this is 
right and fair enough; but I see no necessity whatever in admittin 
mere affidavitsinevidence. The transactions to which this bill alludes 
are not of so ancient a date that living witnesses cannot be called to 
testify to them; and at the same time we are establishing a very dan- 
gerous principle to submit claims to any court upon other than legal 
evidence such as would ordinarily be received in courts of justice. I 
shall therefore move to strike out in the twelfth line of section 1 
the words “ affidavits and,” so as to leave all “orders” matters of 
evidence “ and such additional testimony as either party may present” 
to ascertain the amount of loss. In fact my objection would be an- 
swered by striking out simply the words “ affidavits and.” 

The VICE-P. IDENT, The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I should prefer to strike out still more, to 
make the bill read as follows: 

The same is hereby referred to the Court of Claims for adjustment upon such 
testimony as either party may present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment to the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is poe in lines 12 and 13 of section 1 
to strike out the words “the affidavits and orders now before Con- 

and strike out the word “ additional;” so that, if amended, the 
ill will read: 

The same is hereby referred to the Court of Claims for adjustment upon such 
testimony as either party may present. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know anything about the character of this 
claim, nor do I desire to say a word that will arage it here or else- 
where; but those of us who have had any e: ence in the matter of 
claims of this character in Congress for the last twenty years will be 
put a little upon their guard, I think, by the phraseology of this meas- 
ure. It has such a striking resemblance to some others that I know 
of that it really calls up old acquaintances tomy mind. Hereisa 


will admit when it is presented, leaving the Court of Claims to de- 
termine upon the character of the evidence and the competency of 
the evidence when it is presented. We should not here be asked to 
make competent by a resolution of Congress of this character testi- 
mony which wonld be otherwise incompetent; much less when we do 
not know what that testimony is should we thus make it competent 
by this bill or resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope this amendment will not prevail, and I 
do not think it ought to prevail, as a matter of right and justice, and 
ee N E s 4 

e are in the habit every day in Congress of passing upon claims 
of all kinds and character, claims of every deseri tiow that are pre- 
sented here, entirely upon ex e testimony. Claim after claim is 
adjudicated by Congress by the respective Committees on Claims of 
the two branches of Con and finally passed upon by the twe 
Houses, and the only testimony that is submitted, and upon which 
the committees and the two Houses are called to act, is ex parte, ex 
parte affidavits, without the power of cross-examination upon the part 
of the Government of any of the witnesses. In this particular case 
we propose to depart from that rule ; we propose to give the Govern- 
ment a 2.85 to come in and investigate this claim, a right to the 
Attorney-General to appear in court, a right to call witnesses upon 
the part of the Government, new witnesses, witnesses whose affidavits 
have nat been taken or filed in the case; and not only so, but the 
right to call witnesses whose affidavits are filed, if they are to be 
found, if they are living, and cross-examine them. This bill provides 
specifically for that. Now, where is the harm, I submit, or the in- 
justice in permitting the case that has been presented to the Senate 
and to the committee of the Senate going as a part of the case, not 
as the whole case by any manner of means, but as a part of the case, 


& | to the Court of Claims, so that the Court of Claims may have the case 


before them as it is presented here by the petition and papers, givin: 
the court and giving the Government the right to go into a full an 
thorough investigation of this whole matter outside and beyond any- 
thing that appears on the papers! 

Mr. President, I submit, further, this statement in regard to this 
matter: that this claim was before the Committee on Claims of this 
body at the last Congress and was reported favorably, after a careful 
investigation, with a similar bill to the one now before the Senate. 
At the present session it was considered by the Committee on Claims, 
and, I may say, perhaps without Ve any secrets of the com- 
mittee, that it was considered at a time when every member of that 
committee was present. It was discussed thoroughly, carefully ex- 
amined, the bill criticised, amended, and unanimously agreed to. 
It was thought by the committee that, inasmuch as we were passing 
upon claims here every day on mere ex parte testimony, it would not 
only not be wrong, but that it would be essentially right and a mat- 
ter of mere simple justice to the claimant in this case that the affi- 
davits that he had taken in order to support his claim before Con- 
gress in making the demand fora direct appropriation should be per- 
mitted to go to the court. Therefore, while I know that the amend- 
ment is moved in all faith by the Senator from Michigan, and 
for the purpose of having this bill in proper form, it seems to me that 


no injustice can be done the Government at all by passing the bill 
as it The proposition is not to legalize these affidavits. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator us what effect it does have on 
the affidavits? 


Mr. MITCHELL. It simply sends these affidavits to the Court of 
Claims for their examination. 

Mr. DAWES. Would they be excluded from their examination if 
it were not for this bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Perhaps they would. I do not think they ought 


proposition to legalize in the Court of Claims affidavits that we do | to be. 


not know anything of the character of, affidavits now “before Con- 
gress.” What they are, what they are abont, what is the subject- 
matter to which these affiants have made oath, does not spoar. 

The reference may be all right and may be proper; but I have 
known cases where a reference been made to a tribunal created 
by law in very much this phraseology, and the consequence has been 
that there has been e in yery munt this way testimony before 
the tribunal created to adjust the claim that amazed everybody when 
it got there, and amazed much more everybody who saw the result 
that grew out of it. I allude to claims that were by just such a res- 
olution or bill as this submitted for determination elsewhere on such 
evidence as was then “before Con It turned out that those 
who had presented the claims to Congress and got the resolutions 
through had culled out of papers on file in the Departments just that 
part of the testimony which seemed to them to be most germane and 
seemed to them to be the only proper testimony to ascertain the 
exact truth. When it came to be presented before the tribunal, the 
tribunal itself in giving judgment upon the claim stated (and it is a 
matter of record) that it was very much embarrassed and circum- 
scribed in its conclusions by the phraseology of the resolution which 
submitted the claim to its determination to be determined entirely 
upon a particular kind of evidence. 

Now, the amendment of the Senator from Michigan brings this 
matter before the Court of Claims upon any proper evidence in the 
world. I do not know the character of this claim; but I can conceive 
of no claim that itis proper tosend to the Court of Claims which can 
depend on any other evidence than that which the Court of Claims 


8 Mr. DAMIN: Then it has the effect of making them testimony, 
oes it not 

Mr. MITCHELL. They go-there for what they are worth, but as 
a matter of course the Senator from usetts wi with 
me that, if it appears to the Court of Claims, after calling witnesses, 
as the Government has a perfect ngus to do, and investigating this 
matter, that the facts are different from those shown by any affida- 
vits filed, then, as a matter of course, no court would regard them for 
a moment, 

Mr. DAWES. That I suppose would be so in any court without 
any such resolution or bill; that is, if any testimony presented in 
support of a claim should be shown by the Government to have no 
foundation, the court would not allow if fora moment. So there is 
some force to be given by this bill or resolution to these papers, and 
I understand from the Senator that the object of it is to make them 
competent testimony. Is not that it? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The object is to send the whole case asit stands 
here now, and all the papers, to the Court of Claims; and there is 
nothing unusual about that. I think there is ample precedent for 
just ar proceedings. The petition is sent there; the papers are 
sent there. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Does not the Senator know a great many 
ample precedents to have been very dangerous to the Government? 

Mr. MITCHELL. A great many. There is no question about that. 

Mr. DAWES. It was because of the precedents that I got alarmed 
at this phraseology. If there had not bin any precedents perhaps 
I should have been led into letting this go. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator from Massachusetts has 


some other kind of case in his mind. I do not wish to discuss the 
bill, however. It was unanimously to by the committee. 

Mr. KERNAN. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan will be adopted. This bill proposes to refer a number of claims 
of this claimant for losses to the Court of Claims for “adjustment, 
upon the affidavits and orders now before Con and such addi- 
tional testimony as either p may present.” I do not think we 
should refer them there upon those affidavits; no court would per- 
mit a party to file ex parte affidavits as evidence. I think we should 
refer the case there to be established by such competent evidence as 
the court by its rules shall allow. It adopts rules for taking deposi- 
tions. Surely to refer the case by law upon the affidavits before the 
committee, so that the court might be required to decide upon them 
alone, would be very unjust. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. GORDON. I would agree with my friend from New York if 
his premises were true, that the court was compelled to accept these 
affidavits. 

Mr. KERNAN. I said the court might be. If neither party pro- 
duced anything further they would be bound by this law as I under- 
stand it ‘upon the affidavits and orders now before pr bees and 
t= additional testimony us either party may present.” There may 

none. 

Mr.GORDON. The fact simply is that the Government is supposed 
to be taking care of its own interests in the Court of Claims. It is 
not sup that the Government is going to accept this testimony 
without sifting it; and the bill expressly provides that the Govern- 
ment shall counteract this testimony by other testimony. Are we to 
sit here and say that this man whose property was destroyed hy the 
Indians, if he shall have a chance at all before the Court of Claims, 
shall be deprived of the benefit of the evidence taken at the time, 
upon the spot, consisting of the affidavits of men who were present, 
many of whom may have died since? It is proposed that he shall go 
with this evidence before the court. The Government can sift this 
testimony. If it is not true testimony, it can countervail it by other 
testimony. It strikes me as a very extraordinary proposition to de- 
pan a man of his testimony, if we are going to let him have a chance 

court at all. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. What the Senator from Georgia has said 
would apply equally in all cases, and you might just as well then 
submit to a court in any case the testimony on one side upon ex parte 
affidavits without any power of cross-examining the witnesses. Is 
that a just and fair proposition of law? Is that the way to reach the 
truth in the trial of any cause? I think the experience of this Gov- 
ernment ne pa by this time to have taught us the danger of mere 
ex parte evidence. True we have to receive that here before the Com- 
mittee on Claims, but it is a most unwholesome mode of legislation. 
It arises merely from necessity, because our committees are not armed 
with the same means of producing testimony and securing the right 
of cross-examination that exists in courts of law or courts of equity. 
It is merely from necessity that we resort to this before our commit- 
tees. But here no such necessity exists, and I see no more propriety 
in permitting affidavits in a case like this than in any other case sub- 
mitted to a court of law to be heard before a court and jury. 

True you may bring witnesses to contradict the affidavits, as the 
Senator from Georgia says; but that is true in every case, as I before 
remarked. That does not permit, however, an affidavit to be intro- 
duced in other cases, and I see no reason why it should not in this. 
The transactions here spoken of, as I have already remarked, are not 
so ancient aud so entirely unknown that living witnesses cannot be 
bronght to testify to all the necessary and material facts, in my opin- 

on 


But here is one thing suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts 
which strikes me as having great force. What does this Senate know 
of any of these affidavits, that it is rendering competent evidence be- 
fore that court? Do Senators know anything of it? Perhaps the 
Committee on Claims may know something of them; but does any 
other Senator know anything about them? I am sure I do not. But 
I do not put the case at all upon the character of the affidavits, but 
upon the impropriety of permitting affidavits when witnesses can be 
brought to testify to the facts. 

Mr. President, if it be in order to propose to amend the amendment 
which I ‘offered, I will now propose to amend the amendment by 


adding 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator may modify his amendment. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I will modify it so as to insert the word 
“competent” before the word “ testimony” in the thirteenth line, 
after the word “additional” stricken out, or in place of that word. 
d The question is on the amendment as 
Mr. CHAFFEE. I hope this amendment will not prevail. This 
amendment is in effect authorizing a claimant to go into the Court 
of Claims after denying him all of his testimony. While I know 
nothing about this individual claim, I do know that there are a 
great many citizens of the State of Colorado who have similar 
claims, and they have been advised by the heads of the Departments 
to- perfect their testimony, and they perfected their testimony by 
obtaining affidavits. If they had not perfected their testimony in 
a E. to their losses and spoliations of their property, the witnesses 
and testimony would have been scattered to the four winds of the 


earth, for in many instances this destruction of property happened 
from twelve to twenty years Now the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan is to allow this claimant—and I know nothing 
about his claim—to go into the Court of Claims without any of this 
kind of testimony, no matter what it may be worth. I protest against 
this because I have constituents who have similar claims who are 
now looking for some plan of having their claims adjusted, and I have 
letters from a great many asking legislation of this kind. They have 
to depend upon the affidavits they have obtained heretofore. They 
have perfected their testimony in accordance with the advice of the 
Secretary of the Interior in some cases, and they have in a great 
measure to depend upon these affidavits, this kind of testimony, in 
order to be able to receive any adjustment of their claims. Now, 
then, it occurs to me in this single case that if this claimant is denied 
the privilege of introducing affidavits to substantiate his claim, it 
will be equivalent to denying him any right or any chance to obtain 
justice in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when the Committee en Claims had 
this case under consideration it took a great deal of pains to ascer- 
tain whether there was a substantial foundation for the right that 
was claimed here, and after having ascertained that there was a sub- 
stantial ground for relief they felt themselves embarrassed in ascer- 
taining the amonnt of the damages, because nothing but er ne 
affidavits were presented to show what the real amount of the - 
ages ought to be. Opinions would vary very much of course in re- 
gard to matters of this kind, and there was a great difficulty, and 
there must be necessarily a great difficulty in getting testimony in 
reference to a transaction that took place off in the northwestern 
Territories, and particularly when it occurred in a time of hostility. 
The committee therefore, after having arrived at the conclusion that 
the claimant was entitled to relief, declined the duty which would 
otherwise have devolved upon them of ascertaining the amount in 
order to obtain more certain information upon a cross-examination 
of the witnesses as to the true and real amount of the damages which 
the claimant was entitled to. It has been stated on the floor of the 
Senate to-day, I believe, or if it has not been stated it will be by 
Senators who know the fact, tbat some of the witnesses who made 
affidavit to the services rendered and to the amount of damages sus- 
tained have died. 

The Court of Claims had no jurisdiction of this case. The claimant 
had no power by the ordinary legal methods of procedure to perfect his 
evidence. He had to come before Congressto have his claim consid- 
ered in that form that most of the claims if notall the claims that are 
presented are here considered, by the presentation of ex parte affidavits. 
After the committee had ascertained that this claimant was entitled 
to relief and after the committee had expressed its unwillingness to 

roceed to ascertain upon the evidence before it as to thè amount of 

that he was entitled to claim against the Government, it 

seemed to be e Do right that in Sap seer the case to the Court 

of Claims Mr. Ho y should have the benefit of the testimony of 

those witnesses who were unimpeached and we understand unim- 

peachable, made in the form of affidavits to be laid before the Court 

5 3 Therefore the committee in reporting this bill reported as 
ollows : 

But committee are not that the value and amount of property taken, 
or the loss suffered by the should be determined on ex parte alfidavits 
alone; but believing that it is a case wherein the rights of the Government can 
only be promptly protected by an exercise of the pri of cross-examination, 
and by a thorough n jurisdiction, wherein the 
Government be represented by counsel, wherein not only the right of 
cross-examining the claimant's witnesses, but also to call witnesses of its own, 
shall exist, your committee decline to t the prayer of memorialist, and refuse 
to recommend a direct appropriation; but, forthe reasons herein stated, would re- 
fer the claims of memorialist to angling bill 3 for eee errr — 

re accom recommen: — 

aren, the stinct statement that nothin herein stated shall be regarded us a rule 

recedent fixing the liability of the Government to mail contractors in any case 
wherein the pecaliar circumstances of this case as herein presented are absent. 


It was a very peculiar case. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
a question. 

. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. If the bill passes as it is re d from the com- 
mittee would it alter the rules of evidence and make that evidence 
in this particular case which would not be evidence in general cases 
before the court? 

Mr. MORGAN. It would make that evidence in the Court of Claims 
upon which the Committee on Claims has continually acted in the 

owance of claims, Hundreds of thousands of dollars are voted 
through the Senate and House of Representatives annually upon ex 
parte affidavits. We have no other means of collecting testimony be- 
fore the committees of the two Houses than by ex parte affidavits,and 
we vote money freely whenever we are satisfied that the testimony 
establishes the justice of the claim and the amount of the claim. But 
in this case, in order to give the Government additional protection, 
we 131 7 . from a rule upon which we have acted almost uniformly; 
and while we regard this claim as being sufficiently established upon 
its merits by the evidence produced before us, we prefer to give the 
Government the benefit of a cross-examination, but in doing so we do 
not conceive that it is right when we send a party into court to de- 
prive him of the benefit of those affidavits upon which every other 
party before Congress has been permitted to have his claim deter- 
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mined, so that we should discriminate in this case against Mr. Holla- 
day rather than in his favor. ; OT, 

The Senate ought to do one of two things: it ought to provide a 
system of rules and regulations by which witnesses can be cross-ex- 
amined, and by which testimony can be brought before the Commit- 
tee on Claims as before a court; or else it ought to permit er parte 
affidavits to control as they do now in the decisions of the committee; 
and when the committee decide that it is proper to refer a case to the 
Court of Claims for the ascertainment of the amount of damages in 
any particular instance, the claimant ought not to be deprived of the 
testimony of those witnesses, taken regularly and presented to the 
committee in due form, it ip Ropar ed of the very kind and nature 
upon which cases are decided day by day by the committees and by 
Con . This was a unanimous report upon the part of the com- 
mittee, and the effect of the action of the committee was to protect 
the Government more perfectly than had been the habit in many 
eases that have heretofore passed unquestioned through both Houses 
of Congress. : 

Mr, HEREFORD. Mr. President, the report in favor of sending 
this claim to the Court of Claims comes to us from the Committee on 
Claims. The question was asked a moment ago by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Jounston] whether or not the two provisions of this 
bill do not change the law of evidence. As a matter of course, in one 

t the bill would change the law of evidence; but there is the 
additional consideration to be taken into view in that connection that 
we are also changing the forum. Mr. Holladay, and that was the view 
of the committee, had the right, and has the right to-day, to come 
before this body for relief. He had a right to come before this body 
for relief with the character of testimony which was presented, but 
it being such a claim the committee thought another tribunal 
ought to examine it as to its extent. Therefore we say to Mr. Holla- 
day, “ We will not examine into your case ourselves, but we,will send 

‘ou to another court.” There was a similar report made in the last 
Tongreie The report laid before this body to-day is the same as that, 
both committees satisfied that there is a certain amount of 
money due Mr. Ho y for carrying the mail from 1860 to 1866; 
but both committees thought, it being for such a large sum, it ought 
not to rest entirely on ex parte testimony, provided General Gov- 
ernment sought to contravene or could contradict the testimony that 
we had before us. 

The case presented is this: Mr. Holladay had a right to come to 
this tribunal, which he did, for his relief. The testimony that is now 
before us was competent testimony; but we say to him, “We will 
send you to another court.” The argument of gentlemen who favor 
the amendment is, “We will send you to another court and in doing 
that we will deprive you of the testimony that you have been at great 

se in obtaining.” Ido not think that is right. The bill pro- 
vides in its first section that these affidavits may be used or any other 
testimony that the Government or the petitioner may desire; and it 
farther provides in section 2: 

That the said court shall have the power, in its discretion, to cause the production 
for cross-examination of any witness whose afidavit is now before Congress. 

Therefore, if the Court of Claims has any doubt as to the truth 
of any fact stated in any one of these affidavits, it will have the right 
and power to force a witness before that court and to take his testi- 
mony on cross-examination. Hence we think the Government is en- 
tirely protected. If one of these witnesses should be dead the com- 
mittee does not think that Mr. en Gy be deprived of the 
benefit of that court for that reason. at is the view of the com- 
mittee, I hope that neither of the amendments which have been 
suggested will prevail, but that this bill will be passed as it is re- 
ported by the committee. We think that both the rights of the Gov- 
ernment and the rights of the petitioners are amply protected. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I cannot, for one, support a bill which refers a 
case to a court and undertakes to establish new rules of evidence 
applicable to that particular case which would not apply to every 
other case before the court. It is not only proposed to give this psd 
the privilege of going before a court which has power and jurisdic- 
tion in the case, but the further privilege of going before the court 
with evidence that no other claimant could offer in any other case 
before the court. It seems to me it is too much for the party to ask 
Congress not only to pass a special law allowing him to go before the 
court when he can now go there, but to authorize him in the same 
law to produce as evidence before the court what another suitor in 
the same court could not produce. Therefore I for one cannot vote 
for the bill unless the amendment offered by the Senator from Mich- 
igan prevails. 

Mr. KERNAN. Another suggestion I wish to make. Ido not want 
to be captious. It will be observed that this is not a bill to have the 
court adjudge that the Government is indebted to this gentleman. 
We by act of Congress, as I understand it, declare that we owe him 
something in the way of dama and we only send the case there 
that they may adjust the amount. it true asa matter of law known 
to any lawyer of experience, in regard to a claim of this kind for the 
loss of property by depredations of Indians upon a man who con- 
tracted to carry the mails, that the Government guarantees that he 
is to be paid the loss for those depredations? The claim which it is 
pre to refer to the Court of Claims for adjustment is, in the 
anguage of the bill: 

The claim of Benjamin Holliday, now before Congress, for spoliations by hostile 


in 


on his while carrying the United States mails durin, 
tnoe of Tadian Hostiitios on the line re n 

We by law are to say to the court, “ We do not send the case to you 
to say whether the Government is liable for this d or spolia- 
tion claimed, but we have adjudged that by the law,” as his counsel 
will say, “and you are simply to adjust how much there is of that kind 
of spoliation.” I think that is a novel mode of dealing with a claim 
against the Government when we refer it to the Court of Claims. 
Then, again, we say that the court shall adjust the amount “upon 
the affidavits and orders now before Congress.“ Wesay to the court, 
No matter what you think of it, that is evidence upon which you 
must adjust the claim,” if there be no contradiction or nothing better 
offered. Ido not think that is the right way to proceed. I agree 
with others that if we send the case to the Court of Claims we should 
send it there under the law by which that court shall deal with it as 
it does with all other claims, and let the court say what is compe- 
tent evidence and what is not. I submit to Senators that if wo pass 
this bill as to a claim which, I am told, amounts to $200,000, or some- 
ming like that sum, we shall have claims here of the same character, 
and by and by there will be a Ee explosion to the effect that great 
frauds have been perpetrated by sending cases there which were ad- 
justed on ex parte affidavits, taken without any one being present on 
the part of the Government at the time or ever after to see that the 
evidence thus obtained was truthful. 

Mr. MCDONALD. The same objection that the Senator from New 
York has raised to this bill occurred to me; and that is, that it isa 
confession of a liability on the part of the Government for losses. It 
is like a judgment by default taken with an order to assess the dam- 
ages. It is proposed to turn this case over to the Court of Claims for 
the purpose of assessing the damages and ascertaining the amount. 
It seems to me that this claimant has the only advantage in this bill 
that he onght, under any circumstances, to have, if he makes out a 
claim for gn before the Court of Claims by competent testimony; 
and for this bill to go further and to make affidavits on file here in- 
struments of damages it seems to me would be a strange proceeding. 
I certainly shall vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Minas y CHRISTIANCY. ] 

Mr. HILL. I know nothing of the character of this claim nor of 
the gentleman on whose behalf the bill is offered. I think it is en- 
tirely legitimate and 11 1 to refer the case to the Court of Claims; 
but the proposition that that court shall be bound by ex affida- 
vits and orders is to me a very singular proposition. It is a proposi- 
tion to change the rules of evidence which have been established for 
the guidance of courts of law; that is just what itis, Legislative 
bodies may consider ex parte affidavits and testimony in any form 
which they choose; they have the right and jurisdiction to do so; 
but it is to me a monstrous proposition to order a court of justice, 
which administers justice according to certain established rules of 
evidence, to accept as legal evidence er parte affidavits and orders 
presented before either branch of Congress. It is a direct and un- 
mistakable invasion of the established rule. The rules of evidence 
which govern courts have been established from time immemorial. 
fie tare the result of the experience and wisdom of the finest legal 
minds the country has ever known; and for this Congress to change 
the rules of evidence as to a court is to me a very anomalous propo- 
sition, and I cannot approve it with the lights before me. 

i Me MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

ion 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is there 3 more enormous, if that was 
the term used by the Senator, about this proposition, which is simply 
to send this case to the Court of Claims on the testimony that is 
here, giving to the Government the right to call all the witnesses it 
wishes, and not only that, but the right to call the very men who 
made the affidavits, if they can be found, and cross-examine them 
I want to know of the Senator from Georgia if there is anything 
more of enormity about that than there is in the Congress of the 
United States almost every day of its life Passing upon claims from 
the Southern States arising out of the rebellion upon wholly ex parte 
testimony ? 

Mr. HILL. There is a vast difference, and the difference is just 
this: the practice has always obtained, and it is a rule to-day that 
legislative bodies may take testimony by affidavit. Whether that is 
a wise rule or not is not for me to discuss. Legislative bodies aro 
not bound by rules of evidence as courts are bound by them. Legis- 
lative bodies have a larger discretion in passing se claims of this 
character than courts of justice. Ordinarily a claim ought not to 
come before Congress where it can be legitimately brought before a 
court. There may be something in a case which by reason of the 
strict rules of law a court may not be able to adjudicate, and it may 
come before Congress because Con is not bound by the strict 
rules of evidence that courts of justice are bound by. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to call 
his attention to the fact that the claims commission, established by 
Con which in a sense is a court, organized for the adjudication 
of claims arising out of the rebellion, receives er parte affilavits. It 
is doing so day after day, and reports the cases here to Congress upon 
ex fai testimony. It is certainly not a novel thing. 

„HILL. I am not discussing the propriety or the wisdom of 
establishing the claims commission, If Congress chose to give a 
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free agency of its own, taking something the place of a committee of 
Con really to investigate cases, extraordinary powers, I have 
nothing to say upon that. But here is a proposition to refer a case 
to a court, and you propose to the court that testimony, such as is 
never received in any court, which by the rules of evidence no court 
is allowed to receive, shall be evidence before it. That is my point. 
Where is to be the end if you begin this thing, if you set this prece- 
dent, if you say that the court in this case shall depart from the 
rules of evidence which bind all courts, and not only pass upon 
but accept, as I think this bill would compel them, the affidavits 
as they are and to consider them legal evidence? If you authorize 
the court in this case to pass upon it by virtue of ex parte affidavits, 
where is the end to be? You will have men applying to Congress 
directly, asking that Con shall direct and order that the court 
shall accept as evidence that which the court itself has rejected as 
evidence. It is opening too large a door. It is a proposition to change 
the Whole rules of evidence as to the Court of Claims and to esta 
lish a new rule of evidence, a rule of evidence that every lawyer and 
every judge knows has been rejected forever and is wholly incon- 
sistent with the idea of a court. 

You cannot administer justice in a court upon ex parte affidavits. 
I do not know any reason why this man should not g before the 
Court of Claims; but I do not understand why he should be allowed 

rivileges in taking testimony not allowed to any other claimant. I 
yi not see why he should be made an exception, why we should say 
he may go before the court and not be bound by the rales of evidence 
as every other party who into the court is bound by the rules of 
evidence. If you establish this exception in his behalf why shonld 
you not establish the exception in behalf of any other man? Why 
should you not therefore pass a general law providing that the Court 
of Claims shall pass upon the merits of cases upon er parte affidavits 
and orders taken before Co IT it is right in one case it is right 
in another case. If it is right at all it is right in all cases, and there 
ought to be a general rule. What Senator upon this floor would pro- 
pose now to change the rules of evidence and order any court to dis- 
regard the established fixed rules of evidence so as to determine cases 
by ex parte affidavits? It is dangerous, Mr. President; it is wrong, 
I think; and therefore, if no motion is pending to amend the bill, I 
move to strike out in lines 12 and 13 of section 1 the words “ the affi- 
davits and orders now before Congress and,” and to change the word 
“additional” into the word “legal,” before “testimony,” so as to 
rend: 

Upon such legal testimony as either party may present. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment is already pending. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I beg to say that the amendment now pend- 
ing inserts the word “ competent.” 

r. HILL. The word “competent” will do. With such an amend- 
meut I see no objection to the bill, but I am not prepared to vote for 
it in its present shape. If this is a case that we ong to pass npon 
on ex parte testimony we ought not to send it to the Court of Claims. 
Jf it isa case that the court can pa upon on legal testimony as the 
law now is, we ought not to send it to the court by a special act. If 
it is a case that has equity and justice in it, and if we are satisfied on 
the evidence that we are not bound by the strict rales of law, satis- 
fied by er parte evidence that this man ought to have relief, let us 
grant him relief. We have the power to doit. Weare not bound b; 
the rules of evidence as a court is bound by them; but to send the 
ease to the Court of Claims and instruct that court to investigate it 
upon evidence which nobody has a right to be bound by except Con- 
gress is wholly unusual in character and contrary to all the rules of 
evidence. It would be wrong in principle, and in my opinion it would 
be establishing a precedent which would be very dangerous. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is not a bill to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims at all; neither is it a bill to dispense with the rules 
of evidence in eases applicable to claims of this kind as decided by 
the constituted legal authorities of the United States. The bill does 
not even assume, as the Senator from New York seems to think, that 
the claimant is entitled to have a sum awarded to him. I will read 
the bill in order to get the Senate in possession of it: 

‘That the claim of jamin Holladay, now befo! gress, i 
hostile Indians on his property while e g the United Beata malls deine toe 
existence of Indian hostilities on the line of said mail-route; for property taken 
and 5 by ee 1 Tor ee Bonn a De ebe tates; and for 
with she on ers of the United States farbia, aa officer, ane egy ee is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for adjustment, upon the affidavits and 
orders now before Congress and such additional testimony as either party may 
present, to ascertain— 

Now here is the office of the additional testimony— 
the amount of losses of property and expenses sustained by him as aforesaid, and 


render 2 thereon. 
Src. the said court shall have the power, in its discretion, to cause the 
8 for oross- examination of any witness whose afidavit is now before 
ingress. 


Section 2 leaves it not only within the power of the court to reject 
the affidavit of a witness upon cross-examination, but leaves it to the 
intelligent discretion of the court to receive the affidavit in the event 
that the man cannot be produced. 

Mr. HILL. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HILL. The Senator says that section gives the court authority 
or discretion to reject an affidavit. I submit to him if that is a fair 
construction of that section. It gives the court discretion to require 
a cross-examination. 

Mr. MORGAN . “Of any witness whose affidavit is now before Con- 


Mr. HILL. But suppose you cannot produce the witness for cross- 
etna does that give the court authority to reject the affi- 

vit ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly it does. 

Mr. HILL. In the first section you have ordered the court to con- 
sider the affidavit. 

Mr. MORGAN. Subject, of course, to the provisions of the second 
section, and not otherwise. Now, the object of that provision was 
simply, as I have before remarked, that two of the witnesses vouched 
for by Senators, who have mal acquaintance with them as men 
of good character, happened to be perhaps the only persons who knew 
of the state of facts that existed at the time they gave their deposi- 
tions. They gave their depositions in conformity to law before a tri- 
bunal that has power to decide and also to award the damages and to 
make payment of damages: the Congress of the United States. They 
were competent witnesses before this tribunal; their evidence was 
received before this tribunal; and it would have been considered be- 
fore this tribunal as sufficiently conclusive of the right of the claim-. 
ant to recover and also to fix the amount of his damages, if we had 
chosen to observe the same rule in this case as we have observed in 
all other cases. But inasmuch as there was serious difficulty and 
embarrassment in ascertaining precisely how muchdamages Mr. Hol- 
laday had sustained in changing his mail route in compliance with 
the orders of the United States commanding officer, because of that 
particular feature, we thought it safer to refer the case to a tribunal 
whose business it was to investigate and who had leisure to investi- 
gate deliberately and fully all the facts of the case, thereby preserv- 
ing the Government against a loss or wrong by the use of en parte tes- 
timony. That seems to be a legitimate method of ascertaining dam- 
ages on the part of the Senate of the United States or its committees. 

I utterly disclaim that there was any intention on the part of the 
committee to force the court to take into consideration other testi- 
mony than that which the committee itself would have been required 
by the rules and practice before the committee to consider. As I re- 
marked when on the floor a few moments since, if the Senate of the 
United States does not intend that claims shall be supported by ex 
parte testimony, let it withdraw the claims that are sent before the 
Committee on Claims and refer the parties, under such provisions of 
law as ought to be framed, to the courts for their adjudication. The 
courts have not the jurisdiction in such a case as this, and the parties 
are compelled to come to Congress for justice. They have come upon 
ex parte testimony. Thousands and hundreds of thousands, yea mill- 
tee of dollars have been voted out of the Treasury upon er parte tes- 

imony. 

I presume that in the allowance of a claim against the Government 
we have no other discretion and no better . FAREY of exercising 
that discretion reasonably than a court would have; and, while we 
would feel ourselves authorized and justified to make a final and con- 
clusive ascertainment of the in favor of this claimant and 
to appropriate the money to pay the claimant, it seems to me neither 


y | to be a violation of justice nor of law nor of propriety that we should 


refer this character of evidence which we are willing to receive to 
the court, and invite the inquiry of the court into the damages in 
order to enable them upon such evidence to go on and ascertain the 
damages. I must refer, inasmuch as the Senator from New York has 
questioned the validity of this claim, to one of the facts. 

Mr. KERNAN. I do not profess to know anything about it. Ionly 
say that by this bill, as I understand it, we declare that we owe him 
for the claim. 

Mr. MORGAN. Suppose we do declare it? We ought to declare it 
for the reason that Mr. Holladay established a mail route over a cer- 
tain line, passing by certain designated geographical points, so as to 
supply mails to our distant Territories through a dangerous country. 
When Indian hostilities broke out in that section of the country, and 
the United States Army found that it had not the military stren, 
to march the men upon the prescribed route fixed by the Post-Office 
Department, they required Mr, Holladay tomake a change by certain 
established military posts, which carried him out of his way and 
caused him to lose a large amount of forage and his stage stands and 
to remove the whole line to a different route. He did so in compli- 
ance with the orders of the Government, and he continued, at very 
great peril to his property, if not to his person and to his employés, 
to supply mails to that distant country. In consequence of the change 
thus compelled by military orders, issued from the War Department 
of the United States Government, Mr. Holladay has sustained damage. 
The exact amount of the damage it was not convenient for the com- 
mittee, with the small amount of leisure at its command, to ascertain. 
Hence, in order that we might not do him injustice, and in order 
that we might provide that the Government be justly dealt by, we 
propose to remand the question of the ascertainment of the dam: 
if you please, though that is not the only question, to the Court 
Claims, and we say to them that inasmuch as Mr. Holladay has wit- 
nesses who are dead, who have given their affidavits pertinently in 
reference to the questions which are presented, and which w. be 
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valid evidence before the committee in the reference of this subject 
for the convenience of the Senate committee to the Court of Claims, 


we will not deprive him of that advantage which he would have if. 


we should proceed to consider the claim here and now. There is no 
injustice in that to the Government, but there would be great injus- 
tice if, when the Senate is referring this snbject to the Court of 
Claims for an inquiry as to the amount of damages, we should de- 
prive Mr. Holladay of that evidence which he has already secured and 
which we are bound to consider as being sufficient to justify the claim 
not only, but the amount of damages he claims, if we were to take 
the subject in hand and decide it for ourselves. If Mr. Holladay be 
deprived of the testimony of witnesses by having this matter referred 
to the Court of Claims, it would be better to send the case back to 
the Committee on Claims to take it up and work out the result in a 
satisfactory way to ourselves, and in a way which we hope would be 
satisfactory to the Senate, and we would work out that result on 
ex parte testimony. If the United States in that case would be 
mulcted in a certain amount of damages by Congress upon ex parte 
testimony, through the agency of one of its committees, is it any 
worse than if the Court of Claims in ascertaining the damages should 
consider the very same testimony? It seems to me, Mr. President, 
that this is “dividing the hair twixt the west and northwest side,” 
and that there is no substantial ground for objection to the bill as it 
is here proposed, but on the contrary, if the bill is defeated, or ifitis 
amended as proposed, we should do one of two things, either injure 
the Government or injure Mr. ae: 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Iam in favor, Mr. President, of referring this 
claim for adjudication to the Court of Claims, but I think that if the 
claim is referred the whole question involved should be referred. I 
think the criticism of the Senator from New York is just, and that 
we are not by the terms of this bill referring the question to the Court 
of Claims, whether or not the claim of Mr. Ho y isa valid and 
just claim and one that ought to be paid. We are concluding that 
ourselves by the passage of this act. We p= the necessary terms 
of the bill that he has a claim against the Government “ for spolia- 
tions by hostile Indians, on his property, while carrying the United 
States mails, during the existence of Indian hostilities on the line of 
said mail-route;“ and that it is a just claim and that it ought to be 
paid. We say further that there is another claim 3 taken 
and used by United States troops for the benefit of the United States;” 
and that that is a valid and just claim and ought to be paid; and that 
there is another claim “for losses of property and expenses incurred 
in changing his mail-route, in compliance with the orders of the United 
States commanding officer.” 

We do not refer to any question upon the validity of those claims 
to the Court of Claims for adjudication. We assume that they are 
valid claims, and we direct that they shall be paid; and, as 1 under- 
stand the bill, there is but one question arising upon those claims 
which is submitted, and that is, what is the amount which the United 
States onght to pay in the liquidation and settlement of those claims? 
It is, as stated, I think, by the Senator from Indiana, merely an in- 
quiry of damages after a judgment by default. 

Now with maaa to the testimony, I disagree with the honorable 
Benator from Alabama in his construction of the second section. If 
his construction of the second section were correct, it would go far 
in my opinion to obviate the objection which is raised upon the terms 
of the first section as to the admission of ex parte testimony. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama says that the true meaning of the second section 
is that the Court of Claims has discretionary power to require the 

roduction for cross-examination of any witness whose affidavit is now 
fore Congress, or otherwise to reject the affidavit. If that be the 
meaning, I do not see why language might not be used so that the 
section should read: “That the said court shall have the power in its 
discretion” not “to canse the production,” but “to requwre the pro- 
duction for cross-examination of any witness whose aftidavit is now 
before Congress, or otherwise to reject the affidavit.” 

My construction of the meaning of that section differs from that 

ut upon it by the honorable Senator from Alabama. Ido not seein 
its language anything which confers upon the Court of Claims the 
power to reject any aflidavit now before 8 for any cause what- 
ever. By the terms of the first section the claimant is referred to the 
Court of Claims for adjustment “ upon the affidavits and orders now 
before Con and such additional testimony as either party may 
present,” with discretionary power in the court to cause the produc- 
tion forcross-examination of any witness whose affidavit is now before 
Congress. But suppose the court cannot cause the production of a 
witness? It is the court that is required to act. It does not call 
upon the party and require the party to produce the witness; but the 
court is to “cause the production for cross-examination.” But sup- 
pose that means that it is to cause the production of the witness by 
requiring the party to produce him; and suppose the party does not 
do it; suppose the party is unable to do it; suppose the witness be 
dead or beyond seas or inaccessible or residing in parts unknown, 
where is there any authority in the court to say that for these reasons 
the production of the witness is excused, or, that not being so, it has 
any power to reject that pees of testimony which by the positive 
terms of the first section the party is authorized to produce f° 
8 = MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Certainly. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Upon what principle of right, I appeal to the 
Senator from Ohio, ought the court to exclude an afidavit in this 
case if the party maring it be dead? I ask the Senator to consider 
that question in connection with the other fact that Congress is day 
after day passing upon claims here upon wholly ex parte testimony, 
and when the very object of the Senate committee in reporting this 
bill to refer this case to the Court of Claims was to give the Govern- 
ment a better chance in this case than they have done generally in 
claims coming before Congress. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I do not see that it would not be just to allow 
the reading of an affidavit and the court to gre it such weight as it 
might be entitled to, where it was impossible to produce the affiant 
for cross-examination. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is all that was intended. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. What I am arguing is that that is not the 
meaning of this bill. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to put 
a question. 

. MATTHEWS. Very well. 

Mr. CHRISTAINCY. As between party and party, suppose a wit- 
ness be dead, would an er parte affidavit be allowed to be read? And 
if not why should it be here any more than between private parties? 

Mr, MATTHEWS. Certainly the ordinary rule between private 
parties litigating is that no testimony of the kind is competent unless 
at least the opposite party against whom the evidence is sought to be 
used had the opportunity of cross-examining. I might be willing to 
waive something in favor of the claimant as against the Government 
upon the construction of the Senator from Alabama, if that was made 
explicit, so as to give to the court discretionary authority upon all the 
circumstances to admit an affidavit even without a cross-examination, 
if in its opinion the purposes of justice would thereby be subserved, 
and not otherwise. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We have no objection to that. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, But I call the attention of the Senator to the 
first as of the case, and that is whether we ought to assume in this 
bill that these claims are valid aud just claims and such as ought to 
be paid whenever the amount is ascertained. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Allow me to suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
that it must be admitted, I presume, by every Senator, that, in the 
absence of any law, Mr. Holladay would have no standing in any 
court whatever. In other words, these are not legal claims, because 
there is no law in existence that makes them legal claims. Of course 
it is necessary that we should pass upon that question. 

Mr, MATTHEWS. I do not think it follows that we should neces- 
sarily pass upon that question, for if an amendment which I shall 

10 is adopted it will leave that question to the Court of Claims, 
n this way: add after the word “ ascertain,” in the fourteenth line 
of the first section, these words: 

If it shall be adjudged that the United States are liable therefor upon principles 
of natural justice. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, what are those principles ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS, Let the court say. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iinquire of the Senator. In legal jurisprudence, 
I should like to have a definition of that term. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Iwill tell the gentleman. They are those prin- 
ciples by which the courts of England and of this country from time 
immemorial have built up the t fabric of our jurisprudence—the 
application of the principles of natural justice to the changing rela- 
tions of men in all the yane of situations in which they have been 
placed from time to time. It is what is due ex aequa ct bono, what 
under the circumstances, 3 to the rules of morality, ouglit to 
be done, the same principles on which we adjudge. Why do we sa; 
if we pass this bill, that Mr. Holladay ought to be indemnified | ; 
Because it is right? Where does the gentleman find that reservoir 
of ret les according to which he adjudges as a Senator that that 
ought to be done which the Court of Claims or any court of justice 
would be excluded from the consideration off 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can the Senator from Ohio point toa case in all 
his experience—and he is an able lawyer with an extensive experi- 
ence—where any court was ever called upon to decide any case 
according to the principles of natural justice ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I can, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to know where it is. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Numerous ones, As early as the fourth volume 
of the Ohio Reports, the Senator will find a decision of the supreme 
court of Ohio delivered by Judge Wood in a case referred to it by 
a statute of Ohio to be decided exactly on those principles in so many 
words, and it was from the authority of that case which I had in my 
mind that I drafted the proposition to amend this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
whether the Senate is not as competent to determine whether the 
case falls within that rule as the Court of Claims ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Certainly, if we have the facts and if it is un- 
derstood that we are going into the examination of that question 
and have the testimony before us and hear the arguments and par- 
ticipate in the discussion, we can arrive at the conclusion which we 
must necessarily come to upon the one side or the other of that iden- 
tical question. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Then why refer it to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Precisely so. Then it becomes a mere question 
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of amount; and why are we not just as competent to determine that 
question as the Court of Claims on anything we choose to admit, 
while we are not bound by any technical rules of procedure. I do 
not know anything about these claims. Ido not know any of the 
facts. Ido not know any of the circumstances out of which the 
principle must be evolved which would determine the moral liability 
and responsibility of the Government. If we ought to do it in foro 
conscientiae, then I am in favor of doing it, and the Court of Claims is 
just as competent, in my judgment, to pass upon that question on the 
principles of natural justice as the Senate is or as Congress is. Iam 
willing to have it done either way. I am willing to have it taken 
up and discussed and decided here; but if it is to be referred, then 
let us not decide it in part, or if we decide in part let us decide upon 
evidence, upon a knowledge of the facts, upon an examination of 
the principles intelligently, rightfully, justly, toward both the claim- 
ant and the Government; but if it is to be referred, then let us refer 
the whole case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I sug to the Senator from Ohio that the 
Committee on Claims who investigated this matter found three 
things; that is, they found there was testimony enough before the 
committee to justify them in coming to the unanimous conclusion 
that upon the three points of claim made by Mr. Holladay he ought 
to beindemnified upon the principles of natural justice and of equity 
and of right between man and man, and between a man and a great 
government, They decided further that they did not feel at liberty 
on ex parte testimony before them to go on and adjudicate as to the 
amount of the claim. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. And therefore selected the Court of Claims 
to act on ex parte evidence. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; I beg pardon. And therefore they re- 
ported that the case should be sent to the Court of Claims for what 

urpose? We decided the question just as stated by the Senator 
m New York and the Senator from Ohio, There is no disguising that. 

I think we ought to have decided it. I think it was our duty to have 
decided it, and we did decide it, and the Senate is called upon now to 
decide it again; but believing that in estimating the amount that 
should be paid Mr. Holladay the Government ought to have theright 
to call witnesses of its own and examine them in reference to these 
several items of claim as to the amount, and also believing that the 
Government ought to have the right to call the witnesses who made 
these affidavits, if they are alive or can be had, and cross-examine 
them touching the matters contained in the affidavits filed before the 
committee, we came to the conclusion that the matter should be sent 
to the Court of Claims. I will answer the sotto voce question of my 
friend from Michigan,“ What is the use of the affidavits?” I sup- 


as a matter of fact, in some three or four cases the witnesses are | d 


ead. I suppose that is the fact. That fact had an influence with 
the committee. They thought it would be a great hardship on Mr. 
Holladay if he was deprived of these affidavits for whatever they 
might be worth before the Court of Claims, believing as the commit- 
tee did that the Government could not ibly be injured when they 
had a right to call other witnesses touching the same matter. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to 
ask a question! 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not want to take the floor from my friend 
from Ohio. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I was going to ask the question if the same 
contingency and the same hardship does not often arise between in- 
dividuals in courts of justice, and if on account of that hardship such 
ex parte affidavits are admitted in evidence? 

r, MITCHELL, 1 will say to my friend from Michigan who has 
been on the bench a long while, and he knows what I am about to 
say is the fact, that courts of justice every day of their lives adjudi- 
cate important interests in attachments, in injunctions, and various 
things, upon ez parte affilavits. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I must confess my utter ignorance of what 
the Senator from Oregon has just stated. I know no such thing. I 
know that affidavits are often required to institute an uttachment, 
for instance, and other proceedings in court, but not to secure an 
adjudication upon the merits of the case. 

. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, if the Committee on Claims, with 
whom this bill originated, have in fact passed upon the equity of 
these claims, upon the justice of these claims, upon their moral valid- 
ity, upon the reponsibility of the United States on principles of nat- 
ural justice, which the committee were able to discover although a 
court of justice might not, then there is no reason why we should 
not accept that adjudication. I am certainly quite willing, if the 
committee have passed upon these questions, to accept their report, 
more particularly if, as stated by the Senator from Oregon, it was a 
unanimous judgment of that committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was the fact. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Then that relieves the question—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator will allow me a mo- 
ment, as he seems disposed to give a great deal of weight to the report 
of the committee, I desire to state that this bill was Before the Com- 
mittee on Claims during the last session of Congress and that the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. CuristiaNcy] was a member of that 
committee at that time—— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Not the last session; the last Congress. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Two years ago. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It was during the last Congress. 
The Senator from Michigan was a member of that committee durin; 
that time, and this claim was then examined by the committee. 
bill essentially the same as the bill now under consideration was re- 
ported by the committee tothe Senate, and according to my recollec- 
tion the Senator from Michigan assented to that bill. Thus, in addi- 
tion to the moral weight of the present commi you have the moral 
weight of the committee of this House during the last Congress, of 
mea committee the Senator from Michigan was a distinguished 
member. 
tad MATTHEWS. That calls for a reply from the Senator from 

ichigan. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me to 
make a reply to that, I wish to say that I have no recollection what- 
ever of what the Senator from Wisconsin states. I was a member of 
the committee two years ago. This claim may have been before the 
committee. If it was when I was present I have forgotten it. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I cannot dispute that. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. And nobody will. Iam liable toforget; but 
there is one thing I am not liable to do: I never heard a bilf read in 
that committee that submitted this case to the Court of Claims upon 
ex parte affidavits, That I feel bound to say, because I should have 
. if I had. I may not have been present at the time it 
was done. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not wish to interrupt the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, but the bill reported by the committee at the Tast 
Con according to my recollection, submitted it wholly upon the 
testimony’at that time before Congress and did not provide at all for 
the taking of additional testimony. 

Mr. DAWES. No wonder it did not pass. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Iam not speaking of its passing; 
but it was reported by the committee, and the Senator from Michigan 
was a member of that committee. That was the bill that the com- 
mittee reported. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. So much is undoubtedly true; but I am quite 
satisfied that no bill of that character was ever examined by me or 
seen by me at that time. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Now, Mr. President, to resume the thrice-broken 
thread of my own remarks, I repeat that on the assurance of the Sen- 
ators who are members of the committee, that they have satisfied 
themselves unanimously that the substance of these claims is just and 
right and that some amount onght to be paid and that it is consid- 
ered expedient to refer to the Court of Claims the question as to what 
amount, the question is as to the nature and competency of the evi- 


ence. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that I have no 
recollection that any member of the committee dissented at all from 
that proposition, that the claim was just and ought to be allowed for 
some amount; but the difficulty in the committee was simply that 
we had reluctance to pass upon it on mere ex parte testimony and de- 
sired to provide further ntees for the Government by allowing 
additional evidence to be brought in. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. That being so, I submit to the committee and 
especially to the distinguished Senator from Alabama the proprie 
of amending the bill in such a way as to make ite tesms an egal 
meaning conform to what I nnderstood him to say was the intention 
of the committee, which I think is not now embodied in the bill, and 
that is to confer on the court the discretion to reject any affidavit 
that may be offered in the event of the non-production for cross- 
examination of the witness whose affidavit is proposed. 

I repeat also that I can certainly estimate that there might be a 
hard ip in exeluding an affidavit from consideration where it was 
impossible to produce the witness himself, as in case of death or sub- 
sequent supervening insanity or inaccessibility; but I do not think 
that the court ought to be required to consider an affidavit whemin 
their discretion the witness can and ought to be produced, and I think 
full authority, full discretion should be given to the court in that 


respect. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think there is any objection to that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from Ohio will put 
his amendment in form—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Let the amendment be read; perhaps it will 
be satisfactory to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I pro supposing that the language of the 
first section Fe as it is, to amend the second section by sub- 
stituting for the word “ cause” in the second line the word “ require, 
and by adding at the conclusion of the second section the words “or 
5 to reject the affidavit;” so that the entire section shall 
read: 


That the said court shall have the power in its discretion to require the prodac- 
tion for cross-examination of any witness whose affidavit is now before Congress, 
or otherwise to reject the affidavit. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Would you not hear “any witness if living?” 
Mr. MATTHEWS. That is a matter for their discretion. 
oe MITCHELL. Very well; all right. There is no objection to 
that. r 
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Mr. CHRISTIANCY, If the Senator will permit my amendment 
to be read first 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be read by 
the Secretary. It is the amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out in 
lines 12 and 13 of section 1 the words “ the affidavits and orders now 
before Congress,” and in line 13 to strike out the word “ additional ” 
and insert competent ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Upon such competent testimony as either party may present. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I hope it will be voted down. 

The 1 5 74255 being Pat, there were on n division—ayes 17, noes 19. 

Mr. 


GALLS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KERNAN. dislike to trouble the Senate, but I ask their in- 


dulgence for a minute. I said in a few remarks I made before that 
this would be a dangerous precedent. My attention has been called 
to a precedent in the past that I think should warn us against allow- 
ing this bill to stand as it is without the amendment now pending. 
Senators will find that an act for the relief of George Chorpenning, 
passed in 1857, was open to this objection. That act declared that— 


The Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to investigate and 
adjust the claims of George Chorpenning— 
Stating them— 


as shown by the affidavits and proofs on file in the House of Representatives. 


Postmaster-General Brown adjusted the case, and he spoke in his 
report of his embarrassment in being compelled to take these affi- 
davits. He made an adjustment which amounted to something in 
the neighborhood of $100,000. Then in 1870 a law was „this 
man persisting that he had claims unadjusted, which will be 
found in volume 16 of the statutes, page 672, providing that the then 
Postmaster-General should adjust and settle his claim according to 
this first section of the act of 1857, which required it to be done on 
affidavits and proofs on file. The law of 1870 was: 


Tho Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to investigate and 
ee a ae George Chorpenning under the first section of an act for his 
approved March 3, 1857. 


Thus sending it to that Postmaster-General under the first section 
of the old act under which he had oe an allowance, and then I 
think he was allowed some addition 50,000. The claim was sent 
to be decided on “affidavits and proofs on file.” 

Mr. GORDON. May I ask my friend whether a law which com- 

lled the Postmaster-General to settle a claim upon the evidence 

riished is to be 

Mr. KERNAN. I was going to call attention to the fact that this 
bill is not as bad as that law. I was proposing to do that myself. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from New York will 
allow mc, I desire him also to consider this bill in connection with 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. KERNAN. Certainly, I mean to do so. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That amendment has been ac- 


vs, a 
. CHRISTIANCY. Not at all. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We accept it. 

Mr. KERNAN. Suppose we refer the case as the bill reads with- 
out the amendment of the Senator from Michigan, on these er parte 
affidavits. The attorneys may say “We cannot find the witnesses” 
and give various excuses. The court is bound nevertheless, unless 
the other amendment would prevent it, which I did not very well 
hear when it was read, to receive the affidavits. I think we had 
better go the straight way in the beginning, and not violate the rules 
of law, which . courts to decide cases on competent evidence. 
Let this man go there under the ordinary law, which applies in that 
court, to have his case examined, and decided, and adjusted upon 
competent evidence. I think the moment we begin to depart from 
that we shall get into difficulties, and parties will be allowed to come 
here—I do not say that it is so as to this claim—with claims more 
than ten years old, and then make excuses for not producing.the wit- 
nesses and get their claims adjusted upon ez parte affidavits. Evils 
will arise from such a precedent. I think, as lawyer after lawyer 
says, this is an unprecedented law to send a claim to a court to be 
. on affidavits, unless reliance is had on the precedent to which 
I have referred; that does not commend itself to my consideration, 
although this bill is better than that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the Senator from New York do the 
committee and those advocating this claim injustice by saying it is 
proposed to send this claim there on er parte afiidavits? That is not 
the proposition. 

Mr. KERNAN. I do not mean to censure the committee at all; I 
have no idea that there was anything wrong about their action; but 
we are deciding now whether we will or will not send the claim toa 
court and direct the court to consider evidence which would not be 
competent by the ordinary rules of law. That is all I mean to say. 
I disclaim the least idea that there is anything wrong on the part of 
this committee. But claims will arise constantly, and if we do not 
take the responsibility of deciding them ourselves, but send them to 
a court, I think it is wiser and better to say they shall go there with- 


out our directing the court that they shall consider as evidence that 
which would not be evidence by the ordinary rules of law. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is true that by the first section 
of this bill the Court of Claims is directed to consider these affida- 
vits; but the second section, as the Senator from Ohio proposes to 
amend it—which amendment the friends of the bill are willing to 
accept—gives the court discretion to require the production of any 
witness whose affidavit is on file and which is offered as evidence in 
the court; and, if such witness be not produced for cross-examina- 
tion, then the court has the discretion to reject the affidavit. Now, 
it does seem to me that, if the amendment pro by the Senator 
from Ohio be adopted, the objection meee by the Senator from New 
York and other Senators, against the ission of ex parte affidavits 
as evidence for what they are worth is done away with. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, without an act of Congress 
the Government is not liable to be sued. That is a well-settled prop- 
osition. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It ought ref = its debts. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. In Nae undoubtedly it ought to pay its 
debts; and, if the Senator allowed me, I should have added that. 
Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I was afraid you might omit it. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It is right when the Government allows 
itself to be sued that it should place itself upon the same footing as 
an individual, and it certainly ought not to be asked to do more. 
Now, if the proposition is right, because an affiant happens to be dead 
or happens to be absent in Europe or happens to be inaccessible, that 
therefore his ex parte affidavit should be introduced in evidence, then 
it follows as a natural consequence from the same premises that that 
principle ought to be enacted into law as between individuals when 
their cases are tried in the courts. Has it ever been? I know of no 
such instance unless it were some affidavit or rather a deposition 
where the opposing party had had the opportunity of cross-examin- 
ation. What I ask for here is to apply to the Government when it 
allows itself to be sued, precisely the same principles that would 
apply as between individuals, and I think that is going far enough. 

Mr. President, I wish again to call the attention of the Senate to 
this fact, that in every case,so far as I know, where the Government 
has been robbed, it has been robbed by this kind of ex parte testi- 
mony. Ido not think, therefore, that the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio ought to 5 but I think the amendment 
which I submitted here but a short time ago, and which has just been 
read, ought to be adopted. It is the pas ple which applies as be- 
tween individuals, and it ought to apply as between individuals and 
the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Michigan, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr President, the principles involved in this case 
are of the gravest importance; the principles involved in this amend- 
ment are of the gravest importance, and they should receive full dis- 
cussion before the Senate commits itself to such a doctrine as that 
when we shall let the United States Government become a party de- 
fendant in a suit it shall not be defended by the same rules of law 
that any one of its own citizens could be. t the Senator from 
Michigan says is perfectly true, that this objection to allowing the 
words “competent testimony” to be inte ted in this bill and to 
control the method by which the trial shall proceed and the adjudi- 
eation be procured, is novel, and worse than novel, it is most dan- 
gerous. hat! try a case by er parte affidavits! There is not one 
fact imaginable that cannot be proved by affidavits ex parte. I will 
agree that this Congress is the worst body in the world to try ques- 
tions of fact before; I will agree that it is an act of wisdom to dele- 
gate the decision of claims against the Government to a court; but 
when you send such a case to a court it is to deprive if of that very 
vice which is the hearing ex parte of facts before their decision. 

Mr. President, it isnow five o’clock. There ismuch in this bill that 
challenges just criticism. I am most friendly to every man who has 
suffered wrong having his day in court. I would give it to any one 
who came with a prima facie case of honesty and fairness. If this 
party has according to the rules of Jaw a claim against the Govern- 
ment and the Treasury of the United States, he ought to be rewarded 
in some form and by some means of ascertainment. Whether he has 
a claim in law and in fact is something which I submit the commit- 
tee have not yet by their report fully satisfied my mind of; and this 
is to be a precedent, and one, I fancy, original. I therefore ask that 
for the purpose of the just consideration of this case, and with the 
desire of exactly doing justice in this case, the matter be left as the 
unfinished business, and that we do now adjourn. 

Mr. n Will the Senator withdraw that motion for a 
moment 


Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. THURMAN, I wish to move that when we adjourn we adjourn 
to meet again on Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that when 
the Senate adjonrn to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 


were 30. 
Mr. ROLLINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The division being completed the noes were 14, 

The VICE-PRES . The ayes have it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I call again for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been demanded 
and refused. The motion is agreed 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANCY.] 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask the Senator to withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. For a moment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am willing to consent to an ad- 
journment with the understanding suggested weve Senator from 

laware that the bill remain the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so as a matter of course under the 


rules. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

I be motion was a to; and (at five o’clock and three minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, March 7, 1878. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES OF ROBERT H. CHILTON. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent to report from the 
Committee on the Judiciary a bill to remove the political disabilities 
of Robert H. Chilton. It is accompanied with a petition in the usual 
form. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 3721) was reported, and 
read a first and second time. 

The accompanying petition was read, as follows : 


To the Congress of the United States : 

The undersigned, Robert H. Chilton, respectfully asks for a removal of all his 
disabilities under and by reason of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States. He was an officer in the United States Army and 
in 1861 and took a commission in the army of the Confederate States, whereby he 
has incurred disabilities which he prays may be removed by act of Congress; and 


he will ever pray, &c. 
R. H. CHILTON. 


The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


EXPLORATION OF VENEZUELA. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I hold in my hand a memorial signed 
by a number of distinguished citizens of New York, setting forth the 
e of an exploration of Venezuela and praying for the same. 
I ask its reference to the Committee on Naval Affairs and hope the 
House will grant unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD. 


for information. 
tition was referred to the Commit- 


There being no objection, the 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ord to be printed in the RECORD. It is 


as follows: 


Petition of Ramon Paez, setting forth the advantages and praying for an explora- 
tion of Venezuela. 


To the honorable the House of Representatives, dc, : 


The undersigned, long a resident and citizen of the United States, but a native of 
the Republic of Venezuela, represents that, although most of the countries of South 
and Central America have been visited at various times by scientific commissions 
of the United States with a view to studying their natural and commercial capa- 
bilities, Venezuela, the one nearest our shores and ps the richest of all in nat- 
ural and 1.717 products, remains comparatively unknown to us. To such 
an extent is this the case that even the geographical divisions of the country are 
4 trans confounded with other places in the hboring republics. Nevertheless 

eneznela ships to this country, in coffee, hides, &c., more than double tho amount 
of our exports to her, as is conclusively shown by the last report of the Bureau 
of Statis. while the enterprise, energy, and capital of a few American citizens 
have brought to light and are developing the extraordinarily rich gold region of 
Venezuela Guiana. This is the region of the famous EI Dorado“ which the in- 
domitable Sir Walter Raleigh sought to annex by force to the Crown of England 
more than two hundred years ag, an effort which eventually cost him his life. Yet 
this long-forgutten and romantic field of adventure, with the vast territory encom- 
passing it, would have remained a perfect terra i ita but for the efforts of our 
countrymen who have brought it into notice within half a dozen years. But mach 
remains to be accomplished yet, both in mining and comme: enterprises, for 
this is the country watered by the great river Orinoco, (second only in im ce 
to the mighty Amazon,) whose numerous tributaries have their rise principally on 
the Andes of Colombia and Venezuela. It is therefore with the view of exploring 
this region as well as the mountain or coast range of Venezuela bordering on the 
Caribbean Sea as far as the lake of Maracaibo that the undersigned tfally 
solicits the co-operation of the Government of the United States. This undertakin; 
is fraught with vast advantages to the trade and 1 this country, but more 
especially to those citizens of the United States who have 1 bested as already 
stated, large possessions in mining lands and other property in Venezuela Guiana. 
For this purpose a Government steamer of light draught and a compvtent commis- 
sion of scientific specialists detailed on this service would be amply sufficient. The 
government of Venezuela being at present eee, by a most htened and 
energetic administration the undersigned feels certain that the commission would 
meet with all the assistance that the country can afford, thus lessening the expenses 
8 ad expedition and adding greatly to the stock of information to be accounted 

ag 


RAMON PAEZ. 
NEW YORK, February 1, 1878. 


to. The question recurs on the |- 


We, the i ha known the petitioner, Don Ramon Paez, for 
years, cheerfliy certify to hs intimate know! ‘of the people language, 
productions of bis n: country and his aptitu 


to conduct the exploration 


PETER COOPER, New York. 
A.C. KINGSLAND & SONS, New York. 
WILSON G. HUNT. 

CYRUS W. FIELD, New York. 


ESUP, Sew 
18 CORSE, New York. 
CHAS. B. FOLCRICK, New York 
JOSE CARLOS TRACY. 

Consul of Peru in New Tork. 
JUAN N. NAVARRO, 

Mexican Consul-General. 

JACOB. BAIZ. 


Consul-General jor Guatemala and Salvador. 


M. SALGAR, 
Consul Gral. de Colombia, 
CHAS. P. DALY. 
WM. WALL'S SONS, New York. 
ALEXANDER RS LITET oF 55 
` Genera icaragua, 
A. E. BEACH, 37 Park Row. 
DALLETT BOULTON & CO., 
135 Pearl Street. 


thereof proposed by him: 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpPson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (8. No. 106) to authorize a long bond for the investment of 
savings; and 
A bill (S. No. 528) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls 
Railroad Company to extend its railroad into the Territory of Dakota 
to the village of Sioux Falls. 

The m further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following bill: 

A bill (H. R. No. e a ers to Dwight Barrett, late 
a private Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House, the following bill: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1474) further to suspend the operation of section 
5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title 52, in relation 
to guano islands, 

The m further announced that the Senate had concurred in a 
resolution of the House of Representatives for the printing of 10,000 
copies of Professor Hayden’s annual report of geological and geograph- 
ical survey of the Territories for 1877. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a con- 
current resolution for the printing of 10,500 copies of the Report of 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution for 1877; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF BUILDINGS, SAN FRANCISCO, 


Mr. LUTTRELL. Lask unanimous consent to present for adop- 
tion now a resolution calling for information. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: ` 

Resolved, VCC 


a copy of the report of the special agent of the e Fata ners with 
the examination of sundry e referred st uel MeCulloucke r- 
2 removal of 


intendent of eee San cisco, a, upon which the 
said superintendent been ordered, together with the evidence appended to the 
report, and a copy of the original charges. 


Mr. CALKINS. I do not object to this resolution if it be modified 
by inserting after the word “directed” the words “if not incompat- 
ible with the Paone service.” Resolutions of this kind are usually 
thus restricted. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Iam perfectly willing to accept the modifica- 
tion, though I think that generally it is inserted only in resolutions 
directed to the President. 

There being no objection, the resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


RIFLE PRACTICE IN ARMY AND MILITIA. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, presented a concurrent 
resolution of the State of California, relative to the encouragement 
of rifle practice in the Army of the United States and in the militia 
of the several States; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I ask consent to have corrected a clerical omis- 
sion in a bill passed yesterday, the bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for 
the erection of a public building in Kansas City, in the State of 


8 | Missouri. The phrase “cause to erected” should read “cause to be 
woa I ask unanimous consent that the word “be” shall be 
inserted. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MESSENGER FOR FOLDING-ROOM, 

Mr. DURHAM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour begins at twenty-one minutes past twelve o’clock; and the 
House resumes the consideration of the unfinished business of the 
morning hour of yesterday, being a resolution reported by the gentle- 
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man from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] from the Committee of Ac- 
counts. 

The resolution was read, as follows: - 

Resolved, That a messenger be employed by the Doorkeeper to serve in the fold- 
ing-room, his pay not to exceed $1,200 a year, to be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House. 

Mr. ROBERTS, In the absence of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, I desire to say that the Committee of Accounts have no doubt 
whatever of the justice and propriety of adopting this resolution; 
but, in view of the fact that this subject is now under consideration 
before the Committee on Civil Service Reform, I am instructed by 
the Committee of Accounts to move that the resolution be referred 
to that committee, in order that they may give it further considera- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution was accordingly 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPERTS FOR INVESTIGATING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The Committee of Accounts have directed me to 
report a resolution as a substitute for the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and all other resolutions 
asking for clerks and experts to serve the committees investigating 
the expenditures in the various Departments of the Government. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and they are hereby, authorized to 
employ a force of competent experts, not to exceed seven in number, ed 


to be assign 
by the Speaker to such committees of 8 and for such time during the 
t session as to him may seem proper, their com to be fixed by the 


mmittes of Accounts and to be paid only for the e assigned; and the said 


experts, before entering on their duties, be sworn g to law. 


Mr. McMAHON. Iam instructed by the Committee of Accounts 
to yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] that he may 
offer a substitute. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I rise to the point of order that this cannot be 
considered now, as it takes money out of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. It provides for the payment of these clerks out 
of the contingent fund of the House. e gentleman will state his 
exact point of order. 

Mr. SAMPSON. It increases the expenses. 

The SPEAKER. The appropriation has already been made for the 
contingent fund of the House. The rule provides that every propo- 
sition taking money out of the Treasury must have its first consider- 
ation in the Committee of the Whole. The Chair thinks the practice 
has been to allow the House to dispose of the contingent fund in 
whatever manner it sees fit. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will yield now to the gentleman from Illinois 
only for the purpose of offering a substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the following substitute for the resolution 
from the Committee of Accounts: 

EAN Tai S ittee on Public Expenditures = og 8 Sea 
0 0 en Treasury en! ar partmen 
Mary Departnenk and Post Ode . . Interior De and in the 
Department of Justice be each authorized to employ a clerk or expert pending in- 
vestigations by said committees, and that the Committees on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department and the Post-Office and Post-Roads be each authorized to 
employ not exceeding two experts at any one time and for such time as said com- 
Vittees may be en in their ve investigations. The compensation of 
sald sor of tho contingeat fund of tho House upon proper cetification by the chair 
out a 
m of the 3 are * 

Mr. MCMAHON. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
for the purpose of offering an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. MACKEY. I offer the following amendment to the substitute 
of the gentleman from Illinois: 

That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and the War of 1812 be allowed 
a clerk, his compensation and date of service to be fixed by the Committee of 
Accounts and be paid out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I demand the previous question on the resolu- 
tion, substitute, and amendment; and I will say to the gentlemen on 
the other side 

Mr. RANDOLPH. You have no right to argue it. ; 

Mr. McMAHON. I will state, then, that it is the understanding, if 
the previous question is seconded, one hour shall be allowed for dis- 
cussion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 87. 

Mr. CONGER demanded tellers. ` 

Tellens were ordered ; and Mr. PRICE and Mr. SPRINGER were ap- 

in . 
P The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 150, noes 


So the previous question was seconded. 

4 Mr. PRICE called for the yeas and nays on ordering the main ques- 
on. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen scem to be under the apprehension 
we are not going to allow any debate. As I understand, an hour 
will be allowed after the previous question has been seconded. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. For the infor- 
mation of members, Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether after the 


previous question is seconded an hour’s discussion will not be in order 
under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. CONGER. Whether this is argument or not I do not know, but 
we cannot hear a word that is said. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I hope the Speaker will state the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the main question to 
be now put on the report of the Committee of Accounts and the 
amendment in the natnre of a substitute moved by the gentleman 
from Illinois and the amendment to that amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not in order to have an hour’s discussion 
before the question is put on ordering the main question 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the discussion now. . 

Mr. MCMAHON. Very well. I will yield twenty minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BLA Lask for the reading of the pending propositions. 

The resolution and amendments were again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I do not offer this substitute for the 
purpose of antagonizing the Committee of Accounts, but from the fact 
that the Committee on Rules, who were charged by this resolution 
with the duty of selecting experts, do not desire to have the respon- 
sibility of making the selections, I am authorized at least to seek 
for three members of that committee in that respect. The substitute 
offered pots the appointment of the ne clerks or experts in the 
hands of the committees charged with the investigations, I think 
those committees are fully competent to determine what kind of cler- 
ical force or experts may be needed. The Committee on nditures 
in the Treasury Department and the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, now engaged in very important investigations in ref- 
erence to the respective Departments they are charged by the resolu- 
tion of the House to investigate, are authorized to employ each two 
experts for such time as they may be getn their investigations. 

. CANNON, of Illinois, Will my colleague allow me to ask him 
a question? 
r. SPRINGER. Yes; if it is pertinent to the 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am on the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and if there has been any action in that com- 
mittee as to experts, or any necessity for any action, I am not aware 
of it. If it has been referred to any committee I do not know it. 

Mr. WADDELL. The gentleman cannot be aware of it for a very 

reason. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have 
ad no formal action in regard to this matter because the chairman 
was waiting to see if the House was to allow any experts. AsI am 
on the floor I will take this occasion for one moment to say that the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads cannot proceed with 
the investigation with which they are feng unless they are given 
the experts provided for in the resolution. e gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] will hear from me in time. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. That may be true; but whatever action 
is to be taken I would like to be taken by the committee instead of 
some little private understanding of the chairman with one or two of 
the members. I say again if there be any necessity for any experts in 
that committee it has never been hinted at in the committee, so far 
as I have had knowledge, and I believe I have been present at the 
meetings of the committee all the time. 

Mr. WADDELL. Is the gentleman from Illinois aware of the fact 
that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads contemplate 
any investigation ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I suppose so. 

Mr. WADDELL. I had supposed he did suppose so. We are now 
engaged in investigation. 

r. CANNON, of Illinois. We have had no necessity for an expert 
up to this time. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr, SPRINGER] a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When I have answered the question propounded 
by my colleague I will hear the gentleman from Michigan. The rea- 
son I proposed two experts for the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- is this: I was informed by members of the Committee 
that they were about to enter on an investigation which would re- 

uire such experts, and that unless they were voted by the House 
they would be compelled to abandon the investigation altogether. 
That was the reason the experts were put in for that committee. And 
I was also assured by the members of the committee that unless the 
experts were needed they would not be employed, and that they would 
be in employ only for such time as their services were needed. I will 
now hear the raat from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice have in an 
manner intimated their desire for an expert or an additional 8 
If that be so, I desire to say I believe I have attended every meetin 
of the committee and I have never heard it intimated that we had 
even work enough for the present clerk. So far as regards the neces- 
sity for an expert or an additional clerk, all the business which has 
come before that committee, so far as I am aware, has not required 
the services of an additional clerk, and I never heard an intimation 
that an additional clerk was needed. 


nding matter. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan is very kind not 
only to ask me a question but to answer if himself. 

Mr. CONGER. I asked the question, being a member of that com- 
mittee. f 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state that the chairman of that committee, 
who I am sorry is not now in his seat, has informed me that he de- 
sired to enter into investigations as to the Department of Justice and 
would need an expert for that purpose. : 

Mr. CONGER. Well, then, the chairman knows about business 
coming before the committee which he has never communicated to 
the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state further I have myself received a let- 
ter which I have handed to the chairman of the committee, which 

ives information in regard to a very important matter which should 
investigated by that committee. 

Mr. EDEN. I can answer the question of the gentleman from 
Michigan, as Iam on the committee to which he refers; the chairman 
of the committee not being present. I do not understand the substi- 
tute offered by my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] proposes any expert 
for the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. I 
understand that it simply proposes a clerk, and I suppose my friend 
from Michigan will not object to the committee having a clerk. 

Mr. CONGER. We have a clerk now and I for one have never had 
occasion to find fault with him. 

Mr. EDEN. Nor I; but this makes provision that he shall be paid. 

Mr. CONGER. There is provision already that he shall be paid. 
No additional ps gpa is needed for that purpose. 

Mr. EDEN. colleague on the committee is evidently mistaken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am informed there is no provision for the pay- 
ment of that clerk. Under this resolution the committee can deter- 
mine for itself whether it needs a clerk or an expert; and it must fix 
the time during which that clerk shall be paid. And when the gen- 
tleman from Michigan meets his committee and the question is there 
raised, he can then make his statement to the committee that they 
do not need a clerk, or limit the time during which his services shall 
be required. 

Mr. HAYES. I would like to ask my 1 115 a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield further? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to hear the question of my colleague, 

Mr. HAYES. Iam very anxious to vote intelligently on the various 
motions before the House; and if the gentleman will explain to me 
and the Honse what he means by an expert; in other words, what 
are the duties of an expert, I shall be enabled, and I think other gen- 
tlemen on this floor will be enabled to vote much more intelligently 
than we can unless the gentleman does explain that. I would like 
$ know the difference between a clerk and an expert and the duties 
of an expert. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that there are several copies of 
Webster’s dictionary in the library on the floor and also some copies 
in the library above, and the gentleman can consult those authorities 
as to the meaning of the words “expert” and “clerk,” at his leisure; 
I have no time now to discuss that question. 

Mr. HAYES. I want the democratic meaning of “expert.” [Cries 
of “ 1 

Mr. SPRINGER. The democratie meaning of the word “expert” does 
not differ from that laid down by Webster and other approved author- 
ities on the subject. If my colleague thinks that the experts pro- 
vided by the pending resolution are not going to examine the accounts 
of officials of the Government which we are charged by the rules and 
resolutions of the House to do, then he is mistaken with regard to 
the intention of the majority of this House. 

I will now yield a portion of the time allowed me for the purpose of 
enabling the chairmen of the respective committees named to explain 
the necessity for clerks or “experts,” in prosecuting their respective 
duties, and I will first yield to the gentlemen from Kentucky, [Mr. 
secre ee 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How much time does the gentlemen yield me!? 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As little or as much as you please. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman for three minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the three minutes’ time yielded me by my 
friend from Illinois, there certainly will not be found room for half a 
dozen speeches and I therefore hope that nobody will ask to interrupt 
me, I simply desire to make this statement, speaking for one of the 
committee of investigation of which I chance to be chairman, that 
it is a matter of indifference to me to what power the appointment 
of these experts or clerks shall be delegated. 

Nearly five months of this session have gone by and this commit- 
tee has done no work and can do none. I speak now by the author- 
ity of every member of that committee, without regard to politics. 

is need not be made a partisan question; politics find no proper 
place in this discussion. 

The Secretary of War, with the expenditures of whose Department 
the committee of which I am chairman has charge, has indicated to 
me his desire to have certain abuses corrected, and certain reforms 
made in the different branches of that service. The manual labor 
im on that committee is such that no member is able to find 
time from his other engagements to attend to its discharge. The 
committee is not provided either with an expert ora clerk, and I was 
instructed by the committee to make every effort in my power to 


secure a clerk, and failing in those efforts to report to the House the 
absolute impossibility of its discharging its duties, 

If it is the purpose of the House to have no work done by these 
committees charged with investigations, then I think it would be far 
manlier and more just to the members of the committees to discon- 
tinue those committees and not maintain this farce. 

Without a clerk the work cannot be done and will not be attempted, 
and it is for the House to determine whether, in some shape, a clerk 
or an expert shall be allowed. My committee has never asked for an 
expert, nor does that committee ask for one now; but it demands a 
clerk, without which its work cannot be done. Let the clerk be fur- 
nished or let the House assume the responsibility for practically 
abolishing this committee. 

Speaking for my own committee, I do not know that an expert will 
be needed; but I do know that a clerk is needed in order to enable 
us to ascertain whether the services of an expert will be required. I 
do not think that the House need be afraid to trust that committee 
with the appointment of a clerk. Ido not think the House need 
apprehend that his services will be retained any longer than he is 
needed. If it be found that the services of a clerk are needed but for 
one month, I take it that he will be discontinued at the end of the 
month. But if the best interests of the country require him te be re- 
tained throughout the session of Congress, I take it that it is the pur- 
pose of every man in the House to approve such retention. 

I indorse the substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] because I see no good reason why a distinction should be 
made between these committees and the other committees of the 
House. I see no good reason why one of the committees should be 
denied the privilege of selecting its own clerk while that privilege is 
accorded to every other committee having a clerk. 

For myself I think it right and proper that we should have a corps 
of experts, They have been needed at every session of Congress dur- 
ing Which investigations have been conducted. If they are needed 
now they ought to be ready for assignment. It is a matter of indif- 
ference to me who shall select them; but I can understand why each 
committee should desire to select its own clerk, in order to have a 
man in whom they have confidence and with whom they can work 
upon terms of 122 reliance. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
* for one minute. 

Mr. FINLEY. I can say but a few words in one minute. I desire 
to say that the Committee on Public Expenditures has been qiagen 

ith the investigation of the Public Printing Office, reaching back as 

ar as 1869. There has been expended in that department on an aver- 
age about $1,700,000 annually. That is spread over the books which 
are kept in such a manner that it is impossible for the committee to 
examine and understand the books without the aid of an expert. 
What the committee wants is simply the assistance of an accountant 
or book-keeper to enable them to inquiré into and examine the ac- 
counts of the Public Printer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield for two minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Monry,] a member of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to say on behalf of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads that while we feel under ob- 
ligation by order of the House to enter upon an investigation of the 
conduct and affairs of the Post-Office Department, it is impossible 
for us to do any effective work in that direction without the assist- 
ance of an expert. This fact is realized by every member of that 
committee who honestly and sincerely desires to investigate that 
Department. 

It is a matter of indifference to the committee what the result of 
that investigation may be. If the gentlemen charged with the con- 
duct of that Department shall be found faithful and efficient in the 
discharge of the duties of their respective offices, I am sure that the 
majority of that committee will be rejoiced to have their vindication 
established by the investigation. But if there is violation of law in 
that Department; if there is any failure to discharge properly and 
correctly the duties of their respective offices, we desire to have that 
fact made known. 

We know that it is impossible to do any effective work in that re- 
spect withont an expert. There is not a member of that committee 
of either politics who does not know that to be the fact, that it is im- 
possible to go into an investigation of the affairs of that Department 
and of its bureaus and to accomplish any effective result without an 
expert to aid us. From documentary information which I have in 
my possession I am satisfied, as an individual member of that com- 
mittee, that if we have the proper assistance we can secure results 
which will fully 3 the investigation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. MACKEY, ] the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on 1 Pensions. 

Mr. MACKEY. How much time is that? 

The SPEAKER. It is one minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think at least five minutes of my time has been 
consumed by interruptions, 

The SP R. Most of the interruptions have been by the con- 
sent of the gentleman. ; 

Mr. MACKEY. I desire to sa 
amendment which I have offer 


but a few words in reference to the 
.I Was instructed by the Committee 
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on Revolutionary Pensions to offer that amendment. They are unan- 
imously of the opinion that we should have aclerk. We are now 
without one. We have had one hundred and twenty-six bills and 

titions referred to our committee, of which about twenty only have 
fash disposed of. It is utterly impossible for the committee to dis- 
charge the duties assigned to it by this House without some clerical 
assistance. That committee is one of the oldest upon the records of 
the House, and has bad a clerk assigned to it until now. Ifthe mem- 
bers of the House who are interested in the pension bills referred to 
that committee expect us to discharge fully and properly our duties, 
they should allow us some clerical services. 

Mr. McMAHON. I now yield one minute of my time to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. STEELE. ] 

Mr. STEELE. One minute is a very short time. What I have to 

-say is that I concur in everything which has been said by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. MACKEY.} Every member of that com- 
mittee knows that at present it is impossible for the committee to act 
with anything like reason and propriety unless we can have the means 
of obtaining information from the Departments with which we have 
to do. 

I will state in very great candor that I know of no committee on 
this floor that really needs the service of a clerk more than the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. This I say with very great re- 
spect to my venerable friend from New York [Mr. PATTERSON] and 
to the other venerable gentlemen of that committee. I hope that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MACKEY] will be to by the House. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I have yielded now twenty-one minutes of my 
time. I will yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
‘shire [Mr. BLAIR] my colleague on the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee of Ac- 
counts I wish simply to state the motives which influenced the action 
of that committee 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me one question before 
he goes on? I understand that the time allotted to this debate was 
to be divided between the friends and 1 5 7 8 of this measure, 
and I would inquire whether it is intended to pie those who are op- 
posed to the ee any part of the hour 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] who 
has the control of the floor has just stepped ont. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from New Hampshire by the form 
of his remarks shows that he agrees with the committee, so that 
forty minutes of the hour have already been assigned to friends of the 

ition. i 
r. SPRINGER. There will be twenty minutes more, and I am 
sure the gentleman from Ohio will do full justice to the other side. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the gentleman to say that the time 
should be divided equally. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no doubt it will be. 

Mr. BLAIR. I had proposed to occupy five minutes myself; but I 
think I can say all I wish to ss Se one minute, and I will yield four 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CoNGER.] The House 
having by formal action determined that thése committees shonld be 
authorized to make these investigations, and the chairmen of the sev- 
eral committees, and in many cases the members of the committees, 
having called upon the Committee of Accounts and insisted that it 
was impossible for them to carry out the directions of the House with- 
out the assistance of experts and clerks, we did not feel at liberty to 
thwart the action of the Honse by refusing to afford in some form the 
necessary assistance. Hence we devised this resolution, having, I 
may properly say, some fear that unless a well-gnarded resolution 
were reported from the committee an insufficient degree of responsi- 
bility and perhaps a want of caution might be exercised in the selec- 
tion of these employés. Therefore, we pro to place the responsi- 
bility upon the Committee on Rules. Our first proposition was to put 
it upon the Speaker, but he declined it on accountof pressure of busi- 
ness. We provide, also, that each expert is to be paid only for such 
time as he may necessarily be employed, In this report we were 
unanimous; and by it I am willing to stand. I do not approve the 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] and propose 
to oppose it. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Michigan, 
(Mr. yer eh 

Mr. CONGER. It is within the recollection of every old member 
of Congress thot when the republicans had control of this House 
many days were spent by the democracy in denouncing the unneces- 
sary employment of clerks on committees; innumerable speeches 
were made urging that too many clerks were employed and that there 
was no necessity for them. When the democrats took possession of 
this Honse they asserted to the country in their preliminary organi- 
zation of committees and in their earlier 8 of clerks that 
in respect to the number of clerks, as well as many other expendi- 
tures, they could justly appeal to the country to recognize their 
economy. 

Now it is notorious that in the last Congress a largely increased 
number of clerks and all other kinds of employés were authorized in 
this Honse by accretion from month to month, by the appointment 
of persons under different names and for different purposes, until the 

te swelled beyond everything that hed been before known. 
is House did not pretend to be so economical; but they did report, 
through the appropriate committee, what clerks were necessary for 


the various committees, and that report was adopted. There was, at 
the time, an effort made to authorize additional clerks for these very 
committees, but it was defeated on both sides of the House. From that 
time to this there have been several additions of clerks, and when 
they are needed no man on this side of the House will object to 
their appointment. But now nine experts are demanded, The demos- 
racy have caueused upon this question, as I have been informed, and 
have agreed to stand together, not for clerks but for experts. Whether 
they are to be experts in any business connected with the action of 
Congress is not stated, and when the question is asked of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] than whom no man perhaps could 
better answer, he says that he will not study dictionary for this House. 
He throws himself back upon the dignity of his superior knowledge, 
his dictionary learning, and refuses to tell this House what experts 
are l and, if experts are necessary, in what branch of Dusi. 
ness. Are they to be medical experts? Are they to be accountant 
experts? Why hesitate to define what they are to be, unless gentle- 
men fear that if such definition be made these appointees may not 
navo 73 full sweep of the word “ expert“ to cover the scope of their 
ability 4 

Now, I do not oppose, and I never have gpposed for myself or for my 
friends here, the appointment of any number of officers or clerks or 
experts necessary to facilitate the business of Congress; but I do 
denounce the attempt to show to the world the economy and retrench- 
ment of the democratic party in cutting down clerks in every Depart- 
ment of the Government where they are needed—in the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office and in the Pension Bureau, for instance, so that hundreds 
of thousands of poor, maimed, decrepit, starving soldiers must wait 
a year or two years perhaps for their pension applications to be heard, 
this Congress leaving them to languish and perhaps die for lack of 
the appointment of a few clerks—while in this House they insist on 
appointing day after day, 8 as I believe,) under all kinds 
of names and pretenses, extra clerks and extra experts, when nobody 
has pretended that they are needed for the business of the House. 

[Here the hammer fe bI 

Mr. CONGER. I wish I had a few minutes more; but I sup 
that on this side we are to be limited to three or four minutes 8 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CONGER] has 
occupied five minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. That was through the courtesy of the Chair, not of 
the gentlemen controlling this resolution. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota, 
(Mr. DUNNELL. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan one question before he sits down. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Not out of my time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. understood the gentleman from 
Michigan to a a of cutting down clerks in the Pension Bureau. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has not the floor 
soy longer to answer the gentleman’s question. 

r. CONGER. I would be courteous enough to take it in order to 
answer the gentleman’s question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I only wish to state that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has said he had all the clerks he needs now. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not imagine there is any mem- 
ber upon this side of the House who is unwilling any one of these 
committees shall be furnished with the clerical force necessary to en- 
able it to perform whatever it may be called upon to do whether in 
the way of the ordinary duties of legislation or the extraordinary one 
of investigation, I am myself opposed to this legislation because it 

roposes something wholly and entirely new in the history of this 

ouse. I say very respectfully to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] that never before have we by resolution appointed 
experts. The last House claimed for itself, Mr. Speaker, a great deal 
of fame because of its success in investigation. Lam aware that is 
very nearly investigated itself out of existence. Iam aware it in 
vestigated so much that the democratic majority went down from 
sixty-five to thirteen or fourteen. Probably if they bad had experts 
in the last House the democratic side of the W would have blotted 
itself out entirely. [Laughter.] 

Let us look at this thing practically. The Committee on Accounts 
know very well there are men about this House, disappointed mer 
who have been turned out of the different Departments and are here 
asking for places, They came here when this House was organized. 
They had been turned out of the State Department, the Post-Oflice 
Department, the War, and other Departments. They came to the 
democratic side of the House and said, “ We know this and we know 
that; give us au appointment; make us experts and we will open up 
some,channel where something rich will be discovered.” The gentle- 
men of the Committee of Accounts have been overcome, weighed 
down all this session of Congress, by this very class of men, and the 
Doorkeeper of this Honse is to-day under a cloud because of these 
very men whom it is proposed to take care of by this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment is one of the committees provided for in the resolution of the 
gentleman from Illinois. There has never been for a moment an 
discussion in that committee in reference to the necessity for any suc 
clerk or expert. That committee has a clerk and I understand all 
the committees have a clerk—not a separate clerk, but the services 
of a clerk. The Committee on Expenditures in the State Department 
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has a clerk jointly with the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He is a competent gentleman; he does all we want him to do. There 
is nothing an extra clerk could be put to. 

One other point I wish to make is this: this proposition allows 
the Committee of Accounts to fix the compensation of these experts. 
The compensation may date back to the beginning of this Congress. 
There is nothing to limit the Committee of Accounts. They may 
make the compensation $3,000 a year. They may make it two hundred 
or three hundred dollars a month. It is not a usual thing in this House 
to allow the Committee of Accounts to fix the compensation of any 
of its clerks. I am surprised, therefore, that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. EDEN] who seems to have taken up the mantle of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] who was the great economist 
in the last House, has not entered a protest against this extravagant 
proposition to pay out fifteen or twenty thousand dollars a year for 
these unnecessary clerks. 

[Here the hammer ia 

Mr. BLAIR. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, if these experts are in 
fact necessary then we ought to have them, but just so far as they 
are unnecessary and are to furnish a pretext for gentlemen to fasten 
indigent constituents upon the pay-rolls of the House I am opposed 
to them. The substitute offered by my rote be [Mr. SPRINGER] 

ives two experts to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. That committee already has a clerk. It never has asked for 
these experts, nor has it ever been suggested in committee or even 
hinted at, that any expert was necessary to assist in any investiga- 
tion now or to come before it; and I here state that no expert is 
necessary for that committee, nor is it necessary in the slightest 
degree to have another clerk for it. Why, sir, all the disbursements 
of the Post-Office Department are made by the Sixth Auditor of the 
Treasury Department, and come under the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. There are no 
other accounts to examine. But this is not all; the substitute of 
my colleague from Illinois ponis an expert for the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department. Iam informed by a 
member of the committee that it has never held a meeting, although 
nearly five months have elapséd since its appointment, so it never 
could have determined that it was necessary to have an expert to 
assist in investigation, and certainly there is no necessity for it to 
have a clerk. 

During the last Congress this committee had a clerk and examined 
witnesses by the month summoned from all parts of the country, and 
never even made a report to the House touching its investigation. 

Mr. Speaker, since I have been a member of this House the Post- 
Office Department has been under a continual fret of investigation, 
commencing in 1874, at which time you, Mr, Speaker, and the gen- 
tleman now at the head of Appropriatious, [Mr. ATKINS,] were mem- 
bers of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and in the 
repar yourself and the gentleman from Tennessee united with the 
balance of the committee as to the facts reported to the House. This 

was the third investigation. During the last Congress the committee, 
largely neglecting the public business, for five months investigated 
the Post-Office Department, bringing witnesses from all over the 
country at great expense. We made a book of over one thousand 
closely printed pages, and I will 75 a premium of $100 a head for 
every man that can be found who has ever read it or even opened the 
lids of the book. Now, without any request from the committee, two 
experts are to be furnished, and the thrice-traveled ground is again 
to be gone over. I ask, who is to be benefited, whose indigent con- 
stituents are to be pensioned on the contingent fund of the House! 
Iam driven to the conclusion that it has been determined by a demo- 
cratic caucus at the instance of a few men, that these experts are to 
be furnished that the committee has no use for, and I am not willing 
that y should be done withont notice to the House and protest from 
myself. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. WADDELL. I would like to say in reply to my colleague on 
the committee—— 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman for a question 


only. 

Mr. WADDELL. I wish to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I did not ask the gentleman a question. 
I yielded to him for a question only. 

Mr. WADDELL. I wished to answer the question which the gen- 
tleman put to the majority of the committee. 

2 SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from IIlinois has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. ae 

Mr. HALE. The bill reported by the Committee of Accounts to 
my mind is a good deal better than the substitute of the gentleman 
from Illinois; but the trouble with the whole is that it goes on a 
misconception of the needs of this case. The resolution ought to be 
termed “A resolution for the relief of certain gentlemen in the demo- 
cratic eae: Spee want employment.” 

My friends on the other side of the House are confronted by the 
fact that they have not got offices enough for the applicants; and it 
is the easiest thing for gentlemen in charge of committees to conjure 
up great needs of more force and more service. 


This thing was illustrated in the last Congress, not in a wholesale 
way by a demand for oe for a dozen committees, but by the giv- 
ing of an expert to the Committee on Printing; and I am told that 
the history of that important and much-needed expert was this: 
the Committee on Printing had special duties; it had special exam- 
inations and investigations to make. It wanted an expert. The 
House gave it; and the chairman and the committee, in casting about 
for an expert who should be skilled in investigating into the myster- 
ies of the Printing Office, at last . and by some stroke 
of genius yet unexplained settled upon a gentleman in a distant 
State, who was a clerk in a flouring-mill, and brought him here as an 
expert to look into the business with which the House had intrusted 
the Committee on Printing, and to shed the light of his knowledge 
upon the committee in that matter. , 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Iwill ask the gentleman from Maine if that 
expert from Ohio did not find such a state of affairs that it was nec- 
essary to legislate the Public Printer out of office? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know as to that; but he probably developed 
a remarkable faculty for investigating matters of printing coming 
from his flouring-mill. I learn in addition that he had a quality 
which perhaps led to his being selected as an expert over and above 
his acquaintance with the flouring business: that of being a brother- 
in-law of a member of the committee. 

Mr. McMAHON. It may have been better that he came from a 
flouring-mill than from a a ee 

Mr. SINGLETON. I would like to know to whom the gentleman 
from Maine alludes. 

8 SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BLAIR, I yield the rest of my time to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. FOSTER. ] 

Mr. SINGLETON. Lask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me 
for one moment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot yield. 

This is a proposition; as has been stated, to find places for nine per- 
sons. I have been expecting, Mr. Speaker, to hear the clarion voice 
of the gentleman from Illinois against this proposition ; I refer to the 
chairman of the Committee of Claims, [Mr. EDEN, ] who stands here 
asa sort of bulwark against attacks on the Treasury. And where 
are my friends on the Committee on Appropriations? Why, Mr. 
ppe it is known to the Committee on Appropriations that the 
Clerk of the House is now asking us for an appropriation of $30,000 
for deficiencies in the contingent fand of the House. And here is a 
1 to employ nine experts. And for what? I say, and I 

lieve I can prove, that it is for nine experts, loafers lying around 
this Capitol. They are experts in bar-rooms and treating-places; 
such experts as you find mentioned in the report of the Clerk, and I 
ask the particular attention to this report of my friend from Ohio, 

Mr. McManon.}] I do not care about mentioning the names of the 

ead-beats fromm Ohio who appear in this report, and who drew from 
the last Congress, out of your contingent fund thousands and thou- 
sands of dollars. Here is a 1 50 ition to increase the number of 
these dead-beats, and that is all there is about it. There is not a De- 
partment or bureau of the Government to-day but what is ready and 
willing to furnish any information or aid that any committee desires 
in making investigat ons. 
Mr. EDEN. Iwill say to Fi friend from Ohio that I am reserving 
my strength for those eighty-five temporary clerks that he is asking 
for in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. McMAHON. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nineteen minutes left. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Two years ago the democratic party came into 
power with the pledge that it would reform abuses in the Govern- 
ment. The people were satisfied that there were gross abuses exist- 
ing from the fact that the expenditures of the Government had 
reached an enormous size and that the taxes were unnecessarily high. 
We came here for the purpose of shedding somo ligos upon the ex- 
penditures of the public money. What light we did shed and what 
result our 5 had upon the country, [ appeal to the pres- 
ent condition of the House to prove. The democratic majority has 
been maintained. In spite of all the gerrymandering in Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois we have a comfortable democratic majority here 
to-day. 

Mr REED. Part of which you made yourselves since we came 
here. 

Mr. HALE. How does the majority compare with that of the last 
Congress? 

Mr. MCMAHON. It is a very respectable majority, composed of 
respectable gentlemen, so far as my association has given me expe- 


rience. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. You have four less than you had in the 
last Congress. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentleman hails from a State that gives a 
regular democratic majority, and can send here only four democratic 
yeni out of thirteen. So much republican gerrymandering in 

ndiana. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. If the gentleman will give me a moment 
I will state the reason, 

Mr. MCMAHON. Icannot yield. The reason is apparent. We are 
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met to-day with the same hostility to investigations that we met with 


two years ago. Why is this so? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The gentleman does not want the reason 
of the result in Indiana. 

Mr. McMAHON. I decline to be interrupted. 

We find almost a solid column on the opposite side of the House 
crying out to-day, “ Oh, don’t vote for six or aghi experts; the ex- 
pense is enormous; the poor people cannot stand it; you democrats 
are going to break down the people with taxes and force them into 
open rebellion by increasing the expenditures of the Government by 
the employment of eight clerks!” And yet my friend from Ohio [ Mr. 
Foster] who spoke last just now, who seems to be an expert in 
“ dead-beats” if in nothing else, comes here and talks about the 
expenses of the Government being increased by the employment of 
these few experts, and only yesterday, as I find by the RECORD, he 
offered a little amendment to a deficiency bill to add $28,500 to the 
expenses of the Government, in one Department alone, for the em- 
ployment of temporary clerks. 

Mr. FOSTER. Because there is actual necessity for it. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I do not believe it. My friend from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] charges that we have so few offices to distribute that we are 
only ! new ones to provide for ö This comes with 
a bad grace from a party that, with one hundred thousand offices at 
its disposal, is still clamoring forso many temporary additional clerks, 
eighty-five in one bill and twenty-nine in another, all these clerks 
being chiefly wanted to accommodate some republican Member of Con- 
gress or Senator who thinks he is not yet fully gorged with his share 
of the public plunder. 

Oh, what insatiate monsters our friends on the other side are, not to 
be satisfied with their share of the public patronage and to have the 
audacity to complain of so slight an increase to our few hundred, and 
that increase demanded in the interest of the people! 

My colleague from Ohio seems to be familiar with all the gentlemen 
who have recently come into position by fraud. [Laughter.] He is 
very sensitive on the subject of Ohio frauds. 

Mr. FOSTER. I am acquainted with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, who is alleged to have been elected by 
fraud. 

Mr. McMAHON, And he is also acquainted with other distinguished 

entlemen from Ohio, whom it is not proper for me to name, who have 
n recently indueted into office by fraud; and history assigns him a 
very important part in the transaction. He ght to be more careful. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Has not the morning hour ex- 


ired ? 
P The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired ; but the House is 
now operating under the previous question. 

Mr. McMAHON, My friend from Ohio [ Mr. FOSTER ] is exceedingly 
nervous about a few “dead-beats” from the State of Ohio. He men- 
tions no names; but let him look at the army of “dead-beats ” that 
he may have had put into the Departments in order to enable him, as 
a republican member of Con to succeed in carrying a democratic 
district. [Laughter.] I am now talking business to my friend. [Re- 
newed laughter.] My friend from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] was very 
strenuous a his remarks advocating economy. Why, sir,” said he, 
“these democrats a few years ago, when they were in the opposition 
in this House, kept saying to the republican majority, ‘ You have too 
many clerks, you have too many messengers, you have too many pages; 
they were all the time complaining.” Well, when we came into power 
did we not give proof of the faith that was in us by reducing the force 
about the House ? Is not the force a great deal smaller now than it 


- was? 
Mr. CONGER. What force is smaller? 

Mr. MCMAHON. No matter; do not interrupt me. You did not 
need experts, because you did not want them. You did not want in- 
vestigation when you had everything in your control in both Houses 
of Con with the President and the Departments. At that time 
proper investigation was not what you desired. If a committee was 
appointed you were like the Irishman that was going through the 
country looking for work and praying to God that be would not find 
it. [Laughter.] If you had any investigation it was merely to white- 
wash the persons assailed. You did not need clerks or experts. All 
you had any use for was a 1 of whitewash, and a nice, soft, 
comfortable brush with which to put it on so that nobody should be 
hurt. [Lau ig P 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. S — 

Mr. McMAHON. I do not yield 

Mr. CONGER. I make a point of order on the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. My point is, that the gentleman addresses himself 
to me personally without addressing the Chair; charges me person- 
ally with what he is charging upon Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McMaxon] will 
be kind enough to address the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Con- 
GER] through the Chair. 

Mr. MCMAHON. If the 8 sup that I refer to him as 
being the particular individual engaged in the whitewash business, 

eit back. I was not alluding 


and that is offensive to him, I will 
to him ifically. 

Mr. CONGER. It is not offensive, considering the source from 
which it comes. 

Mr. McMAHON. Now, here we are in this House with a demo- 
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cratic majority. You have a republican majority in the Senate; at 
least it looks so now. 

Mr.FOSTER. And the democratic majority here is growing larger 
all the time, 

Mr. MCMAHON. It is growing sufficiently large to enable us to 
watch the gentlemen who are so busy using up the public money. Is 
this not in the interest of the people? d does not true economy 
call for competent experts to assist in the unearthing of frauds? 
You have the President; you have the control of all of the Depart- 
ments. We want the assistance of clerks and experts to investigate 
your actions. The opinion of our committee was that experts, not 
clerks, are needed. But whether you call them experts or clerks is 
not very material; the result will probably be the same. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Haxxs] wants to know the mean- 
ing of experts, or rather to know what is the democratic meaning of 
experts, I would say to him that in the present situation of affairs 
it means a fellow with a keen nose for republican rascality. [Laugh- 
ter). I do not mean that in any offensive sense. 

. CONGER. We supposed it referred to something canine. 

Mr. MCMAHON, Ob, no, I am not referring to the gentleman 
now. [Great laughter.] I wish the gentleman would not always 
take me up as referring to him. He is not the whole republican 


party. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManon] de- 
sires to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the Chair will permit him to do so. 

Mr. McMAHON. The gentleman from Michigan is not the whole 
of the republican party; and although he is an important member of 
the House and one whose friendship I prize, he will certainly allow 
me to make some remarks of a general character without assuming 
that I am charging that he is engaged in the whitewash business or 
wishes to take care of the fellows who need whitewashing, or, more 
properly, full investigation and ure. 

The Committee of Accounts thought that the experts should be 
appointed for the whole House, and we theught that if we could im- 
pose the duty of selecting them upon a committee that had not much 
else to do—the Committee on Rules, a committee of high character 
we would in the face of the whole country impose a responsibility 
upon that committee which would secure for the House men of char- 
acter and intelligence, who would not be “dead-beats,” but whose 
conclusions when reached would be considered as equivalent to proof 
and who could not be purchased from prosecuting their inquiries to 
the bitter end. 

Now, I would like the country to know whether our friends on the 
other side propose to put themselves in the attitude of refusing the 
expenditure of a few dollars a day in investigations, say $50 a day 
if there should be ten experts, for a hundred or a hundred and fifty 
days. Will you go to the peg refusing that expenditure for the 
purposes for which we ask it? Will you, after the history of the last 
fifteen years, shield yourselves under the pretense of economy? If 
ws do, the country will not be deluded by any such claim as that. 

e only obstacle heretofore in the way of econemy and retrench- 
ment and the bringing of the expenditures down to the lowest point, 
which is very important in the present state of affairs, is and has been 
the opposition of the heads of the Departments, of the republican 
members of this House in this and the last Congress and of another 
and co-ordinate branch of Congress. If the conversion of our repub- 
lican friends is sincere the country will welcome it as a great gain. 
But I think it delusive and fraudulent. 

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes of his time re- 


maining. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will yield those five minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] whose committee has been attacked. 

Mr. SINGLETON. As the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] has 
made a specific charge against the Committee on Printing of the last 
Con and put on record the assertion that a brother-in-law of a 
member of that committee was employed as an expert by that com- 
mittee, I call upon him to state to what gentleman of the committee 
he alludes and who was the expert. 

Mr. HALE. I stated, when I was up a few moments ago, that I 
had been told that the story of the expert employed by the Commit- 
tee on Printing was as I proceeded to narrate it. My information 
was derived, though not directly pinyes from the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. NEAL, ] who claimed to know the gentleman, and who gave 
the fact as being well authenticated. Since I took my seat the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] has been to me and has 
stated that as a member of the committee he had reason to belicve 
that Iwas mistaken. I have sought the information, and the gentle- 
man who knows most about the matter is at present not upon the 
floor. But I will state that what I have found in the course of my 
inquiries does not lead mein any way to change any of the statements 
that I have made, stating not that I knew them, but that I had been 
told the story; and I now believe it was true that an expert was 
brought from Ohio under the circumstances I have mentioned. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will you state the name of the member of the 
committee who brought the expert and the name of the expert! 

Mr. HALE. [stated (or, if I did not, I intended to) that it was the 
chairman of the committee who, as I was informed, brought on his 
brother-in-law as an ex 

Mr. MCMAHON. That is a mistake. 
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Mr. SINGLETON. I call upon the gentleman from Maine for the 
name of the expert. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say that as soon as the gentleman who knows 
all about this shall return to the House the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi shall have the full information; the name and all that. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Well, sir, I think I know abont as much on this 
aubject as perhaps any gentleman who can give information in rela- 
tion to it. I will state that Mr. Vance, of Ohio, who was chairman 
of the Committee on Printing in the last Con , did employ as a 
clerk to that committee Mr. Wiener, who perhaps was then or had 
been a citizen of Ohio; but he was not a brother-in-law; not con- 
nected, as I understand, with Mr. Vance in any way whatever. 

Mr. HALE. Not a relative! 

Mr. SINGLETON. Not at all. 

Now I wish to say further, in justification of that committee and of 
Mr, Vance, who is not here to speak for himself, that we had an 
expert whose appointment was authorized by this House—a Mr. 
Hehle-who was one of the best accountants with whom I ever had 
any intercourse. Ido not know whether he had kept books for a 
flouring-mill or where he came from. I only know that, if any gen- 
tleman will take the report made by the committee, examine the 
work which was done, and then consider the results which flowed 
from it, it will be found that our labors were not in vain; that many 
abuses have been corrected and many thousands of dollars saved 
to the Government. 

Had that gentleman, when he was taken by the com- 
mittee as an expert, had any employment that would qualify him 
particularly as an expert? Does the gentleman know that he was 
not taken from a flouring-mill? 

Mr. SINGLETON. He had been a book-keeper all his life, as I 
understood. 


Mr. HALE, Had he had anything to do with printing? That is 8 


the point. 


point 
Mr. SINGLETON. Why, sir, he did not need to have anything to | G 


do with prnung 

Mr. HALE. I supposed the committee had that subject in charge. 

Mr. SINGLETON. We wanted the books and accounts of the Print- 
ing Office examined; and the result is before the country in the i, fas 
which was made by the committee. That expert was not a brother- 
in-law of any member of the committee or connected with any mem- 
ber in any way. So, Mr. Speaker, it turns ont that the gentleman has 
found a mare’s nest with no eggs in it. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer 18255 

Mr. MCMAHON. I call for the regular order, 

The main question was then ordered; which was first upon the 
amendment of Mr. Mackey, to add to the substitute of Mr. SPRINGER 
the following: 

And the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and the War of 1812 be allowed 
a clerk; his compensation and date of service to be fixed by the Committee of 
Accounts; to be paid out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am willing to accept that amendment asa 
modification of my substitute if I have the power. p 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

‘The amendment of Mr. MACKEY was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the substitute of Mr. 
SPRINGER, as amended ; which was read, as follows: 


ury each authorized to 
employ not exceeding two ae at any one time and for such time as said com- 
eir er investigations; the compensation of 


chairman of the respective committees ; and the 
sions and the War of 1812 be allowed a clerk; his com 
to be fixed by the Committee of Accounts, and to be paid out of the contingent 


The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute as amended, 
there were—ayes 115, noes 99. 
- Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 133, nays 104, not voting 55; as follows: 


YEAS—133, 
Aiken, Caldwell, John W. Davis, Joseph J. Glover, 
Atkins, Caldwell, W. P. Dibrell, Goode, 
Beebe, Candler, Dickey, Gunter, 
Bell, Carlisle, Dou : Hamilton, 
Benedict, Clark, Alvah A. x Harden 
Bicknell, Clark of Missouri, Eden, Harris, Henry R. 
Blackburn, Clarke of Kentucky, Eickhoff, Harris, John T. 
Bliss, ` 80 De Ellis, e 
. 8, Harteidge, 
Blount, Col Felton, Hartze! 
Boone, Co Finley, Hatcher, 
Bouck, Cox, Samuel 8. sune Henkle, 
x Cravens, 5 Henry, 
Crittenden, Fuller, Herbert, 
1 Gibson, Hewitt 8 W. y 
—— Davidson, Giddings, Hooker, 


House, Morgan, Schleicher, Walker, 
Hunton, Morse, Singleton, Walsh, 
Ittner, uldrow, Slemons, ‘Warner, 
Jones, James T. Patterson, T. M. Southard, Whitthorne, 
Kenna, helps, Sparks, W. ton, 
Knapp, Potter, Springer, Williams, A. S 
Landers, Pridemore, Steele, Williams, Jere N. 
Ligon, Rea, Stenger, Willis, Albert S 
Lock wood. Reagan, Stephens, Willis, Benjamin A. 
Mackey, Reilly, Swann, Wilson, 
Maish, Rice, Americus V. Throckmorton, ‘ood, 
Manning, Riddle, Townshend, R. W. Wright, 
Mayhain, Robbins, ‘Tucker, Yeates, 
McKenzie, Robertson, Turner, Young. 
McMahon, Ross, Turney, 
ills, Sayler, Vance, 
Money, Scales, Waddell, 
NAYS—104, 

Aldrich, Davis, Horace Hungerford, Roberts, 
Bacon, Deering, Hunter, Robinson, George D. 
Baker, John H. Denison, James, Robinson, Milton S, 
Baker, William H. Dunnell, Jones, John S. Ryan, 
Ballou, Dwight, eo, Sampson, 
Banks, Eam Keightley, Sexton, 
Bayne, Errett, pham, berger, 
Blair, Evans, I. Newton „ Sinnickson, 
Boyd, Evans, James L. Lindsey, 
Brewer, Field, McGowan, Smith, A. Herr 
Briggs, Fort, McKinley, 
2 Foster 1 Sait. John W. 

y Freeman, Norcross, 
Burchard, Frye, Oliver, Thornburgh, 
Burdick, Garfield, Page, Tipton, 
A Hale, Pat Townsend, M. I. 
Campbell, Hanna, Peddie, Van Vorhes, 

on, Harmer, Phillips, Wai 

Caswell, I Benj. W. Pollard, W. 
Cl Hask Powers, - Watson, 
Clark, Rush Hayes, Price, Welch, 
À 3 Hendeo, Pu; White, Michael D. 
Cox, Jacob D. Henderson, Rainey, Williams, Andrew 
rapo, k, Randolph, Williams, Richard 
Cummings, Hubbell, illits, 
Danford, Humphrey, Rice, William W. Wren. 
NOT VOTING—55. 
Acklen, Evins, John H. Leonard, Pound, 
Panning, Gardner, 2 Sal 
isbee, arth, 6 elle; 
Brentano, Hi 5 Smith, William E. 
Sabel g ton, Meek. Pera S 
a ones, Frank Coo! Stone, Josep! 
Cain, a, Metcalfe, ‘Thompson, 

P, er, Mitchell, Townsend, Amos 
Chalmers, Kelley, Morrison, Veeder, 
Chittenden, Ket Muller, White, Harry 
Cole, Killinger, Leal, Williams, C. G. 
Cook, Kimmel, O'Neill, Williams, James. 
Ellsworth, Knott, Overton, 

During the vote, 


Mr. ELLIS stated that his colleagues, Mr. ACKLEN and Mr. LEON- 
ARD, who were absent by leave of the House, were paired on all polit- 
ieal questions. , 

Mr. MULDROW stated that his coll e, Mr. CHALMERS, was 
paired on all political questions with Mr. COLE, and that Mr. CHAL- 
MERS, if present, weuld vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, stated that he was paired on all 
political questions with Mr. McCook, of New York. 

Mr, HISCOCK stated that his colleagues, Mr, Camp and Mr. QuINN, 
were paired on all political questions; otherwise, on this question, 
Mr. Camp would vote “no.” He also stated that Mr. STARIN was 
paired with his other colleague, Mr. VEEDER; otherwise Mr. STARIN 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. O'NEILL stated that on all political questions he was paired 
with Mr. KIMMEL, of Maryland, who if present would vote in the 
affirmative, while he himself would vote in the negative. 

Mr. GARDNER stated that he was paired with Mr. EWING, of Ohio, 
-n if present would vote in the affirmative, while he would vote in 
the negative. 

Mr. TIPTON stated that his colleague, Mr. MARSH, was paired with 
Mr. Cook, of Georgia, and that Mr. MARSH, if present, would vote 
in the negative, while Mr. Cook would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. ITE, of Pennsylvania, stated that he was paired with Mr. 
BANNING, of Ohio, who, if present, would vote in the affirmative, 
while he would vote in the negative. 

Mr. THOMPSON stated that he was paired with Mr. SHELLEY, of 
Alabama, who would vote in favor of the substitute, while he would 
vote against it. 

Mr. McGOWAN stated that Mr. MITCHELL was absent from the 
House on account of sickness. 

Mr. KENNA stated that his ees? Mr. MARTIN, who was neces- 
sarily absent and by leave of the House, was paired on all political 
questions with Mr. STONE, of Iowa; and that if Mr. MARTIN was 
present he would vote in the affirmative. 

Fir SMITH, of Georgia, stated that he was paired with Mr. Sapp, 
of Iowa. 

Mr. McKINLEY stated that his colleague, Mr. BAGLEY, was paired 
on all political questions with Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 
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Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1074) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Glasgow, Missouri; 

An act (H. R. No. 1104) for the relief of John Pulford; 

An act (H. R. No. 2860) berg 3 the times of holding terms of the 
district court for the district of West Virginia; anda 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue certain arms to the Washington Light Infantry of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina. 

‘Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported to Congress under section 2 of the act approved June 
16, 1874, by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3296) for the relief of Captain William L. Foulk; 
and a 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing for issuing arms and am- 
munition to the Territory of Idaho under the act approved July 3, 
1876. 

SURVEY OF FRENCH BROAD RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of Civil Engineer 
S. T. Abert on the survey of French Broad River, North Carolina; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


BRIDGING SAGINAW RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secre of War, transmitting the further report of 
Major Harwood, Corps of Engineers, upon the subject of bridging the 
Saginaw River, at East Saginaw, Michigan; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


NATIONAL YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting information 
relative to the national park at the headwaters of the Yellowstone 
River, and recommending farther legislation to carry out the act of 
Con of March 1, 1872; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 
SALE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolution 
as to the sale of United States bonds for outstanding legal-tender 
notes; which was referred to the Committee on Bankin g and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY TRANSPORTATION, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting information regard- 
ing the cost of yaa pap age forage, &., in the Department of 
Texas, district of New Mexico, and the Department of Arizona ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. YOUNG. I rise to ask unanimous consent to make a correction 
of the Journal, not having been present this morning when the Jour- 
nal was read. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. YOUNG. In reporting yesterday from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds the Senate bill (S. No. 608) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the custom-house 
at Memphis to be constructed of Tennessee marble. I designated the 
bill in the hurry of the moment as a Senate resolution, and it is so 
entered on the Journal. I ask that there be substituted on the Jour- 
nal the title of the bill I have indicated instead of the title of the 
Senate joint resolution No. 9. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DURHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, 2 POTTER in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Seeretary of 
the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropria- 
tion for the same ; also making appropriations for detecting trespass 
on public lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain 
States, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amendment, 
offered by Mr. Hanna. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “twenty” and insert “eighty-five; and in line 8 
strike ont $6,500 and insert $25,000;” so that it will read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to emplo 
not exceeding eighty-five ney Spey clerks during the balance of the present fiscal 
year, at a rate not — (per day each: Provided, That the whole sum to be 
expended for this purpose shall not exceed $25,000. > 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isend to the Clerk’s desk a volume of the Con- 
gressional Globe, and desire to have read for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana and others the paragraph I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sir, retrenchment and reform are now matters of imperative necessity. It is not 
the mere cry of demagogues, but a problem demanding the attention and worthy 
the highest ability of the Representatives of the people. No party is fit to govern 
this country which cannot solve it. It is in vain to look to executive officers for 
reorm. Their power and influence depend upon cxecutive patronage, and while 
w grant they will squander, The Senate is, neither by the theory of our system 
nor by its composition, fitted forthe task. This House alone has the constitutional 
piped to perfect a radical reform. The Constitution provides that no money shall 

drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropriations made by law, 
and that all bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives. These provisions were designed to invest in this Honse the entire control 
over the public purse—the power of supply, This is invested in the House of 
Commons, and bas been É r — guarder by it. Itisthe h gianh beyond price with- 
out which constitutional liberty in England would long sinco have en under 
the despotism of the crown. 

By the exercise of this power we may hold the Executive and tho Senate in 
check, But instead of using it this Honse has, by slow degrees, allowed the other 
Departments of the Government to evade and virtually overthrow its constitutional 
power. This change may be briefly illustrated. The erage of our Government is 
that à specific sum shall be appropriated by a law originating in this House for a 
specific purpose and within a given fiscal year. It is the duty of the Execntive to 
use 4 5 5 and no more, expressly for that purpose and no other, and within the 
time fixed. 


Mr. HANNA. Who is the author of what the gentleman from 
Georgia has just read? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will state it. The paragraph I have had read is 
taken from the debates of the House of May 27, 1858, and is the lan- 
guage of Mr, Sherman, the present Secretary of the Treasury, anil in 
which he enunciates the doctrine that the Departments are not to be 
relied upon for the purpose of reducing expenditure; that their very 
existence depends upon their patronage and that this colors their 
statements; in which also he asserts that the only hope for reducin 
the expenditures of this Government lies in the popular branch ; eal 
in which he complains that notwithstanding the reduction of appro- 
priations the several Departments of this Government have gone on 
recklessly without nano to creating deficiencies, 

This, sir, is absolutely true at the present day. I ask the attention 
of the committee for a moment to the amount of money which has 
been appropriated for several years to this very purpose of temporary 
clerks; and I will remark before commencing to give the figures that 
it has been the policy of the Government to assign permanent clerks 
for the regular work and to allow only very few temporary clerks for 
the purpose of enabling the Departments to make communications 
to this Honse when asked for. 

Tn 1856 about $10,000 was ap . for this purpose; in 1861, 
850,650; in 1863, 825,000 and $103, . That was during the war. In 
1866 the amount ran up to $250,000. In 1868 they began to return to 
the policy of peace, and $50,000 were appropriated. In 1870 $85,000 
were again appropriated; and they expended $158,603.69. In 1871 
$40,000 were appropriated and 847, 000 were expended. In 1872 $40,000 
were 1 LA Soy and $40,000 expended. In 1873 $40,000 were appro- 
priated and $36,966 were expended. In 1874 $40,000 were appropri- 
ated and $39,333 expended. In 1875 $60,000 were appropriated, but 
$37,249 only were expended. In 1876, for all the Departments, the 
sum of $60,000 was appropriated. In 1878—and I ask the attention 
of the House, for this is the very year in which we are—this House, 
this niggardly House, as gentlemen see fit to term it, appropriated a 
sum of $10,000. 

Mr. CLYMER obtained the floor and yielded his time to the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. BLO Nr.] : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Later in November the Secretary of the Treasury 
came forward asking an additional 818,000, and we appropriated 
$58,000; more than had been expendec for years, and yet to-day some 
of his friends here are asking for an appropriation of a sum amount- 
ing to $85,000 for temporary clerks; more than has been allowed or 
expended for the last six or seven years. 

Now, sir, is this House prepared to do this? Are we prepared to 
depart from this policy which obtained before the war, and which 
even the republican party resorted to? What is the reason for this 
additional number of temporary clerks? Let us look for a moment. 
It is asked that we appropriate from the funds of the Bureau of 
Printing and Engraving the sum of $35,000, and it is alleged that 
there has been a great saving in this Bureau of Printing and Engrav- 
ing. I quote from the report of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing made by the committee of investigation appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. O., May W, 1877. 
Sm: By your letter of instructions of the th of March last, the und ed 
were directed to make an examination of the Bureau of Engraving and Prin 
with reference to the efficiency of the service therein, the number, character, 
compensation of its employés, and the comparative cost of work done in the bureau 
and in private édalliaumenta: as well as to inquire into any matter affecting its 


+ enone and any means of promoting its economy and efficiency. (Appendix 
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8. Boerctucy torn foc atab ren teinar the erie ef ter ioe 
time, refi the to us for inves on, & e scope of our in- 
autres has also somewhat by oral onsen: Having made the 
requisite examination with all possible diligence and thoroughness, we have now 
the honor to submit our report. 


Personnel and Appointments. 


We began our investigations on the 2ist of March, by the oral examination of the 
oflicers of the bureau, but before proceeding far it became apparent that there was 
a great excess of force employed. Upon reporting this fact to the Secretary we 
were directed to submit a list of ns whose services could be ed with, 
basing our recommendations solely upon the relative efficiency of the various em- 


parce: In the performance of this duty we required the several chiefs of divisions, |. 4ggrega 


our presence and under our instructions, to rate the efliciency of their employés 
on a scale of 10, having rd to their capacity, industry, moral character, an: 
habits. Having ascerta from the statements of the officers of the bureau the 
daily amount of work to be done in a given division, and the capacity os an efficient 
employé therein, we thus d the number of persons required in such di- 
vision. Proceeding in this manner we found that the services of 237 — with 
an annual compensation of $136,000, could be dispensed with without impairing the 
efficiency of the burean or changing the then existing methods of doing business. 

The persons to be dismissed were then selected, taking in each case for this pur- 

those marked lowest for efficiency and retaining those marked highest. In 
this reduction, except in the case of a few women who were widows of soldiers, no 
attention whatever was paid to other considgrations than efficiency. In no case, 
either in this or subsequent reductions, was the political or other influence of the 
employés considered or even ascertained by the committee. The list of persons 
discharge of T73 o£ them took place on tho 16th of April; the names af 64 having 
di e of 173 of them too! on pri names d ing 
been struck oon fhe Het ox tae Ah afer ee 

Having found wide disparities in the y of 2 similar duties, 
we submitted a plan, on the Sth of A iy ‘or the readjustment of the pay of the 
employés on an équitable basi which was at eee by the Secretary. 

At the time the above reduction was recommended the bureau was still printing 
the one and two dollar legal-tender notes, which constituted more than one-half of its 
entire work. The Secretary, having ascertained that there was on hand, on the Ist 
of April, in the Treasurer's office and in the bureau, a supply of notes of these 
denominations amounting to about $19,000,000, and sufficient to meet the public de- 
mands for many months to come, directed that work on them should be discon- 
tinued, and instructed the committee to make a reduction of the force commensu- 
rate with the decrease in work. We were, however, directed to make no change at 
that time in the organization of the bureau or in the s 

As the reduction of work woald first affect the plate-printers, we at once pre- 
pared a list of 56 printers and 47 * In all cases of equal 
competency we aimed to retain those who had served in the Union Army in the 
late war, or had lost relatives therein on whom they depended for port, and 
per adhe cam O ERE orang TASH pyar WEED wr shy teri s list was 
submitted with our letter of the 16th of gp and, being approved by the Secre- 
tary, reduction took effect on the 18th of that month. 
eee th Proceed to ropa Tist of s thes ang for a : 

wethen a er emp . 
which list we submitted on the sih of April. This žst included the names of 63 
persons who had been recommended for discharge in our first report, but who were 
at that time 3 the Secretary. 

The persons retained by us after the first discharge being represented as, in most 
cases, of equal com cy, we were enabled, in the second list, to give 
much greater consideration to Army services and e number of persons depend- 
ent on the several employés for support than, under our instructions, was previousl 
possible. In up the list o pasas tor Siis p Taneka dar grahe d 
ently of the chief of the bureau, and endeavored to ascertain by our own personal 
estimates and observations both the amount of work to be done and the number of 
persons required to do it. For information on some points we were, however, neces- 
sarily compelled to rely A ag the statements of the superintendents of divisions. 
We endeavored also at timo to purge the bureau of all persons whose character 
or conduct had brought diseredit upon it in the 

Of the 387 persons at this time recommended 


the 230 newly recommended for 3 fse 5 ee 


dix B.) Of the 293 persons recommended for discharge, 42 were 
— „ and the names of 11 others were added by him to the list—the net reduc- 
tion in the force at this time being 262 persons. 

The total force borne upon the paron of the bureau on the Ist of April—in- 
clusive of the paper-room of the tary's office, but exclusive of the force em- 
plo nd at the paper-mill—and the numbers or who have resigned, are 
as follows: 


of in uiries covering these points. (A 
retained by 


Funn 5 sot cath; dec aw shaw A than octsas cade onapaces 419 


The total decrease is equal to about 56 per cent. of the force as it existed on April 
1, and results in a saving to the Treasury of about $390,000 per annum. It is now 
„ 1 9 15 — Thi is d 5 15 the 
0) in excess sis due y 
fact that the full num! recommended by us have not been di. but s, 
also, to the fact that the chiefs of divisions, upon whom we necessarily ly 
relied in determining the force required, were too liberal in their estimates, e 
trath is, it had been so long since the employés were required to work up to their full 
capacity, that the standard for a day's work had become very much lowered. A 
revised computation shows that at least 70 employés, including 
girls, may still be spared without detriment to the service, 

Our investigations show that the force of the bureau has for many years been 
in excess of the requirements of the work, and that this was the case even when the 
work was the greatest. We are informed and believe that the force employed in 
some divisions wes for i mimber of years together twice a8 great as was required for 
Che ee wath te he Bark U, the work, and that in others it was three times as great as 
necessary, one of these divisions a sort of platform had been built underneath 
the iron roof, about seven feet above the floor, to accommodate the us count- 
ers. On this shelf, on parts of which a person of ordinary height conld not stand 
erect—deprived of proper ventilation, and in summer to the joint effects of 
the h roof above and the fumes of the wetted paper beneath—were placed 
some thirty or more women who had received appointments, and for whom room 
must be found. It now appears that the room was of ample size, without this con- 
trivance, to accommodate all of the persons realivnsaded; that the surplus force 
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printers and press- 


ngers, 

ostensibly engaged in taking the sheets, as received from the printers, to the exam- 

mine sheets were ready, they were taken up 
ona e 
The messengers were so numerous as to be actually in each other’s way. On our 
recommendation they have all been discharged and replaced by one man, who takes 
all the sheets to the examiners en a truck, and ps time jor other work besides. 
Many other instances of a similar nature might be given. 

To the pursuance of this policy of overcrowding the bureau with needless em- 

ployés was due the fact that the enormous os sean for the last fiscal year, 

ting over $2,000,000, were spent in a little more than seven months, the print- 
ing of the public. securities stopped, and seventeen hundred people thrown out of 
employment, Officers of the bureau now state that the appropriations, if expen 
with proper economy, were ample to have carried it through the year; and in this 
opinion we fally concur. To the same policy was due the excess of force existing 
at the time this committee began its investigations. 

A further illustration of the ideas and methods which have prevailed in the bu- 
reau is furnished by the fact testified to before the committee by its late chief that 
in April, 1876, the pay of the female employés was, by the direction of the Secretary, 
cat down from $1.75 to $1.50 a day—not as a measure of economy, but in order that 
the amount thus saved might be expended in the em; more people. The 
reason assigned for this action was that the pressure for place was $o great that 

Secretary. : 


of whic ent of the other: Lavish appropriations, 6 
through political inſluence. The whole m seems to have revolved in a vicious 
circle. Appropriations have been by a tments for 


been expended in such manner as to retain the good- 
will of those alread endly or to secure that of others. Moreover, the bureau 
has been made to su S of an almshouse or asy- 
lum. Ifa woman was found to be in destitution, tect wha deemed. A auDA 
cause for demanding that employment be given heras an act of charity, 

of the needs of the service or of her own competency, and in this wa: peo- 
le who in any other city would have depended on some public or private 

ve found a refuge in a bureau which aims to with private en 
Enid which, fa: onder fo ful] Shes purpose of iin establishment Shoat be cape ly 
a workshop. 

We cannot condemn too strongl: e eee 
sponsible for the extravagance and irregularities that have eretofore marked the 
P oR saat eaten apg eee, d is safe to say, has cost the lo millions 
of in this branch of the service alone. Without it, there w. have been 
no incentive to waste the public sane ee yment of needless ; 
with it, no matter what reforms may be tuted for the time, we greatly fear 

ent improvement is possible. 


once ee from year to 3 
In the second place, no increase of force shoul ever DA DEMIAN fy the 
has increased in specified bran: and that a designated number of persons of a 


certain class are required to perform it. The stary, if satisfied with the rea- 
N in writing the employment of the additional 
number ns 


persons necessary. 
The nominees should, in our opinion, be subjected to a simple, cab exami- 


be 
title them to permanent appoin 


pensation of each eof és should be law, 
subject to the condition that if the work should fall mp Frege hal ws pae da 
the force should be decreased in like 

We earnestly recommend that future appointments in the bureau be confined, as 
far as possible, to the deserving and competent persons who have been removed, 
without fault of theirs, in consequence of the reduction of work. The tion of 
such a policy would be not only for the best interests of the Department, but an 
act of justice to a class of meritorious persons. 7 

And gentlemen on the other side of the House sat there and aRowed 
this to go on, and we are told by the report of the subcommittee ap- 
pointed by the Secretary that in that bureau there were three times 
the number of clerks appointed that the business of the offiee re- 
quired ; that they had been appointed for the purpose of inducing 
members of Congress of this House and the Senate whose friends 
received positions there to vote appropriations of money. This bas 
been the purpose of it, and a number of persons have been there in 
idleness 3 time in sleep. Again, sir, a part of the redue- 
tion that took place at that time grew from the fact that a large 
amount of work which had been done in reference to the printing of 
1 notes was suspended and that work being e it 
allowed of these reductions in this bureau; and while these appro- 
priations have been urged in this way, the reduction may have been 
made under the power of public opinion upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He comes here to-day asking for more money for tempo- 
rary clerks than has ever been allowed before. He is doing the very 
thing which he in 1858 described as a usurpation on the part of the 
heads of Departments in not confining themselves to the appropria- 
tions provided by Congress or even within the expenditures which 
had obtained in their Departments for several years. 

Mr. DANFORD. Has not the regular force employed in that De- 
partment been largely decreased since the commencement of the 
present administration ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It has; but that has largely been on aceount of 
the reduction of labor from the fact that silver has been substituted 
for fractional currency, that has permitted these reductions. But 
in further answer to the gentleman I say that he and his friends sat 
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here for eight years in the midst of this corruption and not one word 
of protest eame from them. 
. DANFORD. What corruption? 


Mr. BLOUNT. In this very Bureau which the subcommittee ap- 
pointed by the Secretary himself allege to have been in existence. 

Mr. D. RD. Does he himself allege corruption? 

Mr. BLOUNT. He does; he alleges that employés were appointed 
for the purpose of getting appropriations of money, and that mill- 
ions were expended for these very parties in this particular Bureau. 
Sir, for years millions of dollars in a single Bureau of the Treasury 
Department had been expended, not for doing the work of the Goy- 
ernment, but for corrupting legislators. 

Mr. DANFORD. Do you say that the Secretary of the Treasury 
made these statements? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I say that gentlemen who were friends of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and appointed as a commission to investigate 
this matter make the very statements that I have already quoted. 
Their report is interesting reading, and as the gentleman has not 
read it, it will do some good perhaps if he will recur to it. The gen- 
tleman will find what has been alleged, that while there has been a 
waste of public money and a waste in various places in all the De- 
partments, this cry of excessive nditures has not been a senseless 
cry. Gentlemen talk about charity and of voting away money for 
the purpose of charity. Sir, I love charity. The poor are all over the 
land. If gentlemen have sympathy for them and will sacrifice from 
their own purse for the benefit of these people their charity will do 
a practical work; but when it comes to expending the people’s money 
for charity and claiming personal merit for it, it descends below the 
level of common honesty, and for one I do not conceive that I have 
power to go into the Treasury for the purpose of distributing alms 


in this 17 25 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FOSTER. I regret exceedingly that the amendment that I 
had the honor to offer, or at least a portion of it, was ruled out of 
order. That being so, I am disposed to favor the amendment of the 
arpa from Indiana. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 

as torn passion into tatters over the past condition of the Treasury 
pe hic and he speaks particularly of the Burean of Engraving 
and Printing. Does the gentleman know that a democratic House 
sat here two years, corrupted as he states by that bureau, without 
accomplishin thing in the way of investigation? 

Mr. . Will the gentleman allow me to answer? 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman and his friends had so many em- 
ployés in that bureau. 

. BLOUNT. „The gentleman” had none. 

Mr. FOSTER. They had so many that they could not move against 
the Bureau of Printing and Engraving, and it devolved upon this 
man, the present Secretary of the Treasury, from whose remarks in 
1857 the gentleman has read, to make this investigation and to make 
the reform which has been accomplished there. He has reduced the 
expenditures of that burean over $600,000 below the appropriation 
made for it by the last democratic House. 

Mr. „Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him! 

Mr. FOSTER. This is a plain question of business. I am not here 
to speak about the charity that is involved in this appropriation ; 
but I want to say this to the Committee of the Whole, and I ic- 
ularly call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
piore [Mr. pean dg other gentlemen to the fact that there are 
n several bureaus of the Department—— 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. FOSTER. Not now; after I get through. There are in several 
bureaus of the Departmani, in the Second Auditor's Office particu- 
larly, in the Third Auditor's Office, and in the Adjutant-General’s 
Office, a large number of files that are in a very bad condition. Now 
those files need indexing; they need arranging; they need repairing. 
And I undertake te say that there is not a gentleman in this House, 
not one, who, if he will examine these files and see the condition they 
are in and the need for repairing and indexing them, will not say that 
we ought to appropriate thrice this sum to put them in repair; and 
that it would be most excellent economy to do so. 

Why, sir, I saw the other day in one of the offices, and the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations saw it with me, a single 
roll that was at least from ten to fifteen feet long; being the roll of 
a hospital. It was not indexed; they had not the clerical force to 
index it; the 8 not been given them by republicans 
or democrats. And when information is sought to be obtained from 
that roll, it has to be taken down and the listof names looked through 
one by one before the name sought for can be found and the informa- 
tion sought for obtained. 

Now, Í say to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the members of this Com- 
mitteo of the Whole, as a man of business, as a man who has a t 
deal of familiarity with these things, that the best economy this House 
can engage in to-day is, if they could know that the appropriation 
would go for that purpose, to appropriate a sum that would at once, 
or as soon as possible and practicable, put these rolls into a condition 
where they might be examined and the information in them readily 
obtained. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. FOSTER. I would like a little more time. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Will the 
allow me to ask him a question 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Did I understand the gentleman correctly as 
saying that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing had not been in- 
vestigated; that a democratic Congress sat here for two years and 
made no attempt to investigate it? 

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say that. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. What did you say? 

Mr. FOSTER. I said that a democratic Congress had not success- 
fally investigated it; and that the success of reducing expenditures 
there was due to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I desire to say to the gentleman that that bureau 
was investigated last year by the Committee on Expenditures in the 

Department, and that the evidence was printed. That evi- 
dence shows that the then Secretary of the T „Mr. Morrill, 
stated that there were more empfoyés in the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing than was necessary, several hundred more. 

Mr. FOSTER. Icannot afford to have the gentleman’s speech come 
out of my time. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. And that it was not from his desire that it was 
so, but because of the importunities of members of Co 

Mr. FOSTER: Iagree with every word that was said in 1857 b. 
the present 5 of the Treasury. I believe in economy, an 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and my associates 
on the subcommittee on the legislative appropriation bill will accord 
to me the credit of saying that everywhere and in every place that I 
could find room for reduction to the extent of a single dollar I have 
gone with them in favor of that reduction. The present Secretary 
of the Treasury, who in 1857 made the remarks which have been read 
here, has of his own accord reduced the expenses of running his De- 
partment, meng into consideration all its various branches, more 
than a million of dollars below the appropriation made by your dem- 
ocratic Con 

Mr. BLO How much? 

Mr. le More rc * milli oes a vestige 1 ee 2 of En- 
graving and Printing in the other branches o t ment. 

Mr. UNT. The report does not say so. vt 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, it does. If you will examine the reports in 
reference to the Boston, New York, and New Orleans custom-houses, 
&c., you will find that there has been a reduction of more than a 
million of dollars. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Were not those reductions resisted at that time 
by the Department and by the republican party of this House; and 
while the democratic was trying to make a reduction of twelve 
hundred clerks in the Department, would the Department 
and the republican party here consent to a reduction of more than 
seven hun ? 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not wish to yield all my time in this way. If 
I had time I could tell the gentleman all about it; his statement is 
very easily answered. What I was g to say is this: that this 
gentleman has made this reduction of his own accord, and I repeat 
now what I said several days ago, that in my judgment he is one of 
the best administrative officers this coun’ ever seen. He says 
to us, I can pope the clerks I ask for, and I recommend this appro- 
priation of $30,000. This he says to you after saving more than a 
million of dollars of the appropriations made by a democratic Con- 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] 


Now I say that any gentleman who made such a speech as that in 
1857 and who illustrates the principles of that speech in his action as 
Secretary of the Treasury is entitled to be heard u this floor. 
Nay, more; my friends on the committee will testify that he has re- 
sisted cormorants who are trying to filch more than $2,000,000 from 
the Treasury of the United States and has sent them to Congress to 
urge their claims. In every conceivable way that gentleman has been 
saving money to the Government. On every possible occasion he has 
been found acting in the interest of the people and in exact accord 
with the speech made by him in 1857. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate economy, I suppose, as 
much as anybody else, and I favor it wherever it is legitimate; butI 
do not think this an occasion when the doctrine of economy applies. 
I do not believe that it is good policy to reduce the rations of a starv- 
ing man; I do not think it is conducive to his restoration to health 
to lessen the amount of bread that shall be given him to eat. There 
are great causes for the depression of the industries of our country 
and for the distress that prevails all over the land. Those causes can 
never be reached by stinting the labor of the country, by “economy,” 
falsely so called, or by any amount of special pleading of the kind 
we are accustomed to be treated toon this floor. If we would restore 
prosperity to the country, we must take the hand of the tax-gath- 
erer from the doors of the hovels of porey and place it upon the 
piles of accumulated wealth in the land. At present taxation is 
spread = all over Ages country n Pec a Wey or it is oe me 
anaconda, crushing the prosperity o people; and now, when they 
cry out in distress, they are told “you must eat less bread ; you 
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must drink water instead of coffee or milk ;” and we are wine to 
continue the policy of paring the nail of the finger of the hand until 
the country can grow up into prosperity again. : 

The Secretary of the Treasury presents to this House a letter in 
which he states that he can employ usefully to the Government of 
the United States a certain number of pont people. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, it has been a most interesting subject of thought to the states- 
men of Europe to determine how to give employment to poor people 
and to prevent distress and starvation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask the gentleman whether they have been 
doing it by multiplying offices. 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; they do not multiply offices; and I wish the 
entleman, instead of cutting down somebody’s meat and bread, could 
ring his mind to reforming the great abuses of this Government 

that lie in the road of taxation. Our revenue laws are the curses of 
the country; and it can never enjoy prosperity until those laws are 
reformed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, What is it that causes the distress to 

which the gentleman refers? 

Mr. MI If I bad an hour I would tell the gentleman. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is it not in part the extravagant ex- 
penditures of the Government? P 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; it is not. We are suffering under a policy of 

taxation which, while bringing into the Treasury $130,000,000, costs 
the people of the country from 51,200, 000,000 to $1,500,000,000 that 
‘oes to swell the wealth of monopolies. The concentration into a few 
hands of the wealth produced by the labor of the country is what has 
brought about the distress now prevailing; and that distress will 
linger at your doors until your statesmen rise to the demands of the 
occasion and resist the exactions of those monopolies. Youcan never 
help the condition of the country by turning out a few poor widows 
to shed their tears, because driven out into the storms of heaven, 
without knowing where to get their bread or where to pillow their 
heads. This Government, if it can usefully employ the poor people 
of this country, will commit a crime before Heaven if it refuses to do 
it and permits them tostarve. I believe that whenever it can usefully 
be done it is the duty of the Government to give such employment, 
and I shall vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. In the tive minutes allowed me I shall 
not have time to indulge in any general panegyric on the subject of 
retrenchment and reform or to urge the 3 of large expendi- 
tures for the purpose of giving the idle people of the country employ- 
ment. I desire to say that I very greatly regret that the gentleman 
having charge of this bill [Mr. DURRANI saw fit to interpose a point 
of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. FÓSTER.] Asa member of the subcommittee having in charge 
the subject of temporary clerks, I have had occasion to investigate 
that matter by several times visiting that Department, reaching as 
early as I was able conclusions that did not depend on the mere ipse 
dixit of the Secretary of the Treasury. For one I do not propose while 
a member of this House to act as some 2 profess their will- 
ingness to act, as a mere registering clerk for the purpose of carrying 
out the requests of the heads of the Departments. While other gentle- 
men may understand it to be their duty to appropriate the last dollar 
declared to be necessary by the heads of Departments, shutting their 
eyes and“ going it blind,” I for one cannot do it. 

I wish to say that, if the mere employment of temporary clerks were 
the only matter to be provided for now, $6,500 is in my judgment 
the largest amount that ought to be voted for that p But I 
believe that $25,000 or $30,000 could be and coats to be employed at 
once for the purpose of procuring file-boxes and for indexing and re- 
pairing the two hundred thousand bundles of Army rolls that Ihave 
seen in the office of the Second Auditor of the Treasury. Each of 
those two hundred thousand bundles consists of one hundred separate 
rolls; and the great bulk of them are bound together by leather 
straps around the middle. Another lot, embracing a very large 

uantity, are tied with little white whip-cords. The building is 
foo with brick. There are no pigeon holes in which to put these 
papers; but they are shoved in upon shelves. I have seen the result 
of this kind of work, on which forty-five clerks have been employed 
and upon which forty-five more could be employed if you should in- 
crense the expenditure, But it is just as wise and just as economical 
to buy sieves to dip out a Spring as to use money year after year as 
we have been doing in patching these records, to be worn out again 
within four orfive or six months of the time when they are repaired. 

What this Government ogas to do, what any man able to run a 
corner grocery on u cross-road would do, would be to index these rolls 
and buy file-boxes in which to put them. How do they do now? A 
man who wants to find the condition of a soldier on one of these rolls 

and unties and unstraps one of these bundles composed of one 
undred reves and searches through each of the hundred rolls sim- 
ply to see whether the man is there, spending a large amount of time, 
when, if they were indexed and repaired and put in boxes, in one 
single minute the work of searching for a soldier could be carried 
Sones with that takes from ten minutes to two hours, I am told by 
a clerk, to accomplish now. Yet members of Con sit here and 
on points of order allow au appropriation that ought to be made go 
out of the bill. 
I say I will not vote a dollar beyond $6,000 for the purpose of bein 


spent in that sort of service; and if any man here wants to go it blind, 


let him go it blind, but I have seen and know the needs of the serv- 


ice, and I know that it is folly, such as would not be indulged by any 
successful business man, to repair these rolls to be worn out before 
any preparation has been made for saving them by indexing and pur- 
chasing file-boxes in which to keep them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not see any 8 for any 
political feeling or discussion on this appropriation bill. I want to 
say that I believe the appropriation we want to make is ample for the 
purpose. What is that purpose? The purpose is to provide employ- 
ment for a number of clerks who have been dismissed from the Treas- 
ury Department. The committee does not expect to make appropria- 
tions by Congress to provide employment for every needy person in 
this city. Why, gentlemen, I tell you that would exhaust your Treas- 
ury. It would exhaust yoo Treasury if you had five times the re- 
sources you have with which to fill your Treasury, were you to pro- 
vide employment for every needy person in Washington, or its vicin- 
ity, or in the States, who would come here provided they could pro- 
cure 9 

Are these clerks really needed? That is the question? Are they 
really needed? It is true the Secretary of the Treasury has said they 
could be usefully employed. Yes, gentlemen, they can be employed 
at public work or public labor, I will admit; but that work can be 
very well postponed. I undertake to say there is no report before 
this committee from any Secretary or any committee of this House 
which shows there is a great and imminent necessity for this appro- 
priation. I undertake to say with some knowledge of the facts that 
the work which is proposed to be done by these employés, should they 
be reinstated, can be postponed withont soy detriment to the public 
service, Therefore I want to say it is an y a matter of charity. 

I turn now to my eloquent friend from Texas, [Mr. MIIIS, I whom 
T always listen to with great pleasure. I feel an electrical thrill when 
I hear him, for he is always unique and original. He wishes this 
Government to be a great eleemosynary institution. He wishes this 
Government to be a great alms-house. No tongue is more eloquent 
than his in standing here and pleading the cause of the poor, and es- 
pecially of the poor women of the country. I honor him for his feel- 
ing; but is that our duty as Representatives? Is it our duty to stand 
here and make money for the needy? I tell gentlemen if they appro- 
priate $30,000 as provided here to employ these ninety clerks, five 
times ninety or one hundred times ninety just as needy, and perhaps 
more so, will be ready at our door to make the same appeal. 

Talk about the idea that this Government is to make e 
because people come and say they are poor and needy! If you wish 
to enter upon a general system of internal improvements, if yon wish 
to enter upon a general system of public building, if you wish to 
erect great palatial establishments in this country where there may 
be need for them, if you wish to build railroads, if you wish to con- 
struct canals, that is another question; and on that I have nothing 
new to say, because it is not pertinent to the issue. But when we are 
asked here to appropriate $20,000 simply because some poor women 
ask it at our hands, of Congress, it doesseem to me you are stepping 
beyond the path of your duty. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move as an amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana to make the sum $30,000 instead of 
$25,000, on the principle that we do not stand herc to-day asking this 
Government shall be turned into an eleemosynary institution, not for 
the purpose of throwing our charities over the country and spread- 
ing them everywhere for the pu of helping the needy, but for 
the purpose of doing that which ought to be done at the time it 
ought to be done, and not putting it off away from the proper time 
when it ought to be done. 

Mr. Chairman, it is stated here that this bill or this amendment is 
for the of showing our charity to a class of needy people. I 
ask, if in a time when a wry is general throughout the country, 
if this Government can lift its hand and can aid a class of people and 

ive them Jabor when they cannot get it elsewhere, and yet not make 
it a charity to employ the labor so that it shall be useful, whether it is 
not its duty, its bounden duty, to do it. And I say to the Committee 
on Appropriations that there is a voice calling louder to-day than 
theirs, a voice from the ground calling upon this Congress to do some- 
thing to carry on every public improvement, to move every nerve this 
Government possesses to take the people out of the slough of despond, 
to let the laboring people have a chance to work upon your public 
works, to work upon your canals, to work wherever you can give 
them work. 

Why, sir, when England was in a state of depression, when that 
money was spent so lavishly as stated by the London pa by the 
Queen to celebrate the recovery of the Prince of Wales, what was the 
reply she authorized? It was that all through London destitation 
was staring the r people in the face, and she was spending that 
money to give the poor artisans bread; and this reply silenced the 
complaint of every newspaper in London. 

There is no charity about this. Your charities commenced perhaps 
years back when the last Congress said they saved $38,000,000, but 
the strikes took more than $25,000,000 of that away in four weeks. 

That is the question. You may put it where you please or ma; 
hide it where you Sy It is the question put by the people of this 
country, whether this Congress will not do something to lift the people 
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up. The policy of every government on the face of the earth has 
been to use its means in this way when necessary, even if it should 
bring on a deficit, because the people of the land do not care how much 
zn run into debt if you keep them from starvation. When times are 
tter you can then take means to pay the debt. You cannot make the 
oor people believe that a time like this is the time for paying off the 
Lebt. And you can save, for instance, even the interest on „000,000 
of greener instead of redeeming them, by letting them circulate, 
san saving that interest and applying it where it is needed somewhere 
e 
5 the hammer fell.] 
. DURHAM. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I stated in the speech opening the debate upon this 
bill that upon a fair investigation it would be found twenty clerks 
were all that were necessary in this Department. Now I am sorry my 
colleague upon the committee, the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. Mu PHREY. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr, DURHAM. I hope the gentleman will wait till I am done. I 
did not interrupt him while he was speaking. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not wish to interrupt the gentlemen ; but 
I wish to say that I asked the Secretary of the Treasury personally 
sben the matter, and he said he had employment for the whole 
number, 

Mr. DURHAM. Oh, he has employment for a thousand. Now Iam 
talking business. I hope I do not come here in any partisan spirit, 
and you never find me drawing politics into a business transaction, 
but I put it to the honor and sense of every gentleman on this floor 
whether or not he can lay his hand upon his breast after he has heard 
al] this argument and say that more than twenty clerks are required 
to answer the demands of the Treasury during the balance of the fiscal 


year. 

Now, my ingenious friend from Ohio [Mr. Foster] begged the ques- 
tion in his argument this morning. He had to get up and make an 
appeal for the Adjutant-General’s Office in order to make out the 
necessity for this. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not at all. 

Mr. DURHAM. Now, the question I put to the House in my first 
statement, and I intend to press it home upon the House, is simply 
this: are more than twenty clerks necessary in this Department ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Now, will the gentleman permit me right here 

Mr. DURHAM. I cannot yield just now. If more than twenty 
clerks are not n , then I insist you place this upon the ground 
of charity and nothing but charity. And if I can get men 
enough—and I do not say it in the spirit of trying to terrify gentle- 
men—but if I can get good men enough on that side of the House, as 
I know they will stand by me on this side of the Honse, I will give 
them an opportunity to put their names on the record upon this ques- 
tion as to whether or not you regard this in the light of a charity or 
a business transaction, Now I will hear the question of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

jon the hammer fell.) 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CALKIYS. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
DURHAM] or the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS,] either of 
them, put this question to the House in the proper form. The fact 
that eighty-five clerks can be used for necessary work that ought to 
be done now in the Treasury Department, is certainly an argument 
in favor of the use of that number, The fact that the work is to be 
done and that it is necessary to be done, is an argument in favor of 
employing that many unless there be some special reason why at this 
time the Government cannot spare the money. 

Of all times in the world, when ey ing is depressed, when it is 
known that the laboring classes of the people are out of employ- 
ment, if the Government has work to do and it is necessary that it 
should be done, do not put it off as the gentleman from Tennessee 
[ Mr, ATKINS] says, nor do I believe that be quotes the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MıLıs] aright, for I did not understand that gentleman 
to say that he wanted the Government to employ these poor persons 
as a matter of charity, but because the Government has work to do; 
and if there ever was a time when the Representatives should lay 
aside politics it is now, and extend this relief to the people who are 
suffering, not because the Government can put it off, not because it 


can sail niggardly along. 
HAM, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. DU 
tion? 

Mr. CALKINS. I have but five minutes and the gentleman would 
not allow himself to be interrupted, nor can I. 

I beg to say to the House that one of the great reasons why the 
country is suffering is because all capitalists are drawing in their 
money. Capital is conservative. Whenever you attack capital, it is 
always drawn in. Now is the time for the Government to be liberal, 
not excessive, but do not be parsimonious, 

Isay to the committee when this suffering is stalking as it is abroad 
now is the time for you upon that side of the House to show by your 
ss whether or not your hearts are in sympathy with the laboring 
classes. 

[Here the hammer ten] 

Mr, DURHAM. I would like to have some end put to this debate, 


and unless some agreement can be arrived at I shall move that the 
committee rise for the purpose of closing it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I renew it. 

Mr. DURHAM. We must have some end to this debate. 

Mr. FOSTER. I desired to reply to the gentleman himself. 

Mr. DURHAM. Then let us have some understanding. 

Mr. FOSTER. I believe I have the floor; when I have finished my 
remarks the gentleman can move to close debate. 

Mr. DURHAM. I hope my colleague on the committee will let us 
have some eee as to how long this debate is to run. 

Mr. FOSTER. When I have finished my five-minute speech I will 
agree to any proposition the gentleman may make. 

Now I say in all sincerity and I put it to the gentlemen on the other 
side, the members of this committee, and they have not answered the 
question, they have begged it, while the fact is that the employment 
of these twenty-five additional clerks is useful, the only point made 
by the other side against it is that it may be peek pane Now that 
is all there is about it. 

Mr. DURHAM. Now, will you answer the argument of your friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER, ] that the work done in the Second Audi- 
tor’s Bureau does more harm than good, and these clerks are doing it? 

Mr. FOSTER. I am answering your argument. 

Mr. DURHAM. That was the argument of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. BAKER, ] not mine. ý 

Mr. FOSTER. Now, I am sure Mr. BAKER will say with me that 
you can expend $25,000 in the Second Anditor’s Office usefully. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. But they are to be properly expended. 

Mr. DURHAM. Yon cannot do it in this bill. 

Mr. FOSTER. It may be done under an appropriation properly 
expended, and I have no doubt that the money will be expended ex- 
actly according to my amendment, whether or not it is incorporated 
into the bill, 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] himself had the 
honor of making the pang of order against a useful amendment. 

Mr. DURHAM. I followed the instructions of my committee. 

Mr. FOSTER. But the committee is not always right. 

Mr DUPIN: That may be; but lam doing what they instructed 
me to do. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman bases his argument on the fact that 
the law required the employment of enough temporary clerks to do 
the extra business while Congress is in session. 1 believe I state the 


e correctly 
Mr. DUR Provided in the one hundred and seventy-first sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. Now,I took the pains to inquire into this thing a 
little and I found that in the last Congress more than one hundred 
clerks were employed to answer the demands of Con The gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. BuckNxn, ] the present chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Curreney, introduced a single resolution 
that took the time of Tuyen years and nine months to answer it, and 
it was never printed at all. It was the list of the stockholders in 
national banks. 

It takes to-day, allow me to tell the gentleman from Kentucky, the 
labor of more than sixty clerks to answer questions propounded by 
members of this House and by the House itself. 

Now I undertake to a this appropriation will not answer the 
demands made upon the Secretary of the Treasury by Congress, and 
ie 05 Ain basis upon which the gentleman from Kentucky proposes 
the $6,000. 

Now I wish to say further that while there is charity in this thing, 
while it is the duty of the House to furnish employment to these poor 
persons if we have it, there is an actual necessity for the appropria- 
tion of $25,000 for the use of that Department. 

On yesterday this House voted to commence a building that will 
cost $300,000, and it is the forerunner of perhaps ten or fifteen mill- 
ions more for similar purposes. Yet we sit here and cavil about a 
twenty-five-thousand-dollar appropriation which is needed to put 
your tiles in proper condition, so that they may be readily examined 
and the information in them easily obtained. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DURHAM. I propose to move that the committee now rise in 
order to obtain from the House an order limiting debate upon the 
pending clause and all amendments thereto, unless we can have some 
understanding in the committee, 

Mr. HANNA. How long a time? 

Mr. DURHAM. I propose to limit it to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. Let us have the understanding here in committee. 

Mr. DURHAM. Very well. 

Mr. FOSTER. Perhaps ten minutes will be enough. 

Mr. HANNA. With the understanding that I can have five minutes. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will consent that debate upon the pending clause 
and amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes, of which I will 
yield five minutes to the other side and keep five minutes for this 
side, I hope that will be agreed to. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hanna] for five minutes. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the committee that I 
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offered this amendment in good faith. I offered it for the reason that 
I had faith to believe that the Secretary of the Treasury would not 
ask this House, as he did some five or six weeks ago, to make an ap- 
propriation of $30,000 unless there was a necessity for it. As some 
five or six weeks have elapsed since he made that request, I propose 
to change the amount from $30,000 to $25,000. When I come to read 
his letter I am satisfied that a fair construction of it is that there is 
a necessity for the e tera of these eighty-five temporary clerks. 
And now I want to submit to the big-brained, broad-tread, prac- 
tical democrats of this House whether or not it is wise economy to 
make an appropriation suflicient to promptly and efficiently dis- 
charge the public service. Will you tell me that it is reform to re- 
fuse to do anything? Will you tell me that it is reform to refuse to 
make appropriations to pay honest debts ? 

If I were di to convert this into a political question I might 
have something to say in that regard; I might have something to 
say as to what this question of reform has resulted in heretofore, but 
I do not see proper on this oceasion to go into that. 

I stand here to maintain, in view of what the Secretary of the 
Treasury has said to us, that there is a necessity for the employment 
of eighty-five persons; that they can be usefully * and that 
it is not wise economy to defer until to-morrow what ought to be 
done to-day. Why, sir, the lan of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and of some other members of that com- 
mittee pared me of the statement of a fellow in Indiana who said 
that through life he had acted upon the maxim not to do to-day what 
he could put off until to-morrow. [Laughter.] 

Now, iays not pretend to say that the work upon which these 
clerks will be employed is not necessary to be done some time. But 
they come here with the howl that they popoe to pas us upon the 
record as being in favor of taking money the public Treasury as 
public charity. Sir, I do not 75 it upon that ground; I put it upon 
the request of the Secretary of the Treasury that we make this appro- 
priation, and upon the ground that the appropriation if made be 
expended in the public service. Yea, more; it will be at a lower rate 
per diem than is paid any other clerks in any of the Departments; 
that is, $2 per day. 

Now, I want to ask you democrats of big brain who a few minutes 
ago voted almost solidly to employ ten experts“ !” fellows 
to nose into everything to the end that possibly you may make some 
political capital to be used in some constable’s election—I want to ap- 

to you and to ask you how yon will reconcile that vote with your 
vote against the recommendation and against the appeal of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Can it be possible that any democrat upon this 
floor will vote against this proposition by reason of his prejudice 
against the f of the Treasury? I trust not. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will tell the gentleman that I am pleading for 
the poor man in his district and all over the country, and am not in 
favor of wasting mone bigs useless clerks. 

Mr. HANNA. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. Durnam] I do not 
re as a demagogue. . He was educated in Indiana, 
and he ought to be of broader brain than he has manifested upon this 
occasion. [Lau ee 8 

Mr. DURHAM. Will my friend allow me to say that I am very 
pona of my education, and that my education taught me business 

abits. 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly, and I am coming right down to business. 
I say it is not business habits to put off until to-morrow what 

on ought to do to-day. That is not economy; that is not reform; 
it is simply dodging the question ; that is the whole of it. And let 
me say further to the gentlemen that the time has passed when they 
can go to the people od 5 any such claim as that under the guise of 
reform. In view of what this Congress was called upon to do at the 

ial session you cannot do that again in the next canvass with the 
ery of “Tilden and Hendricks and reform.“ [Great laughter,] 
Here the hammer fell.] 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fos- 
TER] in the course of his speech said that the last House, which was 
a democratic House, had not reduced expenditures in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing and had not corrected the extravagances 
which obtained there. t, sir, it is to be remembered thatthe head 
of that Department, backed by the gentleman himself, came here 
and urged upon that democratic House an appropriation of $1,000,000, 
which we reduced $200,000. I concede that we did not make there 
and elsewhere all the reductions which were proper and justifiable; 
but it was because we had not facilities for dbtainin the n 
information upon which to act. Hence we proceeded. timidly in the 
matter of reduction. The gentleman says that he was for economy, 
reasonable economy, always; yet any person familiar with the pro- 
ceedings here during the last Congress will remember that standing 
where he now stands he was continually upbraiding this House for 
its efforts to secure reduction of expenditures. 

Now it is said that this work is needful to be done; yet the very 
report made by this subcommittee, appointed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, discloses that there are quite a number of employés there 
now who ought not to be there. It is known that in the 8 
Department and other Departments of this Government employés do 
not occupy the time that they ought to occupy; and I undertake to 
say that the gentleman himself will be found voting for reductions 


ee very Department. If this be true, why is there need for more 
r 

It is proper here to make a distinction. I have said that it was 
the policy of the Government to fix the number of employés for the 
regular running of all these Departments. That has been done. We 
are now upon the subject of temporary clerks. If it is n to 
arrange the rolls, that is one thing; and when the subcommittee of 
which the gentleman is a member prepares its bill, let him provide 
for the proper number of employés for that purpose. But the point 
here is that we are providing for temporary clerks; and the ioc 7 
object of providing such clerks is to answer inquiries addressed by 
Congress to the several Departments. The gentleman tells us of the 
enormous number of calls made by the last Congress upon the Depart- 
ments; yet nothing like the appropriation here pro was ex- 
pended in answering such calls. In spite of the fact that far fewer 
calls for executive information are being made now than were made 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, we are asked to appropriate for tempo- 
rary clerks, whose business is merely to answer inquiries sent by Con- 

to the several Departments, a er sum than has been used in 
is way for the last six years. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. DURHAM. My friend from Missouri [Mr. ITTNER] has been 
trying for half an hour to obtain the floor on this question. I ask 
unanimous consent that he may have five minutes; and then I shall 
call for a vote, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ITTNER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer a few suggestions in 
support of the amendment increasing the amount proposed to be 

owed for the use of the Department to 

I base my support of this proposition largely upon 
made this morning by the gentleman having charge of this bill. If 
there ever was a time in the history of this Government when the 
unemployed labor of the country appealed to Congress for relief, it is 
now; and I understood the gentleman in e of this bill to admit 
here this morning that there was labor which might usefully be ee 
formed by the number of clerks that it is proposed to authorize, but 
that this labor could be deferred until ten years hence or some other 
period in the future. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I voted yesterday for the bill authorizing the 
construction of a mos building for a court-house; eee 
and post-office at City, in the State of Missouri, and I 
here re to vote for like improvements in other portions of this 
broad country where such improvements can be shown to be neces- 
sary. Mr. Chairman, I like the key-note which has been sounded 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. MILLS, ja man with a large heart 
a big head. He has properly indicated, I think, what should be the 
potiey of the Government at this time. I do not believe in squan- 

ering the money of the people or in appropriating it for charitable 
purposes; but I do say that if there be any expenditure for publie 
improvements or for any work in the ts which may possi- 
bly become eee within the next ten years I am in favor of au- 
thorizing appropriations at this time for the doing of such work. 

The gentleman in charge of this bill, when asked yesterday by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] whether this appropriation 
was authorized by any existing law, stated that it was proposed as 
an act of charity—nothing else. I ask, then, if this appropriation is 
being made as an act of charity, why not extend that act of charity 
so as to include eighty-five of these clerks instead of a mere fraction 
of that number? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DURHAM, I now call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the House for debate on this 
section and the pending amendments has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw my amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hanna.] 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. Hanna; which 
was to make the section read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
Year at arate not exocoding # por day cach: Provided, That the whalo sum to De 
ata $ Whole 
— EES for this purpose Shall not pe de $25,000. ¥ 5 

The amendment was not agreefl to; there being—ayes 74, noes 100. 

The question then recurred on the following amendment of Mr. 
Foster, offered as a substitute for the section: 


For the employment of temporary clerks in the Treasury Department, $35,000. 
begat ite I modify the amendment so as to make the amount 


$20,000. 

Mr. DURHAM. I hope the House will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I want the House to understand that the amount of 
the a ee ang in the amendment is reduced to 820,000. 

Mr. DURHAM. And I want the House to understand that this is 
an increase of $14,000. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment; there 
were—ayes 54, noes 105, 

Mr. FOSTER called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I move the following amendment, to come 
in at the end of the first section : 

That it shall not hereafter be lawful to make any appointments in the several 
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ar plo from the District of Columbia or from any State or Territory in 
of D 


excess 

umber to which it is entitled on the basis of an equal distribution of such 

appointments acouniling to tha populations nor abal) it perot Relawan tosan 

6 on to which it is entitled i the basis of an — dis- 

tribution of — — among the several congressional districts in State ; 

and on an after July 1, 1878, the said several Departments shall, as soon as prac- 
ticable, be reorganized so as to conform to the foregoing provisions, 

Mr. DURHAM. I heartily approve of the proposition, hut it is 
new legislation and I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I trust the gentleman will not object. 
I think it is eminently wise and proper. 

Mr. DURHAM. It is eminently wise and proper, but does not come 
in here. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. It can come in here if the gentleman does 
not object to it. 4 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not appear to be necessary in the line 
of reduction of expenditures. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Let me make the parliamentary inqui 
whether or not it is not in the line of retrenchment and reform an 
whether, as such, it is not entirely competent for me to offer it at 
this time ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided all that is necessary on 

on. The amendment is out of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


for use of the office ; for the actual expenses of clerks detailed toin 
fraudulent land entries, on the public lands, and cases of official mis- 
conduct, and for advertisin; g, the sum of That 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I make the point of order that 
part of the section for the actual expenses of clerks detailed to in- 
vestigate fraudulent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and 
cases of official misconduct, and for 3 
the sum of $20,000 is not in order. I think it is obnoxious to Rule 
120. Under that rule it is a provision which cannot be incorporated 
into an appropriation bill because it provides for the expenditure of 
money not authorized by law. I will call the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee to the fact that this is not an appropriation 
for clerk hire or for paying salaries of clerks, but an appropriation 
for the purpose of paying expenses incurred by clerks outside of their 

salary. And I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to refer to 
the provision of law by which traveling expenses or expenses for tele- 
graphing or for hunting and seeking for witnesses to testify in land 
or other suits can be paid out of the public Treasury? 

Mr. DURHAM. Does the gentleman ask me now ? 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, Ves, sir. 

Mr. DURHAM. The a point of order comes entirely too 
late as this is a portion of the original bill. I refer him to six different 
acts in which it has been done. The acts of March 3, 1873, 3 
1874, March 3, 1875, July 31. 1876, and of March 3, 1877. He 
find the same provision in all of those acts. 

The C AN. While the point of-order might have been a 

one if taken in time, yet as this is a part of the section of the 
original bill reported by the Committee on Appropriations to the 
House and referred by it to the Committee of the Whole without 
reservation, as the Chair is informed, of points of order, it now comes 


too late. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I understood all points of order 
were reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that no 
points of order were reserved on this bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Imove to strike out the last word in order 
to say a few words to the younger members of the House and especi- 
ally to those who have come in since the last Congress. Gentlemen 
on the other side of the House think this side has been derelict in some 


way. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I hope order will be preserved as we want 
to hear the very interesting young gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman can see me if he cannot 
hear me. I want to tell gentlemen on the other side who are newly 
born to this House and are fresh to this kind of debate, of some work 
done in the matter of economy—done in good faith by this side and 
by older members—done to correct years of extraordinary extrava- 

ce. We began by adopting arule reported by myself. It is Rule 
220. It forbade a certain class of reckless appropriations; it said there 
should be retrenchment and not increase of salaries, on certain occa- 
sions. That rule was fought by gentlemen on the other side with 
persistency and boldness; use it was in the line of economy. But 
the rule was adopted and in despite of adverse prophecy it went alon 
with our economy during that and the subsequent session. It enabl 
us to save $30,000,000 in the first and $10,000,000 in the second session 
of the last Congress. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Not in a five-minute speech. 

Mr. FOSTER. The books show $18,000,000 of reduction and out of 
that is to be taken $6,000,000, deficiencies. 


and telegraphing, | $3 


$65,865,000. From the year previous—this statement being made in 
rity e cut down $40,430,000. And yet the tleman 
from Ohio was not happy. Then the House reductions cutting down 
the estimates were $64,246,000; nearly up to the reduction of our 
committee. From the appr priations of the previous year the House 
reductions were $38,910,000. And yet my friend from Ohio was not 
happy. Then we sent our measures to the republican Senate. 
r. DUNNELL. I wish to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is too far off for me tohear 
him. I hope he will not interrupt. The legislation as it finally 
passed was a reduction from the estimates of $55,379,000 and from 
the previous year a reduction of $29,944,000; and yet my friend from 
Ohio was not happy with this retrenchment! 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish the gentleman to state from what he is 
reading. n 
Mr. COX, of New York. From a tabular statement of the reduc- 
tions made by the legislation of the first session of the Ah Rankes 

Congress presented by Speaker RANDALL, who was then the chai 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 

A MEMBER. And he ran it well. 

Mr. COX, of New York. No one disputed that. I made a brief 
speech on that occasion, based on fi ascertained by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on the subject, and I pana that for 
New York State alone the reductions were $3,384,336.45; and that 
every e district in the United States had shared in the 
economy then effected to the amount of $102,000 a yar And yet the 
gentleman from Ohio is not happy. How and where can we make 
reductions to please him ? 

These clerks about which this controversy arises work how many 
hours a day? Five hours. They go to their offices at nine o'clock, 
and leave at three, and they get well paid, considering how labor is 
now paid, taxed, and worked. I think it would be wise economy if 
we were to cut down 50 per cent. the salaries of all who get over 
$3,000, and 25 per cent. the salaries of all who get between $1,000 and 
„000. At all events we might increase the hours of labor to at least 
eight hours, even if we keep up the salaries. 

ou gentlemen talk about economy ; you say you are lovers of the 
laboring-men ; and yet you leave clerks to work five hours a day when 
you not re the law as to eight hours’ labor, nor enforce it as 
you should in ship-yards and other places where the skilled artisan 
and laboring-man—the man whose hands are callous with toil, and 
4 time is absorbed double that of clerks—happens to do the 
wor 

I hope my friend from Ohio hereafter will somehow be made happy, 
even over retrenchment, in the next world at least. I will be happy 
to meet him in some sweet by and by on the beautiful shore, where 
he will have no more such trouble and be at last happy abont this 
matter of economy. [ hter.] 

— 5 the hammer fell.] 

. HALE. I hope on the next appropriation bill to have some- 
thing to say about economy. At present I rise to give some infor- 
mation which I promised to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SINGLETON] and which I know if he does not have he will not be 
able to sleep. ? 

The rt to whom I alluded awhile ago employed by the Commit- 
tee on Printing was Mr. J. P. Aleshire, of Gallipolis, Ohio, a miller of 
that place who knew nothing about printing and who was brought 
here by the chairman of the Committee on Printing, Mr. Vance, being 
a relative, not a brother-in-law, but a cousin of that gentleman, 

If the gentleman from Mississippi will look at House miscellaneous 
documents, page 60, item 8, he will find that the pay of this man as 
an expert in public printing is there given. 

Moreover, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] has a photograph 
copy of the receipt which may be found by any gentleman at the 
Treasury Department, where Mr. Aleshire received his py as an ex- 
pert in printing. I give this explanation for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. I give him credit for sincerity in the state- 
ment he made in to this case ; and I do not suppose that he pur- 
posely evaded it by talking about the clerk of the committee or any 
other n, not this Mr. Aleshire. But the case is all the worse 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. HALE. I have not time to yield to interruptions. I was say- 
ing that the case is all the worse; because these are the facts as I 
have stated them; and Iam bound to believe that what was done 
was done without the knowledge of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
If I have any more time I yield it to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SINGLETON. In regard to this matter of an expert to the 
Committee on Printing, I spoke from the record as it appears in the 
committee-room ; and there is not, I venture to assert, an order, a 
resolution, or one single word upon that record that shows that Mr. 
Aleshire ever was an expert to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE. There is the check of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Of this I know nothing, And I beg to state 
that my colleague on the committee on the other side of the House, 
the gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. BaLLov,] never knew Mr. 
Aleshire as an expert to that committee, On the contrary, the clerk 
was Mr. Wiener, who now performs the duties of that position; and 
the expert we on all occasions for examining the books, so far 


Mr. COX, of New York. This book and the laws show that the | as is known to me as a member of the committee, was Mr. 6. 


democratic Committee on Appropriations cut down the estimates 


Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman not see that that makes the case 
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all the worse? The man was paid, as the records show, for the duties 
of an expert, which the gentleman says he never even attempted to 
execute. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Not to my knowledge did he act in this capacity. 

A MEMBER. Who certified the accounts? 

Mr. SINGLETON. The chairman of the committee. I have not 
gone out of the committee-room to find what transactions may have 
taken place between Mr. Vance, the chairman of the committee, and 
any other gentleman. I only speak of what took place in the com- 
mittee-room. And I again call upon my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. BALLOU, ] to say whether 
he ever knew this man as an expert; whether he ever appeared be- 
fore us as such; whether we ever used him in any capacity whatever. 
What may have occurred between him and Mr. Vance outside of the 
committee I do not know. Mr. Vanee, being our chairman, may have 
employed him without my knowledge. One thing I do know, how- 
ever, we made very large reductions in the expenses of the Printing 
Office by our labors, aided by Mr. Behle as an expert. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to amend section 2, in line 5, by striking 
out the words “ tres on the public lands.” 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will allow 
me to say that if this amendment shall be adopted and this clause 
stricken out I will then move to reduce the total amount of the ap- 
propriations by subtracting from it the sum necessary for this pur- 


PAG. HERBERT. I desire to call the attention of the House for a 
moment to one of the . really involved in this bill now be- 
fore us the policy of the Secretary of the Interior. When this mat- 
ter was under eee fe aed gentlemen, at least on the other 
side of the House, seemed entirely to misapprehend the question be- 
fore the House. I read from the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Baker.] He said: 

If they are innocent they need no other tribunal than the tribunals of justice in 
the gentleman's own State to show their innocence. If they are innocent they are 
men to whom I am alluding. 


Mr. Chairman, the guilt or innocence of no man is involved in any 
prosecution or any proceeding whatever that has been instituted by 
order of sare peel of 5 o cod pe I am ai : 7 han 
not prosecuted a single person for ing upon the ic lan 
He k proceedin one an entirely diferent principle, t the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Foster], who seems to be the next friend of 
the Administration on this floor and of the Secretary of the Interior, 
speak for him. He comes here armed and panoplied for his defense. 
What is it he understands to be the policy the Secretary of the Interior 
is now pursuing? I read from the remarks of Mr. FOSTER : 


see. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Com sued for $100,000, the 
tral Railroad Colorado S 


Now, Mr. Chairman, these suits proceed not upon any idea that the 
defendants in these cases are puly themselves or that they know 
the guilt of any other persons whatever, in depredating npon the pub- 
lic lands. Take the suit, for instance, against the Atchison and To- 
pis Railroad Company for $100,000. 

hio [Mr. Foster] what that suit is for? He seems to be posted on 
this subject. I suppose it must be for timber alleged to be taken 
from the public lands for the making of cross-ties. He nods his 
head. 

Mr. FOSTER. And for other timber used for railroad p 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. This railroad issued 
ments for cross-ties in the usual manner. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is stated by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PATTERSON] that this railroad company advertised in the usual way 
for cross-ties without kr owing, and railroad companies do not gene- 
rally know where the cross-ties they contract for come from, and this 
suit is a specimen of the suits which the Secretary of the Interior 
et to recover the value of timber stolen from the public 
ands. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ATKINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I hope the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will yield his five minutes to the gentleman from Alabama to 
allow him to proceed with his remarks, 

Mr. ATKINS. I am a very accommodating man; but I hardly ever 
get the floor myself; it is said by those around me that I am a very 
modest man. I would like to yield to the gentleman from Alabama, 
but as I have the floor, I prefer to go on now. 

I do not propose to take any part whatever in what seems to be a 
controversy in regard to the action of the Secretary of the Interior 
in reference to thes» timber depredations in the Southern States, and 
I do not conceive that the subject, as it has been thus far discussed, 
has any application to the proposition now on hand. I do not con- 
ceive that this has anything to do with the trouble that seems to exist 
in the Southern States in regard to the timber that is stolen from the 
public lands; that is a matter for the courts to consider. 

Mr. HERBERT. I can answer the gentleman. 

Mr. ATKINS. I cannot be interrupted, as I only have five minutes. 
As I have already stated these depredations are a matter for the courts 
to decide. Here is a proposition todowhat? To suppress trespasses 


urposes. 
advertise- 


ask the gentleman from | tled 


on the public lands. Nothing else. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the first 
place, away back in 1851 the Government — what were called 
timber agents, but those timber agents proved to be inefficient for the 
purpose. Again, in 1855, the then Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, Mr. Hendricks, issued a circular stating that it was almost im- 
possible to suppress these timber depredations. 

Under the circular compromises were made with the 
and what is called the stumpage system was i x 
that stumpage system a very t many millions of dollars’ worth 
of public timber was lost to the Government. That was the condi- 
tion of this matter when it became necessary to change the system. 

The system was changed by detailing clerks, not appointing agents, 
not appointing men who were not connected with the Department, 
but by simply detailing clerks of the Interior Department to go down 
into the Southern States, to go into the Northwestern States, to 
upon the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains and upon the Pacific 
coast, to go to the region of the Red River of the North, and wherever 
there is timber land, for the purpose of detecting trespasses upon the 
public lands. 

Now I say that these clerks, detailed for the purpose, have nothing 
to do except to detect these depredations or trespasses and to report 
them to the Secretary of the Interior. After that is done they come 
to the legal proceedings of which the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. HOOKER] has so eloquently spoken in this House on two or three 
occasions. This appropriation is simply to pay the expenses of the 
clerks of the Interior nt while going all over the country 
to detect tres apon the public lands. 

Mr. HOO. Will the gentleman—— 

Mr. ATKINS. No, sir. It is not for the purpose of employing law- 
yers; it is not for the purpose of paying counsel—— 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EDEN. I will take the floor, and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Tenn (Mr. . 

Mr. ATKINS. I the gentleman. This is not forthe purpose 
of 8 or marshals or anything of that sort. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is there any law for it? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER, Point it out. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will, with the greatest pleasure. I will give the 
gentleman an authority which he will not deny. I ask the Clerk to 
read an extract from Mr. Hendricks’s circular, published in 1855, 
setting forth the duties of the persons appointed for the purposes set 
forth in the circular. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That you may understand the nature of this of d attention 
is directed to 5 ak: Mpc 
First. Attorney-General Wirt, in an opinion of the 27th May, 1821, holds as 


follows: 
Independent of tive legislative provisions, I apprehend that, in relation to 
all real Be si į 25 the Con- 


1 pro real o which the United States are authorized b 
stitution to hold, uey have all the civil remedies, whether for the preven or re- 
dress of injuries, which individuals possess. (See 3 Wheaton, 181.) So the United 
States, nage renege eee and to hold these lands for the common good, 
must have all the legal means the property thus confided to them that 
individuals enjoy in like cases. * * They are in my opinion, enti- 
to the injunction of waste by way of prevention, and to the of 
by way of punishment, in like manner as individuals similarly situated are entitled 
o them. 


Second. Attorney-General Taney, now Chief-Justice of the United States, in an 
opinion of 22d of August, 1833, cites this opinion of Mr. Wirt and concurs in it. 


Mr. ATKINS. There is the opinion of Attorney-General Wirt, ef 
Attorney-General Taney, afterward Chief-Justiceof the United States, 
and Attorney-General Mason concurred in the opinion. Will the gen- 
tleman attempt to say upon this floor that that is not high legal 
authority ? 

Now let me call the attention of gentlemen to this proposition: 
this appropriation is not for the purpose of conducting lawsuits; it 
is not for the purpose of paying judicial officers; it is simply for the 
purpose of detailing clerks from the Department to detect these dep- 
redations upon the public timber. 

Now one word more; I want to say that I do not believe it has 
been the policy of the Government heretofore or is now under any 
administration of the Government—I repeat that I do not believe it 
has been the policy of this Government under any administration to 
oppress the poor man, as the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PATFER- 
SON] would seem to have insinuated yesterday. You will find all 
through the reports of the land commissioners that they have favored 
the poor men of the country in permitting them to take timber from 
the public lands, for the purpose of improving their farms, buildi 
their houses, constructing their school-houses, erecting bridges, 
things of that kind. 

And I wish to say further right here that the purpose of the Gov- 
ernment under every administration has been to bring to justice the 
large corporations, the wealthy companies who have banded them- 
selves S en to commit depredations upon the public timber to the 
extent of millions and perhaps hundreds of millions of dollars. That 
is the truth of the matter. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. ATKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to know whether there is any statute law 
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that authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to take the clerks from 


his Department and send them ont for the purpose of detecting dep- 
redations on the publio lands. 
Mr. ATKINS. I have answered that question by the record which 


was read from the Clerk’s desk; that is an ample answer to the gen- 
tleman. 

Now I want to say one word more. The amount of money that will 
be expended under this appropriation for the purpose of sending clerks 
to the Southern States to detect depredations upon the public timber 
will be a mere bagatelle compared with the amount that will be re- 
quired to send clerks for the same purpose to the Northern and North- 
western States and to the Pacific coast, We have to-day upon our 
Canadian frontier and upon the Red River of the North the most val- 
nable timber land. And to-day they are building a railroad on the 
Canadian line and taking their timber from the public lands. They 
have large contracts for furnishing timber to the railroad company, 
they have saw-mills, and they are opening a canal there to-day that 
will drain two hundred and fifty miles of territory which is covered 
with this timber on the Canadian frontier, and they are constructing 
the railroad ef the timber taken from the public lands. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DURHAM. I rise now forthe purpose of obtaining some limit 
to the debate upon the pending proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Dur- 
HAM] having charge of this bill will not undertake to prevent mem- 
bers from offering amendments to and discussing the provisions of 
the bill; we are in Committee of the Whole for that yery purpose. 

Mr. DURHAM. If the gentleman will listen tome for a moment 

Mr/HOOKER. If the proposition is made by the gentleman I 
hope it will be voted down. 

. DURHAM. Ido not want to close debate now, but I would 
suggest a limit of a half hour more for debate; that will give six 
gentlemen five minuteseach. If that is not consented to, then I will 
move that the committee rise in order that the House may make some 
limit to the debate. 

Mr. PAGE. I think that would be satisfactory. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I think that will be long enough. 

Mr. DURHAM. Lask unanimous consent that such an understand- 


ing may be now had. 
fir. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will name a longer time, or 
I shall object. 


Mr. DURHAM. I move, then, that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of limiting debate. 

Mr. HOO I hope we shall vote down that motion. 

Mr. DURHAM. I hope not. 

Mr. PAGE. I- trust that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Hooker] will withdraw his objection. í 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to; there being 
ayes 116, noes 43, 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. FRANKLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. POTTER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropriation 
for the same; also making appropriations for detecting trespass on 
pes lands, and for bringing into market publio lands in certain 

tates, and for other purposes; and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that when the ifouse shall again resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
the pending bill all debate npon the pending section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to thirty minutes, 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to inquire whether the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky refers to all amendments that may be 
offered to the section or simply to the pending amendments. 

Mr. DURHAM. My motion is very plain. It is to limit all debate 
upon the section and the amendments thereto to thirty minutes. 
Mes r. MAGINNIS. Pending that motion, I move that the House now 

ourn. 
ho motion of Mr. MAGINNIS was not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. DURHAM to limit debate in Committee of the 
Whole was agreed 10. 

Mr, DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DURHAM. LInow move that the House again resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the pending bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. POTTER in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 3102) authorizing.the Secretary of the Treasury to employ 
temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; also, 
making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, and for 
bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other 


5 Mr. PAGE rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama, as the Chair un- 
derstands, withdraws his amendment, and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PAGE] rises to renew it. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of this question during 


the last three or four days has been in my judgment productive of 
good. The Congress of the United States is responsible to the country 
or not having provided some law by which the people could obtain 
title to some of the timber lands of the Government. Under the act 
of 1834 every person who enters upon any of the publio timber lands 
and cuts a stick of timber, even for fire-wood, is guilty of a trespass 
upon the public lands. I know of my own knowl that the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Public Lands has been called to this subject 
time after time. I myself have had the honor to present and advo- 
cate before that committee bills for the purpose of giving the people 
of this country an opportunity to purchase these lands at a fair price; 
and it is a disgrace to the American Congress that no action has been 
taken on this subject. It is because of the nizgardly policy advo- 
cated by the Committee on Appropriations in refusing money for the 
surveys of the public lands that the people of this country are har- 
assed almost to death by being arrested and brought before the United 
States courts and made liable to heavy fines and imprisonment. 

The provisions of the bill on this subject apply not only to people of 
Mississippi or the South, but also to the people of California. I am 
opposed to the principles involved in this legislation which provides 
for a system of spies and informers to vex and oppress the poor peo- 
ple of the country. Those who are compelled to have this timber are 
willing and able to pay for it, but there is no way in which they can 
obtain title to it. The pre-emption and homestead laws of the coun- 
try absolutely prevent persons from obtaining titles to these timber 
lands or settling uponthem. Congress has a law throwing o 
the mineral lands of the country, which are no more valuable than 
these timber lands, to occupation and purchase, while timber lands 
are excluded. They are not surveyed, and I say that under no exist- 
ing law can any citizen of the United States obtain title to any of them. 

remember that in the Forty-third Congress a bill was passed at the 
instance of the importers of the country abolishing the system of moie- 
ties and spies and informers with reference to the import trade of the 
country. But that same system is to be carried out in re to Goy- 
ernment timber lands under the E nia ec provision, which contem- 
plates the authorizing of spies and informers to harass men who are 
compelled to take this timber, but who would reseed pay for it if the 
Con of the United States would pass a law under which they 
could do so. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, when interrupted in my former 
remarks by the falling of the gavel, I had just said that if the plaint- 
iff recovered in that snit against the railroad company the result 
might be and po would be that recovery would be had for the 
full value of the timber, although the road had once paid in full for 
it in good faith. Now the system of the Secretary of the Interior is 
to pursue the property of the Government in whosever hands and in 
whatever condition it may be found. Ifa verdict is recovered against 
the railroad company for $100,000, how much will the United States 
make and how much will it have lost? The timber, growing, was 
worth perhaps not more than $5,000 at the utmost. e railroad 
company has paid $100,000 for it in good faith, and yet the policy 
of the Secretary of the Interior is to make that railroad company, 
perhaps an innocent party pay again the money it has once 
already paid. And how wil he do it Why, no prosecutions what- 
ever are or instituted against the men who really cut timber 
on the public lands. They in all probability be made the wit- 
nesses. They will get their two dollars or two and a half a day for 
going before the courts and testifying they delivered the property 
to the railroad company, which paid in good faith for it. Now we 
begin to understand why it is and how it is the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. FosrEn, ] if this appropriation of $30,000 is made, states 
that the Secretary of the Interior would perhaps be able to put a 
million dollars in the Treasury of the United States, Is that what he 
calls punishing thieves? Who are the sufferers in a case of this kind? 
The owners of the railroad, the stockholders, hundreds and perhaps 
thousands of miles away, are made to suffer because the Secretary of 
the Interior, by a policy which he has invented and pursues, strives 
a this way to put a million dollars into the Treasury of the United 

tates. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PAGE. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, Irenewit. Mr. Chairman, I am 
entirely opposed to the principles involved in this section. I might 
not object if it were an original question, but I haye high authority 
for taking the course I do. Down in Goldsborough, in the State of 
North Carolina, one of my northern friends was traveling, and one 
morning an old uncle came along by the cars in which he was riding, 
and which were there stopping for refreshments, with a covered bas- 
ket. Ife opened it carefully and offered a finely dressed chicken for 
sale. My friend said, in a low tone, “Uncle, where did you get that 
chicken?” Said he, “Is you a northern man?” “Yes.” “And a 
friend of the cullud man?” “Yes.” “Well, den, don’t you nebber 
ax dat question agin.” [Laughter.] 

Now, I am a friend to the gentleman from Colorado and his con- 
stituents; I am a friend to the gentlemen from Mississippi and their 
constituents: I am a friend to the gentleman from California and his 
constituents, and I want to say to the Secretary of the Interior, 
“ Don’t you ever ask where that timber came from again.” [Laugh- 
ter.] 
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Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in reference to the 
amendment offered. by the ‘chee from Ala and now pend- 
ing to this section of the bill, that I think it ought to be stricken out 
for one reason if for no other, and that is when you come to examine 
critically the second section of the bill you wi find it embraces an 
appropriation in bulk of $20,000 for the following eight different pur- 
poses, namely: First, for di ; second, for furniture ; third, for 
repairs in the General Land Office ; fourth, for miscellaneous items; 
fifth, for actual expenses of clerks detailed to investigate fraudulent 
land entries; sixth, for trespasses on the public lands; seventh, for 
cases of official misconduct; and, eighth, for advertising and tele- 
graphing ; and I say this section of the bill is faulty and defective 
in the fact that there is no poues or authority which this House can 

over the Secretary of the Interior in appropriating this $20,000 
or any of the p enumerated or all of them. When I asked 
the distinguished chai of the Committee on Appropriations for 
the law which authorized the Secretary of the Interior to send out 
clerks in the Interior Department for the purpose of instituting suits 
and prosecuting upon the public lands he answered me by 
referring to the opinion of Attorney-General Wirt, which simply says 
that the Government, like an individual, has a right to resort to all 
forms of suits which the law knows for the protection of the rights 
of individuals. ? 

I humbly submit to the distinguished chairman that was no answer 
to my question. I do not care what the action is, but do you have 
to detail a clerk from the Interior Department in order to accomplish 
it? And, if so, by what authority of law do you do it? I undertake to 
assert here now that the Secretary of the Interior in detailing the 
clerk Carter from the Interior Department no power or 
authority to doit. This man, M. A. Carter, was detailed as a clerk 
from the Interior Department, and owing to the extraordinary vigil- 
ance he exercised in pursuing the property of innocent ag in the 
hands of innocent men his salary was advanced, as I am informed, 
from $1,400 to $1,600, while he was thus away without authority of 
law from the desk where he ought to have been sane his service to 
the Government. And so, on the other hand, there is no power in 
the Secretary of the Interior to do this thing. You have your attor- 
neys in the district; you have your agents there. If you choose to 
appoint them permanently for ilkine eharko of the Government busi- 
ness under the authority of law you may do it. But there is no power 
of law, no authority in the Secretary of the Interior, to detail the 
clerks appointed to do the Government work in order to institute 
suits in regard to the destruction of the public property. It is utterly 
without authority of law, and the answer of the chairman of the com- 
mittee is no answer to my inquiry. 


[Here the hammer hays 
Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Chairman, I only nene e in this debate 
on behalf of the people of the Territory resent. I do not care 


what becomes of the amendment and certainly have no desire to 
thwart any wish of the Commissioner of Public Lands, a gentleman 
for whom I have friendship and respect. But if, as has been stated, 
the object of this appropriation is to appoint agents who will give 
the Secretary information in regard to depredations on timber-lands 
in the Territories, I tell the House it is unnecessary, That informa- 
tion can be more cheaply obtained. The Secretary knows, and the 
Con has often been told, and the fact has never been questioned, 
that from the one hundredth meridian to the crest of the Sierra Ne- 
vadas there is not a house or a fence or a wooden structure of any 
kind, from the largest quartz-mill to the toothpicks on the tables, 
that is not made out of timber cut on the public lands, We have 
often stated the fact here in urging Congress to legislate on this sub- 
ject, and I now state it again, that there is not one man who lives in 
that conntry who either cuts wood, manufactures lumber, or pur- 
chases it from those who do, but is in some shape, according to the 
Secretary’s notion, a depredator on the timber-lands of the United 
States. 

But before gentlemen in their virtuous indignation class those hardy 
settlers, those builders of cities, those founders of empires, as timber 
thieves, let them consider the conditions under which we settled that 
country and the circumstances under which we have resided there. 

Not many years ago that country was borne upon your maps as a 
useless and inhospitable desert. At the time when your nbacks 
were down to zero and gon credit in extremis the precious metals 
were discovered there. By the creation of territorial governments, 
by the passage of your mineral laws, by the extinction of Indian 
titles, by the enconragement of public officials, miners were encour- 
aged to go there, to develop the country, to produce the precious 
metals to strengthen your national credit, and, as one of the Presi- 
dents said, to open the strong-box out of which the national debt 
might be paid. 

he people who went into those mountains found a peculiar con- 
dition of things. The valleys on which homestead and pre-emption 
settlements could be made were broad, open, arid prairies, needing 
water to be turned on them to give life to the arid soil. The timber 
was all in the rugged mountains where locations could not be made. 
But eh Bigeye every miner, every resident of the country had to 
ha ve timber. There was no alternativo but to leave the country; and 
under such regulations as have been made they obtained it. And 
the policy of the Government and customs of the country were well 
settled. Time and again have we applied for legislation to let us 
buy timber lands, but Congress has been slow to move. The timber 


lands are not even surveyed. There is no possible means by which 


they can be purchased. Government holds the woodlands, and 
the Territory increased the extent of the forests by active measures 
for the suppression of fires. One fire in the mountains will destroy 
more wood than has been used by all the settlers since the discovery 
of my Territory. For we did discover and develop and civilize it, 
else neither timber agents, nor land officers, nor surveyors-general 
would have ever risked their scalps there, For all that, we wanted 
to buy the timber lands or wanted some well-regulated stumpage 
law. We were anxious to obey all just laws and willing to obey any 
laws, but we had none but the customs of the country. Raids had 
been made from time to time in other Territories but none in ours. 
The well-settled policy of the Land Office was that so long as no 
wood was cut for export or trade, but all used for domestic purposes, 
no prosecutions would be instituted. At the beginning of this win- 
ter, without any notice that the policy of the Department was to be 
changed, orders were sent by the Secretary of the Interior to seize 
all the wood cut for the town of Helena. Winter was coming on. 
Telegrams were exchanged. It was evident that if persisted in great 
suffering and hardship and riots would ensue; and the wood was 
finally released upon the payment of the outrageously exorbitant 
charge of $1 per cord for settlement; and all the remonstrances that 
the people or their Delegate could make failed to obtain a reduction. 
On the contrary, the order which at first applied to wood-dealers at 
Helena was extended to the whole Territory, and all the mills, mines, 
and mountains were visited. Nor was it against mill companies nor 
railroads that it was enforced. My desk is covered with papers con- 
taining the notices of seizures of ten, fifteen, and twenty cords, vases 
where collections will not pay the cost of advertisements or the 
fees of officials. A dollar a cord has been added to the price of wood 
and §2 to the price of lumber throughout the Territory; and it is in 
small sums like these that the amount credited to my Territory was 
wrung from the necessities of the people. Gentlemen talk abont 
writs or modes of procedure. In our country there were no writs. 
The marshal seized everything, nor troubled himself abont the for- 
malities of law. i are high-handed in the Territories. 
Even our courts are to get their law from the powers that grant 
their commissions, and the order of a Department is more potential 
with a dependent judiciary than the statutes on your books. But to 
all this the people submitted ; not as criminals, for they were pursuing 
their occupations under the tenure of their settlement in the country; 
under the regulations and by the tacit consent of many Secretaries. 
ineluding my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Cox. 1 it was to them and 
to myself an astounding thing when this obsolete statute was dug up 
from obscurity and enforced with a hardship and rigor that, if per- 
sisted in, must depopulate, not only our Territory but all the Terri- 
tories, unless Congress steps in with some legislation; and we have 
tried so often in vain to get some legislation to allow people to get 
timber legally that we are almost discouraged. In its absence what 
ig the Boc the policy that he has ted 

t retary persists in the policy that he inaugurated, it 
is simply a notice to the people of the Territories to quit; for allthe 
mines from the Black Hills to California to shut down ; to stop the 
developments of the West and the reclamations of the desert lands, 
and to let the grass grow in the streets of the thriving Western cities ; 
to ei the emigrant on his way to make a new home with a notice 
posted on every road to the West “Private premises of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, No assing on these grounds.” 

Now, Lask you if it is a sound policy to stop the twenty-five thousand 
people who, in Montana, are, by the pursuit of laborious and hazard - 
ous occupations, adding to your stock of 108 fe metals $5,000,000, 
or the five hundred thousand who, in all the Territories and mining 
States, are producing $70,000,000 a year? Do you want to bring 
these people in from their productive industries and add them to 
the great army of tramps who crowd your highways or the laborers 
who cry in vain for work and bread in your overcrowded cities? If 
s0, you will only have to persist in your refusal and neglect to give 
us proper legislation and encourage the Secre of the Interior in 
oppressive and ill-advised policy which he has pursued in my 

erritory. 

It is not pleasant for us to say this. The gentlemen who are forced 
to say these things here to-day are naturally friends of the 8 
ment of the Interior and supporters of the land laws and the Land 
Office, and only harsh and arbitrary measures could force us into 
i oa fe or even criticism. 

ur land laws and our land system were created by great, broad- 
muscled statesmen, and the Department was organized with a par- 
ticular view to the development of the conntry and the extension of 
civilization on our Western frontier. Any policy oppressive to the 
Western settler is essentially un-American and contrary to the genius 
of our institutions and the ideas of our people. Its enforcement may 
reduce the army of so called “depredators” on the public lands, but 
it will vastly increase the army of misery and suffering and poverty 
which besieges 1 1 cities and batters at your doors. 

Mr. CORLETT. In this connection and at this point I wish to call 
the attention of the committee to a feature of this matter which it 
seems to me has been overlooked in the discussion so far. I will read 
from the last report of the Secretary of the Interior to show what 
policy he proposes to pursue in the future with reference to this ques- 
tion. He says: 

It is for this reason that I have directed that the stumpage system hitherto pre- 
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vailing be discontinued. For the same reason I withhold my approval from every 
compromise which would permit the logs seized to pass into the possession of the 
depredators with any chance of profit; and I insist upon the current market price 
of the logs at the place where they are held. 

In this same report the Secretary says further: 

Other complaints came from some of the 1 penne and Territories, 8 
forth that the majority of their lands not having 
to culture, FCC 
States and Territories cannot obtain the tim 


Now, let us inquire how it is that the people in the Territories have 
come to take this timber from the public lands and thus subject them- 


selves to the charge of being “timber thieves.” Commissioner Ed- 
munds in 1864, in his annual report, provided a system known as the 
stum 


system, whereby persons might go upon the public lands, 
especially in the Territories, and take timber thermos upon making 
certain payments therefor. That stumpage system has continued up 
to the present time nearly, and under it, with the sanction of tho 
Gorenari and 1 5 the 5 which she ee itself 
as thus put upon tho acts of Congress, large industries, requirin 
considerable net and affording pa dk ne i for labor, have ins 
built up in the Territories in obtaining this timber from the public 
lands and making such use of it as the local demands of our people 
require. And now, if the Secretary of the Interior is allowed to 
change the policy of the Government in dealing with this question 
in the manner which is 1 in his annual report to the Presi- 
dent, you simply permit him to confiscate the property which has 
been accumulated and break down the industries that have been 
built up under a practice adopted by the Government itself. I say 
that is unjust. I say that the people of the Territory of Wyoming 
are pec willing Be for all timber taken by them from the 
public lands and are willing to pay what it is reasonably worth. 
But they are not willing to be stigmatized as thieves for ating 
timber from the public lands when it is confessed on all hands 
their situation is such that they must have this timber for domestic 
and local use or abandon the country. Neither are they willing, 
after having conformed to the regulations prescribed by the United 
States through its high official servants and after haying established 
themselves in business under a practical construction of the laws of 
the United States, accepted by its own agents for years without 
question, to see that business broken down because with the incom- 
ing of new lords there must be new laws, or rather new constructions 
placed upon old laws. And I say for the people of Wyoming Terri- 
tory that no man on this floor has a right, in view of the circum- 
stances I have endeavored to relate as to former action of the Interior 
Department regarding this timber business, to denounce them as 
thieves. Whatever timber they have taken from the public lands 
has been with at least the tacit consent of the owner of the timber 
and by reason of a necessity which everybody recognizes, even the 
Secretary of the Interior, as I shall show from his annual report, 


No, sir; the people whom I have the honor to represent here, (if I | ber 


may say that I represent anybody in being permitted to sit here and 
see their interests affected and voted up or voted down by others 
who have little sympathy and less concern for their welfare, ) although 
withont political consequence in the scheme of this Government, are 
an active, intelligent, and industrious people, and upon the score of 
honesty I do not hesitate to say are the of any man here or 
elsewhere. Whatever of the property of the Government they take 
they are willing to pay for, under the rule which the Government 
itself has prescribed, and by means of which they have been led to 
engage in branches of business requiring the use of this timber. 
They have heretofore paid Whatever the Government demanded for 
its timber with as much alacrity and cheerfulness as could be ex- 
ted in view of the fact that the agents of the United States col- 
ected this stumpage in an irregular, partial, and arbitrary manner. 

Mr. FOSTER. How much does the Government get out of it ? 

Mr. CORLETT. I am unable to say. I can say this: wherever 
the Government exacted stumpage, it obtained it. I know moreover 
the practice of the Government was such that it was only fitfully and 
spasmodically enforced. That was the trouble, but the people were 
no wise responsible for the failure to collect its stumpage in every 

stance. 

There is no other trouble in reference to it at all, and I say under 
these circumstances that to stigmatize the yen of the West espe- 
cially as timber thieves is simply monstrous and unjust. What they 
have done and continue to do is peg ae to act under the construction 
of the law which the Department of the Government itself has adopted 
and enforced, as will be seen by reference to the annual report of Com- 
missioner Edmunds, made in 1864, and to which I have already alluded. 
The matter is plainly stated in this report. I will read from it: 

Where land settled and pre-empted is destitute of timber, in that case the party 
must, er necessitate, be permitted to take timber from the mountain slopes, but 
solely for domestic use, otherwise Nevada plains would be unsettled. 

uld es file for mountainous lands not fit for cultivation in order to cut 
and sell the timber, the register and receiver are directed to cause it to be seized 
and sold, for by so doing they would to some extent protect mill-owners from the 
ons of speculators. 

Parsons who have invested in saw-mills and are reaping large profits from the 
necessities of the settlers must pay a reasonable tariff por one thousand feet of tim- 
ber sawed as stumpaze, say not than one-sixth the value per one thousand feet 
of the manufactured lumber at the mill. This would be moderate in view of the 
great demand for timber in the Territory, and but consistent with honest princi- 
ples that a compensatory return should be made for the timber. 


In order to effect such an 


the timber payable on each and every thousand of feet sawed at the re- 
spective mills or . hewn timber, or other description of timber, 
on a sworn statement of the number of feet taken. Should the mill“ owners, 
“ cord-wood,” '* hewn timber,” or “ other timber” holders refuse to enter into such 
stipulations, the register and receiver are directed to advise thom that the timber 
is gare property and liable to seizure, and where the negotiation with them is 
8a Hiesa, ê register and receiver must promptly seize any timber cut npon 
6 public 


peer pursued has been quite efficient in mitigating the evil, and that, too, 
not only without any cost to the Government, but leaving the avails of seizure in 
the Treas ury of over $10,000. : A 
* * * 
Similar practice was afterward authorized in the Territory of Utah. 
This 8 of collecting arg 4 became universal, and on my coming into 
office, June 26, 1876, I found that it was uniformly the custom in all parts of the 
United States and Territories where there was ber growing upon the public 
33 it so continned until the attention of the tment was called to it, 
and the acting Secretary of the Interior, under date of July 17, 1876, directed that 
the local officers ig oper to obtain the approval of the Department before com- 
promising any case, indicated in the quotation made from the zepo of 1864, 
and from other information in on of this office, the cutting removal of 
peal appears to have been, in many cases, by previous agreement with the offi- 
Pe A 


* 


Now, I say under that practice I know that the local land office in 
Wyoming Territory furnished the people enga in the timber 
business in the various parts of the Territory with a blank schedule 
upon which to make a return of the timber taken by them respect- 
ively from the public lands to such local Jand office, in order that 
the amount due as the tax to the Government for such timber might 
be collected. And these acts of the local land offices I know were 


ratified by the Interior artment, because it for years received this 
stumpage tax from the local land officers and turned it into the United 
States . Now, what I complain of in the proposed action of 


the Secretary of the [Interior is not his zeal to protect the Govern- 
ment he serves and secure for it what belongs to it. I honor and re- 
spect him for his fidelity to the Government whose servant he is. I 
have no sympathy with the would-be plunderers who are snapping 
at his heels because he is a barrier in their way. What Ido com- 
plain of is this: that in this matter the Secretary in his zeal to pro- 
tect the Government is, if he carries out literally the policy he fore- 
shadows, in danger of losing sight of the rights of individuals by 
subjecting them to a grievous wrong in consequence of the former 
official action of his predecessors in the same Department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

It is unjust to change thus abruptly the policy of the nation—at 
least so far as the people of the Territories are concerned—and en- 
force the new and rigorous rule the Secretary of the Interior now 
prescribes. 

The further to illustrate and enforce what I have said, I read again 
from the Secretary’s annual report: 


jast the business which it is the duty of this 
tection of the public interest. 

Other complaints came from some of the mining States and Territories, sett: 
forth that the majority of their lands not having surveyed nor being ada 
to agriculture, and the timber lands not being open to purchase, the people of bose 
States and Territories cannot obtain the timber necessary for their minin; bd 
ations and smelting-works, nor even fuel for their homes, unless they take it from 
the public lands. This complaint is certainly entitled to consideration, and, with 
due regard for the equities of the case, the Departmenthas abstained from all crim- 
inal prosecutions and caused seizures to be made or suits commenced only where 
timber had been taken from the public lands in large quantities for sale to railroad 
companies or smélting-worka, or the supply of the market on a large scale. In 
such cases, also, the plea has been made that railroad-ties, building-timber, and fire- 
wood for running smelting-works could not be obtained in any other way, except 
from a great distance at expense. This is true; but it is also true that those 
who have supplied themselves, without authority of law, from the public lands 
should at least be held to pay a fair price for the property so taken, as that kind of 
property must be paid for elsewhere, and for this the Department affords them an 
opportunity until by propor legislation they are enabled to obtain the necessary 
supply of timber and fire-wood in a legal way. 


The report states that “those who supply themselves with timber 
without authority of law should be held to pay a fair price for it.” 
But what is a fair price? Is it fair to exact the full value of the 
timber wherever it may happen to be found, and thus deprive the 
man who has added to its original value the value of his own labor 
in getting it into marketable condition and in transporting it to 
market? This great Government can never afford to rob labor in 
that sort of way, and should the Secretary of the Interior have these 
“sinews of war” placed in his hands, I trust a sense of justice and 
fair play will induce him to make a humane and reasonable use of his 
power so far as the people for whom I speak are concerned. 

(Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire in the last five minutes allowed for debate 
to call the attention of the House to the real point in issue. In an- 
swer to my friend who has just taken his seat and my good friend 
from Montana, [Mr. MAGINNIS,] who say that the settlers in the Ler- 
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ritories are in danger of being prosecuted under some new rule of the 
administration, I will say that I am reminded by a friend who ad- 
dressed the committee a while ago that the law in existence is to be 
found in sections 6 and 7 of the report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
whichI will ask the Clerk to read, and read hastily, to show how com- 
pletely these actual settlers are protected in all their rights upon these 

ds. The Secretary of the Interior is enforcing those two provis- 
ions as rigidly now as he did one year after they were enacted. I now 
ask the Clerk to read what I send up to the desk and the House to 
pay attention to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sixth, In the enforcement of the said act of 1831 ae should be careful not toin- 
terfere with pre-emption rights under the act of 4th September, 1841, the settler, 
with a view to cultivation, having the right, as hereinbefore |, to uso or 
destroy trees in clearing roads and constructing bridges or for any other purpose 
connected with the improvement of his homestead ; and 

Seventh. While thus liberal to the honest settler youshould be vigilant to detect 
and arrest the ulator, who, in the guise of a settler and under the sanction of 
a er 8 ent, may 8 the spoliation of timber, and unless 
arrested might seriously injure the public interest. 

Mr.DURHAM. Now I undertake to say that I would like to know 
where these settlers are deprived of their rights. 

= CORLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
tion 

Mr. DURHAM. Pardon me; I did not interrupt you. I undertake 
to say that the gentleman cannot show an instance where the Secre- 

of the Interior proposes to depart from those rules. 
. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. If the gentleman will allow me I think 
I can pn him a piece of information in relation to that, 

Mr. DURHAM. Itis not necessary. I remember very well the in- 
structions I had read the other day in which the bounds within which 
these agents are to operate and outside of which they cannot go are 
defined. Now, having explained that, the only issue before the House 
is whether we will appropriate money POONER to employ clerks or 
agents to protect the timber upon public lands. 

ow, my friend says this is an unheard-of appropriation. In re- 
33 to the gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. PATTERSON, ] and for 

e benefit also of my friend from 8 ft [Mr. HOOKER, ] and 
for the information of the committee, I will state that there are six 
different acts making appropriation for matters of this kind, for the 
employment of clerks; and for what? Why, to find out depredations 
upon timber on the public lands. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississi pi Dir. HOOKER ] very eloquently 
discoursed about the expending of „000 while we are reaping on! 
$29,000. I did not want to spoil the beautiful speech of my friend, 
but if I had read one extract from the Report of the Commissioner of 
the Land Office it would have shown the gentleman where the error 
in his argument was. 

I would state that from 1866 to 1876 there was covered into the 
Treasnry $199,998.50 while the expenses of detecting these depredations 
715 noua ted to $45,000, leaving aclear profit to the Government of 


Mr. HOOKER. What period of time did that cover! 
Mr. DURHAM. What was referred to by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi occurred since July, 1877, to the present time. 


Mr. HOOKER, ButIask what period of time does the gentleman’s | 1 


statement cover ? 

Mr. DURHAM. A period of ten years. 

Mr. HOOKER, The gentleman stated that the expenditure was 
only 822,000. 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly; and that there was covered into the 
Treasury aneti $90,000. 

I will state that there are now suits pending for more than a mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of property, and partly in the gentleman’s own 
State. That is all I have to say about it, and I now call for a vote. 

Mr. HOOKER. They have not recovered a dollar and they never 


will. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I would like to state to the gentleman 
why the instructions he has had read do not apply to the instances 
cited from Wyoming and Montana, and it is because they are prairie 
countries. 

Mr. DURHAM. I cannot yield to the gentleman, and I call for the 
regular order. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The five minutes of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. DurwAM] have expired. There is one minute left of the 
thirty minutes allowed for debate, and the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. WILLIAMS] for that one minute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. The sections of country spoken of by 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MaGrnnis] and the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. CoRLETT] are similar to Western Oregon, where 
the country is prairie except the mountain regions, which are cov- 
ered with timber. The instructions which have been read here give 
the settlers leave to take timber from the lands in the immediate 
neighborhood of where they have settled; but where they have to go 
from the region where they have settled in order to obtain fire-wood 
and lumber for their houses and other perpen they have no protec- 
tion whatever. As suggested by the gentleman from Montana, [Mr. 
ner Ot these rules if rigidly enforced would depopulate the whole 
country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the House for debate on the 
pending section and the amendments thereto has expired. 


The question was then taken upon the amendment of Mr. HERBERT, 
w — out of section 2 in line 5 the words “trespasses on the public 

ands. 

The amendment was not agreed to; upon a division, ayes 27, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. HOOKER. ILoffer an amendment of which I gave notice awhile 

o, and I offer it in the interest of economy, so much favored by my 
friends on this side of the House and sometimes by gentlemen on the 
other side. Itis to reduce the appropriation made by this section 
from $20,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was not agreed to; upon a division, ayes 21, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the Committee on Appropriations will con- 
sent that we may have a vote in the House upon this proposition, so 
that we can have the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. DURHAM. I propose to rely for the rights to which our com- 
mittee are entitled upon the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first paragraph of sec- 
tion 3 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. For the necessary clerical force to enable the Commissioner of the Gen" 
eral Land Office to carry into effect the act of Congress approved June 22, 1876, for 
Louisiana, Missis- 


at Alston cat the public lands in the States of Ar 
sipp! a, and Florida, $25,000. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend the paragraph just read by addin: 
that which I send to the Clerk’s dak a 7 . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That $10,000 of this sum shall be used for the of em- 
ploying and paying clerks to keep up the records of the Land Office, and to furnish 
patents and certificates of title to persons entitled to the same. 

Mr. DURHAM. I raise the point of order upon that amendment 
that it is not germane to this portion of the bill. This appropriation 
is for a specific purpose in the Land Office. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is to Pare the Secretary of the Interior 
from 1 disposition of this money as he may desire? 

Mr. PRICE. My amendment pertains to the business of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and for the protection of the people who have their 
titles in the Land Office; and I supposed it was germane to the bill 
and entirely in order. 

I might say that there is to- day upon the table of the Commissioner, 
of the General Land-Office any quantity almost of applications of 
parties who desire to have their titles perfected; which applications 
are accompanied by the money to pay forthe purpose. Yet there are 
no clerks and no appropriation to employ clerks to enable the work 
to be done. There are hundreds of cases where parties have depos- 
ited their money and made application for the ection of their 
titles, to obtain certificates for their patents, and they are not able 
to get them because there are no clerks to do the work. I supposed 
that the amendment was in order. 

Mr. DURHAM. This is a specific appropriation, under a specific 
act referred to in the section itself, for the aid 700 of putting certain 
lands into the market. The point that I make against the amend- 
ment is that it proposes to divert a portion of this e e for 
the purpose of employing clerks who are not authorized by existing 

AW. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Prick] whether his amendment is a limitation upon this 
apon anor in connection with these particular lands? 

r. PRICE. My intention in offering the amendment was to take 
a part of this money for the specific purpose I have indicated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Connected with these lands? 

Mr. PRICE, Not with these lands. 

Mr. DURHAM. I knew the gentleman would not state that. 

Mr. PRICE. It is in connection with any lands in the United States 
where there are settlers who want their titles perfected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would bea proper amendment upon a proper 
bill but not upon this. 

Mr. DUR: When the bill making appropriations for the Inte- 
rior Department shall be under consideration the amendment would 
be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, This section proposes to appropriate the sum of 
$25,000 for the epee of bringing into market certain public lands 
in three designated States. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Price] proposes to divert a portion of the money (so ap- 
propriated by this section to bring these designated lands into market) 
to another purpose quite foreign to that. The Chairthinks that while 
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa might possibly be added 
as an additional section to this bill, it is not germane to the particular 
section under consideration, and therefore the Chair rules the amend- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to strike out the last word of the paragraph 
for the purpose of controverting some statements made by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] If the gentleman had read what 
immediately followed the statement of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] at the time referred to, he would have found 
that the statement that the democracy had decreased the expenses of 
the Government $30,000,000 was controverted. I stated at the time 
that I did not believe, when the books were posted, the reductions 
would be as much as they were the preceding year under a republican 
Congress, The gentleman from New York now states the reduction as 
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$30,000,000 the first year and $10,000,000 this year. Now the books are 
ted for the year 1877, and the actual reduction which they show is 
$19,600 000. Of this sum over $3,000,000 is due to the reduction of in- 
terest, $1 000,000 is due to a reduction in the permanent appropriations 
xpended under the direction of the Secretary of the ury, and 
there is still to be added about $6,000,000 for deficiencies. So that 
the actual reduction made by the Forty-fourth Con in its first 
session will not exceed, when the books are all closed, about $12,000,- 
000. For the current year I do not believe there will be any reduc- 
tion at all; the indications do not point that way now. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] made his state- 
ment in good faith. The Committee on Appropriations, under his 
8 reduce the appropriations; but the other extravagances of 
the House were not properly computed by him. What is this House 
doing to-day? The Committee on Appropriations is economical, even 
penance ; yet you bring in here propositions to erect public 

nildings and you pass them; you bring in a bill to pension the sol- 

diers of the Mexican war—a measure that will take $7,000,000 out of 
the Treasury. In this way, when the chairman of the committee at 
the end of the year sums up his work showing that he and his com- 
mittee have reduced the expenditures $10,000,000, that reduction is 
all eaten up by the extravagance of this House itself. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Foster.] As the gentle- 
man has called in question the figures which I gave to this House and 
the country at the end of the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, 
and to which I now adhere, I feel it incumbent on me to say a few 
words. What I then asserted was exactly true: that under the appro- 
priation bills of that session of the Forty-fourth Congress there was a 
saving of $30,000,000 com with the appropriations during the 
first session of the Forty-third Congress. In other words, this House, 
after a strenuous contest, had succeeded in noon the adminis- 
tration from having the power to spend $30,000,000 which the Forty- 
third Congress at its first session had given the administration the 
opportunity to spend. The gentleman from Ohio now comes in and 
by a show of figures undertakes to say that the real saving was but 
$12,000,000. I am glad that the gentleman, with all his ingenuity, is 
obliged to give us the credit of at least that reduction. But he will 

find that a part of the expenditures included in his figures did 
not arise from appropriations authorized by law during that session 
of Congress, but that the authority for those expenditures came from 
appropriations s preveni made and which under the general law 
were not covered into the Treasury until two years afterward, to say 
nothing of another law which ee the Department au- 
thority to spend money for contracts subsequently to the year for 
which they were made. 

I do not wish to claim for the democratic party any more than is 
exactly true. The Committee on Appropriations came into this House 
with recommendations making a reduction of $40,000,000, and the 
democratic House affirmed the same, but after three months 1 
in conference committees—more than thirty days upon a single bill 
the House was compelled by the Senate of the United aa repub- 
lican in political sentiment, to forego $10,000,000 of that reduction. 
The gentleman cannot now detract from the honor which is due to 
the democratic House of that period, for the present Secretary of the 

Treasury in the report which he sent to Congress at the beginning of 
this session confesses that we were right, and he has entered upon 
the duty which was assigned him of Soonormiziag in eyn Groot on. 
He even claims the merit (to which he is entitled) of ing below 
our appropriations in his clerical force and in other features of the 
administration of his Department. He further warns this House that 
we must continue in that line of economical appropriation or we shall 
be obliged to raise $11,000,000 additional by new taxation. I hope 
that the gentleman from Ohio will stand steadfastly by his fellow- 
citizen from the same State in these respects. He will find me at 
least, and I hope every poorer on our side of the House, struggling 
to see which of us shall be foremost in the direction of economy. 

Let me say to the gentleman that there never was a time when 
economy was more necessary than now. This whole country and this 
whole people are distressed with burdens such as they have never 
known before ; and, after full deliberation, I can see no other way out 
of this distress than by economy in public expenditures and economy 
on the part of the individual citizen. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to say only a word. All I contend is that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and other gentlemen claimed two 
years ago, as the gentleman from New York claims now, that they 
had reduced the expenditures to the extent of $30,000,000. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) We could not reduce expenditures, 
because we had not the power to control expenditures, but we pre- 
vented in every way we could extravagant appropriations. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will put you right and have tried to put you right. 
You claimed that you reduced appropriations. That is true, yet I 
ary that, while the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
and the Committee on Appropriations reduced appropriations, this 
extravagant democratic House was increasing them just as it did 


to-day. 
Now the books are posted. 


r i revious the republicans de- 
creased the expenditures $16,000,000. 


The books are posted, too, and 


your economical democracy decreased expenditures 812,000,000. You 
are not the only people in the world who are entitled to credit for 
economy. My colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] is not here, and I say for 
him that his four years of chairmanship of the Committee on Appro- 
priations were four years of successfu struggle for economy on his 

art. He was followed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 

ANDALL, ] and here now, after two years from that struggle, I wish 
to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] and 
although I differed with him yet many times I believed his efforts at 
economy were in the right direction; that but for his efforts and his 
disposition to throw stones even at the gentleman from New York in 
those times we never would have had these reductions. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not hear the last expression used by 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FOSTER. I said that but for the disposition of the gentleman 
who was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to throw 
stones even at the gentleman from New York, instead of kind words 
and tufts of grass, we never would have had this reduction. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Will the gentleman indicate when 
he speaks figuratively the stone I threw? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yon never threw tufts of grass. [Laughter.] Will 
the gentleman acknowledge he ever threw tufts of grass? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Ido not recollect of ever having 
any controversy with the gentleman from New York on the subject 
of economy. On the contrary, I think the gentleman followed steadily 
in that line. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Sometimes the gentleman led in that line. 
(Laughter. 

Mr. ALL, (the Speaker.) And led well. 

Mr. COX, of New York. As to matters of salary, as to matters of 
subsidy and deficiency, as to the Paris exposition more recently, I did 
not follow, but sometimes I had occasion to lead; but I never found 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] in the rear except for some 
bad purpose or other. [Laughter and applause.) 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a fact well known to the gentleman from 
Ohio and to the Committee on Appropriations that we are now trying 
and have been for some time, to pay up the bad debts df the repub- 
lican administrations. Six millions alone in the Navy now, coming 
from 1875 76 in as deficiencies from time to time, under old contracts, 
made before we had power to correct. The honorable Speaker has 
given the House an account of the deficiencies which came down as 
republican legacies into our democratic—the Forty-fourth Congress. 
He has 5 1 well and ably on that, as he acted during that Con- 

ile he was chairman of the House Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and I had the honor, Mr, Chairman, to sit in your p for 
forty-one days on one bill, fighting for economy, fighting for the Jef- 
fersonian doctrine of honesty an lity—we never saw a vote 
taken when we did not find the honorable gentleman from Ohio some- 
how in favor of extravagance. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, I am not mistaken. I know that you 
professed one thing while you practiced the other. [Laughter and 
applause.] That is what is called, with all respect to the gentleman, 
in the old 9 re term, being clad in a wrap-rascal of hypocrisy. 
[Laughter.] I do not mean the gentleman personally had it around 
him. [Laughter.] Look at these tabular statements 

Mr. FOSTER, t saves me from saying an ugly thing. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Here are the relative forces and compen- 
sation, under estimates in this table before me, for the two Houses in 
1876 and 1877: $146,000 estimates Senate salaries, and $200,786 for 
House estimates. How was it with the House in 1865, ten years be- 
fore? The House $84,000 only, and the Senate 879,000 

Mr. FOSTER. And $30,000 more for deficiencies. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Thirty thousand dollars for what defi- 
ciencies? What were they for? Twelve years of riotous expendi- 
tures by your side of the House and in the investigations called for 
thereby. How did the gentleman to-day vote on the investigations 
into the Departments? 

Mr. FOSTER. In favor of economy. 

Mr. COX, of New York. He was in favor of economy! He voted 
against the investigations, because he would save a few dollars to 
allow thousands to go without inquiry. He voted against allowing 
examination by experts in order to let the republican administration 
run riot again unchecked in extravagance.. Let us go back to the old 
Jeffersonian doctrine. I have always maintained it strictly in m 
service here even against the wish sometimes of my own locality. 
learned my rule from Jefferson in his inaugural. Here, indeed, are 
apples of gold in pictures of silver, a sort of bimetallic wisdom, to 
which both sides of the House might well give currency. 

Still one thing more, fellow-citizens— 

Said Jefferson, in his inaugural address 
A wise and frugal government which shall restrain men from injuring one another— 


What does that mean? It has a donble sense perhaps. Jefferson 
was probably thinking of a fair election as the guardian genius of a 
free people. He may have been looking, with prophetic ken, to some 
future commission to or about Louisiana and to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [laughter] 


which shall leave them otherwise free to regulate their own pursuits of industry 
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and improvement, and shall not take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned. 
5 good government, and this is necessary to close the circle of our 
felicities. 


Splendid political science in happy phrase! When, Mr. Chairman 
a few moments ago I was looking to the circle of felicity to which 1 
hoped the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] might attain “ in the 
sweet by and by,“ I thought perhaps he would attain it after some 
purgation. But since his second speech I am constrained to believe 


that while many on his side shall go to that beautiful shore, my friend 
from Ohio will be lifting up his hands in wretchedness and gnashing 
his teeth because the New Jerusalem is more economical than it ought 
to be. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Foster] a question in the direction of good morals and 
good administration of the Government: whether he izes the 
right as existing under any law by which an administrative officer 
can involve this Government in any deficiency ? 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Now, for myself I have always 
maintained that an administrative officer of this Government who 
attempted in any way to involve this Government in what is known 
as a aanaeio of expenditure acted not only beyond the law but in 
violation of the law and was amenable tolaw for so doing. And the 
sooner that is made to be understood in this country and in this House 
then so much the sooner will we do away with deficiency bills. 

These S let me say here, are rather of a recent origin. 
They were never known of any amount before the war and were gen- 
erally then asked for in anticipation of deficiencies before the expi- 
ration of the 1 But here we are constantly asked to make appro- 
priations for indebtedness made in gross violation of law or asked to 
ervey appropriations that have been contracted for in violation of 
sta 


utes. 

Mr. FOSTER. As the gentleman has asked me a question, I desire 
to reply. As to the way in which these deficiencies occur, take this 
House as an example. We are asked to-day—the Committee on Ap- 
propriations are asked for a Fre e ot 830,000 for miscellaneous 
Ca aay Now, there are out against that fund the warrants of some 
0 A 


cer, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) All issued improperly, every one of 
them, as I maintain. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The . does not mean to say the Com- 
missioner of the General d Office has incurred the e diture ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the 1 The gentleman from Ohio is speak - 
ing of this House, and I am condemning what he refers to and saying 
that it has been done improperly. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam with you as to that. If we fail as a House to 
appropriate a sufficient sum to pay salaries, and thereby a deficiency 
ae I do not see how any officer of the Government is to blame for 
that. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the S er.) There is no possible excuse for an 
officer violating the law in that particular. His appeal is to the leg- 
islative power. He must not take the law into his own hand, or put 
his hand into the Treasury and take out money which the legisla: ve 
power never directed to be taken out. ‘ 

Mr. FOSTER. But if the deficiency occurred although Congress 
was advised that that much money had to be paid out? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Then I go a step farther. The 
officer has no right to involve Congress or to involve the Government 
in my expenditure or any indebtedness whatever without direction 
of law. 

Mr. FOSTER. Ido not think the gentleman understands me. Over 
$1,500,000 a year are required to pay three hundred and three mem- 
bers. Suppose wo appropriate a million dollars for that purpose and 
the proper officer the next year advises us there is a deficiency. No- 
body but Congress is to blame for not making the appropriation. So 
with the employés of the Treasury Department. If we donot appro- 
priate enough to pay the salaries there is a deficiency and no officer 
is to blame. 

Mr. e Speaker.) The gentleman can try to prove 
anything by a simile. But there is no such contingency likely to 
occur; and if it did occur the officer would not have the remedy. 
The remedy rests with Congress. 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. DURHAM. I must now interfere and ask the Clerk to read 


the next paragraph. 
The Clerk ead as follows: 
For heating and gas of the pendini pow occupied by the Pension Bureau on 


Pennsylvania avenue, for des tin; ion. furni 
sat peth cad OLAR DODA caches Se MAU aren ee tae PENI Marat rene tee 
sum 5 


4, 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I offer the following amendment: 
And — ha an Eerie ly wt gad ap SFO d local 
1 
agents, for the remainder of the present fiscal year, the sum of $15,000, 2 
Mr. DURHAM. I make the point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. PHILLIPS, I understand the Committee on Appropriations 


have upon that. 

Mr. DURHAM. We have not agreed upon that in this bill. I 
make the point of order. 

The C . The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point 


of order that the amendment is not in order, and the Chair sustains 
the point of order. 

. DURHAM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to offer three amendments, and I send up the first, to come in 
after line 11. 

Mr. FOSTER, I want to offer an amendment to increase the ap- 
propriation for the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. DURHAM. Oh, we passed that long ago, and cannot go back 
now. 

Mr. FOSTER. The Commissioner says that the amount appropri- 
ated is not sufficient, and that he will have to ask for pei i de - 
ciency. 

Mr. DURHAM. Lask for the reading of the amendment reported 
by the committee. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

e de Karten to b au. 0 

‘or prin an or the Pos ne at the Gov- 
Aiaia ringing Office $15,000. j 


Mr. DURHAM. I desire to state in explanation of this amendment 
that the blanks are about running out and that the Department needs 
$35,000 to carry on the money-order system. I will have printed in 
the RECORD, as part of my remarks, certain papers from the Postmas- 
ter-General on the 2 

The papers are as follows: 

Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C, January 14, 1878. 

Sim: I have the honor to submit for the consideration of the proper committee 
een beg | statement of the account of this Department with the appropria- 
tion for printing, ther with a letter from the superintendent of the blank agen: 
= sy 9 of Hon. J. N. Tyner, First Assistant Postmaster- General. Tee 

ve 0. 

The constant increase in the number of post-offices and the extension of the 
money-order system creates a corresponding increase in the number of bl 
books, &c., and in the amonnt of eee e bp tr O 
the business of this Department, and provision is by Congress before 
the expiration of th ode wed ee gee gare nl can DOOD tO 
edt be the public. i b 

respectfully, your obedient servan 
150 N D. M. KEY, 
Paustmaater-· General. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, APPOINTMENT OFFICE, 
Washington D. C., Janwary 12, 1878. 


600, 
eral embraces the blanks, books, &., furnished by the blank 
the use of postmasters; that of led on account of the Money- 
Order Office, includes all blanks and boo! for the money-o 

The strictest economy is observed in furnishing blanks, &, and postmasters and 
others in the postal service have been notified by circular and otherwise that like 
economy must be in the use of such supplies. 

The amount a e for the ensuing six months ($35,156) will be exhausted by 
the close of the present quarter, March 31, and unless an additional 
of at least $35,000 is made before that time great embarrassment must t to the 
PCC 

am, respectfully, obedient servan 
orf pie D. W. RHODES, 


Superintendent Blank Agency, Post-Office 
Hon. J. M. TYSEB, 
First Assistant Postmaster · Generul. 
Approximate statement of the condition of the appropriation for printing 


Sor the Post-Office Department for the l year ending June 30, 1878. 
ded on account of— 


ostmaster-General 
General 


Total for six months, ended December 31, 187777 .. 


800, 844 
Available for ensuing six months. 35, 
ee pes forthe Teoh) Year... . cna scccsecctscweeeccsece $105, 000 
Respect: submit 
* pe D. G. APGAR, 


. D. W. Re 
ee e gona, Post-Office Department, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now offer the following amendment, to come in 
immediately after the amendment just adopted: 

‘That the sum of $600 be appropriated to enable the of the Interior to 
secure competitive plans for repairing and reconstraction of Interior 
ment building lately injured by fire, recommended by the Secretary of the Interior. 

I will insert as a portion of my remarks a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior upon the subject. 

The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1878. 


a flre- proof roof 
8 and future wants of the De ent. Also, that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior be authorized to invite competition in the submission of plans and to appoint 
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a commission of three practical men, skilled in the art of building, to determine 


upon the best plan submitted. 
In pursuance of recommendations, I have now to recommend that authority 
gress for the expenditure of $600 for competitive plans, to be 


may be given by Con 
distributed as follows: Three hundred dollars for the — that may be adopted ; 
third, the order of merit 


two hundred for the second best, and one hundred for 
to be determined by the commission above referred to. 

That the commission so selected shall receive a compensation for their services 
of not to exceed $10 per day each for the time actually erp yi sir ae such duty. 
It is suggested that all of the oa are for plans anda ion might be 
authorized by Congress to be paid from the proceeds of sale of old material result- 


ing from the fire. 
d these ions meet with favorable consideration, an early appropria- 
tion of at least $100,000 should be made, to the end that the preparation of new 


material could be proceeded with as soon as plans shall have been accepted. 


Very respectfully, 
ba . C. SCHURZ, Secretary. 
Hon. S. J. 8 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. DURHAM. I offer the following amendment, to come in im- 
mediately after the one just adopted: 

For detectin d brin to trial and punishment 
9 B 755 the Men 0 
formation and detection of such 
necessary for that p to be expended under the direction of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. 

I submit as part of my remarks papers from the Treasury Depart- 
ment on the subject. ’ 

The papers are as follows: 


Ity of violati. 
eaves 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February B. 1878. 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration of your com- 
mittee 1 a letter from the oner of Internal Revenue, dated the 11th 
instant, tive to the deficiency estimates for “salaries and expenses of collec- 
tors” and " punishment for violation of internal-revenue laws" for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, which will be found on pages 7 and 8 of House Executive 
Document No. 45, Forty-fifth Congress, second session. 

It appears from the inclosed letter that it is very important to the internal-revenue 
service that these deficiencies shall be provided for within the present month. 


Very respectfally, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Office of Internal Revenue, February 11, 1878. 
Sim: I have the honor to request that you ask Congress to make the following 
53 to wit: 
ime ak 1 101 appropriation for salaries and expenses of collectors“ for the 
year f 
Deficiency in the appropriation for “ detecting and bringing to trial persons 
the — — laws“ for the year 1878. $20.00 vt 
The first item, $40,000, is embracedin your estimates of 


expendi es and expenses of collectors for 
ear 1878, with the ex m of $4,404.26, and the appropriation for “ detecting and 
Are e to trial persons guilty of g the internal-revenne laws" for this 
year is, reduced to a balance of 86,463. Unless these can be passed 
the Ist of March, efforts to up the illicit manu- 
and tobacco, that are now being pushed forward 
8 such suspension would be a virtual 
such t manufacture and traffic, and persons engaged therein 

would lapse back into their old 


It is the experience of this alles that the violations of the internal. revenue laws 


herein mentioned can only be prevented by persistent vigilance on the part of in- 
ternal-revenne officers, . chess — 5 — are absolutely needed for that 
purpose. 
Vory respectfully, 
177 7 GREEN B. RAUM, 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Iraise the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. FINLEY. I rise to a point of order. I submit that that is not 
a deficiency. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will state to the gentleman that it is a defi- 
ciency ; that the appropriation made by the last Con was not 
the amount estimated for by the Department, and this is to supply 
that deficiency. The committee have come to the conclusion thatit 
is absolutely necessary in order to detect the frauds which are every 


day occurring in this Department. 
Mr. HUMP Y. I thought there were no deficiencies in the last 
House. 


Mr. DURHAM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FINLEY. It provides for service in the future, and therefore 
is not a deficiency. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It shows upon its face that it is not a 
deficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky say that it 
is authorized by law? 

Mr. DURHAM. Les, I do. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The practical result is this, that 
the Department has spent in less than a year what was given to them 
to spend in a year, and now they come here and ask for more, It is 
not by any means a 1 epi 

The C Does gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] raise the point of order upon it? 

ALL, (the Speaker.) No, sir; I do not. 
Does the gentleman from Kansas withdraw his 


$20,000, or so much thereof as may be | of 


the | sands of men scattered all over 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes sir; I withdraw it. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and on a division 
there were—ayes 126, noes 54. „ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to give notice that I shall call for the yeas 
and nays in the House upon that amendment. The point of order 
that I made has not been decided by the Chair. 

Mr. DURHAM. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. FINLEY. Ihave the floor, and I propose to keep it. 

I desire to say that I raised the point of order upon this amendment. 
The Chair has not decided that point. He asked some other gentle- 
man over there if he withdrew my point of order, and he said that he 
did; thereupon the Chair went on with business. 

The C . The Chair desires to state to the tleman 
from Ohio that the point of order was originally made by the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr, FINLEY. I was under the impression that I made it first. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I made it first and I withdrew it. 

Mr. PRICE. I offer the following as a new section: 

Sec. 4. For the of employing and clerks to k the records 
the General Land Office and t0 furnish patent and rde of Utes W per- 
sons entitled to the same, the sum of 810,000. 

Mr. DURHAM. I make the point of order upon the amendment 
that it is not authorized by law. The amendment proposes to increase 
the number of clerks authorized by law, and so is not in the line of 
economy. 

„Mr. PRICE. In answer to that I will say that I think my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] is mistaken. Recently the clerks 
whose business it was to do this work have been discharged, and I 
pro to reinstate them so that the work which now lies upon the 
table of the Commissioner of the General Land Office may be attended 
to. As I said before, applications with the money accompanying 
them are now lying upon his table. This appropriation will take no 
ae Poe of the Treasury, for the money is already there to pay for 

e Wor 

Mr. DURHAM. I will ask the gentleman if there is any request 
from the head of the Department to have this done. 

Mr. PRICE. Does the gentleman call in question my statement? 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not; but I call in question the right of the 
gentleman to ask for the appropriation without the recommendation 
of the head of the Department. I say there is no authority for it. I 
have filed here authority from the heads of Departments for all the 
amendments which I have offered. 

Mr. PRICE. I supposed I had the floor on this amendment. 

Bs DURHAM. I was merely giving my reasons for my point of 
order. 

Mr. PRICE. I say Lask this appropriation in the interest of thou- 
North and West who want to get 
their titles perfected and who have until this day been unable to do 
so, notwithstanding they have paid their money for the p and 
their requests accompanied by the money are now lying upon the table 
of the Commissioner of the General d Office and there are no 
clerks to perform the duty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the 5 to say that the clerks 
charged with this service have recently been dismissed. I understand 
that the clerks who were sine pas agate by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office are clerks who were en in A ee 
the records of land in the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, erg) 
Alabama, and Florida, as provided in the third section of this bill. 
Those clerks who were engaged upon that service were discharged at 
the end of last month because the appropriation failed ; and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office very properly discontinued their 
services when there was no longer any money appropriated to > pay 
them. Now the n funds for their payment are provided by 
5 so that these clerks can be reinstated to perform this 
work. 

Mr. PRICE. The clerks to whom I refer were not employed 1 7 
that work at all, but were 1 in making out certificates of title 
and patents for land, and those clerks have now been discharged, and 
the work cannot now be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] 
makes the point of order that there is no law authorizing the employ- 
ment of the clerks provided for in this amendment. The gentleman, 
from Iowa [Mr. Price] insists that there is 9 law for that 
purpose. The Chair is not sufficiently familiar with the statutes upon 
the subject to decide that question without detaining the committee 
by an examination of them. He will therefore submit to the com- 
mittee the question whether this amendment shall be received as in 
order. 

The question was taken ; and upon a division there were—ayes 79, 
noes 90, 

So the amendment was not received. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that the committee now rise, and report this 
bill to the House, with the amendments made by the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Porrer reported that the Committee of Whole, 
pursuant to the order of the House, had had under consideration the 
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bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to em- 
ploy temporary clerks, and makin an appropriation for the same; 
also, making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, 
aud for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for 
other pa and had made sundry amendments thereto, and had 
directed him to report the bill with the amendments to the House. 

Mr. DURHAM. I call the previous question upon the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question was 
ordered; and under the operation thereof the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole were adopted without a division, 
except the following: 

For detecting and bringing to trial and punishment ms guilty of violating 
the internal-revenne laws, or conniving at the same, including payments for infor- 
mation and detection of such violations, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary for the p to be come under the direction of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, being a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. 

Mr. FINLEY. Upon the amendment just read I ask for a separate 
vote, 

The gorane was taken upon ing to the amendment; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 124, noes 35. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. FINLEY called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 14 in the afirma- 
tive, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the votes by which the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole were agreed to; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. KNOTT. Upon the passage of the bill I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 12 in the affirma- 
tive, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasad ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. s 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the House now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit two or three requests 
to the House. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ACKLEN, for seven days; 

To Mr, NEAL, for Friday; and 

To Mr. HUNTER, for ten days, from and after Monday next. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the petition 
and papers in the case of John Henry, applying to be restored to the 
pension-rolls; which were referred January, 1877, to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

BRANCH MINT AT OMAHA. 

Mr. WELCH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3722) to establish a branch mint of the United States at Omaha, in 
tho State of Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. CLYMER, by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) a 
bill (H. R. No. 3723) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refund certain internal-revenue taxes erroneously collected from the 
Mobile and Obio Railroad Company; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ADMINISTRATORS OF WALTER H. STEVENS. 


On motion of Mr. HENRY, Ry unanimous consent, the Committee 
of Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the papers 
in the case of Ernestine H. Stevens and Thomas S. Rhett, administra- 
tors of Walter H. Stevens; and they were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


INDIAN AGENCIES IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. SPARKS, I ask unanimons consent to report back from the 
Committee on e eget for reference to the Committee of 
Claims the bill (H. R. No, 3516) making appropriation for the pay- 
ment of certain vouchers now on file in the Interior Department for 
supplies delivered for the use and support of the different Indian agen- 
-cies in the Territory of Arizona for the year 1874 and prior years. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That bill ought to go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. That has been the usual reference. 

Mr. SPARKS. The Committee on Appropriations examined the 


question very thoroughly, and came to the conclusion that it ought to 
go to the Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reference of the bill to 
the Committee of Claims? 

Mr, DUNNELL. I object. 

TRUSSES FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. HARRISON, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3724) to amend the act entitled “An act to provide for ishi 
trusses to disabled soldiers,” approved May 28, 1872; which was 
a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HARTSON GILLETTE. 

Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3725) granting a pension to Hartson Gillette, Jate a private in the 
Twenty-second Michi Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WEDEN O'NEAL, 

Mr. CARLISLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3726) for the relief of Weden O Neal, late lientenant-colonel of 
the Fifty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WATTS. 

Mr. CARLISLE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3727) for the relief of William Watts, of Boone County, Ken- 
tucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion of Mr. HUMPHREY, that the House adjourn, was then 
agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) 
the Honse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Captain S. P. Farran and 
others, late members of Company C, One hundred and ninth Regi- 
ment, Pennsylvania Volunteers, relating to the Army record and pen- 
sion claim of Patrick Blaney, late of said company and regiment—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of the publisher of the Benton (Ten- 
nessee) Banner, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of House bill No, 61, pro- 
yiding for the repeal of all taxes on pps thurs and deposits with. State 
and national banking institutions, and torepeal the check-stamp 
tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL : The petition of citizens of California, against 
the further extension of time to the Southern Pacific Railroad—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Jobn Bertier, for a pension to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Expositor, Sturgeon Bay, 
Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of H. Gillette, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Holland Taylor & Co., job print- 
ers, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: Papers relating to the claim of Jacob 
Criser—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of the publisher of the Mount Clem- 
ens (Michigan) Monitor, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CORLETT: The petition of citizens of Uintah County, Wyo- 
ming Territory, against the passage of the bill annulling the act of 
the Legislature of said Territory providing for the organization of 
Crook and Pease Counties—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUTLER : Two petitions from operatives in and manufact- 
urers of woolen goods in Ridgewood and Midland Park, New Jersey, 
against hanpina to tariff—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D RD: The petition of John Bradfield and 65 other 
citizens of Barnesville, Ohio, against the reduction of the tariff on 
wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the Legislature of Cal- 
ifornia, for legislation to encourage rifle practice—to the Committee 
on Military irs. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of San Francisco, against the reimpo- 
sition of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petition of citizens of Wil- 
son County, North Carolina, for the establishment of a court at Tar- 
borough, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Oxford (North Carolina) 
Torchlight, for tbe abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means 
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By Mr. DENISON: The petition of the publishers of the Herald 
and News, West e ee and of the Vermont Union, 
Lyndon, Vermont, for the abolition of the duty on type to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DURHAM: The petition of George Wright, for compensa- 
tion for the use of his patented linch-pin by the United States Army 
Ordnance Department—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of G. W. Penn—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina: A paper relating to the estab- 
lishment of a post route between Camden and Taxahaw, South Caro- 
lina, by way of Gum Swamp, Hough’s Bridge, Buffalo, and Gard- 
ner’s Store—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petitions of the publishers of the Journal, 
Marietta, Georgia; of the Gazette, Summerville, Georgia; and of the 
Rome, (Georgia) Tribune, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: Papers relating to the claim of H. V. Philpot— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. GLOVER: The petition of the publishers of the Examiner, 
aud of the Republican, Macon, Missouri, and of E. M. Baxter, job 

rinter, of the same place, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
mmittee of Ways and Means, 


pendent, the San José (California) Herald, the Delta Visalia, Cali- 
fornia, and of the Mariposa (California) Gazette, for the abolition of 
the duty on 11 5805 the Committee of Ways and Meaus. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petition of citizens of Benton 
County, Oregon, for the establishment of a harbor of refuge at Cape 
Foulweather, Oregon—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Lane and Marion Counties, Ore- 

n, thatthe time be extended for the completion of the Northern 

‘acific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of Mary C. Murray, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Mary A. Branch and W. W. R. 
Elliott, for compensation for stores taken by the United States Army 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 8, 1878. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the land claim of the heirs of | W. P. 


Jean François 555 the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HARRISON : The petition of the publisher of the Furniture 
Trade J sii Weg) Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of J. Milton Munson, George Carter, 
and 155 others, against a revision of the tariff on wool—to the same 
committee. 


. P. HARRISON. 
The Jonrnal of yesterday was read and approyed. 
CENTENNIAL MEMORIAL, 


Mr. PATTERSON, of New York, by unanimons consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Whereas in pursuance of the act of approved Jan 18, 1878, the 
seal of the United States has been affixed to the e nile The pa teed 
trators of the United States Government at the beginning of its Second Century ; 


By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of R. H. Marble and other citizens | and 


of ony, Maine, for the equalization of soldiers’ bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAISH: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Arendtsville to Graefenburgh, Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition cf Emmet Y. Parham, of Michigan 
City, Mississippi, for compensation for supplies taken by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of the bar of Madisonville, Ken- 
tucky, that the sessions of the United States district court for the 
western portion of Kentucky be held at Magy pl bars instead of 
Paducah, Kentucky—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

* By Mr. MONROE: The petition of H. L. Treat and other citizens, 
of Wadsworth, Ohio, against the reduction of the tariff—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petitions of the publishers of the follow- 
ing-named newspapers in ee i: the Lawrence Chieftain, Mount 
Vernon; the Neosho Times; the Clinton Advocate ; the Granby Miner; 
and the Barton County Advocate, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the same committee. 

„the petitions of William Reed, S. D. C ter, and 50 other 
citizens of Jasper County, Missouri; of R. B. Montgomery and 90 
other citizens of Elkhorn Township, McDonald County, Missouri; 
and of Moses Eagle, J. R. Shelley, and 50 other citizens of the same 
township, for the repeal of the resumption act, and for other legisla- 
tion in the interest of the people on the question of finance—to the 
Committee on Banking an Semeno: 

By Mr. POWERS: The petition of Daniel Stewart and others, for 
legislation in reference to the sale of intoxicating liquors—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the members of the bar of Wash- 
ington County, Iowa, for a district and circuit court to be held at 
Davenport, Iowa—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PUGH : Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, relating to the payment of maturing obligations of the United 
States—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. REA: The petitions of the publishers of the Worth County 
(Missouri) Times, and of the Grant City (Missouri) Star, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of the publisher of The Times, 
Van Wert, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SAMPSON: The puaa of G. D. Woodin and 60 others, 
members of the bar of Keokuk County, Iowa, for the holding of cir- 
cuit courts at the same places district courts are held, and establish- 
ing Davenport as an additional point of holding said courts—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAYLER: Papers relating to the bill to authorize William 
A. Dorner and others to construct a ship-canal at the head of Lake 
George, Florida—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petion of Isaac A. Sheppard & Co., for the 
passage of House bill No. 2022, relating to metal castings—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WIGGINTON: The petition of the board of supervisors of 
Los Angeles County, the board of commerce and the city council of 
the city of Los Angeles, California, and 550 citizens, for an appropri- 
ation to complete the improvement of Wilmington harbor, An- 
geles County, California—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Inyo (California) Inde- 


the party who projected and had charge of the formation of said docu- 
ment is desirous of depositing the same where it will not lose its identity and will 
be accessible to the general public : 

Resolved, That a committee of thirteen, consisting of one from the thirteen origi- 
nal States respectively, be appointed to arrange the proceedings and ceremonies for 
the placing of the said centennial memorial in the Department of State. 

G. ALFRED HALL, 


Mr. DURHAM, by unanimous consent, reported back adversely from 
the Committee on Appropriations papers relating to the claim of G. 
Alfred Hall; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. K 


EXPORTATION OF GUANO. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. No. 
1474) further to suspend the operation of section 5574 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, title 72,in relation to the guano islands, 
returned from the Senate with an amendment, and to move that the 
amendment be concurred in. The amendment reduces the time from 
ten to five years, 

There was no objection, and the amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: t 

In line 6 before the word “years” strike out “ten” and insert "fiye;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

That section 5574, title 72, of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
the same is hereby, further suspended, as therein set forth, for the period of five 
years next from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

[Mr. Cox, of New York, subsequently obtained leave to print re- 
marks on the bill, which will appear in the Appendix. ] 

TARIFF, 


Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. I ask by unanimous consent at this 
time to present a memorial to the Congress of the United States of 
America of the workingmen of the Schuylkill Valley, and to move 
that it be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means and printed 
in the RECORD. : i s 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows : 

To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives 

of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

The memorial of the workmen employed in the industrial establishments located 
in the Schuylkill Valley of Pennsylvania, without reference to political creed or 
opinion, respectfully present theappended resolutions as a protest against the pas- 
sage of the tariff bill now before the Committee of Wars anıl Means: 

Whereas the tariff bill in many of its provisions will seriously affect the pros- 
perity of the trades and manufactures whereby we make a living for our families 
ourselves; and 

Whereas the enactment of this revised tariff bill would utterly destroy the in- 
dustries we represent; and 

Whereas we deem this a fitting time to give utterance to our views concerning 
the unsettled condi:ion of business, due to the tariff bill now offered; and we, ten 
thousand workmen, assembled in Pottstown March 2, 1878, on behalt of ourselves 
8 ten times ten thousand fellow-workmen in this valley, unable to attend, do 

ere! 

. That when the stagnation which has existed in every avenne of business 
and trade for the past few years seems to yicld to the first currents of returning 
activity, which promise a better return for our labor, it is at this jancture of the 
hichest importance thet all national legislation to regulate commerce should he in- 
spired bv caim deliberation and wise judgmeut. 
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Resolved, 
of industry ted are of a nature utterly antagonistic to our welfare, 
ant surely productive of continued business tration. 

Resolved, Nhat we believe it to be impolitic and unwise at this time to alter, 
amend, or in any way impair the of the existing tariff laws. And that 
th > aroue N people. $e i m 

e we 0 y 4 

Resolved, hat the unexampled development of our resources wholly due to the 
fostering care of a protective tariff is an unanswerable argument in favor of its 


continuance. 

Resolved, That every element of patriotism demands the pi 
tection of home resources. And that sentiment which concedes the right to crush 
our own industries in order that foreign interests may be advanced is a contradic- 
tion —— spirit of a republican government for a free, industrious, and intelligent 
peop: 


That very many rections of this proposed bill bearin; on the branches 
ic 


AMANDA N. COOK, 


Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1241) for the relief of Amanda 
N. Cook, of Scott 3 of Iowa, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, not to be brought back by a mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

W. W. STRINGFIELD. 

Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts : 

That the Clerk of the House of tatives be directed to to 
. W. Ser eld for 3 as messenger Mere roll from 


the 16th to the 3ist December, inclusive, to come out of the contingent fund, the 
sum of $41.60. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO ALABAMA FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, reported back, as a substitute for House bill 
No. 1235, a bill (H. R. No. ) granting additional lands to the State 
of Alabama for the use of schools ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

Mr. PEDDIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that the 
concurrent resolutions adopted by the State of New Jersey in refer- 
ence to such aid to American shipping as will secure to our people 
the great advantages and benefits which must necessarily follow the 
restoration of our commercial marine be printed in the RECORD. 
They have already been referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

Concurrent resolutions adopted by tho senate and general assembly of New 
ersey. : 


Whereas Governor George B. McClellan, in his inaugural, declared that “the 
ple of New Jersey, in common with our fellow-citizens throughout the land, 
Reve a deep interest in the restoration of the commercial marine of the nation,” 


nai wiibtn its power 
in the earnest d that 2 may promptly do whatever is mihin its pwer 


hereas the sentiments expressed by the ernor meet the opinions enter- 
tained by the members of the lature of New Jersey, who feel the necessi 
of putting forth renewed en and earnestness in common with the people of 
sections of our land for a un effort to advance the prosperity of our nation by 
developing our manufacturing, agricultural, and U trading interests; and 


Whereas we believe that such dev t u roper facilities to 
afford an outlet for our domestic ——— 3 where a greater 
demand exists therefor; and 

Whereas it is well known that more especially France 


certain foreign nations, 
and England, are now g great benefits by a wise and judicious fostering of 
their oceanic commerce: ‘ore, 

Bei the senate concurring,) That the liberal commercial policy of the 
leading governments of Eu should be adopted by the Government of the 
United States, and that such aid should be rendered to American shipping as will 
secure to our people the great advantages and benefits which must necessarily 


follow. 

Resolved, That we urge upon our Senators and Representatives in Congress the 
great importance of the aliens presented, and request that they use their influ- 
ence in favor of all measures that will inaugurate the policy herein set forth. 

Resolved, That the governor be requested to forward a copy of the foregoing 
preamble and resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING EXHIBIT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following communication : 


(From Treasury Department.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 7, 1878. 
To Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, Speaker. 
Sm: ee RATNA the Burean of Engraving and Printing of the 
Treasury Department de Huren for Pavia. cmt DECAAN next. J. 


speci 
legal. currency and the United States 
bonds. The whole being intended to exhibit the perfection of art as 4 . — to 
— pi sey — the reg — of the eee it eam Fon 3 . — 
members gress to have an opportunity of seeing exhibit before 
ment, and I will be glad to show it to any of them who ma: do mas the boner to catl 
at the bureau either to-morrow or Saturday morning. P) extend this invita- 
tion 5 way e by you most fit. 
res; our 
le li a ea are EDW. McPHERSON, 
Chief of Bureau Engraving and Printing. 


CHICKASAW NATION. 


Mr. GUNTER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on In- various 
100 
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dian Affairs, reported (as a substitute for House bill No. 1235) a bill 

a R. No. 3729) to provide for the payment of arrears of interest to the 
hickasaw Nation ; which was read a first and second time, and, with 

the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and recommitted. 
The SPEAKER. Not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


WILLIAM BRINDLE, 


Mr. BRIGHT. I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to report 
back at this time, from the Committee of Claims, a bill (H. R. No. 
2132) to pay for clerical services and extraordinary es under 
the seventh section of the act of August 18, 1856,in the Pawnee land 
district in Kansas. There is a suit pending against this party, and 
it is necessary this act should pass at once in order to give his 
proper defense, 

r. EDEN, Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 7 

The first section provides that, in accordance with the seventh sec- 
tion of the act of August 18, 1856, and the settlement of the account 
of William Brindle, receiver of public moneys and disbursing agent 
in the Pawnee land district in Kansas, under and in accordance with 
said act and the report by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress 
on January 26, 1861, as required by said act, the sum of $4,713 be, and 
the same is hereby, A riated, which amount shall be placed to 
the credit of the said William Brindle, late receiver, &c., to date 
from January 26, 1861, being the date of settlement and report of said 
account under said act. 

The second section provides that the suit now pending in the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the eastern district of Pennsyl- 
wania, at May sessions, 1877, No. 4, brought by the United States 
A ects William Brindle, shall not be withdrawn, discontinued, nor 
abandoned by the United States without the written request or con- 
sent in writing of the said William Brindle filed of record therein; 
and in the trial of said cause the said court l hear and determine 
all disputes and differences between the United States and the said 
William Brindle in reference to his various accounts as receiver and 
acting disbursing agent of publie money in the Pawnee land district 
in Kansas, and in relation to his accounts as apaties receiver of 
Indian trust-moneys received and expended under the Indian treaties 
of May 6 and May 30, 1854, as well under said Indian treaties as 
under the Jaws of the United States; and the said William Brindle, 
in the trial of said cause, shall be permitted and be entitled to make 
defense and claim set-off in his favor in said court, if said court shall 
determine him to be entitled thereto, with the same effect as if said 
suit were commenced by an individual against the said William 
Brindle; and should the said court, in the said trial, determine that 
there isa balance due to the said William Brindle upon said accounts, 
the court shall certify the amount so found to be due to him to tlie Sec- 

of the Treasury of the United States, for payment, ont of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropria 

Mr. EDEN. Is there a report in this case 

Mr. BRIGHT. There is. I ask that the report may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The report of the Committee of Claims was read, as follows: 

That, from the evidence submitted to the committee, William Brindle, a citizen 
of Pennsylvania, was appointed by the Government of the United States receiver 
pO per farrrm tire bursing agent in the Pawnee land district in Kansas in 
1857, and performed the duties of that office until 1861. 

That Congress, on the 18th of August, 1256, in the seventh section of An act 

for certain civil expenses of the Government,” enacted— 

That in the settlement of the accounts of sters and receivers of the public 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to allow, 
subject to the approval of Con such reasonable compensation for additional 
clerical services and . incident to said offices as he shall 
think just and proper, and report to Congress all such cases of allowance, at each suc- 
ceeding Co with estimates of the sum or sums required to pay the same. 
Statutes at volume 11, 91. 

That during tenure o ice by Mr. Brindle the public business was very 

t. and required the employment of clerical force and the incurring of extraor- 
y expenses, as contemplated by the act of 1856, and that such clerical force 
. and the same were reported to the Secretary 


by Mr. Brindle, 
. begs Tse 3 bg Oy or and clerk hi s — 
n z 0 © 5 rent cler an 
——ů an allowance as follows: Di 
Office rent, January 1, 1857, to September, 1860.... ............ 


Extra clerk hire of G. W. woop uring public sales in 1859 5 

5 Petrican in 1857. as per vouchers 3 and 4 1? 

Clerk hire, 1 from October 1, 1857. to April 30, 1860, two and one-half 
man at $4 per day, during days of work or excluding Sundays, 782, at $4 4 
CC(%%%%%%%% mm ñ mt T 


The Acting Secretary of the Interior also reported that 

“Mr. Brindle claims clerk hire during the period of two and one-half years at 
the rate of $1,800 per annum as the amount he has actually paid, but, although he 
presents in the accompanying letters strong reasons in favor of the amount as 
claimed by him, as the recommendations of Department in similar cases here- 
tofore bave not ex: the rate of $4 per day, and the length of time is consider- 
— T have deemed it proper to base my recommendation for an appropriation at 


That the amount claimed by Mr. Brindle for allowance as the amount actually 
= by him was $6. from which deduct the $4,713, and $1,422 would remain, 

ug the amount of reduction of his claim by the De t. 

But after making the d-duction of $1,422 and giving credit for the amount, 

.713, allowed by the t, Mr. Brindle ts that on a settlement the 
Government would owe him an admitted balance of $1,838.05, and he refers to 
vouchers to support his claim. ee 7 r 


1586 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 8, 


riation 
was 


ar that the amount reported to Congress for an a 
any way. It is most probable that the attention of Con; 


cceeding Congress for 
r. Brindlo—that his ac- 


ppropriation, Mr. 
ren Con for his reli 
In the month of M: 


certain sums alleged 
ension that his defenses to such suit migh 


Under an a t be inadequate without 
the action of gress, he now asks Congress to allow him said sum of $4,713, here- 
tofore for allowance, to be lied to his eredit on the trial of said cause, 
and furthermore to permit him to pl free of bar, any matter of set-off which he 


may justly have against the Government. 

rst. From the fo: g facts the committee are of the opinion that the said 
William Brindle is clearly entitled to a credit of $4,713, the amount allowed by the 
Acting of the Interior, and that the credit should be allowed as of the 
26th of January, 1861, the date of ance, 

Second. As to the amount claimed by Mr. Brindle, above the sum of $4,713, aris- 
ing in any way out of the discharge of his duties as an officer of the Government, 
the same onght to be submitted the adjudication of the district court of the 
United States for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, the forum elected by the 

ent of the United States. 
“hird. The committee are of the ne that apres should have promptly 
made the appropriation to pettis cë of $4,713 to Mr. Brindle, and in the 
a 


default of gress to make t riation in 1861 ie was the duty of the De- 
partment to the same to © rom time to time, until congressional action 
was obtained, before any snit should have been brought. 


3 were 
‘irst. The receiver himself, who was authorized to ew necessary clerical force 
Second. The Lane 


for appropriation. IT. 
which was to make the appropriation. 
he receiver was in no default, but the oth charged with duties under 
the law were in default, and the committee are of opinion that the receiver should 
be permitted to avail himself of all legal defenses, free from the operation of any 
statute of limitations on the trial in said district court. 

They therefore recommend the passage of the bill, with the following amend- 
ment, which is intended to obviate any obscurity in the defense to the suit, by 
adding after the words William Brindle, in line 22, “ and said set-off shall not bo 
barred by any statute of limitations.” 


Py el Sap patina Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bi 

Mr.HARTZELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if this 
is a unanimous report of the Committee of Claims? 
Mr. BRIGHT. I will answer the gentleman that it is a unanimous 

rt of the committee, made after mature investigation. 

r. BREWER. How old is this claim? 
Mr. BRIGHT. It was matured between 1857 and 1860. 
Mr. BREWER. Has there ever been any bill presented to Congress 
to allow it previous to the Forty-fourth Congress? 

Mr. BRIGHT. There was a bill pending in the last Congress, and I 
am not sure but there was one earlier than that. I will state to the 
gentleman that it was not the duty of the citizen to make application 


re 


to Con Under the act of 1856 it was the duty of the Secretary 
of the Interior to have made the application for an appropriation. 
that duty there was a default, and the 


Instead of his discherging 
Government has since sued the citizen, and this is simply indicated 
to enable him to avail himself of all defenses to the suit brought by 
the Government, 

Mr. BREWER. I understand the bill also makes an appropriation 
of a certain amount. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It does; but it has been awarded according to law, 
simply extending it to his account, giving him a right to treat it as 
a matter of set-off. It has already been awarded. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan object? 

Mr. BREWER. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER, The bill is before the House for consideration and 
the question is first on the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 22 insert the words and said set-off shall not be barred by any statute 
of limitation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be ei Bisa and read a third 
2 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Me BRIGHT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
2 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LONG BOND FOR INVESTMENT OF SAVINGS. 


Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table, for reference to the Committee of Ways and Means, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider, the bill (S. No. 106) to author- 
ize a long bond for the investment of savings. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object to that. I wish to say to the House that 
the Committee on Banking and Currency has had under considera- 
tion and has already authorized one of its members to report a bill 
on that subject which embraces the provisions of that bill. 

Mr. WOOD. 1 think there need be no conflict between the Com- 
mittee on Banking and 8 and the Ways and Means Committee. 
This is a question relating to the issning of a long bond, which cer- 


tainly must belong to the committee which is e 1 exclusively 


with that class of subjects. Inever knew any poton made before 


to the reference to the Committee of Ways and 
appertaining to the public debt. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I had supposed that the Committee of Ways and 
Means had about as much as it could do to launch the tariff bill, which 
it has been considering. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to taking from the Speaker's 
anes bill indicated by the gentleman from New York, for refer- 
ence 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do not object to the bill being taken from the 
Speaker’s table, but I ask that the sense of the House be tested on 
whether it sh to one committee or the other. 

Mr. WOOD. the gentleman object? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri does not object to 
the bill being taken from the Speaker’s table; and then, unless the 
gentleman from New York demands the previous question and is sus- 
tained in that demand, the gentleman from Missouri would have the 
right to amend the motion as to the reference. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 
table, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee of 
Wie EDEN, Task that the title of the bill be 

% < t the title of the re 5 

The title of the bill was again read. e ee 

Mr. BUCKNER, I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from New York by striking ont “Committee of Ways and Means” 
and inserting “Committee on Banking and Currency.” ; 

Mr. SAYLER. I wish to say that under the rules of the House the 
bars of the issuing of bonds has always been determined by the 

ommittee of Ways and Means, 

The SPEAKER. It is a matter for the House to determine to 
which committee the bill shall be referred. 

Mr. SAYLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WOOD. I demand the previous question on the original prop- 
osition and the amendment. 

Mr. EWING. I wish to say to the Honse that the Committee on 
Banking and Currency had referred to it what is known as the postal 
savings bill some six weeks ago. The committee has had more than 
a dozen meetings on the subject, has given it very careful considera- 
tion, and has authorized a member of the committee, the gentleman 
from Kansas, [Mr. PHILLIPS, ] to report a bill to the House; and we 
are only waiting now to be called in order to report it. It covers the 

und sought to be covered by this bill which the gentleman from 
ew York asks may be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
There was no objection to the reference of that class of bills to our 
committee, and I cannot understand that thero can be any impropri- 
ety in our being allowed to complete the consideration of the subject. 
r. WADDELL. I desire to say a word in connection with what 
has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. EwINd.] The gentle- 
man has alluded to the postal savings bill which was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. I understand this bill does 
not touch postal matters at all. And J want to give notice to the 
gentleman from Ohio that when his committee reports that bill I will 
move its reference to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, where it properly belongs and where there are now three bills 
on the same subject. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
The BPEAKE The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 39, noes 125. 

Mr. TZELL. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 6, 
not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

The motion to refer the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means 


was oes to. 
Mr. WOOD moved to recorsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was . 


IMPROVEMENT OF DES MOINES RIVER. 


Mr. EWING. I ask unanimons consent to present and have read 
at the Clerk’s desk the petition of several thonsand citizens of the 
Des Moines Valley in relation to the grant of lands for the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines River. I also ask that it be printed in the 
Rxconp; it is very brief and its reading will take but a moment. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable Congress of the United States: 

We, citizens of Humboldt, Webster, Hamilton, and Boone Counties, in the State 
of Iowa, respectfnlly pray your honorable body to investigate and repeal a certain 
donation of ablic lands in Iowa, intended by Congress for the improve- 
ment of Des Moines River in said State. But your petitioners respecifully repre- 
sent said lands were obtained by false and fraudulent representations in Con 3 
in the years of 1861 and 1802, and never have been or ever intended to be Set for 
the purpose of improvement of said river as intended by Congress. 

And we further represent that in 1861 and 1862, when said lands were fraudu- 
lently represented in Congress as public lands, we citizens had then substantial 
improvements thereon, and now by virtne of said acts of Congress the otherwise 
solemn covenauts of our Government to the citizen by letters-patent are being can- 


eaus of everything 


1878. 
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driven from our 
t appearing in th Tse Gaston nal peotabiy o t al Ein 
ever yet a ese an no 
atrocity by the ah hika yi of the Old World. * ee n 
And we further represent said lands, nine hundred — fifty-eight eee acres, 


ocled and annulled as so much waste paper; and we are now being 
posse, by w 


ma and 


ded one acre or its 


And your petitioners respectful . that we are now being ejected 
from . 5 ene in many cases without form of trial, and in the few pen test 


to 
and 


citizens were corruptly in falsely and fraudulent) to 
transcript record, on appeal to Supreme Court of the United S where the Gov- 
ernment patents were canceled and annulled and the great seal of the United States 


broken by co! tion most vile. For the repeal and resumption of said lands your 
petitioners will over pray. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. GAUSE, the bill (S. No. 511) authorizing the 


Arkansas River Transfer Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Arkansas River was taken from the Speaker's table, read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
oer eron to be printed, not to be brought back on a motion tò recon- 
er. 
ACCOMMODATIONS AT PROVING GROUND, SANDY HOOK. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, making a request for an appropriation of $12,500 for proper 
accommodation at proving ground, Bandy Hook, New York; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of Appropriations, 


POST QUARTERMASTERS BEFORE MILITARY COMMITTEE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, reporting that the post quartermasters at Chicago and 
New York City will be ordered to appear before the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the House of Representatives; and the same was 
refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE SOUTHWEST PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of Engineers, relative 
to the necessity for continuing the appropriation for the improvement 
of the Southwest Pass, Mississippi River; and the.same was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a memorial of 
the ture of the State of Tennessee. I would state that I intro- 
duce it by request. It is a memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of Tennessee peers its Senators and requesting its Representa- 
tives in relation to the Texas Pacific Railroad. I ask that it be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. CONGER. Why should it be printed in the Recorp? Why 
should it not be printed in the usual way? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the printing of this 
memorial in the Recorp? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. CONGER. It seems a very long document. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Oh, no; it is not long; it is very short. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, I will not object. 

No further objection being made, the memorial was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Pacific Rai and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: 


Senate joint resolution. 


Whereas the thirty-ninth General Assembly of the State of Tennessee passed a 
resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress to support 
such measures as would secure the aid of the Government in the construction of 
the Texas Pacific Railroad ; 

Whereas the bill ö Congress only es for branches to 
said Texas Pacific Railroad to New Orleans, Vicksb Cairo, and Saint Louis. 
e e ignoring the local interests of Tennessee and the border States: 


Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Tennessee, That our Sen- 
ators in Congress are instructed and our R tatives are requested to secure 
such amendments to such bill as will provide a branch of said Texas Pacific Rail- 
road from eee po Tennessee ; and if they should fail to secure such 
amendments, then to withhold their support said bill. 

Adopted February 17, 1875, 


THOMAS H. PAINE, 
the Senate, 


18 BO 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Approved Fe 19, 1875. 
oF nee JAMES D. PORTER, 
Governor. 


I. C. N. Gibbs, egen hed state of the State of Tennessee, do that the 
ij t resolution No. 40, adopted February 17, 1875, by the 
thirty-ninth General Assembly of 3 and approved February 19, 1875, the 


In tesi yw I have hereunto subscribed my official signature and, by 
order of the ernor, affixed the ga seal of ibe State of Tennessee, at the de- 
ao city of Nashville, Sth day of March 4 D. 1878. 

SEAL, 


House joint resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our Representa- 
tives in Congress in regard to the Texas and Pacific Railroad, 

Whereas completion of railroad construction, connecting the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific Oceans, over the southwestera portion of the United States, will greatly 
shorten distance and cheapen carriage between the ports of the two oceans, and in 
its thorough exemption from snow blockades or other winter obstructions afford a 
line of transportation at all times for the commercial, postal, and military do- 
mands of the nation, enabling prompt concentration of armies and their supplics 
whenever and wherever requined for the country's or defense, and directly 

5 public economy and ad van in solving Indian difficulties on our 

tier by carrying forward a self-sus' g column of emigrants for develop- 
ment of eee of — 17 in its ton and 

Whereas there is now before t eee shoes pees? cm reek 
aid to the Texas and Pacific Tekila Conipany, hi the forse of guarantee by the 
States of 8 annual coin interest, not the principal, of forty-year 

y said company to the extent of $35,000 per mile of construc- 
tion, under conditions assuring security to the Government 


General Government has heretofore afforded the national credit to 

a like enterprise, and often extended aid in large and valuable subsidies of the 

T other sections of the nation, and impar- 
to 


vernment; Therefore, 
g ped tage yH State of Tennessee, That our Senators in 
praca are rew and 2 * ie requested to support with their 
u ability the adoption e above-indicated measure, proposin 
by the General Government of the interest on bonds of the and Pacific and 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Companies. 
Resolved, That the governor be requested to furnish each Senator and Represent- 
ative with a copy of CCC 


t and success to the en- 


Adopted February 
a LEWIS BOND, p 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. , 
THOMAS H. 2 t 
Approved February 8, 1875. ; kam 
0 
JAMES D. PORTER, ; 
Governor. 


I, C. N. Gibbs, secretary of state of the State of Tennessee, do certify that the 
foregoing, is a copy of joint resolution No. 25, adopted 6, 1875, by the 
thirty-ninth General Assembly of Tennessee, and approved February 8, 1873. the 
original of which is now of record in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed official signatare and, by 
order of the governor, affixed the great seal of the of Tenneasee, at the De- 
partment in the city of Nashville, this 5th day of March, A. D. 1878. 

(SEAL.} CHAS. N. GIBBS, 

Secretary of State, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour so as to enable me to move that the House resolveitself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 


TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE STOCK, 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I desire to make a request similar to that just 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT,] and it is, to 
have printed in the Recorp a joint resolution of the islature of 
the State of Iowa, instructing its Senators and requesting its Repre- 
sentatives to vote against the bill for the limitation of the trans- 
portation of live stock, unless shipped in patent cars; and I also ask 
that be referred to the Committee on culture. 

2 PATTERSON, of New York. I object to the printing in the 
CORD. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I hope 3 will not object, as a simi- 
lar request has just been granted to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and I only ask the same privilege. 

Mr, PATTERSON, of New York. I withdraw my objection if that 
is the case, 

Mr. EVAN! s of Indiana. I object. 

Subsequently Mr. Evans, of Indiana, withdrew his objection, and, 
the joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. i 

The joint resolution is as follows: 


Joint resolution instructing our Senators and Representatives in to vote 
ETF 


shi pped 

in patent cars. z 

Whereas there bas been a bill introduced in virtually compelling ship- 

pers to use particular kinds of cars which, in our qu t, would greatly obstruct 
shipments of live stock: Therefi 


ore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assersbly of the State of Towa, That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed and our Representatives requested to vote against and use 
their influence to prevent the of the bill now pending in Congress known 
as the bill for the li of the transportation of live stock unless shipped in 


patent cara. < 
That the secretary of state be instructed to forward, as soon as practi- 
Senators and Representa’ 


Resolved, N 
cable, a copy of this resolution to each of our tives in Con- 


gress. 
I certify that the foregoing is a true and complete of the original. 
sLT. YOUNG, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. i 


Mr. GOODE. I now call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the mornin 
hour commences at twelve o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m., an 
the call rests with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCES. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back bills of the following titles, with a recommendation that 
the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
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same, and that they be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2293) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 

lace upon the pension-roll the names of David Mitchell and Mary 


uller; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2455) granting a pension to Daniel Ashby ; and 
A bill (E R. No. 3649) granting a pension to Alexander McClure. 
CATHARINE H. GALLAGHER, 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2769) granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine H. her, widow of Captain 
John Gallagher, late United States Navy ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN n. FOSTER. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
519) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen B. Foster, widow of Edwin R. 
Foster, deceased, late first lieutenant Company G, Eighteenth Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers; which was refe to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM H, DEERY. 

Mr. MACKEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2741) 
granting a pension to William H. Deery, Company G, Second Pennsyl- 
Vania Volunters, Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON RYNE. 

Mr. RIDDLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1068) to restore the 
name of Hamilton Ryne to the pension-roll ; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FREY. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 532) 
granting a pension to John Frey; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported adversely the 
following bills; which were laid upon the table, and the accompany- 
in erg ordered to be printed: 

bill (H. R. No. 827) increasing the pension of Miles Barber; and, 

A bill (i R. No. 1239) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth Binney Cad- 
8 Hare, widow of George H. Hare, late a lieutenant 
States Navy. 

Mr. J OYCE moved to reconsider the vote by which said bills were 
laid upon the table ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH REESE. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No. 93, a bill (H. R. No. 3730) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Reese, widow of John Reese, a deceased soldier; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA T, SCOTT. 


Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3731) granting a pension to Rebecca T. Scott, widow of or 
John B. Scott, late United States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYÉS IN CLOAK-ROOMS OF THE HOUSE, ETC. 


Mr. McMAHON, from the Committee of Accounts, reported back 
adversely the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House to W. H. 
Hal!, Robert Coates, Wilson Grice, Henry Hall, J. Cook Nick A. B. Thomas, 
James O. Savoy, John H. Shaw, Charles Carter, and Andrew Randolph the amounts 
respectively due them for services rendered as laborers in the Hall of the House 
from 15th October 1877, and during the present session, at the rate of $720 each per 
annum, deducting such sums as have been heretofore paid the aforesaid persons 
for such services. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to make a statement in connection with 
the resolution which has just been read. The persons named in it 
are the individuals who are employed in the different cloak-rooms 
connected with the Hall of the House of Representatives, a class of 
persons who have uniformly been paid by resolution out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, but whose names never have appeared 
bd any roll of employés of the House, and have never been em- 

oyed by order of the House itself. During the month of December 

t the Committee of Accounts reported favorably a resolution to 
pay these individuals for the services which they had rendered from 


‘Some of them were paid at that time for a 
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October 15 up to that date (December 15) at the rate of $1 per day. 
riod of time extending 
back to the Ist of April. The present resolution ignores this action 
of the Committee of Accounts. We then paid the ies in full up 
to December 15; and whatever claim they may have, if any, will 
only date from the beginning of the session after the holiday recess, 
unless they are entitled to pay for the holidays as well. 

The Committee of Accounts reported that resolution favorably in 
December, because up to that time the uniform custom had been to 
permit these men to perform services without having their names 
placed upon the roll, and to pay them ont of the contingent fund of 
the House. This practice has been in violation of law. I call the 
attention of the House to section 3680 of the Revised Statutes, which 
reads as follows: 

No of the which may be at any time made for the contingen 
e either House of shall be applied as extra = ri so 
clerk, messenger, or attendant of the two Honses, or either of them, or as payment 
or compensation to any 5 or other attendant of the two Houses, or 
either of them, unless such clerk, messenger, or other attendant be 80 em; by a 
resolution of one of the Houses; or to any other than the ordinary ex tures of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. 

The Committee of Accounts is of opinion that while the contingent 
fund of the House is under the absolute control of the House, yet it 
is subject to that control only according to law; and that while the 
House may order the payment of a claim, it cannot order the pay- 
ment of a claim ont of that fand which has been expressly forbidden 
by statute. The committee is of opinion that there are or may be 
two classes of officers or employés of the House; one class regularly 
provided for by law, for whom we appropriate money ; and another 
class, whose duties extend only during a session or a portion of a scs- 
sion, or may continue during the existence of a Con who are 
appointed by resolution of the House, and must be paid out of the 
contingent fund. 

The Committee of Accounts do not recognize the right of any offi- 
cer of the House to employ any person except as the employment of 
such person is authorized by law; or, in the second pce a person 
whose employment is authorized by a resolution of the House. We 
believe that unless the employment of a person not on a regular roll 
is first authorized by resolution of the House he cannot be afterward 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. And the object of 
section 3680 in preventing such use of the contingent fund is mani- 
fest and praiseworthy. It was intended to correct gross abuses which 
have continued in spite of it, 

I desire the House to understand that the Committee of Accounts 
in coming to this conclusion has not taken into consideration, in any 
way, the equity or inequity of the claim of the individuals named in 
this resolution. On the contrary we believe that they have rendered 
a service to the House; we believe that some persons are necessary 
in the places occupied by them. But we believe that these places 
could be supplied from the lar roll of the House; that they should 
be supplied by some officer of the House from persons authorized by 
w to be employed, or they should be persons whose employment 
has tral gba by a resolution of the House before they were 
appointed. 

ta the judgment of the committee, and of the member now ad- 
dressing the Chair, it is no answer to say that these persons have 
always been paid. A custom of this kind contrary to law is acustom 
that should be broken up, because the worst character of abuses are 
customary abuses. The Committee of Accounts therefore consider 
it its duty to bring to the attention of the House this among other 
abuses, for the purpose of having it rectified, of having nobody in 
the employment of the House claiming paymeut from the contingent 
fund unless that claim, no matter how good it may be in equity, is 
founded upon law. 

I understaud that many gentlemen claim that a subsequent reso- 
Intion of the House to pay these parties is equivalent to a ratifica- 
tion of the previous employment by the Doorkeeper or other officer, 
and is therefore valid. This is not a correct interpretation of section 
3680. The latter clause would be rendered senseless and nugatory. 
It would amount to no restriction whatever. I understand that the 
Government may ratify by subsequent action. But such ratification 
can only take a ia by the concurrence of the two Houses aud the 
President; that is, by providing for payment in a regular appropria- 
tion bill. The law says that payment cannot be made out of the 
contingent fund; and no resolution of the Honse alone can ohange 
the law. The law, or the House, are the only proper jadges of the 
force necessary for the wants of the House; and it was to carry out 
this idea that section 3680 was enacted. 

Now the Committee of Accounts appeal to the House on this ques- 
tion. This is a move by us in the right direction. The Committee 
on Civil-Service Reform is also engaged at present in the work of 
reform in the organization of this House ; and I want to say here, 
from what little experience I have had, without laying the blaine 
upon either political 1 party, desiring simply to say that the abuses 
which now trouble us are inherited from previous Congresses of a 
different political complexion—I want to say that the organization of 
this House, considering the small amount of force engaged by it, is 
in as bad a shape comparatively, and has been for many years, as any 
other department of the Government, And while setting ourselves 
up as reormers of abuses elsewhere (I speak now to the majority on 
this side) shall we not take notice of the law regulating ourselves? 
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Shall we not come to the point of recognizing the law in regard to 
the payment of pages, messengers, and everybody else in our employ- 
ped and say that no man shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
unless he has a valid claim upon that fund? 

Gentlemen will understand that by preventing the payment of these 
parties out of the contingent fund we do not destroy their right to 
compensation. If they have an equitable claim against the Govern- 
ment they can very easily have their claims laid before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and be paid in the regular way without vio- 
lating the law by paying them on the resolution of the House alone. 
The two Houses, with the approbation of the President, can appropri- 
ate money to redeem these obligations that the House has incurred, 
though in some cases probably excessive and unn But if 
you permit yourselves to vote away your contingent fund by way of 
gratuity you perpetuate gross abuses and permit scandalous extrava- 

nee, 


aie oe I understand that the point may and will be made that in 
December last we brought in a resolution to pay these same ies 
the very persons named in this resolution—and to pay them out of 
the contingent fund, and for the same kind of service; also that we 
brought in a resolution, without recommendation one way or the other, 
it is true, to pay the extra force that had been employed by the Door- 
keeper without authority of law. That is true. We brought in a 
resolution for the payment of these particular persons employed in 
the cloak-rooms, because up to that time they had had no notice that 
a nj, Pere custom, illegal, but acquiesced in, would be broken 
up. They were rendering service under the impression that they 
would be paid as ay had been in the past; and we thought that 
the obligation to pay them was imperative upon the House until notice 
of the breaking up of that custom had been given. And, Mr. Speaker, 
in order to notify these parties and others, the Committee of Accounts, 
after they had been paid in December, adopted a resolution, which 
was put up in the different cloak-rooms and offices about this House, 
and was even published in the newspapers, so as to give public notice 
to everybody, what would be in future the action of the Committee of 
Accounts. On the 19th of December, 1877, the Committee of Accounts 
unanimously adopted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
furnish pages authorized by law with suitable badges indicating their employ- 
ment, and to keep the floor of the House free of all other boys; and he is hereby 
Bocce 

* 
or halls connected with is . 4 mt 


This was communicated to the Doorkeeper immediately, and he 
communicated it to all the employés with whom he had any connec- 
tion. It was a matter of pone notoriety. The Committee of Ac- 
counts, while it claimed and claims no authority in law to control the 
cloak-rooms or any committee-rooms or halls of the House, or even 
to control the floor of the Honse, adopted this resolution in order to 
warn the Doorkeeper and to give notice to those who were interested 
that if they wanted in future to be paid ont of the contingent fund 
they must come to the House in the pe sed way and be first employed 
by resolution; that only under such circumstances would their claim 
upon the contingent fand be 

Now what is to prevent these employés in the cloak-rooms from 
being on a regular roll? If we have not laborers sufficient without 
them let the roll be increased by law. If we have laborers sufficient 
without them, they should not be paid, or they should be employed 
in the regular way. But let us not now perpetuate a custom of pay- 
ing men all the time contrary to law, and having this House at the 
end of every session flooded with resolutions to pay a batch of pages 
who have been running round the floor without being regularly em- 
e or needed; to pay a lot of messengers and pee re a of dif- 

nt kinds, who really have no claim to payment and no equity in 
their favor, and yet who have been upon floor, in the committee- 
rooms, and in the cloak-rooms, performing service apparently for us, 
although probably they have in vain tried to secure appointment and 
have not been needed. They impose upon their members who appeal 
to the House. The House in its good nature resolution after 
resolution to pay such persons until after a while the contingent fund 
becomes a mere mole-hill compared with the mountain of claims that 
are voted against it; and the end of a session of Co is chiefly 
remarkable for the profuse extravagance with which the money of 
the people is given away. 

Now the Committee of Accounts have taken a resolution (which I 
think they will be able to adhere to, despite the solicitations of mem- 
bers) that they will not permit the contingent fund of this Honse at 
any time from now until the close of this session to be used by reso- 
lution for the payment of persons who have not been employed in 
some regular way, and the only regular way, in their opinion, is 
either by a resolution of the House in advance or a regular employ- 
ment by an authorized officer; and if the Committee on Rules will 
require all rolls to be made out at the beginning instead of the end of 
each month we will not have much trouble in the future. 

As to the contingent fund my proposition of law under section 3680 
is that no man can be paid out of the contingent fund unless he is 
first . ba by the House by resolution; and I state it plainly be- 
cause I desire the House to vote understandingly. The committee 
a regard the vote of the House as an instruction for its future 
action. . 


The contingent fund of the House is the spending-money of the 
House. I do not recognize the right of the Doorkeeper, Clerk, or 
Sergeant-at-Arms to create any claim upon that fund by employing 
aman and then calling upon the House subsequently to ratify his 
action. But I do recognize the right of the House of Representatives 
to create a claim against every dollar of the contingent fund by em- 
ploying during the session or during the term of Congress as many 
employés, in addition to the statutory force, for the Ser; t-at-Arms 
or for the Clerk of the House or for the Doorkeeper as the House may 
see fit; not for the purpose of creating new offices that shall extend 
into the next Congress, but simply for the benefit of the particular 
Congress which is exercising its powers. 

Here, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the House to 
another difficulty. I refer to it now as I see a prominent member of 
the Civil-Service Reform Committee [Mr. Cox, of Ohio] before me 
and one from whom I expect a great deal in that committee from his 

revious history and high character. I refer to a class of employés 
in this House who have been paid heretofore under what are called 
“the resolutions of a former House.” I do not recognize the power 
of any previous House to create by resolution any office which will 
extend into a subsequent Congress. The rules of the last House are 
not obligatory upon this House except by express or implied adop- 
tion, and there 1s no such thing, in my judgment, Mr. en as a 
standing order of any previous Congress e e validity in the 
Forty-fifth Congress unless it be adopted by the Forty-fifth Congress. 

The Committee of Accounts has acted on this view. In regard to 
the two assistant librarians, they refused to approve any account 
(agreeing with the Clerk in this) for these parties until a resolution 
was first introduced into the House and adopted, 3 these men 
had been acting as officers in previous Congresses under what was 
called “ a resolution of a former House.” This is a class of cases to 
which we desire to call the attention of the House and of the Com- 
mittee on Civil-Service Reform in its proposed bill. I hope to see in 
a brief period of time a bill reported from that committee—and if 
that committee had not taken the matter in hand the Committee of 
Accounts would have done it—I hope to see, I say, a bill from that 
committee which will place the force of this House on its true basis, 
so no messenger, page, or laborer may be employed, no clerical force 
of any kind, unless employed according to law and paid according to 


law. 

We are fighting deficiencies from the different Departments of the 
Government and denouncing them for such occurrences. They onght 
not to occur. We ought not to allow them. We ought to put our 
foot down. Even if we allow them in reference to the Departments 
in unforeseen ge if they can exist, we ought not ourselves to follow 
the bad example of having deficiencies here contrary to the law. I 
can understand how there may be valid claims which ought to be 
paid; but the payment of deficiencies or of illegal claims out of 
motives of humanity only opens the door to frandulent claims and 
habitual abuses. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no more to say. At the close of the debate I 
will move to refer this whole matter to the Committee on Civil-Serv- 
ice Reform, and will regard the action of the House on my motion, if 
favorable, as an 1 7 5 of my views of the law. 

Mr. CON GER. I wish to be heard before the gentleman calls the 
previous question. 

Mr. McMAHON. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment, for a 
question 5 2 

Mr. CON GER. I wish to be heard for a few minutes before the pre- 
vious question is demanded. 

Mr. MCMAHON. How much time have I consumed? I desire to 
yield first to my colleague on the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood the gentleman was to make his report 
with a statement of the facts, and that I was then to be allowed to 
put in a substitute on the part of the minority of the committee. The 
gentleman from Ohio, however, seems to be making a somewhat pro- 
tracted speech on the subject. I think I should have the floor before 
the matter is generally discussed. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will yield to my colleague on the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Whaet disposition does the gentleman from Ohio 
oponi to make of the hour, before he demands the previous ques- 
tion 

Mr. MCMAHON. I did not understand from the Chair how many 
minutes I had occupied. 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Iwill yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. B I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a sub- 
stitute for the original resolution and the report of the majority of 
the committee. I ask the Clerk to read the minority report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The undersigned, minority of the Committee of Accounts, dissenting from the 
report of the majority and unable to with the original resolution, submits 
the following substitute for that resolution and for the report of the majority: 

the sum of $1 per diem from the 16th of December, 1877, to the 
aah ot Tobruk, 1878, including both said days, be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House to W. H. Hall, Robert Coates, Wilson Grice, Henry Hall, J. Cook 
Nickens, A. B. James O. Savoy, John H. Shaw, Charles Carter, and An- 
drew Randolph, being amount respectively due them for services rendered as 
laborers in the Hall snd oloak zostan of the House during the period of the present 
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Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, as wasstated by the tleman who last 
spoke, the original resolution proposed e or the ne em- 
K oyed in the cloak-rooms and upon the floor of the Hall of the House. 

hese men have been employed regularly by the House for many 
sessions. They have never been placed upon any roll of employés. 
They have invariably been paid, from time immemorial almost, by 
resolution of the Ho and by resolution of the House passed long 
subsequently to the rendering of the services. They are in no just 
sense, then, an extra force, and this is in no just sense an extra allow- 
ance. By the common law and the custom of the House they are a 
part of its regular force and for many 2 have been paid in this 
certain specific way to which I have made allusion. 

Now, sir, during the present session of Congress, in the month of 
December, we conformed to our old practice in previous Congresses by 
passing a resolution ratifying their previous employment and paying 
them for the service which they had rendered. The gentleman from 
Ohio says that thereupon a resolution was passed by the Committee 
of Accounts which was made public, and he had that resolution read. 
It will be observed, however, that that was a resolution directed par- 
ticularly to the management of the pages upon the floor of the House, 
and I never understood it had any reference whatever to the men 
who are employed in the cloak-rooms. I was never aware of its being 
made public, and it was only provided that it should be bronght to the 
attention of the Doorkeeper, and he should give notice to the 
And I do not believe, I never heard from any one of these employés, 
that he understood that that notice, the notice to the pages, was in 
any sense a notice to these men who have been paid under resolution 
for so long a time. We paid them in December in accordance with 
the previous practice of the House. They have rendered precisely 
the same service since that time which they rendered before, and at 
that time we cut down their pay to $1 per diem whereas we had 
always hitherto paid them $2, And I think they had the right to 
expect that so long as they rendered the same service that they bad 
rendered previously, they were certainly laboring under the implied 
promise of the House that they should receive compensation during 
the remainder of the session at least at the rate of $1 por day. 

Now, sir, what will be the eftect of the rejection the original 
resolution, which is much broader in providing for a ment 
and a longer time than I am in favor of or than I think we ought to 
allow? at will be the effect if we reject the resolution and scope 
the re of the majority of the Committee of Accounts? I ought 
to say that majority is a majority merely for the purpose of bringing 
the subject before the House for discussion — i in no other sense 
whatever. Why, sir, as has been indicated by the gentleman from 
Ohio we simply send these men who clean the spittoons and black 
our boots and sweep up the bits of paper about the Hall—we send 
them to the yd gS Committee in the first place to Ar- upon 
the question of fact whether they ought to be pad at all; and in 
the second place to run the ntlet not only of the Committee on 
Appropriations but also of the House, also of the Senate, and of the 
Executive Mansion. 7 7 

I do not think we should send these laborers all through that pro- 
tracted operation to get their pay at the rate of $1 a day. I have no 
sort of idea that if such a bill went to the President and he saw fit to 
veto it we could get a two-third vote to pass it over the veto. And 
for one, unless there is some imperative principle of law involved 
here, I am not willing the House should be dependent u the will 
of the Senate or the will of the Executive, whether it have these 
little menial services performed and whether, having been performed 
under the implied promise of the House, they shall be paid for. I 
am not willing these men should be put to any such exertion or trouble 


to get their pay. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave but a moment’s time, and cannot answer ques- 
tions. p 

I want to refer to one other point; I mean as tothe law. I recog- 
nize the fact that if, during all these years, we have been paying out 
this money for this menial service contrary to law and our sworn 
obligation to maintain it, however late in the day we receive notice 
that we are violating the law and committing perjury in paying for 
these services, I am, of course, in favor of stopping it. But there is 
no lawyer here or anywhere else who will say that, by force of law 
and as a universally admitted principle of law, the subsequent rati- 
fication by the employer is not A hry to an express contract 
before the services were rendered. Indeed the section of the statutes 
which has been cited provides, as has been stated, that— 


No part of the 8 which may be at anx time made for the contingent 
expenses of either House of Congress shall be applied as extra allowance to any 
clerk, messenger, or attendant of the two Houses, or either of them, or as payment 
or compensation to any clerk, messenger, or other attendant of the two Houses, or 
cither of them, unless such clerk, messenger, or other attendant be so employed 
by a resolution of one of the Houses; or to any other than the ordinary expendi- 
tures of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


Now, sir, if it be a principle of law which I suppose to be well set- 
tled, that we may by a subsequent resolution or a subsequent affir- 
mation of our implied promise made to these men—because they have 
rendered these services right under our eyes—that we may by that 
subsequent ratification place ourselves in the same position as by a 
ie resolution, there is certainly no legal quibble in it; certainly 
no 


Mr. Speaker, I had a few more things which I wished to say, but 
my time is rapidly passing away and I will yield five minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] who introduced the 
original resolution. 

r. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I introduced the resolution because I 
knew and the House knew that these people who are proposed to be 
paid by the resolution are 4 yed the House in some way or 
other; at least they do service here. Theresolution which I offer, as 
I believe has been stated, is in precisely the same terms as such reso- 
lutions paying for the same class of employés as have been passed 
year by year for at least twenty years. 

I do not want to embarrass the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MoMa- 
HON) in his eee at reform, but if I am correctly informed about 
this matter the difficulty lies right here; there are persons upon tlie 
rolls probably who are paid for doing precisely the work that these 
colored people are doing who do nothing but draw their pay. 

Now it is very well to say that we are going to reform this matter 
and pus it in a legal shape, but what are these people going to do for 
b while we are referring this matter to the Civil Service Reform 
Committee? They are doing the work, they have earned the money, 
and I say it is nothing more than manly for the House to pay the: 
and then go on with the reform and get the whole system in a lega 
shape for the future. But I insist that while these people were em- 
ployed and earned their money it is nothing more than manly that 
we should pay them what they earned. 

Mr. BLA I have only one further su ion to make, and it is 
that this class of ae a have been paid in this way for at Jeast 
twenty years past; I think the statute passed as long ago as 1542, 
The point to which I wish to call attention is this: we were notified 
yesterday by the Committee on Civil Service Reform that they were 
considering this whole subject and proposed to report a symmetrical 
bill that shall provide for all the necessary service of the House. That 
bill will be soon introduced and acted upon. If that be so, this is 
probably the last payment of this kind we shall ever be called 
upon to make, but unless we this resolution these men must be 
deprived of their pay of $1 per diem from December last until—I do not 
know how long—until the appropriation bills shall have been passed, 
ogna by the President, and become laws, and I do not know then 
when they would receive their pay. There would be a delay cer- 
tainly of six or eight months at the least. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. ConGER.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
has still two minutes remaining. 

Mr. BLAIR. If there are two minutes left I yield them to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. I have said all I desired to say. 

Mr. CONGER, This is a resolution to pay men who have been em- 
ployed with the knowledge of every member of the House, and for 
the personal acco: ion of every member of the House, from the 
time they were last paid until now, without any direct notice to them 
not to ‘orm the work supposed by all of us to be necessary in their 
places in the cloak-room and on the floor of the House for the comfort 
and convenience of the members of the House, 

Now I need not repeat what has already been said, that for a long 
time think for some thirty-seven years—this class of employés have 
been paid by resolutions introduced after a ion of the services had 
been performed, frequently at the close of the session. They have 
been paid continuously in this way and never in any other manner 
Whatever. 

I think myself there should be provisions of law or rules of this 
House which should prescribe the number of all its employés, their 
duties, and their pay, beforehand. That is very well, but it has not 
been the custom of the House up to this time in re to these em- 
ployés. Whether the custom be right or wrong it has not been the 
custom in regard to any other employés of this House, and every Con- 
gress but this has made appropriation to pay the expenses of em- 
ployés who had not been appointed in conformity to the law which 
the gentleman read or in conformity to a resolution of the House, 

Now, this Congress has appropriated’ several thonsand dollars in 
one appropriation to pay employés who are thought to be necessary 
to the business of the House, but who by some means bad been em- 
ployed withont a pore resolution. I do not know that gentlemen 
on either side of the House, when laborers or other persons had been 
employed and had rendered services to the Government, supposing 
they were properly employed, have ever hesitated for one moment to 
pay them. It would be a novelty to me, and in fact I should like 
to see a member of this House stand up in his place when to hisown 
personal knowledge these laborers and employés had been permitted 
to ‘orm service of which he himself has been a recipient for weeks 
and months—who would stand up and refuse to pay the poor pittance 
that the laborer by his daily services had earned for the support of 
himself and his family. In my judgment it could be characterized 
as a species of meanness which would destroy the reputation of a 
private citizen, and might even possibly tarnish the reputation of a 
member of Congress. : 

Now, sir, I do not in the construction of the law given by the 

ntleman from Ohio, [Mr. McManon.] This House and previous 

ouses have always assumed that if they sanctioned the employment 
of a laborer, although the duty may have been commenced before the 
adoption of a resolution by the House, the adoption of that resolution 
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would pring it within the rule. It certainly ought to do so in this 
case. But I will not dwell upon that point. Idesiresimply to call the 
attention of my fellow-members on this floor to this proposition: these 
boys who have been employed in the cloak-room are either needed 
there or are not. Admit.that their services have not been needed in 
the cloak-rooms; admit that they have been in the clean- 
ing of this Hall, in the performance of their duties from time to time 
here. Let us make that declaration by a resolution; let us tell these 
men in some more public way than by a notice given by a committee 
of this House, which seemingly applies only to the pages; let us tell 
them now and let them go. 

If the notice which has been read by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McManon] applies to these men in the cloak-rooms and on the 

oor of the House, then the Doorkeeper and the Speaker and all the 
officers of this House have been utterly derelict in their duty, in per- 
mitting these men on the floor or in the rooms adjacent to the of 
the House at all. If that was the law they had no business there, and 
neither the Speaker nor the Doorkeeper had any right to permit them 
to come upon this floor or to go into the rooms e this Hall; 
e no place here at all. 

e gentleman says that even the rules of this House are bindin. 
only by sufferance. If the gentleman will examine the rules he wi 
find that they are binding upon each House successively, unless altered 
or changed; not remaining in force by sufferance merely, but they 
continue to be the rules of the House unless the succeeding House 
shall change them. And even if that were not so, these 
readopted at the commencement of the present Co 

But I do not wish to put this matter upon any plea of the naked 
construction of the rules or of the law. These boys have performed 
their duty, an arduous duty, requiring their presence here from early 
in the morning until late at night, ‘or the pittance of $1 per day. 
Now, whatever may be done in the future, I submit that it would be 
more manly in us all to pay them now what they have earned, and 
if we do not need their services any longer give them notice to leave 
their 1 7 9 755 That is about all I have to say on this resolution. 

Mr. MCMAHON, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. ROBERTS, }] chairman of the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. . I desire only that the House shall thoroughly 
understand this subject, in order that members may not be misled in 
regard to it. I want the House to understand that while I do not 
antagonize the position taken by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. McMa- 
HON, ] and my colleague on the Committee of Accounts, nevertheless 
I do not entirely assent to all his propositions. 

The House has long adhered to a practice that has been approved 
not only by this Con but by many preceding Congresses, which 
has been acted upon by the Clerk and sanctioned by the Treasury De- 
partment, the accounting officers of the Treasury having regarded the 
construction placed upon the law by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR] as the proper construction. 

This subject has been considered by the Committee of Acconnts from 
time to time and has been one of serious trouble to them. My friend 
from Ohio has taken the position which he has advocated here to-day, 
but I myself have very much inclined to the position of the gentle- 
mah from New 5 5 [Mr. BLamm.] If the report now made by 
the committee shall be favorably considered by the House it will be 
a reversal of the practice of this House and of previous Congresses. 

If the House desires now to say that we shall not undertake to ap- 
propriate from the contingent fund one single cent in payment of 
services rendered by any employé of this House, unless sanctioned by 
a resolution previously adopted by the House, it is for the House to 
say so. I have no motive whatever in detaining the House now but 


simply to piste members fully in 8 of all the facts in con- 
nection with this matter, so that they can act intelligently in regard 
to it. 


I confess freely and candidly that if the construction advocated 
by the gentleman from Ohio shall be adopted in the House it will 
relieve the Committee of Accounts of a great deal of trouble Reso- 
lutions have been referred to us from time to time to pay persons out 
of the contingent fund of the House, and those resolutions have 
mores the greatest source of tronble that the committee has had to 

eal with. And if the view of the tleman. from Ohio shall be 
adopted by the House our labors will be very greatly decreased. 

I will, however, confess frankly and candidly that I am more favor- 
ably inclined to the resolution of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. BLaIn, ] for the reason that these boys have been dis- 
charging this duty from time to time believing that they would be 
paid; and I think they deserve to be paid. As this matter is being 
considered by the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, I trust 
that committee will provide some method by which these employés 
can be placed upon some roll, so that we may know who are our 
employ és and who are not. 

It is true that the resolution read by the gentleman from Ohio, 
giving notice to the doorkeepers and to the employés that after a 
certain day they shonld not be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, was adopted after full consideration by the committee. In 
that I differ from my friend from New Hampshire. It was adopted 
in order that those who were not on the roll might not thereafter 
ee any pay except by resolution of the House. 

. BL Exactly. And I would ask the 1 if any no- 
tice has been given to any man employed here during this Congress 


es were | la 


that the House would be so lost to all sense of justice and self-respect 
as not to pass a resolution to pay them ? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I am very confident, indeed, that no such notice 
has been served upon anybody; and I hope sincerely the House will 
not take such action. 

Mr. BLAIR. I trust that we shall not take such action to-day. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I do not wish to adopt that course at all; and I 
hope the gentleman does not draw any such inference, But as this 
matter is now under consideration, I shall be glad to have the House 
act intelligently in rd to it, and stop 8 numbers of reso- 
lutions providing for the payment of claims that ought never to have 
been considered proper even as the foundation of a resolution. It is 
in that view that I desire to have the House consider this matter— 
not in the sense of a lecture to members, but simply as expressing 
the desire of the committee that members shall exercise due diligence 
and care in presenting resolutions for the consideration of the com- 
mittee, and especially those contemplating the drawing of money 
from the contingent fund. Why, sir, at this very time, as the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire knows, there must be thirty or forty 
resolutions pending in Committee of Accounts, and which have 
been there for months, proposing payment to parties who consider 
themselves entitled to pay and who regard the Committee of Accounts 
as derelict in their duty in not reporting favorably upon the proposi- 
tions. They look upon the committee as the source of their trouble, 
not the fact that they have not been employed in accordance with 


W. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. In 
regard to all these resolutions is it not generally the fact that they 
are referred to our committee to ascertain whether the services have 
been rendered, whether they have been valuable, and whether there 
has been an implied promise by the House to pay for them? Is not 
the Committee of Accounts constituted for the very purpose of in- 
vestigating such questions of fact and deciding them? Has any other 
tribunal been 11 by the House which can do this kitchen-work 
for the Honse 

Mr. ROBERTS. Well, sir, I am very frank to say that whilo the 
practice is liable to great objection, I do not exactly see how the 
House can avoid paying from time to time employés who are not reg- 
WA employed under any resolution ee yadopted. If it were 
possible to adopt any rule which could be rigidly adhered to, requir- 
ing that before any person entered upon the discharge of his duties 
here his employment should receive the sanction of the House, it 
would certainly be very desirable. But there will arise from time to 
time just such cases as I have stated where parties must of necessity 
be paid from the contingent fund without having been previously 
employed. I suppose that the miscellaneous item of $25,000 in our 
general appropriation bill was designed expressly to meet such pur- 
poses as this. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee whether 
from his experience on the committee, he does not consider it utterly 
impossible for the House by resolution to anticipate all the indispen- 
sably 1 which emergencies may require from time to 
time to be rendered. If it is necessary to wait for a session of Con- 
oo before parties can be employed (and frequently there may arise 

uring the recess occasions rendering services of this kind indispen- 
sably necessary) if we adopt the rigid rule suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. McManon,]} that an express resolution must in 
every case precede the rendering of service, will not the House often 
be seriously embarassed ? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
HARRISON. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 
now has this matter under consideration in connection with the in- 
vestigation of the charges against the Doorkeeper, Mr. Polk. We have 
found that all over this building there are men now doing work or 
have been doing ip eres (a ee of being paid by resolution— 
men who have been di by the Doorkeeper, who have been told 
that he cannot pay them, and who yet hang or here with the expecta- 
tion of being paid by some resolution to be hurriedly passed in the 


last days of the on, 
During the elosing days of the extra session the parties named in 
this resolution were paid. To-day they are not satistied whether they 
have been paid up to the 15th of December or whether they were paid 
simply for the work done during the summer months. They were 
told, they said, that the payment was in full; but they believed that 
they were entitled to more. The véry fact that resolutions are passed 
in this way, paying men for services that have never been authorized, 
shows the danger of thus tampering with the contingent fund.“ 
The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service propose in a few 
days to make a report which will eover this question. Whether we 
shall ri by bill or resolution, we have not yet determined ; but we 
will endeavor to put the matter before the House in such a way that 
when we pay men it shall be considered a finality, and they will be 
satisfied. Some of these men in the cloak-rooms say that they are en- 
titled to $60 a month. This . to pay them $1 a day. 
Some of them think themselves entit: to $60 a month from the 4th 
of last March. The resolution adopted in December paid them at the 
rate of $1 a day. They think they were entitled to $2 a day, and that 
they have still a claim upon this House. Now pass this resolution to 
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y them a dollar a day, and at the end of the session a resolution will 
be offered during the hurly-burly of adjournment to pay them what 
some one will claim they were entitled to. Now this resolution does 
not say this is just what is due them. They claim that more is due. 
The whole system is wrong, and is the source of wrong to the Govern- 
ment. 

My own impression is that every man who has been employed here 
ought to be paid, and ought to be paid fairly ; and I believe that the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service will present a resolution 
providing for their pera But I would suggest to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. BLAIR;] a member of the Committee of 
Accounts, that he wait until our committee shall report, and then the 
House will be enabled to act W 

Mr. BLAIR. The gentleman will allow me to say in justice to 
myself that I did not influence this report. I am not here pressing 
action upon this matter at the present time. It is, however, due to 
these employés to say that while in former Congresses, before the 
democrats had the majority here, they were ge ly paid at the end 
of the session, yet in‘ the Forty-fourth Congress, they received one- 
half in the middle of the first session and the rest at the close. This 
resolution is introduced in conformity with the precedent then set. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman is somewhat mistaken as to the 
status of these persons. Two of them have always been until lately 
on the roll. On the roll as laborers, at $60 per month. 

The two barbers have been on the roll. They have not only been 

aid at the regular price but they have been collecting pay from mem- 
os for their work done as barbers ; and done during the session. I 
think there is no great suffering in asking them to wait. They have 
already waited for long months and they will suffer nothing, I am 
sure, by waiting a few days longer. When the House acts it should 
act so that it may precisely know what it is doing. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. What have the barbers in the past 
been receiving? 

Mr. HARRISON, Sixty dollars a month from the Government, 
with an average, as testified before us, of $1 aday to each of the four 
barbers for doing shaving and hair-dressing for the members. There 
are two barbers in each cloak-room and they testify that they collect 
from members an average of at least $1 a day each. Then there are 
three assistants in each cloak-room. They with the barbers clean 
this Hall. Their labors are constant, but by this resolution they are 
ent down to 81 a day, when they have been getting $60 per month. 
Let the matter rest a few days and I believe the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service will be able to satisfy them and the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Has not the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BLAIR. Are they not only asking what common laborers are 
receiving throughout the country? 

Mr. HARRISON. That may be. 

Mr. BLAIR. The barbers deserve something for the extra work 


they do. 

Mr. FORT. I desire to state that these 
barbers, as they are paid by the members 
hair-dressing ; but it is pro to give them pay as barbers for the 
work they are doing in the Hall and cloak-rooms of the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. MCMAHON. We will finish it up in five or ten minutes and I 
hope the gentleman will withdraw his demand, 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr, DUNNELL. I withdraw my demand for the regular order. 

Mr. McMAHON. Then I yield for fiye minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I think a very few words will 
make the House willing to postpone at least the decision of this ques- 
tion until the report which the chairman of the Committee on Civil 
Service Reform speaks of has been made. I feel that the resolution 
now offered would not do justice. It is a resolution to pay men 81 a 
day who feel in their hearts they have a perfect right to 82 p day. 
We mean to know what the facts are before we decide, and it does 
not seem to be just to give these men $1 a day when we are givin; 
other employés of the House who do not do one-half as much,or fd 
one-tenth part as much service, $2 a day all the time. 

The facts are about these: on our regular roll are a certain num- 
ber of laborers, and these laborers are paid at the regular rate of §60 
a month. Now it is a simple literal truth that so many of these men 
borne on the rolls as laborers are too genteel to wash spittoons and 
sweep the floor that the habit has grown up of taking men who are 
house-servants and willing to do honse-servants’ work and let them 
by mere consent and silence go on and do the work during the session 
and ip, Bee te by resolation while your 88 are on the roll 
doing absolutely nothing, many of them. I affirm upon sworn testi- 
mony, which will be this House in a short time, that this is 
the literal fact ; and therefore, before you determine whether you are 
going to pay these men one or two dollars a day you need to know 
what the men are doing here to whom you are paring pos month. 
Let us to-day, then, prepone the report which the chairman of the 
Committee of Accounts has made and in a short time we will have a 
report from the Committee on Civil Service Reform. I po e my 
own word, Mr. Speaker, that when that report comes in it will be 
satisfactory to every reasonable gentleman on this floor, 


ns do not get pay as 
emselyes for shaving and 


We are not doing what is just in posing this resolution. Take 
for pe oe the case of a number of these men. They have been 
appointed and they believe regularly. They believe they have just 
as good a commission as any other men who have been on yourrolls. 
Many of them never knew their situation was different, and yet men 
of this kind have found to their astonishment the House was not pay- 
ing them what they thought the law fixed as their pay, but that th 
some manner or other something was being doled out to them as a 
rtial charity instead of wages which they believed they were as 
awfully entitled to as we are to our salaries under the law. We need 
to know how these facts stand. It is too long a story to tell in five 
minutes. We have been taking testimony for a number of days bear- 
ing on it. It will be before the House in a short while and then jus- 
tice can be done. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Is there any objection to payin 
these ponr men who have done this work $1 a day at this time an 
2 i 1 shall be found they are entitled to more, paying them the 

ce 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. This is the case. These men themselves have 
testified they have not usually been paid until the close of the ses- 
sion. There is no hardship, therefore, in asking them to wait. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not my statement correct that formerly having 
higher pay they were paid at the end of the session, but that the 
democratic Congress paid one-half in the midddle of the session and 
the other half at the close of it ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. No such testimony has been before our commit- 
tee, but that is matter of small moment. We are trying to get the 
matter in such shape that justice will be done, 

Mr. McMAHON. Has not the time of the gentleman from Ohio 
expired? I yielded to him only for five minutes, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. There are 
five minutes remaining. 

Mr.McMAHON. We have no feeling against the claim of these men. 
On the contrary, I want tohave it determined by the House exactly 
what they are entitled to, instead of their being paid in a slipsbod 
manner liable to every sort of objection. There is no haste about 
this matter, and the committee in reporting adversely on this resola- 
tion did so for the purpose of bringing it before the House, My notion 
was that the proper way was to send it to the Committee on Appro- 
priations or to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. I move, there- 

ore, that it be referred to the Committee on Civil Service Reform. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that motion is put I wish to say a word. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I decline to yield. I wish to make this state- 
ment to the House: that if the House votes to refer this matter to the 
Civil Service Reform Committee I, for one, will regard the Committee 
of Accounts as instructed according to the view of the law, section 
3680 of the Revised Statutes, which I expressed, that this is not pay- 
able out of the contingent fand. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLAIR. The gentleman says he asks the House by disposing 
of this question in this 9 and unnecessary manner to place a 
construction upon the rule which may embarrass the House for all 
time. He says he will consider the Honse as instructing the Com- 
mittee of Accounts not to allow pay for any service. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I want to comply with the law. I do not yield 
for further debate, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the previous 
question on his motion. 

The previous 1 pea was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been ordered, which is on 
referring the ee proposition and the substitute to the Committee 
on Civil Service Reform. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to demand that the regular order of business 
shall proceed, if there is any. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. When the Chair said that the previous question 
was demanded, I supposed that was all. I did not understand that 
that brought before the House a motion to refer this to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service Reform. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not to blame for that. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that the Chair did not state the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPE. R. The Chair stated that the previous question was 
demanded on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had stated in the presence of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair did not state, however, that the gentle- 
man from Ohio moved to commit this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It was not necessary the Chair should. 

Mr. CONGER. Then how should the House know what was the 


oe ? 
The SPEAKER. The Honse should have heard, and probably did 
hear, the pren from Ohio state what was his motion, 

Mr. CONGER. There never has been a case where a proposition 
like this has not been stated by the Chair. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, to refer the report and substitute to the Committee on 
Civil-Service Reform. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 106, noes 43. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. MCMAHON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. sagh] ganthg $ pension to Dwight A. Barrett, 
Jate private Company E, Fort; th Regiment, Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 


NATIONAL IRON-MOLDERS’ UNION. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Herni been absent when the Committee on 
Education and Labor was called this morning, I ask unanimous con- 
sent at this time to make a report from that committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Education and Labor, reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. 
R. No. 292) to incorporate the National Iron-Molders’ Union; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

SAMUEL GROVE. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back, with an adverse 
recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1781) for the relief of Samuel 
Grove. tmaster at Mexico, Missouri; and the same was laid on 
the tab e, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PETER TARGARONA. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. As I expect to be absent from the 
House for some time I ask unanimous consent to make some reports 
from the Committee of Claims for commitment to the Committee of 


the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North We by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3732) for the relief of 


Peter Targarona; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HANSON HARMON. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3733) for the relief of 
Hanson Harmon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. , 


THOMAS STRIDER. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimons consent, from 
the eame committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3734) for the relief of 
Thomas Strider, of Winchester, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL BANK OF KNOXVILLE, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, reported back, with a favorable recommenda- 
tion, the bill (H. R. No. 3186) for the relief of the Commercial Bank 

of Knoxville, Tennessee; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
REFUND TO GEORGIA. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, reported (as a substitute for House bill No. 811) 
a bill (H. R. No. 3735) to refund to the State of Georgia certain money 
expended by said State for the common defense in 1777; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

JACOB AND ELIZABETH SENER. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No, 3736) for the relief of 
Jacob and Elizabeth Sener; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


V. U. M'CORMICK. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 1793 
a bill (H. R. No. 3737) for the relief of V. H. McCormick; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

B. L. JAMES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3738) for the relief of 
B. S. James; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL SURVEYS. 


Mr. ATKINS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested at as earl 
a day as able torrepost to this House alias of all patie prolegical and gee 
grap ical surveys conducted by or under the authority of the War Department, 
ng the past ten years, together with a statement of the areas of territory so 
surveyed, the years in which cach district or area surveyed, the cost incurred 


was 
by direct a by Co what aid and supplies, and the value thereof, 
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ce, Commissary, s Depart- 

ments, outside of said appropriations, and from what funds and office 

rents have been with a list of the publications made and in progress 

Sobtio eurvoyy made by axibority of Congresh the cont of oooh Gupllostions, if say 
ublic surveys made by au a cost u an, 

have sconrred, ahd the tessod W y they were made. y 


Mr. ATKINS also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior apris, is hereby, requested at as 


early a day as possible to report to this House a all geological and h- 
ical surveys conducted under or by authority of his Lire ¢ daring ti past 
ten years, with the statement of areas of tory so surveyed, the 
year in w] VVV pe pag 
Taria bet 8 value thereof, havo boen 
urnis 0 „an s Departments, outside 
of said N funds and office rents have 
been with a list of publications made and in progress as the result 


Seal und geopsaphical sarvoye made by authority of Congress, the cast of sich dx 
an urve: cos! u- 
plications, if any have occurred, and the reasons why they have been made, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 2 

On motion of Mr. CASWELL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal of papers in the case of Johanna W. 
Turner, submitted with an application for a pension, no adverse re- 
port having been made. 7 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. Locxwoop, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
sence for one week, on account of sickness. 

T. AND J. W. GAFF & CO. 

Mr, BURCHARD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 2818) for the relief of T. and J. W. Gaff & Co., 
of the city of Aurora, Indiana, and moved that the same be recom- 
mitted to the committee and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WADDELL. And, pending that motion, I move that all gen- 
eral debate on the unfinished business be limited to fifteen minutes. 
It is the joint resolution to pay ante bellum mail contractors. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. WADDELL. Does it require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. WADDELL. How much time does the gentleman from Michi- 
gan want? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has once been considered and it is within 
the power of the committee to limit debate on it. 

Mr. CONGER. Some sections have not been considered and this is 
a proposition to restrict debate upon them. 

r. WADDELL. There is but one section; it is to pay ante bellum 
mail contractors in the South, and it has already been debated two 


days. 
Mr, CONGER. Several gentlemen on this side desire to express 


their views upon it. 
~~ SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from Michi- 
n desire 


Mr. CONGER. One honr, divided between both sides of the House. 

Mr. WADDELL. [I accept that. 

The SPEAKER. Then t ntleman from North Carolina moves 
that when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, all general debate upon the unfinished business 
be limited to one hour, to be divided between both sides of the 


Honse. 
Mr. WADDELL. Les, sir. 
The question was taken on Mr. WADDELL’s motion, and it was 


to. 
Mr. MILLS. Is that all the debate that is to be allowed? 
The SPEAKER. It does not interfere with the five-minute rule. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Can I not submit a motion at this 
time that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next? [Cries of “Oh, no!” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Is it debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. WOOD, The House ought to remain in session to attend to 
public business. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, I understand that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations are ready to proceed to-morrow with its business. 

Mr. DURHAM. The are. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Would it be in order to move an amendment to 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Warre?) 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 
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Mr. LUTTRELL. I would like to make a motion that the House 
meet to-morrow for debate only. [Cries of “Oh, no!”] 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to that. 

The question was taken on Mr. Wurrr's motion; and on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bricut’s motion; and it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, (Mr. Price in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and resumes the consideration of the unfinished 
business, being the joint resolution of the House (H. R. No. 20) to 
apply the annual appropriation by the act of Congress approved 

arch 3, 1877, to pay certain southern mail contractors; and by 
order of the House all general debate on the joint resolution is lim- 
ited to one hour. 

Mr. WADDELL. It is not necessary for me to take up much of 
the time of the committee in explaining this joint resolution, forit has 
already been twice under consideration in Committee of the Whole. 
I will simply remind those gentlemen who may have forgotten it that 
it is a joint resolution to carry into effect an appropriation made on 
the 3d of March, 1876, of $375,000 to —— contractors for carry- 
ing the mails previous to the war. The Secretary has put a construc- 
tion npon that appropriation which, in my judgment and in the judg- 
ment of many members, will amount to a total defeat of the appropri- 
ation. He has held that he would not pay any claim until all have 
been presented and audited, and then if there is not sufficient of the 
appropriation to pay all the claims he would pay them pro rata. The 
umount of the appropriation is $375,000; the amount of claims already 
presented is about $345,000; so that there is appropriated $30,000 
more than will be necessary to pay the claims already audited. 

Mr, CLYMER. I would inquire of the gentleman whether this bill 
is in the precise terms of the act passed by a former Con making 
the appropriation. Does it not extend the time up to which the con- 
tractors may be paid? That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. REAGAN . With the permission of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. WADDELL, ] I will state that the construction given by 
the Treasury Department is that the claims arising up to the com- 
mencement of the war may be paid; that, however, was not men- 
tioned in the law making the appropriation. This bill provides that 
they shall be paid up to the time when the United States Government 
ceased to carry the mails and the confederate government took charge 
of the service. 

Mr. CLYMER. The difficulty in my mind is this: I do not think it 
js wise to vary the terms of the original act, While I might be per- 
fectly willing to pay these persons up to the time when their respec- 
tive States seceded, I am not willing to fix the arbitrary time named 
in this bill, the of May. 

Mr. WADDELL. The 31st of May. 

Mr. CLYMER. The 3lst of May, up to which time they shall be 


d. 
1 WADDELL, Iam advised that the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] has an amendment which I am willing to accept, fixing 
ee time for payment when the States respectively seceded from the 
nion. 

Mr. CLYMER. That is right. 

Mr. REAGAN. This bill proposesto pay these persons upto the time 
when the United States Government ceased to carry these mails and 
the confederate government took charge of the service; it would 
seem to be just. 

Mr. MILLS. In addition to what my colleague [Mr. REAGAN] has 
said, I desire to say that the Post-Office Department has required all 
he postmasters in the ing States to settle their accounts up to 

at time. 

5 Mr. WADDELL. I now yield to the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
RYE. 

Mr. CONGER. I made some effort in the House to obtain time for 
debate upon this bill in Committee of the Whole, and J claim the 
right to at least thirty minutes of the hour which was allowed by the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to give the gentleman 
all the time he is entitled to. 

Mr. FRYE. I am not so critical as many other members on the 
floor of the House are about the payment of the just debt of the Gov- 
ernment. I think I have already shown by my vote on the floor of 
this House that the word “rebel” does not frighten me into convul- 
sions. If the Government of the United States owes a just debt to 
a man who afterwards went into the rebellion I am in favor of the 
Government discharging its just obligations to that man. 

This joint resolution, however, provides that payment shall be made 
to these contractors for services rendered up to May 31, 1861. Now, 
the appropriation bill which provided for the payment of any of these 
claims appropriated the sum of $375,000 to pay the amounts due to 
mail contractors, &c., for services rendered before the said States, re- 
spectively, engaged in war against the United States. The construc- 
tion pnt upon that act of Congress by the Solicitor-General is that a 
State engaged in war against the United States when in convention 
it its ordinance of secession. 

ow, under the original bill which made the appropriation, and 
which the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads now proposes 


shall be used for the e of these claims, there is no authority 
whatever to pay one dollar for services rendered in any State after it 
went into secession by its ordinance of secession. I am in favor of 
the United States paying every dollar that it owed up to that time. 

I find upon examination that the States went into secession as fol- 
lows: Alabama, January 11, 1861; Arkansas, May 6, 1861; Florida, 
January 10, 1861; Georgia, Jannary 19, 1861; Louisiana, Jannary 29, 
1861; Mississippi, January 9, 1861; North Carolina, May 20, 1361; 
Sonth Carolina, December 20, 1860; Texas, February 1, 1861; Ten- 
nessee, June 8, 1861, and Virginia, April 17, 1861. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman is in error in regard to Texas; that 
State seceded March 2, 1861. 

Mr. FRYE. Its convention d the ordinance of secession Feb- 
ruary 1, 1861. I find that at least two-thirds of all the States 
their ordinances of secession in the month of January, and one in the 
preceding month of December. Now, under the original bill makin 
the appropriation there is no authority whatsoever to pay any mai 
contractor My the State of South Carolina prior to December 
30, 1860, and in Alabama later than January 11, 1861; no authority 
to pay a mail contractor in Florida subsequently to January 10, 1851; 
and so on, 

So that authority is asked here beyond and ontside of the authority 
which was given in the appropriation bill of the last Con And 
sir, it is entirely clear that these claims may not be limited to mail 
contractors, postmasters, revenue officers, Treasury agents. A large 
number of officers residing in those States eee had their pay 
stopped when those States seceded and perhaps did not settle their 
accounts. ane, have as much right to their pay as mail contractors to 
theirs, and in this Congress or in some subsequent Congress a bill will 
be presented for their payment; and if we extend these payments from 
say January 30, which would be pretty nearly an average, up to May 
31, we are voting out of the Treasury of the United States beyond 
peradventure a million dollars as payment for services rendered by 
men after they were in enemy’s country, after our courts had ceased 
to have power to enforce contracts in that country, after we were un- 
able to send our Government agents into those States to look after the 
contractors, after the time when, so far as the civil business of the 
Government was concerned, we were utterly and entirely powerless 


I do not agree with the doctrine of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Hanna.] I admire his liberality.. He comes from a State which 
has always kept here a ‘‘watch-dog upon the Treasury,” never barking 
I will admit, at an Indiana claimant, but barking at every other. 1 
am astonished to find the gentleman, coming as he does from Indiana, 
advocating this gift of the Government of the United States going 
away beyond the original appropriation bill which provided that we 
should pay these men for their services only up to the time when their 
States went into the w ing two months and a half beyond that 
time and giving to that extent a gratuity to these men whose States 
were in rebellion so that we could not penetrate there with our agents 
or any officers of the United States Government. For the reason that 
I desire to pay, only the just debts of the Govérnment of the United 
States, I offer the following amendment: 

In line 15, after the words “ap to,” strike out the words “May 31, 1861, when dis- 
continuance was ordered by the " and insert the words the 
time said States respectively passed their ordinances of secession.” 

Mr. WADDELL. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggest that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Frye] modify his amendment so as to 972 “from the time of the adop- 
tion of the ordinances of secession.” Those ordinances in some cases 
ie passed in convention before they were finally udopted by the 

tate. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to say to my friend from Maine 
that in Virginia the convention on the 16th of April, 1861, passed an 
ordinance, subject to ratification or rejection by eg peop e, which 
was submitted to the people and yoted upon on the of May fol- 
lowing, when it was ratified. Consequently in Virginia the act of 
secession can only date from the 23d of May, the time of its ratifica- 
tion by the people. 

Mr. FRYE. No, Mr. Chairman, if these people met in convention 
through delegates elected by them and that convention solemnly 
so an ordinance of secession, I hold that from the hour when an 
ordinance of secession was by the delegates of the people rep- 
resenting their views there is no obligation whatever upon the United 
States Government to pay a single dollar. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will further correct the gentleman. 
The act of the Virginia Legislature calling a convention provided 
that the action of the convention should be submitted to the people 
for ratification or rejection. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. WADDELL] accepts my amendment. í 

Mr. MILLS. He cannot accept it. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I offer it. 

Mr. WADDELL. I yield to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. MILES. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the gentleman 
from Maine is somewhat mistaken in some of his statements of facts, 
and certainly so as to the timo when the State of Texas seceded. I was 
there and a part of that history. A convention assembled in Texas 
and submitted a proposition to the people of the State whether they 
would secede or not. The Feels voted on that proposition on the 
22d of February, and on the 2d day of March, the anniversary of 
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their declaration of independence from Mexico, the ordinance of se- 
cession was announced dissolving the relations so far as they could 
do so between themselves and the Government of the United States. 
But, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of legal quibble; it is 
simply a question about adherence to the contract which the Govern- 
ment of the United States made with some of itscitizens. While the 
people of Texas and other Southern States claimed that they had a 
right to dissolve the relations between themselves and the United 
States, the Government of the United States claimed that they had 
no such right; that the ordinances of secession were absolute nulli- 
ties; and as such it treatedthem. Hence, notwithstanding those or- 
dinances, the United States Government still continued its mail serv- 
ice in the Southern States, not recognizing the insurrectionary con- 
dition until the commencement of the month of June, when these 
contracts expired. Now the Government of the United States through 
the Post-Office Department—I speak from knowledge of the facts so 
far as my own district is concerned—has since the war required every 
tmaster to settle his accounts up to the 31st of May, 1861. The 
Bere nt issued stamps, blanks, and stationery up to that time to 
these postmasters; and it has required all of them to come forward 
and repay to the Government all these advances made up to that time. 
I know that in the case of the postmaster at Houston, one of the 
largest post-offices in my State, they required him topay. They had 
id him to the Ist of March, and had advanced over $700 between 
March and May, and he paid every dollar of it. Hethen asked them 
to him his salary, and the Post-Office Department replied: “We 
will do so, as it is a good claim, whenever the Congress of the United 
States makes the appropriation.” The Government of the United 
States has settled with the postmasters up to the 31st of May in the 
Southern States. ‘That is the day it fixed as the cessation of the postal 
relations with the Southern States. It is simply a contract with 
subordinates ; it is not a question of law, because the sword has de- 
cided that the ordinances of secession were nullities. That is a tri- 
bunal from which there is no appeal, and it will not do to say because 
the States undertook to secede this Government will go back now 
and fix that point as the one from which it will cease to pay these 
contractors. 
Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the gentleman one question, because it 
is important. 
Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. I want to know what the gentleman says to the point 


I make that the original law limited all payments to the time the | ti 


States respectively went into the war, while this bill, which is only an 
instruction to distribute moneys raised under the original law, foes 
beyond the time they went into the war up to the 31st day of May. 
I want to know what the reply to that is. 

Mr. MILLS. The reply I make is, this body has the power to make 
laws, and if it made the wrong law two or t years ago it should 
correct it now. We are not concluded by the action of Congress one 
or two years ago. 

Mr. FRYE. One moment. The Jaw made was the appropriation 
of the very money which now you propose to distribute and it was a 
sum raised to pay all mail contractors up to the time that the war 
actually commenced. Now you propose to take that money to pay it 
for further services. 

oe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the gentleman from Texas will be allowed a 
minute more of time, 

Mr. MILLS. I will make answer frankly, and that is that the orig- 
inal law fixed the wrong date; there is no question about that. The 
Post-Office Department of the United States Government fixed the 
31st day of May when its postal control over the Southern States 
ended. The original bill fixed the wrong time and this bill merely 
pro to correct it. That is all there is of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. WADDELL. I yield now to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me reply, Mr. Chairman, for a moment to the 
question aby ae by the gentleman from Maine. The Govern- 
ment of the United States by its own solemn act determined the 
time for itself. It is fair in en that law that we should take 
as the basis of its construction the public, solemn act of the Govern- 
ment fixing the period when that service ceased. These contractors 
continued to perform services under the Government up to the 31st 
of May, 1861. All the postmasters in the Southern States continued 
in the performance of their duties up to that time. Up to that date 

tal communication was free and uninterrupted between Washing- 
ton City and all the Northern States and all the Southern States. 

Mr. YOUNG. Let me ask a question for information. I wish to 
know whether at the time the Government abandoned postal control 
of the Southern States, they required the postmasters to account for 
receipts up to the 31st day of May? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
they did. They were required by the confederate authorities to settle 
their accounts with the Government of the United States up to the 
31st day of May, to make return of all stamps in their hands, 
and to pay over all money they had received up to that date to the 
Government of the United States. The Government of the United 
Statos, from those who did not then settle with it, have since the close 

Mt 1 1 continued to collect the balance due up to the 3lst day of 

ay, f 


Mr. YOUNG. Although that was after the ordinance of secession ? 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. This suspension of service was as to all 
southern States, beginning with South Carolina, which an 
ordinance of secession December, 1860, and going down to the last 


one. 

Mr. YOUNG. Were the postmasters in those States which had 
seceded required to settle their accounts with the Government of 
the United States up to the 31st day of ope k 18617 

Mr. REAGAN. They were required by the confederate authorities 
to aecount to the authorities of the United States for all moneys they 
had received up to the 31st day of May and to return all stamps on 
hand. It is a fact that the Government not only fixed the period 
when it ceased to perform service, but it proceeded to recognize the 
rightfulness of its act by collecting all debts and liabilities from 
those engaged in the service up to that time. That was the period 
to which these accounts ought to be adjusted. It is the one which 
the Government of the United States fixed for the termination of the 
service and the continuation of these contracts. 

It was said that war existed with the acts of secession. I will take 
time to say this in relation to that point. Very strict rules are not 
always applicable to a people in ac anging and revolutionary con- 
dition. The whole of history shows the impracticability of this. 
War did result but it was not an act by one at one time. It was 
the result of the culmination of many acts in which the people of those 
States on the one side and the Government and the people of the other 
States on the other determined and fixed that by their own public 
acts. And itdoes seemtome that authority should be given to adjust 
those accounts. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Did the 
mail contractors continue to perform the service for the Government 
after the secession of those States! 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir; they did so up to the 31st of May, 1861, 
under that contract. 

en Lask the gentleman these questions merely to inform 
myself. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I offer as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine what I send to the desk. 

Mr. WADDELL. I submit that this is not the proper time for 
offering an amendment. We have not yet got through with the gen- 
eral debate. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Then I will present it at the proper 


me. i 
Mr. WADDELL. Iyield now to the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. r 

Mr. CON GER. Mr. Chairman, in discussing this matter the other 
day I asserted that the postmasters of the South, prior to the 31st of 
May, 1861, prior to the time when the Government ordered a discon- 
tinuance of mail service in the South, went over to the southern con- 
federacy with the property belonging to the United States; with 
their unsettled balances, with their mail-bags, their postage-stamps, 
their locks, their keys, their violated contracts, and their orfeitures, 
and delivered them bodily to the postmaster-general, so called, of the 
southern confederacy. 1 used this language. 

They carried off with them their violated contracts, they carried off mail-bags, 
they carried off mails. 

Now, sir, I was met then by the 
GAN] with this statement which I 
ence of the House: 

We put it out of the power of these 


postmasters— 
Referring to the postmasters of the United States who went over 
to the confederacy : 


We put it out of the power of . in the 

tal service to cheat the Wnlted dates y the issue of proclamations, fixing their 
responsibility both for money in their hands and for postage-stamps which they 
held. We never used the postage-stamps of the United States or a dollar of the 
money in the post-offices before the Ist day of June, 1861, I state again, in the 
hearing of the gentleman from Michigan, so that he may know that I had areason 
in desiring to do this work, for I and others in all the struggles of that time looked 
forward toa ible day when reconciliation and adjustment might occur. We 
fixed the liability both of the postmasters of the confederate ernment and the 
rights of the contractors under the confederate government, and only held the post- 
masters responsible to it after that government took charge of the postal service. 


Now, sir, I read the following: 


[Document 223.) 
Cireular No. 4. 
THE CONFEDERATE POST-OFFICE. 
CONFEDERATE STATES OF AMERICA, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
t Montgomery, May 20, 1861. 

Sm: Yon are hereby instructed, asthe postal service of the Government of the 
United States within the Confederate States will be suspended ander the anthority 
of the Confederate States on and after the ist day of June next, to retair? in pe 
ion subject to the further orders of this department for the benefit of the 
Confederate States all mail-bags, locks, and keys, marking and other stamps, blanks 
for quarterly returns of postmasters, and all other property belonging to or con- 
nected with the service, and toretarn forthwith to the chief of the appoint- 
ment bureau of this d enta full inventory of the same. You will also rt 
to the chief of the finance burean of this de ent on the ist day of June proximo, 
‘our journal or ledger account with the United States for the service of the Post- 
ce Department up to and including the 31st day of the present month of May, in 


8 from Texas [Mr. REA- 
esire to read again in the pres- 


a Se af le ageing e 
ws jons o ost- ce ment, „ 1859, page 
106, exhibiting the final balance in your on. = e 


t servant, 

JOHN H. REAGAN, 
$ General. 
Mr. JONES, of Ohio. What is the date of that? 


Iam, very respectfully, your o 
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155 eee May 20, ys 10 Saya beet the time 9 9455 Again: 
to by the gentleman from Texas. cire irecting every The postmaster- of the confederacy thorized by law de ne b 
master of the United States in the Confederate States, in the contem- | proclamation the Srection of the service in the Confederate States and 10 
plation of action on the park of this Government relinquishing mail | continue in service eee eee eee 
8 there, to keep in their possession all mail-bags, mail locks and | in service, until, in the caso of postmasters, their successors la e nat 
e e-stam At the time these d contract: di 
Miz. REAGAN. Not postage-stamps tans tte acon with e of the e up Yolo tay 


Mr. CONGER. No, sir; not Lope tener but all other property. 
Postage-stamps were too minute a kind of property to be itemized ; 
bat all other property in their Fer ey were directed to re- 
tain, subject to the farther o of the confederate government; 
marking and other stamps, mail-bags, locks and keys, blanks for 
quarterly returns, furniture, everything. 


Now, sir, I leave it to the gentleman who made the assertion which 8 


I have read, and denied the proposition which I have made, to brin 
forward any other proclamation or any other action which resto 
to the Government of the United States this stolen property, as I 
charged in my remarks the other day. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me one word ? 

Mr. CONGER. Not now, as I have but a moment. 

Mr. REAGAN. But the gentleman should not do me injustice, 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish to do the gentleman an injustice. 

Mr. REAGAN. You have already done me an injustice, and ought 
to allow me to say that I distinctly asserted that the postmasters were 
required to return tothe United States Government the stamps, and to 
pay ors the money belonging to the Department, which was in their 

an 


Mr. CONGER. That was not done in this proclamation. 
Mr. REAGAN. It was in another proclamation, which I do not have 


here. 

Mr. CONGER. This proclamation requires that all property be 
kept in the poepen of these men for the benefit of the confederate 
post-office department until otherwise ordered. If there has been 
any other order it would perhaps be well to present it. That was 
the position I took. 

It is notorions to the country that long before the time when our 
Government discontinued the mail service in the South all these 
southern postmasters did carry on their service for the confederate 
government, and I now tell the House that, by order of the confede- 
rate postmaster-general, they did retain in their ion and turn 
over to the accredited authorities of the Confederate States all the 
property, all their contracts, and other property of every name and 
nature, for the service of the Confederate States. Sir, I find the pas- 
sage in relation to this subject in Pollard’s History of the War. 

fir. YOUNG. That is not good authority. 

Mr. CONGER. I quote from page 66 of volume 1: 

The presidents of the southern railroads consented not only to reduce their rates 


for mail service and conveyance for troops and munitions of war, but voluntarily 
proffered to take their compensation in bonds of the confederacy. 


Not only the local ers carried over their propert , but the 

presidents of railways having these great contracts with the Govern- 

ment of the United States not only turned them over to the confed- 

Mone h but agreed to take the balance of their pay in confederate 
nds. 


Mr. BLOUNT. At what date was that? 

Mr. CONGER. The middle of May, 1861. 

Now, sir, I had many other disputed points in the last day’s discus- 
sion to which I wish to call attention, but upon some of them my col- 
league from Michigan [Mr. WILLITS] has prepared himself with the 
law and statements, and can answer better than I am able todo. I 
therefore yield to him the balance of my thirty minutes. 

Mr. WILLITS. Mr. Chairman, this joint resolution comes before 
this House on the claim that it does not change the law of March 
3, 1877. An examination of said law makes apparent two obvious 
changes. That Jaw is as follows: 


to pay the amount due to mail contractors for mail service performed 
of a, Ar Kentucky. Louisiana, meet ee Mis- 
souri, — Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Vir- 


th Carolina, 

1859, 1860, 1861, and before said States, 3 engaged in 
war against the United States, and the of section 3480 of Re ites 
of the United States shall not be cable to the payments therein authorized : 
Provided, That any such claims which have . 

ern ment shall not be again paid. 

It will be observed that this joint resolution drops after the words 
“eighteen hundred and sixty-one” the words “ and before said States, 
respectively, en in war against the United States,” and substitutes as 
the date up to which payment shall be made May 31,1861; and further 
omits the entire proviso. 

When this subject was before the Committee of the Whole some 
days since, the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
was called to these differences, which he admitted, but stated in sub- 
stance that the changes were unimportant. That no injustice may 
be done to this gentleman, I submit the following extracts from his 
statement then made, 

2 from Indiana [Mr. Haxxa] asks me if the bill now before the 
7 — eo of the Whole is the same as the one that was 


As I remember it, 1 , to which I may 
as well refer, That bill contained a clause 
d ox te government. I 


o not remember the exact language, but that is the purport of the exception. In 
tho preparation of this joint resolution those words were omitted because I knew 
there was no necessity for them. 


of June, 1861, and to Ace | over to the United States the money in their possession 
and toreturn to the United States the postage-stamps of which ee 
confederate government took charge of the 


up to the date when the 
Again: oi 
7 int that the confederate t has not paid these claims 
I will state that 38 . roe Jor the service 
time it took charge of it, on the Ist day of June, 1861, and it had nothin 
-e Sayles ‘or services rendered previous to that date, It wi 
‘ore, that official action on both sides fixed definitely the time at 
which the obligation of the Federal Government to pay for these services ended 
and the obligation of the confederate government to pay for them began. 


Again: 

TAA pI et Sane: Heat eee pronieonetion ARO penementers of the surat 
were all required to settle up accounts with the Federal Goverumank ta the 
ist day of . the money due to the Government and return 


n Government. And it is a matter of history that u 
to that time the mail service was still in operation between Washington City 
the Sonthern States. 


How fully these settlements were made I do not know. There was time to make 
them, and many were made, The confederate government never received or col- 


the 

face of such a statement me, I sa that no man who respects himself will 
dispute what I bave said on that subject on this charge that we have stolen 
that money and had stolen the postage-stamps. 

Again: 

Mr. Concer. Will r state Why this bill was nat 
„ be paid that was paid for by the 
ment 

Mr. RxagAx. The gentleman misunderstands the resolution. That clause was 
contained in the bill of last year, and now it is left out at my suggestion under the. 
statement that there was no use for it. 

Mr. Wituits. Was that the only clause left out? After the words “eighteen 
hundred and sixty-one ” are not the words omitted “ and before these States respec- 
tively engaged in the war?” 

Mr. Reacan. There is a change in that. 

Mr. Wittrts. Does not the bill now before us extend the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment? Sonth Carolina engaged in war in April, and yet you would pay all tho 
mail contractors in that State up to the 29th day of May. Will not that enlarge 


the amount of claims? 
The gentleman is right in stating 


with 
erate govern- 


Mr. Reacax. I will answer that question. 
that at the close of last session it was provided that they should be paid up to the 
commencement of the war. 


Mr. Witurts. Up to the time when each State engaged in the war? 
Mr. RxAGANX. This bill fixes the date at which the United States Government, 
according to the proclamation of the Postmaster nated the service 


General. termi: 
and the time at w the confederate t took up the service. 

Mr. Wituits. The question I desire to ask the gentleman is this, whetber this 
resolution does not in effect a iate more money than the law passed on the 
3d of March, 18771 

Mr. REAGAN. My answer to that is this: If you take the mean date when the 
several State governments their ordinances of secession, I do not know 
whether there would be an increase. 


From these extracts it is manifest that the House was led to be- 
lieve that this resolution was substantially the same as the act of 
March 3, 1877, except that it required the Secretary of the 
to “ begin at once to pay in full” these contractors, whom he has so 
far refused to pay, for the reasons stated in the same debate by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. WapDELL,] the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, who reported this 
resolution, as follows: 


mail carrier was killed in the war, and his family may now bo dead or scattered ; 
and such claims will never be presented at the Post Office t There- 
fore, the ruling of the Secretary that he will not pay until all the claims come in 
smesne 10 aa absolute denial of justice to all the other claimants, to whom nothing 


Therefore as the matter stood at that time this Honse had no in- 
formation on the subject except that the only purpose was to utilize 
an spe riation already made, but which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had by an arbitrary construction refused to pay. 

Subsequent investigation has led me to believe that the modifica- 
tions of the resolution are very important and that they open the 
doors of the Treasury to a laega amount of claims not contemplated 
in the act of March 3, 1877, and Ishall beg the indulgence of the House 
in submitting a list of records and documents more tban ordinarily 
voluminous, but which seem necessary to give a complete elucidation 
of that fact. 

And first as to whether the change of the date to May 31, 1861, up 
to which payments are required tobe made enlarges the scope of the 
act, and as a necessary consequence in effect appropriates more money 
than the act changed, it is only necessary to determine when said 
States respectively engaged in war with the United States. The fol- 
lowing is the 


1878. 


DATE OF SECESSION ORDINANCES: 

Alabama, January 11, 1861; Arkansas, May 6, 1861; Florida, Janu- 
ary 10, 1861; Georgia, January 18, 1861; Louisiana, January 26, 1861; 
Mississippi, January 9, 1861; North Carolina, ao 20, 1861; South 
Carolina, December 20, 1860; Tennessee, May 6, 1861; Texas, Febru- 
ary 1, 1861; Virginia, April 17, 1861. If the date of these ordinances 
is the time said States “engaged in war” then this resolution in effect 
pays or authorizes payment for at least three months more than the 
act of March 3, 1877. The ave is more than three months. 

The total of the contracts in the seven confederate States for the 
eleven months ending March 31, 1861, was $3,241,181. From this it 
is easy to determine what the gross amount for the last three months 
would be, and after deducting the amount actually paid, the net 
amount would appear. This amount I have not calculated and have 
investigated only far anona to learn that a very large proportion of 
the amount claimed lies within this period between the dates of seces- 
sion ordinance and the 31st of May, 1861. But a very small amount, 
if any, of the $43,512.21 claimed by the mail contractors of South Caro- 
lina would be payable under the act of March 3, 1877. : 

If there is any question as to whether the ing of an ordinance 
of secession is an “engaging in war” I beg leave to refer to the fol- 
lowing statement of overt acts by the States respectively except Ten- 
nessee, which acts certainly are acts of war: 

OVERT ACTS. 

South Carolina occupied the forts shortly after December 26, 1860; 
fired on Star of the West January 9, 1861. Georgia voted $1,000, 
to arm the State November 13, 1860; occupied arsenal and fort short! 
after January 2, 1861. Alabama occupied the forts January 4, 1861. 
Florida ing a the forts January 13, 1861. Mississippi forces at- 
tacked Fort McRae shortly after January 13, 1861. Louisiana occu- 
pos forts January 11, 1861. Texas occupied the forts and General 

wiggs surrendered the posts prior to February 23, 1861. North Car- 
olina coon’ forts January 2, 1861. Virginia took Harper’s Ferry 
April 19, 1861; Norfolk, April 16 to 22, 1861. Arkansas armed April 
23, 1861; occupied Fort Smith April 24, 1861. 

By this statement it will be seen the av: date of war, or the 
“mean date,” as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] calls it, 
will not be far from three months prior to the date fixed in this reso- 
lution, and as nearly all of the deficiency claimed lies between the 
timo the States“ engaged in war” and the 31st day of May, 1861, this 
resolution is practically an appropriation for money not authorized 
by the act of March 3, 1877; it “utilizes” nearly the whole of the 
$375,000, which could not be done under this act at all,even without 
the arbitrary construction of the Secretary of the Treasury. So much 
as to the first modifications made by the resolutions, 

Now let us inquire a little into the second modification, which was 
the omission of the proviso of the act of March 3, 1877. 

When that was called to the attention of the gentleman from Texas, 
[Mr. REAGAN,] who is the mover and expounder of this resolution, 
he admitted, as stated before, that he had eliminated from this reso- 
lution that proviso, but stated that of his own information it was of 
no use, and he went on further and over and over again to say that 
the Confederate States had never paid one dollar of these contract- 
ors’ claims, not one dollar. 

Now, I am prepared, as I believe, to impeach the accuracy of the 
gentleman’s 5 and to prove that they are not true, from state- 
ments which he himself has made in another capacity. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall be glad to hear them. 

Mr, WILLITS. I would state, moreover, that the gentleman told 
us that in the proclamation that he issued he ordered those post- 
masters to return all stamps and money. I have his proclamation 
here which he himself gave in his report of the post-office depart- 
ment of the Confederate States, November 27, 1861. 

Let us see what was set forth in that very proclamation which the 
gentleman has spoken about. The proclamation is as follows: 


362: prc parker fy a PAAA AAT ry vga 
o firs an x m é 
foods OLARA SIOA a day to, PA weemad bach Ter 


um for that 8 take the entire 

service in the Confederate States, and all con- 

Sys te i 8 after such day, except by authority 
© postmaster. ep 

Now, therefore, I, John 9 pox general of the Confederate States 


postmaster- 
the 5 of TheePes Otten De — 
0 


charge and direction of the 
veyance of mails within th 


trac 
and 

any manner 

ts of the Confederate States of A 

that on and after the lat day of June next, I shall assume the entire control 

direction of the genta fs 


erate States of America, and such further instructions as may hereafter be issued 


by my direction. 


for postal receipts expenditures, up to the 3lst day of this month, taking care to 
1 with said accounts, all postage · stamps and ata remaining on 
hand Post- Otmice De t of the United in order that 


et Begg partmen 
they may receive the proper credits therefor in the adjustment of accounts ; 
and they aro further required to retain in their possession, to meet the orders of the 
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d the hands of 
paid over at the time the Confederate States took charge of the postal service. And 
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Postmaster-General of the United States, the payment of mail service within the 
‘ederate States, all revenue which have accrued from es epis eee hi 
to the said lat day of June next. All contractors, mail-messengers, and special con- 
tractors for conveying the mails within the Confederate States, under existing con- 
tracts with the Government of the United States, are hereby authorized to continue 
to perform such service under my direction from and after the day last above 
named, subject to such modifications and changes as may be found necessary under 
the powers vested in the postmaster-general by the terms of said contracts and the 
provisions of the second section of an act approved May 9, 1861, conformable thereto. 
And the said contractors, special contractors, and mail are required 
to forward without delay the number of their route or routes, nature of the 
service thereon, the schedules of arrivals and the names of the offices 
and the amount of annual co: ion for present service, with 
address, directed to the “ chief of the contract bureau, post-office department, 
Montgomery, Alabama.” - 
Until a postal treaty shall be made with the Government of the United States for 
the exchange of mails between that Government and 9 ok this con- 
postmasters will not be authorized to collect“ United States postage on 
mail matter sent to or received from those States; i 


stam d elopes red for the an 2 — * hin 

and stam) env are ent t 
SSS 0000 
of the first section of an act approved March 1, 1861. 

Given under my hand and seal of the fice d. ent of the Confed- 
ne America, at Montgomery, the day of May, in the 
year 1861, 

[SEAL] 


JOHN H. REAGAN, 
Postmaster-General. 


He did not order them to pay over the money to the Post-Office 
Department at Washington at all. The order was that they should 
retain the money in their hands, Farther than this, when the State 
of Tennessee was admitted into the confederacy he issued another 
proclamation in which he uses the same words as to the retaining the 
money in their on. 

The gentleman further says that the Confederate States never un- 
dertook to pay these claims; never assumed to pay them; never paid 
a dollar of them. I propose to impeach that from the record. I read 
an act of the Confederate States congress, approved August 30, 1801, 
which is as follows: 

The 


post-office of this ment under 
that were . law under 


eracy, as may hereafter be ze à 
Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the postmaster-general to make amation 
that all persons who are citizens of the Confederate States of Am and who 


federate 


of such service, shall present their claims 
to his d. 


according to such rules as he shall pre- 


© contract or {ment under which said claim occurred 
appoin or made for the further payment of 


a mth ties ter Shien claim na, if hat partial they did 
uring the time for w and, if not, w service 
perform, and what e are le their 8 


he shall have collected such 1 from said 

postmasters and ascertained the amount of claims inst the Post-Oifice De 

ment and the amount received respectively by the claimants as aforesaid and the 

sions, if any, for future payment, make a re of the same, so that future 
en thereon as the distri 


action may be tak tion. 
Sec, 4. An claims for postal required to be ted by this bill shall be 
as against this fund unless presented within months after the proclama- 
tion of the ter-general have 
Approved August 30, 1861. 


That refers to this very money which he in his proclamation before 
had ordered them to retain. The gentleman also says that the con- 
federate government never undertook to pay these mail contractors. 
I call his attention to section 3 of this very act. 

I will state to the gentleman that by this act these mail contractors 
were to be paid out of the fund which had been collected from the 
postmasters. But on the 23d of January, 1863, the Confederate States 
passed an act ordering this money so collected from these postmasters 
to be paid, not to the old contractors, but to the contractors with the 
Confederate States government after the Ist of June, 1861. This is the 
act: 


The Congress of the Confederate States of America do enact, That the time limited 

hogs acts for presenting claims for postal service be extended to the Ist day of 
Ys 

Sec. 2. Be it That the be, and he is hereby, 


enacted, 
authorized n by draft or 3 balances remaining in 
postenasters within the Confederate States and which they had not 


the postmaster-general is hereby authorized to pay over the amounts so collected to 
any person having claims for postal service ren since the Ist day of June, 1861; 
Provided, That an accurate account shall be kept in the office of the auditor of the 
treasury for the post-office department of all sums collected under this act, which 
accounts shall show the amount of money collected, the person from whom collected, 
and the person to whom paid. 

Suc. 3. Le it further enacted, That whatever sum the postmaster-general may col- 
lect ae a over, under this act, for al service rendered since the lat day of 
June, 1 shall be reimbursed out of any money in the treasury to the credit of 


the post-office d t; and the sum so reimbursed shall be held as a separate 
and distinct sabject to distribution under the act to which this is an amend- 
ment. 


Approved January 23, 1862. 
‘The gentleman may say that they did not assume to pay any money 
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except what they had collected from the ters. But on the 
27th of September, 1862, they passed an act in which they assumed to 
pay every dollar of these claims, and the only limitation which they 
made was that“ the provisions of this act shall only extend to loyal 
citizens of the Confederate States,” that was the only limitation: 
sums ascertained to be due for postal serv- 
postmaster-general. 


An act to provide for the payment of 
joes to citizens of the Confederate States by the 


The Congress of the Confederate States of America do enact, That the 

neral of the Confederate States do proceed to pay to the several persons, or their 

wfully anthorized ts or representatives, Cees re 
owing to them for postal service rendered in any of the States of confederacy, 
under contracts or appointments made by the States 3 before 
the Confederate States government took of such service, as the said sums 
have been audited and ascertained by him er the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to for distribution the moneys remaining in the several post- offices 
of the Confederate States at the time the postal service was taken in charge by said 
government,” approved the 30th August, 1861; but the sums authorized by this 
act 8 the balances found due after all deductions have 
been o on account of previous payments made by the United States, or any of 
the States, or of available provisions made in whole or in for such payment by 
said Government, or of any of the States, and after all proper deductions 
parapan amar ongia ag ep nig the service according to thelr several con- 


tracts or a tments . claim eee 
the, provision s of the act only extend t0 loyal cltisens of the 

Approved September 27, 1862. 

The time was further extended twelve months for proving these 
claims by act of May 1, 1863. 

I also call attention to the report of the gentleman on this very 
subject, made February 2, ioo an which he requests that congress 
shall make some provision for this purpose : 

Compensation to contractors for postal services. 


tal service on the Ist of June last, re- 
ew of the contractors in all these 


pro 
vata payment to these contractors after ascertaining the amount due them for such 
service. The auditor is unable as yet to report to me the amount of the outstand- 
ing balances in the hands of postmasters, or the amount of indebtedness to con- 
tractors; and I am unable to come to a correct conclusion as to what success may 
attend his efforts to collect these balances. But at the best which can be ex 
the amount to be collected from postmasters will pay but a small part of the amount 
due to this class of contractors 


paid. on the secession o sev- 
eral States, (and there was no power to compel them to continue it,) e to 


operation 
mented; and though the Government 
revenues arising from 
ments to contractors, and only gave them notice of the discon 
contracts under that Government and after the 31st of May last, this does not 
weaken their claim on us for com 
cial to our le. It is 


command the inf necessary to enable it to make payments to them for the 
current 3 The whole subjest —— — the considera- 
tion of congress. 

I also call the attention of the gentleman to the following extract 
from his report of November 27, 1861, on page 11: 

During the period which intervened between the secession of the several States 
and the assum by the Confederate States t of its postal aſſa ra, the 
entire service demoralized and part: broken up, as contractors found 
no certain provision made for the payment of their services e er eee 
and there . yee great extent, an absence of a sense of responsib 8 o per- 
formance of duties of both contractors and postmasters, as they not recog- 
nize the i the United States Government, and the confederate government 
had no control service prior to the Ist of June. 

Now, after this act was passed it became essential to know how 
much these claims amounted to; and so the auditor of the post-office 
department of the Confederate States, who had been authorized to 
audit these claims, on the Ist ony of October, 1862, makes his report, 
of which I have a copy here. It is signed by Bolling Baker; the 
gentleman will probably recollect him very well. This is his report: 
Statement of the number of contractors and others in each State who have 

filed their claims, with the amount claimed, for postal services rendered 

prior to June 1, A. D. 1861. 


eesaeaene 
8288 


g 


88825 
BSSRBECAREB 


His 
= 


BOLLING BAKER, Auditor. 


Ocroger 1, 1802. 


FIRST Auprron's OFFICE, October 1, 1862. 
Sır: I have the honor to submit to you a tabular statement showing the amounts 
claimed by contractors and others for postal service prior to the Ist of June, 1861, 
amounting, in the eleven States, to the sum of $773,444.17. 
These accounts have all been verified in the manner prescribed by the act of Con- 
tha ward eine mid cess melanins opis WEN O DEIA ERDO te JO 


Itis to mention in this connection by the act of 30th of August, 1861, the 
funds which should be ascertained to be in hands of postmasters at tho time 
eee by the Confederate States government were required 
be collected and kept te and distinct from the funds of the post-uflice 
department, and to be paid out pro rata for postal services rendered prior to Ist of 


June, 1861. 

The method prescribed by the act of August 30, 1861, was found to be impracti- 
cable in the then condition of the country, and a subsequent act was passed tho 
Bd of January, pacar mg ote Department to collect such balances in the 
usual way, by order or drafts, to pay the same over to claims for postal service 
since the Ist of June, 1261. 

In accordance with the above-named act, Ihave 
T une 1, 1861, and find that the sums 
reported by them amount to within a fraction of $80,000, but this amount is ed 
from day to day by additional returns from the postmasters, showing mistakes and 
errors in their first returns, 


to ascertain the amounts 


the amount 
draft is fre- 
ener ee h the explanation that the 


tated. 

I will state further, in connection with the claims of contractors, that it is proba- 
ble that many contractors in the Southwest have not as yet filed their claims, owing 
to the of communicating with the department, and owing in many in- 
stances to the contractors being in the army. 

Allowing, however, for the contractors and others whose accounts have not been 
filed or have been filed without proper verification, I am of the opinies that $200,000 
will be sufficient to pay all chat intended to be provided for by the acts of con- 


gress. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
S 10 BOLLING BAKER, Auditor. 
Hon. Jons H. REAGAN, 
Postmaster-G 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. What services of contractors are there 
referred to? 

Mr. WILLITS. The contractors who performed services prior to 
May 31, 1861; the very ones which the joint resolution now under 
consideration provides for. Those claims were audited; the anditor 
made an estimate of the amount; the confederate congress passed a 
law assuming to pay every dollar of those claims; and it was esti- 
mated that $200,000 wonld be required for the purpose. Therefore 
they must naturally make some appropriation to pay them. And on 
the 13th day of October, 1562, they make this appropriation: 

Post-office department : 

To pay deficit in the post-office department under the provisions of an act to 
provide for the payment of sums ascertained to be due oe postal seavicn > ait 
8 2 een States by the postmaster· general, approved September. 2, 

The money is thus provided to pay these very claims which they 
had assumed. 

Mr. VANCE. Does my friend know whether these accounts were 
paid or not? 

Mr. WILLITS. Iam pasting <2 that very point now. That is just 
where I Yee to impeach the statement of the tleman from 
Texas. at is a very sensible question; have they been paid ? 

This subject was entirely new to me. 1 did not know of the matter 
Iam about to detail until yesterday. I then took it into my head 
that I would go to the building where the confederate archives were 
deposited and see what I could find there. I had found that the Con- 
federate States had assumed to Lag Bayer claims, notwithstanding 
the statement which the 3 m Texas has made. I thought 
I would learn whether they had been paid or not. I went there and 
found that the confederate records of the post-office department, which 
had been captured as part of the trophies of the war, comprised only 
a portion of the records, mutilated, partial records; only enough to 

a small trunk, about half the size of a lady’s modern Saratoga 
trunk. But in that small trunk I found one pac containing eight- 
een of these claims which had been paid. I havea list of these claims, 
the vouchers accompanying them, and a copy of the material portions 
of the p They even went so far in paying those claims as to 
say that, if the United States Government should ever pay them any- 
thing or any confederate State should ever pay them anything, then 
these claimants should pay back to the confederate government what 
they had received. The gentleman’s own regulations, which were got 
up under his own instructions, had that provision in them. And 
every one of these vouchers so signed had in it an ment that, 
if anything should be paid to them by the United States Govern- 


ment, they should pay every dollar of it back to the Confederate 
States. I herewith submit a portion of said copies: 


List of claims found among the archives. 


September 14, 1863 | Lawrence Green 
September 5, 1863..| D. D. Allen 
September 8, 1863..| J. H. Twisdale ....... 8 
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List of claims found among the archives Continued. 


The last three items are without date and the voucher part miss- 


ing. 

fir. Burroughs says that the State of South Carolina assumed the 
debts due the mail contractors, but repealed the act after the con- 
federate congress assumed payment of the contractors ; hence he had 
not got his pay. An examination of the laws of South Carolina 
shows that $50,000 was appropriated by South Carolina for that pur- 
pose, with a condition that it should be used if necessary; but I was 
unable in the short time I had to give to it to find that it or any por- 
tion of it was used. 


Statement of account. 
Confederate States, Dr. 
For postal services rendered prior to June 1, 1861, on route —, in State, 
asper tabular statement and vit herewith filed, payable out of appropriation 
to pay deficit in the post-office department under tho provisions of an act to pro- 
vide for the payment of sums ascertained to be due for postal service to citizens of 
the Confederate States by the postmaster-general. Approved September 27, 1862. 
[Here follows 8 
Adjusted and stated by W. T. Fitchett, pay clerk. 


AUDITOR'S OFFICE, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
March 30, 1863. 


i 
To the Postmaster-General : 
I hereby certify that there is payable to the amount due on the above 
scones, Sarees y to contract-books and other vouchers filed in this office and 
herewith as far as may be exhibited. 
BOLLING BAKER. 
First Auditor, 


Voucher agreement. 
AUDITOR'S OFFICE, Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT. 

Whereas the Confederate States government has this day paid the erates nee 
contractor on route No. — the sum of dollars for postal service 
prior to Ist of June, 1861, on said route: 

Now, in consideration thereof, if it should appear at any time that any portion 
of said service has been paid for, or that any provision for payment thereof has 
been made by the United States or any of the ‘ederate then I hereby 
yaaa to the Confederate States whatever sum has been so paid or provided 

‘or. 


[Signed by claimant.] 

There were eighteen of these claims so paid; that was all I found; 
but it showed to me at once that they not only actually assumed 
to pay these claims, but that they had actually paid some of them. 
Of course, not having the whole of the records, I could not tell how 
many of these claims had been paid. It occurred to me to look for 
the official reports of the gentleman from Texas as postmaster-gen- 
eral of the Confederate States. I inquired for them in the Congres- 
sional Library, but they could not be found there, I discovered that 
they were rare documents, Mr. Spofford told me that ibly they 
might be found among the archives, and upon inquiry I was able to 
find six or seven of the official reports of the gentleman. I desire to 
read a little from these reports. I have already given you some ex- 
phe from them, but what I now read is in reference to these very 
claims, 

It will be recollected that on the 13th of October, 1862, the con- 
federate government had il wa oer per $800,000. The gentleman, as 
eee charges himself with $800,000 ; and at the time of 

is report made in January 12, 1863, hestates that he hasto the credit of 

t fund $653,387.97. He charges himself with this balance, and it is 
the same money, for he says it was. I will remark by the way that if 
the difficulty about the gentleman’s ps ho? 5 could be got over and he 
could be made Postmaster-General of the United States, we could be 
certain of having at all times a large balance in the Treasury; for 
these reports show that he had always a magnificent balance. At 
this very time he had in the Treasury a balance of $2,027,636. Of 
this he says $653,387.97 is to the credit of the appropriation of $800,000 
to pay contractors for services rendered prior to the 1st of June, 1861, 
‘under an act to provide for the payment of sums ascertained to be 
due for postal services, &c. It thus appears that at that time $146,000 
of this money had been paid on these contracts. On the 7th of De- 
cember, 1863, the gentleman made another ie 74 In this he charges 
himself with $800,000 and then credits himself in these words: 

Less the sums paid on account of services rendered prior to June 1st, 1861, under 
contracts and appointments made by the United States, $502,017.19. 

This statement is confirmed by the statement of the Auditor, who 
says: | 

Of this sum $502,017.19 was paid for postal services rendered in the States of the 


confederacy under contracts or appointments made by the United States Govern- 
ment before the Confederate States took charge of such service. (See act approved 
September 27, 1862, chapter 18.) 

Mr. AIKEN. I want to ask the gen!leman from Michigan whether 
he is sure that any of these claims which he says were paid by the 
confederate government are included in the list of claims for the pay- 


70 ment of which the Congress of the United States has appropriated 


$375,000. 

Mr. WILLITS. I do not know. Iam simply showing the affirma- 
tive fact that claims to this amount were paid by the confederate 
government, 

The gentleman from Texas further reported to his congress, No- 
vember 7, 1864, as follows: 

Of this sum (which sum was the total expenditure for the period mentioned in 
his report) $62,527.03 was paid for postal service performed in the Confederate 
States before this department took charge of the postal service, and under the 
authority of “an act to provide for the payment of sums ascertained to be due for 
postal service to citizens of the Confederate States by the postmaster. * 
approved September 27, 1862. His auditor also corroborates the said t 
exuctly the words of the report of the payment of the $302,017.19 paid before that. 

Thus the gentleman from Texas has, by his own reports as post- 
master-general of the Confederate States, shown that the confederacy 
actually paid on these very contracts the sum of $564,544.22. The 
other reports made by the gentleman, if he ever made any more, are 
not among the archives, or were not discovered by me. Whether any 
more was actually paid of course I cannot say. Perhaps further in- 
vestigation will demonstrate full payment. The report, May 2, 1864, 
does not give details, so that for the intervening time between Decem- 
ber 7, 1863, and May 2, 1864, we have no report of what was paid on 
these claims; but we are authorized in assaming that a considerable 
portion of the balance of these claims was paid. As we have no report 
after November 7, 1864, and as that report does not purport to give 
explanations later than the first quarter of 1864, we have the right 
to assume that in the intervening ten months the balance of the 
claims was paid, and that the $800,000 so appropriated was applied, 
80 far as necessary, in the liquidation of these claims. 

Ihave but a few words further to add. It is Fee beyond a 
tion that the confederate government did undertake to pay these 
claims, did appropriate „000 for that purpose, and that they were 
audited and largely if not entirely paid by or under the supervision 
of the gentleman from Texas himself. It is clear that the striking 
out of the proviso to the act of March 3, 1877, would very materially. 
change the terms and scope of it. I have no comments to make on 
how it came to be stricken out. I make no charges. I impugn no 
man’s motives, much less those of the gentleman from Texas; I simply 
state the facts as I find them, and leave thus the whole subject to the 
considerate judgment of this House and the country. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of extending the time for debate. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 71, noes 91. 

Mr. WADDELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, since the close of the war I have 
not had access to or seen the papers to which the gentleman from 
Michigan refers, nor my lamations nor the statutes. As to the 
statement which I made in relation to eee paying over the 
money due from them to the United States, if the gentleman had 
brought here my first report he would have found it to confirm what 
I have already stated to the House. Hereafter if I can get access to 
archives I shall take occasion to make that point clear. It may be 
that I have been mistaken to this extent, that the policy which was 
adopted of requiring absolute payment to be mede to the United 
States may have been qualified by ysareg leer legislation when it 
was no longer possible for the accounts to be settled in that way. 

It may have been that the postmasters were then called upon to 
make up their accounts, and that the Department may have been 
required to take and hold the unpaid money for the payments of claims 
of contractors under the United States Government. From the stat- 
utes from which the gentleman a. woe to have read, I take it that 
this must have been so; but I am free to say that it had passed out 
of my mind. The great fact remains that it was our purpose to sepa- 
rate the payment of the claims due to the United States from claims 
due to the confederacy, which my first report states with the reason 
for it. It has been a great many years since that report was made; 
and I have not seen it since the war; nor have I seen the legislation 
connected with the subject. What the gentleman has read makes it 
proper, I concede, that this joint resolution should be so framed, as 
the original bill might 1 have been, so as to exclude payment 
where it was made under the authority of the confederate govern- 
ment. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WADDELL. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
. eight minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have listened with t interest to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Wittits.] He has furnished 
to the House a great deal of information which I confess deserves its 
consideration. I am gratified, and every gentleman in the House 
ought to be gratified, that we now come to the discussion of this 

uestion not in the bitterness of the late struggle, but in a spirit of 

air dealing. The speech just delivered by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan has created an impression in my mind that a number of these 


1600 


CONGRESSIONAL: RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 8, 


parties—individuals and railroad companies—who carried the mails of 
the United States in States which afterward seceded have been paid. 

That fact has not been hitherto known perhaps to the Department, 
or the gentlemen advocating that measure in either this House or the 
other House. Sir, as a Representative from the South I feel it my 
bounden duty to say for my section, to say as an honorable Repre- 
sentative upon this floor, that I will not cast my vote to pay any gen- 
tleman for ing the mails in the South who has heretofore been 
paid by the confederate government ; nor any railroad company; and 


therefore I think it due a provision should be placed in bill 
guarding the United States Government against any imposition of 
fraud in that regard. I say, sir, it is wrong in morals, and I hope the 


gentleman having this bill in charge, and its friends on this and the 

other side of this House, will see to it that the Government is amply 
roteeted. 

å Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will my friend allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The last words of the original bill pro- 
vide that no payment shall be made to any mail contractor in the 
South who has been already paid by the Confederate States. The bill 
contemplates this very state of things, that some have been paid in 
the Southern States, and therefore law does not apply to them. 
Furthermore—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I cannot yield further. Having had something to 
do with the bill, which was made a part of the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill during the last Congress, I know that was in it. Iam 
not discussing what is in this or in any other bill, bnt I do say before 
this House shall be called to vote upon it there shall be ample guar- 
antees against improper payments to persons whether individuals or 
railroad corporations. For one I am not willing to vote for it unless 

roper maranin are in it. I have seen a liberal spirit manifested 

y gentlemen on the other side of the House. They have gone as far 
in this direction, many of them, as we could ask, to wit, they have 
assumed this was a debt of the Federal Government to these persons 
and that the Government was bound to these payments, That is all 
we can ask, and if these gentlemen themselves at that very period 
had abandoned it and were acting in co-operation with the confed- 
erate government in carrying the confederate mails, I say it does not 
lie in our mouths to insist on the contracts under such circumstances, 
Thus, without reference to this bill, but on the general subject, I 
make these remarks. 

Now, as to the time. But how much time have I left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes and a half. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, I ask the gentleman to yield to me for one 


minute. 

Mr. WADDELL. I hope my friend from Georgia will yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield to the gentleman for one minute. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I desire simply to say one thing which I feel 
is due to my own feelings as well as, I know, of a very large number 
of gentlemen on this side of the House, and I think all of them, and 
that is whatever may be the result of the very interesting investi- 

ation into the facts which took place in a most exciting time no one 
f think on this side will hesitate to accord to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] entire candor in his purpose, for he has won 
far respect in that way by his conduct on this floor many times. 

Applause. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Now, as to the time fixed in this bill. It seems to 
me the true rule in regard to how the Government will settle with 
the ċontractors in reference to carrying mails is that if they were car- 
ried and it wasunderstood by the Government and the parties, then the 
Government is bound by that understanding, and therefore we ought 
to fix in this bill no absolute date, because an absolute date would 
not apply fairly to persons in different portions of the Southern States. 
It would be an arbit rule, and I think should be a matter of in- 
vestigation in each by the Department. 

Mr. WADDELL. I expressed my willingness to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE,] but it is doubtful 
whether I have a parliamentary right to do that. 

Mr. CONGER. Let me suggest to the gentleman, in view of what 
is admitted to be new light on this subject, to ask the committee to 
rise and recommit this bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads to prepare a bill in accordance with the views of gentle- 
men, 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill, Mr. Chairman, if no other one does it, because 
that clause regarding payment should not be made by the Govern- 
ment was stricken out at my suggestion, move to restore it. 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not think there is much difference of opin- 
ion between the two sides of the House, and if that is put back and 
the time indicated by the gentleman from Maine up to which these 
claims shall be paid in the respective States shall be put in, there 
will be no difficulty in passing the bill. 

Mr. REED. I ask the chairman of the committee a single question. 
As far as I can judge from the somewhat hasty reading which the 

ntleman from Michigan [Mr. WILLITS] was obliged to give to the 

ocuments he presen in the House, there has been more proved 
already in the Treasury than remained unpaid according to the ar- 
chives of the confederacy, and that is a state of affairs which this 
House ought to take notice of. It seems we came very nearly being 
beguiled into a situation which we all would have been ashamed of 


when we discovered it, and some seem to be ashamed of it now. And 
I think under those cireumstances a good healthy thing to do would 
be to repeal the section passed by the last Congress. 

Mr. WADDELL. Iam very willing to take the sense of the com- 
mittee, and therefore I ask for a vote upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman allow me a mo- 
ment? I object to the form of the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Maine. Nowhere in our statutes do I find any recognition 
of the secession of a State. There is no place in all our legislation 
where I have discovered any such recognition. Now this amendment, 
incautiously offered, may be obnoxious to that construction and 1 
suggest the insertion of the word “alleged” before the word “ seces- 
sion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be on the amendment 
reported by the committee to perfect the text of the bill. The Clerk 
will first read the clause as it stands in the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no payment shall be made for services rendered after May 31, 
1861, when discontinuance was ordered by the Postmaster-General. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the clause as it will be 
2 as proposed by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


The Clerk read as follows : 

Provided, That payment shall be made for services rendered up to May 31, 1861, 
when discontinuance was ordered by the Postmaster-General, and not thereafter. 

Mr. WADDELL. I expressed only my individual willingness, for 
I had no authority from the committee to do so, to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine as a substitute for that proviso. 
But I wish to test the view of the Committee of the Whole, as there 
seems to be a difference of opinion, and I therefore ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee, there were—ayes 46, noes 92, 

Mr. ELAM. I call for tellers. 

On the qnestion of ordering tellers there were ayes 19; less than 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were not ordered, and the amendment of the committee 
was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will next be on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Frye,] which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the committee rise, and I will statemy 
reasons for making that motion. [Cries of Regular order!“ ] Before 
the Chairman proceeded to take the vote on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, I stated I desired to state my reasons for movin 
that the committee rise. [Cries of“ Re order!” ] Gentlemen sha 
have the regular order at the proper time. I move to strike out the 
last word in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
has not yet been read. It will now be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15 after the words “up to“ strike out the words May 31, 1861, when 
discontinuance was ordered by the Postmaster-General,” and insert the words 
“the time said States respectively passed their ordinances of secession.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, I ask for the reading of the amendment 

roposed by myself to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would not bein order, the gentleman from 
Virginia [ Mr, TUCKER] having moved to strike out part of this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TUCKER. I trust I will have the ear of the gentlemen on the 
other side of this Hall. I have not often on the time of the 
House and I desire to state the reasons for the motion I am going to 
make at the close of my remarks. The statement which has been made 
| the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WILLITS] is from the archives 
of the confederate government, which were taken by the conqueror 
thirteen years ago and have been concealed—I attribute no unworthy 
motive in the concealment—from the eyes of the confederates during 
the whole of that period. 

Mr. CONGER. Not changed. 

Mr. TUCKER. No one said they had been changed; and the gen- 
tleman who suggests it does not impute to me a motive I hope which 
would have suggested itself to his mind. I make no such imputation, 
But I say these are facts that are brought to the attention of this side 
of the House to-day for the first time, after the clear statement of my 
friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] two weeks ago when this bill was 
under consideration. The gentleman from Michigan has not read 
fully, because he had not the time, the documents which he proposes 
to print in his remarks which are to be published. Iam not willing 
that the vote should be taken on this bill until it has been recom- 
mitted to the committee to examine into those facts, upon a full ex- 
amination of which I believe there will be a clear vindication of the 
honor of the confederate government and of every man who stands 
upon this side of the Hall who ever participated in its operations. I 
want that vindication to be made upon a clear statement of these 
facts. And I am not willing that a vote should be taken upon this 
bill now, when there will not have been an opportunity for us on this 
side to look into the facts which have been developed here to-day 
= en see what is the real state of the law and the legislation on that 
subject, 
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I think I see and I think I know what is the explanation of the 
whole thing. I have looked cursorily at the statutes to which the 
ntleman referred, and I think I have the key to the whole mystery, 
at I prefer that the bill should be recommitted and that we should 
look into these faets calmly and dispassionately. I suppose the gentle- 
men on the other side who think have found a mare’s nest of 
dishonor in the history of the confi y will be willing to allow 
us, their fellow-citizens, an opportunity to vindicate our honor, I 
now withdraw my amendment and move that the committee rise 
with a view to the recommitment of the joint resolution. 

AHO aeaio was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 108, 
noes 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PRICE reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
3 Calendar 4 had under ae N the 8 resolution 
(No. 20) to app amount ap riated by the act ngress ap- 

roved March 3. 1877, to pay cinta southern niail-contractors, and 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WADDELL. After theex ion of opinion we have just had 
from the Committee of the Whole, I move that the joint resolution 
be recommitted to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that the joint resolution 
is not before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The t resolution is not before the House, but 
the gentleman from North Carolina moves to dise the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration thereo 

Mr. WADDELL. I move, then, that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the joint resolution, and that it be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
call the previous question. While up I want to say this—— 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the gentleman saying anything. 

Mr. WADDELL. I only want to explain my motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to any explanation after the previous ques- 
tion has been demanded. , 

Mr. WADDELL. I will not persist in speaking as the gentleman 
from Michigan usually does in spite of the Chair. I only desired to 
say that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads had no 
knowledge of the developments which have been made here and 
therefore desire the bill recommitted to them in order that they may 
make a Epe examination and report a proper measure. 

Mr. CONGER. I must insist that debate is not in order pending a 
demand for the perom question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. It is entirely magnanimous to 
move the previous question and then insist npon debating. 

Mr. WADDELL. Iinsist on my motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order that the gentleman can- 
not make the motion at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Under what rule? 

Mr. CONGER. The bill is not before the House. 

The SPEAKER. But this is a motion to get it before the House. 

Mr. CONGER. It is not the order of business before the House, 
and I call for the order, 

The SPEAKER. e Chair ized the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. WADDELL ere, Wiss dispute, and the gentle- 
man made his motion moved previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I rose as soon as I could to e the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] did 
not in the first instance make the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I raised the point of order as soon as the Chair had 
announced what was before the House, and I had no right to do it 
sooner than that. The Chair would have told me that I could not 

until the question was stated had I tried to do otherwise. 

Mr. BURC . If the point of order had been made in time, it 
certainly would lie against the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. WADDELL. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a statement about the time whenI 
made the point of order, before the Chair decides. I stood here on 
the floor objecting to debate and awaiting the announcement by the 
Chair of the proposition before the House, Had I made the point of 
order before t hair announced the question, the Chair would have 


very properly ruled me out of order. 

“the SPEAKER. The Chair never takes snap judgment on mem- 
bers. If a member states that he wished to e a point of order, 
the Chair will not take adyantage of him. 

Mr. CONGER. I rose for that purpose and was objecting to de- 
bate when the Chair announced the proposition, so that I could prop- 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, 


= make the point of order. 
r. SPRINGER. I suggest 
that he move to go into Committee of the Whole, and we can then 
move to report the bill back to the House by a majority vote. 

Mr. CONGER. One question at a time, and perhaps we can man- 
age very well. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read a rule which it 
ao to him has reference to such a condition of business as is now 

nding. 
P The lerk read as follows: 

The House may at any time, by a vote of a m ity of the mem 
vide for the eof the Committee of the Wheto House and 8 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the further consideration of any bill 
ier haa it after acting without debate on all amendments pending and that may 
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Mr. CONGER. That rule is for the express purpose of bringing a 
bill before the House for action. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the rule runs to this fact, 
that the Committee of the Whole did not act upon all the amend- 
ments pending as provided for in the rule read. The gentleman from 
Michigan raises the point of order that the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina under a demand for the regular order was not 
in order, and the Chair thinks that it was not in order pending such 
demand for the regular order. 

Mr. WADDELL. I have no motion whatever to make in regard to 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] 
ealls for the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. VANCE. Will not this bill be in Committee of the Whole when 
we again go into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It remains in the Committee of the Whole as un- 
finished business. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will not insist upon the motion to ad- 
poa unless it is agreeable to the friends of the joint resolution, for 

make it in order to save the measure. If it should be recommitted 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads I fear it may not 
again be reported during this session; but if it is left in Committee 
of the Whole it can be amended to meet the views of the committee 
and of the House. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair will 

state that he will not be able to be present to-morrow ; and he ap- 

ints Mr. BLACKBURN, of Kentucky, to act as Speaker pro tempore 
uring the session of to-morrow. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 


Mr. CALKINS. I move that when the House adjourns to day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Tues question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 109, 
noes 89. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. STEELE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 45 in the affirmative; 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 125, not 
voting 72; as follows: 


YEAS—95. ; 
Ballou, Davidson, Joyce, Smith, William E. 
Banks, Deering, Knott, Stenger, 
Bayne, Denison, Lapbam, wart, 
Beebe, Dunueil Lindsey, Strait. 
Bell, Dwight, Loring, I hornburgh, 
Benedict, Eames, Lynde, Throckmo 
Bicknell, , Eickhoff, Mayham, Towneend, Amos 
Bisbee, Ellis, McGowan, Townsend, M. 
Bliss, Evans, James L. Monroe, Van Vorhes, 
Brentano, Felton, Noreross, Wait, 
Browne, Field, Oliver, Walker, 
Forney, O'Neill, Ward, 
Burdick, Fort, Page, Watson, 
Caldwell, Ihn W. 82. Pound, Welch, 
i G Reed, White, Harry 
Calk Hale, Rice, William W. White, Michael D. 
Cam Harris, Benj. W. Robinson, Milton S. Whitthorne, 
C Haskell, Williams, A. S. 
Clark of Missouri, Hatcher, Ryan, N 
Clark. Rush Hayes, Sampson, Willis, A 8. 
Cox, Jacob D. xton, ilson, 
Cra Herbe: Sinnickson, Yeates, 
Cul n. Hungerford, ‘oung. 
Cummings, James, Smith, A. Herr 
NAYS—135. 
Aiken, Keigh' Riddle, 
Aldrich, Eden, Kelle Bey, Robbins, 
Atkins, Elam, Kenna, 
ar bbls H. 2 John H. j — aoa S 
Blac rn, Y, Kim binson, George J 
Biair, Foster, Sayler, 
Boone, Fran Lathrop, es, 
Bouck, Fuller, Ligon, Shallenberger, 
Boyd, G 4 Mackey, Singleton, 
Bragg, Garth, Manning, ns, 
Brewer, Gause, McKenzie, Southard, 
Giddings, McKinley, Sparks, 
Bright, Glover, McMahon, Springer, 
Gunter, Mills, 
Bundy, Hamilton, Money, Stone, John W. 
er, Hanna, Morgan, Tipt 
Carlisle, Harden F Morse, Town R. W. 
Chittenden, Harmer, Muldrow, Tucker. 
Claflin. i Henry R Overton, ner, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Harris, John T. Patterson, G. W. Vance, 
Collins, Harrison, Peddie, Waddell, 
Conger, Hartri Phel Walsh, 
Covert, i, Polla: Warner, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hendee, Price, Williams, C. G 
Cravens, kle, Prid Williams, Jere N. 
Crittenden, Henry, Pugh, Williams, 
Cutler, Hewitt, G. W. Rainey, Wood, 
Davis, Horace Hubbell, ph, Wren, 
Davis. Joseph J. Ittner, Rea, Wrisht. 
EE 
ickey, ones. f, 
Douglas, Keiter, Ros Amaris y. 
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NOT VOTING—72. 


Acklen, Cole, Hunton, Phillips, 
h Cook, Jones, Frank Potter, 

ley, Danford, Jorgensen, Powers, 
Baker, John H. Ellsworth, Killinger, Quinn, 
Banning, Errett, Knapp, Rapp, 
Bland, Evans, I. Newton Leonard, eicher, 
Blount, Ewing, Lockwood, Shelley, 
Briggs, Freeman, Lu Rtarin, 
Buckner, Gartield, Maish, Stephens, 
Butler, Gibson, Marsh, Stone, Joseph C. 
Cabell, | Mai Swann, 
Cain, Henderson, McCook, mpson, 
Camp, Hewitt, Abram 8. Metcalfe, Turney, 
Cas Hiscock, Mitchell, eeder, 
Chalmers, Hooker, Morrison, LL clog 
ark, Alvah A. Hemp po wan 8, ohera 

umphrey, Len 8, Benj. 

Cobb, ” Hunter, Patterson, T. M. Willits. 


So the motion of Mr. CALKINS was not agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. SINGLETON. I desire to give notice to the House that after 
the morning hour to-morrow I will move to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the pnrpose of proceeding with the consideration of the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 
ee CONGER. I desire to reserve all points of order upon that 

ill. 
The SPEAKER. si have already been reserved. 
Mr. CONGER. I wish to reserve them if they have not been. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would now be tvo late. 

Mr. HALE. I reserved all points of order wheu the bill was re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. _ 
Leave of absence was granted, by unanimous consent, as follows: 


To Mr. BRIGGS, for one week. 
To Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, for ten days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
Mr. SWANN asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers in the case of Charles 
Myers, there having been no adverse report. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Harris, ] that the House now tr aking 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p, m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, Ero. $ 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. ALDRICH : The petition of the publishers of the Chicago 
(Illinois) Times, and of Cushing, Thomas & Co., book and job printers, 
Chicago, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of type-founders of the United States, 
relative to the duty on i | ees the same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Mackellar, Smiths & Jordan, 
and others, of similar import—to the same committee. . 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, for the 
granting of bounties to a certain class of soldiers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petition of Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum, of 
m, District of Columbia, for relief—to the Committee on 


Washingto 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: The petition of a committee of type-founders 
of the United States, that the tariff on type remain unchanged—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUTLER: The poiat of the South Park church, Newark, 
New Jersey; of the Pres rian church of Stewartsville, New Jer- 
sey, and of T. S. Wilson and other citizens of Five Points, New Jersey, 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor trafſie to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of William J. Watkins and 101 
others, citizens of Saint John’s County, Florida, in reference to the 
imposition of a duty on foreign fruits—to the Committee of Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the establishment of post- 
routes from Jasper to Moffitt, Tennessee, and from Mellville to Fill- 
more, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. EWING: The petitions of R. F. Price and 38 others, citi- 
zens of New Straitsville, Ohio; of John Lines and 21 others; of 
H. R. nape ee and 48 others; of J. D. Payne, A. J. Ganaway, J.J. 
Archer, and 12 others; of John Sullivan ‘and 45 others; of Peter R. 
Lines and 45 others, citizens of Coal Township, Perry County, Ohio, 
against a reduction of the tariff—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Ohio State Journal, Colum- 
bus, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the samo com 
mittee. 

By Mr. FENN: A communication from the governor of Idaho Ter- 


ritory, relative to the military necessities of said Territory—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of the publishers of the following- 
named papers in Illinois : the Iroquois County Times; the Henry Re- 
publican; the Times, Kankakee ; the Woodford Sentinel, Matamora; 


the Home Journal, Lacon; the Watseka Republican ; the Paxton 
Record; the Pontiac Free Trader ; the Onarga Review ; and the Mi- 
nouk Blade, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of Hon. Conrad Baker, Hon. T. 
A. Hendricks, and Hon. E. T. Cox, relative to the tariff on alum and 
aluminous cake—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HATCHER: The petition of Valentine Retter, relative to 
the duty on Canadian malt—to the same committee. 1 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Ann R. 
Voorhees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, JOYCE: The petition of Mackellar, Smiths & Jordan, and 
others, type-founders of the United States, that the duty on type 
remain unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: Tho petition of Thomas Buekhont and 40 
others, of Mattawan, Michigan, for the retention of the present tariif 
on wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Mackellar, Smiths & Jordan, 
and others, type-founders of the United States, for the retention of 
the poe duty on to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the national convention of the United States 
export trade, relating to the navigation laws of the United States— 
to the same committee, 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of the publisher of the Advocate, 
Susanville, California, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. MACKEY: Tho petition of a committee of the type-found- 
crs of the United States, in reference to the duty on type—to the 
same committee. ` 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of the publishers of the Avant 
Courrier, Bozeman, Montana, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Frederick Albert, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of 8. Brinley and numerous farmers of Preble 
County, Ohio, against the reduction of the tariff on flaxseed and lin- 
seed oil—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of MacKellar, Smiths & Jordan, of 
Philadelphia, James Conner’s Sons, and Former, Little & Co., of New 
York, type-founders, protesting against a certain petition “for the 
abolition of the tariff duty on type,“ considering it as scandalously 
false, as containing statements many of which are utterly devoid of 
truth, and as in the interest of foreign type-founders—to the same 
committee. R 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Mrs. Maria Taylor, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petitions of members of the bar of Cedar and 
Muscatine Counties, Iowa, for a United States Court at Davenport, 
Iowa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of a committee of the founders of the United 
States, for the retention of the present duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of the publisher of the Hicks- 
ville (Ohio) News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SAM PSO N: The petition of R. H. Hanna and 10 others, 
members of the barof Louisa County, Iowa, for holding United States 
circuit courts in the districtof Iowa at the same times and places that 
district courts are now held, and for the establishment of Davenport 
as an additional place of holding said courts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of B. Hunter and 197 others, citizens of 
Newton, Iowa, for the amendment of the bounty laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SP. : The petition of the publishers of the Gazette, 
Nokomis, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of J. Froneberger, James D. Moore, 
and 27 other citizens of Gaston County, North Carolina, against the 
abolition of the western judicial district of that State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of the publisher of the Duluth 
(Minnesota) Minnesotian-Herald, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

y Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of the publisher of the 
Lake Shore Commercial, Saugatuck, Michigan, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Memorial of D. F. Weymouth and others, rela- 
tive to timber culture—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WATSON : The petition of 700 citizens of the United States, 
ship-owners and mariners of the lake frontier, against transferring 
the life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Memorial of the Board cf Commerce of 
Memphis, Tennessee, in favor of a subsidy for a line of steamers from 
the Mississippi River to Brazil—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petitions of James L. Bur- 
pee, Charles Barber, and others; of Benjamin E. Wells, John Rogers, 
and others; of Frederick C. Shelden, A. B. Moorhouse, and others; of 
J. F. Potter, H. H. Smith, and others, and of C. H. Pike, P. Harris, 
and others, for the amendment of the laws to authorize payment of 
bounties to soldiers disc for disabilities contracted in the sery- 
ice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of John P. Clark 
and 120 other citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, for the better pro- 
tection of the food-fishes of the great lakes and connecting straits— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petition of the publisher of 
the Democratic Times, Jacksonville, Oregon, for the abolition of the 
duty on ty to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of C. C. Martin & Co., Thompson & 
Jackson, and others, and of M. Reilly, Brown & Goode, Ogleboy & 
Sons, and ot for a uniform tariff on various grades of sugar, with- 
out regard to color or quality—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Altmyer and 391 others, of Benwood, 
West Virginia, against a change in the tariff on iron—to the same 
committee, 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Ritchie Democrat, Cairo, 
West Virginia, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 9, 1878. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by Mr. 
BLACKBURN as Speaker pro tempore. 

Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., of Washington, District of 
Columbia. $ 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CONTAGIOUS OR INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE, by unanimous content, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious or infectious dis- 
cases into the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, presented the 
following memorial, signed by numerous citizens of Augusta, Geor- 
gia, in favor of the Texas Pacific Railroad ; which was referred to 
~ 8 on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed in 

e RECORD : 


To the Honorable Senate and H. Representatives 
X af the Congress af the United States: 


In the opinion of your petitioners, the bills Pinar introduced into Congress by 
of ia, LAMAR, eee row teenager 

guarantee of interest on the bonds of the Texas and Pacific Railway Company, not 
the actual cost of the 
work be less, with the — 5 security of a first mortgage on all the property of the 
company; the retention transportation of all k 
and of the proceeds of the sale of the 8 lands, as well as bonds of the 
company, at the rate of $5,000 per mile, to be sold in case of any default on its part 
in meeting its interest ob’ s, seem to furnixh to the Goverument a securi 
so ample A 1 5 possible that assistance thus granted for this great wor 
cannot justly be regarded as a subsidy, but as a prudent, 3 constitu- 
tional method of giving assistance to a great national ent which we 
believe great benefits would accrue to the whole country, and especially to our sec- 
tion of the Union: 

First. By giving employment to large numbers of laborers now in enforced idle- 


ness. 

Second. By opening up to cultivation vast areas of fertile lands, which other- 
wise must remain for generations unproductive, and turning the tide of foreign 
immigration, not only into the unsettled regions west of the Mississippi River, but 
into Southern A tic and Gulf States. 

Third. By vitalizing the vast amount of dead capital now invested in unpro- 
ductive southern railroads, 

Fourth. By opening up new markets for our surplus agricultural, mineral, and 
manufacturing products, and thereby stimulating into healthy development all our 
commercial and industrial interests. 

Fifth. By furnishing a shorter and better railway line across the continent, which 


will be open to traflic the whole year round, without the possibility of interruption 
fraita. By curtailing and limiting the of the present gigantic and dan 

x y i an t er = 
ous monopoly, Kawi bs the Unten and Jentral Pacific Railroads and ras Sa ata 


merce from extortionate charges, by providing a competing line under the control 
of the people, through their representatives. 
Your petitioncrs would further urge upon your honorable bodies the considera- 
tion of the following facts: 
First. That the Government has granted in prineipal and interest over $96,000,000 
more than fifty millions of acres of for the construction of a transconti- 
nental railway on or near the forty-first peua of latitude, which is s0 far north- 
ward as to be of no practical benefit to the le of the Southern States; notwith- 
standing which, they are taxed to pay the on this debt created wholly in 
the interest of another section of the Union. 
bie pass That the Government bas never oxpended a dollar for a southern Pacific 
way. 
In . of these facts and eonsidera: ions, your petitioners would earnestly pray 


for the passage of such a bill as would, in some measure, equalize the bounties of 
the Government, b — the means for the early completion of the southern 
transcontinental highway known as the Texas and Pacitic Railroad, and your 
petitioners will ever pray. 


SESSION FOR DEBATE ONLY, 


Mr. COVERT. I ask unanimous consent that a session of the Honse 
be held on Monday evening next, at half-past seven o’clock, for the 
purpose of general debate. 

Mr. HALE. No business whatever to be transacted, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is ordered accordingly. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I desire to state that on yesterday 
I expected to be under the necessity of leaving for my home this 
morning. I received, however, last night a dispatch advising me that 
the business which I had expected to call me home had been post- 
poned until Monday week. I should deem this explanation unneces- 
3ary but for the fact that anticipating my departure I had upon that 
expectation obtained leaye of the House yesterday to e some 
reports, 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, 
and for prior years, and for otber p ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER. I desire to give notice that this bill will be called 
up as — as the diplomatie and consular appropriation bill is dis- 
posed o 


TELEPHONIC CONNECTION WITIL GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, reported from the Commit- 
tee of Accounts the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be authorized to have a wire con- 
nected with the wire from the Senate g of the Capitol to the Government 
Printing Office, so as to establish a connection between the office of the Clerk of 
the House and the Printing Office by telephone: Provided, That the cost of said con- 
nection and telephone shall not exceed $50, the same to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House. 


Mr. O'NEILL. I wonld like to suggest the propriety of establish- 
ing a connection by telephone between the Clerk of the House and 
the Clerk of the Senate, by means of which members might obtain 
information as to the condition of bills in the Senate and as to nom- 
inations, confirmations, &c. This would be a matter of very great 
convenience and a great saving of trouble and time, as the Door- 
keeper of the House is now obliged, when we wish information of that 
kind, to send pages to the Senate, If I have the privilege I will move 
to amend this resolution in the manner I have indicated. 

Mr. ROBERTS. In explanation of this resolution I desire to say that 
there is already a connection between the Senate and the Government 
Printing Office by be Seal: and the resolution proposes merely 
that this connection shall be extended to the House, so that we may be 
able to communicate directly with the Government Printing Office 
by telephone. The expense contemplated is about $50; and undoubt- 
edly the adoption of this improvement will be a great convenience. 

Mr. O'NEILL, The expense of connection by telephone between 
the office of the Clerk of the House and the Clerk’s office of the Sen- 
ate would be almost nothing; I suppose it would not amount to more 
than $10 or $15. Now we all know the convenience of telegraphic 
communication between this House and the various Departments of 
the Government, whereby we can have a message answered tele- 
graphically in a very short time instead of sending a note by a mes- 
senger and having to await the receiving of an answer in the same 
way. This connection which I propose between the House and the 
Senate is desirabie for the same reason, and owing to the great dis- 
tance between the two bodies would be a matter of very consider 
able convenience. I may say here that I hope the time is not far 
distant when by some rearrangement of the architecture of this 
Capitol the House and the Senate may be brought more closely 
together, so that when we wish to go to the Senate to hear an inter- 
esting debate or when Senators desire to come to this Honse it will 
not be necessary to consume five minutes or more of valuable time 
in passing from one body to the other. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam in entire accord with the views of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and if he will introduce a resolution to 
provide for the object indicated by him I will give it my hearty sup- 


rt. 
peur. O'NEILL. I give notice that I will introduce such a resolu- 
tion, and have it referred to the Committee of Accounts. > 

Mr, ROBERTS. I have no objection to the gentleman offering an 
amendment to this resolation, if he so desires. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I will then move an amendment, which I think the 
gentleman will accept. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 1 will accept it on one condition: that the gen- 
tleman will name a sum which shall be the maximum cost. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I will say, then, not to exceed $50 in cost. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will reduce his amendment to writing. 

A MEMBER. Say $100. 
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Mr. O'NEILL. Some one says the whole cost shall not exceed $100. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I do not object to that. f 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. - 

Mr. SINGLETON. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro t There was no objection, when called 
for by the chairman, to the present consideration of this resolution, 
and the regular order is its consideration. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I thought we had finished it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution, “and also for the same kind of connection between the 
Cee ee eee ee eee of kha Bonrptary af She: Renata, no to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAPS FOR THE HALL. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish to ask consent of the House 
to offer the following resolution for reference: 

seni, Dae tu amet ee dis ve fore 
— i se 3 In knie Hall 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I hope the gentleman will insert “the Clerk of 
the House,” as the Committee of Accounts has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of. New York. I wish to refer the question of the 
N of the resolution to that committee. 

. ROBERTS. Very well. I do not object to that. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. KELLEY. I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. KELLEY. I send tothe desk the RECORD of this morning and 
ask the Clerk to read the two phs I have marked in the speech 
the gentleman from Ohio made on the 6th instant. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. GARFIELD said; 

Mr. CHAIRMAN ; It is not of my seeking or according to my desire that any inter- 
ruption of work on the appropriation bills is made by, general debate; but the House 
by unanimous consent allowed the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY [two 
hours and a half yesterday, which he devoted to the criticism of a speech which I 
made one hundred and nine days ago against the repeal of the resumption act, and 
iE T take an hour to reply 1 can barly be charged with a wanton delay of the pub- 


* * * * * * * 

I am laboring under the same embarrassment I was under on the 16th November, 
when I replied to some points made by the genth man from Pennsylvania. His 
speech then was withheld from the Recorp, and I was compelled to reply toitas I 
remembered it. And now, after the speech, which was mostly if not all in manu- 
script and for aught I know has been many weeks ready for delivery, was read 
deli to the Honse, it does not a in the Recon of this zand I 
am again compelled to trust to my memory of it, to the few notes I made while he 
read it, and to the brief notice contained in the morning papers. If I shall in any 
bi resent his statements the fault is mainly his own. 

am also embarrassed now, as I was in November, by the fact that the 
man himself is not here, for I dislike to make reference to a member in his ab- 
sence, But he satin the committee-room of Ways and Means for two hours this 
morning, and he knew that I had the floor and that I must speak now if at all. 

15 P Pe» all r the e 4 OE 

r. Speaker, a personal explanation is always a disagreeable duty 
but at times it becomes an imperative duty. The paragraphs j read 
have in substance what went to the country from the reporters’ gal- 
lery on these points, but the language is toneddown. It is not what 
I found in the papers of the 3 and is, I am assured by gentle- 
men who listened to the speech, much more moderate than that which 
was uttered upon the floor. 

I plead guilty to a Japse of one hundred and nine days between the 
speech of the gentleman of November 16 and my reply to it, but he 
will bear witness that thongh I had not heard his speech, as soon 
as I could read it and meet him I gave him notice that I wonld reply 
to it; and further that when I saw it announced that he had been 
invited to go to New Hampshire to reply to the letters of Hon. Will- 
iam E. Chandler, and had accepted the invitation, I begged him not 
to go until I should have made my reply. It is, in fact, owing to my 
apprehension of his departure on that mission that he was not able to 
say one hundred and twenty or probably one hundred and thirty days. 
For, sir, on the 8th of November I met with an accident which came 
well-nigh, I am assured by my physician, crippling me for life. It 
was a wet day. I was hurrying on business for my constituents, and 
leaving the Interior Department I trod upon a substance that had 
softened, my foot went from under me, and I fell in such a way as 


the resumption act. It proved to be an act of temerity, for I soon 
fonnd myself unable to rise from my bed; and since then during the 
whole one hundred and nine days referred to by the gentleman I have 
been the victim of incessant and for many days at a time of more in- 
tense pain than I had ever endured 3 a day in my life. And 
yet I have striven to perform in some sort of a ip bA essential duties 
us a member of the House. On the day on which t gentleman spoke 
when he said I had passed two hours in the committee- room, had 
oceupied a lounge in that room in a recumbent position, but watching 
each step in the proceedings of the committee and giving its councils 
my best suggestions. 

Before it was determined to hold daily meetings of the committee 
I had come to the room on Thursday after having been lifted from 
my bed and assisted to a carriage and lain there through the session 
of the committee to go back to my bed and remain until the next 
Saturday morning when the committee would meet again and by the 
seal Hie yas been enabled to meet it and returning to my bed 
immediately had Jain there until Monday morning when the commit- 
tee was to meet again. And on most of the days on which we have 
met the gentleman has seen me physically unable to move about the 
room with freedom. Anxious as I have been to be on this floor and to 
attend to the private business of my constituents I have been wholly 
unable to do 80. 

When the vacation came I went to my home hoping for rest and 
the tender offices of my family; but I found my son, the only one 
who ever grew to manhood, and who bad just crossed its threshhold, 
the victim of an assassin’s shot, from the effect of which his life was 
saved as by a miracle, and with an operation before him which kept 
him under the surgeon’s knife and instruments for more than fifty 
minutes. Concealing my own condition from my family I devoted 
myself to him, who, needing the appliancesof the hospital and the pres- 
ence at any time of its surgeons, was away from home and deprived 
of his mother’s gentle offices, until I was utterly prostrated. I left my 
bed after days of confinement to return to e So that but 
for the gentleman’s purpose of replying to Chandler’s letter in New 
Hampshire the substance of my speech would still be concealed in 
the notes from which it was uttered. 

I feel that it was hardly just in the gentleman having associated 
with me in the committee under these cireumstances to send to the 
country through those accurate reporters the impression that I had 
ner ae han and nine days preparing to reply to his speech. 

e: : 

I am laboring under the same embarrassment I was under on the 16th Novem- 
ber, when I replied to some points made by the gentleman froni Pennsylvania, 

Yes, sir; Iwas not here. The effort had been too much for me. I 
was away, and at my bedside I revised the notes of my speech while 
the gentleman was er But had he preferred to ascertain the 
points and averments of the 1 81 before he referred to them, or 
rather had he not relied upon his inner consciousness as the source 
from which to obtain fects and waited until the next day, he would 
have had before him in the Record what I had said, and could have 
replied to it. There was, then, no necessity laid upon him of replying 
immediately and withont examination of my remarks, as there seems 
to have been on the 6th instant, when he was to speak by favor. 


His speech— 
Says the gentleman— 


script and for aught I know has been many w ready for delivery, was read 
deli ely to the House, it does not appear in the Recorp of this morning; and 
Iam again compelled to trust to my memory of it, to the few notes I made while 
he it, and to the brief notice contained in the papers. 


Now, sir, there are sources of information better than a man’s own 
inner consciousness, and if he had inquired of any one of the five gentle- 
men at tho reporters’ desk he would have learned that the speech was 
not all or any part of it in manuscript. Here holding them ap} are 
the fli notes from which it was made which were wn into my 
desk at its conclusion and which gentlemen may examine if they 
please. He says I spoke two hours and a half; it would hardly have 
taken me that time to read what is scrawled so loosely upon these 
thirty pages of paper. Not only the reporters—for we kept them late 
in the afternoon—but their assistants could any and all of them have 
told him that the imputation that the speech was in manuscript and 
was intentionally withheld from the next morning’s RECORD by a 
man as infirm as he knew me to be was utterly—without foundation. 

But I am told, Mr. Speaker, by gentlemen that his statement on 
this point was more emphatic than that which I have gone, and the 
reports of the leading newspapers of the country confirm the reports 
of the gentlemen who listened to him: “It was a pre speech ”— 
I donot pretend to quote his language, for I did not hear him“ had 
been in manuscript for weeks, and was deliberately read.” 

I now ask the Clerk to read from the marked passage on page 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, here is a little history which I wish to read. Tho years he named 
were 1865 and 1866. On the 18th day of December, 1865, the following resolution 


seriously to injure my spine. I did not appreciate the ible con- | was introduced into the House of Representatives: 

sequences of the fall, though my physician did; and on the following | _ “Resolved, That this House cordially concurs in the views of tho of 
Thursday, a week after the accident, I, against the protest of my phy- | the Treasury (Hugh McCulloch] in ä D s0 the 
sician, performed what I believed to be a duty to my constituents Pay ee gear Gis comstcy will admit; and we hereby pledge co-operative action to 
and the country, and made my argument in favor of the repeal of | this end as speedily as a 
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Here are the gm and nays recorded npon the Journal of the House : 144 yeas, 
and 6 nays; and among the yeas I read the name of WILLIAM D. KELLEY. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, as I had occasion to say to the gentle- 
man in a former Congress, when he and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewitt] had chided me with inconsistency on the silver 
question, I have had to acquire knowledge by the usual process, not 
having been inspired on economic or other subjects, and knowing 
that I had slowly and with difficulty acquired knowledge I have 
never so cherished an opinion as not to be willing to abandon it when 
the Jogic of events, the teachings of the Almighty by the develop- 
ment of His providence, convinced me that I was in error. I then 
admitted that I had been led into confusion on the question of the 
standard of Joy 667 We were not using pa or silver, and I had 
Deen fascin by the idea of establishing if possible a single stand- 


ard. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. I dislike 
very much to make the point on my venerable friend, the father of 
the House as he is sometimes styled; but if the gentleman intends to 
enter into a political discussion I must raise the point of order, 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not mean to enter into a political discussion. I 
desire only to allude to what relates to me personally, and will care- 
fully avoid a 1581 775 discussion. With permission, I will now say 
to the House that if the body of the pontonami speech requires dis- 
cussion at my hands it shall have it hereafter and when such diseus- 
sion will be in order. What I propose to say now will refer to what 
ee to myself personally, and that I will condense as much as 
possible. 

I voted in 1865 for the resolution produced by the gentleman and be- 
lieved in it; but its e brought me many communications on the 
subject, some of which came from such teachers as the late Stephen 
Colwell and Mr. Henry C. Carey. The vacation was at hand, and 
I devoted the leisure it gave me to the investigation of the question, 
and found that I had made a very grave mistake. It was, the gen- 
tleman says, December 18, 1865, and having been convinced of the 
error into which I had fallen, I made an elaborate ment against 
the policy of contracting the currency on the 3d of the followin, 
January. Then it was that I made the prediction with which 
opened my remarks on the 15th of November, predicting that if the 
course proposed by Mr. McCulloch were pursued the disastrous con- 
dition of affairs now upon us would surely be precipitated. I freely 
confess to au n by the great masters of economic science, 
and, more than that, I as freely admit that, having discovered that I 
had been propagating error, I have devoted the interim, to the extent 
of my power and ability, to undo any evil I might have wrought. 
So much for the contraction resolution. 

In connection with the charge that I advocated the bill which de- 
monetized the standard dollar I say that, though chairman of the 
Committee on Coinage, I was as ignorant of the fact that it would 
demonetize the silver dollar or of its dropping the silver dollar from 
our system of coins as were those distinguished Senators Messrs. 
BLAINE and VOORHEES, who were then members of the House, and 
each of whom a few days since interrogated the other, “Did you 
know it was dropped when the bill passed?” “No,” said Mr. BLAINE; 
“did you?” “No,” said Mr. Voorures, I do not think that there 
were three mem in the House that knew it. I doubt whether 
Mr. Hooper, who in my absence from the Committee on Coinage and 
attendance on the Committee of Ways and Means man the bill, 
knew it, Isay this in justice to him. I now ask the Clerk to read 
two paragraphs from the Globe of May 27, 1872, from which it will 
be seen that Mr. Hooper gave an assurance to the House that the bill 
made no change in our coinage. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Hotman. Before the question is taken upon suspending the rules and in 
tho bill I hopo the 23 from ed will . the leading shangtt 
made by this bill in the existing law, especially in reference to the coinage. It would 
seem that all the small coinage of the country is intended to be recoined. 

Mr. Hoover, of Massachusetts. This bill makes no changes in the existing law 
in that regard. It does not require the recoinago of the coins. On the con- 


t I understand that the Secretary of the Treasury proposes to issue an order 
to sop the coinage of all the minor e as there is own great abundance of them 
in the country. The salaries are not ; they remain as they were. 


Mr. KELLEY. I now ask the Clerk to read the paragraph which 
I send up to him from the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr, 
sear Al] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


If Lread tho signs in the political horizon aright the time is just at hand when 
men who love their country, its honor and its ted faith, men of both political 
es, will stand together against this new heresy known as American finance. 
t was in the spirit of this same doctrine that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
two years ago went to Ohio, to the borders of my district, to the leading town in 
the district of my colleague here, [Mr. MoKrxey, = at a time of in the 
center of that great iron region, when the question between capital and labor, 
een employers and employed, had been pushed to the verge of violence, and 
addressed an excited throng; and, if the papers did not report him incorrectly, ho 
warned the mill-owners, the capitalists, that the time was not far distant when 
labor might take capital by the t. We came near having scenes of riot awak- 
3777 ↄ˙Ü to BOROT hts party is Onto, tint ts sleek te governorshi 
e sought not only to destroy his party o, but to our 
a man who denounced gold and silver coin as a barren ideality. The people of his 
district were not inclined to forget what he had done when the elections of last year 
were coming on; and there are men now on this floor who courteously and tenderly, 
because of years, ability, and long service, wrote to his ple advising them 
to trust him n, and expressing the belief that the scenes of 1876 would not be 
repeated; and on those assurances he is here to-day—here to-day to assail those 
who believe in redeeming the plighted promises of the nation. 


Mr. KELLEY. I denounce that passage as the production of 
distempered imagination. That I went to Youngstown and that I 
delivered an address there is true. I went there upon the invitation 
of leading citizens of that town and of the Mahoning Valley, with- 
out distinction of party, to discuss a non-partisan question, the inter- 
convertible-bond system. There sat upon the stage from which I 
spoke the bankers and business men of the town and vicinity. The 
proscenium boxes were filled with ladies, and the body of the hall 
with working and business men. I saw no excited mob or crowd. I 
made no communistic address. I uttered no threat that labor would 
take capital by the throat. 

When the address was over, my rooms were thronged with intelli- 
gent gentlemen who loitered with me until after midnight. The next 

ay being Sunday, I visited, with a prominent banker of the town, 
who was also largely engaged in the iron trade, a leading Presbyte- 
rian church, and, the service being over, I was kindly treated by a score 
and more of the gentlemen I encountered in the aisle and near the 
threshold of the edifice. I dined with the gentleman referred to and 
hisfamily. We sat on the piazza of his handsome home on the main 
street, and received a succession of callers until about five o'clock, 
when I was driven to visit some of the more remote iron-fields of the 
neighborhood and the homes of their proprietors, 

I heard nothing of communism or of danger of riot from any of 
these people. I saw, and they, more familiar with the people, seemed 
to have seen no indications of the kind. It was not until the papers 
came from Cleveland or Cincinnati that any apprehension could pos- 
oy have been raised in their minds. Then there camein the organs 
of the contractionists what purported to be, and no donbt was, a spe- 
cial dispatch sent by somebody giving this extraordinary account of 
the occasion. The whole scene as described by that dispatch was, as 
is the statement I am now about to treat and for which the gentle- 
man is responsible, the creation of a distempered and ill-governed 
imagination. 

The gentleman, continuing his remarks and referring to me, says: 

He sought not only to destroy his in Ohio, but to elect to our governorshi, 
a man — 8 gold pod Pred me as 3 ideality, it ? 

My address was non-partisan. Neither the democratic nor the re- 

ublican party of Ohio was committed to or against the convertible- 

nd system, and I discussed it with its bearing on the currency ques- 
tion, and on the safety of savings-banks, then beginning to feel the 
peril into which they have now come. 

The people of his district were not inclined to forget what he had done when the 
elections of last year were coming on; and there are men now on this floor who 
courteously and tenderly, because of his years— 

Then numbering sixty-two— 
woe Pedy and long service, wrote to his people advising them to trust him again, 
and— 


As I have read it elsewhere “ appealing to them to trust him again ;” 
but I read it here in the Reconn— . 
advising them to trust him again, and expressing the belief that the scenes of 1876 
would not be repeated; and on those assurances he is here to-day—here to-day to 
assail those who believe in redeeming the plighted promises of the nation. 

I wonder whether those appeals had not caused my election in 1860 
and 1862 and for the eight times that my election had preceded the 
one then pending. Now, sir, there sits upon this floor no man who. 
eyer to my knowledge wrote such a letter. If there be one, I ask bim 
to state it. If he is under obligation of confidence to me I remit the 
obligation. If he feels that the restraints which bind gentlemen in 
such matters restrain him, I appeal to him as a duty to me to state it. 

Sir, one letter was written. My friend Mr. Foster and I were then 
more intimate than now, by reason of the close proximity of our seats 
in this Hall and of our interest in Governor Hayes, upon whose pros- 
pects we frequently conferred, and I laid before him, as I did before 
my friend DANFORD, many letters received from constituents. 

fforts were being made in my district, as there had been at each of 
the eight pene elections by which I had been returned, to nomi- 
nate another man for Con ; and some of my friends who wrote 
me seemed to be troubled by the fact that those who were seeking 
to defeat me, who were a small portion of my coustituents, were 
stating that Governor Hayes desired my defeat as punishment for 
my having gone into Ohio, as was said, to electioneer for Mr. Allen. 
With these communications came threats that if the candidate for the 
Presidency interposed to force a nomination on the fourth congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania some of the people would turn upon 
the republican candidate for Presidency. 

In view of these facts it was arranged that my friend FOSTER, who 
represented the candidate for the Presidency, should write a letter 
that would answer a double purpose. [Loud and continued laughter] 
I pray you, Mr. Speaker, to in mind that, if dirty linen is to be 
wa here to-day, I did not introduce the bundle. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Let the washing go on. [Langhter.] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Foster did address a letter to a gentleman 
whom I named, Mr. D. P. Southworth, a confidential friend of mine, 
saying that he had no authority to speak for him, but that he was the 
congressional representative of Governor Hayes, n he 
knew the kindly relations between the Governor and Mr. KELLEY, 
and that he had reason to believe, and felt free to say, that Governor 
Hayes desired the return of Mr. KELLEY. [Renewed laughter. 

That letter was given to me, and having from the time I heard that 
the gentleman from Ohio had made the assertion that I had requested 
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an appeal in my behalf challenged my memory, I can recall but one 
person to whom it was shown, That was Mr. Southworth, the gentle- 
man to whom it was addressed, who read it and at my request handed 
it back to me. So far I remember the facts ina general way. I would 
be glad to yield to my friend from Ohio [Mr. Foster] if I have mis- 
stated them in any essential particular. I have not attempted to give 
a verbatim report of the letter. 

Now, sir, my relations with my constituents are peculiar. They 
elected me to Congress in 1860, and at intervals of two years they 
have continued to return me. They know my faults and foibles. They 
know that I will sometimes roll the r, probably as an inheritance from 
my Irish ancestry rather than a vicious habit. They know, too, that I 
have a will of my own, and that when suffering from dyspepsia I am 
sometimesrude. They know also that I have difficulty in recognizin 
individuals and therefore often pass without notice persons to whom 
ought to speak familiarly, and thus appear to be supercilious. They 
are aware of all these and many graver faults, for I have lived among 
them now nearly sixty-four years, I was a member in my young res 
of the volunteer fire department. My name is still borne honorably 
(having been there since before I was sixteen years of age) on the roll 
of one of the military companies of Philadelphia, I have prosecuted 
the pleas and defended criminals and conducted civil suits in her 
courts, and presided for nearly ten ic (in company with three ve 
able jurists who could supply, my deficiencies) over the court whic 
for the large city of Philadelphia had the technical jarisdiction of all 
the courts of Westminster, of the exchequer, and of the lord high chan- 
eellor ; which took charge of the apprentice boy who complained of 
his master; which sentenced the convicted murderer who had been 
tried by its judges; which reviewed the proceedings of magistrates 
and sat at nisi prius; which settled the accounts of executors, admin- 
istrators, and the trustees of such corporations as the late United 
States Bank; which, after argument by counsel from several States 
of the Union, divorced such distinguished parties as the late Pierce 
Butler from his then wife, formerly Miss Fanny Kemble, as well as 
unhappy people of less note. 

I say my constituents know me in the grain; and the suggestion 
that they should have been influenced by the appeal of some loving 
friend of mine from Ohio—perhaps the gentleman himself—for the 
ninth time to forgive my faults and send me here will seem to a good 
many of them very preposterous; and if they doubted the estimate 
of the gentleman’s character implied by my recent speech they will 
find confirmation of it in what he has said in this connection about 
them and their Representative. 

Mr. Speaker, the word “trick” is a very offensive word; and I 
probably have not sufficiently practiced its pronunciation as the 

ntleman seems to have taken offense at my way of pronouncing it, 

ause I do not like the word. But it is expressive, and we all have 
to use if sometimes. I remember that when I first came into this 
Honse the then Speaker, Hon. Galusha A. Grow, when the subject of 
revising the reporters’ notes of speeches for the Globe was under dis- 
cussion, laid down the rule that there was a class of utterances which 
a member had no right to revise without the consent of another party, 
and that was innuendoes or direct assertions involving the character 
of a member. I have heard Hon. Schuyler Colfax, during his long 
term in the office of Speaker, reaffirm that doctrine several times. 
Andif I had used broad, bold, and free pat bin. when assailing a gen- 
tleman in his absence from the House I would have let it go into 
the Reconp, or expressing to him my regret for its use would have 
asked leave to make such modification as I would have put before 
him. Had J in any such case tempered down my language so that 
he could not have it in full to reply to, and perhaps to move to ex- 
punge it, I would feel that I had been guilty of a “ trick.” 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman rise to a personal 
explanation? 

r. FOSTER. Tes, sir. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLEY ] unquestionably has among his papers the letter 
to which he has re mired. I do not recollect precisely what it con- 
tained ; the general substance of it, I think, he has given correctly. 
My only purpose in rising is to state a little more clearly the reasons 
that induced the writing of it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania seemed annoyed at an effort that 
was being made in bis district by certain parties against his renom- 
ination on the ground that he had gone to Ohio in 1875 and had 
stumped the State against Governor Hayes. It was charged (as he 
represented to me) that it would be a discourteous act toward Gov- 
ernor Hayes, then the candidate of the republican party for the 
Presidency, to nomivate my friend from Pennsylvania as republican 
candidate for ‘Congress in his district in Philadelphia. 

We had a good many talks about the master, sitting as the gentle- 
man says very wear to each other, on opposite sides of the same aisle. 
The conference extended probably to my friend General GARFIELD, 
and I know to my colleague, [Mr. 1 Several suggestions 
were made, among them that I should go to Philadelphia, on my way 
to New York I believe, and should there be serenaded and should say 
in substance what was afterward incorporated in the letter. [Great 
langhter.] But my laborious duties here onthe Committee on Appro- 
8 would not permit me to carry out that programme. I would 

ave been very glad to have stopped at the Continental Hotel and to 
have been screnaded by a band of music and to have been called out 


perhaps by the company to which the gentleman belonged in former 
times—a fire company I believe. [Laughter.] 

I have always had, and have now, a very high regard for the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, He has always been my friend here, in 
my yonnger days was my friend, and I suspect he is my friend now. 
Idid not believe that Governor Hayes cared two cents whether my 
friend from Pennsylvania was nominated or not; it was a matter of 
no great interest to him, [laughter;] and I felt confident he would 
not feel himself treated unkindly if my friend from Pennsylvania 
were renominated. For myself I desired to see him renominated ; I 
hope he may sa here for many years to come; I hoped so then and 
I hope so now. I wrote the letter referred to at his solicitation, and 
was very glad afterward to bo informed by him thatit had been of 
great service to him. 
_ Mr. KELLEY. That it had been of service I plead guilty to hav- 
ing said, As throwing a little light on the subject of who wanted 
me nominated and why it was desirable, it is known to some people 
here that when the campaign opened a republican candidate for Con- 
gress, a greenbacker, a convertible-bond man, who had been renom- 
inated and re-elected as such at the preceding election, would be a 
very convenient thing to have about the house in certain districts in 
Indiana, Ohio, and the interior of Pennsylvania, where the mback 
heresy, as it was called, was prevailing, [| laughter, ] and at the request 
of the State committees of t three States, backed by letters from 
eminent personages who were not on these committees, I consented to 
g as the republican member favoring greenbacks and conyertible 

nds, who had been renominated by the republican party and had 
been re-elected by it, at the last election, to Indiana and Ohio and 
through the infected districts of Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] In com- 
menting upon the gentleman’s assertion that I had excited riot, that 
I had taught communism in Youngstown, it is pertinent to remark 
that Youngstown was one of the places to which I was specially urged 
to go, and where it was arranged I should go so as to have a little 
loose time, and further to say that the gentleman now representing 
the Youngstown district has, within three weeks, told me that the 
leading men—I think of his district or of that county; it may be of 
Youngstown alone—had appealed to him most 8 J to get me to 
o to that town and address them on the tariff and kindred subjects. 

do not see my friend here, but I am quite sure he would confirm 

this statement if present. 

Mr. McKINLEY. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania refers to 
me, it is proper to say that some weeks age I received a telegram 
from a number of prominent gentlemen of Youngstown, in my dis- 
trict, requesting me to invite the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania to address a tariff meeting to be held in that city and to urge 
ae to Dea and speak upon a subject in which they had so great 
interest. 

Mr. CONGER. Was there a serenade promised? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. I shall not take the time of the House many 
minutes in response, If in any word I said the other day I did the 
slightest injustice to a gentleman who I know has long n in ill 
health, I should be most ready to acknowledge it and atone for it. It 
would have been an ou us wrong on my part to make his illness 
the occasion of ey advantage to myself or any dis ment to 
him; and if anybody here thought I did so, every such man is entitled 
to my humblest apology for so doing. 

But if there was anything in the world I said which can be so con- 
strued I am utterly unconscious of it. I have known of the gentle- 
man’s illness, and he has had my sympathy on account of it. 

But it was only a little strange that long illness, which usually 
brings gentleness of spirit, should not have infused a little more of 
the spirit of gentleness in his more than two hours’ personal attack 
on me. 

As to the points which have been made I have only this thing to 
say: If I have misrepresented any word or thonght of his, I owe fim 
an humble apology.and will make it any time and anywhere. He is 
mistaken in supposing that my speech as printed in the RECORD of 
this morning is different from the speech as delivered in the House. 
I added a few of the authorities to which I referred, and did so in 
accordance with my suggestion to the House that I would do so to 
save the time of reading them, I have rarely made so few verbal 
corrections in any ch, and in no case have transcended the estab- 
lished usage of the House. Those who heard me can judge. 

I represented him, he says, as reporting the bill and declaring ‘in 
the House for the demonetization of silver. He now tells the House 
that he did not know the demonetization of the silver dollar was in 
the bill. How can that be possible? I read from his speech of 1873, 
Congressional Globe, page 2331. 

In reply to a question by Mr. POTTER, of New York, he said: 


It has become impossible to retain American silver in this country o in 
collections of curiosities. * * All experience has shown that you must have 
one standard coin, which shall be a legal tender for all others and then you may 
promote your domestic convenience by having a subsidiary coinage of silver. 


This was said in direct answer to the question of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. POTTER] abont the abandonment of the silver 
dollar. He says that Mr. Holman drew out from Mr. Hooper an answer 
cp a that Mr. Hooper did not understand the silver dollar 
was chan 

The question which Mr. Holman put was: Does it make any change 
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in the coinage of the subsidiary coin?” and Mr. Hooper answered 
“No, the subsidiary coinage goes on as before.“ That is my under- 
standing of the passage. 
But no matter about that, the bill which the gentleman from Penn- 
Ivania held in his hand and asked the House to pass dropped from 
e law the silver dollar. His committee dropped it on the recommen- 
dation of the Secretary of the Treasury, which was in print and had 
long before been referred to his committee, and in the long report of Mr. 
Knox, Comptroller of the Currency, it was urged that the silver dol- 
lar should be dropped. Upon those reports the bill was drawn which 
did drop it, and the gentleman holding it in his hand said the com- 
mittee had gone over it, every line, and it ought to pass. The demo- 
cratic gentleman from Illinois, not now here, rose and stated that he 
had gone over the bill thoroughly, line by line, and he was satisfied 
that it crane to pan : r 
I trust it will be clearly seen that I did not misrepresent him in 


is. 

Now the gentleman reiterates constantly in his speech to-day, as he 
did in his speech of Tuesday last, that my facts are drawn from my 
inner consciousness, and he declares that the statement I made in re- 
gard to his speech in Youngstown, said to be of communistic tendency, 
was the fruit of my distempered imagination ; that that too came out 
of my inner consciousness. Let us see. 

When the gentleman made that denial I sent to the Library, and 
have now here the volume of the Daily Cincinnati Commercial for 
1875. en the volume arrived it seemed that the distempered im- 
agination of which he spoke changed from mine to that of another 


man. 

Mr. KELLEY. I see this volume now for the first time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I send it to the desk and ask the Clerk to read 
from the issue of July 11, 1875, the passage I have marked, to see 
what a leading Ohio journal said and how they recorded the speech 
to which I referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 


[Special telegram to the Commercial.) 
Younestown, OHIO, July 10. 
The audience that assembled to hear Judge KELLEY last t was by no means as 
as was antici , for aside from his theory his pig-iron record had 
e him here as the peculiar champion of protection. m eight hun- 


dred to one thousand, made up ly of workingmen from 3 red in 
the Opera-House. The judge spate nearly two hours. The abstract of his speech 


sent will give a tolerably fair idea of his remarks, with the exception of the pero- 
ration. In this he entered upon a defense of the Ohio democracy against the sans 
culottes editorial in the New bub a verbatim re- 


ork Tribune of the 6th, Notang 
ps would do the communistic violence of this justice. ter referring to the 
nch revolution, in which he said the le, sans breeches, sans food, starving, 
naked, crushed to the earth, rose and ugh blood worked the regeneration of 
France, he exclaimed : “I warn you, bankers and bullionists, that unless you desist 
from your plunder and robbing a mob may be at your doors and a knife at your 
throat.“ It is worth remarking that during this portion of the speech the pen of 
the steno: er KELLEY brought with him was idle. This defense of the democ- 
racy was besides a violation of the compact under which he came: that he would 
spoek for or against no 3 As I came from the meeting I met at the door of 
© Opera House one of the most prominent coal operators iron manufacturers 
of the State, who has hitherto been understood to be a greenbacker, and asked him 
what be thought of it. He exclaimed, excitedly: The man is crazy. He is a 
rank communist.” If 8 Fp he allowed to express an opinion he would 
say that had Fourrier lived he would have iced to see this day, though he 
ght have been ashamed of so much stupidity in a disciple. 


Mr. GARFIELD. The leading citizens who heard his speech and 
the Cleveland papers in which it was reported concur in the general 
accuracy of the report just read. For ten years I represented Youngs- 
town on this floor, and am familiar with its people and its history. I 
submit whether the evidence I have offered did not warrant me in 
saying the other day that he went to Youngstown, assailed the party 
to which he belonged, and made a dangerous communistic speech, in 
which he attempted to array labor against capital and the employed 

inst the employer, and bring us to the verge of serious trouble. 

he suggestion that I drew all this from my inner consciousness, that 

it was the work of somebody’s distempered imagination, either mine 

or that of the padre press, is no reply. I am sorry we havo not the 

full report of the gentleman’s short-hand reporter, that he might read 

us those disputed passages. But it appears from the Commercial that 
the gentleman’s reporter was idle during that flaming peroration. 

Now in regard to the other matter of the last fall’s campaign. I 
know it was generally understood here that recommendations ware 
solicited for the renomination of the gentleman. I was consulted on 
the subject; and if I had had the same faith that some of my asso- 
ciates had in the gentleman’s restoration to his party I doubtless 
would have been glad to join in their effort. 

Mr. Speaker, I again beg the pardon of the House for occupying its 
time in questions so personal as these. I leave the whole case, hoping 
that I may not be considered as having drawn the materials of my 
late speech from my inner consciousness, but from stubborn facts. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire just one moment, if the House will in- 
dulge me. 

The report you have just heard read descriptive of the size of the 
audience and the action of my clerk, the phonngrapher who accom- 
panied me, and in these particulars contradicting what was given to 
the general press, was written by one who saw neither the audience 
nor the speaker nor the stenographer whose paralysis he described. 
[Langhter.] He drew a graphic picture of the scene in strange con- 
trast to that of the reporters who saw all these. As to the phonogra- 
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pher I had with me, he is here on the floor and will certify, if neces- 
sary, that he did not use his pencil that evening, as there were plenty 
of others to do so, and that the reports they made were to go to the 


papers. 

2 diligent search in the little time allowed me this morning 
for, as the gentleman's speech did not appear the Gay after it was 
made, or yesterday, I did not know whether it would appear to- 
day—for the Globe of February 17, 1872, but could not find it. It 
has just been handed to me. I have often been held up as the chair- 
man of the committee which passed that bill and that engineered it. 
I was nominally the chairman of the committee, but Mr. Hooper, of 
Massachusetts, had charge of the bill and I attended to my duties as 
a member of the Committee of Ways and Means. I will ask the Clerk 
to read from the Globe referred to the paragraph I have marked, 
which will show the House that I had nothing to do with managing 
the bill that was passed and that it was then denied that it was the 
work of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. McNee.y. I have never seen a majority of the committee present, and I 
wish to find out something about this bill. I hope as a member of the committee 
it will not be presented. 

Mr. KELLEY. I beg leave to say my duties as member of the Committee of 
Ways aud Means havo required me to be in attendance elsewhere. I have not 
been able to give as much attention to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures as I should like, and therefore requested the gentleman from hu- 
setts to act in my place as chairman of the committee. I have never had tho 
pleasure of meeting the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manosi at any meeting of 
the committeo when I was there. This bill was under consideration at all the 
mectings of the committee which I attended, and I believe the report now mado 
to have been the action of the committee. I was about to ask that a day may be 
. 3 eeting of tho committee the 

MCNEELY. ive never seen any m. 
igentlaman who has just ee House. $ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I move that the rules be suspended and that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the papom of taking up one of the appropriation 
bills, the consular and diplomatic bill, 

Mr. BANKS. Has there been a morning hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been no morning hour, 

[Cries of “ Regular order.” l 

Mr. HALE. I think there is no doubt that the House can at any 
time before or after tho morning hour suspend the rules and go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has antici- 
pated the decision of the Chair. The regular order is the motion of 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. SINGLETON, I that the House go 
into Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. POUND. At the request of many members, I desire to call up 
the motion which I made on the 17th of January last to reconsider the 
vote by which the House di of the report of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds relative to electrical annunciators for 
calling pages. And while the Clerk is looking up that report I desire 
to make a statement to the House in explanation of it, and I trust 
they will give me their attention for but a moment. 

r. FINLEY. I desire to inquire what is the pending motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the Clerk is engaged in looking ie the motion to 
which the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Pounp] alludes. 

Mr. POUND. I hope the Honse will allow me to say a word of 
explanation while the Clerk is looking up the report. 

r. EDEN. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that it is not. 

Mr. EDEN. Then I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
that while the Clerk is hunting up the record he may make a state- 
ment to the House. à 

Mr. EDEN. But we cannot hear anything he says. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the fault of no one but the 
members on the floor. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. POUND] 
will resume his seat until order is restored in the Hall. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the House do now adjourn. It is evi- 
dent that wo are not going to do any business. 

A MEMBER. We are going to do a great deal. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. EDEN. Iwonld inquire if the motion of the gentleman from 
Miser Mr. SINGLETON] is not in order? 

The <ER pro tempore. It was certainly in order, but the 
gentleman from Wisconsin rose to call up a motion to reconsider, 
entered in January last. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is it in order to object to debate ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then Lobject to debate. ; 

Mr, FINLEY. I rise to a point of order, and the point of order which 
T make is that the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin has pre- 
cedence over every other business except a motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is not well taken, 
because the Chair has not decided to the contrary. 

Mr. FINLEY. I can only say that the understanding I had was that 
the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi was before the Honse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was a misunderstanding on the 
part of the gentleman from Ohio. A 
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Mr. SINGLETON. Idid not hear the motion of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. PounD.] Will the Chair state it? 

The SPEAKER The Clerk has not yet been able to find 
the Journal on which that motion is recorded. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is it competent to raise the question of consideration 
on the motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that it is ad- 
missible to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr.BEEBE. Then I desire to raise that question here now, between 
the proposition of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. POUND] and 
the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi, [ Mr. SINGLETON. ] 

Mr. SAYLER. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER prot e. The Chair would state to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania | Mr. eb Bra the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SAYLER] is on the floor on a point of order. 

Mr. SA I desire to bring before the House another question 
which antagonizes either of these motions, and that is the regular 
order of the House, which is the morning hour. 

Mr. SPEAKER, 8 That will bring up the motion made 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, I which is to dis- 
3 with the morning hour; pending which the tleman from 

isconsin [Mr. PounD] indicated his purpose to call up a motion to 
reconsider entered by him some time in the month of January last, and 
the record of which the Clerk has not yet been able to find. The gen- 
tleman from New York [ Mr. BEEBE J raises the question of consideration 
as between those motions. After that shall have been disposed of, 
then the gentleman from Ohio Mr. SAYLER] will have an opportunity 
of testing the sense of the House upon the question of dispensing 
with the morning hour. 

Mr. SAYLER. It is very important that we should go on with the 
regular discharge of our duties in the morning hour rather than to 
waste time in this way. 

Mr. POUND. If the House will permit me 

The SPEAKER tempore. Debate is objected to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I make the point or order that the 
objection made to debate came too late. 

SPEAKER pro tempore, And the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] is too late. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Iroseamomentagotoa point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the gentloman from Ohio on the 
right [Mr. SAYLER] was on the floor on a point of order. 

r. POUND, e gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] 
says that he does not understand the question; if the House will 
bear with me a moment I will restate the question. 

Mr. EDEN. I object to debate. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Is my motion to dispense with the morning 


hour in order? 

The SPEAKER tempore. It will be in order so soon as the ques- 
tion of consideration is di of which the tleman from New 
bates Rect BEEBE] has raised. The question is: Will the House now 
consider the motion called up by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
PounD] to reconsider the vote taken by the House on the day he has 
indicated ? 

Mr. REA. I would like to know what the motion is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated to the House 
that the Clerk has not been able to find the record. [After a pause.] 
The Clerk has succeeded in finding the record. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Pounp] having given the wrong date, that has caused 
the delay, The Clerk will report to the House the motion to recon- 
arid which the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. POUND] now asks to 
call up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Pouxp. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House yesterday ordered to be printed and laid on the table the report of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings Grounds relative to electric ann for 
Hall of the House. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be entered, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Let the resolution be read. 
Mr. POUND. I desire to say— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. POUND. I take issue with the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, Let the resolution be reported upon which 
the House voted, and which vote a motion to reconsider was entered. 

Mr. BEEBE. It must be evident to the House that all this can re- 
sult in nothing but delay. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not understand that there was any resolu- 
tion voted upon by the House at that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is unable to say. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It was simply an adverse report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BAKER] demands the reading of that report. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Not the report, but the resolution. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There is no resolution in the case. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Then I withdraw my call for the reading. 

Mr. POUND. If the House will allow me 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House now 
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33 to consider the motion to reconsider made by the gentleman 
rom Wisconsin? [Mr. POUND.) 
FE question was taken, and announced by the Chair as not agreed 


Mr. POUND. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POUND. e Chair decided that the motion made by myself 
was not debatable, and I have sought the floor to take issue with the 
Chair on that decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not stated that he 
rose to a point of order until now. 

Mr. POUND. I stated it three times. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. He certainly did. 

The SPE. R pro tempore. The Chair did not hear it, 

Mr. POUND. I undertake to say that the motion I made is de- 
batable, because the question to reconsider is debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Chair will say, in justice to him- 
self and the gentleman from Wiseonsin, Mr. PounD,] that he has 
exhausted every effort to secure to him the When objection was 
made to debate, no point of order was raised by the gentleman from 
bee sat [ Mr. Pounp, ] and the question was stated three times by 
the r. 

Mr. POUND. Will the Chair indulge me in this 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the Chair is permitted to state the 


question with the ission of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
PR nid ghey he question of consideration certainly is not de- 
table, 


The SPEAKER pro tem; The Chair will say that if the point 
of order had been made the Chair would not have sustained it. The 
question of consideration of business is not debatable, and the point 
of order if made now comes too late. ’ 

Mr. POUND. By the leave of the Chair I desire to say that I do 
not wish to be driven from the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair e that instead of 
undertaking to drive the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. POUND] 
from the floor he has endeavored to give it to him. 

Mr. POUND. It is not often that I seek the floor, and I desire to 
be treated with courtesy when I seek it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read Rule 41. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When any motionor proposition is made, 
sider itt” shall not be put, unless it is 
necessary by the Speaker. 

Mr. POUND. I simply wish to 199, cree consequence of the con- 
fusion in the House I was unable to be understood; and seeing that 
there was a disposition to pass by this question, and not co: rit 
at this time, I was vainly pe thd get the floor to withdraw tho 
motion with the intention of seeking some more opportune occasion 
to present it. With the leave of the House, if there is no objection, 
I will now ask that the motion be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tem; The Chair will state that the motion 


the „Wim the House now con- 


by some member, or is deemed 


has already been di of, 

Mr. BURCHARD. This only of it for the present time. 
The gentleman can bing it up n'at any other time. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SINGLETON, to dis- 


pense. e morning hour, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 110, 
noes 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion of Mr. SINGLETON, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, was then to. 

House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr, Chairman—— 

W ae aie The first business in order will be the reading 
of t 

Mr. CONGER. Lask the co’ of the Chair to d to a mem- 
ber when he addresses the Chair pee 

The CHAIRMAN, No business is in order until the Chair states 
the question. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the con- 
sular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr, CONGER. I the Chair whether it is his intention not to 
recognize a member who addresses the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Michigan the moment the question is placed before the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. There is a certain kind of courtesy which should be 
recognized as due from the Chairman as a gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order; gentlemen will 
be seated. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was read. 

Mr. HALE. Lask that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Several members yi cr and the Clerk proceeded to read the 
bill; but before he had concluded — 

Mr. D asked that the further reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 


There was no objection. 
Mr. SINGLETON obtained the floor. 
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Mr. HUBBELL. I wish to inquire of the gentleman having change 
of the bill whether there has been any limit fixed for debate on t 
Dill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that general debate has 
not been limited. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It is not proposed at this hour to limit debate 


upon this bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, c by the Committee on 
Appropriations with the duty of presenting this bill to the House and 
recommending its ge, it is due to candor that I say in its details 
it does not meet the approval of every member of said committee, 
but represents the views of a majority of the same. 

Recognizing the fact, as reported to this House by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, that his estimates of the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year 1879 will exceed its revenues by the sum of 
$11,000,000 and that we are likely to have a deficiency for the pres- 
ent year of four or five millions, a grave question a presented for the 
consideration of the people's Representatives. It is no less a one than 
this: Shall we lessen the expenses of the Government by retrenching 
in every direction practicable and proper, thus bringing ourselves 
within our income and if possible reducing our present burdens, or 
shall we first vk dare extravagantly and then call upon the peo- 

le to foot our bills by an increase of taxes which are already crush- 
ing out their energies and in many instances virtually confiscating 
their property? There is no avoiding the conclusion that one or other 
of these steps must be taken. Which shall it be? Shall we require 
our public functionaries in this and every other Department of the 
Government to receive a little less pay, to surrender some of their 
perquisites, and dispense with some of their luxuries, that the suffer- 
ing millions may find some relief, or shall we disre their sufferin 
25 remonstrances and continue to make pe 4 eee as thong 
we were in tho midst of the highest degree of financial prosperity 

A majority of your committee sympathize with the tax-payers, and 
are determined, if supported by this House, to work on the line of 
retrenchment and economy until the Government is brought back to 
the most reasonable n disbursements and until republican 
sim srg shall prevail with our functionaries at . courts as 
well as in our home governmental d ents, To this end we 
invoke your co-operation and support. The bill before you, except 
in the matter of salaries, does not differ essentially from the law of 
the last session; and even the salaries have been touched but lightly, 
as we think. 

In regard to first-class embassadors, we haye but four, to wit, one 
each to England, France, Germany, und Russia. The salaries of these 
we propose to reduce from $17,500 to $15,000, believing this to be 
sufficient for a reasonable support and ample remuneration for the 
amount of work they are called upon to perform. It is a fact not to 
be denied that since the hemispheres have been united by telegraphic 
cables, since Secre Evarts can sit at one end and Lord Beacons- 
field, Prince Gortschakoff, Prince Bismarck, or the premier of any of 
the Euro courts at the other and talk over international ques- 
tions and settle all complications, much of the utility for ministers 
plenipotentiary has faded out. None of these ministers, let me say 
with all due deference to them, does more than receive and forward 
to our Government communications from the eourts to which he is 
accredited and receiving his instructions from home lay them be- 
fore these courts. In ante-telegraphic days, when an interchange of 
diplomatic notes in one, two, or three months was the best that 
could be done, it was sometimes necessary that these envoys should 
act upon their own responsibility, and therefore proper that they 
should always be at their ee t this necessity no longer exists; 
a fact recognized by the law itself, as each foreign embassador is 
allowed to temain one month at home after his appointment to re- 
ceive his instructions, and afterward is allowed an absence of two 
months from his post each year, making three months’ absenco in 
the first year, the meanwhile drawing full pay. During his fur- 
lough of two months the 8 of legation is converted into a 
ch 79 7 half the amount of pay which is being received by 
the minister. It may be well at this point to compute the costs of 
this system. 


Actual of legation to England: 
eee 

J expenses 
Salary firs 


rst secretary..... 


Less salary of first secretary while acting as chargé... 


Net annual cost of legation...... AAA dae $27, 148 43 
Besides the above we have a consul at London drawing a sal- : 


Nene gs new o r hN sao daben riaa Sias Š 000 
Contingent expenses for same, (only for three-quarters year). 017 49 
3 be —— io cewebeud ood 2000 
Net cost consular service. . . . . . . . . . .. 12,017 49 
Total e of di tio and lar services at 
eee ee p 
Reduction by this bill of minister's salary. $2, 500 
Reduction in consul's salary r . 1, 000 
3,500 00 
Total expense as provided for by this bill soser... 42, 666 92 


Mr. Chairman, I ask if under the circumstances of our embarrassed 
condition we may not reduce the minister's salary from $17,500 to 
$15,000, and whether we should not reduce the salary of the consul- 
general at London $1,000, leaving his gte at 85,000, with his con- 
tingent 1515 75 amounting to more than the salary. 

r. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to know whether, in addition to $6,000, paid 
to the consul-general at London, there is not also a large amount of 
fees and perquisites ? 

Mr. SINGLETON, I do not find it so reported as to the consul at 
London. At Liverpool I find the salary and emoluments of the consul 
amounted last year to $8,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will state to the gentleman that in regard to the 
salary of the consul I know there are large fees and perquisites which 
5 amount to more than the $ 

r. SINGLETON. The gentleman is ak in some instances, but 
it does not seem to bea universal rule. I find from the report of the 
Fifth Auditor of the Treasury that while the consul-general at Lon- 
don receives $6,000 the consul at Liverpool is reported to have received 
$8,000 besides contingencies. 

* Let us come now to our legation and consulate at St. Petersburg, 
ussia : 
ACTUAL EXPENSES OF LEGATION TO RUSSIA. 


DAINTY e sevent sab uctacread tndneaduerine abo $17, 500 00 
Salary of 5 eee. He — 
Salary of second JJ! T 
Salary of first secretary for two months, acting in minister's absence.. 1, 458 33 
25, 532 53 
Less'salary of first secretary while acting as minister 437 50 
Total ex I EIT E E S 095 03 
eee wn 
Salary of consul- general! . 2. 000 00 
Contingent expenses 57¹ M4 
2,571 34 
Total of diplomatic and consular services at St. Petersburg.. N. 606 37 
Total reduction proposed by this bill, minister's salary..............-. 2, 500 00 


Total expenses provided for by this bill. . . . . .. 25,166 37 


This vast expenditure is entailed upon us, while the fees of our 
consulate at St. Petersburg amount to but $494, and the contingent 
expenses of same, as stated above, amount to $571.34, and loss of 
exchange in paying theme salaries amounts to $188.59. 

I turn now to Germany, where the same state of things will be 
found to exist. 

ACTUAL EXPENSES OF LEGATION TO GERMANY. 
of minister, (Berlin) 
Contingent expenses 
of first secre 


Salary 
Salary of second 
Salary of first secretary for two months, acting in minister's absence... 


Contingent expenses. 
‘Allowance foe cheek tire. 

Total expenses of diplomatic and consular services at Berlin. . 32,279 66 
Reduction of salary of minister by this bill $2, 500 00 
Reduction of salary of con⁰s ul.. 1,000 00 

3, 500 00 

Total expense as provided for by this bil. 25, 779 66 


Mr. WRIGHT. What are those contingent expenses? 

Mr.SINGLETON. I will explain them hereafter, as far as I am able, 
when I come to talk about contingent expenses. I will then ask the 
ear of this House, because they are a marvel in the way of charges 
against the Government. I come now to the legation to France. 


ACTUAL EXPENSES OF LEGATION TO FRANCE. 


93 
00 
00 
33 
26 
Less salary of first secretary while acting minister 437 50 
Total expense of legation 4 27,110 76 
Consular service at Paris 
ort ho! 5 Det ie ln 2 — 
tingen A . q 
Allowance tor clerk a AT PE ENADE he) poeayawnwes 1.853 08 
> 11, 699 96 
Total expenses of diplomatic and consular services at Paris...... 38, 810 72 
Reduction of CCF $2,500 
Reduction of consul's Salarꝶaꝶꝶꝶꝶ . 1. 
—- 3,300 00 
Total expense as provided for in this bill . 25,310 72 


Thus we have dealt with these first-class missions. It is for the 
House to approve or disapprove our action. 
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My friend from Pe lvania [Mr. WricHt] asked me to explain 
what items are 5 under the head of “Contingent expenses.” 
Ihold in my hand a table furnished me from the Fifth Auditor's Office 
of the Treasury Department, where all settlements of consulates are 
made, which presents to my mind some strange features, and which 
I now present to the House for inspection and criticism: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Fifth Auditor's Ofice, February 14, 1878. 
Memorandum of contin; expenses of the United States consulate-general at 
3 eee ee Liverpool, Sor tue feral yeor ending 
une 30, 1877; 


for three quarters 
Stationery for three quarters .... 
Rent for three quarters 
Miscellaneous 
Shi g and 
Total S „ll r de ee 4,017 49 
Post: stationery, ren re 
pee. “The re amounted to total fees received for thal ges 
Li 
S LE CIS AEAN SSAU play: 12 
Stationery y 444 
Rent R 642 36 
Furniture bee e 462 
Miscellaneous — 1,446 57 
Shipping and discharging seame nnn 3, 000 00 
T 6, 494 55 


Total fees collected for shipping and discharging seamen at Liverpool, $3,076.50. 


Mr. Chairman, it is stated that expenses charged for fourth quarter 
of 1876, at London, are suspended. Why this suspension unless they 
are thonght to be fraudulent or exorbitant? 

I will now try to explain to the House this matter of shipping and 
discharging seamen. As I said this item is a novelty in the 
way of contingent expenses. It seems that under a law conferring the 
power upon the President of the United States to regulate these mat- 
ters he cansed an order to be made allowing the consulates at London, 
Liverpool, Belfast, Cardiff, and Hamburg to charge $2 a head for every 
seaman that was shipped at those ports and fifty cents for every one 
disch. If any gentleman can give a good reason why these exor- 
bitant charges should be made or why any charge of the kind should 
be imposed upon our commerce I be glad to hear it. Two dol- 
lars a head for what? 

These seamen are capable of making their own contracts. Why 
should theconsul interfere with them? And moreespecially why shonld 
fifty cents be collected for every seaman who is discharged? It is true 
that the person discharging him has to Pay the fees both for employ- 
ing and discharging to the consul at these respective points. But 
ultimately it reacts npon the sailors in the reduction of their wages, 
for their employers in making contracts compute all the costs and are 
very sure not to take them upon their own shoulders. 

But suppose this to be a mistaken view of thesubject and that the 
employer suffers the loss, then tell me what necessity there is for this 
tax upon our commerce. Would it not be wiser to remove all ob- 
structions, to take off all shackles, and bid it go untrammeled ? 
These exorbitant and, as I contend, wholly unnecessary charges do 
not prevail as stated above at all points where we have consuls. At 
all others than those named the fees are just one-half; and all this 
under the order of the President of the United States, who claims his 
power to establish this order under section 1745 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, which reads as follows: 

The President is authorized to be, from time to the rates or tariffs of 
cea decor lg for official 8 to desi he shall be 


regarded as 
x ces, besides such as are expressly declared by law, in the business of 
the several legations, consulates, and commercial agencies, and to adapt tho same, 
by such differences as may bo necessary or , to er pee or 
commercial agency; and it shall be the duty of all officers persons connected 
with such r consulates, or com agencies to collect for such official 
services such and only such fees as may be prescribed for their tive lega- 
tions, consulates, and commercial agencies, and such rates or shall be re- 


There is therefore no law fixing a tariff of fees, or any fees at all, 
for shipping or er pron ee sailors. It is only under and by virtue 
of this statute that the President has ordered the thing to be done. 
It will be seen, too, that by the last clause of this section an annual 
report of such rates or tariffs shall be made to Congress. 

Why require such report, unless it be that Congress may know what 
restrictions are put upon commerce by order of the President; what 
unjust exactions are being imposed upon the owners of vessels to pam- 
per presidential pets, and thus affording Congress an opportunity 
to correct any abuses which may be practiced under this bestowal of 
discretionary power. But notwithstanding this imperative order of 
the statute, in what document is this report to be found? I think 
no gentleman will deny that these c are exorbitant even if 
necessary in any form. No, Mr. Chairman, the thing was too un- 
seemly, too startling to fall under the eye of Congress and hence no 
reports have come to us. 

But to return to the line of my argument. I have a letter also from 
the Fifth Auditor, J. H. Ela, in which he says that at London, Cardiff, 
Belfast, and Hamburg every dollar that is raised by charging the $2 
a head for shipping and fifty cents a head for discharging seamen 
is used by the consulates at these points, and not one dollar of it is 
paid into the Treasury. They doubtless report the fact that such fees 


have been received, but at the same time report that it has all been 
absorbed in ferred, 

Now, sir, it can be seen at once that a consulate at one of these 
points is much better than a Cabinet position, so far as money is con- 
cerned better than any position of like grade to be had at home, and 
it ceases to excite wonder that gentlemen seek these positions with 
so much zeal and energy. 

For a moment let us turn to Liv I, and we shall find from the 
table above that there was collected at that port for shipping and 
discharging seamen $8,076.50, of which $3,000 is allowed to the consul 
asa of his contingent expenses, and the balance, itis to be sup- 

, was embraced in his general account and paid into the Treas- 
ury, although no note of this fact is made in the table. 

"By further reference to said table it will be found that under the 
head of Miscellaneous“ there has been allowed to the consul-general 
at Liverpool $1,446.57 for one year and to the consul at London 
$274.13 for three-fourthsof a year. What this word “miscellaneous” 
is intended to embrace we have no means of knowing. It is a word 
which should be expunged from every system of honest book-keeping, 
at least so far as the Government is concerned. 

Thus I have endeavored from documents before me to explain what 
is embraced under the head of contingent expenses and to expose 
what I believe to be frauds upon the Government. We need careful 


% | legislation upon these subjects. 


the Committee on Appropriations can do is to bring these 

things to the notice of the House and leave other and Sig commit- 

tees to apply the correctives. We have no power to change the law, 

and the moment we propose apr ung gi the kind, though in the in- 
man 


terest of economy, some gent rise and charge us with usurp- 
ing powers that do not belong to us. 
Sir, the Committee on Appropriations would gladly share their labor 


with other committees. We are not disposed to step beyond the 
boundary-line defining our duties, but we must be allowed some dis- 
cretion in the matter of 9 as we are the money commit- 
tee of the House and are held to account for the money disbursed 
under bills reported by us. We may overstep our boundaries in some 
instances, but we are willing to retract when we do so. 

I think it is clear that abuses have grown up under the present 
consular system, and I have spoken plainly on the subject, not with 
a view of preferring charges t any individual, but to draw 
attention to them that they be met and corrected. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

Mr, COX, of Ohio. Does not the law now provide for paying into 
the 8 the United States all the class of fees there referred to? 

Mr. SINGLETON, It does not specifically, because by order of the 
President and by a practice long indulged in a sort of erperats bu- 
reau has grown up at all the important shipping ports, which takes 
cognizance of all cases of shipping and discharging seamen, and there 
is no specific act requirin the fund thus raised be paid into 
the Treasury. But even should the general statute apply to these 
cases, it has been y disregarded. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I have been informed by a colleague of mine, 
who has had large experience in this kind of business, that the law 
does so provide; and, if the money has not been paid into the Treas- 

it bas been a violation of a plain statute. 

r. SINGLETON. Very well; suppose that to be the law—and I 
confess I have not examined the statutes minutely on the subject—it 
only proves the abuse the greater; only shows how these officers 
abroad have defied the law, and the necessity of putting a curb upon 


them. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I am informed, and I state it for the purpose of 
having the point noted and considered by the committee, that every 
fee of every kind of a consulate received mast, by law, be accounted 
for, except those notarial fees which he may receive for taking testi- 
mony before the courts of the United States sent over there. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And also for copying. A consul is 
entitled, under the re ion for his own use, to certain fees for 
copying ; but all fees for shipping seamen or other fees must be paid 
into the or accounted for in the accounts of the consulate. 
He is allowed, however, out of the money he receives to pay other 
lawful expenses; and my colleague on the committee has fallen into 
an error when he supposes that the money received for shipping sea- 
men is illegally taken and appropriated by the consul to his own use, 

I hold a letter in ny ea: as stated above, from J. H. Ela, Fifth Andi- 
tor of the Treasury Department, who has charge of all these matters, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read, and it will be seen that 
these fees have not been paid into the Treasury: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIFTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, February 15, 1878. 

Sm: In answer to the request of your committee, asking a statement of what 
constituted the contingent expenses at the United States consulate-general at Lon- 
don and the consulate at Liverpool, I herewith inclose a statement of the same so 
far as settled for the last fiscal year; and in answer to your verbal inquiry 
what other ports the right to charge $2 each for shi g seamen had been extended, 
Lhave to state that the consuls at Cardiff, Wales, Belfast, Ireland, and Hamburg, 
Germany, charge at that rate and retain all the fees they collect for that service. 
At all other ports whore there are American consuls or their agents the usual feo 
of $1 for shipping a seaman is charged 

Trusting will be readily understood, I am, yours, truly, 

J. H. ELA, Auditor. 

R. J. STevExs, Esq., 


Clerk Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. He does not say that they retain it 
for their personal use, and they do not retain it for their personal 
use. s 

Mr. SINGLETON. To what use is it then applied ? 
a HEWITT, of New York. In payment of the expenses of the 
office. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I want to know, then, where the other $4,000 
charged as expenses are applied ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The vouchers are to be found in the 
Fifth Auditor's Office and can be seen there. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not undertake to eontrovert the statement 
of the gentleman, I only speak by authority of the Fifth Auditor, 
who says that the fees are retained ; that at certain points they keep 
all they get and pay nothing into the Treasury, for what purpose he 
does not explain. In addition to that we find in the Fifth Auditor’s 
report that they have contingencies at the London consulate of $4,000 
for three-fourths of the year, and of $6,000 at Liverpool for twelve 
months. So there are $10,000 expended—for what? For rent, post- 
age, stationery, and furniture? It is utterly impossible that they 
should expend legitimately these large sums in that way. I only 
speak by the record before me. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not wish to interrupt my col- 
league too much ; but I would like to say one word. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The shipping of seamen, in Liverpool 
especially and in London to a large degree, is a very expensive 
business. ; 

Mr. SINGLETON. I find it so, to the Government at least, from 
the immense amount collected and retained by consuls. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Because crews can only be 8 
to Liverpool for the voyage, and they are always reship there. 
This business requires a shipping bureau in each consulate, and a 
large number of clerks in the bnreau; and the fees received are used 
to pay the expenses of the shipping service in the ports named. 
They are accounted for in the accounts as money received and money 
paid out, and the vouchers can be seen in the Fifth Auditor's office. 

Mr. SINGLETON, I cannot examine all the vouchers, but I have 
here what comes from the Fifth Anditor’s office, which I consider 
better. Now, will any 5 point out to we the necessity of 
establishing a shipping bureau at Liverpool or at London, and pe - 
ing out from four to six thousand dollars a year for a set of cler 
employed ostensibly for the purpose of looking after these seamen, 
when they are competent to make their own contracts with their 
employers ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg to correct my colleague again. 
At sey other port but the ones named by him the charge is $1. The 
reason for the 8 of $2 at these two bureaus is because the expense 
of doing business with Great Britain is greater than at other ports. 
I think myself that the charge of $1 is sufficient; I do not defend 
the practice. But at every port in the world, except those named by 
the gentleman, the charge under the regulations is $1. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I again recur to the question; can you tell me 
what necessity there is for this, and whether it was not intended by 
those who inaugurated the system to furnish the means of stowin 
away particular friends, who want to live out of the public Treasury 
I say I can see no necessity for it. These seamen are supposed to be 
competent to make their own contracts. I suppose they doit in every 
case, and then the charge of one or two dollars is made, not for the 
benefit of seamen, but to pay perquisites to consuls and fees to their 
friends, sons, or brothers, as clerks. It is a tax on your commerce, 
every dollar of it. If you can prove to me any good that results from 
it, then J may give up the view which I now entertain on the subject. 

caine of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit me again to inter- 
rupt him 

Ir. SINGLETON. I will. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I would call the attention of the gentleman 
for one moment to the advantage which does result from the service 
to which he refers. Take for example the Pacific Ocean ; the gen- 
tleman can easily learn that there has long been an abuse there con- 
stantly needing watching; that ship-masters are in the habit of ter- 
minating the execution of their contracts with American seaman 
wherever they may happen to be, upon an island in the ocean where 
they may putin. Sometimes they pay them and sometimes not; but 
terminate their contracts with them there and leave them to get home 
as best they may. 

The laws of the United States for the protection of our seamen 
have declared thatship-masters and the ship-owners shall in such cases 
be responsible for a certain payment in addition to the ordinary 
wages if they discharge the seamen at an unusual place or away from 
home. I think the additional charge amounts to some two or three 
months’ wages; some gentleman here can tell me. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It is three months’ wages. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. This additional charge of three months’ wages 
is for the purpose of enabling the seamen to get home. If any gen- 
tleman will really look into the matter he will understand that our 
consuls have to perform really important services, It only requires 
thet gentlemen shall examine the matter a little. Of course we 
cannot learn everything at once. I have myself learned incident- 
ally within two or three days, aud I may say also accidentally, that 
this service of our consuls is really important. The question is not 


whether it is necessary, for that may be said to be demonstrated ; it is 
simply whether the administration of the law is honest and whether 
our methods of account are such as to secure a proper return of what 
these officers do in that way. 

Mr. SINGLETON, As the gentleman acknowledges that this tax 
is not necessary and is so demonstrated, I need say nothing further 
on that point. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman misunderstood me. I said that 
its necessity had been absolutely demonstrated, and that the only 
question was as to the correctness and thoroughness of the adminis- 
tration of the law. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I beg pardon, then, if I misunderstood the gen- 
tleman. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman to explain 
to this House how the fact that under the law parties engaged in 
commerce, ship-masters and ship-owners, who dismiss their employés 
at a distance from home or without fulfilling their contracts, are re- 
quired to pay them three months’ wages has anything to do with the 
presidential order which requires the payment of $2 a head when these 
men are shipped and fifty cents when they are discharged in port. 
The two matters are dissimilar and totally disconnected. I admit 
the necessity and justice of requiring the payment of three months’ 
wages when seamen are discha at a distance from home, but that 
has no connection whatever with this tax of $2 a head when sailors 
are shipped and fifty cents when they are discharged. The discharged 
sailor gets the benefit of the three months’ Wages required by law to 
be paid, but he can by no possibility get one dollar of the money paid 
for his shipment or discharge. No part of this fund ever reaches his 
pocket. Hence the statement made by the gentleman from Ohio has 
no bearing upon the case. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I see that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] has a document before him which is no doubt authentic, 
and upon which I presume he will reply to the gentleman, 

Mr. SINGLETON. I again aver that not a single dollar of this 
money has ever been appropriated to the benefit of these seamen. 
The wages of which the gentleman speaks do go to their benefit, as 
va should. But the matter under consideration has nothing to do 
with seamen’s wages any more than with the wages of the clerks of 
this House. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman is again laboring under a mis- 
take. The United States Government does undertake, in regard to 
seamen who are shipwrecked or otherwise need assistance, to get 
them home. There are numerous expenses connected with these mat- 
ters which the Government bears; and for the execution of papers 
there are fees which go to reimburse the Government. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iknow that fact as well as the gentleman. The 
Government does look after its disabled, sick, or shipwrecked seamen}; 
but it has no connection with this matter. We make a separate, spe- 
cific appropriation of from $75,000 to $100,000 every year for that pur- 
pose, and do not set apart this tax of $2 or any part of it to that end. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. As I said before, these oilicers are required to 
account just as much as any other officers of the Government. Their 
vouchers are sent home and are audited in the proper office of the 
Treasury Department. They do not in fact receive anything except 
their salaries, which are fixed by law, and the auditing of their ac- 
counts is just as regular as the auditing of the accounts of your inter- 
nal-revenue officers. The difficulty about this matter demonstrates 
that we ought to have somebody on this floor who really does know 
what the business of the De ents is, 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is himself be- 
fogged. Ido not profess to understand these matters thoroughly, but 
I think I do understand them sufficiently to enable me to put the gen- 
tleman right. s 

Now, let mo again turn the gentleman’s attention a moment to Lon- 
don. There the salary is $6,000; fees received, $29,441.82; expendi- 
ture for relicf of seamen, $578.35, (which comes out of the specific 
fund appropriated for that purpose; ) extra wages received at London 
$1,662, (this is what the gentleman was alluding to a while ago; ) paid 
for postage, $130; contingent expenses, $4,017.49 for three quarters ; 
allowance for clerk hire, $2,000, This is all the statement of receipts 
and disbursements. Now, I would like to know where thero is any 
account given in the Auditor’s report or elsewhere of the amount whi 
was received as taxes on shipping and discharging seamen. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman takes London as an example, 
where the salary is fixed at $6,000; and in the Auditor's report, as I 
find here, the fees for the year are reported at $36,990. Does the gen- 
tleman desire the House to understand that the officer receives and 
keeps those fees ? 

Mr. SINGLETON, I do not. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Then does the gentleman understand that these 
fees are accounted for and go into the Treasury, or not? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Idoso understand; byt where do yon find any 
account of fees received at $2 a head for shipping seamen or any re- 
port of the tariff of fees for such services as required by law? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. We simply say that fees aro included. The 
gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. BRENTANO] who is before me has had 
personal experience in that matter as a consul. 

Mr. BRENTANO. Consuls account for every cent received in the 
form of fees. Every quarter they have to send in an account and 
they have to swear to it. That account includes everything, for in- 
voices or anything else, it makes no difference what. The consul, 
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accordin 
from his fees his , clerk hire, and office rent. The accounts are 
accompanied by azter) Hie for disbursements for stationery or other 
contingencies. It is undoubtedly true these fees have all to be ac- 
counted for to the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury, to be audited by him. 
All fees which the consul receives for his services as such are included 
of course in the fees which he accounts for. 

Mr. SINGLETON. How do pa account, then, for the statement 
which I find here made by the Fifth Auditor, that at the consulate at 
London they have Serer se anything over, and that the same thing 
is true in reference to all other consulates except the consulate at 
Liverpool ? 

Mr. BRENTANO. I have here the register of the State Department, 
which shows precisely what fees have been accounted for by the dif- 
ferent consulates. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not find it specified in the report of the 
Fifth Auditor. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, Will the gentleman permit me 

Mr. BRENTANO. I find fees accounted for here in this report from 
the State Department as follows: London, $36,990.67; Liverpool, 
842,174.67, and at the agency of Liverpool at St. Helen’s, $2,917.22. 
Those are the amounts of fees which these consuls accounted for. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Here I have the Fifth Auditor’s letter, to which 
I again refer you, stating that the consul at London did not pay over 
oe Bee collected as stated. 

r. BRENTANO. But here you find, as I have stated the fact, that 
these fees have been accounted for. Fees are accounted for under 


to the pi ears Be authorized in the first place to retain 


call the attention of gentleman who seem to be a little sensitive upon 
this subject, and that is this: returning to Liverpool, I would like 
to know why it is that while the salary of the consul at Liverpool is 
fixed by law at $6,000, we find the salary and the emoluments of that 
office are put down in the Fifth Auditor's report at $8,000. Where 
do those $2,000 come from? We had supposed the salary of $6,000 
was too high, and the committee have been inclined to cut it down, 
but upon further reflection declined to do so. But now upou examina- 
tion of the Fifth Anditor’s report we find the salary and emoluments 
of that office $3,000, instead of $6,000; a sum equal to the salary of 
a Cabinet officer. 

If the gentlemen will take the pains to examine into this whole 
system they will find it is unsound from beginning to end. J do not 
make charges against any individual but I complain of the system. 
It is so loose and there is so much room for the tration of frauds 
upon the Government that I believe the whole system ought to be 
vemodeied, that radical changes should be made, and our agents abroad 
should be held more strictly accountable than they have been here- 
tofore. But I must pass from the consideration of this section of the 
bill and come to our ministers of the second class, to-wit: at Spain, 
Austria, Italy, Brazil, Mexico, Japan and China. They are receiving 
under the appropriation bill of last year a salary each of $12,000. We 

ropose to reduce those salaries from $12,000 down to 810,000. And 


now propose to show what those legations cost us. Nominally 
$12,000, but actually almost double that sum. 


oath by all these consuls in the returns they make to the Fifth Aud- Con 


itor of the Treasury. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Theoretically I have no donbt they account for 
everything they receive, but I am satisfied with the statement of 
the Fifth Auditor, from which I have quoted. 

Mr. BRENTANO. Then you charge these consuls with perjury ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Sometimes those are found who swear to 7 1 
they ought not; I am fully aware of that fact. But I am not to 
bad into making a charge of false swearing against any par- 
ticu 15 gentleman. Unfortunately in these degenerate days aflidavits 
are cheap. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am sure my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations does not mean to do injustice to any worthy, 
meritorious consul. There are disreputable consuls, I know, who 
shonld be dismissed from the service, but they are not the consuls at 
Liverpool and London, and I think I can state, on as much character 
aa I have, that every penny which has gone into those offices has 
been absolutely accounted for, and the vouchers will be found in the 
Fifth Auditor’s Office. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I have no doubt the gentleman believes what | From 


he says, and I shall not gainsay it. I give him credit for great kind- 
ness of heart. r 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. This is the only point we make, that the law 
provides for the complete anyai 5 for all the fees re- 
ceived. It is as I have stated it, that, except for fees which they 
receive for copying and as mere notaries, they are obli to swear 
they pay them all into the Treasury. Now, I insist on it, until you 
have specific evidence to the contrary, it stands before this House, 
and we disgrace ourselves if we take any other view of it, that their 
accounts thus rendered, thus audited, thus passed upon, are just as 
good as the accounts of any other officer of the Government. And 
one of the things we ought to hold ourselves bound to do is in the 
case of these men, thousands of miles away from home, we shall see 
no attacks are made on their honesty which are not backed up by 
facts and not by mere assertion. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman has the right to step forward 
and make himself the defender of these persons. Lonly state the facts 
as ea appear of record, and decline to prefer charges against indi- 
viduals. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I bave no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that in theory 
and in law the consuls and ministers are uired to account to the 
Treasury for every dollar of fees dolleethd by them. The fair and 


honest administration of the consular office requires such an account | g 


to be made, and it is the duty of the consul at stated periods, under 
the laws by which consuls are appointed and by which they are 
required to act, to return to the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury a 
statement of their accounts in detail, verified by the oath of the 
consul. But, sir, it has come to my knowledge this branch of the 
public service does require reformation and investigation. It is not 
always true that the accounts which are placed upon the files of the 
Treasury are entirely reliable; and while it may not be proper for 
me now at this stage to refer to any particular instance, yet I ee 
to know as a member of this House there is serious reason to believe 
these accounts, while they may appear to be all regular upon the 
Treasury books, are not regular in fact, and that these fees are not 
paid over, as the law contemplates they shall from all the con- 
suls accredited by the Government of the United States. 

I felt it my duty, while I with the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Cox, ] and my colleague from New York, [Mr. Hewrrt,] that 
the law Pg hee these accounts to he made, I felt it my duty to say 
this much in vindication of the position of the chairman of the com- 
mittee which is now reporting. 


Mr. SINGLETON. There is another matter to which I desire to | Salarics of 


Conti t 228 68 
cb 
898 c 1, 200 00 
5,118 68 
io ~ 75 T3 19,676 73 
.... in Oe RD $2, 000 00 
From consul’s salary. ....-....c000.s-seecensecssweseseccos 500 00 
2,500 00 
Still leaving as the cost under this bilIll . 17,176 73 


It is a noteworthy fact that all the fees collected at this consulate 
amount to only the sum of $5,327.01, while the consulate costs us 


$5,118.68 with exchange added. 
[Here the hammer rp 
e CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Mississippi will be allowed to proceed. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, I find I will not be able to get 
throngh these explanations as fully as I would like todo. I must 
run hastily over the other points. I will now submit a statement 
made out in a detailed form which will be more satisfactory than any 
remarks of mine, showing the differences between this bill and the 
present law, and the amounts to be saved thereby. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC. r 
Statement of differences between present bill and the present law. 
Salaries Great Britain, France, Germany, and Russia, at $17,500, reduced to 
$15,000 each. I eter big ror nage — ee Tugun, and China, ee $1 
Salaries Spain, tria, Italy, exico, Japan, hina, 
reduced to $10,000 cach, Total reductiooennnnn 


14, 000 
eases Cov and Pern, at $10,000, reduced to $8,000 each. Total reduc- re 
r / . N 
Salaries Sweden and Norway, Turkey, Venezuela, Hawaiian Islands, and $ 

22 and the United States of Colombia, (Belgium 

and the N 2 and Colombia added.) Total reduction. 7, 500 
Salary minister to Hayti, N. 500 to $5,000. Reduction 2,500 
Salary minister to Liberia, $4,000 to $2,500. Reduction 1, 500 

es affaires to Denmark, Greece, Switzerland, Paraguay and 

Uruguay, and Portugal, (the first four ) at 65,00 0 20, 000 
ary eee ht ion to Brazil (dropped)........ ....---.+-s-e++-s 1. 800 
Contingent expenses * intercourse reduced from 883 000 to $75,000... 10, 000 
x consul-general 5 C ro, $4.000. Reduced to 58 5 1,000 

consul-genera s to London, Paris, Vana, 0 ‘aneiro, 

96,000. Redused to ee e e e e e ia 4,000 
Salary consul general to Melbourne. $4,500 to 5. 000 000501100 0nen n 500 
Sal eee red preva to Berlin. $4,000 to . 00 0 ....-- -0-21a rrenen naer 1, 000 

es consul-generals to V Frankfort, Rome, and Constantinople, 

from $3,000 to. . si Se wees te ccccsadsucows 2, 000 

CONSULATES. 
Two of class 1 dropped to class 3, reduction..... 2, 000 
Eight of class 2 dropped to class 3, reduction... 4. 000 
class 3 dropped to class 4, reduction 3, 500 
Interpreters in China from $8,000 to $6.500, reduction 1, 500 
ar officers not citizens, $10,000 to $3,000, reduction 7, 000 
marshals in Japan, &c., from $7,700 to $7,000, reduction....... 700 
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Loss by exchange on consular service, $10,000 to $8,000, reduction 2, 
United States and Spanish claims commission, $3,960 to 87,950, reduction.. 1. 010 


Nelief of American seamen, $80,000 to $50,000, reduction...........-..-... 30, 000 

Neutrality act, from $10,000 to $5,000, reduction. 5, 000 
Additions not in old law: 

Increase to minister to tine Republic and Paraguay and Uruguay. 500 


Increase to minister to PTT WW 5,000 | Tre: 


yr pea proposed by this bill below the appropriations of last year, 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the gentleman mentioned Bel- 
gium and the Netherlands as having beeu dropped. I did not under- 
stand the reason why. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have not time to give the reason now. When 
we get under the five-minute rule I will give the gentleman the in- 
formation. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like it now. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I think perhaps it would be better to allow me 
to go on in the line of remark I have proposed to myself. 

Mr, CONGER. Under the five-minute rule there will not be time 
to ask for the reasons for this or discuss it. 

Mr, SINGLETON. Before I get hearst if time permits, I will re- 
fer to the Statesman’s Manual, a most valuable English work, which 
gives the amount of commerce of these several States and the countries 
with which it is carried on, and from which it will appear that we have 
no sufficient inducement to send a minister to either of these courts. 

Mr. CONGER. Before the gentleman reads that I desire to make a 
memorandum of the law in regard to fees, The requirement of the 
law is that all fees shall be accounted for and certificates given for 
them by every consul, consul-general, and consular agent; that a re- 
turn shall be made not only of the receipts given, but every fee must 
be returned to the Government under penalties and punishment. I 
call the gentleman's attention to this because he cannot be aware of 
the strictness of the law requiring all fees to be accounted for every- 
where under the consularsystem. I do not think that there is a more 
stringent law npon the statute-book than that. Under the old law 
the fees alone were given as compensation to the consul, but from the 
remarks of the gentleman it would seem that the law is entirely im- 

rfect and inadequate in that respect. Now, if there are such vio- 

ations of the law as those to which the gentleman alludes, the law 
provides a punishment by fine and imprisonment of any consular 
employé guilty of such malfeasance. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes, sir; and if I had the power I would enforce 
the law to the very letter. f 

Mr. CONGER. Then instead of charging the whole consular serv- 
ico of the country with violations of the law, it would be well to 
inflict punishment upon those who do violate the law. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have endeavored to call attention to what I 
considered abuses, and I have been found fault with because I said 
that in my opinion there was something rotten in the state of Den- 
mark that ought to be corrected. But the law officers are yours and 
you must press them up to the performance of their duties. 

Mr. CONGER. The law provides exactly that it shall be a penal 
offense not to charge and recover the fees provided for. 

Mr. SINGLETON. As an answer to the gentleman I refer him once 
more to the Auditor's letter stating that all the fees colleeted at cer- 
tain points for shi ing anq discharging seamen have been retained. 

Mr. CONGER. But here is the law of the United States still in 
force. If there have been violations of law, and if the consuls have 
failed to recover and receive the fees provided for, they should be 
punished, and yet the gentleman finds fault with the consuls for 
recovering these fees. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have not found fault with them for receiving 
the fees, but for absorbing the entire amount thereof. Isaid I thought 
the system altogether unnecessary, being a tax upon commerce, and I 
referred the gentleman to the Auditor's letter as to the retention of 
these fees. the gentleman has any quarrel it is not with me, but 
his own officers and law agents. 

Mr. CONGER. Then it is a violation of the law? 

Mr. SINGLETON, It is with you and the functionaries which you 
employ for the execution of the laws to attend to that. We have 
nothing to do with it on this side of the House, as the Government 
is not in our hands. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has something to do with it when 
on an appropriation bill he e wholesale and broadcast viola- 
tion of the law on the of our consuls abroad, because the law is 
strict and positive with penalties of fine and imprisonment for its 
violation, and I submit to the gentleman that for party purposes or 
for other purposes he has no right to charge the whole.consular serv- 
ice with the violation of the Jaw. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman is certainly very sensitive. 1 
have said nothing about party, nor have I charged the whole consular 
service with the violation of law. 

Mr. CONGER. But I said something about party. 

Mr. 777215 It is the gentleman’s habit to thrust party into 

everything. 

“ite CONGER. Then let the gentleman account for his attack upon 

the service. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have accounted for it. I have a letter from 
the Auditor of the Treasury on the subject. Let the gent len au exam- 
ine it to his heart’s content, and if the Auditor has blundered or made 
misstatements let him hold the Auditor accountable. I donot doubt 


000 that an accounting has been had between these consuls and the Aud- 


itor and vouchers have been filed, but the point is the money received 
for shipping and e ea seamen has every dollar (except at 
Liverpool) been absorbed by charges made by these consuls against 


the Government, and not one cent of it has in fact gone into the 


asury. 
Mr. CON GER. But I have quoted the law. > 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, and it 
is this: Has the committee received from the Department a report or 
statement of the fees collected by the consuls at the several ports f 

Mr. SINGLETON. Only as it has come to us in gross in the Aud- 
itor’s report and through the table furnished and letter read. 

Mr, LUTTRELL. Will the gentleman from Mississippi state to 
me what amount of fees were collected by the American consul at 
Hong-Kong during the last three years ? 

Mr, SINGLETON, I think I can tell, but I do not know what the 
gentleman’s object is for this inquiry. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Ido not wish to 8 the gentleman but I 
find from a letter of the American consul at Hong-Kong that he there 
charges and receives a 82 fee for each emigrant to the United States. 
Now, the statistics of the custom-house at San Francisco show that 
from one hundred and fifty to two hundred thousand Chinese have 
come to San Francisco within that time. At that rate he must have 
received fees amounting to nearly $400,000, and I want to know if 
any report has been made showing that those fees have been paid 
into the Treasury. 8 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will turn to Hong-Kong and give the gentle- 
man from California the information. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. It is a letter from E. L. Golding, United States 
consul at e addressed to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. SINGLETON, Ihave here the Auditor’s report, which states 
that there is allowed for “salary and emoluments to the consul at 
Hong-Kong, $4,000.” What his emoluments are I cannot tell, or 
where they come from, or by what law they are authorized. The 
$5004 Sern are stated at $12,617.57; the contingent expenses, 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Iam not prepared to discuss this proposition 
now, but I pro to do so next week, and to show the number of 
emigrants sailing from the port of Hong Kong and arriving at San 
Francisco. I think there must be a mistake somewhere, because as 
shown by the reports syari two hundred thousand Chinese have 
arrived at San Francisco within the last twenty years, and more than 
fifteen thousand within the last two or three years. At the rate of 
$2 per head, there ought to be a great deal more money than has been 
accounted for. I only speak from the record. It is due to us, when 
we come to make these de rer er that we should understand 
what amount has been collected and what has been done with it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SIN- 
GLETON] yield to me to make a statement? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to make a single statement concerning 
changes in the RECORD. I want permission to say, in addition to 
what I said this posi that my speech as it appears in the RECORD 
this morning is as nearly a literal transcript of what I said as per- 
haps any report of any speech that lever made. I added some author- 
ities which I asked permission of the House todo. I wish to add now 
that I made no change in the RECORD except some verbal changes 
which were not important. 

Mr. BRENTANO.. With the permission of the gentleman from Mis- 
sippi [Mr. SINGLETON] I desire to say that it is impossible for a consul 
to keep back a knowledge of what he has received. Consuls are 
required by the regulations to keep two books; the one a sea-book in 
which is entered every dollar that he receives as fees. Then he must 
keep an invoice-book, in which he enters every invoice to which he 
certifies. The fees are stated in the certificates, which are issued in 
triplicate, one of which is given to the importer, another sent to the 
custom-house, and the third is kept in the archives of the consulate. 
The invoice-book must agree with the sea-book, and of the sea-book 
he sends a transcript every quarter to the Department. So even if 
the consul wanted to be a dishonest man he could not be one under 


the oy tiger 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope I will now be permitted to finish my re- 
marks, General debate is not limited upon this bill, and gentlemen 
will have an opportunity hereafter to be heard. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion right here. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Can the gentleman or the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs give us a list of the consuls now inserv- 
ice who do not comply with the law by turning over their fees to the 


Mr. SINGLETON. I cannot. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I meant the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. The point is this: it seems to me unfair to denounce 
men in the public service of the Government who do their duty, and 
to put them in the same category with those who do not. I think a 
distinction ought to be made, and those who do account should have 
credit for it and those who do not should be exposed. 

Mr. SINGLETON, Ihave made no ch against any individuals. 
T have stated, and I believe I am justified in making the statement, 
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that this system is an imperfect one, and liable to abuse. I do not 
lay corruption at the door of any individual. I stated what I think 
I am justified in stating by the facts, as I find them upon the record. 
I do not know who the parties are that are guilty of malfeasance in 
office, and I do not know that the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs can tell. There certainly should be placed restrictions 
where necessary, in order to secure an honest administration of these 
offices. I only speak of it as a system. 

So far as the remarks of the gentleman from California [Mr. LUT- 
TRELL] are concerned, he is better acquainted with the subject to 
which he alludes than I am, and I hand him over to my choleric friend 
from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER.] I hope now I shall be free from these 
interruptions, and that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] 
and the gentleman from California can settle the matter of fees for 
Chinese emi ts between themselves. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has not consulted me about the 

I am to take in this choleric discussion. I hope he will consult 
me first before he makes any arrangement of that kind. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ifthe gentleman objects to the term “choleric” 
I will call him the volcanie gentleman, if that is more satisfactory. 

A word in reference to the salaries of the Spanish claims commis- 
sioners and the attorneys representing the two countries, Spain and 
the United States, before that commission. The following is the sec- 
tion of the Hony between these nations, entered into February 12, 
1871, under which the expenses of that commission were to be regu- 
lated and paid: 

Sec. 6. The expenses of the arbitration will be defrayed by a tage to be 
added to the amount awarded. The compensation of the arbitrators and umpire 
shall not exceed $3,000 each ; the same allowance shall be made to each of the two 
advocates representing, respectively, the two governments; and the arbitrators 
may employ a secretary at a compensation not exceeding the sum of $5 a day for 
every day actually and necessarily given to the business of the arbitration. 

From this section it is clear that Spain was not only to pay to our 
citizens the awards of the commission, but the expenses of same, by 
adding such 8 to the award as would be sufficient for that 
purpose. And to limit these expenses it was stipulated that a salary 
not exceeding $3,000 should be paid to each of the arbitrators and at- 
torneys. These fees and expenses, although paid by the United States 
to the arbitrators and attorneys, are 85 due us from Spain. These 
salaries, which should have been 83, 000, were estimated for in 1872 
at $5,000, and appropriated for at that rate up to 1877, when they were 
reduced to $4,500, and in 1878 to 83,500. We now pro to brin 
them to the stipulations of the treaty, $3,000, as this is all we can col+ 
lect from Spain. How it has happened, or the reason why they were 
pa at $5,000, I cannot tell. Some gentleman may be able to find a 

w outside the appropriation bills increasing their salaries, which by 
the terms of the treaty between Spain and the United States creating 
this commission were to have been but $3,000, 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Will not the gentleman assume that it has been 
done in accordance with law ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is what I do not know; I cannot find any 
law making the increase, except as stated, in the several appropria- 
tion bills. 

Vr. COX, of Ohio. Does the gentleman argue questions of this 
kind upon the assumption that anybody can go into the Treasury and 
take money from it without authority of law? What form does the 
gentleman suppose is followed when these men receive their pay? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I suppose, as the fact appears to be, that under 
some appropriation . by your party years ago these sala- 
ries were put up to $5,000; but certainly there is no anthority in the 
form of any regular statute for such an increase. By the treaty itself 
$3,000 is thesalary named. We have no right to demand of the Span- 
ish government more than the sum stipulated to be paid. I do not 
pretend to say these commissioners and attorneys have gone to the 
Treasury and taken ont this money without some authority to draw it. 

For the relief of American seamen we propose to appropriate $50,000, 
which upon examination of the expenses incurred under this head for 
the last five years we think will be found suficient, although the 
estimate for this item was $100,000. We have varied from tho bill of 
last year by addiug $500 to the salary of the minister to the Argentine 
Republic and to Paraguay and Uruguay, these posts having been con- 
solidated. We have re-established the mission to Bolivia, with a sal- 
my ot $5,000, These are the changes that have been made. 

r. CONGER. Will the gentleman state what was the estimate of 
the Department for the relief and protection of American seamen? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I think it was $100,000 for many years, until 1877. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill proposes to appropriate $50,000, 

Mr. SINGLETON. No, sir; $30,000. 

Mr. CONGER. It is $50,000 in the printed bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I find that $50,000 is the amount we proposed 
to appropriate. If gentlemen will look at the average amount ex- 
pended for this purpose during the last five years they will find that 
it does not reach the ave of $50,000; but something over $40,000. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The 8 will find that I am correct. 
Taking the aggregate expenditures under this head for the year 1872 
and the four sneceeding years, and dividing it by five, you will find 
the average annual amount $41,495.60. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the highest amount ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. The highest amount expended during any year 
was in 1872, when there were a great many shipwrecks. ` 


Mr. CONGER. What was the amount? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Two hundred and fourteen thousand three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars; and the annual average for the five years I 
have named is $41,495. We propose to appropriate $50,000, which we 
deem sufficient. 

Mr. CONGER. The appropriation, I think, has never been less thar 
$100,000 a year. S 

Mr. SINGLETON. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. I think not. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It was not $100,000 last year. 

Mr. CONGER. How much was it? 

Mr. SINGLETON, I have not the bill of last year before me, but 
it was a l deal less than $100,000; I think $70,000. i 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose the gentleman is aware that this appro- 
priation is made out of money 

Mr. SINGLETON, I find that the amount appropriated for 1877 
was 870,000. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose the gentleman is aware that this appro- 
priation is made out of money paid by the seamen themselves at the 
tate of forty cents a month as a sort of insurance fund to provide for 
their relief in case of sickness or for sending them home from foreign 
countries. This is simply disposing of their own money; and of 
course no more will poly Seat of than is necessary. Sometimes the 
amount is as high as $250,000; some years $150,000; some years it may 
be less than $50,000. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I think the gentleman is altogether mistaken 
in his figures. In 1872 the amount was $214,350.53, the highest amount 
I have known to be appropriated, and this on acconnt of the nnusual 
storms and number of shipwrecks. The year of 1872 was a most dis- 
astrous one to our shipping interests. 

Mr. CONGER. It became necessary afew hag ago to increase the 
charge upon seamen from twenty cents a month to forty cents, to double 
it, so that it might provide a fund from which sick and disabled sea- 
men at home and abroad . be taken care of, and by which they 
could be sent to hospitals. is item comes out of the fund paid by 
every sailor in the merchant service of the country. Each sailor pays 
forty cents a month, and he is entitled certainly to enough of appro- 
e to meet this contingency. Ithink $50,000 is conceded not to 
i enough, although for some years it may not have amounted to more 

an that. . 

«Mr. SINGLETON. It only amounted to $5,223 in 1873. 

Mr. CONGER. Sometimes it runs low. * There was a less number 
of disabled yesselsand seamen. This fund belongs to the seamen, and 
is made up by the tax imposed each month on the seamen of our com- 
mercial marine. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That is all very true; but we appropriate here 
all we deem necessary, and we should not be required to do more as 
our Treasury is in a state of collapse. 

Mr. CONGER. Why should not a sufficient amount be appropri- 
ated to meet all contingencies? 

Mr. SINGLETON. We have done that 8 to our jndgment. 
If the average for five years has been $40,000, we thi 
cient. That is the process of reasoning by which we arrived at the 
determination to appropriate as reported. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thus in a plain and homely way discussed this 
bill. I have, in all fidelity to the committee which I represent, and 
with an eye to the interests of our whole people, endeavored to place 
before this House fi facts, and arguments, which have satisfied 
my own mind, and I hope may aid in some measure in bringing others 
to the conclusion, that this bill is proper and just in its provisions, and 
oughtto pass. Your committee, in framing it, endeavored to guard on 
the one hand against any step of retrenchment which would impair 
the efficiency of our diplomatic or consular relations, and on the other 
any unnecessary expenditure of the public money. 

If they have struck the happy medium, it is to be hoped this House 
will pass the bill as reported; if not, we should all agree to perfect it 
as far as possible, withont reference to party considerations or the 
aggrandizement of friends who may be or hope to be in this ser- 
vice. 

Let it not be said that the committee or any member of it has been 
actuated Ki improper motives and would strike down ruthlessly any 
branch of this service. I confessif my views could be carried out dur 
diplomatic relations would undergo some changes, I do not regard 
it as n that we should have envoys extraordinary at every 
court in Europe. Now that telegraphs and railroads have made us 
neighbors to the once remote and inaccessible nations of the earth, 
I am of opinion that two or at most three of such representatives at 
prominent points in Europe, say at London or Paris, Berlin, Vienna, or 
St, Petersburg, or at some other central court, with a proper corps 
of reasonably paid agents, would answer every p would much 
simplify our present system, and illustrate our views of practical 
economy. And so of other quarters of the world. 

As to our consular system I am of opinion that its usefulness should 
not be crippled by any action of this House, and did I believe that 
any changes pro by the committee would have that effect, I 
should antagonize them. But, as before stated, but one unimportant 
consulate (that at Beirut) has been abolished, and only the salaries 
of a few of the higher ones have been reduced. No, Mr. Chairman, 
this service should be fostered and built up. Oue of our present 
troubles, and by no means the least, is that in these days of improved 


nk $50,000 is suffl- 
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machinery, agricultural, manufacturing, and mining, which has stim- 
ulated and facilitated production, making the land plethoric with 
that which we cannot use ourselves and which for the want of proper 
markets we cannot sell to others, stagnation and inertness hang like 
a dark cloud over every calling and industry of our people. Inade- 
quate prices and sometimes a total want of demand for our industries 
have discouraged and paralyzed our laboring classes. 

There is nothing produced upon this continent which ought not 
and might not, with proper effort for the extension of our commerce, 
find a ready and remunerative market in some quarter of the globe. 
I very much doubt whether under the present system this desidera- 
tum will ever be attained. What we most n in my view, is the 
establishment of a bureau of commerce, either in connection with 
the State or Treasury Department of this Government, whose chief 
should be a man of the best commercial talents of the country, who, 
for a proper consideration, should give his whole time and energies 
to the extension of our commerce, and to opening up markets for our 
surplus products, to be Sieg, plang in American ships. 

But, Mr. Chairman, these duties, both as to our diplomatic and con- 
sular service, belong to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
until they shall move in the matter the Committee on Appropria- 
tions can only recommend to this House such sums as in its judg- 
ment may be sufficient to meet the expenses of the present system. 

This we have done in all sincerity of p and can but hope 
that this House will accept and sanction the results of our labors. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, and Mr. HUBBELL rose, claiming the 


floor. 

Mr. PRICE. L hope gentlemen will now yicld to a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Iam ready to proceed with the dis- 
cussion, but I do not wish at this late hour to go on, and I will gladly 
consent, therefore, to the motion of the gentleman from Iowa, that 
the committee rise. 4 

Mr. HUBBELL. I was notified that I was next to be recognized 
in this debate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will explain that. I went myself 
to the gentleman from Michigan, and said I was suffering from a 
vioient headache and would not be able to go on, and that he might 
follow next in the debate, but that was in the belief the debate was 
to go on to-day and not go over till another day. Ihave no objection, 
however, to the gentleman’s going on now if he wishes, with the un- 
3 a I shall have the floor when we next go into commit- 
tee on this bill. 


OCEAN NAVIGATION—FOREIGN MARKETS—HOME INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. HUBBELL. Mr. Chairman, ever since nations have existed, 
owned ships, and held intercourse with each other, their noblest con- 
tests have been their peaceful ones for maritime supremacy and com- 
mercial advantage in the markets of the world. . 

Our own nation, while yet in its infancy, engaged with an ardent 
zeal in this peaceful contest, and for a period held the prond posi- 
tion of second, if not first, in the race. But civil war and other unfa- 
vorable combinations stripped us of our maritime prestige and placed 
usin the rear of our more successful competitors. The American 
flag, that once proudly floated at the mast-head in nearly every com- 
mercial harbor in the world, has been compelled to yield to superior 
enterprise; and now our own exports are carried from our shores 
and imports are brought to us mainly in foreign bottoms. 

But a few years ago, as will presently be shown, only 12 per cent. 
of the tonnage entering our harbors from cet ports was owned 
abroad, while 88 per cent. of the whole of the shipping entering our 

rts from abroad was built and registered in the United States. 

ow the figures are reversed. Of the shipping engaged in the for- 
eign trade of the United States that entered our ports during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1877, only 26 per cent. of the whole ton- 
nage carried the American flag, while 74 per cent. of the tonnage so 
employed was owned and controlled abroad. 

It is not n to go into any labored ent in order to 
show that a remedy for this is earnestly desired by every intelligent 
person throughout the Union. To this object the public mind is now 
anxionsly directed; and each indication of returning prosperity is 
hailed with unsuppressed satisfaction. : 

Without presenting in detail all the elements necessary to be 
brought into operation in order to restore the country to its normal 
condition of maritime and commercial thrift, I wish to ask the indul- 
gence of this House while I attempt to show how inseparably a re- 


ethos of these interests is connected with the prosperity of our home 
ustries. 
That our foreign trade was neglected during the years of intestine 


war is not a matter of surprise. The American flag was safe nowhere 
upon the ocean, and American owners were compelled to sacrifice their 
floating propery, abroad by forced sales or hurry it into port to be 
dismantled, in order that it might escape the torch of the enemy. 


OUR MERCIIANT MARIXE NOT WHOLLY DESTROYED, 


It must not be Ni Geneon however, that our shipping has been en- 
tirely swept from the ocean, as foreign competitors would have the 
commercial world believe. A careful compilation from tho annual 


commerce and navigation reports of the United States from 1800 down 
to the close of the fiscal year 1877 shows the following results: 


Total tonnage of the United States, 
*. 


These figures show an inerease from a fraction over a quarter of 
a million tons in 1800, to five and one-third million tous in 1860— 
just before the commencement of the rebellion—and afalling off of 
two million tons up to 1866, or during the war. Our tonnage in 1860 
was nearly equal to that of England at that period; but many of 
our ships were, while unable to sail in safety under the American 
flag, transferred to English purchasers. American tonnage, however, 
is again on the increase, the returns for 1877 showing nearly a million 
tons more than at the close of the war, employed mainly in our 
home coast, lake and river trade. So much then for our merchant 
marine. Itis not what it should be, but though depressed it is on 
the increase in our own waters, and if the proper means are now em- 
ployed to foster and extend our ocean tonnage in iron steamships and 
sailing-vessels of both wood and iron, we may ere long be again 
enabled to compete successfully in the contest for a larger share of 
the world’s commerce, 


OUR EXPORTS STEADILY INCREASING. 

If we look for a moment at the figures indicating our foreign trade, 
it will be seen that, with the serious impediment of a want of ship- 
ping against us, there are gratifying indications of improvement, 
though the result is far short of what might have been reached under 
more favorable conditions: 


Statement showing the specie value of imports and exports of the United 
States, exclusive of coin and bullion, for the fiscal years 1830, 1840, and 
1850, and from 1860 to 1877, both inclusive, 


Excess of im. Excess of ex- 
Fiscal Total imports 
vi 
year. Imports. Exports. paa A er pes over and exports. 
$71, 670, 5 500. se0ee- $2,949,779 8134. 391, 601 
123, 668, 932 221, 927. 658 
144, 375, 726 317, 885, 272 
333, 570, 057 687, 192, 176 
219, 553, €33 508, 864, 375 
190, 670, 501 380, 027, 178 
203, 964, 447 447, 300, 262 
158, 837, 988 475, 295, 271 
166, 029, 303 304, 774, 8&3 
348, 859, 522 783, 671, 588 
292, 361, 225 688, 124, 325 
381, 952, R99 639, 389, 339 
26. 117, 697 703. 624, 076 
392, 771, 768 828, 730, 176 
442, 820, 178 90.5, 043, 862 
444, 177, 586 070, 772, 663 
522, 479, 922 164, 616, 12 
596, 463, 099 163, 889, 441 
529, 039, 235 . 062, 044, 671 
550, 892, 234 O11, 633, 424 
701, 948, 313 194, 033, 719 


Our exports, it will be seen, amounted in round numbers in 1830 to 


only $71,500,000, but grew gradually up to $333,000,000 in 1860, from 
which they fell during the war to $166,000,000 in 1865. 

On the restoration of our exports began again to increase, 
and have continued to do so up to the present time. The returns of 
the last fiscal year, ending June 30, 1877, show an export amountin 
in value to $701,948,313, or more than four times greater than the to 
annual export at the close of the war in 1865, only twelve years ago. 
Another favorable and somewhat extraordinary feature of our for- 
eign trade is the fact that while in 1865, and down to 1874, our an- 
nual imports largely exceeded our exports, the yearly difference 
against us ranging from thirty-nine to over one hundred and eighty- 
two million dollars, since 1874, with one exception, our yearly exports 
have not only increased but they are greatly in excess of our imports, 
the difference in our favor reaching over 000,000 in 1876, and in 
the last year over $209,000,000. Hence the decline in the premium 
on gold and the appreciation of greenbacks, thus bringing gold and 
United States paper currency within a fraction of equal values. But 
there isroom for development, and it will generally be conceded that 
in order to reach a general revival of our industries at home we must 
have 

MORE STEAM AND SAIL UPON THE SEAS AND EXTENDED MARKETS ABROAD, 


While the returns show that for cach of the six years from 1872 to 
1877, inclusive, our imports and exports aggregated annually over 
a thousand million dollars, there is no reason why, under judicious 
management, they may not be increased twofold during the next dec- 
ade. More than this, we may never have a more propitious oppor- 
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tunity to make the effort to regain our lost prestige upon the seas 
and in foreign markets. The poet has well said: 

There is a tide in the affairs of men, 

Which, taken at the flood, leads on to fortune; 

3 all the voyage of their life 

Is bound in shallows, and in miseries. 

On such a full sea are we now afloat; 

And we must take the current when it serves 

Or lose our ventures. 

With broad and fertile acres awaiting the plow, manufacturing 

facilities abundant and efficient, raw material within our own bor- 


ders, labor cheapened, skilled workmen seeking employment, and | Gott 


remunerative markets abroad, shall we hesitate longer to embrace 
the opportunity thus afforded to strike for industrial development at 
home and abroad :? 

It is true, as has been remarked, that our foreign commerce is in- 
creasing; but the development is mainly in one direction. The re- 
turns n fhe that of our last year’s domestic exports Europe took 80 
per cent., of which 54 per cent. went to Great Britain and Ireland 
while only 3} per cent. went to South America, Brazil receiving of 
our entire domestic export for the year but Li 
received 54 per cent. of the total export of domestic products. Nearly 
all other sections of the globe have practically been ay 5 80 South 
and Central America, the West Indies, the islands of the Pacific, Aus- 
tralia, Japan, China, Africa, and other important commercial centers, 
should each be made objective points for the enlargement of our com- 
mercial relations. But we have hitherto turned a deaf ear to their 
invitations and allowed E nations to supply their markets, 
In order to bring these facts more fully to the attention of this House 
I have cond: into a single table a statement showing the course 
of our foreign trade, 

Statement showing the value of our im; and domestic exports to the 
markets of the world during . 1877, and the percent- 


age of the whole to each country. 
25 
5 
Ës 
EUROFE. 
$135, 131,126 | 27. 46 54. 08 
50,355,540 | 10.22 6.84 
Germany 035, 435 6.71 8. 60 
um 1. 03 2 69 
0.52 1.51 
Italy 1.44 1.26 
All other countries in Europe 1. 10 5,51 
NORTH AMERICA. 
Dominion of Canada“ 8 a 
Central American States 0.1% 
British West Indies ... 1. 12 
Cuba and Porto Rico 221 
All other West Indies } ...........-. 1. 13 
All other countries in North Amer- 
D 0, 32 
SOUTH AMERICA, 
United States of Colombia 0, 59 
TT SEENE EET AFE 0, 45 
SSC A a eee 1. 10 
Argentine Republio sese.. s.. 0. 17 
All other countries in South Amer- 
e AAAA ICT TT S 0.94 
ASIA AND OCEANICA. 
East Indies 0.52 
China and Hong-Kong 254 
Esher of oo Beard 15 
ons in Anst 4 
Ial and 0.19 
AFRICA, 
r... OTT 0. 03 
All other countries in Afrien 0.52 
All otber countries not elsewhere 
specified ........... Ae weet en 0.08 
. 100. 00 


* British Colombia included from 1873 to 1877; for 1871 and 1872 it is included in 

“all other countries in North America.” 
Includes British Honduras. : Includes British Guiana. 

Great Britain, including Ireland, as stated, takes over one-half of 
our total domestic exports, mainly, no doubt, on account of similarity 
of Jan and habits, long-established associations and enlarged 
facilities for transportation through the enterprise of foreign ship- 
owners. But the absence of these ties and inducements elsewhere 
is by no means a suffleient cause for omitting our opportunities to sup- 
ply other countries with such commodities as they require, and which 
we can furnish at a proni to ourselves, 

The following table, condensed from official returns, is important 
as showing the character and value of leading articles in our exports 


per cent. Canada | Molasses 


for the fiscal years 1875, 1876, and 1877, ended June 30, together with 

the amounts shipped in American and in foreign vessels: 

Table showing the different kinds and the aggregate value of our domestic 
exports for the last three years, 


Domestic exports—leading articles. 1877. 

e 82 MES moan 

S uminbus, Au „ 112 

Coin and bullion? gucccdavencue 857, 129 80, 03, 691 43, 135, 738 

dbebvetsrvewsécsevrectueressesee- 638, 625 170, 033, 999 

J man 071. 82 10, 235, 843 

Tides and skins other 720,735 2, 480, 427 
India-rubber and gutta-percha, man- 

u r 213, 959 219, 582 
Tron, bar sceesesecee — 392, 420 194, 775 
THOR BER A ed 489, 362 89, 029 
Tron) ee 161, 109 243, 811 
Tron, other manufactures of .. 10, 019, 541 7, 561, 934 

and manufactures of ... 429, 309 49, 835 
Leather, tanned, of all kinds. 7, 324, 796 8, 167, 301 
E 1, 135, 995 594, 547 
Oils, mineral, refined or manufactured.| 23, 672, 550 k 032, 700 
PLOT EIRE ansnnscecrqeslevatedse 82, 242, 431 114, 991, 759 
Steel, and manufactures of 6, 382, 826 616, 620 6, 378, 
ne 3, 616, 493 , 552, 587 4, 586, 693 
To and manufactures of 27, 844, 470 570, 533 32, 020, 214 
Tin, and man Caste 48, 144 87, 057 
Vessels sold to foreigners ...... 265, 434 175, 802 
Werne K. 33, 483 40, 632 
Wood, and manufactures of.........-.. 17, 206, 275 18, 444, 037 
Wool, raw and fleeco o . 13, 845 Si, 446 
Wheat (apart from other breadstuffs) 68, 3-2, £99 47, 135, 502 
Wool, man . 336, 399 291, 837 
Shipped in American vessels 160, 562,954 | 156,031,514 
ee re in — 1 vessels ness 480, 002, 027 | 515. 104, 208 
‘otal amount of merchandise... 504,917,715 | 632, 986, 080 


* bulli 084. co 21,274,585; silver bul ; sil- 
ver ool, fractional gua 147; rade dear, $3,072 500. Botner vie 

It will be observed that cotton takes the lead in value while bread- 
stuffs are the next in importance, 

Accompanying this table of exports the following table of imports 
is important as showing the character and value of goods received 
from abroad. 

These tables indicate very clearly the direction of our foreign 


trade at the present time and point forcibly to important openings 

for a largely increased foreign commerce. Commercial intercourse 

with the great oriental nations is yet in its infancy, except to a very 

limited extent, and the inviting opportunity is open to American en- 
terprise. 

Table showing the different kinds and aggregate value of leading articles 

imported during the last three years. 
Imports—Ieading articles, 1875, | 1876. 1877. 

other farinaceousfood.| 610, 123,326 | 812 663, 362 $8, 241, A 

1, 798, 1, 607, 891 1, 175, 667 

20,900,717 | 15, 936, 681 40,774, 414 

591, 56, 788, 997 53, 634, 991 

n, oft.. 738,410 | 2 725, 598 18, 923,514 

Gloves, kid and leather +} 3,593,075. | 3.739, 001 3, 128, 919 
India- rub 

513, 979 428, 575 335, 113 

1, 728, 137 1, 563, 819 1,515, 691 

1, 458, 608 1, 918, 547 1, 558, 415 

2, 932, 310 320, 020 1, 464 

792, 130 400, 355 148, 201 

1, 422, 218 585, 546 702, 240 

5, 941, 238 3, 996, 881 4, 529, 713 

11, 685, 204 8, 157, 470 7, 808, 257 

70,015,757 | 55,702,909 | S1. 187,504 

22, 673,703 | 19, 524, 166 16, 481, 467 

12,956,617 | 10, 005, 700 9,751, 327 

81, 706 94,514 39, 322 

2 842, 622 2 0-4. 385 7, 889, 871 

6, 182, 988 5, 167, 1&2 4, 245. 306 

11, 071, 259 8, 247, 617 7,156, 944 

Wool, manufactures of. 44, 609,704 | 33, 208, 808 25, 698, 300 

Total value of merchandise 553, 906,153 | 476,677,871 | 451,323, 128 

Entered for immediate consumption. 393, 371,697 | 338, 9-7, 753 361, 657, 385 

Eutered for warehdénse............-.-. 152, 562, 872 | 12s, 567, 978 123, 314, 677 

Entered for interior ports 7, 971, 584 9, 122, 140 7, 218, 344 

Brought by land conveyance. 13, 083,859 | 12, 144, 675 10, 697, 640 

Brought in American vessels. 157, 872, 726 | 143, 389, 696 151, #28, 933 

Brought in foreign vessels. ... 949, 568 | 321,139,500 | 329, 565, 833 


* Includes honiery, shirts, and drawers, of value of $3,904,520 in 1877, $4,682,871 
in 1876, and $4,948,024 in 1875. 
OUR RESOURCES TO SUPPLY THE FOREIGN DEMAND. 

American enterprise has command of resources in the preparation 
of commodities for export which are —— if not superior to those of 
our European competitors, In the production of manufactures much 
of the American machinery is conceded to be better made, more skill, 
fully handled, and better adapted for the uses to which it is applied 
than that of England, Germany, or France. In this country, too, 
machinery is in the manufacture of a great variety of articles 
that are elsewhere made parany or wholly by hand, such as watches, 
cutlery, sewed goods, and certain kinds of carpets, &c. 
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In the cultivation of agricultural products our great breadth of 
territory, presenting such diversity of soil and climate, affords nat- 
ural advantages in the variety and abundance of the yield that few 
other countries enjoy. In the production of the four great staple 
articles, wheat, Indiva corn, cotton, and tobacco, the capacities of our 
fields are without a parallel. Again, in the extent of the precious 
metals, gold and silver, the baser metals, iron and copper, together 
with the invaluable products of hard and soft coal, this country has 
no r. 

8 of nearness to the central markets of the world, outside of 
Europe, the cities and sea-ports of the United States enjoy superior 
advantages. London and Liverpool claim to be the hatural centers 
of commerce ; but beyond our immediate neighbors, the Dominion of 
Canada on ihe north, Central and South America, Mexico, Cuba, and 
the West India Islands on the south, it will be remembered that our 
own cities, New York, Richmond, Charleston, New Orleans, Galves- 
ton, and San Francisco, are nearer to many and have easier and safer 
access to all the great markets of Japan, China, Manila, Borneo, 
Malaga, Siam, New Zealand, Australia, the Sandwich Islands, and 
the numerous large, prolific, and thickly populated islands in the 
Pacific. According to reliable measurements made at the United 
States Coast-Survey Office, the difference of distances from London 
and San Francisco to the great markets is as follows: 


Difference. 


Miles. Miles. 
Yokohama, Japan 4, 520 6, 740 
o 6, 030 3.750 
o éevonns venues ups 6, 590 2, 965 
Patani, M. lags T 390 145 

Al ' 1 
Bangkok, Siam ey aoe 7,410 1, 621 
W 6, 500 7,400 
Sidney, Australia 6, 600 6, 283 
Mel Australia... issues cubic sense, 7, 202 , 079 


Nor should the fact be overlooked that the Suez Canal is over one 
hundred miles in length and frequently navigsnon is impeded by 
sand storms and drifts that cause great delay in making the passage, 
while sailing-vessels aré at all times practically prevented from 
ing through the canal. In addition to this, the Red Sea is obstructed 
by 1 coro] reefs and tortuous channels, with winds prevail- 
ing half the year against the outward-bound and the other half of 
the year against the inward-bound voyager. While Cuba and the 
populous groups of West India Islands, Mexico, and Brazil, are oppo- 
site our own sea-ports, the Panama and the great Pacific Railways 
have, in point of traveling and transportation, brought the cities of 
the United States in close connection with the entire western coast 
of Mexico, Central and South America, thus affording the exporting 
centers of this country, on both oceans, decided advantages, in point 
of distance, over Great Britain, France, and Germany, in commercial 
competition not only with those places but in the larger fields of 
Japan, China, Australia, and the Islands of the Pacific, countries 
aggregating half the land area of the globe and more than half its 
entire population. 

Now itis a well-known fact that the populous communities in most 
of these portions of the world have adopted comparatively few of 
the modern improvements in machinery and are without the manu- 
facturing facilities so common in our own country, and consequently 
require for domestic consumption just such s as American manu- 
facturers are capable of supplying. It is also well known that they 
import in some of those sections many of the staple products of the 
soil, of which this country yields a large surplus beyond the wants 
of our own people, and yet comparatively few of our products find 
their way into any of these great markets. 

In order to successfully increase the export trade of the United 
States, it is of the first importance not only to let other countries 
know the nature and character of our products, but to ascertain the 
extent of the foreign demand by a more familiar acquaintance with 
the markets, the habits, and the wants of the people whom it is pro- 
posed to supply, and with the various descriptions of goods we can 
advantageonsly bring home in exchange for our exports. 

The international exhibition of last year has done much to extend 
to other portions of the world a knowledge of our agricultural and 
manufactured products. To this we are no doubt largely indebted 
for the increase of our exports during the last fiscal year. But the 
effort should not stop here, We must, through our consular system, 
which legitimately belongs to the commercial interests of the coun- 
try, and which must be made effective without regard to cost, make 
ourselves familiar with their markets, their commerce with otber 
countries, and ascertain to what extent we may successfully compete 
with England and other Euro powers now reaping the benefits of 
their foreign trade. With this object in view I will glance at 


SOME FOREIGN MARKETS IX WHICH AMERICAN COMMERCE MAY BE INCREASED. 
Having shown in a series of tables the description of goods sent 
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from the United States and of those imported, the countries with 
which we are in commercial intercourse, and the ntage of com- 
modities sent to and received from each, it will be well to glance 
briefly at some of those markets where opportunities are presented 
for au increase of our foreign trade. Proceeding by geographical 
divisions, I will consider first— 

THE SOUTHERN COUNTRIES IN OUR OWN NEIGHBORHOOD, 

It is well known that Mexico, Cuba, the West India Islands, Cen- 
tral and South America are not, in the usual acceptation of the term, 
manufacturing countries. Yet each produces beyond its own cen- 
sumption specialties which make up a large annual export, consist- 
ing of raw materials and other products which are always in demand 
in manufacturing and commercial centers. These are all natural 
markets of the United States. Their people want from us flour, pork, 
lard, butter, cheese, lumber, furniture, locomotive engines, rails, cars, 
9 and manufactured s in cotton, woolen, and mixed 
fabrics. For these they will send us wool, coffee, cocoa, hides, tallow, 
horns, rubber, , dyes, gums, tapioca, rosewood, diamonds, &c. 
This would be a valuable exchange; but to what extent do we par- 
ticipate in this traffic? They buy from the United States altogether 
about 12 per cent. in value of their importations. England gets the 
lion’s share, nearly 60 per cent. The import trade of Mexico, South 
and Central America, and the West Indies, including Cuba, amounts 
annually to about $500,000,000 in value; their exports to about the 

same. In this trade England leads; France and Germany eome next, 
the United States, Spain, Holland, and Portugal coming in for a Roe 
tion each, in small parcels, of what there is left. he 

But there is another feature in this trade in which the United 
States is shown to ter e pe en any other country. A 
reference to the tables will show at a glance that we sell to our south- 
ern neighbors fewer oe in value than we purchase from them, For 
example, during the fiscal year Brazil purchased from us goods to 
the value of a fraction over 1 per cent. of our total exports, while we 
purchased from Brazil to the value of nearly 6 per cent. of our im- 
ports. In other words, Brazil purchased from us to the value 
of less than $7,500,000, while we purchased from that country goods 
to the value of $43,500,000—balantce against the United pera $36,- 
000,000. Take another illustration. Caba during the last year 
took from us goods to the amount of less than $13,000,000, while we 
purchased from that country products to the value of $69,000,000, 
making a balance Mesias the United States of $55,000,000. Here, 
then, we have two i which together amount to $91,000,000. The 
balance against the United States in the other countries named in 
the group of markets under consideration, added to these, swells the 
aggregate to more than $100,000,000, to be paid in gold or its equiva- 
lent, in bills of 55 15 on England. What do they do with this 
se Turn round and buy from England, Germany, and 

nee instead of purchasing from us. Why? Simply because we 
have neglected our interests in those southern countries, while 
European traders are constantly on the alert, England and other 
Euro nations are not alarmed by the word “subsidy,” and it is 
well known that government subsidies have done much to secure for 
their merchant marine the supremacy which it has attained upon the 
ocean. 


As an illustration of some of the results of this policy let us see 
how thoroughly European enterprise has monopolized the markets of 
these southern ports with steamship lines to supply them with 
and carry away their surplus products. Take the ports of Brazil, for 
example, and as it is there so it is wherever markets are found for 
European products. The lines of steamships from transatlantic ports 
to Bial embrace the following by the respective companies and firms 
named: 

Tho Pacific Steam Navigation Company, two steamers monthly 
from Liverpool. 

The Royal Mail Steam Packet Company, two steamers monthly 
from Southampton. 

Lamport & Holt’s Line, two steamers monthly, one from Liverpool 
and one from London. 

The Red Cross Line, one steamer monthly from Liverpool. 

Evans's Line, one steamer monthly from Liverpool. 

Booth’s Line, one steamer monthly from ace ie : 

Lamport & Holt, two steamers monthly from Antwerp and Havre. 

The North German Lloyds, two steamers monthly from Bremen. 

The Messageries Maritimes, two steamers 8 from Bordeaux. 

The Chargeurs Réunis, one steamer monthly from Havre. 

The Progrés Maritime, one steamer monthly from Oporto and one 
from Lisbon. 

Here is a list of ten distinct companies who together dispatch 
eighteen steaniships monthly to Brazilian ports. In addition to these 
there are a number of other yore tad and firms which dispatch 
steamers to Brazil atirregular periods. How many American steamers 
are there plying between Brazilian and United States ports? This 
question was recently propounded and answered in an address before 
the New York Liberal Club by Mr. Landisman,on the resources of Brazil 
and the valley of the Amazon. He said: 

From the United States there is not a steamer leaving for Brazil except a single 
one belonging to a private trading-house. 


It is a matter of doubt whether even that solitary craft is now run- 
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ning, for it is stated in a recent issue of the Boston Commercial Bul- 

ene in the Brazil trade, while in the har. 

steamer while in 

Tar 2 — 1 padi month at least twelve dears under British 

colors, together with one each from Havre, Marseilles, and Genoa, and two each 
from Bremen and Hamburg. 

Twelve steamships monthly from Great Britain and not one from 
the United States! And yet I believe we are in the habit of calling 
ourselves an enterprising people. With rare exceptions the same 
condition of affairs is general in all the ports of our southern neigh- 
i CHINA AND JAPAN. 

The great Empire of China has an area about the size of that of 
the United States, containing’ four hundred and forty-five millions of 
souls, a population eleven times larger than our own, and embracing 
3 rtion of the entire human family. What is to be the 
future of this peculiar people? This is a problem yet to be solved. 
The remarkable changes produced in the Empire of Japan within the 
last twenty years, mainly through our own Government, may not 
inappropriately be cited as evidence of what may ere long be accom- 
plished in China. No two nations were more exclusive, none more 
alike in their social habits, customs, and commerce than China and 
Japan. If any difference existed, Japan was the more exclusive of 
the two. Now mark the change that has taken place among the 
people of that nation. Under judicious treatment similar results 
may reasonably be ex in China and upon a der scale. 
They possess high intellectual powers, but the pop ar mind has 
been bound down by ancient systems and usages that have tended to 
degrade rather than elevate the vast masses of population. 

Give us a shi al across the Isthmus of Darien and we shall find 
the solution of the Chinese problem. Western enterprise will do the 
rest, China, with its vast Bo ree and an existence reaching back 
four thousand y is sti ost totally ignorant of the methods of 
manufacturing the kinds of vape most needed for the daily wear 
of the masses of its own population. They are without rai loak 
and without carria . in nearly every section of the empire. 
hey will be com lled to have better modes of internal travel and 
transportation. Open the Darien Canal and we may then reach them 
by a direct and comparatively short route with rails, Jocomotive- 
engines, and cars. Yes, but itis said American enterprise has already 
built a short railway in China, and the report is that the inhabitants 
have torn it up. That may be. American enterprise first built horse- 
car railways in England and the enlightened inhabitants tore them 
up. They were not long, however, in discovering their folly, and 
now all the principal cities of the British Empire are supplied with 
these railways. So it will be in China. We can have an almost un- 
limited commerce with that country if we now embrace our oppor- 
tunities. Our present commerce with China is not large, but it 
affords an indication of what can be accomplished. Our commercial 
reports, prepared in the United States Statistical Bureau, show that 
in 1871 our domestic exports to China and Hong-Kong amounted 
to 216; imports the same year, $20,066,315. In 1874, exports 

; imports $18,608,712. In 1877, exports $17,158,334, imports 

12,312,636. K addition to these exports we sent foreign goods to 
China during the three years to the value of $7,747,237. It is clearly 
manifest, and acknowledged by those now engaged in the China trade, 
not only that our commerce with that country can be increased to an 
almost unlimited extent, but that the exports may be made largely 
to exceed the imports. x 

The following, from the Evening Star of January 21, 1878, gives 
some idea of what our trade with China may be if we choose to avail 
ourselves of it: 

vice-consul at Hong-Kong writes to the Department of State, 
5 circular of last 8 t the market for American 
in China is practically unlimited except by the question of prices, espec gn ing 
such articles as drills, jeans, iron of all kinds, petroleum, quicksilver, 
gold, and . It is only necessary that they should be offered as cheap as, or 
cheaper „ similar exports from other countries to 8 a prosperous trade. 
Therw seems to be a lack of energy among our merchants, who are letting the Chi- 
neso trade fall into other bands, until the arrival of a ship from the United States 
rate rene with cotton goods, kerosene, &c., is a rare event. The want of banking 
facilities between New York and China for outward probably deters our 
merchants from ventures where the returns are distant. ches in China of the 
leading San Francisco banks would do much to stimulate American exports to 
China, as well as imports from thence. 

Japan is another field that might be made much more profitable 
than it is as a market for American products. Thoughits ports were 
opened to outside commerce m through United States influence 
and diplomacy, England is y reaping more than double the 
advantages that we are in our commerce with its people. In reply 
to the recent trade-circular from the State Department at Washing- 
ton to the representatives of this Government abroad, the United 
States minister to Japan draws attention to the large quantity of 
cotton and woolen manufactures imported into that country. The 
imports of cotton yarn alone, direct from ia, Gey during the month 
of July last amounted in value to nearly half a million dollars. Our 
minister says he can see no reason why the United States cannot sup- 
ply Japan, not only with these yarns but with all the cotton and 
woolen goods that country requires to import, taking in return teas, 
silks, &c. In 1876 England sold to Japan goods to the value of 
$12,244,683, and bought from that country to the amount of only 


$2,566,403, During the same 


riod our exports to that country 
amounted to $1,811,083 only, w 


e our imports were $6,887,307. Thus 


Japan buys from England six times as much as she does from us, while 


our purchases from Japan are nearly three times the amount taken by 
England. It is well remarked that, “ with the very friendly relations 
existing between the United States and Japan and the superiority 
of our manufactures, it only requires an effort on the part of the mer- 
chants and manufacturers of the United States to reverse the above 
showing.” 

. AUSTRALIA AND THE ISLANDS OF THE PACIFIC. 

But while English manufacturers have got the start of usin Japan, 
there is a commendable enterprise manifested by American manufact- 
urers in 8 with English producers in the markets of Aus- 
tralia. The Wolverhampton (England) correspondent of the American 
Manufacturer, published at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, says : 

Tam compet by foree of circumstances to refer to your competition. And to 


show that 1am not alone in the importance which I attach to it, let me say that 
a leading journal, publisbed to-day in the heart of the principal hardware district 
of thiscountry, England.) remarks: The most serious question in connection with 


the colonial trade of this country still is the ever-lengthening list of American- 
made goods, which in Australia and New Zealand are gradually driving out English 
goods of some oe there. Every month adds to the list of American-made 
and diminishes the list of English-made goods.” 

a Sydney swarms with representatives of American houses," says the correspond- 
ent of a leading mercantile firm on this side, and he adds that their offers are so 
tempting that ied Be lines are being ordered direct from American makers, 
and do not come t eh the English merchants’ bands. This is of course to be 
expected. This agent continues; The Americans plainly say they mean to havo 
the trade of Australia and New Zealand, and they are gradually, but very surely, 
sare ae threat into execution. Atthe present rate it will not be many years 
before these splendid markets will be lost to England. The reason why is asked. 
It is easily answi manu- 


ered. The bad quality of the goods supplied by En 

facturers is the reason iuvaciably: — be for this y pen E of pet. Bo 4 

The New York Journal of Commerce of a recent date mentions the 
fact that a representative of a New York firm went out to Australia 
last summer and returned with orders amounting to $125,000. The 
same paper adds that it has lately published advices showing how, in 
certain branches of trade, American manufacturers are su ing 
the British in Australian markets. This tendency of trade is no 
doubt assisted by the circumstance that the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company has commenced to . 5 a line of steamers that brings 
. days nearer to New York and sixteen nearer to San Fran- 
cisco than it is to London, demonstrating the fact, too, that increased 
facilities for transportation is one of the main factors required to 
divert a large portion of the world’s commerce to our own shores, it 
being now carried past us under foreign flags to and from European 

rts. 


Pho islands planted over the broad ex of the Pacific Ocean 
must not be considered as unimportant objects of attention in a com- 
mercial point of view. The products of the greater portion of them 
are valuable, and, with a little attention, their trade, now mainly 
with England direct or through Australian ports, could be attracted 
to nearer markets in the United States. The people of those islands 
are more in sympathy with our Government than with that of any 
other country, and a little well-directed diplomacy would, by their 
own expressed choice, give us control of their commerce. 


OTHER MARKETS OF COMMERCIAL IMPORTANCE, 

But, sir, time will not admit, nor is it necessary on this occasion to 
go further into an investigation of the marketsnow open to the United 

tates for participation in the profits of the world’s international 
commerce in India, where our manufactured cottons and other goods 
are attracting attention, and where our domestic exports already 
reach in value from three and a half to ten million dollars per annum; 
in Africa, also, where they amount in value each year to over 
$3,000,000, a country containing two hundred million inhabitants, 
now being presented to the world for extended commerce through 
the enterprise of Stanley and other explorers; and in Central and 
Northern Europe and other important fields for increased trade and a 
profitable sale or exchange of commodities. 


UNITED STATES COMMERCIAL COMPETITION IN ENGLAND. 

It is a notable fact that the experiment of selling American manu- 
factures in the greatest manufacturing country in the world has 
already come to be considered a success on both sides of the Atlan- 
tic. We have bearded the lion in his own lair and have come off 
victorious. And if we can sell to advantage in that country which, 
of all others, has claimed to defy competition and become the work- 
shop of the world, are we not warranted in pushing our enterprise 
into other portions of the world where manufacturing establish- 
ments are comparatively few and imperfect ? 

That our manufacturers have successfally introduced their prod- 
ucts into the markets of Great Britain has already been conceded 
by the manufacturers and merchants of that country in the delibera- 
tions of their boards of trade and chambers of commerce. The Brit- 
ish press, too, acknowledges the fact. The British Trade Journal of 
a late date thus significantly remarks : 

Our American friends are prosecuting the business war with a spirit and reso- 
lution which bids fair to carry all before them. On every hand are they making 
their presence felt, and there is scarcely an important branch of British industry 


but what is by the invader. It is evident that no stone will be. left un- 
turned or means untried to secure for the products of American workshops an 


3 lish and colonial markets, and experience has taught 
us that once Aare seize a point of vantage they hold to it with Invincible 
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cutlery of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh flaunted 
3 — 


machinery to all purposes, and their labor- sa vances bring down the cost 
of production to 2 irreducible minimum. The boundiess xa their country 

D 
home of manufacturing 
industry. And when to these advantages is added the abe prop that protec- 
tion affords, it is inevitable that America should force its way into the van of man- 
ufacturing nations. 


The London Times, London Warehouseman, and Draper’s Trade 
Journal, and other leading publications are publishing similar arti- 
cles, and dwelling especially on the fact that American manufact- 
urers have attained a perfection in material and make of their goods 
that has enabled them to compete successfully with the products of 
British skill in their own manufacturing centers. American man- 
ufacturers need no better indorsement than this with which to go 
into competition with their British cousins in all the markets of the 
world and command success. 

UR PRESENT AND PROSPECTIVE POWER TO COMPETE SUCCESSFULLY IN THE MAR- 
KETS OF run WORLD. 

It is of very little use to know that there are open markets and a 
demand for manufactured goods, agricultural products, and other 
commodities, if we cannot command the means of supplying them. 
Let us see, then, just how the case stands, examine the extent of our 
present active power, and how far our capacities may be enlarged. 

And first, as to present ability, we have under our immediate con- 
trol a vast unimproved area of fertile soil, Of the cotton-producing 
acres in the Southern States not over 10 per cent. are under cultiva- 
tion. These lands are capable of E wealth. Cotton 
manufactures from the United States have become so popular abroad 
that they command ready sales, not only in England, but wherever 
they are introduced. Cotton goods are of universal use, and iu this 
article alone our opportunities for developing our export trade need 
scarcely have a limit. These States are also ucing a surplus prod- 
uct of tobacco, rice, &c., and the quantities are susceptible of a 
large increase. : 

Turning from the Southern to the Western, Northwestern, and Mid- 
dle States, and the Territories beyond them, we find extending across 
the continent thousands of miles of unimproved territory and mill- 
ions of acres of soi] capable of carrying heavy crops of cereals, the 
very staff of life, products that are in demand wherever there are 
months to feed. The cargoes of surplus wheat, corn, flour, beef, 
pork, lard, butter, &c., that now leave our shores may be multiplied 
an hundred-fold and find customers at remunerative prices. 

Another factor under immediate control as a means of 3 
the foreign commerce of the United States is the extent and advan 
condition of our manufacturing power. It has been shown in official 
reports and by other reliable statistical returns that the present ca- 
pacity of our manufacturing establishments for producing metallic, 
textile, and wood goods is at least 50 per cent. beyond the demand 
for home consumption. The increase in the number of manufactur- 
ing establishments and in the varieties of new and improved ma- 
chinery introduced during the years of the war, and subsequently 
each year till 1873, when an overstocked market without a foreign 
outlet arrested further developments, is almost beyond conception. 
Many of these establishments have not turned out a dollar’s worth 
of goods since the stoppage. Fifty per cent. of our iron and steel 
manufacturing establishments are idle to-day, and the spindles and 
looms of nearly as! u proportion of our mills are standing idle 
for want of orders. There is here, then, another powerful factor 
awaiting an extension of our foreign commerce, prepared to produce 
„ just such goods as are required in many of the markets 
abroad. 

Another means of immediate action at command is the large pro- 
portion of unemployed labor now in the country. When a surplus 
of products for home consumption closed the furnaces, founderies, and 
forges, the cotton and woolen mills, and other manufacturing estab- 
lishments, their doors were shat against their workmen, many of 
whom are yet upon the streets idle and penniless. Is it not a part at 
least of the duty of our statesmen and 1 7 tors to use every legiti- 
mate means to remedy these evils? Who can estimate the loss to 
the country, to say nothing of individual suffering, resulting from this 
depression ? 

or can we view with indifference, as an important ingredient in 
a competitive race for a share, if not a control, in the international 
commerce of the world, our vast resources in coal, ores, oils, and 


other underground products, indispensable in the manufacture and 
l of commodities for export. Our treasures in iron and 
coal alone, two of the most important articles in the development of 
manufacturing industries, are more abundant than have yet been 
known to exist in any other portion of the globe; and it requires 
only the brain and muscle of well-developed industry to make these 
3 the instruments in the increase of our commercial power 
abroad. 

Anothér requisite under our immediate control is an abundance of 
capital. While individuals may be cramped for want of cash to meet 
present demands upon them, it is not because there is not an abun- 
dance of unemployed — in the country, but because they have 
nothing tangible with which to command the required means. There 
is to-day pag of money in the country, of which hundreds of mill- 
ions are lying idle and seeking safe investment. The revival of a 
healthy trade abroad will stimulate our industries at home and brin 
to the light of day from the locked vaults of our banking-houses 
the capital required for legitimate and well-directed enterprise. 

There is another essential ingredient in prosecuting a successful 
foreign trade already under our control, although, like our cash, it is to 
a certain extent lying dormant for want of a proper stimulant to 
bring it into active operation. I refer to our natural but now latent 
enterprise as a nation. This characteristic of our people is well 
known and has become proverbial the world over. But the sudden 
crisis a few years ago and subsequent if slingoisr in business have 
produced a corresponding inaction that not yet been wholly 
removed. This is, however, but temporary. The principle still 
remains and is again coming to the surface. A return to specie ex- 
changes and a little wise legislation in the proper direction on the 
part of the present Congress will restore 8 and tend largely 
to revive those energies which have done so much in the past for our 
individual and national p ity. 

Here, then, we have at our command powerful resources in agri- 
cultural and mineral products, in manufacturing favilities and in 
skilled labor, wealth, and enterprise. These are important factors in 
the power of the United States to compete successfully for the inter- 
national commerce of the world. 

But there are indispensable uisites in which the nation is 
deficient, and which must be supplied in order to secure any con- 
siderable increase in our foreign trade. First among these is an 

ENLARGEMENT OF OUR MERCHANT MARINE. 

One of the greatest barriers to be overcome before the merchants and 
manufacturers of this country can compete successfully in the inter- 
national commerce of the world is the meagerness of our merchant 
marine as compared with that of other competing nations. The 
investigations of a select committee of the House of Representatives 
appointed in 1869 to report irae canes of the great renegon 2 Amer- 
ican tonnage engaged in orei. ret bp g trade, and the great 
depression of the navigation 8 of the country, resulted in a 
report that should have received more attention than it has yet com- 
manded. It is to be hoped that the present session of Congress will 

ive this subject all of the consideration which its importance 
emands. This is neither a party nor a political question, but one 
of general and vital interest to the whole country. 
have already referred briefly to some of the causes which led to 
the depression of our merchant marine. Previous to the rebellion, as 
shwon, there was a steady increase of our ocean tonnage. From 1830 
to 1840 it was about 60 per cent.; from 1840 to 1830, 75 per cent. ; 
from 1850 to 1860; 60 per cent. Our tonn engaged in the foreign 
carrying trade in 1861 was 2,642,628 tons, while that of England was 
3,179,683 tons, giving us the second place in rank among nations in 
the extent of our ocean tonnage, while we were acknowledged to be 
in advance and the superior of all in the proficiency which we had 
attained in the science of naval architecture and in the efficiency of 
our mercantile marine. It may well be remarked that itis difficult 
to realize that our country, which in little more than half a century, 
endingin 1860, had reached the very foremost rank of maritime nations, 
when our ships and “trim Baltimore schooners, and rakish barks. 
with Stars and 155 oe floating gallantly from their lofty spars, vexed 
every sea,” had in less than a decade lost nearly half its merchant 
shipping and all its maritime prestige. It is not too much to say, as 
has been remarked, that we “ then stood debating whether we should 
without a st le yield all, and become the mere commercial de- 
some of the nation for whose advantage we had been thus 
poiled and redneed.” = 

From 1861 to 1866 our tonnage engaged in the foreign trade de- 
creased 1,149,902 tons, or more than 43 per cent., while Great Brit- 
ain in the same time genet 986,715 tons, or more than 30 per cent. 
Even this statement does not show the full extent of our relative 
loss as compared with Great Britain, her increase being largely in 
steamers, one ton of which class of vessels is equal in efficiency to at 
least three tons of sail-vessels, while by substituting to a great ex- 
tent iron for wood as building material, a still further advanta 
was gained over us in her much larger e of iron vessels, doubly 
as durable as those of wood. The increase of steam-vessels in Great 
Britain during the period alluded to was 275,988 tons, making an ad- 
dition in efficiency over our sailing-ships of at least five hundred 
thousand tons. So that taking into account the durability and effi- 
ciency of the tonnage added by Great Britain to her merchant ma- 
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rine from 1860 to 1866, it would probably equal an increase of 50 per 
cent. of sail-vessels. 

In the competition for the freighting business the tendency now 
is to seek direct routes and by steam communication to combine 
mail and passenger transportation with that of merchandise. This 
secures a way business that cannot be controlled by sailing-vessels, 
which can only carry advantageously between two points. In adopt- 
ing this policy Great Britain has succeeded in monopolizing a Ee 
portion of the mail, passenger, and freighting business in-all the 

Tincipal portions of the world. She has nine or more lines between 
erica, North and South; two between British America and En- 
land; one between Halifax and Nassau, with connecting lines be- 
ewan Halifax, Newfoundland, the Bahamas, and New York, and a 
line between Liverpool, New Orleans, and Balize; three lines from 
Southampton to the Gulf of Mexico, taking in Tampico, Aspinwall, 
and Puerto Cabello; also, from Falmouth and Southampton, one to 
Rio de Janeiro, calling at northern ports; one to Buenos Ayres, and 
a third one to Montevideo; also, four lines from Panama, one of 
which goes down the Pacific coast to Valparaiso and the chief inter- 
mediate ports, and one to ports in Central America; one is a local 
line running to neighboring ports, and the fourth goes to New Zea- 
land, connecting with an Australian line to Sidney and Melbonrne. 
She has two lines from Southampton to all the principal ports on the 
west coast of Africa; one line from Southampton to Gibraltar, 
through the Mediterranean, touching at Malta and other points, to 
Port Said, through the Suez Canal, the Red Sea, across the Arabian 
Sea to Bombay and Ceylon, there connecting with the New Zealand 
and Australian line from Panama, thus completing the circle, takin, 
all the leading Indian ports, Singapore, Penang, Hong-Kong, an 
Shanghai. Besides these there are a number of other British lines 
to various parts of the world, and a new one is contemplated be- 
tween Panama and San Francisco and thence to Shanghai. 

This vast network of ocean steam navigation has been procured 
mainly through subsidies for carrying the mails, as are also many of 
the French lines, the two nations having in these establishments 
many of the l best steamships afloat. 

The French tlantic Company run three lines to New York, 
West Indies, Vera Cruz, and Aspinwall. This company was paid a 
direct subsidy of $1,000,000 by the French government and a loan of 
$5,000,000, the latter to be paid back by returning annually 10 per 
cent. of the amount received for carrying the eet 2 the balance, 90 

r cent., to be retained by the company as an additional subsidy. 

e French have other lines running to Mediterranean ports, to Algiers, 
to Alexandria, and Port Said, and through the canal to the east 
coast of Africa, leading points in the Indian Seas and on to Cochin 
China, thus tapping with the other lines named the chief avenues 
of commercial p rity in North and Central America, the West 
Indies, Africa, and of farther Asia. 

In addition to this array of English and French steam navigation, 
Germany, Austria, Italy, Holland, and Spain are actively engaged in 
similar enterprises for a share of the international commerce of the 
world, favored by direct or indirect subsidies by their respective 
governments. 

The United States only seems to have dropped out of the race. 
Even our own products are carried abroad and our imports are 
brought to us mainly in foreign bottoms, as the following table 
forcibly shows, while our ship-yards are idle, the capital is turned 
into other channels, and the workmen are either idle or have en- 

d in other pursuits, and in many cases have left the country to 
Hoi employment elsewhere. 


Table showing theamount of American and foreign tonnage entered the ports 
of the United States from foreign countries in 1830, 1840, 1850, and 
rom 1860 to 1877, both inclusive. 


WDZ EAN 907, 227 191.900 885,8 7 80 120 
8 1,576,946 | 712 8 8 88 689 31.1 
8 2.574.016 1,773.0 797 3 50.2 40.8 
1860. -| 5,921,985 | 2.353 911 -| 7.6] 284 
1501. 35.023 517 2 217, 534 65.4] 30.6 
1862. 5,117,685 | 2,245, 278 -| 695] 30.5 
1863. 4,614, 693 | 2, 640, 378 --| 66| 36.4 
1864... 3.068. 434 3,471,219 404,785 | 47.0 520 
S 2, 943, 651 | 3, 216, 967 273,306 | 47.8 522 
1866. -| 3,372,060 | 4,410, 424 1,033,364] 443 56.7 
1867. 3, 455,052 | 4,313, 673 sea 621 44.4] 55.6 
1868. 3,550,550 | 4, 495, 465 944,915 | 441] 55.9 
1869. 3, 402, 688 | 5, 347, 694 |. 1,945,026 | 39.0] 610 
1870... 3, 486, 038 | 5,669, 621 |. 2.183.583 380| 620 
F 3,742,740 | 6,266, 444 252 704 37.3| 627 
1872... 3, 771, 846 | 7, 094,577 |. 3,322,731 | 347 65.3 
1873. 3,612,631 | 8,083, 086 |. 4,470,455 | 30.0] 70.0 
1874. 3.893, 725 | 9, 197,829 |. 5. 304. 104 D. 7 70.3 
1825. 3,573,950 | 8,118, 860 4,544,910] 30.5] 69.5 
1870 3,611, 436 | 8.899. 312 5,257,876 | 28 J. 2 
e 3, 663, 403 9. 791, 386 6,197,983 | 272! 728 


ariy to and from New isp: ane now more 

em mainly supported by our foreign commerce, American passen- 
and the United States mails. The pecuniary loss to this country, 

in each decade, by the diversion of this traffic from American ships 

amounts to over $300,000,000. 

The select committee of the House of Representatives, of which 
Hon. John Lynch, of Maine, was chairman, appointed to examine 
into the causes of the reduction of American tonnage, made a very 
careful inquiry into the extent of our pecuniary losses caused by 
Fiat Fe e, our carrying trade to the ships of other nations. They 
found that the estimated value of the to of the United States, 
engaged in the foreign carrying trade, in 1861 was 8108,347, 748, the esti- 
mated gross yearly earnings of which were 33} per cent., or $36,115,916. 
In 1869 the estimated value of the same tonnage was $70,488,945 and 
the estimated earnings $23,496,315, a net loss in yearly earnings of 
this interest of $12,619,601. The increase in gross earnings of this 
class of tonnage from 1850 to 1860 was $14,719,397, or 73 per cent. 
Taking the same ratio of increase from 1860 to 1869, say 65 per 
cent., we should have in 1869, $47,417,643. The actual amount of 

earnings was $23,496,315, or a net annual loss, in co nence 
of the decline of our ocean commerce, of $33,921,328, amounting to 
$339,213,280 in a single decade. 

Thus while we decline to subsidize lines of steamships of our own 
or remit the duties on imported materials and stores required in their 
construction and outfit, we are subsidizing British, French, and German 
lines to a tenfold greater extent. European subsidized steamships 
are, in case of war, subject to call by the governments where they 
are owned, as ours also would be if we had them. So that while we 
grudgingly appropriate $20,000,000, or thereabouts, annually for our 
own Navy we are practically paying more for the support of the 
navies of England and France than we are for the support of that 
branch of our defense. These are unpleasant facts to lay before 
Congress and the country, yet they admit of mathematical demon- 
stration and cannot be ignored. 


There were in 1869 eighty-nine foreign steamships running regu- 
than one 8 all of 


THE REMEDY PROPOSED. 


There are manifestly no means within the power of the Govern- 
ment or the people, or in the efforts of both combined, by which we 
may suddenly regain our former rank among maritime nations and 
our legitimate of the world’s commerce, The other t 
nations have gained a foothold and formed connections in all the 
principal markets, thus for the time securing a firm grasp of the 
trade. But nations are growing and commerce is expanding; new 
combinations are forming and e ed opportunities are presented 
for international traffic. The field will widen as we find ourselves 
in a condition to occupy it. We want ships, ships, ships, and we 
must have them ; not by nying back those that were sold and sailed 
under foreign flags during and since the war, nor by admitting to 
registry foreign-built vessels; and this for good and substantial 
reasons, But, first, by the most erous enactments of Con 
for remission of the duties upon foreign entering into the 
construction and equipment of vessels of all kinds to be built and 
cae aN stores for vessels sailing to foreign ports. Second, by 
li subsidies to steamship lines m by responsible com- 

anies, running on approved routes. Third, by an advance of money 
in certain cases to reliable companics, to be employed in the con- 
struction of ships designed to carry the mails, the money to be re- 
turned by service thus rendered. 

There are other ways in which aid may be given, and will be if the 
question is met in the proper spirit; but those which I have named 
are simple, easily accomplished, and reasonable, and, if put in opera- 
tion, they will at once revive our ship-building and marine indus- 


tries. 

But it will not do to stop hére. The people generally should take 
a personal interest and pride in the prospective revival of this indus- 
try. Associated effort exercises wonderful power in sustaining and 
stimulating this branch of industry. There is a large seaboard 
town in Nova Scotia, Yarmonth, the inhabitants of which are largely 
from the United States. Yarmouth has more tonnage afloat, accord- 
ing to its population, probably than any other portion of the world. 
Nearly every family owns stock in ships, not much it may be in many 
cases, but all their surplus funds are so invested. The ship is built, 
goes off on a voyage, or a series of foreign voyages, and returns in a 
year, or it may be in t years. Her earnings are carefully ascer- 
tained and divided pro rata among the shareholders. Thè proceeds 
are put into materials for another vessel. She sails with a cargo to 
England, and is sold there. The procesas are divided pro rata 
among tho fifty or more owners and another ship is immediately 
commenced, perhaps two of them. The people are all . 
under this principle of association. The plan admits of extende 
application, and if generally adopted in the United States, as it has 
been to some extent in Maine, it would create an enthusiasm over 
this branch of our industries that could not fail to be productive of 
excellent results. < 


NECESSITY FOR SHORTER AND BETTER TRANSPORTATION ROUTES OVER LAND AND 
OCEAN. 


Next in importance to increase of sail and steamships is that of 
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increased facilities for transportion by land and water. In thestrug- 


gle for supremacy in the markets of the world quick and cheap trans- 
portation are indispensable aids to success. While we have in recent 
ears done much to extend and improve our means of transportation 
tatnen theinterior and the seaboard in many sections of the Union, 
there is much yet to be accomplished. In this work it will not do 
for Congress to stand aloof. The greatest glory of the late Emperor 
of France was achieved by his sady effort to improve his empire in 
its public works and industries and thus afford opportunities for the 
iakeat and advancement of his subjects. 
cent investigations by the select committee of the United States 
Senate on transportation routes to the seaboard have demonstrated 
the fact that there is great necessity for enlarged facilities of trans- 
portation in almost every section of the country. Competition abroad 
cannot be successfully established and carried on unless this impedi- 
ment of slow and expensive inland transportation is removed. Labor 
is now abundant and cheap, and Congress cannot withhold its aid 
in this direction without seriously affecting the vital interests of the 


whole country. The committee’s reports on the subject of quicker | Gy 
and better means of transportation are so fall and complete that it is | Cupica 


not necessary here to do more than urge upon this House the neces- 
sity for giving early attention to the duty of affording such aid as 
the importance of the matter demands. 


THE DARIEN SHIP-CANAL. j- 
As a means of shortening ocean routes the pro ship-canal to 
connect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans will readily be conceded to 


be the greatest e of the age. The completion of this work 
would give to the United States advantages in the race for a share of 
the world’s commerce that no other competing nations could com- 
mand. It would bring almost to our doors not only the markets 
along the entire eastern coast of the Pacific from Cape Horn, taking 
in South and Central America, Mexico, California, British Columbia, 
and on to Behring Strait and the Russian Empire, but also of Japan, 
China, Australia, and the entire range of islands in the Pacific, and 

lace the United States in easy competition in the markets of India. 

lready the American system of railways is attracting much atten- 
tion in British India, China, and Japan, and by the aid of a ship- 
canal across the Isthmus of Darien we could command an immense 
and highly profitable trade in supplying the greater portion of their 
railway plant. And not this alone. Our general commerce with all 
these maritime nations would increase rapidly until it reached the 
limit of our ability to meet the demand. 

The practicability of constructing a canal is no longer a mooted 
question. The recent surveys authorized by the American Govern- 
ment, and prosecuted to completion under the direction of Com- 
mander Thomas O. Selfridge, United States Navy, and others, have 
definitely settled that point. Different routes were proposed, and the 
most feasible have been explored, including the 1 Hon- 
duras, Nicaragua, igen is EAE, Truando, Napipi, and Darien. 
The latter has been deci N as the best, for many substantial 
reasons. Among these are the following: shortness of canal line; 
almost entire excavation in rock, a material that admits of a closer 
estimate of cost than any other; simplicity of engineering opera- 
tions; absence of swamp lands; but one river to cross; 8 
ness of the greater portion of the route; freedom from volcanic 
traces and earthquakes, and an excellent harbor at either end of the 
paenga The route for ships from the Atlantic: pass into Columbia 

arbor; thence up the magnificent Atrato River one hundred and 
fifty miles, its depth affording twenty-eight feet of water the entire 
distance ; thence through a ship-canal twenty-eight miles in length. 
Of this, twenty-two miles are over a plain, three miles of moderate 
deep cutting, and three miles of tunneling, terminating in the Bay 
of Chiri-Chiri, Cupica, United States of Colombia. 

The proposed dimensions of the canal are a depth of twenty-five 
feet, working width at surface seventy-two feet, about the same as 
that of the Suez canal; tunnel one hundred and twelve feet high, 
breadth above water surface eighty-seven feet. Cost of canal and im- 
provements at the harbors, carefully estimated in detail, $48,466,997. 
ane oy a cent. for contingencies, and the entire cost is only 

f , 


The soil over the entire route is said to be superior; the one 
hundred and fifty miles along the Atrato River being an alluvial plain 
without rockor hill. There is the usual rainy season, but the climate, 
for health, is represented to be superior to that of any other portion 
of the Isthmus. During several months the surveying party camped 
a great portion of the time in the open air, often sleeping on the 
ground without any covering but their clothing. The expedition 
consisted of two hundred and seventy-six men, among whom there 
was but one death, and that by accidental drowning. 

I have said this much to show the practicability of this enterprise ; 
and had not the financial crisis of 1873 overtaken and prostrated our 
industries, I believe I am safe in ing the Darien ship-canal would 
to-day have been well advanced toward completion. 

The following tables, prepared under the direction of Commander 
T. O. Selfridge, are significant as showing the distances from Cupica 


to important maritime ports, and also the time saved by this route | try 


between New York and the places named. The time required in pass- 


ing through the Atrato River and canal from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific be about three days: 


Times and distances in nautical miles—sailing routes. 
October to April. | April to October, 


Direct distance. 
Average distance. 


Fd 8 
i E 
Å A 
Miles. | Mites. 
e 55.0 | 8145 | 8.510] 50. 0 
60.0 | 10,000 | 10,280 | 62. 0 
66.5 | 10,650 | 11,020 | 66.0 
8 58.0 | 9,750 | 10,010 | 60.0 
P 56.0 | 9,810 | 10,110 | 60.0 
„ 63.0 | 10,060 | 10,380 | 62.0 
58.0 91110 | 9,350 57.0 
PPP ERY 64.5 | 10,840 | 10,080 | 65.0 
32.0 4,950 | 5,220 | 33.0 
30| 4150| 4320 | 30.0 
Sabiai aa 33.0 | 4,050 | 4.310 | 29.0 
pias a AS, 36.0 | 5,170 | 5,550 | 36.0 


NOTE.—" Direct distance” indicates the distance measured on the usual route of 
sailing-vessels ; average distance,” the distance usually actually sailed. 


Table showing the gain in distance and time by sailing-vessels between the 
port of New York, via the Darien ship-canal and the places named. 


s 
= 
> 


New York 250 
New Tork. . Callao. do 4, 300 
New Tork. . Honolulu. do 7. 100 
New Tork. San Francisco. do 7,370 
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It has been suggested that the construction of a ship-canal across 
the Isthmus of Darien should be the joint work of the United States 
and one or more of the Euro powers. But while it would be 
open to all under proper tariff regulations, it seems to me that its 
construction should be an American enterprise and mainly at the 
expense of the United States Government, with such financial aid as 
South and Central American governments might be disposed to afford 
or private enterprise to contribute. Initiative steps must be taken 
by our own Government, and I am clearly of the opinion that Con- 

should not delay carrying the work into operation. With our 
public debt materially reduced in principal and interest and the 
revenues of the country in a satisfactory condition, why should longer 
delay be required? We have established our credit and shown our 
ability to discharge our public debt at a very rapid rate, and if nec- 
essary the yearly reduction of that debt might be lessened or even 
suspended for a few years, and the money applied to the construction 
of the ship-canal, from which, in the present effort to extend our 
foreign commerce, the grandest results may reasonably be expected. 

SETILE OUR FINANCIAL POLICY. 

Another essential to our future prosperity and success is that our 
financial policy should be settled on some basis which will meet the 
approval of a majority of all classes of our people. 

ow this is to be done is of course an all-important question. Tome 
it seems a not very difficult task if only the conservative men in the 
country will strive to get on to some common ground which can be 
occupied without injury to either the creditor or debtor classes. For 
one I would by legal enactment give a construction to the resump- 
tion act which would retain as a part of the circulation of the coun- 
$300,000,000 of our United States notes with the same legal-tender 
qualities which they now possess, and I would utilize our vast silver 
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product as money, as dollars, making them of such value and fine- 
ness that they would circulate side by side with our gold dollars. 
This would bring resumption of specie payments at once, and with 
that resumption would come to this people, instead of bankruptcy 
and ruin to their commercial and manufacturing interests, an era of 
unexampled prosperity and progress, in which they would rebuild 
their ee e acquire new and increased wealth, and regain their 
old position in the carrying trade and commerce of the world. 
CONCLUSION. 

Mr. Speaker, I have but imperfectly presented our present condi- 
tion and necessities in reference to the ocean shipping and Ones 
trade of the United States. If I have so presented it as tosecure for 
it from Congress the attention and action which it deserves, and 
which the country reasonably expects it will receive, I have accom- 
plished my object. 3 

Against all the difficulties encountered it is gratifying to know that 
our exports haye during the last decade steadily increased; but the 
profits derived from the carrying trade of the United States have 
swelled the annual ng of other nations. It is not too late, how- 
ever, to recover our lost prestige upon the ocean. The indications 
now are that our rope are becoming aroused to their true interests 
in this matter and that increased efforts will be crowned with that 
sure success which is invariably the reward of well-directed enter- 


rise. 
p The times are propitious. The President, in his recent m to 
Congress, refers to the fact that we are at peace with all the world, 
and states that the republics of South and Central America and the 
Empire of Brazil have by their goyernments and people manifested 
a disposition to reciprocate our efforts in the direction of increased 
commercial intercourse. Referring more directly to the present con- 
dition of United States foreign commerce and ocean shipping, the 
President said: 

The commerce of the United States with foreign nations, and pepon the ex- 
eee hares Raa yy — 598 1 


es on this 
ment that our own shipping interest should receive, to the utmost practical extent, 
the benefit of our commerce with other lands. These considerations are forcibly 
by all the large commercial cities of the reagent and public attention is gen- 


and wi attracted to the solution of the problems they t. It is not 
doubled 192 605 will take them up in the broadest spirit of liberality and 
respond to the public demand by practical legislation upon important su! 


Will not Congress receive ee from these timely suggestions, 
if not from the necessities of the working classes, and by its action 
set our ship-yards astir in the construction of wood and iron ships? 
No country is more bountifully supplied with the necessary materials, 
wood, iron, and copper, or with a better quality of brain, bone, and 
sinew, with which to utilize these gifts of nature. 

Many of our maritime cities are moving in an effort to reach a larger 
range of foreign markets and sell more abroad; and manufactur- 
ing centers in the interior are manifesting a similar spirit. Under the 
auspices of the new organization known as the Associated Industries of 
the United States, much good is sare | accomplished in this direction 
in Pennsylvania and elsewhere. A five-million-dollar contract has 
been taken by capitalists in Pennsylvania to construct a railway of 
one hundred and eighty miles in Brazil. Other contracts of a sim- 
ilar nature are now in negotiation between American contractors and 
the Brazilian 13238 The Russian government has just con- 
tracted with Philadelphia manufacturers for forty heavy lass 
locomotive en: 3 in value to half amilliòn dollars. Pitts- 
burgh has called for and held a commercial convention in Washing- 
ton with the view of devising means to increase our ocean shipping 
and foreign commerce. 

The manufacturers of Pittsburgh are enlarging their foreign ship- 
ments of engines, rails, nails, glassware, &c. Messrs. John h & 
Sons, the great steamship bu at Chester, Pennsylvania, are in 
negotiation with capitalists to put on a line of steamers between 
Philadelphia or New York and Brazil, to fori freight, passengers, 
and mails. In aid of this enterprise it is stated, on A authority, 
that a subsidy of $100,000 per annum, for ten years, has been voted 
by the Brazilian cabinet. n is striving to increase her merchant 
marine and expand her foreign commerce. New Orleans, Saint Louis, 
and western capitalists are making efforts to establish a steam line 
between the Gulf cities and South American ports, thus bringing the 
. Valley and the markets of the southern continent into 
closer relations, and enabling the Southern and Western States to 
participate more fully in our foreign trade. And last, but not least, 
the State Department at Washington has forwarded commercial eir- 
culars to our consuls abroad, urging the necessity, on their part, of 
calling attention to the character of American agricultural and man- 
ufactured products, and of informing our Government of the wants 
of the markets in their respective localities. This is a judicious 
movement, and cannot fail to be productive of excellent results. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, the question presses itself home upon the bet- 
ter judgment of every man upon the floor of this House: Will Con 
meet those private and official efforts by legislation that will un- 
loose the fetters that are now binding the energies of our ship-builders 
and give them an opportunity to provide the tonnage necessary to 
carry our surplus products abroad and bring back the returns in 


goods or goa or will it withhold the needed relief and compel us 
as a people to continue to be, as we are now, “the hewers of wood 
and drawers of water” for those nations that have monopolized our 
e ADA and are enriching themselves at our expense? Thisis 
the problem the people are looking to this Congress to solve, in the full 
light of their necessities and our opportunity to aid them by judi- 
cious legislation. 

History teaches that the scepter of commercial and financial suprem- 
acy rests with those nations who control the carrying trade and com- 
merce of the world. Who has not read of Venice, Genoa, Holland, 
and who not of England,“ mistress of the seas?” But it also incul- 
cates the lesson that this scepter is not held by prerogative, but can 
be won and held by national and individual enterprise. Shall we 
not, then, with all our grand resources, strive to wrest that scepter 
from other hands, and secure to this nation that maritime and com- 
mercial prestige which our position and means justify us in claiming 


as within the reach of well-directed enterprise? 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, obtained the floor, and said: On Mon- 
day immediately after the morning hour I shall ask the House to go 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of continuing the dis- 
cussion upon this bill. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

PRINTING OF TESTIMONY, ETC. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk. It provides in another form for what has already been 
ordered, and will cost no additional expense. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on in the State Department be au- 
thorized to have ted such papers, ts, and testimony as 8 
Dn and said committee be further authorized to divide and arrange in 


separate parts to suit their convenience all such testimony and other matters and 
have the snc ao printed. A * 


Mr. CON GER. Is it proposed to print this in a separate form? 

Mr. SPRINGER, What BrP e is to print the testimony and 
other matters relating to different subjects in different documents. 
It makes no additional expense. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Instead of having one big volume it 
will be broken up in different parts, 

Mr. CONGER. Does it all relate to the same matters? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It relates to different subjects. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The committee are investigating 
several different bia toe 

Mr. DUNNELL. This testimony has been taken by a subcommit- 
tee, and has not been reported tothe general committee ; and I must 
object to the printing of any testimony that has been taken by a sub- 
committee which has not yet been brought to the attention of the 
whole committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The order has already been made and the printing 
is being done. This is the only change made: that the testimony, &c., 
relating to different subjects be put in different pamphlets. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the resolution pa authority 
to print whatever the committee see fit to print. I object to the 
present consideration of the resolution. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. The order to print has already been made. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. The part of the resolution, leaving it discre- 
tionary with the committee to print what they may deem necessary, 
is objectionable, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That order has already been made. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a very singular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR BILL. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the 
diplomatic and consular bill be reprinted. The first supply of the 
bill is exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

COMMUNICATION BETWEEN COLORADO AND NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER pro ospori; by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copies of re- 
pora of existing and required lines of communication between South 

olorado and Northern New Mexico ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ARSENAL GROUNDS IN INDIANAPOLIS. 

The SPEAKER prò tempore also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Chiefof Ordnance, concerning an assessment for light- 
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ing the streets south of the United States arsenal grounds in Indian- 
apolis; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CARLISLE, for one week, on account of important business; 


and 

To Mr. Swann, for Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, of next 
week. 

Mr. HARTZELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of a committee of type-founders 
from Philadelphia and New York, that the duty on foreign type may 
remain specific and not be changed toad valorem—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of the publisher of the New 
Albany (Indiana) Deutsche Zeitung, for the abolition of the duty on 


ppro the same committee. 

y Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of type-founders of New York 
and other cities of the United States, that the tariff on type remain 
unchanged—to the same committee, 


Also, the petition of William M. Thomas and others, of Brooklyn, 
New York, against reviving the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. D. RD: The petition of D. G. Green and 51 other citi- 
zens of Noble County, Ohio, that the tariff on wool and woolen goods 
remain unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Iowa, for a commis- 
sion of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of type-founders of the United States, that the 
duty on remain unchanged—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DICKEY : A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Dunbarton to Cherry Fork, Ohio—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, ask- 
ing that the Fort Ripley military reservation be opened to settle- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 

st discriminations in railroad freights on interstate roads—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina: A paper 1 the estab- 
lishment of a post-route between Jackson Hill and New Prospect, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Reuben Boynton and other citizens 
of Westborough „Massachusetts, for a commission of inquiry concern- 
ing the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5 Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of type-founders of New 
York and other cities of the United States, that the tariff on type re- 
main unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. : The petition of the founders of the United 
States, that in order to prevent fraud in the introduction of foreign 
type into the United States the duty may remain a specific one, as 
in the bill now before Congress, and not be changed to an ad valorem 
duty—to the same committee. 

‘Also, the petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against 
reviving the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARTRI DGE: Memorial of a committee of delegates from 
the municipalities of Norfolk, Charleston, Port Royal, Savannah, 
Darien, Brunswick, Saint Mary's, Fernandina, Jacksonville, Saint 
Augustine, Cedar Keys, and Pensacola, in reference to quarantine reg- 
ulations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYES: The petition of the type-founders of the United 
States, that the duty on type remain unchanged—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for 
the extension of time to the Northern Pacific Railroad—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking the comple- 
tion, of the breakwater and entrance to the harbor of refuge at Stur- 
geon Bay, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the establish- 


ment of a route and tri-weekly mail between White Hall and 
Eau Claire, Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. HUNGEI:FORD: The petition of citizens of Hornellsville, 
New York, for the repeal of the war taxes imposed on national, State, 
and savings banks—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of the publisher of the Times, Gou- 
verneur, New York, for abolition of the duty on type to the same com- 


mittee. - 
By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of Mr. O. A. Williams and 105 
others, that the tariff on wool remain unchanged—to the same com- 
mittee. 
By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petitition of the publisher of the Golden 


ae e Francisco, California, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of J. K. Melntyre, McKee, Weakly 
& Co., George Kneesley, and other wholesale and retail grocers, for a 
uniform duty on sugars—to the same committee. p 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Resolutions of the General Assembly of Penusyl- 
vania, in relation to the passage of an act to provide for equity in the 
rates of freight upon certain property carried by railroads and b 
a means of transportation—to the Committee on Railways an 

anals. 

By Mr. PEDDIE: Resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
relating to American shipping—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PUGH: The petition of Elizabeth A. Van Pelt, for com- 
pensation for property taken and used by the United States authori- 
ties—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of the publisher of the Allen 
County (Ohio) Democrat, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Mem- 
his, Tennessee, in favor of a subsidy for a line of steamers from 
ew Orleans to Rio Janeiro, Brazil—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Gallatin (Tennessee) 
Examiner and Tennessean and of the Springfield (Tennessee) Reeord 


for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 
eans, 
By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of 46 citizens of Ashe County, 


North Carolina, against abolishing the western judicial distriet of 
said State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of Samuel Bentz, for the exten- 
sion of a patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of type-founders of the United States, 
against a redaction of the tariff on type—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of the Cincinnati Society of Natu- 
ral History, favoring the adoption of the metric system of weights 
and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Georgia: The petition of the publisher of the 
Albany (Georgia) News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of citizens of Christian County, 
Illinois, for the establishment of a post- route from Bdinburgh, by way 
of Bolivia, to Mechanicsbargh, Illinois to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART: Resolutions of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
favoring the opovag of the Fort Ripley reservation to entry under 
the homestead laws—to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio : The petition of 3,000 workingmen of 
Cleveland, Ohio, for the of Mr. Wrights bill granting aid to 
settlers on homesteads furnished by the Government—to the same 
committee. f 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of soldiers of the 
war of 1861 of Argyle, New York, that soldiers discharged for disease 
may have the same bounty as those discharged for wounds—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of Wooten & Co. and 
other grocers, of Louisville, Kentucky, that the tariff on sugar be 
fixed at so much per pound, without regard to color or 5 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 11, 1878. 


Prager by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

Torapa of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
prov 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in response to n resolution of the 
28th ultimo, concerning securities taken by the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company for aid afforded to the Colorado Central and other 
railroads, &.; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolation of the ‘Senate 
of the 18th ultimo, a copy of a report of Major C. R. Suter, Corps of 
Engineers, on the condition of the works for removing a bar in the 
Arkansas River near Fort Smith, Arkansas; which was referred 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. r 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the Sth instant, an estimate of the amount of money neces- 
sary to be appropriated to enable the Government to coin both gold 
and silver at the United States mint in the city of Denver, Colorado; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Edward Perry, 
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers, pray- 
ing for at: increase of pension and for arrears of pension; which was 
soured to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
church of Saxonville, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of William C. Cornwell and others, 


remonstrating against the pro transfer of the life-saving serv- 
ice from 3 to the Navy Department; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of the Baptist 
church of Clinton, Wisconsin, signed by the pastor, praying for the 
appointment, of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. McMILLAN presented a resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, in favor of the passage of an act by Congress authorizing the 
lands of the Fort Ripley reservation ta be entered under the pre- emp- 
tion and homestead laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. FERRY presented a memorial of James A. Venn and 50 othe: 
citizens of Leland, Michigan, remonstrating against the roposed 
transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy 
De ent; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

. WINDOM presented a resolution of the Minnesota State Horti- 
cultural Society, in favor of the passage of an act to provide for send- 
ing a commissioner to examine the forests of Europe; which was 
1 to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Reuben Boynton and other 
citizens of Westborough, Massachusetts, and the petition of the First 
prety ede Unitarian church of East Bridgewater, Massachusetts 
si y the pastor, praying for the appointment of a commission o 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. . 
Mr. DAWES presented the petition of S. F. Root & Company, citi- 
zens of Berkshire, Massachusetts, and the petition of Samuel Baxter 
Taylor, of Franklin County, Massachusetts, praying for an amend- 
ment to the fifteenth section of the “act to revise, consolidate and 
amend the laws relating to pensions,” approved March 3, 1873, extend- 
ing the time of limitation for obtaining arrears of pension until the 
4th day of July, 1880; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also presented the petition of the Congregational church of 
Bernardston, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
trafiic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DORSEY presented a memorial of the mayor and city council 
of Fort Smith, Arkansas, in favor of an appropriation for the removal 
of the sand bar in the Arkansas River opposite that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present the petition of J. E. Boyd, Ezra Mil- 
lard, W. W. Lowe, Thomas L. Kimball, and C. W. Hamilton, a com- 
mittee of the citizens of Omaha, Nebraska, praying for the establish- 
ment of a branch mint in that city. In this memorial there appear 
certain statistics in relation to the amount of business done at the 
Omaha works for smelting gold and silver ore, which are the largest 
and best appointed works in the United States. I should like to call 
attention to a few figures in reference to it. The base bullion ship 
over the Union Pacific Railroad during the year 1875 amounted in 
value to $50,379.071. Of this amount, 304,605 were shipped to 
Omaha; nothing was shipped to Chicago; $4,450,835 were shipped to 
Saint Louis; $3,194,910 to Mansfield, Ohio; something over $100,000 
to Boston and $3,000,000 and something over to New York; $12,394,736 
to Newark, New Jersey ; $211,420 to Baltimore. 

‘Thus it will be seen that in the shipments of base bullion the total 
going to Omaha was more than to all other points combined, being 
over 52 per cent. of the total shipments of bullion. The shipments to 
and through Omaha in 1866 amounted to $56,733,702, and in 1877, out of 
a total production of $98,000,000 in the whole country, Omaha alone 
han over $60,000,000. A very large proportion of this enormous 
shipment to Omaha was stop there for smelting. Had it been 
shipped to Kansas City, or Saint Lonis, or Chicago, or Indianapolis, 
the additional cost of transportation for this amount which sto pon at 
Chicago, and which was put in a condition to be coined, would have 
been about $100,000, and if shipped to Philadelphia the additional 
cost would have been $200,000. I state these points for the present 
information of the Senate, and to call the attention of the committee 
to them particularly, with the hope that they may be considered care- 
fully when this subject is before them. If the element of economy is 
to weigh with the Government in purchasing and coining gold and 
silver, a mint will be established at Omaha. I shall have more to say 
on this subject hereafter. I now move the reference of the memorial 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I present the memorial of grape-growers and cul- 
tivators, residents of California, who represent that the grape indus- 
try is one of the most important in the State of California; that in 
the county of Los Angeles, in that State, there are large tracts of val- 


uable land planted in vines, which have attained to a great age; that 
the older the vines are the more prolific they become and the. better 
the quality of the ; that the tax on grape brandy is excessive 

amounting toa prohibition of the profitable culture of the same; that 
many of the vineyardists haye been compelled to sell their crops of 
grapes during the present and past years at the rate of a quarter of 
à cent per pound or $5 per ton; that notwithstanding the enormous 
yield of an old vineyard in Los Angeles County the money realized 
at such a price has not paid the cost of the cultivation and the vint- 
age; that the only profitable use to which a great portion of their 
product can be put is in the production of brandy, otherwise it be- 
comes a dead loss; that if the tax at present imposed upon the man- 

ufacture of brandy from their grapes were repealed or so reduced as 
to afford them a chance to compete with the foreign manufacturers 

they could build up an 3 which would conduce to the general 

good of the whole country. They state that the California grape is 

presets a brandy fully equal to the best French brandy; that many 

of the oldest and best vineyards have been grabbed up by their own- 

ers, it being a matter of the utmost impossibility for them to on 
the industry. They further show in this memorial that the manufact- 
ure of grape brandy bears an entirely different relation to grape cnl- 
ture as an industry from what the manufacture of whisky does to the 
culture of and production of grain and sugar-cane as an industry; 

that the culture of the grape depends entirely upon the ability of the 
producer to turn it into brandy, whereas the culture of grain does not 
depend upon its being turned into whisky. It is a fact that Califor- 
nia with its soil, climate, and magnificent yield of grapes is capable 
of building up an industry that will take the place of that of France, 
not only in this beer but in the civilized world, in case this exces- 
sive taxation, now and heretofore imposed upon it, does not crush it 
out. It is having that effect, and it will be well for Congress to con- 

sider whether it is not worth while to lighten the burdens of taxation 

upon this particular industry and givo a chance for this immense de- 

velopment of the grape interest. I move the reference of the memo- 

rial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I also present a memorial signed by a large num- 
ber of vintners and dealers in native w referring to the proposed 
revision of the tariff now under consideration in the National Legis- 
lature, the restoration of the ad valorem duty on imported wines, and 
the reduction of the duty on the inferior wines of Europe from forty 
to twenty-five cents p gallon; and they earnestly protest against 
any such change of the tariff, and show that the ad valorem duty of 
25 per cent. per gallon on wines valued at forty cents or less per gal- 
lon at the point of shipment admits under that tax nine-tenths of all 
the foreign wines imported into the United States; that the low- 
priced foreign wines admitted at twenty-five cents per gallon are 
those which most 2 tend to displace pure native wines in our 
market; that the ad valorem system has in times past been product- 
ive of fraud, perjury, and mercantile and commercial demoralization. 
Two years ago they say the honest and ber importers united 
with them in petitioning Congress to abolish the ad valorem tax and 
to substitute a specific tax of forty cents per gallon on all classes of 
foreign-still wines; that the substitution of the specific for the ad 
valorem tax has been of great advantage to the revenue, to native 
wine-growers, to wine-consumers, and to mercantile and official mo- 
rality. They also speak of the great growth of this wine interest on 
the Pacific coast, which promises to be a leading industry, and they 
pray that there may be a continuation of the present protection of 
that industry as will enable it to be properly developed. I move the 
reference of this memorial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN acon a memorial of the Universal Peace Union, 
of the city of Philadelphia, protesting against the transfer of the 
management of the Indians to the War Department; which was re- 
fe to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented the memorial of A. J. Gibson and others, legal 
voters of the town of Cutler, Maine, remonstrating against the pro- 
poen transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the 

avy Department; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EATON presented the memorial of M. G. Elliott and others, 
citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of any law imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHAFFEE presented the petition of Carleton Spaids, of Chi- 
cago, Illinois, praying compensation for loss sustained by him on 
account of the annulling of his contract for carrying United States 
mails; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads 


Mr. CONKLING. I present the proceedings of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the State of New York, being a preamble and resolutions 
touching the automatia signal-buoy which has been so thorough] 
tested at the entrance of New York Harbor. The resolutions set fort 
the reasons of the chamber for believing it a very important matter 
that this buoy shall be more generally introduced, and they beg atten- 
tion to it, and ask appropriations by Congress to the end that it may 
be planted in other harbors. I move the reference of the resolutions 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the petition of a number of citizens of 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1625 


Plattsburgh, Clinton County, New York, and of Mooers, Clinton 
County, New York, touching their wish and judgment that the bounty 
Jaws should be so amended as to give bounties to those who suffered 
in the service of the United States. I move the reference of these 
petitions to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial of Mackellar, Smiths & 
Jordan, of Philadelphia; James Conner’s Sons, and Farmer, Little & 
Co., of New York, a committee representing . of the 
United States, in favor of a tariff on impo: type; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also the memorial of a number of citi- 
zens of New York, remonstrating against the passage of either of the 
House bills referred to in the paper or any other bill to revive the 
income tax. This memorial is cogent in the reasons it states, and is 
signed by t weight of names. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. [I also present the memorial of a number of citi- 
zens of Buffalo, New York, remonstrating against the pese ot ae 
propa bill transferring the life-saving service from the ury 
to the Navy Department, giving dhiolr reasons therefor; and a similar 
memorial from citizens of Northport, Long Island, making the same 
representations. The Senator from California [ Mr. SARGENT] inquires 
of me if these memorials are printed. I answer him that they are in 
print; but unless they be exceptions to the rule, one of the notice- 
able things about petitions on this subject which has struck me is 
that the petitioners, in almost all cases, have prepared their own peti- 
tions, setting forth in varying phraseology their reasons for remon- 
strating t this change. But the Senator from California calls 
my attention to the fact that the petitions now presented are printed. 
I call his attention to the fact that they are not copies of each other. 
Most of the memorials which have passed through my hands relating 
to this topic are written specially, and not printed, nor resembling 
each other in the form or mode in which they present their statement. 

Mr. SARGENT. A question which I intended to ask privately of 
the Senator from New York he answered audibly in the Senate. I 
wish merely to remark that my object in asking the question whether 
these petitions were printed was that I understand that petitions for 
fhis purpose have been printed at the Treasury Department and sent 
broadcast over the country. That method of petitioning we have 
seen once on the proposition to abolish the franking rivile It is 
a very expeditious and effective way of getting at the public senti- 
ment. That was my only object in asking the question. 

Mr. CONKLING. I quite sympathize with the spirit of the remark 
of the Senator from California. We have seen that way of getting 
up petitions; but I can assure him and assure the Senate that having 
scrutinized the memorials on this subject very carefully, I have never 
known an instance in which there was a more total absence of ap- 

ce of all organized effort than there is among the officers of the 

ards of trade, the ship-owners, the ship-sailors, and the many dif- 

ferent classes of people who have united so numerously in protesting 
ayainst this pro one 

Mr. SRG . I would merely like to remark that I think we 
have not heard from them all yet. We may hear from others. The 


subject will bear the fullest light, and let us have it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will lie upon the table. 
Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Captain Egbert Thomp- 
son, United States Navy, on the retired list, praying to be restored to 


the active list of the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I present four memorials remonstrating against 
the passage of any aet of Congress reviving the income tax. They 
are printed and are alike, but they are numerously signed by very 
intelligent persons, of whom I know a very large number. I am quite 
satisfied that notwithstanding the fact that the memorials are in print 
and are copies of each other the sigues knew exactly what they were 
doing when they signed them, and therefore the fact that they arein 
the form in which they are presented ought not to detract from their 
weight. I move their reference to the Committee on Finance. 

© motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present the memorial of 723 citizens residing on 
the south coast of Long Island, remonstrating against the passage of 
the pending bill in relation to the life-saving service on the coast. I 
will say that the memorialists state in the paper the reasons why in 
their opinion the present service should not be changed. I ask that 
the memorial lie upon the table. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is it printed? $ 

Mr. 5 It is a printed document, so that any man can read 
it easily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie upon the table. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of A. G. H. Wood and others, 
citizens of New York, praying for an amendment of the pension laws 
extending the limitation of the time for obtaining arrears of pension 
to July 4, 1880; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of G. W. Lawrence and 
others, citizens of Hot Springs, Arkansas, praying to have refunded 
rents pe by them to the receiver appointed by the Court of Claims, 
that the same may be applied to the relief of the sufferers by the late 
tire at that place ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented papers relating to the 3 of Geo 


E. Petly and others, citizens of Arkansas, for the establishment of a 
post-route from Osceola to Chickasawba, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of H. 8. Donnell and 
others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and the memorial of 
S. M. Felton and others, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of any law imposing a tax on incomes ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislatare of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the passage of a law ting pensions to the soldiers 
of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
in favor of the passage of a statute to prevent discrimination in freights 
upon interstate commerce ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also here ie the memorial of William Downey and 500 others, 
citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, and the memorial of John Carter and 
others, citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, and the memorial of C. W. Lord 
and others, citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
proposi transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the 

avy Department; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented additional papers in the case of Lieutenant John 
Gotshall, Tenth Infantry, praying to be reappointed to the rank of 
second lieutenant, which he held in the Army of the United States 
up to the 18th of October, 1873; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY presented the 
Tennessee, praying to be 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. 3 a resolution of the Legislature of Louisiana, 
apr any reduction in the present rate of duty on imported rice; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Louisiana, in 
favor of such legislation as will enable the Barataria Ship-Canal 
Company of that State to construct a ship-canal from the 3 
River, opposite New Orl to Fort Livingston, on the Gulf of Mex- 
ico; which was 53 Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of IIlinois. Mr. President, the United States com- 
menced the building of a break water at the lake entrance to the Stur- 

n Bay Ship-Canal. The canal is likely soon to be completed; but 

is breakwater has not been finished, and the Board of eof the 

City of Chicago prays the Congress of the United States to grant an 

appropriation at the present session to complete the work already 

commenced. I present their petition for this purpose, and move its 
reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I also present a memorial of members of 
the Board of Trade of Chicago, owners of vessels, commanders of ves- 
sels, and seafaring men generally of that city, which is numerously 
signed, protesting against the transfer of the life-saving service from 
the Treasury De ent to the Navy Department, and giving their 
reasons for the request. I move that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BOOTH presented a resolution of the Legislature of California 
in favor of the p: of a law donating to that State the proceeds 
of the sales of public lands hereafter to be made in that State for the 
purposes of irrigation and the protection of agricultural lands from 
the effects of mining debris ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. GORDON. I present a memorial from the municipalities of 
Norfolk, Charleston, Port Royal, Jacksonville, Saint Augustine, Pen- 
sacola, and other ports along the southern coast, respectfully repre- 
senting to the United States Congress the importance of a general 
law upon the subject of the quarantine of foreign vessels. With this 
memorial I shall introduce a bill for reference to the Committee on 
Commerce. I move that the memorial be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, as the matter is of very great importance 
to the whole sea-coast. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of James Metcalf, of Campbell 
County, Kentucky, and the petition of Mrs. Mary L. Hawthorn, of 
Campbell County, Kentucky, praying compensation for property 
taken by the United States during the late war, and that the papers 
in relation to their claims on file in the Quartermaster-General’s Office 
be called for and made a part of their petitions; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Frederick Reinhart, of Covington, 
Kentucky ; the petition of William Rambler, of Covington, Kentucky ; 
the petition of John H. Perkins, of Covington, Kentucky; the peti- 
Spn of Joseph Havlin, of Covington, Kentucky; and the petition of 

ohn Davies, of Covington, Kentucky, each praying compensation for 
property taken by the United States during the late war, and that 
the papers on file in the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
in relation to their claims be called for and made a part of their peti- 
tions; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented papers pertaining to the application of 
Francis Vallé, junior, J. Baptiste Vallé, and Francis Vallé, senior, for 
the passage of a law confirming to them the titles to certain lands in the 


tition of Portman Swaffer, of Calhoun, 
owed a pension; which was referred to 
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State of Missouri; which were referred to the Committee on Private | He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 


Land Claims. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 318) to incorporate the Citizens’ 
Mutual Fire-Insurance Company of Washington, District of Columbia, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

. CONKLING, I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. No. 912) 
to make persons with crimes and offenses competent witnesses 
in the United States and territorial courts. In making this report I 
wish to say that I shall ask at an early moment, if I can find one con- 
venient to the Senate, that this bill be taken up for action. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 561) granting a pension to William H. Nims, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was 5 indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Mary Wilkes, widow of the late Admiral Charles Wilkes, 
United States Navy, praying to be allowed a pension, reported a bill 
(S. No. 869) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Wilkes; which was read 
twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 535) ting an increase of pension to Theodore Gardner, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Rebecca Miller and Augusta Miller, asking for a pension on 
account of the services of their father, Brigadier-General James Mil- 
ler, in the war of 1812, st cha a bill (S. No. 870) ting a pension 
to Rebecca and Augusta Miller, daughters of Brigadier-Gene James 
Miller, war of 1812; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of William Emerson, late a private in Company A, First Begi 
ment Massachusetts Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 871) grant- 
ing a pension to William Emerson. 

e bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Louise Roy, widow of J. 
P. Roy, late lientenant-colonel United States Army, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. No. 872) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Ann W. Steele; which was read twice by its title. 

Fr. ROLLINS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an act entitled 
An act for the support of the government for the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes,” have 
instructed me to report it without amendment. I wish to give notice 
that it is desirable that action be taken at a very early day. Ishould 
like to call kup tbe bill to-morrow, if there be no objection. Its con- 
sideration will take but a few moments. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on pti omer to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 17) supplemental to a joint 
resolution in relation to the international industrial exposition to be 
held in Paris in 187 52 74585 adversely thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be postponed 
indefinitely, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If the Chair will allow me, I do not wish the 
joint resolution to be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be placed on the Calendar if the 


Senator desires. 
Mr. WINDOM. Let it go to the Calendar. 
. The joint resolution will be placed on 


The VICE-PRESID. 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2507) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1879, and for other p to report it with various 
amendments. I give notice that IS endeavor to call up this ap- 
propriation bill to-morrow, if it suits the convenience of the Senate. 

. MATTHEWS, from the Committee on Rai to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 512) in relation to the Pacific Railroads, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. He submitted a motion to print 500 extra 
copies of the report; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MERRIMON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1716) authorizing the com- 
missioners of the Distriet of Columbia to prosecute cases and take 
appeals without dine bond, reported adversely thereon, and the 
bill was indefinitely. 

Mr. DORS Y, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the petition of citizens of Georgetown, District 
of Columbia, praying on behalf of Joseph Whitmore, late a member 
of the Metropolitan police force of the District of Columbia, that be 
may be reappointed on said force, reported adversely thereon, and 
the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 


tion of Joseph Whitmore and Charles E. Cameron, late members of 
the Metropolitan police force of the District of Columbia, praying for 
a reconsideration of the statements made upon which they were dis- 
missed from the said force, reported adversely thereon, and the com- 
mittee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 742) granting a pension to Reuben J. Chew- 
on , reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Hannah Streets, widow of John W. Streets, late of Company 
B, One hundred and seventeenth United States Colored Troops, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied 
by a bill (Ss. No. 873) granting a pension to Hannah Streets. 

13 vee was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Alfred Richardson, late of Company A, Twelfth Indiana Vol- 
unteers, prayi ng for a pension, submitted a report thereon, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 874) granting a pension to Alfred Richardson. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2584) 8 pension to Margaret R. Colony, widow of 
the late Major Josiah B. Colony, First Maryland Infantry Volunteers, 
reported it without amendment, 

r. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 
875) to provide a fire-proof building for the use of the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing and the mechanical branches of the Treasury 
and other Departments; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam authorized by the Committee on Commerce 
to report a bill in aid of a Polar expedition designed by James Gordon 
Bennett, of New York. I ask that the bill be read a first and second 
time and printed, and I will seek an early opportunity to invite the 
attention of the Senate to it. 

The bill (8. No. 876) in aid of a Polar expedition designed by James 
Gordon Bennett, was read twice by its title. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 877) providing the times and places of 
holding the circuit court of the United States in the district of Iowa, 
and the appointment of an additional judge in said district; which 
bi read twice by its -title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 878) to disapprove and annul an act of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, passed on the 
18th of January, 1878, by a two-thirds vote of both Honses over the 
veto of the governor of said Territory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr, DORSEY. I present a certified copy of the act which this bill 
proposes to repeal, together with the veto message and the opinion 
of the attorney-general of the Territory, I move that these papers 
be referred to the Committee on Territories and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 879) for the relief of Luther 
Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 880) for the relief of Frederick Driscoll; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 881) to authorize the restoration of E. F. Wincke- 
bach to the rank of captain; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 882) to authorize the proper accounting officer 
of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the State of Tennessee 
for keeping United States military prisoners; which was read twice 
by its title, avd, with the accompanying letter from the Second Audi- 
tor of the Treasury, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EATON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 883) granting a pension to 
Emma N. Haines; which was read twice by its title and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 884) for the relief of William H. Var- 
ney ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 885) to amend the act approved September 
27, 1850, creating the office of surveyor-general of Oregon, . 
for the survey and making donations to settlers of the public lands 
in O n; and also the act amendatory thereof approved February 
14, A. D. 1853; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
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He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 886) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Willamette River, at Portland, Oregon ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 887) making an ap riation for the improvement 
of the Coquille River, in the Stato of Oregon ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 888) making appropriations for the survey and 
buoying of Coos Bay Harbor, in the State of Oregon, and the bar at 
the entrance thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 889) granting a pension to John Etzell; 
te was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 890) for the relief of John Gotshall; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 891) to amend section 3963 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the postal service ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 892) to amend section 3955 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the 88 service; which was read twice by its title, and 
refe: to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 893) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to examine the evidence of payments made by the State of Mis- 
souri since April 17, 1866, to the officers and privates of the militia 
forces of said State for mili services actually performed in the 
suppression of the rebellion in full concert and co-operation with the 
authorities of the United States and subject to their orders, and to 
make report thereof to Congress; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am requested by a reputable attorney of the 
city of Washington, Ex-Governor Lowe, to introduce two bills for the 
relief of constituents of mine for whom he is attorney. I know noth- 
ing about the merits of the bills. 

y unanimous consent, leave was ted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
894) to confirm certain land claims in the State of Missouri; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
895) to confirm certain land claims in the State of Missouri in favor 
of Jacques Clamorgan and Peter Provenchese ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BOOTH . asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 896) for the relief of Gilbert Jessup ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Patents. . 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 897) to establish a court of patents, and for other 
P ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 898) to 11 the introduction of contagious 
= 7 77657 diseases into the United States; which was read twice 

y its 

Mr. GORDON. I should be glad, if the morning hour itted, to 
make some remarks in advance upon the importance of this question. 
However, I will reserve what I have to say until the bill is reported 
2 5 the Committee on Commerce, to which I move that it be re- 

erred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 899) to aid the Great Southern Railway Com- 

any (consolidated) to construct a line of railway in the States of 
eorgia and Florida; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL, I wish to say that I know nothing about the bill and 
do not commit myself to its merits one way or another. I was re- 
2 to introduce it. I move its reference to the Committee on 


The motion was a, to. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 900) for the relief of Egbert 
Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 21) filling an existing vacancy 
in the B of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the consideration by the Senate of the joint 
resolution at this time. 
By unanimousconsent, the joint resolution was read three times, and 
It provides that the existing vacancy in the Board of Re- 


gents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other than members 
of Congress, shall be filled by the appointment of William T. Sherman, 
in place of George Bancroft, resigned. 


CLASSIFICATION OF MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. FERRY. I offer the following order: 


Ordered, That the arguments before the Committee on Post-officesand Post- roads 
on the bill (S. No. 539) providing for the classification of mall matter and rates of 
postage thereon, be printed for tho use of the committee. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. FERRY, An extra number is not asked to be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The usual number? 

Mr. FERRY. The usual number. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To this the Chair hears no objection, and 
the order is agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES COMMISSION. 


Mr. BLAINE. I desire to call up the resolution of inquiry which 
I offered some days since, and I wish to make a few remarks upon it. 
I may possibly exceed by two or three minutes the morning hour, if 
the Senator who is entitled to the floor at that time will indulge me. 
[“Agreed.”] 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by Mr. BLAINE on the 26th of February : 

Resol: That the President of the United States be Ur perry! ested to 

srs 3 ai tho enni blk not in his judgment 
incompatible with the public e 1 of all correspondence between our 
er 

lfi extraordin; d minister plenipotentia: 
from Ba ird commis r the twenty-third article of the 

a 


Mr. BLAINE. Thisresolution of inquiry, which I offered a fortnight 
since, having been objected to and laid over, I will briefly expiain my 
reasons for desiring its adoption, For some time past there have been 
rumors of an unpleasant saree touching the mode in which M. 
Delfosse, the Belgian minister accredited to this country, was urged 
by the British government as the third commissioner under the treaty 
of Washington on the question of the fisheries. These rumors come 
in a form that enforces attention, and while 1 do not pretend to vouch 
for their entire accuracy, I think they are sufficiently grave to call 
for authentication or denial. } 

It appears by these reports that during the conference of the Joint 
High Commission in April, 1871, Lord Ripon, speaking for the English 
government, said in relation to the several proposed arbitrations that 
were under discussion, that it would not be a proper thing for Eng- 
land to offer Belgium or Portugal as arbitrators; and he 33 
spoke of Belgium as being incapacitated for the function by reason 
other peculiarrelations with England. Thisdeclaration was prompt! 
and emphatically assented to by the American commissioners. With 
the understanding thus volunteered by Lord Ripon, the Halifax com- 
mission of three arbitrators on the fisheries was agreed to; our Goy- 
ernment to name one, the British government to name one, and the 
two governments conjointly to name the third. And it was stipn- 
lated that if the two governments could not agree on the third com- 
missioner within three months, that then the Austrian embassador 
at London should name him. As soon as the fishery clause of the treaty 
went into effect in July, 1873, Mr. Fish urged the British minister, Sir 
Edward Thornton, to confer with him as to the third commissioner, 
but he found him without instructions from his government, and 
after delaying for some days Mr. Fish took the initiative and sub- 
mitted quite a number of names for Sir Edward’s consideration. 
Among these, scattered over a large field, were Mr. Mariscal, of Mex- 
ico; Offen , minister from Russia; Borges, from Brazil; Polo, 
from Spain; the Count de Noailles, from France; Westenberg, from 
Holland, and. others. 

Mr. Fish did not include M. Delfosse among these, as he considered 
that his name had been fairly excluded by the understanding of the 
Joint High Commission. 

Sir Edward Thornton made no response for several weeks and then 
answered Mr. Fish, declining to accept any of the names submitted 
by him and 3 in turn the single name of M. Delfosse. It was 
understood, I believe, that Sir Edward was acting under the direct 
instructions of Lord Granville, British secretary of N i affairs. 
Mr. Fish promptly and peremptorily declined to accept M. Delfosse 
and quoted Lord Ripon’s remark in to Belgium, and he again 

Sir Edward to accept one of the names proposed by him or else 
to propose some names himself. In answer to this Sir Edward stated 
that Lord Dufferin, the Governor-general of the Dominion of Canada, 
8 for the Canadians, objected to any one accredited to our 

vernment being Reps as the third commissioner. And imme- 
diately after this declaration Sir Edward appeared at the State De- 
peers with fresh instructions from Lord Granville to insist on M. 
elfosse, though at that very moment M. Delfosse was accredited to 
our Government. The only alternative presented by Sir Edward was 
that his government would accept some “ Dutch gentleman” that 
might be chosen at the Hague by the American and British ministers. 
The three months within which the two governments were to act con- 
jointly having been thus exhausted, apparently by the design of the 
British government, the matter was by the treaty remanded to the 
Austrian embassador at London. A delay of some years then ensued 
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in consequence of the negotiations for a reciprocity treaty, and the 
correspondence was not renewed until 1876. 

The result of the whole was that in February, 1877, the Austrian 
embassador at London named M. Delfosse as the third commissioner. 
Itis now reported on the Peary of an interview recently published 
in the New York Herald that Mr. Fish finally assented to the appoint- 
ment of M. Delfosse by the Austrian embassador. This may or may 
not be so, but it is not material to the issue; for the matter had epee 
absolutely into the hands of the embassador, and as he was resident 
in London, in easy communication with the British ministry, they had 
means of influencing the decision that were not within our power. 
And Mr. Fish may well have thought that as the appointment of Del- 
fosse was inevitable and unavoidable it was prudent and expedient 
to submit to it gracefully and in such a way as not to incur the per- 
sonal ill-will of the third commissioner. I can well see how a wise 
Secretary, like Mr. Fish, might in the end have been thus influenced 
after having exhausted dist effort as he so ably, energetically, and 
fearlessly did, to keep M. Delfosse off the commission. 

I do not intend in any remarks I am making to cast reflections on 
M. Delfosse, who is known as an honorable representative of his 
government. I only mean to imply and to assert that, if Lord Ripon 
is to be credited, M. Delfosse was not in a position to be an impartial 
arbitrator; and that in my judgment Great Britain never should have 
proposed him and Mr. Fish was justified in resisting his appointment 
so long as resistance promised to be effectnal. Nor do I mean to im- 

ute any conduct that was not strictly honorable to Sir Edward 

hornton, the highly esteemed representative of the British govern- 
ment at this capital, who in all he did was simply following the in- 
structions of Lord Granville. But I do mean to say that, if I am cor- 
rectly informed, the correspondence for which my resolution calls will 
disclose a designed and persistent effort on the part of the British 
government to secure an advantage in the selection of the third 
commissioner on the question of the fisheries. Ihave never heard 
that Lord Dufferin any agency in bringing about the appoint- 
ment of M. Delfosse, and I specially mention this lest a previous re- 
mark might seem to reflect on an honored official, not less esteemed 
by Americans than by Canadians. At the same time it is but just to 
remark that the Dominion of Canada had no more right to interpose 
in the matter than had the States of Massachusetts and Maine; and 
that the governors of those States had the same right to speak for 
their people in regard to selecting a third commissioner as had Lord 
Dufferin to speak for the people of the Dominion. The negotiation 
was between two great nations, and subordinate States and provinces 
had no right to dictate, or even to suggest, unless called upon. 

It may be somewhat premature to speak of the award made by the 
Halifax commission, but as it is already discussed in the press of 
both countries, a brief reference to it here and now may not be out 
of place. The extraordinary nature of that award can only be appre- 
ciated when the surrounding facts are understood. In the original 
discussion of the fishery question by the Joint High Commission in 
1871, the American commissioners could be induced to offer only 
$1,000,000 for all the fishing privileges subsequently embodied in the 
treaty. The British commissioners declined this offer, and would 
enter into no negotiation that did not include the admission of the 
products of the Canadian fisheries into the American market free of 
allduty. This concession, highly advan us to Canada and disas- 
trous to our country, was finally inserted in the treaty, and it was 
further agreed to submit to arbitration what amount of additional 
compensation should be paid Great Britain for our right to use the 
inshore fisheries of Nova Scotia for twelve years. And the Halifax 
commission took the subject into consideration, and two commis- 
sioners (both in effect selected by Great Britain) determined that we 
should pay her five and a half millions of dollars in gold coin, or at 
the rate of nearly half a million dollars per annum. The duties on 
the products of Canadian fisheries imported into this country (all 
remitted by the treaty) would be almost another half million dollars 
per annum; so that under this award we should be actually paying 
nearly a million of dollars per annum in gold coin for the privilege 
of inshore fishing on the coast of Nova Scotia, where the total catch 
by American fishermen, beyond what we had the right to take with- 
out this treaty, would not amount to much over 000 per annum. 
In other words, we are paying to Great Britain a million of dollars 
per annum for the privilege of catching less than four hundred thon- 
sand dollars’ worth of fish. Such is a mere outline of the facts of the 
case, and the injustice of the award is so palpable that it is difficult 
to treat it with the respect due to all subjects involving international 
relations. 

The question as to the binding force of the award is naturally and 
necessarily one of the vest interest, not only on account of the 
large amount involved but on account of the very peculiar circum- 
stances under which the decision against us was reached. Whether 
we should pay it is a very important question in all its bearings and 
one that should be most carefully considered and determined. The 
award was signed only by Sir Alexander Galt, the British commis- 
sioner, and by M. Delfosse. The American commissioner, Mr. Kel- 
logg, refused to sign it, and affirmed his dissent in writing; declaring 
it to be his deliberate opinion that “the advantages accruing to 
Great Britain under the treaty were greater than those confe: on 
the United States ;” and he further declared that he deemed it his 
duty to state that “it is questionable whether it is competent for the 


board to make an award under the treaty except with the unani- 
mous consent of all the arbitrators.” Mr. Dwight Foster, the agent 
of our Government, stated that he had no instructions as to what he 
should do under the circumstances, but he could not keep silent, and 

ive ground for the inference that our Government would consider 
the award a valid one. I mention these facts to show that objec- 
tions to the validity of the award were not the result of afterthought, 
eae were incorporated as part of the proceedings before the arbi- 

Ts. 

The ground on which Mr. Kellogg questioned the competency of 
two of the arbitrators to make an award is that found in all the legal 
authorities on arbitration. The articles in the treaty of Washington 
creating the Halifax award of arbitration gave no authority to a 
majority of the board to make an award, nor was the third commis- 
sioner empowered to act as umpire. Both in the tribunal at Geneva 
and in the Claims commission at Washington, it was expressly stipu- 
lated that a majority of the arbitrators should decide. In the Hali- 
fax commission no such stipulation was made, and the inference 
therefore is strong, if not irresistible, that their award should be 
made eas The the general law of arbitration. What that law 
is, upon English authority, may be briefly stated. 

Redmanon “ Arbitration and Awards,” considered one of the highest 
authorities in England, says: 

On a reference to several arbitrators with no provision that less than all shall 
make an award, each must act; and all must act together; and every stage of the 

gs must be in the presence of all; and the award must be signed by all 
at the same time. 

Francis Russell, another English authority of eminence, says: 

On a reference to several arbitrators together, when there is no clause providing 
for an award made by less than all being valid, each of them must act personally 
o nates gr of the duties of his office as if he were solo arbitrator; for as the 

is joint, if one refuse or omit to act, the others can make no valid award. 

And Stewart Kyd, an earlier but not less authoritative writer, en- 
forces the same doctrine. After alluding to the Roman law and to 
its permission for the majority of arbitrators to decide, Mr. Kyd makes 
the following statement: 

In this respect the law of England is somewhat different ; for unless it be ex- 
pressly provided in the submission that a less number than all the arbitrators named 
may the award, the concurrence of all is necessary. 


If these eminent English authors are to be accepted, it is quite ap- 
parent that the ifax award has no binding effect in law what- 
ever. As to the equity of the case, I have already given the undeni- 
able facts that govern it. i 

I am not now discussing, much less presuming to define, tho ac- 
tion which our Government should ultimately take in regard to the 
award. If we should follow what I believe would be the inevitable 
course of Great Britain under similar circumstances we should utterly 
refuse to pay a singlo penny, and ground our refusal both on the law 
and the equity of the case. The treaty as it stands is a mockery of 
justice, and will work the certain destruction of a great American in- 
terest. It is in fact nothing else than asking us to pay a million of 
dollars per annum to Great Britain for destroying the entire fishing 
interest of America and still further crippling and weakening us asa 
commercial power. For the utter abrogation of the treaty I should be 
willing to pay the annual indemnity for the years we have used the in- 
shore fisheries, during which years the Canadians have had free access 
to the markets of forty-five millions of people; or I should be willing 
to pay double the award to be rid of the treaty. We might by this 
course anticipate by a period of seven years a return to that policy 
which alone can insure the prosperity or even save the life of a great 
and important trade, indissolubly associated with our commercial 
development and absolutely essential to our success and prestige as a 
naval power. And paying thus even an unfair price for the inshore 
fisheries as long as we shall have used them, we remove all possible 
ground for imputation, even by the ignorant and the hostile, upon 
the honor of our Government and the good faith and fair dealing of 


Wat ase 
en we were poor and weak as a nation, we so highly esteemed 
the value of the fisheries that we encouraged their development by 
rewards and bounties. These were abandoned some years ago, but 
still we preserved to our fishermen a preference in our own markets. 
Even that is given away by the provisions of this treaty. And now 
by the Halifax award, if we accept it, and continue the treaty, we 
pay to Great Britain one million of dollars per annum for destroying 
a school of commerce, which, properly nurtured, will be her great 
rival in the future. Against such a policy I enter my emphatic pro- 
test, if I stand alone. I believe that the products of American indus- 
try, on land and should have the first and best chance in the 
American markets. I believe the American fisherman should be pre- 
ferred by us to the Canadian ‘fisherman. And if we cannot pay him 
a bounty to encourage and sustain him, let us at least not pay a 
bounty to Great Britain to destroy him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the resolution? 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that question is taken I desire to submit a 
letter addressed to myself which I have received from one of the 
most intelligent and reliable dealers in fish on the whole coast, a man 
whose opinion on this subject is entitled to as much consideration as 
that of any other person. It covers pretty much the same ground as 
3 from Maine has covered in his speech, and I ask that it 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1629 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be read,in the absence 
of objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
GLOUCESTER, Mass., January 24, 1878. 
Hon. P. B. PLUMB, 


United States Senate: 
Dear Sm: The Boston Journal yesterday had the following dispatch: 


[Special dispatch to the Boston Journal.) 
THE FISHERY AWARD. 
WASHINGTON, January 23, 1878. 

It is understood that the President will inform Congress that the Halifax com- 
mission has awarded $5,000,000 under the treaty of Washington to Great Britain, 
and will recommend its payment from the Geneva award. 

You will likely be called to vote for or against this proposition. This 
amount, 85,500,000, was agreed — by a jority of the commission sitting at 
Halifax as being due from this country to the Dominion Government for the priv- 
ilege granted to our American fisherman of fishing in their waters without being 
restricted to any limit from the shore, and for the use of their unoccupied shores 
on which to dry our fish so taken or our nets so used. 8 

this over and above the privilege granted the British fishermen and pro- 
ducers of the free use of our shores and our market for all of their products. 

This award is absurd and ridiculous. Why! The interest on this amount for 
one year (not at Kansas rate either) will more than pay for all the fish caught in 
these waters by the American fishermen for the past ten years, as you will see by 
the evidence w. will probably be placed before you. 

Whatever it seems to yon ta be your duty in the matter of voting this amount 
Sen will, of course, do, having the honor and good faith of the Government in view. 

hat is allright! But do not for one moment suppose that in voting for it 


are doing anything toward developing or strengthening the American es, 
or for an ue to them, either past, present, or ve. The fishing interest 
of New either directly or 


land will Pii against its being to 
indirectly tothem. o belieye the free use of our markets is of more value to the 
Festa ee ee ae ee eee Bina eye Do aha irs 
sure, under t. ou! extraordinary compensation r 
fisheries havo increased and pares. while ours have been less profitable and 
our le more than ever before 
ng interest to-day would prefer having 
the old duty on fish brought into our market by British vessels restored, and take 
the chances of fishing 


eight 
of our testimony before the court, but lost it in the ante-room by lack of compre- 
hension of that evidence. Bat the award is made—that is, if a majority of the 


board are com t to decide it—and we must accept or reject it. e have the 
same interest in it pecuniarily as that of the same number of citizens of any other 
part ot the country. No more. If you think we are in honor bound to pay it, absurd 


or not, let us t; but do not vote to it with any idea that you are pa for 
value W l 2 to foster and encourage Gos of the phe industries of the Pim Foes 
for you are not. If you vote for caput? your eyes to all the blunders we have made, 
and haty it out Of sightas soon ae poss le. 


Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine what 
bearing upon this matter the recent conduct at Halifax, Nova Scotia, 
has. By the public press I think I have observed that persons have 
assaulted our fishermen, driven them off, prevented the use of unoc- 
cupied lands, &. I should like to inquire if in his judgment these 
things are true and what bearing they have on the subject. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ihave no information other than that in the news- 

apers about the matter inquired of by the Senator from California. 
of course it was a case in which fishermen from New England were 
attempting to exercise the privileges granted them by the and 
there were some mob demonstrations, of which there are very differ- 
ent accounts it is proper to say, but the most authentic that I have 
been able to get is that considerable damage was inflicted on that fish- 
ing fleet. But I do not pretend to speak of that by authority. 

r. SARGENT. In violation of the terms of the treaty ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course, as far asit went. How great the extent 
of it was, I do not know. 

Mr. DAWES. The matter to which the Senator from Maine alludes 
may be accounted for by the decision of the commission that no 
compensation could be recovered by the British government under 
this arbitration for the priere of our fishermen going to the shore 
and purchasing bait and fishing-tackle and utensils and other mat- 
ters. There was a very Wage claim set up before the commission on 
the part of Great Britain, that they were entitled to compensation for 
the privilege our fishermen had in trading with the Canadians in mat- 
ters required for fitting out their vessels. By a unanimous opinion of 
the commission that was entirely excluded, I think, though I have 
not very accurate information, and the trouble which has since grown 
up is from an attempt on the part of the Canadians to put a stop to 


that trade, and not from an attempt to interfere with the fishing | to-d 


within the three-mile line. I agree with the Senator from Maine in 
reference to that; and I desire to add in behalf of Massachusetts to 
the letter which has been read, at the request of the Senator from 
Kansas, that the fishermen of Massachusetts as well as of Maine, while 
they do not express an opinion or desire to influence the action of Con- 
, upon the propriety of paying this award, wish to have it un- 

erstood that from their knowledge of the matters submitted to the 
commission no part of this money should be paid under the appre- 
hension that they have gained by this treaty and by this money so 
paid any advantage whatever. 

I agree with the Senator from Maine that the advantage obtained 
by the British provinces far exceeds in an t, by any test what- 
ever, anything that our fishermen gain in the 3 of going within 
the three-mile line for fish. As the Senator from Maine says, all the 
fish caught there when brought into the market, adding to the value 


of the fish in the water the expense of taking the fish and bringing 


them to the market, do not begin to compare with the amount of 
money that we are required under this award to pay; and I think 
nobody in Massachusetts has any doubt abont it, that every penny 
we may pay under this award is paid without any equivalent or con- 
sideration whatever. It may be best that we shall meet this award 
promptly and pay it; but if we do it, do not let it be set down as any 
money paid for advantages gained by the fishermen of this country 
under that treaty. 

Mr.HAMLIN. Mr. President, I interpose no objection to the pigs 
of this resolution, while on the other hand I think it wise and we 
that we shall have all the facts in relation to this matter before us. 
It is, I suppose, certain that at the appropriate time the results of that 
commission will be communicated to us and our Government will be 
asked to pay the award made. I agree entirely with my colleague, 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, and with the gentleman whose 
letter has been read at the table by the Clerk, that we get no compen- 
sation for that award in any equivalent ted by the inshore fish- 
eries along the coast of Nova Scotia, the other hand, having 
given this subject a very considerable attention for some twenty years 
of my life, and having made it somewhat of a study from its early 
days to the present time, Ihave no hesitation in declaring that an equiv- 
alent in the receipt of the fish caught in the provinces in onr market 
is far beyond anything which we receive in return under that treaty. 
There can be no doubt about it. And yet we are living to-day under 
a treaty negotiated here in this city ; and while it is the law of the 
land and a contract existing between the two high contracting parties, 
the honor of this Government demands that we maintain all the obli- 
gations that are imposed upon us, and I have risen only to ask that 
there shall be no prejudgment of what shall be our duty when the 
question comes before us in relation to responding to that award. We 
must guard that honor above technicalities. If it be true that we were 
overreached or that in the selection of the arbitrator an improper 
person was taken we must remember that he was finally taken by the 
assent of this Government ; and when we come to the consideration 
of the subject it will be one which involves the honor of our Govern- 
ment and one which I need not undertake to say will demand of us 
that we meet promptly and fully what shall be required. 

Mr. B I quite sae wiken colleague upon that, and I 
think our merit will be all the greater if we step forward and pay an 
award of five and a half millions when we have proved to the world 
that we did not get anything for it. Paying one’s debt for full value 
received is considered a proper and upright course for upright men; 
but paying a large sum for which we get nothing ought to be ac- 
counted to us for a considerable deal more of righteousness. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There comes over as unfinished business 
of the Senate from the session of Thursday the bill (S. No. 346) refer- 
ring the claim of Benjamin Holladay to the Court of Claims. 

. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr; CAMERON} 
to givo way lo S for me to call up the bill in relation toa 
commission on the alcoholic liquor traffic. I had given notice that I 
would call this bill up on Wednesday last; but on that day, for the 
first time in twenty-odd es I was unable to be present and render 
service in the Senate or House, and therefore this bill was not called 
up. It is a bill that has received the unanimons support of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and it will not cause the consumption of time 
beyond five or ten minutes. I desire to get rid of the papers on the 
A RS and Lask to have it taken up at the present time. 

. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Vermont who 
has charge of this important matter is of opinion that it will not lead 
to any extended debate. With that understanding I give way for the 
purpose of allowing the matter to be brought up; but I want to re- 
serve to myself the right of calling for the unfinished business if it 
appears necessary, notwithstanding the hope of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the Senator 
from Wisconsin reserves the right to call for the unfinished business 
at any time. 

Mr. SPENCER. I believe to-day was set for a special order. The 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. BURNSIDE, ] from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, gave notice that he would call up a particular bill 

a 


Mr MORRILL. This will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. A special order would not displace 
the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There was no special order made for 


to-day. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I desire to have an order made for the consider- 
ation of the bill to which I referred, on Thursday next at one o’clock. 
It is the bill (S. No. 178) to remove all restrictions now existing in 
regard to enlistments of the colored citizen in any arm of the United 
States Army, I understood an order was made for its consideration 
to-day, but if such is not the fact I desire to have it entered for 
Thursday at one o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the su; on of 
the Senator from Rhode Island that on Thursday next the bill te 
which he refers shall be the special order ? 
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Mr. MORRILL. I think he had better give notice that he will call 
it up at that time, rather than make it a special order. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I think it would be better to make it a special 
order, for I think like the bill of the Senator from Vermont it will 
not cause much discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the proposed order ? 

Mr. SPENCER. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims to give way to the Hammond bill as soon as the bill of the 
Senator from Vermont is finished. The bill was nearly finished the 
other day. 

1 BURNSIDE. Do I understand that the order is made which I 
for 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order will be entered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho order in relation to the considera- 
tion of the bill as to colored troops, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no o 3 

Mr. SPENCER. I give notice that I shall call up the Hammond 
E after the bill for the relief of Benjamin Holladay is 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 


ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following ga 


bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to employ ions emerge clerks, and making an appropriation for the 
same; also ing appropriations for detecting trespass on public 
lands and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2132) to pay for clerical services and extraordi- 
nary expenses under the seventh section of the act of August 18, 1856, 
in the Pawnee land district in Kansas. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1474) further to sus- 

nd the operations of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the 

nited States, title 72, in relation to the guano islands. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1947) granting a pension to Dwight A. Barrett, late 

rivate Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1474) farther to suspend the operations of section 
5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation 
to the guano islands. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill referred to by the Senator from 
Vermont will be reported at eng 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 453) to provide for a commission on the sub- 
ject of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 

Tho Committee on Finance reported an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of tho Senate, a commission of five persons, who shall be selected solely with 
reference to personal fitness and capacity Tor an honest, im jal, and thorough 
investigation. and who shall hold ottice until their duties ll be accom 
but not to exceed two years. It shall be their duty to investigate the alcoholic 
liquor traflic, primarily in its relations to revenue and also as to taxation, and its 
general economic and scientific aspects in connection with the public health and 
general welfare of the people. 

Src. 2 That the said commissioners, not all of whom shall be advocates of 
hibitory legislation or of total abstinence in relation to alcoholic liquors, 
serve without salary; that the necessary expenses incidental to said investiga- 
tion, not exceeding 810,000, shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, upon vouchers to be approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and for this purpose the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated. It shall 
be tho further duty of said commissioners to report the result of their inves 
tion, and the expenses attending the same, to the President, to be transmitted by 
him to Congress. 


The e The substitute will be treated as the 
original bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it will be seen that the Committee 
on Finance propose to confine themselves within the constitutional 
limit, and propose no other legislation than what we should have a 
right to make for the Territories and for this District, and to confine 
this investigation primarily to the relations of this traffic to reve- 
nuc and taxation. Ido not think it is necessary to discuss the bill at 
all. The number of petitions praying for its passage that have been 
presented not only this year but in past years is immense. It is clear 
that a very large portion of our people desire this investigation to be 
made, I do not think there will be the slightest objection to it, and 
therefore I will not consume any time in its discussion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I wish to submit to the Senator 
from Vermont, sympathizing with him in his view about this bill, 
the propriety of one suggestion. Should there not be, for the weight 
of the report, for the apparent and real impartiality of the proceed- 
ing, one person of these tive connected in some way with the business 
involved in the inquiry? My recollection is that the Senate once 


before thought that wise. I know that a number of ns who 
have addressed me on the subject think it wise now; and I submit to 
the Senate, and especially to the Senator from Vermont, that it will 
disarm a species of criticism and will clothe this provision with a 
species of confidence if it be provided that out of the five one per- 
son shall be taken from among those whose business is such that 
this inquiry relates to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say in reply to the Senator from New York 
that if he will read the second section he will see that it is already 
1 that not all of the commissioners shall be advocates of pro- 

ibitory legislation. 

Mr. CONKLING, I did not fail to see that, and I remember the 
history of that provision. It was put in another bill, and the pro- 
vision I speak of was put in also, and it was done upon considerable 
debate and consideration in the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, There would be no possible objection to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from New York, but it was supposed that the 
PEDOUIEDE power would see the propriety of appointing at least one 
of these men of the character indicated by the Senator from New 
York; that is to say, it was expected that three of them would be in 
favor of total abstinence and two not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, as J think I have virtually the assent of 
the Senator, I will venture to suggest that after the word “ investi- 
tion” in line 7 of section 1 there be inserted the words “some one 


of whom shall be a person engaged in the said traflic”—if “traffic” is 
the word em 15 fore, aud I believe it is. 
Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator, if he proposes that amend- 


ment, whether it would not be more properly inserted in section 2, 
where this matter of selecting men for and against prohibitory legis- 
lation occurs; that is on line 2 of section 2. 

Mr. CONKLING. I see no objection to that except that the Sen- 
ator will perceive that it disorders the sentence a little moro there 
than it does here. As I propose to insert it, it will read thus: 


A commission of five who shall be selected solely with reference to 
5 
a en, 


of wh * — in ah ye tratlio, —— 
some one whom Ww 
office until their duties shall — in sai to exceed two years. 

It comes in more smoothly there than it would in the other place. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam not authorized to accept it on the part of the 
committee, but I will not object to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill be engrossed for a third 


reading ? 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Vermont what special authority these fiye us are to have in tho 
different States of this Union relative to this traffic? I had ee 
that was a matter for the States themselves to determine and regu- 
late. Ido not see what Con has to do with it. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will see that by peas! planes of the 
bill it should be their duty to investigate this o in its primary 
relations to revenue and taxation. 

Mr. BECK. Solsee. We have a Committee of Wa, 
of the House of Representatives, com of very able men, gener- 
ally the ablest men that can be found in that body. We have an 
extremely able Committee on Finance in this body, whose duty it is 
to look into this matter with reference to revenue and taxation. And 
I doubt whether the President can get five philanthropic gentlemen 
who will serve for nothing with £10,000 margin for expenditures, 
which I see is provided, who will in that regard come anything like 
as near reaching what is the true policy of the Government in re; 
to revenue and taxation as the distinguished committees of the House 
and Senate whose duty it is especially to look into that subject can 
do; and not seeing very clearly why we should be appropriating 
$10,000 for a roving commission of men who seem to be required to 
work purely for benevolence or some other purpose, for they are to 
serve without salary. How it can be expected that they will accom- 
plish what the committees of these Houses and the wisdom of Con- 
prees may fail to accomplish, in that regard I am opposed to the bill. 

believe that everything outside of revenue and taxation pertains 
to the duties of the States, and I do not see either the value or legal- 
ity of the bill. Therefore I shall exercise my privilege of voting 
against it for these reasons, and shall ask the yeas and nays on the 
bill appropriating 810,000 for this purpose, believing it to be nnneces- 
sary and improper, being simply an officious meddling with things we 
have nothing to do with. any other vices might with equal pro- 
priety be inquired into, but Congress has nothing to do with them. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill certainly can do no harm. If these men 
are able to gather together and communicate any facts that will be 
of service to this or the other Honse, it will be an advantage. Cer- 
tainly some of the best people of our country, and in large numbers, 
believe there will be great aavan agas ačcruing from this investiga- 
tion. The number of petitions, as I have already indicated, that are 
annually presented is perhaps larger than upon any other subject, 
embracing probably millions of signatures. 1 have no sort of objec- 
tion to the yeas and nays, but I do not desire to discuss the question. 


hold 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky desire 
the yeas and nays on the engrossment or on the passage of the bill! 

Mr. BECK. On the final passage of the bill; and I only desire to 
say that while there are large numbers of petitions for the bill very 
numerously signed, and very respectably signed, one of the things 
that I think the Senate onght to guard against is the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the Congress of the United States legislating in regard 
to matters that do not concern them, but belong to the States; and 
when these people petition us to exercise authority which we have 
not got, I think we onght to disregard them, however respectable, and 
tell them to attend to their own business, and let other people alone 
unless they can obtain State action. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, On the passage of the bill the Senator 
from Kentucky calls for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 
29, nays 19, as follows: 


YEAS—29. 

Allison, Dawes, MoeMillan, Sargent, 
Anthony, Dorsey, Matthews, Saunders, 

laine, Fe Mitchell, swag 
Burnside, Morrill, eller, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Paddock, Windom. 
Ch: Y, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, 
Conkling, Kernan, Plumb, 
Davis of Illinois, Kirkwood, Rollins, 

NAYS—19, 
Bailey, Eaton, Hereford, Maxey, 
Bay: Eustis, Johnston, Merrimon, 
Beck, Garland, Jones of Florida, Voorhees, 
Coke, Gordon, ec x ithers. 
Davis of W. Va., Grover, AL 
ABSENT—23. 

Armstrong, Cockrell, Mowe, Ransom, 
Barnum, Conover, Kellogg, Saulsbary, 
Booth, Dennis, ar, Sharon, 
Bruce, Edmunds, McPherson, Thurman, 
Butler, Morgan, Wadleigh, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, es! Wal 

haffee, Hoar, Randolph, Whyte. 

So the bill was passed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 9th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 17) amending the laws granting pensions to the sol- 
diers and sailors of the war of 1812 and to their widows, and for other 
purposes; an 

An act (S. No. 541) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the preparation and publication of a new edition of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States,” approved March 2, 1877. 

The message further announced that the President had on this day 
rol ede and signed the act (S. No. 145) for the relief of Edwin A. 
Clifford, 

BENJAMIN HOLLADAY. 


Mr. SPENCER. I now ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims to yield half an hour, that we may pass the Hammond bill. 
The bill will not occasion much debate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I must insist on the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the bill (S. No. 346) 
referring the claim of Benjamin Holladay to the Court of Claims, for 
the consideration of which the Senate remains as in Committee of the 
Whole. The pending question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. CHRIsTIANCY,] upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out in 
lines 12 and 13 of section 1 the words “ the affidavits and orders now 

before Con ” and after the word “such,” in line 13, to strike out 
“additional” and insert “ competent ;” so as to read: 

The same is hereby referred to the Court of Claims for adjustment upon such 
competent testimony as either party may present. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. On Thursday last when this bill 
was under consideration by the Senate, I stated that the claim of Mr. 
Holladay was considered in the Committee on Claims of the Senate 
during the last Congress and that the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
CHRISTIANCY ] was at that time a member of the committee, and I 
think I stated that he assented to a bill which was reported by the 
committee at that time. Since then I have examined the records of 
the Committee on Claims, and I find that the bill was considered by 
that committee during the last session of the Forty-fourth Con 
and that the Senator from Michigan was not a member of the com- 
mittee during that session. He was a member of the committee dur- 
ing the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress, and I in that way 
was led into the error. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, that relieves me from a per- 
sonal explanation which I intended to make. By the very confident 
judgment of the Senator from Wisconsin, in whose memory I had 
b confidence, backed up as it seemed to be by the Senator from 

regon, [| Mr. MircHELL,] I was really made to assent to the fact that 
this case must have been before the committee while I was a mem- 
ber of it, not that I had ever heard of it, because I stated that I recol- 


lected nothing of that kind. I went on Saturday and examined the 
entire record and found that my recollection was correct and that 
the very confident statements and reiterated statement to the con- 
trary by the Senator from Wisconsin was entirely a mistake, an 
honest mistake I have no doubt. But the explanation which he has 
made renders any further explanation on my part unnecessary, and 
therefore I will not take up time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The remarks of the Senator from Michigan have 
rendered a statement from me necessary. The Senator from Michi- 
gan in referring to this matter stated that after the very positive 
statement of the Senator from Wisconsin backed up by the Senator 
from Oregon, or something to that effect, he was rather inclined to 
believe that he had been on the committee. I think he will find by 
reference to the RECORD that the Senator from Oregon did not say 
one soli word on the subject. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me to 
call his attention to the facts, I will show him that he did. This is 
what occurred: 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator will allow me a moment, as he 
seems to give S greas deal of weight to the report of the committee, I 
desire to state that this bill was before the Committee on Claims during the last 
session of Congress and that the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY) was a 


member of that committee at that time. 


I then rose and said: 
Not the last session ;— 
i That is, I was not a member of the committee at the last session, 
ut 
the last Congress. 
Then the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] said: 
Two years ago. 


Evidently backing up the statement that I had been a member at 
the time, two years ago, when this was considered, At least I so un- 
derstood it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply referred to the fact that this bill was 
considered, as I understood, two years ago; but I did not say a soli- 
tary word on the subject of whether the Senator from Michigan was 
present or not. 

Pitre CHRISTIANCY. In that the Senator turns out to be mis- 
en. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. I may have been mistaken in that; but all I 
desire to say now and all I did say was that I made no reference what- 
ever to the allusion of the Senator from Wisconsin that the Senator 
from Michigan had passed upon the question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I objected to the passage of this bill 
when it was under consideration some days since, because, as I 
thought, it committed the Government to the payment of a large 
amount of claims which I conceived were of a similar character, and 
because this did not in fact differ in principle from a vast amount of 
claims which have been filed in the various Departments of this Gov- 
ernment for the last twenty-five years growing out of Indian depre- 
dations. Some member of the committee, in response to the question 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Marrnxws, ] said that the committee 
had determined affirmatively that the Government was liable upon 
the principles of natural justice for the payment of something to Mr. 
Holladay upon the case as presented to the committee. Upon read- 
ing this report, I can only arrive at the conclusion that that was one 
of the questions decided by supposing that the committee had con- 
sidered the precedents which they qante as having established upon 
the part of the Government that liability heretofore. I have exam- 
ined the cases to which the committee refer with the exception of 
one, which I do not find, that of Livingston, Kinkead & Co., and I 
perceive that one of them does support, if a single case may be called 
a support, the idea that the Government is respensible to persons 
who have lost or suffered dam by reason of depredations of the 
kind herein stated. But I further find that since the time when the 
Government compensated any person for such damages, it has dis- 
tinctly refused to recognize itself as being bound. On the 6th of 
April, 1860, the House Committee on Indian Affairs had before it the 
claim of Jacob Hall, a mail contractor, for damages precisely similar 
to this claim by Mr. Holladay. The statement of the case is con- 
tained in the report of the committee, which was afterward adopted 
by the House, and is as follows: 

Mr. Hall was a contractor for carrying the mail between Independence, in Mis- 
souri, and Santa Fé, in New Mexico, a distance of about eight handred and fifty 


miles, five hun of which is through Indian country. The contract with the 
P ce Department was entered into April 24, 1858; and by it he undertook to 
pay Ad mail in six-mule coaches once a week, from July 1, 1888, to June 30, 1802, 
for $39,999 per annum, payable quarterly. 

It will be observed that the time covers a portion of the period cov- 
ered by Mr. Holladay’s contract. The contract contained the usual stip- 
ulations of promptness and fidelity on the part of the contractor, &c. 

In September, 1859, in Kansas Territory, near Pawnee Fork the employés of the 
memorialist, then engaged in the transportation of the mail under the contract, 
were attacked by In two of the men killed and a third wounded, seven mules 
and one horse carried away, and one mule so much injured that it was killed as an 
act of mercy, and other property connected with the train of various kinds destroyed 


or utterly lost to the owner. 
aforesaid and its approxi- 


The facts of the destruction and loss of the 2 
mate value may be regarded as established, although resting upon affidavits taken 


er 
witnesses—one of whom waa present and wounded, and the other two had 
knowledge of the property and that it was in use that at time and place—testify to 
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the loss * 15 tho value in their judgment, estimating it in detail and making a 


total of 

From this testimony the committee would feel justified and enabled 3 
an award in favor of the memorialist, though för, perhaps, a somewhat reduc: 
amount, if they could regard the Government as liable to indem: him, which, 
however, they but are of the capt that he has no claim, 1 or equitable, 
for indemnity di y from the public Treasury. They are not aware of any obli- 
gation on the part of the Government to insure citizens against loss from injuries 

trated on their or property by Indians, any more than against loss for 

Eudes to either by the wrongful acts of other citizens; and if it were otherwise, 
it would be questionable whether, in this case, compensation had not been made in 
advance for the hazard ont of which the injury sustained by the memorialist has 
arisen. 


The Government invites proposals for a certain service entire and complete, ac- 
com ied by a statement of the price for which it shall be done; the Government 
to furnish nothing and stipulating nothing, except to pay as it shall contract to do 
as the service shall be ormed. 

In such case it is the opinion of the committee that it is to be presumed that the 
party g, in determining upon the amount of opena o will claim, 
will take to account the dangers as well as the diffic and the requirements 
which the service will involve. It would most certainly be so in transactions be- 
tween individuals, and the committee cannot it as likely to be different in 
those between the Government and its citizens. How far the amount of 
tion in this case sustains this view, it is hardly necessary to inquire. Ce it is 
that in the contract with Mr. Hall there is no covenant on the part of the Govern- 
ment to protect him in the service, or to him for any losses he may sus- 
tain in its performance. 


That, so far as I have been able to observe, is the last authoritative 
declaration or declaration of any kind by the legislative branch of 
the Government on this question; and if we are to be governed by 


precedent, the latest precedent, it seems to me, is the one that should | pose 


apply. Whatever the Government may have done heretofore by way 
ot gratuity or otherwise, however, is not binding. But here the com- 
mittee, supported by the action of the House of Representatives after- 
ward, say that the Government is not bound in such a case; that 
it is not dissimilar from the other classes of claims growing out of 
depredations by Indians, and that the Government is not bound to 
pay the party any portion of the damages he may have sustained; 
that the fact of his being a mail contractor made no difference what- 
ever; and I take it that is the true rule. 

Now, in the case before us Mr. Holladay made a contract in 1860. He 
was to receive and did receive from the Government a thousand dol- 
lars a day for carrying that mail, 5365, 000 a year. Undoubtedly, in put- 
ting in his bid for that service and accepting the contract which was 
awarded him by the Government, he took into consideration the fact 
that Indian depredations then existed,as Indian depredations have 
always existed on that line. There has not been a period of twelve 
months since there was communication between the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific that Indian depredations have not been committed on that route. 
Mr. Holladay suffered no more than hundreds and thousands of other 
citizens have suffered who have attempted to carry on their legitimate 
business by transporting passengers, by rting mails, by trans- 
porting goods, and by going thop ves across that hazardous coun- 

, and they have not yet awarded a hearing even before com- 
mittees of this Congress or of any other Congress and have not received 
a single dollar of Pay: And yet Con has not been without official 
information upon this subject. In 1875, on the 9th day of January 
of that year, the Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution 
of the House of Representatives, transmitted to that body a list of 
the claims which had been filed for Indian depredations in his office, 
calling attention oe gare Aer them, stating what had been done with 
them, very many of which it seems by this report had been before 
that time transmitted to Congress, some of them back as far as 1866. 
Congress, therefore, has had before it for the last twelve years official 
information as to depredations committed by Indians upon its citi- 
zens, has been advised of their claims at its hands for damages, and 
yet never has acted upon one of them. 

Now, Mr. President, if we shall pass this bill we shall put ourselyes 
any in the attitude of yielding to the importunity of one man out 
of the thousands who havesuffered damages of this kind, and we shall 
deny, so to , the claims of thousands of others who have not 
made personal application to Congress for relief. Something of the his- 
tory of that service and of the dangers attending it, I have been person- 
allycognizantof. That entire line skate years before Mr. Holladay 
took his contract had been visited by hostile Indians, the ranches had 
been burned, and all property upon the line for hundreds of miles had 
been destroyed. During the time these losses occurred to Mr. Holla- 
day, others incurred more 1 five to one, than he could possibly 
have sustained. From the Little Blue in Kansas, by way of Fort 
Kearney to Julesburgh, and from Julesburgh to Denver, and irom 
Denver to Salt Lake, by both routes, by way of Fort Laramie and by 
way of Fort Halleck, there has not been a single mile of the road 
which has not been the witness of murder and the destruction of a 
large amount of property. But in view of all this destruction, in 
view of the fact that it has been published to the world and thor- 
oughly known that such destruction has occurred, it has never been 
attempted to get relief from Congress, nor has Congress considered 
the idea of appropriating one single dollar for the payment of dam- 
ages, 
pi object, therefore, Mr. President, to the passage of this bill unless 
there shall be incorporated into it a distinct and substantive pro- 
vision that all claims of a similar character shall go before the same 
court for determination in the same way. Mr. Holladay himself pre- 
sents in no aspect of this case a single claim for equitable or legal 
consideration that is not presented by every one of the thousands of 


ms of whom I have spoken who have suffered es of a sim- 
ilar character. More than that: this claim embraces a class of prop- 
erty which does not necéssarily come within the terms of his contract. 
He has charged the Government in the affidavits which were placed 
before the Committee on Claims, and which form the basis of this 
claim, for damages on account of the destruction of his houses. The 
houses that Mr. Holladay built upon that line of road, every house, 
and eyery stable, and every corral were just as much his property for 
other purposes as for the purposes connected with the mail-route. 
The houses there were just as valuable for other purposes as the house 
of the ranchman was. In addition to the houses having been used, 
as the most of them were, for purposes connected with carrying the 
mails, they were used for other e connected with the overland 
travel. They were partially hotels for passengers who traveled in 
the stages; they were partly stores for the sale of goods to the ranch- 
men and to the persons who were engaged in the overland trade gen- 
1 A large proportion of this property was in no sense Bt 5 by 
Mr. Holladay for the purposes incident to or connected with the car- 
rying of the mails. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me one moment ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Les, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator whether, if this bill should 
pass and the case go to the Court of Claims, the court could, under 
the provisions of the bill, pay Mr. Holladay for the destruction of 
any stations, unless they were mail stations and used for that pur- 


7 
Mr. PLUMB. I have not the bill before me, but the provisions of 
it are very sweeping. 

Mr. MITC L. The terms of the bill certainly do not, and could 
not by any possible construction, include any other kind of a house 
or station or building that Mr. Holladay might have had on the plains 
for any other purpose. ý 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill is unfortunately drawn, if that alone was 
the idea. 

That the claim— \ 
I quote now from the bill: 
That the claim of Benjamin Holladay, now before Cor gress, for spoliations by 


hostile Indians, on his propert y, While carrying the United States mails, during 
the existence of Indian hostilities on the line of said mail-route. 


It does not by its terms exclude property which he might have used 
for other purposes, Whether it was so intended or not, of course I 
do not know; but certainly the language itself does not operate to 

xclude from the consideration of the Court of Claims property other 
n that which he might have used for the purposes of his contract 
with the Government. 

Some stress is laid by the committee upon the order of Colonel 
8 or rather upon the letter of Colonel Chivington, ad- 

to Mr. Holladay, of the date of December 2, 1864, in which 
he says: ; 

I am directed to furnish your line complete eee against hostile Indians, 
which I can only do by its removal from the Platte to the Cut-off route. As it 
now runs, I am compelled to protect two lines instead of one. You will therefore 
remove your stock to the Cut-off route, which will enable me to use troops retained 
for an active campaign against these disturbers of public safety. 

It is assumed from that letter that Mr. Holladay was obliged to 
moye upon the route named by Colonel Chivington. The terms of 
the letter do not seem to warrant such a conclusion. Colonel Chiv- 
ington only said to him in substance, “If you want the protection of 
the Government, in view of the position of the Zorces here you must 
move your line,” Mr. Holladay was in no wise obliged to move. It 
was in no sense a constraint upon him to do so, and any damage ho 
may have incurred by it, if having been an act which he did volun- 
tarily and for his own purposes, he ought certainly not to be paid 
for. The Government assumed to protect all travel upon that line. 
The commanding officer of that department issued an order requir- 
ing all trains departing from Fort Kearney to organize after military 
fashion. He forbade any trains moving with less than a hundred 
wagons, and required every man of a train, in whatever capacity he 
might be, to submit himself to military orders under the command 
of a captain to be chosen under the direction of the post commander, 
and that array was directed to be kept up until after the line of the 
Indian country had been passed. 

If this letter of Colonel Chivington to Mr. Holladay promising him 
protection if he would move his route has bound the Government to 
pay for that property, then ought not the Government, on account 
of the control which it assumed over the property of every private 
citizen who traversed that route during those years, to be bound to 

y them also? Mr. Holladay undoubtedly was promised protection 

y the Government. It is a part of the history of that time that 
about the period when his route was established he got into some 
trouble at Atchison on account of his property being seized by legal 
process, He came here to the Postmaster-General with a letter from 
a I in my State, countersigned by the President 
of the United States, asking the Postmaster-General to give him as- 


sistance in getting that property out from under judicial process. If 
this order or letter of Colonel Chivington on the occasion of the Goy- 
ernment urging him to go on with carrying the mail and promising 
him protection warrants the Government in paying these damages at 
this time, then by the same token, on account of the interest which 
the Postmaster-General and the President of the United States took 
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in that 1 process, by which his property was tied up in 1861, the 
neil m became bound to respond to him in any damages that he 
might have incurred by reason of his property having been so taken, 
or ži reason of tbe failure of the Government of the United States, 
represented bi the Postmaster-General and the President, to take it 
out from legal custody. 

Instead of being in the line of precedent established by this Gov- 
ernment, the action here pro is directly in opposition to prece- 
dent. If the Committee on Claims will say that they intend by the 
bill to recommend, in substance, that all Indian depredations shall be 
compensated for, that all the damages that men under the promise 
of protection on the part of the Government have incurred by reason 
of their going out on the border are to be paid, then there would be 
some logic and some justice in the pro passage of the bill; but 
as itis there is none. We are simply yielding to the importunity of 
a man who has opportunities for this purpose pressing it on Congress, 
and discriminating by that act against the men, poor and needy, on 
the border who have not the time, have not the N and 
have not the means to come here and beseech Congress to do the 
same seg bose their behalf, although they are in the same fix. 

If this obligation for protection has any foundation whatever, it 
meaus that every citizen wherever he goes under the flag carries with 
him a right to protection which the Government is bound to respond 
to either by having at every single spot at every moment of time all 
the troops that may be necessary for that protection or a paying 
him in damage all that can result to him by reason of the failure to 
have the troops there at that time. Every man who has gone on the 
frontier carrying with him civilization has carried with him also the 
Hie to the protection of the flag to just as full an extent as Mr. Hol- 
laday or any other Government contractor could have done. 

The proposition contained in this bill, that the affidavits which 
have been filed with this claim shall go before the Court cf Claims 
as testimony, seems to be extraordinary. Ithink it will not be denied 
that the Government has a poor enough chance at all events any way, 
without extraordinary remedies being given in its litigation with its 
own citizens. Ithink as ageneral thing judgments fora larger amount 
on the same state of facts are rendered against the Government than 
would be rendered against a private individual. But in this case this 

roposition is not merely to give the Government the same chance an 
individual would have, but to take it at a disadvantage. It seems 
to me to be going a great way. 

I object to it further because of the contents of these affidavits them- 
selves. I have read them. They set the value of houses on that route 
at $2,000, mere shanties that never were worth one quarter of it, and 
yet we propose here to send those to the Court of Claims under the 
sanction of this Congress as testimony to the full extent to which any 
declaration may be gpk pis A and provide no adequate means really 
of contradicting them. If Mr. Holladay is to go there at all he ought 
to go simply as any citizen under the same burdens that any 
citizen goes. There are hundreds and thousands of cases occurring 
every day and being tried where men fall short of recovering that 
which they ought by reason of the absence of some testimony which 
perhaps at an earlier period might have obtained; and yet the Gov- 
ernment should not venture in any case and no government ever has 
undertaken to supply such lack, and there is no obligation on the part 
of the Government to Mr. Holladay which warrants his being taken 
out of the ordinary category and put in a position more favorable to 
himself and less favorable to the Government than individuals are 
themselves in their own controversies. 

But I say, Mr. President, beyond all, that this bill itself is wrong. 
It is wrong in its discrimination. It is a violation of the recognized 
rule which this Government has established by its non-action in re- 

to depredations of this kind. It would be wrong as a discrim- 
ination against poor men who have suffered for years under the losses 
which they have sustained, which the Government should pay just as 
well as the losses that Mr. Holladay has sustained. If, however, the 
bill is to be passed in any shape whatever it ought at least to give to 
the Government the chance to defeat the rendition of a judgment for 
damages which in no sense, to no p „grow out of this contract, 
for poparty destroyed which in no sense was necessary for the carry- 
ing of his mails; and it ought further to guard against payment for 
the destruction of property which might have been avoided by the 
proper exercise of diji nce on bis own part. Ifthe stages had been 
defended as they might have been defended, a majority of them at 
all events I think would not have been destroyed. The Indians very 
rarely attack coaches on that line. They were the last things they 
cared to attack usually. They would waylay a train; they would 
stampede the stock on a train ; a hundred other things they would 
do before they would attack a coach ; and I have known a coach to 
go, with four men only as a guard, with five or six or eight men on 
the inside, right by two hun or three hundred Indians, and they 
would not attack it at all. Asa general thing wherever they did 
attack one where it was properly defended it never was taken. 

Bo I think the Government should be guarded, if this claim is to go 
at all, as against payment for property which in no sense was neces- 
sary for the carrying out of this contract, and second against the pay- 
ment for property the destrnction of which was in any sense due to 
Mr. Holladay’s own lack of diligence ora lack of diligence on the part 
of those whom he Sard tb to take charge of it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, this, in my opinion, 
is an exceptional claim. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
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classes it with the thousands of claims now on file in the departments 
of the Government for damages arising from Indian spoliations. That 
matter was considered by the Committee on Claims; and if the Sen- 
ator from Kansas had taken the pains to read the report of the com- 
mittee, I think he would not have made that statement. The Com- 
mittee on Claims distinctly distinguishes between this claim and the 
class of claims to which the Senator from Kansas has referred. The 
facts in regard to this claim, out of which it arose and upon which the 
Committee on Claims saw fit to recommend its reference to the Court 
of Claims for adjustment and settlement, I will state briefiy, because 
the report made by the committee has not yet been read. 

In 1860 Mr. Holladay entered into a contract with the Government 
to carry the great overland mail. By the terms of this contract he 
agreed to carry that mail daily from Omaha, on the Missouri River, 
to Salt Lake City, in the Territory of Utah. He was tho lowest bid- 
der for this contract and consequently received the contract from the 
Government. After he entered this contract he at once went to work 
making preparations for carrying. it out. The distance was very 

eat. Themost of it was through an uninhabited country and the 

arger portion of it over a desert country. In order to enable him to 
carry out the terms of his contract he purchased and stocked his line 
with nearly two thousand horsesand mules, with hundreds of coaches, 
and 15 loyed about five hundred men as drivers and other necessary 
employés. 


e Senator from Kansas stated that Indian hostilities existed npon 


the line at that time, at the time the contract was entered into. If 
there were any, they were very inconsiderable. But after the con- 
tract had been entered into and after Mr. Holladay had stocked the 
line and after he commenced the carrying of the mail the great civil 
war broke out. Itsoon grew into t proportions. The Indians 
ascertained the fact that the United States required its military forces 
in another part of the country, and very soon hostilities broke out, 
and these hostilities instead of being confined to a few Indians or to 
a few localities were very extensive indeed, Mr. Holladay’s coaches 
that took the mails were burned ; his stations were burned ; the prop- 
erty that he had accumulated for the sustenance of his men was to a 
at extent frequently either stolen or destroyed ; his drivers were 
illed ; his other employés were killed. Mr. Holladay, with that per- 
sistence and determination which up to that time had characterized 
him and which since have characterized him, endeavored by makin 
every exertion to carry out the terms of his contract, but the loss o 
3 was so great, the Indian hostilities were so extensive that 

e came to the conclusion that it would not be ible for him to 
continue to ‘orm the terms of his contract. Having reached that 
conclusion, he came to Washington, interviewed the then Postmaster- 
General, and explained to him the difficulties under which he was 
laboring. He was referred by that officer to President Lincoln. He 
informed President Lincoln that it would not be possible for him to 

out the terms of his contract unless he received military pro- 
tection. The President urged him to continue to carry the mail. He 
explained tohim the importance of continuing communication between 
the Atlantic and the Pacific States, and assured him that the Govern- 
ment would furnish him tee Sara and sufficient military protection. 
Upon that assurance Mr. Holladay returned to the plains. 
. PLUMB. Allow me to ask what date was that? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Eighteen hundred and sixty-two, 
* or 1863; I am not positive. It is not material about the 

te for the purpose of what I am now saying. But this ap 
from the evidence on file before the Senate and which was considered 
by the Committee on Claims and which the Senator from Kansas said 
he had read. The Government did attempt to furnish military pro- 
tection, but it was not sufficient to protect Mr. Holladay in the per- 
formance of his contract. His horses and mules were stolen or 
stampeded, his coaches were burned, the provisions that he had ac- 
cumulated were stolen or destroyed; I do not mean all of them were, 
but very many of them were. Mr. Holladay again returned to Wash- 
ington and again had assurances from the President that the Gov- 
ernment would farnish him with ample military protection. 

This is one class of claims, or one class of amegi to speak more 
properly, for which Mr. Holladay claims that equitably he is entitled 
to compensation. Now, to show what the Government did at one 
time in reference to protecting this line I will call the attention of 
the Senate to an order made by the military commander in that dis- 
trict. I will first read an extract from the report of the committee 
and the order in connection: 

Your committee further find from tho testimony that, during the time said Indian 
depredations were being carried on the Governmentof the United States, through 
the military authorities, undertook to give protection to said memorialist and to 

ard his said mail route and property from er interference on the of said 

ndians ; and, iv order to give such protection, said Holladay was, by military orders, 
compelled to change the line of his said mail route to parallel lines far distant from 
the first route; that on the 2d day of December, A. P. 1964, Colonel J. M. Chiving- 
ton, then in command of that military district, issued the following military order: 
HEADQUARTERS District or COLORADO, 
Denver, December 2, 1864. 

Sin: Iam directed to furnish your line complete poe t hostile In- 
dians, which I can only do by its removal from the Platte to the Cut-off route. As 
it now runs, I am compelled to protect two lines instead of one. You will there- 
fore remove your stock to the Cut-off route, which will enable me to use troops 
on gy frn sove — 8 . of public safety. 

í : J. M. CHIVINGTON, 


2 Colonel Commanding District. 
BENJAMIN HOLLADAY, Esq., 
Propristor Overland Stage Line. 
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Pursuant to that order, Mr. Holladay did change the stage route 


and, as appeared from the evidence before the committee, the change 
was made from the then route to a route about thirty miles north of 
the original one, and the length of that change, I think, was some- 
where rom seventy-five to one hundred miles. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Over one hundred miles? 

Mr. HEREFORD. It was one hundred and forty miles. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. One hundred and forty miles, the 
Senator from West Virginia says, which I think is what was shown 
by the testimony. The first class of claims for which Mr. Holladay 
asks compensation, claims that he is entitled to it equitably, is the 
class of claims that arose from damages to his property directly by 
the spoliations of hostile Indians. He claims that upon the ground 
that the Government distinctly agreed to furnish him with adequate. 
military protection and that under that assurance and under that 
assurance alone he went on with the performance of his contract. 

The second class of damages for which he claims compensation is 
the damages eae direcily and immediately from the change of 
route Mada necessary by the military order which I have quoted; and 
I submit, Mr. President, that he is not only equitably but legally en- 
titled to compensation for the direct damages resulting from that 


er. 

A third claes of claims, to which the Senator from Kansas has not 
allnded at all, grew out of the fact that the provisions and supplies 
which Mr. Holladay bad accumulated at the various stations alon 
the line of the mail route were taken and appropriated by the mili- 
tary forces of the Uniled States. In 1864 the Government needed its 
troops in the Southern States. It was very difficult for the Govern- 
ment to spare the troops necessary to guard this ronte. Under that 
state of affairs, as I am informed, certain irregular troops from the 
State of Kansas were hastily got together and sent ont upon the 
line of the overland mail route to protect it. These irregular troops 
were what many years ago when I was a boy in the State of New 
York were called“ flood-wood,” They were armed with broomsticks 
and hoe-handles and dilapidated missels and demoralized army guns. 
Their costume was picturesque, if not uniform. Now, I am told, and 
this is a part of the unwritten history of the border to which the Sena- 
tor from Kansas has referred, that that Senator was one of this host. 
These troops, although they were different in almost every respect, 
were J a and uniform in one particular; that is every 
one of them had an enormous 1 They were brave men, they 
were ready toc a camp ostile savages at any time, at any 
moment of the day or night, but they were more than ready 

Mr. PLUMB. If the gentleman will allow himself to be interrupted, 
I do not care about this narrative, but it is the most purely imaginary 
thing any person ever gave utterance to. There was not a single 
militiaman of the Stateof Kansas ever on that line during those years 
at all. The only Kansas troops on that line were volunteer regiments 
that had then been in the service nearly the maximum time for which 
they had enlisted, and were seasoned veterans, if I may so speak. 
The picturesque, motley crowd, of which the Senator speaks, existed 
only in imagination. 

r. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I stated that it was a part of the 
unwritten history of the border, and the unwritten history is some- 
times not entirely accurate. But the Senator from Kansas referred 
to the personal knowledge which he has of this claim and of its jus- 
tice; and he omitted to state one ground upon which Mr. Holladay 
claims compensation; one class of claims for which he claims that 
legally as well as equitably he is entitled to be paid, and that is that 
his provisions and supplies were taken and appropriated by the mili- 
tary forces. Iwould not for anything say a word against the Kansas 
troops. Ido not want the Senator from Kansas to understand that 
I was about doing so; but I think perbaps I can truthfully say that 
the Kansas troops have a taking way with them when they are in 
military service, [langhter.] They are supposed to take whatever is 
necessary to their sustenance and comfort, without much regard to 
who the owner of that property at the time happens to be. Now, as 
illustrative of this, I will take the liberty of relating an incident 
which was detailed to me by an officer of a Wisconsin regiment who 
accompanied General Sherman on his celebrated“ March to the Sex.” 
It took place while the Army was marching through Georgia. 

One day this officer, who was colonel of the Twenty-fifth Wiscon- 
sin Regiment, rode up in front of a very respectable-looking house 
which stood by the roadside. A very venerable man was on the 
gallery of the house, and he evidently was in deep distress about 
something. As the colonel of the Twenty-fifth Wisconsin Regiment 
rode up he was accosted by this old gentleman who stood on the gal- 
lery of the house, who inquired of the colonel if he commanded those 
troo The colonel was cued yore to admit that they were a part 
of his command. Well,“ said the old gentleman, “they have utterly 
ruined me, They have taken every erin of personal property 
that I had in the world.“ The colonel looked aronnd and he noticed 
one man who had a turkey in his hand, another who had a chicken, 


another who had a ham, another who had a very large piece of bacon, 


and another, more enterprising, with a live pig. “Well,” said he, 
“the boys do seem to have helped themselves rather liberally, but I 
can't do anything about it;“ and, intending to perpetrate rather a 
grim joke, he said to this gentleman, “I advise you to make ont your 
bill for damages and present it for payment to the confederate con- 
gress at Richmond.” “Well,” said the old por karun; “I see tbat 

ut, thank God, I have 


you will not assist me in this matter at all, 


one treasure that even the Yankee soldiers cannot deprive me of.” 
The enriosity of the colonel was a little excited, and he said to 
him, “My friend, I do not design to be too inquisitive, but I should 
really like to know what treasure you refer to? The old gentleman 
assumed a reverent attitude, and looking up to heaven said, “a 
treasure in heaven, where moth and rust do not corrupt and where 
3 thecolonel a withering look -“ cannot break through 
and steal.“ “Well, now,” said the eolonel, “I wonld advise you asa 
friend not to be too certain abont the safety of the treasure to which 
you refer because the Seventh Kansas is just in my rear here, and I 
rather think when they come up they will deprive yon even of that.” 
ror ial I inquired of the colonel whether they did or did not. 
“ Well,” said he, “I cannot really tell; I had to move on with my 
command; but if those Kansas jayhawkers did not deprive that pions 
Georgian of the treasure which by a long life of self-denial and right- 
eousness he had laid up in a better land, it was for the reason, and 
only for the reason, thut not a man among them considered such a 
treasure of any value whatever.” [Laughter.] 

This is a digression which the interruption of the Senator from 
Kansas has betrayed me into. I now will come back to a discussion 
of this bill. This bill simply provides that the claim of Mr. Holla- 
day for these three classes of damages, first spoliations by the Indians, 
second the direct damages resulting from the change of route made 
necessary by this military order, and third the valne of the supplies 
taken by the military authorities and actually used for the benefit of 
the Army, shall be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication 
and settlement. It provides that the affidavits heretofore taken in 
support of this claim shall be referred to the Court of Claims and 
that they shall be competent evidence—not sufficient evidence, but 
simply competent evidence. 

As I remarked on Thursday last, the friends of this bill are willing 
to accept the amendment then offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
MATTHEWS] though the bill itself provides that the persons who have 
made these affidavits may be caused to go before the Court of Claims 
and be cross-examined. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio provides distinctly that the court shall have power in its dis- 
cretion to require that they shall be brought before that court. I have 
sufficient confidence in the judges constituting that court to believe 
that if justice and equity require that those witnesses shall be brought 
before it, then it in its discretion will order them to be brought before 
it. If they are not so brought, the court in its discretion may exclude 
the affidavits altogether. 

The Senator from Kansas seems to be apprehensive that the Gov- 
ernment will labor under great disadvantage in this case if it shall 
be submitted to the Court of Claims for adjudication. I do not enter- 
tain that fear at all. The Government is perfectly able to protect 
itself. It has at its command the best legal talent in the United 
States, and I think it has all the money necessary, and I have no doubt 
that the Tos and competent persons who will have charge of this 
matter onthe part of the Government will see that the Government 
has full justice in the trial of the case. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 
Wisconsin as to part of the unwritten history of that time was un- 
doubtedly made with a design of having some effect, whether truc or 
not. I may as well say here first as last that I do not feel called upon 
to defend the Kansas troops. Iam well aware that it was sometimes 
a habit among the Wisconsin troops and some other troops in the 
Army to charge to Kansas troops delinquencies they were themselves 
guilty of, and I recognize the story of the Senator from Wisconsin as 
being precisely of that character, because the Seventh Kansas was 
not on the Sherman raid at all, I have no doubt that that same story 
was repeated to every poor Georgian who was plundered by the Wis- 
consin people or by the Iowa people or by any other class of troops 
that found themselves under the necessity perhaps of defending their 
acts in some extraordinary way. 

But coming back to this qnestion of the destruction of property on 
this overland route, there was not during the entire war a single 
troop from Kansas on the route until I took my own ris og out 
there in the spring of 1865, and as long as this matter has been men- 
tioned I may say farther that while on the route, and while under 
direction to see that that mail was carried at all hazards, I did carry 
it on nearly three hundred miles of the route of Mr. Holladay for nearly 
two months, during which time ho had not a teamster or a mule of 
his own on that part of the line—carried it with Government mules 
and Government horses, with Government private soldiers as drivers. 
Now, I submit that if this man isto be paid, the Government is entitled 
at least to a reconpment for the full amount of that service so ren- 
dered. It was a part of it which I did not care to say anything 
about. More than all that, it was a part of the unwritten history, 
and it was a part of the history in the mouths of all men along that 
route, that every time a coach was taken there were at least a dozen 
mules counted against the Government that had not been taken at 
all, and that was the talk among Mr. Holladay’s employés themselves. 
I say from the knowledge I have that I believe two-thirds of this 
claim is just as base a fraud as was ever attempted to be imposed on 
the American Con 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly. i 

Mr. MITCHELL. How can a claim which Congress p tosub- 
mit to the adjndication of one of the highest courts in the land be a 
fraud on the Government in so far as the adjadication of the claim is 
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concerned? If it is a fraud, then undoubtedly the court will declare 
it a fraud and Mr. Holladay gains nothing by the reference. If any 
part of it is a fraud, undoubtedly the court will so decide. If the 
claim is right, then is it not right that Mr. Holladay should have his 
day in court? ; 

. PLUMB. Mr. 5 I simply take the bill as I find it; I 
take the methods that are here in advocating it; I take the un- 
willingness of the persons who pro this bill and advocate it here 
to submit the claim of Mr. Holladay to the 2 rules of evi- 
dence. I do not say that this is all a fraud in fact. There may be a 
fraud in law as etl we a fraud in fact; but I say take the claim clear 
through—1 am judging now by the affidavits that are on file and by 
nothing that appears on the face of the bill except what I have 
stated—and the bulk of it is not a claim which, even on the assump- 
tion of the Committee on Claims on the foundation on which they pet 
it, ought ever to be considered at all; and yet I venture to say t 
the Senator from Oregon or the Senator from Wisconsin will not offer, 
if he can help it, a single amendment eliminating from it any portion 
of the claim that ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Allow me? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Kansas assumes considerable 
when he gets up before the Senate and speaks about the action of a 
committee that he is not on, and about a case that he has not investi- 
gated, and undertakes to characterize it as a fraud before this Sen- 
ate—a claim which the full committee has decided is not a fraud. 
All I desire to say is that the Senator assumes considerable when he 
assumes that position before the Senate. As a matter of course he 
has a perfect right to assume that position or any other position; but 
all I desire to dois to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
it is assuming very much to say the least. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kan- 
sas if the facts in relation to the transportation of the mails by him- 
self and his regiment, which he has narrated to the Senate, are facts 
which were in evidence before the committee ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is singular that this committee, which the Senator 
from Oregon has lauded so, should come to me for information as to 
what took place before that committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I have not come for information. The Senator 
from Nebraska is not on the committee, and I do not want the Sena- 
tor’s information because I have informed myself. 

Mr. PADDOCK. From the confident statement of my friend from 
Kansas I supposed these were matters of general notoriety, and that 
possibly he might know they were in possession of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know anything about the proceedings of 
the committee except what appears in this report. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state to the Senator that I am not on 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. I supposed the Senator was on the committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. I repeat, Mr. President, what I have said, that the 

bulk of this claim is a fraud, and I say that that statement. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator's assertion does not make it so. 

Mr. PLUMB. I say that unless the Senator from Oregon is more 
sensitive than I am he will not take that personally to himself. I 
say that that does not in the slightest degree impugn this rt. I 
am speaking of the facts that are back of it, but which I think ought 
to be covered by the provisions of the bill, one of which is now pend- 
ing before the Senate on the motion of the Senator from Michigan. 

ie spoken further about this matter fur the reason that the 
Senator from Wisconsin, jocularly of course, but at the same time 
with the 7 of showing that in some way there was something 
that was hidden or something that had been taken from this man 
that accounted for my anxiety to oppose the bill, attributed to the 
troops from Kansas the taking of the supplies which Mr. Hollada 
claims he lost on that route and which went into the hands of Uni 
States troops. I say that is entirely without any foundation. 
Upon the supposition, therefore, that that statement is just as true as 
any other statement that has been made in regard to it, on that test 
of a part of the unwritten history of that or of some other time, I 
might be warranted in saying that it is all a fiction from beginning 
to end, because that is purely so. 

Now, Mr. President, Í come back to the question of this order. It 
will be observed that this bill is indiscriminate in allowing Holladay 
pay for all the loss which he incurred while carrying that mail. It 

oes discriminate in favor of the property which he lost which he was 
using for the purpose of carying the mail; it does not limit it to the 
time after the issuance of this so-called order. Consequently the 
order cuts the smallest possible figure in this case. It is nowhere 
stated in this report, nor is it stated by a single member of the com- 
mittee on this floor, that Mr. Holladay did not receive ample pay in 
the $365,000 per annum which he was to receive under his contract. 
It is true that the argument of this committee all the way through 
is upon the assumption that as the Government was bound to have 
that mail carried it was bound to respond in damages to Mr. Holla- 
day for all he lost while carrying the mail. But the obligation to 
cerry the mail was all on the part of the Government until that con- 
tract was let ont and then it became the obligaiion of Mr. Holladay, 
and in assuring Mr. Holladay that he should have protection iwear- 
rying the mail Mr. Lincoln and his Postmaster-General or any other 


authori 
during that time with reference to the men who were pushing out 
upon the border and with reference to the men who were carrying 
freight across the plains. They did it in regard to all of them. There 
was not a man who had a train to take from Leavenworth or Omaha 
to Salt Lake City that did not importune the military commanders 
for help and did not receive assurances that he should have protec- 


of the Government only did what it did nearly every day 


tion. ey all stood on precisely the same footing; and by the same 
token if Mr. Holladay is to be paid, those men whose trains were 
plundered, whose mules and cattle were run off by the same Ind ians, 
ought to have their pay also, because they were under the promise of 
protection of the Government. The Government did assume and did 
try to protect Mr. Holladay. It did protect him in a larger measure 
than it protected 1 yer else engaged in business on the plains 
during those years. It intended to doit. It did it for its own pur- 
poses. It wanted the mails to go through notwithstanding it cost 
more by the effort to do it than would have been required if it had 
not had it to do; but it did it, and the fact that it assumed to do it, 
the fact that it cost thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars 
in order to do it, instead of constituting a claim on the part of Mr. 
Holladay against the Government, ought to be the other way. The 
Government spent money, spent lives, in protecting that route, just 
as it spent money in protecting other private pro and yet no 
one is to be indemnified but he, a mail contractor, having a contract 
large enough, intended to be enough to cover all the contin- 
gencies of that service, and it is large enough to cover them. He is 
the only man who comes in here and seeks to be repaid for his losses! 

I say that even under the theory which the committee sets out the 

bill ought to be amended so that it shall not embrace damages other 
than those resulting directly to him in carrying the mail. I deny also 
that that itself ought to be included; but if that is the purpose, as 
this report seems to undertake to say, then the bill ought to be so 
amended as that only those claims and no others shall be allowed to 
be proven before the Court of Claims. 

hen I spoke of the time during which Mr. Holladay had no mules, 
had no employés on the line of the route, it was only for the purpose 
of bringing out to some extent the history of that time, and showing 
exactly what the condition of things was. During that time Mr. 
Holladay received fifty or sixty thousand dollars, or a large sum of 
money at all events, for services rendered on that route when he ren- 
dered none whatever, 

Mr.CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I do not propose to go into an 
uestion in this case except what is involved in the amendment whic 
presented. That amendment I still think is one which ought neces- 

sarily to be applied to this bill. This case, like any other case, is just 


what it may be proved to be, and not what speeches here may make 
it, either for or nst it. It is to be submitted to a legal tribanal 
for decision, It 


ould be, therefore, submitted upon evidence; and 
if this claimant is a fair man, and is seeking for nothing but what is 
fair, why, let me ask, is he not willing to submit his claim upon the 
same kind of evidence that you or I or any other citizens would have 
to submit our claims in a court of justice; that is, upon legal evi- 
dence, and upon legal evidence alone? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If it will not interrupt the Sen- 


ator—— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator will wait until I get through, 
I shall be very glad to have him do it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I merely wanted to reply to that 
interrogatory. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Very well. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The answer will be very brief, and 
it is this: Mr. Holladay 3 his claim to Congress nearly teu 
years ago; Congress took no final action upon it; the witnesses who 
were present at the time it is alleged these losses occurred are dead 
and scattered. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. All of them? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very many of them; the ter 
number of them; and the reason—and I think it is an equitable rea- 
son—why these affidavits should go before the Court of Claims for 
what they are worth is that it will be a denial of justice to this 
claimant if he is deprived of their testimony; and, as I stated, they 
are dead and scattered and cannot now be produced. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Now, since the Senator bas asked me a ques- 
tion, will he submit to a little catechism from me? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. With pleasure. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. How many of those witnesses are dead, to 


in with? 
r, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have no personal knowledge of 
this case and cannot answer that question. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator cannot answer the question. 
Then how many of the witnesses are inaccessible; how many of the 
witnesses has he evidence to show are inaccessible? Will he answer 
that question! 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. My statement was that the principal 
part are either dead or inaccessible. 

Mr. e Is that anything more than general infor- 
mation . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Of course it is as I state. This 
oceurred years 8 the frontier. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That may be the probability in the mind of 
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the Senator from Wisconsin, but it is not the probability in my mind, 
and I will state the reasons why. His own report shows that Mr. 
Holladay himself states his case in this way: that he had in his 
employ there over four hundred and fifty men; and now, from 1864 
down to this time, is it at all probable, taking the chances of human 
life and other vicissitudes, that those witnesses are all dead or all so 
scattered as to be inaccessible? I submit that as a question of prob- 
ability to the Senator. I do not believe one word of it, whatever the 
Senator may believe. Four hundred and fifty witnesses he had then. 
Now, do you tell me that there are not men enough living to prove his 
claim? Mr, President, it is not half as hard a case as happens to indi- 
viduals daily. I have known a great many excellent cases fail because 
there was no evidence to prove them. It is one of the common fatali- 
ties of men who may happen to go to law. And now I must say that 
while I know nothing of whether there is fraud in fact here or not, 
it is to me one of the i e possible badges of fraud that this 
claimant is not willing to submit his claim to the adjudication of a 
court upon such evidence as is admissible in all other courts, but 
wants the privilege of ex parte affidavits to help him along. Why, 
Mr. President 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator will allow me now to pro- 
ceed until I get through, he will much oblige me. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Well. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, Mr. President, such a proposition as that 
would strike any man with astonishment if Senators and members 
of Congress had not already become familiarized with the idea that 
the Government is a goose to be picked. 

145 MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Iyield now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Michigan—and I am sur- 
poe at the remark—says tbat it is one of the strongest badges of 

raud that this claimant will not allow his case to go to the Court 
of Claims like any other man. Now, let me remind the Senator from 
Michigan that the claimant in this case has nothing to do with this 
matter. The claimant came and asked a direct appropriation from 
Congress upon a case presented by him sustained as he 5 oe: by 
ex parte affidavits, the only way that he could be heard before Con- 
gress. The Committee on Claims, by a unanimous conclusion, de- 
cided against the claimants application in that respect, and decided 
upon another plan by which his rights should be adjudicated without 
any eee whatever with the claimant, and decided, under 
all the circumstances of the case, many of the ms who had 
ee of his claim being dead, that inasmuch as the commit- 
tee would not make a direct appropriation therefor, as a matter of 
simple justice and of right, the affidavits should go to the Court of 
Claims, giving at the same time to that court the power and the 
right to not only call the perona making the affidavits, if they were 
living and could be had, but the further Hen of calling any other 
witnesses on the subject that the Court of Claims, backed up by all 
the power of the Government, desired to call in order to get down to 
the bed-rock of this case. Now, then, I simply say to my friend from 
Michigan that it is an injustice, of course not intended by him, but 
it is an injustice in effect, a gross injustice to this claimant, to say 
that because this bill proposes to submit the case on these affidavits 
and any other testimony that the Government may desire to call 
there is some badge of fraud attaching to the claimant. It is all 
wrong and it is ming I know not so intended by my friend, but the 
effect is all the same. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I have failed yet to see (it 
may be owing to my stupidity) why this case should be distinguished 
from any other in respect to the evidence by which it is to be proven. 
The Senator from Oregon says the claimant is not interested in this 
matter. How? He says he presented his claim to the Committee on 
Claims and asked for compensation, and upon those affidavits. What 
further does he say? That the committee refused that and chose to 
send the claim to the Court of Claims. Now comes up the point 
when you get it to that tribunal, upon what testimony the case shali 
be submitted to the Court of Claims. The Senator seems to think it 
ought to be submitted upon those affidavits as well as other testi- 
mony, because these affidavits were admissible in the committee. 
But why do we receive affidavits in committee? From necessity, and 
from necessity only. We have not, like courts, the machinery and 
the power to bring witnesses before us and subject them to cross- 
examination and hear counsel. Of necessity we must in committee 
act upon er parte affidavits; but no such necessity exists in a court 
e can call witnesses before it, can issue commissions to take their 

epositions. 

. CONKLING. Mr. President, it is not often my privilege to 
listen to a debate in the Senate so gratifying to me as this. Hostility 
to Mr. Holladay, if such there were, would not gratify me, because he 
is a man of great energy who has achieved large things, and I feel a 
sympathy for him. During my service in Congress, however, I have 
been always, and not less so of late, somewhat solicitous touching the 

rosecution and the successful prosecution of claims before the two 
ouses ; and now that I see the honorable Senator from Michigan and 
the Senator from Kansas so alert and circumspect as they are lest ad- 
van be taken of the Treasury, I take fresh heart and enjoy the 
eternal vigilance by which hereafter I hope we shall profit. And still 


I feel inclined to vote for this bill; I feel inclined to vote against the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan and I am moved 
for a moment to state the reasons why. 

This claimant came to Congress long ago with the claim he prof- 
fersnow. His claim has been buffeted about with varying fortunes 
in different years. It has both Honses of Con it has 
received the approbation of other committees in each House. Once 
it was wrecked by a disagreement in a conference committee some- 
where for some reason, and once the Post-Office Committee failed to 
agree, being as I am told all in accord upon the finding that the 
claim was meritorious, that the Government owed the claimant, but 
being unable at that time to adjust, to weigh in golden scales so as 
to feel safe in stating an exact amount. Having been prosecuted for 
a long time upon the theory of most congressional claims, it came 
again in the same guise; and the Committee on Claims, a very intel- 
ligent committee I may say without impropriety, a committee in 
which I think the whole Senate has confidence by unanimous judg- 
ment, if I am correctly informed answered the petition with the 
pending bill. They did so because this Government had come to be 
one of those choosing to subject itself to suit, choosing to allow itself 
to be made defendant in a judicial court created by itself ; and find- 
ing such a tribunal the Committee on Claims said “ although we 
answer negatively the petition, we refer this whole matter to that 
judicial court which the United States has created, into which it 
allows itself to be invited as a defendant.” What else did the com- 
mittee do? Something special to this case, we are told. Yes, some- 
. ial, but something I conceive not at all 5 pro- 
vided the Senate will adopt the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] and of which I will say a word in a 
moment. 

The committee said this case, somewhat eaten as it is by the tooth 
of time, somewhat covered over with the dust of delay inte: ib 
Con shall be tried not exactly as a fresh case would be tri 
between the living, not exactly as some recent transaction might be 
presented upon oral testimony ; but because of the delay, because of 
the distant and scattered scene of these transactions, because of other 
special circumstances which we the committee note, it shall be tried, 
deeming as admissible in evidence certain papers. That is not unus- 
ual Mr. ident. It was only the other day that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] who this instant comes into the Chamber, 
called up a bill the whole purpose of which was to transmit and to 
transplant into a judicial tribunal a certain paper, specifying it by 
name and declaring that it should be competent testimony. The gen- 
eral rules of evidence which have been talked about here were not 
deemed sufficient in that case, and so it is very frequent—perhaps I 
ought not to say nothing is more common, but it is far from unusual 
for an order of a court or an order of a legislative body carrying down 
an issue for trial to contain some special direction touching the evi- 
dence on which that issue may be tried. So here it is provided that 
these affidavits gathered and stored on the files of the two Houses, the 
affiants in which are dead and cannot be called, may be used in evi- 
dence. The honorable Senator from Ohio, very providently and aptly 
as it seems to me, from hearing his amendment, proposes that the 
Senate shall say that in the case of each affiant the court shall have 
power to require the man himself to be produced and cross-examined, 
or in default of his production to disregard entirely his affidavit. 

Mr. President, if we assume that the Court of Claims is honest and 
diligent, if we assume that the tribunal is as safe as Michigan’s tri- 
bunal was when the honorable Senator before me graced the bench 
in his State, certainly we run no great risk under the peculiar cir- 
cumstances here in saying that the Court of Claims may peremptorily 
order the production to testify ore tenus of every man who has spoken 
by deposition, and if not produced may strike out the deposition ad- 
vanced in his stead. Therefore, aided by the amendment which will 
be reached in a moment, and which I hope will be adopted by the 
Senate, because I can see that without it there is danger, it seems to 
me that there is nothing hazardous or improvident in this bill. On 
the other hand, in the of what we are told by the committee, I 
think we should hardly be warranted in doing two things, and they 
would both result from adopting the amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan. Weshould hardly be warranted in saying, first, We refuse 
to upon this claim ourselves; although both Houses of Congress 
and several committees have adjudicated in its favor in past years 
we refuse to pass upon it; and having done that we refuse to turn 
it over to the Court of Claims on any terms save those terms of require- 
ment as to the testimony to be produced which we see in advance you 
may not be able to comply with; and that notwithstanding we our- 


selves in past Congresses have interposed the delay which alone ren- 
ders it impossible for you safely to abide by the customary rules of 
evidence,” a 

In other Mr. President, I think we are bound to make some 
allowance for the fact that this claim came here, I am told at least a 
decade Did it not? 

Mr. M LL and others. It did. 


Mr. CONKLING. Senators around me say as long ago as that. It 
came here ten years ago. Now the law favors a diligent creditor. 
This man has been diligent; he has pressed his claim; and now at 
the end of ten years I think we are hardly warranted in saying we 
will not pass upon this claim, unless we are ready at the same time to 
say, you may submit it to a judicial tribunal, and under such circum- 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1637 


stances as to compensate you in part at least for the delay which Con- 
gress itself has inflicted. If it were a delay resulting otherwise, I 
think there would be more force in what has been said, but we have 
no right to become executors of our own wron This is delay in- 
flicted npon a diligent claimant. Pass upon his case or put him in 
statu quo: that is What equity says. That is what this bill will do in 
my belief, provided the amendment to which I have referred, offered 
by the Senator from Ohio, shall be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Mr. President, I dislike to oppose any views 
that may be taken by the Senator from New York upon this . 
but I really think this bill is a very loose one, and tkat if it shall pass 
it will result in great harm. The claim is to be referred to a judicial 
tribunal for adjudication. The bill says it is to be referred for “ad- 
justment.” That is an improper word. It is to be referred for adju- 
dication. If it were referred to the Court of Claims for adjustment, 
it would be a mere arbitration ; but it is to be referred for adjudica- 
tion. Now, is there any judicial tribunal in this 5 1 that hears 
cases upon ex qa affidavits? Why, sir, you cannot tell the results 
that would follow from opening such a door. 

I know nothing about this claim or the justice of it. I take it for 

nted that it is a just claim. If the Committee on Claims of this 
ody think it * — to be decided upon those affidavits, then the com- 
mittee ought to decide it; but if they refer it to the Court of Claims, 
the court ought to decide it upon such competent testimony as either 
party may present, What is the use of referring a case to the Court 
of Claims Via the same sort of testimony that the Committee on 
Claims had 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING, Suppose this claim were referred to the Court of 
Claims in what the Senator is pleased to call the ordinary way, and 
suppose it should turn out that during these years which have elapsed 
the witnesses have died, and the court, unable to receive the affidavits, 

them by, that state of fact should come reported to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senator, the case showing that had the affidavits been 
received, or had the case been refe: originally while it was fresh, 
there would have been no doubt of its merits—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING, My question is this, if my friend will pardon 
ser pon that very state of facts would he not feel bound to vote 
relief here? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Ah, that is another thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is the very thing, I submit. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That is another thing. But in referring 
a case for adjudication to a court I would never vote in any instance 
whatever that that court should hear anything but competent testi- 
mony. The Court of Claims is 4 N to adjudicate questions 
that may arise between individuals and the Government. Their 
jurisdiction is limited. If we choose to give them jurisdiction of this 
case well and good, if they have not had it before; but they ought 
to decide it upon competent testimony and award such losses, if any, 
as those for which the Government is justly liable. That is the only 

ry 8 way that you can refer the case to a Judicial tribunal to decide, 
ie these affidavits appear now let the Committee on Claims decide 
upon them; but if the case is to go to the court let the court decide 
upon competent testimony. 

Mr. HEREFORD, Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question right there! 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEREFORD. How often does it happen that a court deter- 
mines upon the legal rights of a party before it, and refers the case to 
a master commissionerin chancery to take testimony to say how much 
is due that party? The courts every day first determine that there 
is some amount due the party and then refer the case to a commis- 
sioner to ascertain the amount. That is all that it is proposed to do by 
this bill. This body to-day undertakes to say, according to the report 
of the committee, that there is some amount due this party, and we 
leave it then to another tribunal to take testimony and to say how 
much is due. 

Then again, if the Senator will still allow me, as to these er parte 
affidavits, is it not an every-day practice in all courts to perpetuate 
and to dissolve injunctions upon ex parte affidavits? Nobody knows 
when the affidavits are taken except the party interested, and yet the 
courts every day ee and dissolve injunctions upon such er 
parte affidavits, Again, every day courts dissolve attachments upon 


ex Fe affidavits. 

. DAVIS, of Illinois, Sir, what has that to do with this case? 
Do courts ever decide upon the merits of a case in that way? An 
injunction is issued upon er parte affidavits, but when the merits of 
the case are heard is it upon ex parte affidavits? Do the courts decide 
whether property belongs to A B or C D, or whether a debt is due 
from C D to E F on er pares affidavits? I never heard of such a 
thing in my life. There have been cases heretofore referred to the 
Court of Claims and kinds of evidence specified which they should 
receive. I am opposed to such a practice utterly, I know nothing 
about the merits of this case. My views are not pronounced upon 
the case at all. The practice is vicious; exceedingly so. When we 
refer anything to a judicial tribunal for adjudication, let the tribunal 
be governed by the ordinary 
alter those rules, alter them by a general law, but do not refer an 


rules of evidence. If you choose to |t 


exceptional case to the Court of Claims for it to hear. Are there not 
pay a cases ten years old and twenty years old in which affidavits 


ave been presented to Congress? Suppose you should refer those 
cases to the Court of Claims also Would you not be obliged to act 
in the same way that you are doing in this case? Is it not easy to 
see to what result such a course of conduct would lead! 

It strikes me that there are several amendments which ought to be 
made to this bill. The word “adjustment” should be stricken ont 
and “adjudication” inserted, so as to read that the case shall be “re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims for adjudication.” Then the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan should be adopted, that the case is to 
be decided upon “such competent testimony as either party may pre- 
sent;” and then I would add: 

To ascertain what amount, if any, of losses of and sustained 
by bim as aforesaid for which the Government is justl 3 with the right 
of appeal by either party to the Supreme Court. j 4 i 

Then you would have a proper bill for the Court of Claims, other- 
wise you have not got it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRIS- 
TIANCY. 1 


Mr. BAYARD. Let it be re 
The Secretary will report the amend- 


The PRESIDING OFFIC. 
ment, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed in lines 12 and 13 of section 1 to 
strike out the words “ the affidavits and orders now before Congress 
and,” and after the word “such,” in line 13, to strike out “ addi- 
tional” and insert “competent ;” so as to read: 

And the same is hereby referred to the Court of Claims for adjustment, uponsuch 
competent testimony as either party may present. 

Mr. BAYARD, Mr. President, there is no doubt that special 1 
lation is open always to criticism. There is no doubt in this case that 
we are but following the dictates of justice when a claimant shall 
present a aer facie claim upon the Treasury of the United States, 
that he should be given his day and time to make that claim good. 
In the present case, I do hope that the same measure of justice will 
be meted out to the people of the United States on one side for the 
recovery of this alleged claim against them that I would insist if they 
were in their turn the prosecutors rarene the party now claiming as 
a defendant. I mean by that plainly this: It is alleged that there is 
money due from the of the United States to Mr. Holladay. 
If it be true, it should be paid to him; and I propose that he shall 
have the same process, the same methods, the same tribunals, the same 
efficient judgment to get money from the people of the United States 
that they would have if in turn they prosecuted him for a debt, Is 
there anything unjust or unreasonable in that? If to-morrow this 
party were charged by the Government officials to have in his pos- 
session ten or twenty thousand dollars, or whatever might be the sum, 
would it not be the height of injustice to pursue that claim subject 
to other than the usual and regular meth of testimony? If time 
had elapsed, and if in that lapse of time the usual incidents had oc- 
curred of thedeath of witnesses or the difficulty of making proof, then 
it would havetold against the Government; and if in the present case 
when it did lie within the power of this p claiming to make the 
same 1 ton for adjudication that he makes to-day, and if there 
should have been the inherent failures in human justice that ever will 
attend it, that is to say the lapse of time, the loss of memory, and the 
death of witnesses, you cannot make a special law to remedy such a 
case as that. I am willing to vote that this party shall have his day 
in court, that he shall have P shears to take the depositions of wit- 
nesses where he may not enforce their attendance n but 
that the laws of evidence, that the practice of the court, that the sys- 
tem of hearing shall all be laid aside in order that special 3 
rules shall be introduced in their stead, I think is neither nor 
just, nor can it command my assent. 

I confess my surprise that when a committee bring before the Sen- 
ate a case which they are presumed to have examined, they state a 
claim of an unknown and unmeasured sum, for there is nothing to tell 
us whether this claim is for $500 or $500,000. If I am not mistaken 
in my information, it will rather exceed the latter sum. If gentle- 
men know to the contrary of that, their information is different from 
mine. But that is not the question. It is not the question of amount. 
Whatever is due should be paid. The question is how shall you fairly 
ascertain it. 

It seems to me that this bill is making a precedent, and I submit to 
those of this body of more knowledge than myself in the examina- 
tion of claims of this character, it is making a claim without prece- 
dent. Is it true that under the practice of the Congress of the United 
States, by virtue of any principle of law or of any class of laws, the 
carrier of a mail through a disturbed region of country is guaranteed 
against disorder, disturbance, or eg in the execution of his con- 
tract, whether from Indians or other foes, whether from a belliger- 
ency that passes beyond the e of Indian warfare or from ian 
warfare itself? There are gentlemen within the sound of my voice 
who have served upon the 5 — Committees, gentlemen who have 
served upon the Committees on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. Is there 
one present who will rise and say that this is the doctrine of responsi- 
jus of the Treasury of the United States? Is there one? I do not 

hink there is, because it cannot be but that when a man undertakes 
to carry a mail over a given route he shall do it in contemplation of 
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the difficulties, the dangers, the expenses, the doubts and all that sur- 


round the especial undertaking to which he has committed himself, 
and that just in proportion to distance, to danger and annoyance, his 
prices for carrying the mail will necessarily be increased, because we 
ater that these are subjects of bidding and letting to the lowest 
bidder. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I simply rise in answer to the appeal made by 
the Senator from Delaware to any person who had served on any com- 
mittee as to what was the practice or precedent of the Government. 
In answer to that I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware to two or three cases before me now. In the case of Ma- 

w, who was a mail contractor from July, 1854, to August, 1856, on 
he route from Independence, Missouri, to Salt Lake, almost this 
identical route, “the Government gave him by special enactment 
$17,750 for losses in stock, stations, and supplies through Indian dep- 
redations during the two years he was engaged in gpg haem the 
United States mails on said route.” But not only so, as long ago as 
1836 Saltmarsh, Avery & Co., who were mail contractors in the States 
of Georgia and Alabama, lost their property by the Creek Indians 
while they were transporting the mails. The Government again in 
that case by special enactment paid them for their losses, amounting 
to the sum of $9,779. The case will be found in the United States 
Statutes at Large, volume 6, page 882. 

Another case that is even much stronger as against the Government 
is the case of Livingston, Kinkead & Co., who were merchants at Salt 
Lake City. One of them not in Government employ but travelin 
on business of the firm as a passenger merely, in one of Magraw’s 
coaches, had in his possession $10,000 in coin. The Indians attacked 
the coach and robbed the passen and among other things they 
robbed Mr. Kinkead of his $10,000. The Government in that case, 
by special act of Con paid this amount out of the Treasury of 
the nited States to Mr. Kinkead to reimburse him. I will say that 
in this latter case against the Government, I do not cite it as a par- 
allel case, because it is a stronger case; but the other two cases to 
which I have directed the attention of the Senator from Delaware 
and the Senate are parallel cases; and there are other cases to which 
I might refer. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the honorable Senator has read me 
almost verbatim the brief and petition of Mr. Holladay himself. The 
authorities that he has cited are those set forth by Mr. Holladay over 
bis own signature in his statement of the case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I cited the statutes of the United States. Iam 
reading from the report made by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Causzan) 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes; the cases are transcribed in that report from 
Mr. Holladay’s own memorial. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a matter of legislative history. 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes. I am merely stating the fact. I had those 
cases before me at the time I asked for information, which I now re- 
peat. Lask the Senate, and I ask those members of the Senate who 
are or have been in of Committees on Claims or Indian Affairs 
or Post-Offices and Post-Roads, whether the principle has ever been 
accepted by the Government of the United States that they are bound 
to indemnify a mail contractor whose performance of his duties has 
been impeded by such causes as are alleged, Indian depredations, 
belligerency of any kind, either in excess or more restrained than In- 
dian depredations? The memorial sets forth,among many reasons 
why this party was unable to comply with his contract, a system of 
ee larceny. Sometimes the capture of his property was 
attended by force and bloodshed; sometimes by simple larceny. I 
ask, is there such a principle admitted upon which the Senate is pre- 
po to act ? I do not say that there is none, but I mean to say that I 

now of none. I believe there is none and I hear no one present 
willing to state that there is any. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This claim in the epinion of the 
committee stands upon its own facts. The committee, without ac- 
ceding to the general principle laid down by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, were of the opinion that equitably this claimant was entitled 
to some compensation, becanse the Government of the United States 
agreed, as is stated in this military order, to furnish him with com- 
plete protection. Under that assurance he went on in the perform- 
ance of his contract. The Government of the United States did not 
furnish him with complete protection, and these losses resulted in 
consequence of the Goverment not furnishing him with that protec- 
tion which it had a to furnish. The committee were of the 
opinion that equitably he was entitled to some compensation for 


that. 

Mr. OS Did the Government make that contract for his pro- 
tection 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Here is the military order under 
which this claimant removed the line of the route. 


I am directed to furnish your line lete ection against hostile Indians, 
which C e 


Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator permit me to proceed ? 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. . 

Mr. BAYARD. With due respect to the Senator from Wisconsin, 
he has wandered off from the point I was discnssing. The bill re- 
cites a claim based upon three grounds. The first 7 that, being a 
mail carrier under the United States Government, the Government is 
responsible to him for spoliation by Indians over that route. That 
is one proposition. The next is that the Government is responsible 
to him “ for property taken and used by United States troops for the 
benefit of the United States.“ That I believe is a clear legal proposi- 
tion. Private property taken for public use must be followed by 
proper compensation, That is a doctrine to which I am willing to 
subscribe, and that is the second ground of claim. The third ground 
is “ for losses of property and expenses incurred in changing his mail- 
ee com pliance with the orders of the United States command- 
ing officer.” 

r. President, has any such doctrine as that ever been accepted 7 
Private property taken for public use has been compensated for over 
and over again, and always should be; but that a military officer 
shall change a mail-route of the United States and that the United 
States shall become responsible for all the cost of that change, the 
damages that may follow it, I submit is a very dangerous proposi- 
tion, and one for which I know no precedent. 

Still I am perfectly willing that this party should take his ease into 
the Court of Claims, that he should be paid everything for which the 
United States are legally and justly liable, and that he should have 
his full 9 of proving his claim by testimony competent in 
law; and it surely is no hardship or injustice that the same grade of 
testimony and the same force of proof should be required to take 
money out of the Treasury as is required to put money into it. I 
cannot see why it is unjust or inequitable to a citizen of the United 
States to ask of him the same measure for the reeovery of his pro 
Ee that has passed into the public Treasury as would be asked of the 

ublic in case the public moneys had passed into his private hands. 
hat is what I mean. 

I do pro to deal fairly and justly by this claimant; but I can 
see plainly that in a bill framed as this is, there is an admission of 
liability which will be multiplied infinitely, and which I cannot con- 
sider is just to the Treasury and to the people of the United States. 
Let it be known what we are to pay. That is the first thing. There 
should have been a sum reported. There should have been a bill of 
particulars rendered of thisclaim. Not only its amount, but the par- 
ticulars under which it was claimed should have been made known. I 
for one will be found voting to give this claimant the fullest, the 
fairest, the amplest opportunity to make his claim good ainst the 

ublic Treasury for all the losses for which, in Jaw, that eee, is 
airly responsible. What more should be asked ? 

I concur in the criticism of the honorable Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
Davis] that the word “adjustment” is not the word for a court. 
Conrts do not adjust; they adjudicate; which means that they decide 
according to law; and that is what the claiming ought to ask, 
so much, no more and no less. I think there also should be provided 
by this bill a right to him or the United States either to appeal from 
the decision of the Court of Claims in case it is unsatisfactory. 

The pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan, whether this case shall be tried by competent testimony or 
by affidavits ex parte. Mr. President, there will always be hardship 
from lapse of time, but that hardship is not confined to one party in 
this case. It spe, Ho equally hard to prove the true value on one side 
ason the other. My experience of claims against the Government is 
about this, that you have an indifferent public and you have an ex- 
ceedingly active claimant. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, any testimony that is made com- 
petent by law is competent testimony. Therefore, if this bill passes 
that which otherwise might not be noT ean will become so, an 
thus we get rid of the difficulty suggested by the Senator from Dela- 
ware of trying this case on incompetent evidence. 

In discussing a question of this kind, reference must be had to the 
circumstances of the case. I admit the general truth and value of 
wes gen ind that a party against whom testimony is sought to be 
used ought to have the opportunity for cross-examination, The Sen- 
ate is asked whether it is willing to put the United States as defend- 
ant in this pro suit in a worse position than a natural person, 
a private individual, would be. The fact seems to be overlooked in 
putting that interrogatory, that the claimant in this case has not had 
as against the United States the rights which he has against a natural 

rson. If any natural person had inflicted upon Mr. Holladay the in- 
uries and damages of which he complains, he could have brought his 
suit in any court of competent jurisdiction within the territory where 
the defendant might be found and served with p as a matter of 
absolute and unconditional right; so that if by the lapse of time and 
casualties arising in that lapse he should find himself at the time of 
trial deprived by death or other disability of the evidence which 
originally he might have produced, he could have found no fault with 
anybody but himself, for he had a right to choose the time of bring- 
ing his suit and the foram, except as he was limited by the necessity 
of serving the defendant with process. But it is not so against the 
United States. He had no right of action against the United States; 
he could not sue the Government of the United States in any forum. 
All he could do was to make his claim to the Congress of the United 
States, to appeal to the sense of justice of the Government as repre- 
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sented in that body, and to make such proof before it and its organ- 
ized committees as would be satisfactory that he had a just founda- 
tion for his claim. 

We propose now in this bill, after the lapse of many years of wait- 
ing on his part, to give him that privilege, and then are we to insist 
that notwithstanding that and without any allowance whatever for 
the change of circumstances, he must be held to the observance of 
those strict and technical proceedings and those strict and technical 
rules of evidence which would apply in other cases altogether unlike 
this, in which he might have sued a natural person at his option 
when his testimony was intact ? 

The circumstances of this claim are such that it is in the highest 
degree probable that it is out of the power of theclaimant to produce 
for cross-examination all even of the material and important wit- 
nesses to his claim. He was engaged in the e g of the 
mails between Omaha and Salt Lake during a time of the disbanding 
of the public peace. The foree which he had organized for that serv- 
ice was a temporary one, has been long since disbanded. The in- 
dividuals composing it are scattered here and there, no one can tell 
where, and it would bea great marvel among all the accidents which 
determine human fortunes and human action that he should be able 
after this lapse of time to secure even in number a majority of the 
most important and material witnesses to his loss. 

Now it is not proposed that the evidence which he has heretofore 
secured from these witnesses shall be conclusive. He is not to be 
relieved from the necessity of procuring the attendance of any wit- 
nesses whose presence the court to which this controversy is to be 
submitted shall deem material and important ; and they may require 
him to produce in person the bodies of witnesses that are known not 
to be procurable, witnesses abroad, witnesses inaccessible, and I think 
probably that is right, although it may work a hardship, because it 
may be that on the inspection of an affidavit, by the reading of its 
very face, the court may think that it is unreliable in its statements 
and that it ought not to come in for anything without the opportu- 
nity to the Government of cross-examining the witness. 

nt Senators seem to argue about this question of evidence as if an 
affidavit, the ex parte statement of a witness under oath, was abso- 
lutely worthless, as if by itself it was at once marked with suspicion 
of perjury, as if it ought to be rejected as a matter of course. y, 
Mr. President, that is not in accordance with the common e ience 
of mankind. Affidavits, although they may not disclose the whole 
truth, although their statements may be greatly modified upon cross- 
examination, yet are worth something; and an experienced judge 
can well determine how much weight ought to be attributed to each 
affidavit according to the terms iu which it is expressed, or as it may 
be modified by statements in other affidavits. It certainly, it seems 
to me, was quite pertinent to the argument in the case to suggest 
what the ordinary practice of judicial tribunals is; and that is that 
many issues of very great consequence, of very great importance to 
parres litigant, are determined, and determined finally too, upon afii- 
vits. The question of allowing an injunction or the question of 
dissolving an {njeetion sometimes determines the merits of a cause 
and either prevents or makes a decree, and yet there is nothing more 
common in practice than either to grant or to dissolve an injunction 
upon ex parte affidavits. So with regard to every provisional remedy, 
with re; to the issue of orders of arrest whereby the body of a 
defendant is taken into custody upon an allegation of fraud, the issu- 
ing of orders of attachment and their dissolution, and various ques- 
tions of that kind in reference to which courts are daily in the habit 
of dealing, and they deal upon affidavits, 

So it seems to me, with the amendment proposed to the second sec- 
tion, by which discretionary authority is given to the court on the sub- 
mission of this cause, that the United States are as fully protected as 
the nature of the case admits or requires, and the Government is en- 
abled in this way to do justice to a complaining citizen. 

Mr. President, in my judgment it is one of the reproaches to the 
jurisprudence of this country that any citizen of the United States is 
requ to come to this body and to the cther branch of the National 
Legislaiure for permission to sue the United States. There are other 
governments in other countries that have not made such pretentious 
claims as we have to enlarge the liberty of the private citizen, who 
have gone far beyond us in the gencrous Jatitude which they have 
given to the judicial decision of claims in favor of private citizens 
against public authority, In some governments that approach in 
form the despotic, regular courts of justice, tribunals organized for 
that pu , are free and open at all times to every citizen that 
believes himself to be aggrieved by the action of the government. 
Here we open the door only as we see fit and only to the extent we 
see fit and with such conditions as we see fit to impose, and in — pr 
ing conditions it seems to me we ought to have considerate reg to 
tbe circumstances of the case as we haye sought to create them, as 
we have in fact created them, counting in that delay which has pre- 
vented the claimant from making more manifest in the usual way 
the whole justice of his case, and not make that delay itself the 
ground for denying him the substance of justice when we concede to 
him its form. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I feel constrained to vote for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Michigan, because I under- 
stand that it is substantially approved by the committee. In the 
report that lies upon eur table they adopt as their own a report that 


was made by the same committee to the Senate during the Forty- 
fourth Congress, on the 17th day of January, 1877, which concludes 
in the following language : 

Your committee therefore, on both principle and precedent, feel constrained, 
under the peculiar and exceptional eee presented De this case, to recog- 
nize the existence of an obligation on the partof the Government to indemnify the 
memorialist for whatever loss he sustained through no fault of his own, by reason 
of Indian depredations, while engaged in trans g said United States mails 
over said overland route between the Missouri River and Salt Lake, between the 
—— day of September, A. D. 1261, and November 13, A. D. 1866, 

And I ask the special attention of the Senator from Wisconsin, who 
I believe has this bill in charge, to the language that follows, and ask 
him in the light of that language whether this bill is sincere or not: 

But your committee aro not willing that the value and amount of taken 
or the loss suffered by the memorialist should be determined on ez parte atlidavits 
alone; but believing that it is a case wherein the rights of the Government can 
ay be properly protected by an exercise of the privilege of cross-examination 
and by a thorough investigation in a court 5 jurisdiction, wherein the 
Government shall be is oar by counsel, and wherein not only the right of 
cross-examining the claimant's witnesses, but also to call witnesses of its own, 
shall exist, your committee decline to ber the prayer of memorialist, and refuso 
to recommend a direct appropriation ; but, for the reasons herein stated, would re- 
fer the claims of memorialist to — 8 aims for 3 apo for — 

urpose re accom recom passage, — 
ever, the distinct statement n noth herein stated shall be regarded as a rule 
or precedent fixing the liability of the ernment to mail contractors in any case 

the peculiar circumstances of this case as herein presented are absent. 

Now what I wish the Senator from Wisconsin or the Committee on 
Claims to meet is this proposition: whether, when they said that they 
desired that this claim should be thoroughly . by a court 
of competent jurisdiction, they were sincere or not. If that was their 
desire, I ask them how they can reconcile that statement with the 
provisions of this bill that refer this case to the Court of Claims in 
the first place upon the assumption that the claims have been estab- 
lished by competent evidence and in the second Rive that the amount 
of loss that the memorialist has sustained shall be ascertained purely 
upon ez parte affidayits now in ion of the committee; and 
further I wish them to explain why it is, if they regard this testi- 
mony as sufficient to establish this claim before the Court of Claims, 
that they do not decide it themselves; for certainly there can be no 
question that the jurisdiction and authority of Committee on 
Claims in this body need no enlargement to allow them to take fall 
conn song of this matter and decide it according to any evidence 
they see fit. ` 

I believe that this bill is simply—withont using the word in any 
offensive sense—an evasion; that the committee are unwilling to take 
the responsibility that they desire the Court of Claims to assume ; 
that from some reason or other they decline to take the responsibility 
of ascertaining the amount of Mr. Holladay’s damages and desire 
some other tribunal to decide the question. 

I have known Mr. Holladay for more than twenty years. His his- 
tory is indissolubly associated with the history of that part of the 
country where I now live. His enterprise, his energy, his t 
capacity is as familiar as a household word to every citizen of the 
West; and I have no doubt myself that he sustained very losses 
for which he is justly entitled to compensation. But if his case is to 
be decided by the Court of Claims, I insist that it shall be decided by 
the rules of evidence. If it is to be decided by the Committee on 
Claims in this body, I will very cheerfully vote for any amount they 
may see fit to report. The 3 is before them. Taer onght to 
report the facts to the Senate, with the amount they believe he is 
entitled to receive, and allow the Senate to act upon it, and not, when 
they have said that they desire this claim to be thoroughly investi- 
gated by a court of competent jurisdiction, to come in here and break 
the word of promise to our hope by saying that that court shall ad- 
judge it precisely upon the evidence that is already before the com- 
mittee, Mr, President, that is insincere; it is disingenuous; it is a 
course that the commitiee ought not to compel the Senate to vote 


upon. 

The bill is a very fair illustration of a flagrant injustice of which 
this Government from its very foundation has been habitually guilty 
toward a very worthy class of citizens. Recognizing the existence 
of contracts, admitting its liability to various of its citizens, it has 
habitually refused to recognize the existence of any tribunal where 
those claims can be properly adjudicated. It denies it to the Court 
of Claims; and when they are submitted to the committees of this 
body and of the other they are on various pretenses deferred and pro- 
crastinated until they become old, and are then defeated because they 
are antiquated. Only the other evening I heard from the Senator 
from Indiana who usually sits at my right [Mr. VOORHEES] a state- 
ment that is a very strong illustration of this injustice. A gentleman 
named Vigo, about a hundred years , When the expedition of 
George Rogers Clarke reached the Mississippi River without forage or 
subsistence or supplies, in order to save that expedition from destruc- 
tion, furnished his own personal bills to the amount of about $9,000 
to provide them with subsistence. By reason of the supplies thus 
obtained the army was saved and avery large proportion of our west- 
ern territory was secured to the Government of the United States. 
Mr. Vigo made application to Congress and to the courts in a hun- 
dred different ways for relief. A county was named in his honor in 
Indiana. He died; his children died; his grandchildren died; and 
still the importunities for justice continued; and at last about three 
years ago, by reason of the efforts of the Senator from Indiana, some 
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obtained an 
order referring the claim to the Court of Claims, waiving the ques- 
tion of limitation, and they there obtained the tardy justice of the 
sum of $50,000 for that act performed nearly a century before. 

Mr. President, can that be called anything but a crime? Is a Gov- 
ernment that habitually performs such acts or refuses pe in this 


of the collateral descendants of one of the sisters of Vigo 


way to its citizens entitled to consideration or respect? And, sir, in 
this case now before us Mr. Holladay has been asking for justice from 
Congress for the last ten years. He undoubtedly suffered great loss; 
he is entitled to compensation; the Committee on Claims have had 
the case under consideration; and why do they not a St upon the 
facts and allow the Senate to vote upon them? Why do they ask us 
to perform this travesty upon the name of justice by asking that the 
claim may be referred to the Court of Claims and then saying that 
that court shall decide this case upon precisely the same testimony 
that is now before them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is that the proposition? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Precisely the same testimony ? 

Mr. INGALLS.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The only evidence we have before us is certain 
ex parte affidavits. This bill provides in specific terms that rast erp 
testimony the court desires to call shall be called and shall be heard; 
so that it is not safe to say that the proposition is to refer this case 
on precisely the same evidence we have here. 

r. INGALLS. Mr. President, no one knows better than the Sen- 
ator from Oregon that no other testimony is attainable. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know any such thing so far as J am con- 
cerned. The Senator may know it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then why did not the committee get it? When 
they have the amplest power, when they are not limited or tram- 
meled by questions of jurisdiction, when y simply appealing to the 
Senate they could obtain the power to send for persons and papers, 
why did they refuse to do it and ask that the case may be ref 
to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Kansas know of a single 
case in the whole history of this Government where the Committee 
on Claims has sent for persons and papers in order to investigate a 
private claim ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know whether that precedent exists or 
not. If it does not exist, it ought to exist. If the Committee on 
Claims propose to attend to this business, they ought to attend to it; 
and if they do not, they ought to abandon it. It is pean oa, that 
after a matter has been Dancing eee a committee of this body for 
ten years they should come in here at this late day and report that 
all 555 can do is to refer the matter to the Court of Claims for ad- 
E and at the same time affix limitations as to the manner 

n which it shall be investigated. 

Iam opposed to this bill, Mr. President, for several reasons, the 
first of which I have already indicated. I am not opposed to the 
investigation of Mr. Holladay's claim. I am not opposed to paying 
him what be has suffered in the way of loss by depredations while 
he was contractor, I think he ought to be paid. But when I am 
called upon to decide what action shall be taken by the Senate in 
regard to the Court of Claims, other questions come in, and the vices 
of this bill are almost as numerous as its paragraphs; its virtues, so 
far as I understand them, are none. 

In the first place it assumes as true and proved and undisputed 
the fact that this loss did occur as set forth by the memorialist in bis 
claim. In the second place it assumes to refer this matter to the 
Court of Claims, and says that they shall in considering it take into 
account such affidavits and other testimony as are now before the 
committee; but it attempts to qualify that by saying that the Gov- 
ernment may callin such other testimony at it may see fit, when 
every one knows that all the evidence of this class of claims arising 
upon the frontier in unestablished and nnorganized communities in 
times of great hazard and peril, when the whole population is fugi- 
tive and transient and evanescent, is of that character and descri 
tion that it is so fugitive and transitory that it never can be recalled. 
I do not say that this character of evidence is not valid, that it is 
not truthful and correct; but I do say that when these occurrences 
took place among a lot of ranchmen and soldiers and militia and 
flying sufferers from Indian e and stage- drivers and mule- 
drivers and passengers on coaches that were perhaps interfered with 
by different raids, and when the affidavits of those men with great 
labor had been gathered up and brought together, the allegation 
that at this expiration of time those witnesses can be found and 
brought in and cross-examined, is certainly absurd in the extreme, 
I do not mean to criticise the action of the committee in any offen- 
sive or unjustifiable way, but it is certainly absolutely impossible to 
collect the witnesses who gave those affidavits ten years ago under 
the conditions that they were sworn to. If this bill can be so 
amended—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a quéstion? 

Mr. INGALLS, Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to inquire—for I have been eng: in 
the Judiciary Committee room during the whole debate on this bill 
and have heard none of it—whether the claim has ever been passed 
upon Borg Committee on Claims of this body. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Oregon can answer. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I answer the Senator from Ohio that it has been 
passed upon twice and received the unanimous vg aap of the com- 
mittee both times, once a year ago and again at the present session 
of Congress. The Committee on Claims considered it when all the 
members were present, and after a thorough investigation it received 
the unanimous support of the committee, as also did the report 


accompanying the bill. 

15 COCKRELL. When was that unanimous report of the com- 
mit 

Mr. MITCHELL. When? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not the report here, but when the bill 
was reported, whenever that was. n 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think the records of the committee will 
show a unanimous report of all the members of the committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. What 1 want to know is when did Mr. Holladay 
sustain this damage? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Between the years 1861 and 1865. 

Mr. THURMAN, When was the claim first presented to Congress? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know, but about ten or twelve years ago. 

Mr. THURMAN, Was there any report on it then? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It passed both Houses in different shapes at that 
time and fell in a conference committee, I believe. 

Mr. THURMAN. Has there ever been an adverse report about it? 

Mr. MITCHELL. There never has been from any committee, nor 
has either House decided adversely. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is all the more reason why this committee 
ought to make some report in this matter. 

. MITCHELL. The committee has made a report. 

Mr. INGALLS. What? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Has the Senator from Kansas not read the report 
in this case? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have that in my hand, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then why does he say the committee should 
make a report when they have made a report? 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Oregon to say that 
the Committee on Claims had unanimously reported a bill in favor 
of Mr. Holladay. If I so understood him, I want to know what they 
have reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Mr. President, I do not know that I un- 
derstand the Senator from Kansas exactly. I perhaps might with 
the same propriety state that the opposition he is making to a claim 
which he himself has stated is just 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam not opposing the claim. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And in reference to which he has said that Mr. 
Holladay unquestionably suffered large damages that the Govern- 
ment ought to pay—I perhaps might with the same propriety say to 
him that the opposition he is evidently making to the claim is evasive 
and in bad faith and untrue, or he has taken the liberty to say that 
the action of the committee has been evasive and all that kind of 
thing; but I would not say that; I do not desire to say that in ref- 
erence to the Senator from Kansas—— . 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam very much obliged to you. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But the Senator from Kansas wanted to know 
of me, as one member of the committee, why the Senate Committee 
on Claims has not made a report in this case. I answered by stating 
that my understanding was they had made a rather voluminous re- 

rt in the case. He still Ree What have they reported; what 

ill have they reported? Well, I presume they have reported the 
bill that has been under discussion in the Senate for the last two 
days, which is a bill sending Mr. Holladay and his claim to the Court 
of Claims, and the reasons why the committee reported that kind of 
a bill they have set forth at length in the report which the Senator 
from Kansas now holds in his hand. I do not know precisely what 
the information is that the Senator wants, but if he will specify the 
B attract my attention to the precise points upon which 

e wants an explanation from the committee, then I, as one member 
of the committee, will answer, so far as I may be able to do, 

There is no mystery about this thing; there is no evasion; there is 
no deception, so far as I know. It has been a plain, open transaction 
from beginning to end. The case Mr. Holladay presented years and 
years ago to Congress. It comes up again; it has never been finally 
acted upon; and now the committee have said to the Senate, just as 
the Senator from Kansas said to the Senate a few moments ago, that, 
unquestionably, beyond all doubt, Mr. Holladay has a just claim 
against the Government for some amount—a claim, as stated by the 
Senator from Kansas a few moments ago, that is just and that the 
Government ought to pay. The committee have decided that. It is 
immaterial whether it was a unanimous report or not. It is a report 
of the committee, and there is no adverse report. But they have said, 
in addition to that, that, this being a he claim, we will not pass 
upon the amount of the claim, but we will leave that matter to the 
Court of Claims to determine. 

Now, if the committee have evaded anything, if they have acted 
in bad faith with this claim, or if there is any mystery about this 
thing, I should like to know it. And I am ready to answer, so far as 
one member of the committee is concerned, any question that the 
Senator from Kansas will submit upon which he desires information. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to know the amount that the committee 
found Mr. Holladay entitled to. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Have I not stated over and over again that the 
committee did not pass upon that question, and they felt that they 
were not at liberty to pass upon that question upon ex parte testimony f 
They thought that upon that question the Government should have 
the right to be heard, that the Attorney-General should have a stand- 
ing in court with the right to call witnesses, with the right not only 
to call witnesses of its own, but the right to call these very men that 
made the affidavits in this case, if they are alive and can be had, and 

ut them under cross-examination in order that the very truth may 
be arrived at by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. INGAL Mr. President, I am not going to ask any more 
explanations from the committee, for I am quite confident I shall not 
get them. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] desired to ascer- 
tain whether the committee had made any report on this case. He 
undoubtedly desired to know, as I desire to know, whether the com- 
mittee had reported the liability of the Government to Mr. Holladay 
under bis contract. The Senator from Oregon declines to answer 
that question, but states, what will be a novel proposition to any 
lawyer, that the committee were entirely willing to fix the question 
of liability upon ex parte testimony, but they were not willing to fix 
the amount of the claim upon ex parte testimony. That certainly is 
a very extraordinary legal proposition to be presented to any body 
which is com largely of lawyers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As the Senator is a lawyer I desire to ask him 
if he does not know as a lawyer that it is the most common thing in 
the world for a court to determine the liability of a party and then 
refer to a commissioner the case in order to determine the amount of 
the liability! 

Mr. INGALLS. That is not the proposition. The Senator from 
Oregon with a great deal of airy and fantastic levity escapes from 
asssertion to assertion and calls it proof or demonstration. There is 
a great deal of difference between assertion and proof. I did not say 
that it was usual or not usual for courts to fix liability and then de- 
cide the question of damages upon er parte evidence. I said it was 
very extraordinary for a court to determine the question of liability 
upon er parte evidence, and then refuse to fix the measure of damages 
by the same method. I think that would certainly be inverting the 
order usually pursued in these cases. If anything is to be fixed by 
ex parte evidence it ought to be the question of the amount of dam- 

es. The question of liability is one that depends on matters en- 
tirely outside of testimony: it would depend on the contract between 
Mr. Holladay and the Government and on the acts of the Government, 
to be proved by something besides affidavits. 

But, sir, if Mr. Holladay’s claim is to be decided by a court, I 3 
Pose that it shall be decided in a legal and competent way. Iam 
opposed to its going toa court. The committees of Congress, after 
having dealt with this matter for over ten years, owe Mr. Holladay 
the tardy act of reparation and of justice to decide this case on its 
own merits, and I hope that the amendments of the Senators from 
Ohio and Michigan will be adopted and that we shall not commit 
ourselves to the incongruity and the injustice of allowing a committee 
of our body to admit that the liability exists and refusing to state the 
amount of it, and then asking a court to decide the question of dam- 
ages upon the same evidence that is before them. Unless the amend- 
ments that have been offered by the Senators from Michigan and Ohio 
shall be Saoned; I shall move, when the proper time comes, to re- 
commit this bill to the Committee on Claims with instructions to re- 
port to the Senate the amount of loss that Mr. Holladay has sustained, 
and then the Senate can act upon that matter in its discretion. 

Mr. THURMAN, Mr. President, as I do not know yet how to vote 
upon this claim, not having heard the ments which have been 
made for and against it, I want to get some information, and therefore 
Lask the Senator who has the bill in charge whether the foundation of 
this claim is that the Government violated its contract with Holladay 
for carrying the mail. Is that the foundation of the claim? 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, the grounds upon 
which the committee put the claim are set forth in the report. 

Mr. THURMAN. Cannot the Senator answer the question himself 
without reading the report, whether the foundation of the claim is 
that the Government violated its contract with the contractor? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not the contract as originally 
made; but subsequent to the making of the contract, and after Mr. 
Holladay commenced the performance of it, Indian hostilities broke 
out upon the plains, and it was impossible for Mr. Holladay to continue 
the performance of his contract. Thereupon he appealed to the Presi- 
dent of the United States and desired to surrender his contract and 
discontinue the service altogether. The President of the United 
States urged upon him the importance of continuing overland com- 
munication between the Atlantic and the Pacific States. It was dur- 
ing the recent civil war. The President called to the attention of Mr. 
Holladay that the communication by water between the Atlantic and 
Pacific States might be interrupted at any time by the confederate 
cruisers that were then abroad on the ocean, and Mr. Holladay was 
assured by President Lincoln that the Government would furnish 
him ample and complete military protection. This understanding be- 
tween Mr, Holladay and the President was subsequent to the execu- 
tion of the contract, and therefore I cannot say that the claim is based 
upon the ground that there was a violation of that original contract. 

That is one ground. The Senator was absent and I will take the 
liberty to restate these grounds, although they have been stated two 


or three times heretofore. Again, Mr. Holladay claims that equitably 
he is entitled to something for the losses that occurred from Indian 
spoliations after he had entered into this agreement with the Presi- 
dent. Subsequently by a military order he was required to change 
the line of his route. The order is set forth in the report of the com- 
mittee. It is recited in that order made by Colonel Chivington that 
Ee was ordered to direct Mr. Holladay to change the line of his route; 
that he was directed to furnish him complete military protection ; 
that he could not do so unless the route was changed as he designated. 
At that time he was required to protect two routes. The conversa- 
tion with President Lincoln was long before that. 

Then Mr. Holladay claims that he is entitled to compensation for 
the necessary and actual expenses that he was put to in changing 
his route under that military order. He had to change his stations, 
erect new stations on the line of the new route, &. 

The third class of damages for which he claims compensation is that 
the supplies of provisions, &c., that he had accumulated on the live 
of his route for the sustenance of his own men were taken by the mil- 
itary authorities of the United States, and were actually used for the 
benefit of the Army. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I now understand a t deal 
better than I did before the nature of this claim ; and, analyzing it, 
it is obvious that it is no claim against the Government by reason o 
any breach of contract on the part of the Government, assuming the 
facts to be just as stated by the Senator from Wisconsin. Mr. Holla- 
day agreed to carry the mails; his contract contained no exoneration 
from carrying the mails, nor any claim upon the Government by reason 
of any act, in the language of the common law, of the king’s enemy. 
He was therefore bound to carry the mails unless hostile operations 
should utterly prevent him from doing so, and then he could appeal 
to the equity of the Government to relieve him on that account; but 
the Government could not compel him to carry the mails upon aroute 
different from that upon which he had contracted to carry them. 

The Government then has not abrogated its contract with Mr. 
Holladay, but the military officers of the Government have directed 
him to carry the mail upon a different route, and for good and suffi- 
cient reasons, patriotic no doubt on his and well advised on the 
part of the Government; though whether that ought to have been 
done by military order instead of by a change of the contract with 
the Post-Office De ent, a mere civilian might think was worthy 
of some observation. But at all events the Government did that 
thing. The military power told him “ shango your route and we will 
furnish you with protection upon that ged route.” He did 
change his route. It is alleged that he did receive the protection; it 
is alleged that he incurred more cost by it, and that he sustained 
losses. If this be the case, this is simply an appeal to the equity of 
Congress. What has any court to do with such a question as that? 
It is a question for Congress, looking at the whole subject and deal- 
ing in a spirit of equity, to determine whether or not this gentleman 
should be indemnified, who has patriotically, I will say, agreed to 
change that route, agreed to carry the mail where before he was not 
bound to carry it, who has incurred losses by so doing, who has not 
received the protection as it is said he ought to have received— 
whether the Government in honor and equity and good faith toward 
him ought not to reimburse his losses. It is a question for Congress, 
not a question for a court. So it seems to me; and a fortiori is it so 
if the Senator from Kansas is right, if there is no evidence in the 
wide world on this subject but these er parte affidavits taken long 
ago. If the proposition is to recall those men who will not answer 
the call any more than “spirits from the vasty deep” would answer 
to Glendower’s call—if that is the case, what is the use of sending 
this to the Court of Claims? Why not let the Committee on Claims 
decide what is right and report it to us and let us act? 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me, as this mat- 
ter will evidently not be disposed of to-day, to offer what I intend to 
propose at the proper time as a substitute for the bill in order that it 
may be printed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will not only allow the Senator to do it, but I 
will do precisely what I was going to do when he arose, take my seat. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer a proposed substitute. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let it be read for informaeion. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all afterthe enact- 
ing clause and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the claim of Benjamin Holladay in con ence of spoliation of hisproperty 
used in carrying the United States by hosi Todnes b; 8 prop- 
oy. taken and used by United States troops for the benefit of the United States, 
and for actual loss arising from changing his mail-route between the years 1860 and 
1866, for which the United States is justly chargeable, be, and the same is hereby, 
referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication; and upon the facts of record ex- 
PE aE pet ee 
— Of the United States” 

The . OPTIKER woe Aa, lr — the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANcx, ] upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ae parky l 
_ Mr. KERNAN. I should like to inquire what are the papers on file 
in the Executive Departments ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course they are the written contracts and any 


orders for changing the route. 
Mr. KERNAN, Does the Senator know that these very afildavits 
have not been filed there? I think we had better have the substi- 


t testimony as 
t of appeal to the 
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tute printed before we vote on it, so that we may know something 
about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Thepending question ison theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Michican, [ Mr. CHRISTIANCY, ] on which the 


On this question I am 


Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called. 
he were here, he would 


paired with my colleague, [Mr. DORSEY. ] 
vote “nay” and I should vote “yea.” 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 27, nays 23; as follows: 


N. 

Anthon; Eustis, McCree Sargent, 
Ba lii Ferry, McDonald, hurman, 
Burnside, Hill, Maxcy, Voorhees, 

A Howe, Merrimon, Wallace, 
Coko, In Morrill, Windom, 
Davisof West Va., Jo Plumb, Withers. 
Eaton, 

NAYS—23. 
Conover, Jones of Nevada, Paddock, 
Bailey, Gordon, Kellogg, Rollins, 
Blaine, Grover, Kirkwood, Saunders, 
Booth, Matthews, = ei 
Cameron of Wis., parties li Mitchell, eller. 
C Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
` ABSENT—26. 
Armstron, Conkling, Hamlin, Randolph, 
Barnum, © Davis oF Illinois, Hoar, ulsbury, 
Beck, Dawes, Lamar, haron, 
Bruce, Dennis, McMillan, Wadleigh, 
Butler, Dorsey, McPherson, Whyte. 
Cameros of Pa., Edmunds, Oglesby, 
n, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS.] 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to state that the friends 
of 35 Khe are in favor of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Tne PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and it is 

to 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Of what use is the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio if the affidavits are stricken out? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That was precisely what I was about to call 
attention to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is before the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The amendment of the Senatorfrom Ohio, 
as I understood, applied if the affidavits went to the Court of Claims 
as evidence. Otherwise it does not apply at all. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It has no application now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is in section 25 line 2, to strike 
out the word “cause” and insert the word “require,” and at the end 
of the section to insert “or otherwise to reject the aflidavit;” so as to 
make the section read: 

said shall have the in its discretion to require the no- 
eee son tion of any 7 whose affidavit is mow ersin shone 
or otherwise to reject the affidavit. 


Mr. McDONALD. I move to amend by striking out the second 
section altogether. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves to 
strike out the second section. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer as a substitute for that section the following: 

That the affidavits now before Congress of persons that the court shall be satis- 
fied are not living at the time of the hearing of the cause shall be received and 
considered by the court, and the court shall give such affidavits such weight as the 
court shall consider they are entitled to ve. 


I would say that there are two or three of these witnesses who are 
important witnesses that I know to be dead; and I think the affida- 
vits might be used with that qualification, that the court shall give 
to them such weight as they may think they are deserving of. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I am opposed to this amendment for the 
same reason that I favored the other. Here, according to the state- 
ment of the petitioner himself, according to the report of the com- 
mittee, were four hundred and fifty men in the employment of Mr. 
Holladay at the time these transactions took place, and there can be 
no real difficulty in getting at enough of them to make out whatever 
case there is, it seems to me. I have a great dislike to trying any case 
upon affidavits, and I will state one reason why, and it must be evi- 
dent to every lawyer; it is this: take this case, for instance, of Mr. 
Holladay. He calls upon a number of men to make affidavits. What 
does he want? He wants the facts that make in favor of himself. 
Every one of those witnesses may know enough facts to defeat the 
entire claim, and yet may state facts which are true which taken 


alone would make a good claim. It is the most dangerous kind of 
testimony upon which to try the merits of a case. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say a word. My amendment does 
not propose that the court should treat these aflidavits as proof of 
anything unless the circumstances surrounding the case may induce 
the court to think that they ought to be so received. If there were 
four hundred and fifty men employed, as is suggested, it does not fol- 
low that each man of the four hundred and fifty has knowledge of 
all these transactions, There is an affidavit here 5 a superintendent 
of a division who has since died. I am told several others have died. 
It is safe for the Government to go to trial treating these affidavits 
as making a prima facie case, with the opportunity of discrediting 
or disproving them if it sees fit; and the objection that was urged 
against the former provision does not apply to this in my judgment. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is a 
pan case. During the time from 1860 to 1866 we had civil war. 

ur Pacific coast was deemed by those in charge of our Govern- 
ment to be held by a very precarious tenure. We did not know from 
year to year how soon foreign nations might take part in the war we 
were engaged in. I happen to know that it was held to be exceel- 
ingly important that we should keep up communication with the 
Pacific coast otherwise than by steamer. Why does this man now 
ask compensation at our hands? He was prevented from doing what 
he had undertaken to do, by the enemies of our Government on the 
plains, by hostile Indians incited to hostility by those who favored 
thecivil war, He appealed to the Government and said he could not 
do what they desired to have done, because they were not able to 
keep peace within the borders. Viewing the necessity for what he 
had undertaken to do, they said to him “Go on and do this and we 
MUN 00 you,” and he undertook to do it again and the protection 
failed. He still again and again tried; and beyond the expectation 
of almost every one he succeeded in doing what was done. When 
the war was over he came to ns, or to those who preceded us here, 
and asked compensation for the losses sustained by him in doing this 
good thing, as we now all think. He has been here from ten to twelve 
years asking us to do this justice to him, and we have put him off from 
Congress to Congress, from Congress to Congress, sometimes one 
Honse agreeing that it was right, and again another House agreeing 
that it was right, but we have never paid him a dollar. 

We had some very earnest lectures on a recent occasion in this 
Chamber upon the honor of our Government, its duty to pay what 
it owed. I apprehend that there is no duty we were then called upon 
to respond to more imperative than the duty we are now called upon 
to respond to. As I have said, we have gone on year after year, year 
after year, postponing and procrastinating in this matter, and one 
and another of the persons whose testimony this man relied upaa 
to prove the justice of his claim and the amount of it have died; they 
cannot be brought into court; they cannot be cross-examined; and 
now gentlemen tell us that because we have been derelict in our duty, 
because we have failed to do what we ought to have done long ago, 
and because by reason of our delay this man has lost the means of 
proving his claim, therefore it comports with the honor of this Gov- 
ernment to say he shall not be paid unless he can do what we know 
he cannot do, bring the dead to life! 

Mr. President, that may comport with the honor of the American 
Government; it may comport with the honor of this body; but it does 
not comport with mine, I favor the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER, ] that at least the testimony of the 
witnesses who have died shall be allowed to go before the court and 
be considered by it. It would be cheaper for us perbare to postpone 
this matter ten years longer and they might all be dead by that time 
and we should not have to pay a cent, do you not see, and thus we 
should save our honor and the money too! If we just wait ten years 
there may not be a man left who knows a thing about all this mat- 
ter, and then all will be saved! 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator see any reason why the commit- 
tee should not report at once and allow us to vote on it? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Let me say to the Senator from Kansas that I 
have had referred to me on another committee e RET 

Mr. INGALLS. I want an opportunity to vote on Mr. Holladay’s 
claim. I think he has a claim and that it ought to be voted on, and 
I wish to vote on it, 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. If the Committee on Claims saw fit to report 
as they might have done, I would be very apt to take their conclu- 
sion as conclusive with me and vote what they reported; but does 
not the Senator from Kansas see this peculiarity ? He asks that the 
Committee on Claims shall report on this er parte testimony; he says 
that when they have re upon it he is willing to vote in favor 
of what they report; and yet he is unwilling to allow that same proof 
to go before the Court of Claims. If it is good enough for the Com- 
mittee on Claims, why is it not good enough for the Court of Claims? 

Mr. INGALLS. Because they are two entirely different tribunals, 
with different jurisdiction. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Certainly they are. 

Mr. INGALLS, One is controlled by equity alone or may be, and 
the other is controlled by law. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. They are controlled just by the law we make 
to control them; and if we make the law to control them, we can 
declare that evidence that we say is good enongh for us shall be good 
enough for them too; and why it should not bo I cannot conceive. 
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Then they will be judging according to the law as we make it for 
th 


em. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then why not say the Court of Claims shall de- 
cide all cases on affidavits? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No; the case is peculiar, I apprehend. The 
Senator from Kansas himself told us a short time ago the character 
of the men who knew about this thing, mule-drivers and stage-drivers 
and militia soldiers and regular soldiers and bushwhackers, and God 
knows what else, who frequent such places. You may find them to- 
day, and a year hence you may not find one in five hundred of them. 
He argued earnestly and strongly to a man who knows so much about 
these things as I do the utter impossibility of ever getting together 
again the testimony we now have here, and, having shown that it is 
utterly 5 ever to get it again, why not let it go to the Court 
of Claims 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa must not do me the in- 
justice of say ing that Iam unwilling to have Mr. 1 claim 
adjudicated. I think the courageous and manly thing to do is for 
this body to take that testimony, give it the weight it is worth, and 
act in accordance with it, and not ask a tribunal organized upon 
different principles for the administration of law to violate every 

rinciple of evidence that governs the consideration of differences 
betana human bein 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. If the Senator from Kansas has a controversy 
with the Committee on Claims upon this subject I do not wish to 
take part in it, If the Committee on Claims saw fit to report this 
matter to the Senate on the best lights they had, I will with the best 
lights I can get act on their report; but they have made the report 
to us that they do not think it prudent and safe for them under the 
circumstances to pass upon the amount due this man, and that the 
Court of Claims is better constituted to do that work than they are, 
and having so reported I would take their Teyori and act upon it. 
In view of the class of population that must e up these witnesses 
if ever they are got together, if ever they can be got together, in 
view of the fugitive character of the men who must have known if 
anybody ever did know about this case, it seems to me to be utterly 
unjust to say that after compelling this man to wait from ten to 
twelve years before hé can get a hearing, then he shall be deprived 
of the evidence which he Has procured to enable us to determine the 


case, 

Mr. THURMAN, If the Senate will give me its attention for ten 
minutes—I do not think I shall occupy more—I flatter myself that I 
can show that this is no claim to go before a court. A court must act 
upon principles of law well recognized and settled and binding upon 
it. On what principles of law does this claim rest ? ie the ground 
that the Government has violated a contract with Holladay? We 
are told not. On the ground that the Government is liable at law for 
the o tions of enemies hostile to the Government? No such prin- 
ye. is known toacourt. On the ground that he has, upon the order 
of a military officer who had no authority to order him and without 
any change of bis contract by the Post-Office Department, the only 
Department that could change it, undertaken to carry the mail on a 
different route from that upon which he had contracted to carry it? 
Is it on that ground? There is no such principle known to a court of 
Jaw. It must say at once, These military men had no right to order 
you off on this route and you can acquire no claim on the Govern- 
ment by their so doing that is known and izable by a court of 
Jaw.” If, therefore, you send the case to the Court of Claims, the first 
thing you must do is to fix the principle upon which that court shall 
adjudicate the claim, and thus make it a simple auditor like an auditor 
in a court of chancery. After the court has settled all the principles 
upon which the account shall be taken, he then ascertains the dam- 
ages according to the principles thussettled. You leave to the Court 
of Claims nothing in the wide world in the shape of law to decide if 
you send this bill to them in any shape in which that court can take 
cognizance of it. You send it to them in this way, and what can the 
court say? They say,“ We know no law ap licable to this case; it 
is a simple appeal to the justice and equity of the Government; there 
is no principle of law that is applicable to the case, and therefore 
there is nothing upon which we can decide.” I say therefore, again, 
if you send this case to the Court of Claims, you are bound in the 
first place to settle by your law the principle upon which that court 
shall proceed in estimating damages, 

That being true, this is simply an appeal to the justice of the Gov- 
ernment. From what I have heard I believe there is much merit in 
this claim. I mean from what I have heard this afternoon, for that 
is all I know abont it. I think from what I have heard this after- 
noon there is much merit in this claim, and that the Government does 
owe something to Mr. Holladay by way of indemnity for his losses. 
But I say it is an appeal to the equity of the Government, to its sense 
of justice, to its sense of honor, and that is a question for Congress 
and not for a court to decide. 

In answer to what was said by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. KIRK- 
WOOD, ] that the Committee on Claims would have to act upon affida- 
vits, that Senator on ght to know that whenever that committee asks 
the Senate to give it power to send for persons and papers in any 
case of importance that power is readily granted. I therefore concur 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in saying that the right 
way to deal with this subject is to take these affidavits, and if coun- 
ter-proof is necessary, let the committee ask for power to send for 


persons and papers, or let depositions be taken under the general law 
of the Jand to be read before a committee of Congress; let that be 
done, and let the committee decide. Believing most firmly that this 
is no case for a court, I move that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am not, for one, disposed to argue 
entirely against the propriety of passing some measure of relief for 
Mr. Holladay; but when it is constantly asserted here that men are 
postponed for years with just claims, I want to give it as my opinion 
that there are two claims pushed through Congress by worriment that 
ought not to pass for one that is postponed. This bill proposesa very 
large job for the Court of Claims. It proposes three distinct classes of 
claims to be adjusted by the Court of Claims. The first is for spolia- 
tions by the Indians. I want to say that if we shall pass a bill of this 
kind we shall be immediately called upon to pass claims for other mail 
contractors that lost vast numbers of mules on the Texas route to 
Arizona. Then, again, it proposes to adjust claims for property taken 
by the United States troops; and then again for losses of property in 
consequence of the change of the route. Thisis not for property used 
in the carrying of the mail, but for any property, however ex 
that belonged to this man; he is to have indemnity for it if it was 
lost, whether by his carelessness and neglect or not. If the property 
been has lost, according to the terms of this bill the court must ren- 
der a judgment against the Government. 

Mr. President, I merely offered a e embracing these claims, 
but in a restricted form, that they should come up only where the 
United States were justly e eable, and then that they should be 
adjudicated upon competent evidence. I ask to have the substitute 
proposed by me printed, in order that it may be considered whenever 
the bill comes up again. Now, I move tliat the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and two minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 11, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 

The Journal of e wa read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Territories, commencing with the Stateof Maine, 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to ap- 
propriate committees. Under this call joint resolutions and memo- 
rials of State and territorial Legislatures are in order. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask unanimous consent of the House that 
we may have night sessions on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, 
to be devoted exclusively to the Private Calendar. There are now 
some one hundred and eighty bills upon that calendar which have 
been reported, and many of them are cases which have been reported 
successfully for many years, but which have always died upon the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. That motion will give rise to some objection. Let it 
go over nutil after the morning hour. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. It can be disposed of now as well as after the 
morning hour. 

: Mr. HALE. It had better be postponed until after the morning 
our. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour commences at twelve o'clock 
and eight minutes p. m. 

MANAGERS OF THE UNITED STATES HOSPITALS. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3741) to provide for the fill- 
ing of vacancies in the hoard of managers of the United States hos- 
pitals for disabled volunteer soldiers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

5 MANUFACTURERS OF CIGARS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3742) 
to protect manufacturers of cigars who use imported tobacco exclu- 
sively; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. VAINEY. 

Mr. LANDERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3743) for the relief of 
William H. Vainey, assistant naval constructor of the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DWIGHT DE SILVA. 

Mr. BEEBE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3744) granting a pension to 
Dwight De Silva; which was read a frst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GORDON B. BARNES, 

Mr. BEEBE also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3745) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gordon B. Barnes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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MARGRET BABCOCK. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3746) for the relief of 
t Babcock, legatee; which was read a first and second time 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT AVON, NEW YORK. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 129) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to deliver to the town of Avon, in the county 
of Livingston, State of New York, four cannon for the soldiers’ mon- 
ument in said town ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM STATE OF COLORADO, 

Mr. LAPHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3747) fixing the time 
for the election of Representative in Congress for the State of Col- 
orado, and to re so much of the act of March 3, 1875, as provides 
for fixing such time; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN VETERAN PENSION BILL. 

Mr. MACKEY presented joint resolutions of the rp eens of State 
of 8 reference to the peusion bill of the House in rela- 
tion to veterans of the Mexican war. 

Mr. MACKEY. As the resolution is very short, I would ask that it 


be read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

COIN OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3748) to punish certain 
crimes relating to the coin of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES r. KEGGEREIS, 

Mr. STENGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3749) for an increase of 
pension of James P. Keggereis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted, 
F MEXICAN VETERAN PENSION BILL, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, presented joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Pennsylvania, in relation to the Mexican vet- 
eran pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PROTECTION OF COLONISTS, ETC., ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3750) to aid and protect 
parties and colonies for the pu of ee wee and settling on 
our public lands; which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR OF WICOMICO. 

Mr. DOUGLAS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3751) constituting the 
harbor of Great Wicomico, in Virginia, a mo of entry and delivery, 
and authorizing the appointment of a collector for the same; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be prin 

IMPROVEMENT OF NOMINI CREEK, 

Mr. DOUGLAS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3752) providing for 
the continuance of the improvement of Nomini Creek, in Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

NINTH REGIMENT UNITED STATES INFANTRY. 

Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2753) for the relief of 
certain officers and soldiers of the Ninth Regiment United States In- 
fantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

l AUGUSTUS BURGDORF. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3754) 
for the relief of Augustus Burgdorf, of Washington, District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS JEFFERSON WILLS. 

Mr. ELAM introduceda bill (H. R. No. 3755) for the relief of Thomas 
Jefferson Wills, curator of Martha L. Wills, of Rapides Parish, Lou- 
isiana ; which was read a first and second 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF RED RIVER. 

Mr. ELAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3756) making an appro- 
priation to improve the navigation of the Red River at the falls, at 
the town of Alexandria, Louisiana, and for other Purposes 5 which 
was read a first and second time, referred to thé Co ttee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W, HICKEY. 

Mr. ELAM {by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3757) for 
the relief of John W. Hickey, of the State of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


me, referred to the Com- | first 


BARATARIA SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. ELAM also presented the concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Lonisiana relative to the Barataria Ship-Canal. 

Mr. WOOD. I want to hear that read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The concurrent resolution was then read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER. I think it should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. ELAM. Without referring to the questions which have been 
heretofore discussed in regard to propositions of this character asking 
appropriations for the improvement of navigation and their reference 
to committees, I think this resolution should be referred as indicated 
by the Speaker, to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not usual upon propositions of refer- 
ence oe the morning hour of Monday. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Allow me a single word. This subject is already 
before the Committee on Commerce, and the chairman of that com- 
mittee has a bill covering this specific improvement which he has 
been authorized to report this morning if he gets the opportunity. 

‘Mr. REAGAN. The Committee on Commerce are ready to report 


on this mu 

Mr. 8C ICHER. I withdraw my suggestion. 

The concurrent resolution was accordingly referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

CATHERINE CARBURY AND WILLIAM LAY. 

Mr. SAYLER (by O) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3758) refer- 
ring the claims of Catherine Carbury and William Lay to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES NOTES FOR CURRENCY. 

Mr. EWING introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 130) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. EWING. I ask that the yes resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was , and referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM YOUNG. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3759) for the benefit of 
William Young, of Wayne County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. DURHAM. I also present a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Kentucky, favoring the construction of the Texas Pacific Railroad. 
ue that the joint resolution be read for the information of the 

ouse. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3760) relative to the 
Washington Market Company in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. j 

Mr. BLACKBURN also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Kentucky in relation to the Texas Pacific Railroad; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

JEPTHA BOONE. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3761) for the relief of 
Jeptha Boone, of Powell County, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN ACTS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3762) to construe ser- 
tain acts of Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN M’NEAL. A 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3763) for the relief 
of Jonathan McNeal, of Laurel County, Kentucky ; which was read a 
an I second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISHAM GAMBREL. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3764) for the relief 
of Isham Gambrel, of Bell County, Kentucky, late a private of Com- 
pany H, Twenty-fourth Regiment of Kentucky Infantry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, MARY A. SEABORN. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3765) for the relief 
of Mrs. 3 Sea born, of Laurel County, Kentucky, mother of 
Thomas Seaborn, late private Company B, Fourth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
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ar arth to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 
TEXAS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. BOONE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Kentucky, favoring the construction of the Texas and Pa- 
cific eled; which was referred to the Committee on the Pacific 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PADUCAH, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. BOONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3766) to purchase a 
site and erect thereon a post-office and court-house at Paducah, Ken- 
tucky, for the use of the Government of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Kentucky, favoring the construction of 
a Texas and Pacific railroad; which was a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

l STEAMBOAT FANNY BRANDERS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3767) for 
the relief of the owners of the steamboat Fanny Branders, of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. H. NORRIS. 
Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3768) 


tor the relief of A. H. Norris; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
TAXES ON SPIRITS AND TOBACCO. 

Mr. RIDDLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3769) to reduce the pres- 
ent high taxes on distilled spirits and tobacco and to secure to manu- 
facturers of small means the same rights as are enjoyed under the 
existing internal revenue only by large capitalists; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ee WOOD called for the reading of the bill at length; and it was 
Te 


MARGARET A. WEBB. 

Mr. BRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3770) to place the name 
of Margaret A. Webb, widow of John W. Webb, on the pension- roll; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3771) to pay Mar- 
garet A. Webb, widow of John W. Webb, allowance, bounty, &c.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP J. BUCKEY. 

Mr. HOUSE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3772) for the 
relief of Philip J. Buckey, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RENEL CUSTER. 

Mr. SEXTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3773) granting a pension 
to Renel Custer, of Jefferson County, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANNA (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3774) to fix 
the rank and pay of retired medical purveyors, United States Army ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. B. HOLLOWAY. 

Mr. EDEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3775) for the 
relief of J. B. Holloway; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT IN ILLINOIS, 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 131) di- 
recting a survey and estimate to be made under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, of the IIlinois River and Illinois and Michigan 
Canal, in the State of Illinois, with a view to deepen the same so as 
to be navigable for steamers drawing seven feet of water, from Chi- 
cago to the Mississippi River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3776) 
supplementary to an act approved December 17, 1872, and entitled 
“An act to authorize the construction of bridges across the Ohio 
River and to prescribe the dimensions of the same;” which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP LANDS, WHITE COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3777) to provide for the 8 in money of the indemnity claim for 
swamp and overflowed lands in White County, IIlinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS, ILLINOIS. 7 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3778) to provide for the payment of the indemnity claim for swamp 
and overflowed lands in the counties of Richland, Saline, Jefferson, 
Hamilton, Wayne, Gallatin, and Hardin, Illinois; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISHAM C. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3779) for the relief of Isham C. Taylor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SILVER BULLION CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. KNAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3780) to authorize the de- 
posit of silver bullion or bars, and the issue of certificates therefor ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT COURT, QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. KNAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3781) providing for 
holding terms of court at Quincy, Illinois, in the southern district of 
said State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 

SILVER BULLION CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3782) to authorize 
the deposit of silver bullion or bars, and the issue of certificates 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER W. WALKER. 

Mr. POLLARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3783) 3 a pen- 
sion to Alexander W. Walker; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY MURPHY. 

Mr. CONGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3784) for the 
relief of Mary Murphy, widow of Jeremiah Murphy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3785) 
making an appropriation for the pretest and improvement of the 
Yellowstone National Park; which was read a first and second time, 
— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA. 
Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3786) to provide for 
the construction of a building for the use of the United States courts, 
t-office, and other Government offices in the city of Tallahassee, 
tate of Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the cate on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
prin 
IMPROVEMENT OF CEDAR KEYS HARBOR, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. e an 
appropriation for continuing the improvement of the harbor of Cedar 
Keys, in the State of Florida; which was read a first and second 
time, de asia to the Committee on- Commerce, and ordered to be 
print 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BROWNSVILLE, TEXAS. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3788) to provide 
for the erection of a building at Brownsville, Texas, for the United 
States courts, post-office, custom-house, and other Government offices; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

E. F. WENKEBACH. > 


Mr. SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3789) for the 
relief of E. F. Wenkebach ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRED. DANT & CO. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3790) for the relief of 
Fred, Dant & Co. ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERMS DISTRICT COURT, IOWA. 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3791) providin, 
for the holding of additional terms of the district-court for Iowa, a 
Iowa City, in said district; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIE PAYMENTS. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3792) to 

revise an act to provide for the resumption of specie payments, ap- 
roved January 14 1875, and amendatory thereof; which was read a 


t and second time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws of the United States, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR OF 1812. 
Mr. BURDICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3793) amending laws 
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granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and their 

` widows; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE STOCK. 

Mr. BURDICK also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Iowa, instructing the Senators and requesting the Representatives 
in Congress frem that State to vote against the bill for the limita- 
tion of transportation of live stock unless shipped in patent cars; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Wisconsin, for an extension of the time forthe 
completion of the Northern Pacific Railway; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

MICHAEL LEAHY. 

Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3794) to increase the pen- 
sion of Michael Leahy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ACQUISITION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. LUTTRELL presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of California, for the repeal of all laws for the acquisition 
of public lands unless it be by actual settlers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

E. M. DAY. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3795) for the relief of E. M. 
Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. WIGGINTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3796) for the relief 
of settlers on the public lands and to provide for the repayment of 
certain fees and commissions paid on void entries of public lands, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE E. SIMONS. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3797) granting a pen- 
sion to Jennie E. Simons; which was 1ead a first and second time, 
ir ty to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
p 2 

FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 

Mr. STRAIT presented a joint resolution from the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, asking Congress to pass an act authorizing the 
lands of the Fort Ripley reservation to be entered under the pre-emp- 
tion and homestead laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF KANSAS AND NEBRASKA, ` 

Mr. PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3798) to reimburse the 
States of Kansas and Nebraska for expenses incurred by said States 
for the United States in repelling invasion aud suppressing Indian 
hostilities; which was referred to the Committee on Indian irs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. MARTIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3799) to abol- 
ish the commissioners of claims ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TIMBER ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. WREN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3800) authorizing the citi- 
zens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove tim- 
ber on the public domain for mining and domestic purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU. 

Mr. WELCH presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Nebraska, praying that the control and management of 
Indian affairs be transferred to the War Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

DAMAGES IN TIMBER SUITS. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3801) 
fixing the measure of damages in suits waged by the General Gov- 
ernment for timber cut upon the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time. 
pae PATTERSON, of Colorado. I ask that the bill be read at 


"the bin was read in extenso, and was referred to ihe Committee on 

the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
LOUIS VOLIN. 

Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3802) for the relief of 
Louis Volin, of Yankton, Dakota Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


Mr. KIDDER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3803) to 


aid the Pembina band of Chippewa Indians in obtaining subsistence 
by agricultural pursuits, to promote their civilization, and for other 
purport; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Jommittee on Indian Afiairs, and ordered to be printed. 
CAMP LOWELL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3804) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to curtail the present limits of the Camp 
Lowell military reservation, in the Territory of Arizona; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF TREATY WITH SIOUX. 

Mr. CORLETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3805) making an appro- 
priation fer the expenses incurred in fulfilling treaty with Sioux of 
different tribes ine uding the Santee Sioux of Nebraska; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The regular call of the States and Territories has 
been concluded and the Chair will now recognize gentlemen who were 
not in the House when their States or Territories were called. 


CLAIMS OF SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3806) to 
repeal so much of the annual appropriation act approved March 3, 
1877, as provides for the payment of certain southern mail contract- 
ors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PREPARATION OF SILVER BARS. 


Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3807) to provide for the 
preparation of uniform silver bars of the value of $100 and of $1,000 
respectively, standard silver, and for the issue of certificates thereon 
which shall be receivable for all public dues; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EMIGRATION TO LIBERIA, 


Mr. CAIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3808) to establish a line of 
mail and emigrant steam and sailing vessels between certain ports of 
the United States and Liberia, Africa; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 

Mr. CAIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3809) to establish an edu- 
cational fund and to apply the proceeds of the public lands to the 
education of the people; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE HITCHINGS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3810) for the 
relief of George Hitchings; which was read a first and second time, 
. to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

RUSH VALLEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3811) to provide for the 
transfer of the Rush Valley military reservation, in the Territory of 
Utah, to the Department of the Interior; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THOMAS P. WESTMORELAND. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3812) 
for the relief of Thomas P. Westmoreland; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES C. SLAGHT. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3813) for 
the relief of James C. Slaght, late captain and assistant quartermas- 
ter of the United States Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I desire also to present a preamble 
and resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of New York. 
They are very brief, and relate to a matter of great public interest. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ize the gentleman for that 
purpose after all the bills have been mtroduced which gentlemen 
desire to introduce. 

OVERCHARGE OF DUTIES, 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bi'l (H. R. No. 3814) to provide remedies 
for overcharge of duties on tonnage and imports; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF DUTIES. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 132) relating 
to tariff duties; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE INSURANCE FOR NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3815) to establish a system 
of life insurance for the officers of the Navy and Marine corps; which 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. MARY G. HARRIS, 

Mr. GOO DE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3816) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary G. Harris; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNIE FARLEY. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3817) granting a 
pension to Annie Farley ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CYRUS W. BRAINARD. 

Mr. PHEL PS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3818) for the relief of Cyrus 
W. Brainard, of Haddam, Connecticut; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN W. BRAINARD. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3819) for the relief 
of John W. Brainard, of New Haven, Connecticut; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHAUNCEY DICKENSON. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3820) for the relief 
of Chauncey Dickenson, of Haddam, Connecticut; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SYLVESTER E, BRAINARD. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No 3821) for the relief of 
Sylvester E. Brainard, of New Haven, Connecticut; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AUTOMATIC SIGNAL-BUOY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to present 
at this time and bave printed in the RECORD a memorial from the 
New York Chamber of Commerce in regard to the use by the Govern- 
ment of the automatic signal-buoy. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I object to its being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. It is very brief. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I do not object to its reference. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. If objection is made to its printing 
in the Rxcond, I will withdraw it for the present. 


BRAZILIAN STEAMSHIP LINE. 


Mr. YOUNG. I have here resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Memphis, Tennessee, in reference to a line of steamshi 
from New Orleans to the city of Rio Janeiro. I ask that they 
printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Ofiice and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BROWN. I object to the printing in the RECORD. 

The resolutions were accordingly referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, announced that the President had approved and signed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3551) to amend section 4778 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2860) sees the times of holding terms of the 
district court for the district of West Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3296) for the relief of Captain William L. Foulk; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1487) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims 7 7 7 5 to Congress under section 2 of the act approved June 
16, 1874, by the aan We the Treasury; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue certain arms to the Washington Light Infantry of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, 5 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I believe the morning hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. It has. - 

Mr. SINGLETON. Then I move that the rules be suspended and 
the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of proceeding with the considera- 
tion of the diplomatie appropriation bill. 

The motion was a to. 8 

The House e st resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair.) 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making ap- 
propriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, although I have given 
the subject matter of this bill as much attention as I am capable of, 
I should hardly be able to overcome the reluctance with which I take 


up the time of the House, after the very clear, full, and able exposi- 
tion which has been given of the details of the bill by my friend and 
colleague on the Committee of Appropriations, the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] but for the reason that a recent event 
has startled the whole country and recalled public attention to the 
nature of our diplomatic service. That event is the decision given in 
the case of the fishery awards commission, by which the large sum of 
$5,500,000 has been awarded as damages to the Canadian government 
for the privileges enjoyed by our fishermen under the provisions of 
the treaty of Washington. 

When the treaty of Washington under which that commission was 
framed was agreed Apo there were two things to be taken into con- 
sideration; first the Alabama claims, and secondly these fishery claims. 
Every one here will remember with what interest the country re- 
garded the Alabama claims; and everybody will recollect that what- 
ever there was of experience, of talent, of capacity, of training, was 
brought to bear by this Government in order to make a good case be- 
fore the Geneva commission. 

In the first place, the ablest diplomatist of the age, Mr. Adams, 
was chosen to represent the American Government on the commis- 
sion. In the next place, the case was got up here in the State De- 
partment by Mr. Bancroft Davis, who had passed many years in the 
opened service and was at that time the Assistant Recretary of 

ta 

He called to his aid the pon names of President Woolsey, of Yale 
College; of William Beach Lawrence, the veteran publicist; and of 
Caleb Cushing, who perhaps has a better knowledge of international 
law than any other man living. And when they went before the com- 
mission they took with them as counsel William M. Evarts, the first 
lawyer of the land, assisted by Mr. Waite, now Chief Justice of the 
United States. 

You all know with what feelings of relief if not of exultation the 
country received the notice of the award made by the commission. 
The sum, three million pounds sterling, was re ed by the British 
3 as excessive, but to us it seemed to be but just damages 

or the great wrongs we had sustained. 

Now, when we turn from that great historic scene to this commis- 
sion at Halifax, what do we find? We find that the American Gov- 
ernment was represented 5 Mr. Kellogg, who I am told is a most 
respectable and worthy gentleman living in Pittsfield, Massachusetts. 
I confess that before I turned to the records of the State Department 
and found his name recorded upon the list I had never heard of Mr. 
Kellogg. I find that the counsel of the United States before that 
commission was Mr. Dwight Foster. I am told he is a most respect- 
able 3 of the city of Boston, but inasmuch as he never held a 

ublic office, so far as I know, and certainly none in the diplomatio 

ine, it may be concluded that he was entirely without experience; 
and yet to the care of these comparatively unknown and certainly 
untrained representatives our interests were confided. 

On the other side I find that Great Britain was represented by Sir 
Alexander Galt, the first statesman of Canada, once its finance min- 
ister, who has restored order to her disordered affairs; a gentleman 
of great accomplishments, master of the French language, and, as I 
learn of unusual qualifications for so eminent a position, 
I find that the counsel of the British Government before that com- 
mission was Mr. Francis Ford Clare, who has had a long career of 
diplomatic service in the British foreign office, a man of the very 
greatest promise in his profession. The arbitrator chosen by the two 
governments was Mr. Delfosse, the representative of the Belgian 
government at Washington. 

Before that commission went this case in regard to which I am 
assured by every man who has ever looked into the fishery business 
there was no for any award whatever; that the privileges 
that we had conceded to the Canadian fishermen, of coming down to 
the thirty-ninth parallel of latitude and of selling their oil and fish 
in the United States free of duty, were an ample equivalent for what- 
ever concessions they had made to our fishermen. 

Yet in this case this enormous award of $5,500,000—more than one- 
third of the entire sum which we derived from the Geneva award 
is to be taken from our Treasury. And to what is this due? And 
what are the probable consequences? I heard a distinguished states- 
man, very eminent once in this Government, say: „Those Canadians 
will make nothing out of it; it will put back reciprocity for twenty 
years.” Mr. Chairman, if by the incompetence or blunders of the 
men selected to represent us in a high commission we are to suffer 
for twenty years the deprivation of reciprocal trade with our neigh- 
bors upon the northern frontier, then indeed is it time to ascertain 
whether our diplomatic system is organized in such wise as to be 
worthy of the respect and of the support of the people of this country. 


REFORM IN THE DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE. 


Theoretically, diplomacy concerns itself with political questions, 
while the consular service cares for commercial interests. But in 
. 80 far as the United States are concerned, the main work of 

iplomacy bas been devoted to our commercial relations and has been 
limited to very few questions. Our fortunate separation by an in- 
tervening ocean from European polities has relieved us from the 
dangers and necessity of taking part in their struggles, and we have 
only been called upon to assert and maintain, as best we coula, the 
rights of neutrals upon the high seas, in order that our commerce 
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might not be destroyed by belligerent powers. To have it admitted 
that “free ships make free goods” has been the traditional policy 
of our Government ever since the struggle between France and 
England at the close of the last and the beginning of the present 
century, from being involved in which we were only saved by the 
wisdom and firmness of Washington. 

The only distinctive political proposition which our diplomacy has 
originated and maintained is that known as the Monroe doctrine. 
Fortunately for our future tranquillity the rights of neutrals and the 
policy of non-interference by European powers in the affairs of the 
western continent, except so far as they still retain American 
sessions, are substantially admitted, so that in fact the two chief 
objects aimed at in our diplomatic intercourse have been achieved. 

VIEWS OF THE FATHERS. 

But our commerce steadily grows, and our connection with Europe, 
arising out of travel and immigration, becomes every year more inti- 
mate. From this intercourse arise questions which require to be 
handled by men of trained intelligence and firm in asserting the rights 
of American citizens. The founders of the Government were almost 
unanimously of opinion that the time would come when we might 
dispense with foreign missions,* but they did not anticipate the 
changes which have been wrought by steamships, telegraphs, and a 
flood of immigration, and counter-current of emigration, the compli- 
cation of extradition questions, and the rights of naturalized citizens 
resident abroad. On the other hand, the very inventions of our day 
have greatly modified the nature and necessity of the foreign missions 
which we are called upon to keep up. There is no court in Europe 
¥ hich cannot be reached by telegraph within twenty-four hours from 
Washington, or within thirty-six hours by rail from London. The 
necessity, therefore, of maintaining resident ministers at all the 
courts of Europe has passed away. It is a useless and expensive 
luxury, and in many cases an utter sham. 

USELESSNESS OF THE PRESENT DIPLOMATIC SYSTEM. 

The perusal of the annual volume of diplomatic correspondence, 

blished by the State Department, demonstrates that by far the 
far number of our European ministers have nothing to do, and, in 
n rinm to make sometimes amusing efforts to find some subject for 
dispatches, and that, as a rule, they have been anticipated by the 
newspapers who use the telegraph and explore the sources of knowl- 
edge with far more energy, expense, and ability than is possible for 
representatives who cannot descend from the lofty plane of official 
respectability to the interviewing level without loss of prestige. A 
minister, recently returned from a high-class mission, tells me that 
after he had been at his post vainly searching for something to do, 
he was forcibly reminded of the decree of Caligula by which he created 
his horse a Roman ‘consul, and he was inclined to wonder why the 
President had selected him instead of one of his steeds as his embas- 
sador, and could only explain it on the theory that he valued the 
society of his horses more than that of his friends. 


* [Extracts from the Annals of Congress, Fifth Congress.] 


Mr. Nicholas gre it as his opinion on our foreign intercourse that the United 
States would be benefited by baving no ministers at all. (January 18; page 851.) 

He thought we ought to have no political connection with Europe, but be con- 
sidered in relation to that continent as mere buyers and venders of their manufact- 
ures. (Mr. Nicholas, January 25, 3 ) 

If th fu Legislatures think proper to abolish the establish- 
ment of foreign political intercourse altogether, it must be left to them to decide. 
He believed, situated as we were, it was necessary to have some political inter- 
course; but he believed it would be best, by degrees, to decline it altogether, (Mr. 
Gallatin, January 18; pare 859.) 

No truth was more idan ease nar iron weg eee ee E 
our political intereourse with foreign nations was highly dangerous to us. 

It was true, treaties had been made, but no treaty been made since the 
tion of the present Government by ministers resident atany court at thetime. If 

benefits were derived to the country from the British treaty, they must be at- 
tributed to the envoy extraordinary not to our minister at that court. And 
when our treaty with Spain was concluded it was necessary to send a minister res- 
ident at another court to do the business. Since our treaties were always made by 
special envoys, what advantage could it be to have numerous ministers plenipo- 


tentiary in j 
But it was said. t thongh it might be proper to diminish our foreign intercourse, it 
was im to do it at present. He it would be wrong to do it salen? 
Gentlemen might, if they pleased, call it spawy saving ; but having first esta 
lished the fact that these officers were not only unnecessary but dangerous, though 
the saving was not large, it ought to be made. (Mr. Gallatin, January 19, 1798; 


887.) ; 
The commercial intercourse between nations is re; 


specific purpose 
we have these public ministers or not they protect our commerce as effectually at 
Hamburg, in ark, or Sweden, where we have no diplomatic characters, as it 
is protected in Spain or Holland where we have ministers. It is only when we 
wish to obtain a change in the regulations provided by the acknowledged law of 
nations or by the municipal laws of the country that public ministers are neces- 
sary, n with a foreign government, as they alone can form 
treaties of commerce. titis only the application of laws and treaties to indi- 
vidual cases which requires a continual attention and a permanent residence. The 
pester hey set fea serra on which it may be necessary to negotiate treaties may be 
provided for by special missions, by envoys; and it is worthy of re- 
mark that the two only treaties which have yet been made under the present Con- 
stitution with foreign nations, those with Great Britain and 8 . have both been 
formed by extraordinary envoys. (Mr. Jay and Mr. Pinckney,) although we bad at 
that time public ministers at those two courts. (Mr. Gallatin, 1, 1798; p. 1123.) 
The great rule of condact for us in regard to foreign nations is in extending our 
commercial relations to have with them as litile tical connection as possible, 


RRFORM NECESSARY. 


Admitting, then, that we must maintain diplomatic relations with 
the Euro powers, partly with a view to the protection of our 
citizens, but more particularly for the advancement of our commer- 
cial interests, it does not follow that we are to go on forever in the old 
ruts, and refuse to discard the excrescences and barnacles of the sys- 
tem, and not avail ourselves of the obvious economies and improve- 
ments which are pointed out by the changed condition of the more 
rapid and unrestricted communications of the steamer, the tele- 
graph, and the railway. 

It is equally true of politics as of business, that success is not possi- 
ble without the empioyipens of the latest improvements in machinery 
and the best talentin managing it. In the early history of the Govern- 
ment the men sent ab were those who had most distinguished 
themselves in the forum, on the bench, or in the Cabinet. The names 
Franklin, Jefferson, Jay, Ellsworth, Livingston, Pinckney, Monroe, 
Gallatin, and Adams instinctively recur tous. But in later and more 
9 days foreign missions have come to be regarded as the 
refuge for “ played-ont politicians” — for men who have done the 
party some service, but who have been discarded by their constitu- 
ents. As such “statesmen” are always increasing in number the 
pressure is always to enlarge the number of soft places into which 
their bruised consciences may be tenderly deposited. Any attempt 
to reduce the number of missions or to introduce the salu econ- 
omy and manifest efficiency which will result from a reorganization 
of the system is resisted at every step, as well within the Halls of 
Congress by men who are looking forward to a comfortable asylum 
for their later years as by the administration that finds the hungry 
crowd of office-seekers increasing more rapidly than even the mirac- 
ulous leaves and fishes which have been provided by the inventive 
genius of American politics, 

But the time has come when all the shams and abuses of the day 
must be swept away. The proas: with all its defects, renders the in- 
valuable service of 9 with a relentless and microscopic scru- 
tiny all the useless objects of public expenditures, as well as the 
toadyism, flankeyism, or whatever it may be called, of American rep- 
resentatives, who are or should be sent abroad with nobler p 
than to shine at court, struggle for social recognition, or contend for 
the privileges of precedence, such as might be accorded to ex- 
emperors.” 

WHAT DIPLOMATIC SERVICE 18 NECESSARY, 


The question for the American people is merely, what kind of diplo- 
matic system do we require in order to protect and enlarge our com- 
mercial interests and the rights of American citizens? For such a 
system they are willing to pay; for anything beyond it, enlightened 
public sentiment demands from this House stern reprobation and 
prohibition so far as we have any power in the premises, 

What, then, is demanded by the exigencies of our political and com- 


So far as we have already formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with 
faith. Here let us stop. Europe bas a set of primary interests which to us have 
none or a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in nent contro- 


11 peice were restored in E and we had no difference to settle there, he 
should agree with the tleman from Virginia, and with the opinion of the old 
Congress, that it would be well to keep no nisters in Eu All com- 
mercial regulations might be as well carried on . and if 
any differences should arise between this country and any of the European gov- 
ernments, ial envoys might be sent to settle them, as heretofore; for when the 
situation of this country was considered it would appear to be for our interest to 
have as little political connection with Europe as possible, and therefore ministers 
could be of no use, but might do mischief. Gentlemen of different opinions in that 
Honse must see that we have had ministers in foreign countries who have done no 

and that foreign ministers have been sent to this country who have done 
arm. He therefore thought that the gentleman from Virginia was right in prin- 
ciple ; but he thought the time improper, and he did not approve of the mode pro- 


pore to be adopt He should wish that the subject should be brought forward 
way of an original motion, and receive all the ssion which the rules of the 
ouse will admit of. (Mr. Pinckney, January 19, 1793; 806.) 


Indeed, the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Pine than whom no one 
could be better BROT 1096 SP. 1 on the subject, declared that, in his opinion, 
our diplomatic s had injurious to this country, and that they ought 
to be got rid of as soon as convenient; though. he added, he did not think this a 
pon time, or that this was the best mode of doing the business. He thought 
Tea, ought to have great weight. (Mr. Livingston, page 883, January 

It was said to be the interest of this country to annul all our foreign 
intercourse. He did not deny that, as we are from Europe, it mì 
the interest and happiness of this country to have no connection with European 
powers. (January 26; page 934.) 

It was a sentiment advocated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that we 
ought to have no political foreign relations. That gentleman prided himself on 
being of peculiar sentiments, but on this occasion he was not so. It had long been 
the sentiment of this country. It was a sentiment introduced into all our treaties 
but one, and it would be found in the Farewell Address“ of the late President of 
the United States. (Mr. Goodrich, January 26; page 934.) 


litical 
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mercial relations with Europe? At the most two ministers, one resi- 
dentin London and accredited to all the courts of Western Euro 
and one resident at Berlin accredited to the eastern courts, can take 
care of all our interests without finding themselves oppressed either 
by too much labor or too great responsibility. London is the center 
of the commercial interests of the world, while Berlin is the political 
center from which issues the voice of command. Besides, the German 
element in this country is so numerous that the real political ques- 
tions with which we have to deal spring largely from that source. 

These ministers should be men of recognized ability, of thorough 
training in diplomatic duties, and masters of international law, 
rights, and duties. We have such men; but singularly enough the 
ony two eminent in the profession in the service of the late Admin- 
istration have been relieved from duty since the 4th of March last. 
They should have ample salaries so as to enable them to consort with 
other foreign representatives on terms of equality ; they should have 
a corps of secretaries and clerks to keep up the records and corre- 
spondence. They would be in daily communication with the State 

epartment by telegraph if necessary, and within twenty-four hours 
could reach any court where their presence might be needed. At all 
the other courts we should keep as now a secretary of legation, 
speaking the N fe of the pig 6 for the p of caring for 
the records and of delivering such dispatches and communications 
as are by diplomatic usage required to be presented by hand. 

RESULTS OF THE CHANGE, 

The result of this change would be— 

First. A large saving in the annual expenditure. 

Second. Much greater efficiency in the public service, because it 
woulé be carried on by able and trained men, instead as now by pol- 
iticians without a single qualification for the duty and without even 
the ability to speak the language of the country where they reside. 

Third. The American name and character would be raised abroad, 
instead of being as now often a by-word and a reproach by reason 
either of the unfitness or the bad character of the representative. 

Fourth. The questions dealt with would be living issues concern- 
ing the means by which our markets could be enlarged and our meth- 
ods of production stimulated, cheapened, and improved. 

WHERE THE POWER RESIDES. 


And here I shall be asked why the bill before the House makes no 
rovision for such a reo ization of the service as is here indicated. 
The answer is that this House has nothing to do with the organiza- 
tion of the diplomatic and consular service, and, if it had, an appro- 
priation bill would not be a suitable mode of dealing with the ques- 
tion. By the Constitution, the appointment of foreign ministers and 
of consuls is confided to the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. The House of Representatives has no part 
either in their creation or their abolition. Congress cannot create or 
abolish either a mission or a consulate. The creation is the joint work 
of the President and Senate. The abolition is the sole prerogative 
of the President. The House takes part alone in fixing the compen- 
sation. The House may, indeed, decline to appropriate; in which 
case the office will not cease to exist, but a valid claim would remain 
against the Government for the value of the service. I say a valid 
claim, where a salary has been fixed by existing law, as it is in all 
existing cases. If the President and Senate should see fit to create 
ae. mission, then the claim for compensation would be an equita- 

e one, 

Mr. ELAM. How is a new mission to be created? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I answer my friend from Lonisiana, 
by the President. If the Senate is notin session the President can 
send a minister to any part of the habitable globe of his own motion. 
If the Senate be in session he has simply to send in the name for con- 
firmation. 

I refer, gentlemen, because I will not have time to gointo proof, to 
the debates on the Panama mission, which took place under Mr. 
Adams’s administration in 1828, I think. In that case it was held 
by the joint action of both Houses that the President had the right 
of his own motion to send the commissioners, and that Congress was 
bound in good faith tu make the proper compensation. He sent them 
during a recess of Congress. 

This whole Pee has been many times thoroughly discussed, and 
the opinions of all the leading statesmen from the foundation of the 
Government to the present time have concurred in the opinion that 
the House is bound in good faith to re adequate compensation 
for such foreign representatives as the President may see fit to ap- 
point. One quotation will suffice to make this opinion clear. 

Mr. Buchanan said; It is true that in many cases the House of Representatives 
are called upon to make appropriations for carrying treaties into effect, and in all 
cases we vote the outfits and salaries of our foreign ministers; yet it is equally 
certain we are under a high moral and constitutional obligation to make the grants 
of money necessary ese purposes. I do not say thar extreme cases may not 
exist in which it would be our duty to refuse such appropriations. The safety of 
the people is the 2 law, and if their rights and liberties were 9 by 
any ty or any on it might then become the duty of this House even to dis- 
regard their constitutional obligation for the purpose of preserving the Republic 
from danger. Should such a case occur, it will make æ precedent for itself. I 
think 2o eee will contend that it exists on the present 88 
sional page 655 ; debateon minister to Russia, Houseof Representatives, 1831. 

In this judgment I find concurring the t authorities of Gallatin, 
Livingstof, Otis, Harper, Webster, and Marcy, and all confirmed by 
an elaborate opinion of Attorney-General Cushing, to be found in 
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volume 7 of the Opinions of Attorneys-General. By what right, then, 
it will be asked, has the committee dropped, in the bill now reported 
the missions to the smaller European powers? The answer is that, 
if approved, the action of the House is in the nature of a recommend- 
ation to the President and Senate, and no more. It is an expression 
of opinion on the part of the House that these missions involve un- 
necessary expense. If they differ from us we are bound to yield to 
their judgment, because the Constitution has invested them with the 
responsibility of the decision. On the other hand, if they should 
agree with us and if they should be struck forcibly with the sugges- 
tions involved in this change of policy, it would be competent for the 
President of his own motion to reorganize the entire diplomatic sys- 
tem by the withdrawal of unnecessary ministers, the appointment of 
the necessary secretaries, the institution of suitable regulations, all 
of which might be submitted to Congress with recommendations for 
such alterations in the existing laws as to salary as the new system 
might require. 

. ELAM. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. How did 
it come that the missions to all the South American republics were 
concentrated into one? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The House made an appropriation 
covering only the money necessary to pay one mission. The Presi- 
dent respected that recommendation of the House; but it was a recom- 
mendation and nothing more, The salaries of the separate ministers 
to the South American governments are all fixed in the statute-book, 
and if the President and Senate had chosen to send the ministers a 
valid claim under the statute would have existed. But there would 
have been no appropriation available for the payment, and they would 
have either gone to the Court of Claims or knocked at the door of 
this House until common decency had compelled us to respect the 
statute. 

Now, then, I want to say that it is competent for the President of the 
United States of his own motion, without any action of this House or 
of the Senate, to reorganize the entire diplomatic system of the United 
States. He can withdraw all the ministers to-morrow, or as many of 
them as he sees fit, and if he should take that course the ditures for 
these missions would be saved to the public Treasury. It is a matter 
left by the Constitution to his ee and to his judgment alone. 
In the hope, however, that the President and the Senate will look upon 
this matter as the committee of the House have looked upon it, and 
in view of the suggestions of the small utility of these minor mis- 
sions, that he will see fit to withdraw those missions, we have omitted 
to appropriate for their continuance. But we have inserted an appro- 
priation of $20,000 to be used at his discretion for the emplo t of 
secretaries of legation at minor courts from which the ministers are 
withdrawn, and he can instruct these secretaries to report to the min- 
awe at London or Berlin or any other minister that he sees fit to 
retain. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to another fact. I have 
said that as a rule our foreign missions are useless. I want to prove 
it by the experience of this Government from its tery foundation, and 
I propose to prove it by referring to the treaties that have been made. 

e have negotiated in all two hundred and seventeen treaties. Of 
that number fifty-seven were negotiated with the South American 
States, where I hold that our ministers are a necessity, both because 
we want to extend our commerce there and because those countries 
are disturbed by revolutions, and as I have heard thechairman of this 
committee [Mr. Cox, of New York] say, they are voleanic countries, 
and our citizens are often in great peril and need a minister for their 
protection because a consul is not so much ted in Spanish 
American countries. Of the remainder of thetreaties sixty-nine were 
negotiated with the leading powers of Europe. I have prepared a 
statement of the principal treaties made between the United States 
and France and England, with which countries alone, with the possi- 
ble exception of Spain, our relations have been at any time preca- 
rions. 

HOW OUR TREATIES HAVE BREN MADE. 
Principal treaties with Great Britain. 

Definitive treaty of peace; Paris, September 3, 1783—negotiated by special com- 
eee 
missioner, Chief Justice Jay: Se Ase gs d 

Treaty of December 31, 1806, (Monroe's treaty; never ratifled)—negotiated by 

commissioners, James Monroe and William Pinkney. 

Treaty of Ghent, December 24, 1814—negotiated by special commissioners, J. Q. 
232 eg ty meee 

oromerc: * . + 
J. Q Adams, H. Clay, Albert Gallatin. á 7; ne 

Convention of 1818—negotiated by special commissioners, Albert Gallatin, (then 
minister to Franco,) Richard Rush, (then minister to England.) 

Treaties and crnventions of 1826 and 1827, (four in all)—negotiated by Albert 
Gallatin, sent as minister to England for that purpose, 

Treaty of 1842, | Ashburton treaty)—negotiated at Washington by Lord Ashbur- 
ton, specially commissioned ad hoe. 

Clayton-Bulwer convention of 1850—negotiated at Washington by H. L. Bulwer. 
1 treaty of 1854—negotiated at Washington by special commissioner, 


Slave-trade treaty of 1862—negotiated at Washington by Lord Lyons. 

Treaty of Washington, 1871—negotiated by two sets of special commissioners. 

There are a few others of less im cc. These are the most weighty, and all 
of them were on our side neg: either by special commissioners or by the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Treaty of alliance, 1778—special commissioners, Silas Deane and Arthur Lee. 
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tae, e e 1778—special commissioners, B. Franklin, Silas Deane, and 
Arthur 


Treaty of commissioners, Oliver Ellsworth, (Chief-Justice,) W. R. 


Dena P. Murray. ; 
Lou treaty of 1803—special commissioners, Robert R. Livingston (minister) 
and James Monroe. 

Commercial convention of 1822—negotiated at Washington by Hyde de Neuville; 
sent back there ad hoc. 

Claims convention of 1831—by William C. Rives, (minister.) 

There are some others of less importance. Of the above only the last was nego- 
tiated by the resident minister alone. 


An examination of this list leads to the irresistible conclusion that 


when:special work of great importance is to be done experience has 
shown that nations are driven to resort to special agencies. 
COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH FRANCE NEEDED. 

This conclusion is enforced by the state of our commercial rela- 
tions with France. We have in the main been represented by able 
men at that court. The trade between France and the United States 
has always been and is still hampered by restrictions, which, as be- 
tween England and France, were all swept away by the Cobden treaty 
of 1860. With the example of this treaty before us foreighteen years, 
no successful effort has been made to secure the benefit of a freer in- 
terchange of commodities, and the state of our commercial relations 
with France is a standing reproach to our diplomacy, Our late min- 
ister was an able man and long a member of this House, and yet even 
he during eight years of service accomplished nothing for the devel- 
opment of our trade with France. 

By the politeness of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS 
Ihave been furnished with a copy of a circular issued—by whom 
Not by American manufacturers, as you might suppose; but by a 
French association, inviting us to join them in an international con- 
ference to be held at Paris during the coming exposition, in order that 
we may establish a Franco-American treaty of commerce. The French 

ple are restive under this state of affairs; and we, who have such 
ndless wealth of articles to sell, stand still and do nothing; and 
that is the fruit of our American diplomacy. 


SOUTH AMERICAN MISSIONS. 

Now, L have stated that the case of South America is different. As 
I have said, the nations of South America are unsettled in govern- 
ment, but they offer to us the nearest and earliest ayenues for the 

wth of our commerce; they offer the nearest and the best markets 
* the products of our manufacturers. Therefore the Committee on 
Appropriations not only did not strike out any South American mis- 
sion, but they inserted two missions which had been left out before: 
the one to the United States of Colombia, where we have a commerce 
amounting even now to $10,000,000 annum, and the other to Bo- 
livia, where the mission was discontinued some years ago. 

The reason for inserting the mission to Bolivia I should like to have 
understood. Bolivia has no sea-port; it has communication with the 
ocean, but no port through which traffic can be carried on; it is in 
fact cut off from the Pacitic Ocean by the Andes chain of mountains, 
through which it has no practicable pass; but it has an outlet through 
the Amazon River; and a contract has been made by the Brazilian 
Government with an American firm of contractors to construct a rail- 
way two hundred miles in length around the falls of the Madeira, a 
branch of the Amazon River, which will allow the products of that 
vast country, the ancient seat of the Aztec civilization, to come down 
the Amazon and pass out into the general markets of the world. 

That opening is confided to American hands. Thousands of our 
enterprising people are already there or on their way to engage in the 
execution of this great undertaking. Unhappily the ship which was 
lost the other day carried two hun of them to an untimely pas 
This work will be put through, and the men whom we send will need 
protection. That class of men are the men who always develop the 
trade and the resources of a country, and will pour its volume into 
American channels, if they can be adequately protected. Hence we 
inserted this mission to Bolivia. 


THE TRUE RULE. 


Wherever, then, the diplomatic relations can be made to subserve 
the interests of commerce I would preserve and strengthen them, but 
where they connect themselves with political questions in which we 
have but little direct or collateral interest, I would reduce the ex- 
pense and enlarge the efficiency by consolidating them under not 
more than two general heads, as I have proposed for Europe. The 

nding war between Russia and Turkey is a good illustration of 
bow little political concern we have in a struggle of vast moment to 
European interests. It simply affects the demand for our food prod- 
ucts, and we profit by it; but it is ludicrous to read the dispatches 
of our ministers on the subject, in the vain effort tosend some infor- 
mation to the State Department which was not already known through 
the newspapers. In fact, newpaper enterprise and the telegraph 
have rendered the old diplomatic system perfectly obsolete so far as 
we are concerned. 

The admiral in command of our squadron in the Mediterranean 
tells me, en the breaking out of the war, he sailed to the Dardenelles 
and at once put himself in communication with the American minis- 
ter at Constantinople, and requested him to keep him advised as to 
any matters in which our interests might be uffected or protected by 
our naval forces, But for five months he waited and never received 
so much as a single intimation from the accomplished diplomat who 


represents us atStamboul. Can there be amore striking commentary 
upon the futility of our present diplomatic system: 


THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 


But it is to the consular rather than the diplomatic service that we 
look for the protection and extension of our commercial interests, and 
here at the outset let me call attention to a few facts which will ap- 
pear fully in the statement, which I have prepared with great care, 
to show the comparison between tho English and American systems 
of consular service. These statements I ask leave to have printed 
as apart of my remarks. They show— 

1. The annual expense of the English consular service is £213,033, 
including salaries and allowances for rent. 

2. ‘The amount of fees collected iu 1876 was £34,707. 

3, The annual expense of the United States consular system for 
8 and rent is $345,950; other expenses, including exchange, 

4. The amount of fees collected in 1876-77, $624,265.39. 

It thus appears that the English consular system is maintained at 
an annual cost to the treasury of 8890, 000, while our system is main- 
tained by a tax on commerce, paying its entire cost and putting a sur- 
Soke $118,000 into the Treasury, To the full extent of this tax the 

ritish merchant has an advantage over the American trader. 

Our revenue is mainly derived from a fee of $2.50 for each invoice 
of goods imported into the United States where the tax is transferred 
to the consumer. The abolition of this tax would not therefore affect 
the consumer, because he would then pay it in another form but no 
more in amount. It is easy to show, however, that he would in reality 

ay less. The whole system of the verification of invoices is a sham. 

t is impossible for the consul to be a judgo of the value and quality 
of all varieties of merchandise. Moreover it is notorious that false 
invoices are frequently tendered to buyers, and in Paris half rates 
are usually proffered for invoice entries to American customers; 
moreover the right of the censul to exact an oath is made a source 
of tabuse. The consul not being empowered to administer the 
oath, arranges with some foreign officer to take it, often at exorbitant 
fees, which are supposed to be divided. In 1872 I find from Keim's 
report that in twenty-one cities— 
The fees collected amounted too—ꝛ— resenu ninpsennann 
And the oaths cost. sess veccensy Ps 
That in London the eon sal 

m: 


Manchester, consul's salary w * 

Commissioners’ fees for oaths A 

Bradford, consul’s salary was . 
Commissioners’ fees for oaths 


e 


8838383825 
8888288888 
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On the other hand, what the consuls cannot possibly do, that is judge 
of the valuo of the goods, we can do at the custom-houses, where we 
maintain an appraisers’ department at great cost for the express pur- 

ose of determining the value, with an expert for every separate 

ind of business. ides, the proposed 1 7 8 change from ad 
valorem to specific duties in the new tariff will dispense with the ne- 
cessity of verifying invoices either here or abroad. The whole sys- 
tem of verifying invoices before the consuls should be abolished, and 
in this view I am confirmed by the general judgment of our most 
experienced officers of customs. Colonel L. W. Burt, the experienced 
and able comptroller of the naval office in New York, begins his 
ero for reform, submitted to the Jay commission, by 
urging— 

1. The repeal of all laws requiring consular certificates to in 
solutely useless ; moattention is given by consuls to the 5 
as to naked market price or to unts and charges. Apart from the simplifica- 
tion of business, consulships would only be necessary at the sea-ports. 

The British do not have consulships as a rule at interior places, 
because they do not exact fees on invoices. We maintain them only 
because we exact fees; and we pay for seventy-nine interior and un- 
necessary consulships out of the Treasury the snm of $74,000, besides 
al amount in fees to unpaid consuls. 

This whole sum can be saved at once, being about one-seventh of 
the whole cost of our consular service. This reform so self-evident 
can only be effected by a repeal of tho statute requiring the invoices 
to be verified, and it does not fall within the proper province of an 
appropriation bill to propose such legislation, but it cannot be too 
strongly — upon the attention of the proper committee for im- 
mediate action. 

Now, by recurring to the figures which I have given, another 
serious abuse will be found. In Great Britain the fees collected are 
only one-fourth of the amount which we collect; in other words, we 
collect four times as mach out of tho shipping interest as Great Brit- 
ain collects; yet the trade of Great Britain is three times as great 
as ours. Our charges, therefore, are 1,200 per cent. higher on navi- 
prior and on commerce than the charges of Great Britain, I have 

ere a copy of the British consnlar-fee list, which is to be found 
posted up in every British consul’s office. This fee list covers thirty- 
nine charges, while ours comprises one hundred and two different 
itews. For shipping seamen, which my colli e on the committee 
[Mr. SINGLETON ] alluded to on Saturday the chargo is twoshillings, 
Our charge in the days when my friend from Ohio (Mr. MONROE 
was a consul was the same; but subsequently it was raised to $1, an 
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now, in some ports, it is 82. The result is that an American shi 
master pays from twelve to fifteen times as much every time 
enters a port as a British ship-master. 

Mr. EICKHOFF. How is that done? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Iam going to explain how it is done. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BRIGHT. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
New York be permitted to go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman’s time 
will be extended. [A pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am very much obliged 

Mr. HUBBELL. I must object. i 

Several MEMBERS. Toolate! 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. So long, Mr. Chairman, as there is a 
single member of this House who desires to object, I must decline to 
avail myself of the privilege which other members are so kindly 
willing to extend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. eee that his objection. came rather too late. 
The Chair had announced the fact that there was no objection. The 
gentleman from New York will proceed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly well 
aware, in justification of the objection that has been made, that my 
voice is in a wretched condition and that I am not making myself 
heard. At the same time I have pra most diligent examination to 
this question, and althongh I might take advantage of the consent of 
the House to nny yet I am assured under the circumstances it is 
better that I speci try to complete the discussion in the way it has 
been commenced. 

I hold in my hand from an American ship-master, and a most 
intelligent one, a letter in which be states to me that at length he 
fears that he will be forced to sell his vessel and put it under another 
flag. During a recent voyage to the West Indies he says he paid $30 
consul fees when a British vessel making the same voyage would have 
paid only 82. He says in addition that is not the worst of it; that 
they are often compelled to pay illegal fees, that at Demerara the con- 
sul charges $2 for certificate of return of shipping-papers to the mas- 
ter, form No. 14, consular regulations. Ihave examined the American 
regulations and I believe he is right. He says the vice-consul at Bor- 
deaux insists on putting his seal and signature to all custom-house 
clearances, and that from all American vessels clearing from that port, 
no matter whether the master wishes it or not, he collects 82. He 
says that on a passage from that port to the French Island of Marti- 
nique against his wish he collected that charge, thereby ores 
the absurdity of an official document from one French officer to an- 
other being legalized by a foreigner. There is no warrant in law for 
such a charge as that. So he goes on to enumerate at length a great 
number of these abuses. 

That brings me, Mr. Chairman, to the matter which the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] my colleague on the Committee 
on Appropriations, referred to as an abuse in shipping seamen. 
He said that a fee of $2 was collected at certain ports, the ports of 
London, Liverpool, Cardiff, Belfast, and Hamburg; and he stated 
further that he believed these fees were ons bee cannot quote 
his exact words because his speech has not yet published—appro- 
priated by the consuls. Ihave investigated that matter and I find 
the origin of this abuse—for, as I shall explain it, it is an abuse—is 
founded on an order issued by President Grant on the 24th May, 1873, 
which I hold in my hand and which I will have copied into the 


RECORD: 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, May 24, 1873. 
Under the authority 5 by section 16 of the act of Con approved An- 
goat 16 rig ic — eee ne aed 2 at 1 
the United States at Liverpool for the engagemen discharge of seamen 
hereby prescribed, namely: 


The same tariff may be extended to such other consulates as the interests of the 
consular service may from time to time seem to the Secretary of 9 


Under that order the President by virtue of the act of 1856 author- 

ied the consuls at sip there to ae two dollars instead of one 

or eugaging a crew, an cents for ee 2s ; and he adds that 
the same ani may be extended to other consulates. 

Let ns see what the warrant for that was. It is found in the act 
-f August 18, 1856, section 16. The President is authorized to pre- 
scribe the rates or tariffs of fees to be charged for official service, 
and to designate what shall be regarded as official service; and 
all the fees so designated are to be returned to the Treasnry and 
accounted for to the Treasury. Now I find by the statement of the 

“ifth Auditor's office that at London the consul-general has applied 
the entire sum received for shipping seamen and discharging seamen 
to the payment of office expenses. 

In the first place there is no warrant for the expenditure of any 
money for that purpose. There is no law which authorizes it; and 
in the next place the law distinctly requires the consul at London 
and all other consuls to pay these fees into the Treasury, The justi- 
fication, however, is this: there is a large amount of shipping busi- 
ness to be done in the London consulate, and the allowance by law 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.. 


1651 


for clerical service is not sufficient to pay for the labor done, and 
therefore the consul-general at London has been allowed to apply this 
shipping money to the payment of office expenses. I do not believe 
the consul has profited by it; nevertheless it is an abuse which is 
contrary to law and should be corrected. But at Liverpool the con- 
sul reports that he received over $8,000 for fees and paid $3,000 for 
shipping expenses and he returned the excess, $5,076, to the Treasury. 
In other words he returned all he did net expend, whereas in London 
the consul appears to have expended all be received. 

At Hamburg, at Cardiff, and at Belfast the other consuls have 
taken advantage of this fact and kept all the money they collect for 
shipping and discharging seamen and merely furnished a formal re- 
ceipt to the Department for the expenditure of so much money. The 
receipt never should have been allowed and never would have been 
allowed but for the order I have read. But I wish to say in justifi- 
cation of the President that I donot think the order is broad enough 
or can be construed to authorize these allowances. I think it is an 
abuse which has grown up between the State Department and the 
70 sury Department and the sooner it is brought to an end the 

er. 


THE ORGANIZATION OF THE BRITISH CONSULAR SERVICE. 

The British consular system is organized upon definite rules and 
regulations as to appointments and promotions. Ours is not. In the 
British service candidates must be examined for admission, and in 
all cases must understand French and the language of the country 
to which they are assigned for duty. The serviee is a career. The rule 
is detur digniori. Promotionsare made for merit and length of service, 
and there are frequent transfers from the consular to the diplomatic 
service and rice rersa. They are never removed for political causes, 
nor is it ever intimated on a change of administration that igi are 
expected to make room for hungry politicians. They devote them- 
selves for life to the promotion of British trade and commerce. They 
seek out new avenues for enterprise. They keep the board of trade. 
advised of every commercial change, and if a new fabric or a new 
style of goods is introduced from any other country, samples of it are 
atonce procured and forwarded to England for the information of 
manufacturers. 

If time permitted I could furnish volumes of evidence as to the 
zeal and energy of these missionaries in the cause of British trade. 
Their reports and the reports of the attachés to the British legations 
are models of patient labor and treasuries of valuable commercial 
knowledge, and are made available to the British public by publica- 
tion in a cheap blue-book which can be purchased at cost by all who 
are interested instead of being consigned, as here, to garrets and 
the paper-mill because no provision has been made for proper distri- 
bution and circulation. I get five hundred copies of the Agricultural 
Reports, which I do not want, and other members get commercial 
statistics of no value to the farming classes, They should all be put 
on sale at a central office at the cost of pons and furnished to any 
part of the United States in the mails of cost. 


ORGANIZATION OF OUR CONSULAR SERVICE. 


I need not waste any time in describing how our consuls are 
appointed and, with some creditable exceptions, what manner of 
men they are apt to be. Appointed as a rule for subordinate and 
often discreditable political services, they usually have no qualifica- 
tions for the position. They have no permanence in the tenure of 
office, and hence are often removed just as they have acquired the 
experience to be useful. Neither are they subject to such direction 
and supervision as will insure efficiency in service. They can havo 
no pride in a vocation which is only temporary and which offers no 
prospect of advancement or of honor. 

The result is that it may almost be affirmed that our consular sys- 
tem, as now organized and administered with its code of fees, is an 
impediment rather than an aid to commerce. 

‘he reforms imperatively needed are plainly indicated by this hasty 
review: 

First. Candidates should be examined for admission to the service. 

Second. They should have a permanent tenure of office, being only 
removable for cause. 

Third. They should be promoted in rank and compensation for 
ability aud length of service. 

Fourth. They should be paid at the outset a salary sufficient for 
their decent support, and the salary should be slowly but steadily 
advanced with increasing years. 

Fifth. They should have a moderate retiring pension when, after 
being worn out in the service, they return home to die. 

Sixth. All fees should go into the Treasury and all connection 
with private business should be prohibited. 

Seventh. A consular bureau should be established, either in the 
State or Treasury Departments, devoted to the interests of trade, and 
presided over by a man eminent for ability and commercial knowl- 
edge. This bureau should be charged with the care of our commer- 
cial interests in foreign lands, and should annually report to Congress 
how and by what means and in what countries our trade can be en- 
larged, and should, in fact, possess the powers and perform the duties 
of the British Board of Trade. 

THE FRENCH SYSTEM. 
This is substantially the French system, a brief account of which 
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I feel constrained to give,“ in order that the House may understand 
thatall the great commercial powers, including the German Empire, 
which is doing its utmost, and with great success, to enlarge its for- 
eign commerce, have long since adopted the system of a permanent 
service, based upon the damental basis of preliminary examina- 
tion, of promotion, of permanent tenure of office, and of adequate 
compensation for faithful and intelligent service. 

To reform our service in conformity with these ideas will be neither 
difficultnor expensive. The closing up of consulates rendered useless 
by the abolition of consular verification of invoices will save money 
enough to render the whole service efficient by its proper expenditure 
as above recommended. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come upon a subject which I en with 
great reluctance. How can this reform be effected? How may it be 
effected? I have pointed out how far legislation can contribute to 
the result. We can abolish the verification of invoices. We can give 
better salaries to those who remain in the service; but the reform, to 
be of any use, to be effectual, must be made by the President of the 
United States. With him resides the constitutional power; with him 
under the statute resides the power to make the regulations which 

vern the consular service. He needs no legislation from this House 

establish civil-service rules there; he is master of the situation. 
He can make this great system an honor and a source of immeasur- 
able advantage and prosperity to this country, if he will. I do not 
know that he is aware of the great power which he , but I 
do know that that power has not been exercised. y has it not 
been exercised? It is not for want of professions. I apologize for 
taking a little time in order to have the House understand exactly 
where the President stands upon this subject, and I ask the Clerk to 
read an extract from the Cincinnati platform, an extract from the 
letter of acceptance of Mr. Hayes, an extract from his inaugural ad- 


and an extract from his m to this House at the beginning 
of the present session of Con think it will be profitable read- 
ing or I would not take up the time of the House. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


[Extract from the Cincinnati platform.] 

The invariable rule for appointments should have reference to the honesty, fidel- 

ity, and capacity of the 5 referring friends of the party in power for 

p where harmony an 2 9 5 require its 8 

sented ; ipi permian BILo ers to be filled by pecs selected with sole refer- 

ence to the efficiency of the public service and the right of all citizens to share in 
the honor of rendering fai service to their country. 

(Extract from the letter of acceptance of Mr. Hayes.) 

The old rule, thetrue rule, that honesty, capacity, and fidelity constitute the only 

real qualifications for office, and that there is no claim, 822 to the idea 

that party services were to be chiefly considered. We should to 


* The French consular system. 


For nearly half a century the consular service of France has remained unchanged ; 
and for more than re Sil years the Guide des consulats of De Clercq et 
Vallat has been the Fre: 


consul's rade mecum. Some modifications have been 
made, and the decree of December 26, 1869, is usually spoken of as that regulating 
the service; but, as the Duke Decazes said in his memorandum preceding the 
decree of February 1, 1877, the organization of to-day is that of 1832, the 
of which time has shown. 

In pursuance of the economical policy of the then existing government the whole 
consular eee 1830, outside of Great Britain, was assimilated to that in the 
Levant consulates were placed under the supervision of the logations, while 
in Barbary and South America diplomatic duties were imposed on consuls who took 
the additional title of chargé d'affaires. The distinction between consul and con- 
came to be practically one of name e. 
principal officers are the 9 consuls of the first and second class, 
and consular pupils. There are also chancellors, dragomans, and supernumerary 
attachés, vice-consuls, co agents, vice-consular agents, and interpreters. 
Consuls, and not consulates, are classified, for two reasons: first, on account of the 
frequent changes in the relative im of the different and, second, that 
a rving officer may be promo a a or w 

deserving ofti be without removing him place for which 
by long residence he is peculiarly fitted. 

"promotion is made from the lower grades of the entire foreign service; for ex- 
ample, consuls-general are to be chosen from subdirectors of the ministry, first 
secretaries of legation and embassy, and consuls of the first class, and so on ip. the 


z . 

The ministry of foreign affairs is com of various divisions, as that of polit- 
ical affairs, that of commercial affairs, that of claims, &c., and to them, but chiefly 
of course to that of commercial affairs, the consuls report on the archives, on cur- 
rent scientific discovery and investigation, on important publications, besides their 
commercial and financial reports. 

Under the decree of February 1, 1877, a mos: elaborate scheme of examination 
is laid down for admission to the permanent consular and diplomatic services; 
briefly stated it is as follows: Supernumerary attachés are appointed to a limited 
number who must have a private income of $1,200, and be licentiates in law, sci- 
ence, or letters; at is to say, they must correspond to our bachelor of arts or col- 
lege prior epee Besides this they must understand two modern languages in addi- 
tion to their own. From these, after three years’ service, one being abroad, come 
the candidates for paid attaché, third secretary, and consular pu; The exam- 
inations for the diplomatic and consular service are nearly the same, embracing 
international law, diplomatic history, statistics, potion economy, hy, and 
the lan; They are both written and oral, but not competitive, the chief dif- 
ference een them being that for the diplomatic service more stress is laid on 
international law and history, with the general results of political ecenomy, while 
for the consular service the details of economic science are most insisted on. A 


ency 


namely : class I, sub- 

directors of the min IL, rédacteurs 
consuls, and second secretaries ; 9 , consular 
pils, third secretaries. The three positions in each class being 8988 
ties holding them are educated to a knowledge of the workings of lega- 
e eee foreign office, and the two branches brought into more 


tions, 
intelligent and co-operation. 


the principles and practice of the founders of the Government, supplying by —— 
er 


desired from the public officer an eee, Th 
eee the itu nen 


remain i 
If elected Ishall conduct the administration upon these principles, and all consti- 
tutional powers vested in the Executive will be cauployed to establish this reform. 


[Extract from the inaugural address.] 


Lask the attention of the publie to the paramount necessity of reform in our civil 
service, a reform not merely as to certain abuses and practices of so-called official 
patronage, which have come to have the sanction of usage in the several bt rap 
ments of our Government, but a change in the 5 appointment i 7a 
reform that shall be th radical, and complete; a return to the principles and 
ractices of the founders of the Government. They neither expected nor desired 

rom a officers any partisan service. They meant that public officers should 
owe their whole service to the Government and to the people. They meant that 
the officer should be secure in his tenure as long as his nal character remained 
untarnished and the performance of his duties aatistnctory. They held that ap- 
pointments to office were not to be made nor expected merely as rewards for par- 
tisan services, nor merely on the nomination of members of Congress, as being 
entitled in any respect to the control of such appointments. 


[Extracts from the President's message, 1877. 

The organization 
attracted more and more of the public attention. 
ion that the methods of admission to it and the 
unsound that both the great political parties have agreed in the most apies eos 


have these declarations and demands to be the expression of a sin. 
cere con in of, the intelligent masata of the people upon th subject, and that 
aeg sonig be recognized and followed by earnest and prompt action on the part 


o legislative and executive departments of the Government in pursuance of 

the purpose indicated. 

F Before my paces to office I endeavored to at ay oneview distinctly un- 
erstood, my inauguration my accord stated 

in terms believed to be plain and unambiguous. yall opinion wee 

* * * . > 


In addition to this I recognize the public advantage of making nominations as 
pearly on possibile impersonal, tn the — 5 
in the selection; an 
creased I 
ons to apply themselves industriously to the tas 


* G * * * . 


It is my to transmit to Congress as early as practicable a report by the 
chairman of the commiasion, and to sak your attention to such batanes on this 
3 in my opinion, will further promote the improvement of the civil 


_ Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, those who have 
listened to those extracts will find that they contain two classes of 
propositions: there are the affirmative propositions, that appoint- 
ments shall be made for honesty, fidelity, and capacity; then, sec- 
ondly, that the tenure of office shall be secure to those who perform 
the duties to the satisfaction of the public. Then there are some 
negative propositions: appointments are not to be made for party 
services; they are not to be made for personal services; they are not 
to be made on the request of members of Congress; and when made 
no political services are to be rendered. 

In that connection I hold in my hand the civil-service order issued 
on the 22d of June, 1877, sent, as I understand, as an official docu- 


ment toe employé of the rnment, and signed by a fac-simile 
of the t’s 5 “R. B. Hayes.“ I will have it inserted 
as part of my remarks., 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Very well; it had better be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: $ 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, June 22, 1877. 
Sm: I desire to call your attention to the following paragraph in a letter ad- 
dressed by me to the Secretary of the on the conduct to be observed by 
N Seer shania be eased or vomited 1 part in th 

“No or to take in the ment of 

litical tions, caucuses, conventions, or election campaigns. eir right 

vote and to hae uP padre views un public questions, either orally or through the 
press, is not denied, provided it does not interfere with the discharge of their 
official duties. No assessment for political purposes on officers or subordinates. 
should be allowed.” 

This rule is applicable to every department of the civil service. It should be 
understood by every officer of the General Government that he is expected to con- 
form his uct to its requirements. 


Very respectfully, 
To the 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now, Mr. Chairman, it happens in 
connection with this matter and in connection with this bill which 
we have under consideration that the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury, 
whose duties refer to the diplomatic and consular accounts, and to- 
whom my friend from Mississippi and myself upon the subcommittee 
have occasion to apply for information—this Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury is, or was a few days ago, away in the State of New 
Hampshire making political speeches, and I hold one of those speeches 
in my hand, made at Rochester, New Hampshire, on the 26th of Feb- 
ruary, 1878. I do not propose to make any comment upon this fact. 
I sent to the Fifth Auditors Office this morning for a communication 
and one of his clerks came to me. I do not know that he is not in 
his office to-day, but I know that he was in New Hampshire preach- 
ane pees on the 26th of Feb: 1878. 

r. DUNNELL, Does the gentleman propose to make the speech 
which he holds in his hand a part of his remarks? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not, but the gentleman might 


R. B. HAYES. 
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readily make it a portion of his remarks and he will perhaps find it 
an improvement on the ordinary speeches made here. 

No President has made such promises as these; no other President 
has ever reiterated them on every occasion in public and private; no 
President was ever so bound by every consideration of justice to keep 
the pledges which he has made. He renewed those pledges as to the 
civil service contemporaneously with the solemn oath by which he 
took office and it has been a matter of wonder to everybody on both 
sides that these pledges have not been kept; for here was a ident 
who came into office not by the ordinary mode; he came in rather, as 
has been said, by the Cwsarian operation. 

He then owed it to both sides, not only to his own side to whom he 
had made these pledges but to that other and greater party in the 
country who had with a forbearance and self-control unparalleled in 
modern times kept their faith with him. Has he kept his faith with 
the people? 

Men puzzle their brains to explain why he has not acted uniformly 
on the rules which he himself has proclaimed. It is certainly not 
because he wants to reward his own party, for he has trampled his 
own party under his feet. It is not because he wants to come into 
the arms of the democratic party, for he knows that while that party 
sternly did its duty to the country and to humanity they expect no 
recruits from the direction of the White House. 

Ihave analyzed the appointments in the diplomatic and consular 
service with great care in order to detect the principle which has 

overned the ident in making those appointments, and I think I 
ve discovered it. 

He said that he would not give appointments for political reasons; 
that was to the party that nominated him and who tried to elect 
him; and within a very narrow limit he has kept his word, for the men 
who carried on that campaign and gave him such measure of success 
as he achieved have not been rewarded. Iallude to CONK- 
LING, the Camerons, and the Chandlers. What has been their re- 
ward? No, it is evident that he has kept his pledge as to them. 

But there was more than one campaign carried on in 1876. There 
was a campaign of the election and a campaign of the electoral count, 
and if you turn to his list of appointments, as I hold it in my hand, 

ou will find that the theory which he has carried ont appears to have 

n this: not to reward those who carried on the election but to re- 

ward those who secured his counting in to the high office of Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Let us see. I begin with his Cabinet. You find there the Secre 
of State, who was counsel before the electoral commission; you fin 
the Secretary of War, who was also counsel before the commission ; 
you find the Secretary of the Treasury, who was one of the visiting 
statesmen who went to Louisiana, 

Look now at the local appointments, Anderson, Wells, Casanave, 
and Kenner in Louisiana, and at Stearns and McLin in Florida. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman is mistaken as to McLin. He was 
appointed by President Grant. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I make the correction with pleasure; 
I do not wish to do any injustice in this matter. I can only say that 
Mr. McLin’s nomination was rejected by the republican Senators, to 
their immortal credit. I give them credit for that. 

We then come to some of his diplomatic and consular appoint- 
ments. In the first place he pledged himself to make no gars ap- 
pointments. Yet thereare three appointments which may ed 
as purely personal, prominently so. There is the minister to France, 
Mr. Noyes; the minister to the Sandwich Islands, Mr, Comly; and 
the consul at Frankfort, Mr. Lee. I think nobody will that all 
these gentlemen had achieved any such prominence in political life 
as would entitle them to the pa which have been conferred upon 
them to the exclusion of other worthy men already in the service, 
And there is a singular unfitness in these appointments. They do 
not come up to any standard which the President could possibly 
have adopted if he had regarded his pledges. 

Take the caso of Mr. Noyes. He is sent to France. I have pointed 
out at some length the necessity of a minister there who can do some- 
thing toward obtaining for us a commercial treaty. Mr. Noyes, I have 
been told, does not speak the French Janguage ; but he pnt Mr. Hayes 
in nomination, as I understand, at the Cincinnati convention. If Iam 
wrong I trust I will be corrected. 

Mr. McCOOK. My friend from Ohio near me [Mr. TOWNSEND] 
asserts that Governor Noyes does speak French. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I can only say that a gentleman who 
had intercourse with him in Paris last summer assured me that he 
could not hee French. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Perhaps the gentleman himself could 
not speak it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Perhaps he speaks English with a 
French accent. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 
French. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] is mak- 
ing a very severe attack upon the civil-service policy or practice of 
our President. I hope he will see to it that his side gives us, the 
friends of the policy, a sufficient time to reply. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. How much time would the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. FRYE] desire to have? 


Mr. Noyes both speaks and writes 


Mr. FRYE. I think I will not fix any limit to the time now. 
(Langhter.] ; 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman from Maine misap- 
prehends me. I am not attacking the civil-service policy of the Pres- 
cpa I am trying to show that the President has had no civil-service 
policy. 

Now, in regard to Mr. Comly ; I had never heard of him, but I made 
inquiries about him and found that Mr, Comly was the man who dis- 
covered Mr. Hayes, so to speak, [laughter,] and wrote him promi- 
nently into notice before the public as an available candidate for the 
Presidency. Now, Mr. Comly has made his first dispatch ; it does not 
come through the State Department; that method of sending the 
communications of our ministers is obsolete. Mr. Comly is a news- 
aper man, and his first dispatch has naturally come to us by way of 

is own organ. I ask the Clerk to read this dispatch of Mr. Comly 
to this House, in order that we may know what kind of representa- 
tives this civil-service policy has en us among foreign nations. It 
appears in the Ohio State Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DIPLOMATIC MACHINERY—THE DELICACIES AND INTRICACIES OF AN INTERNATIONAL 
EXCHANGE OF CIVILITIES. 


From the Ohio State Journal.] 


ports 
a. pt his Then they take a 
Then the minister runs up his flag, and sends a dispatch to the minister of 
foreign affairs, notifying his majesty'’s government that the admiral has arrived, 
and desires to salute the fag, Then his excellency 5 * and sets the time when 
the uflmiral aay: mye and his majesty’s big guns will be all loaded ready to reply, 
gua for gun. en the bombardment takes place. Then the admiral calls onthe 
minister, with the staff and all their good cl Then they all drink. Then the 
minister goes aboard the man-of-war in his good clothes and the admiral's yawl. 
Then they all drink. When he leaves the vessel, after being presented arms to, 
avd all kinds of bother, he only gets about thirty yards away when his ears are 
torn and his bead bursted by the big guns of the vessel firing a fifteen-gun salute. 
The mariners have their oars ed and their eyes on the minister, and he is 
expected to take off his hat and give 8 ghastly smile, as if he really en- 
Joyed the honor of avag his head bursted in this way. Then the admiral comes 
ashore with his staff, and the minister takes him to call upon his majesty's govern- 
ment. We go first to the minister of foreign affairs, who tells us when we ma 
have an audience at the palace, to present the admiral and other officers to 
majesty. ‘Then we visit the other eee the Governor of Oahu, the justices of 
the supreme court, and the marshal of the kin drink. Then 
the admiral invites the minister to lunch, and 
the minister takes the whole to the palace, and they are 
miral reads a little speech, in which he tells his 


1 the grandees, 
i g out of the presence our name in à little book, and the 
admiral hurries on board the vessel to get his kidneys relieved from the pressure 
of his sword-belt as soon as possible. Meantime all the other excellencies, repre- 
senting every country under heaven, have been sending notes to the minister, - 


ging him to name the happy day when it will please the admiral to send 2 boat for 
weni to one aboard, have a salute fired for them. Then the Frenchman 
wa 


mad because he did not getas many guns as he thinks he 2 
and the minister has three months’ correspondence on his hands 

that is settled. You think it is all over now? The trouble is only about to begin. 
There are dinners, lunch parties, serenades, visits to be paid, and the devil 
to rey a, foreign representatives do not receive their return call before the 
week is ou 


511 reading of the dispatch was frequently interrupted by laugh- 
ter. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. My point of order is that there are not enough 
drinks in that communication. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the point of order. [Laugh- 


ter. 

itr CONGER. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
allow me to ask him one question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not hear distinctly the reading of that article; 
allofit. I desire to know whether the scene of that transaction was 
laid in Switzerland! 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It was not, because in Switzerland we 
are represented by the son of the late Secretary of State, and I take 
it that the proprieties of life are observed there. 

Mr. CONGER. The gathering of the war vessels around the capital 
made me 18 7 8 it was in Switzerland. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now that dispatch is a introduc- 
tion to the work which Mr. Noyes will have to do when he undertakes 
tonegotiate a treaty with France. It will be reproduced in every part 
of the world, of course, and it will be understood by what class of 
men this Government desires to be represented when the President 
picks out all his 1 80 0 friends. 

Then in regard to Mr. Lee, I have only this to say: he is sent to 
Frankfort; he has never been in the diplomatic or consular service. 
He is put there over the head of many worthy men in the service; 
men who had a right to rely on the promise of the President that 
they would be promoted for long and faithful service; men who had 
been clamoring at the State Department for promotion to places where 
they could get a decent living. Yet Mr. Lee is sent there merely be- 
cause the President wanted to reward his private secretary. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Ihave the honor of a personal acquaintance 
with Captain A. E. Lee; I know him well; I was with him in col- 
lege; I have known him ever since, and I undertake to affirm that, 
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for a man of his age, he has no superior in point of culture, capacity, 
and integrity in this or any other country. I affirm further that if 
it shall turn out that all the appointments of the President are equal 
to this appointment in suitability to be made, no better appointments 
could be asked by any one who desires to see our public service ele- 
vated in moral tone. 1 ppianod 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am glad to hear this testimony to 
Mr. Lee’s character. Nothing that I had said was intended to impugn 
either his character or his ability. My object was to point ont that 
this appointment was made on personal gronnds; grounds which the 
President p!edged himself not to be influenced by in making appoint- 
ments. That 1 all. But I would like to ask the gentleman, who 
konmi Captain Lee very well, whether he speaks tke German lan- 

age 
5715 JONES, of Ohio. I undertake to say that he can translate Ger- 
man and speak it. I undertake to say that in point of qualifications 
and character he comes up to the Jeffersonian standard. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am very A to hear it. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. So far as regards the statement that his ap- 
pointment has been made on personal grounds, I will say that I have 
no doubt it was made solely upon the merits of Captain Lee; and I 
have no doubt if he had his personal merits, he would hold a very 
much better position than he now does. I would not express suc 
confidence in him if I did not know that every man who has the honor 
of his personal acquaintance will reaffirm what I say. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I would like to ask my colleague [Mr. JONES, of 
Ohio] a question. Was not this appointment in part due to the fact 
that the gentleman appointed had a connection with a certain organ- 
ization known as the American Alliance?“ 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. It certainly was not. I undertake to say that 
the personal merits of Captain Lee would justify his appointment 
upon merit alone, and that his merits would justify his appointment 
to a much higher position than the one he now fills. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Whatever his personal merits may 
have been, he should have been excluded from appointment by the 
fact of his personal relations to the President. That is my point, and 
that is the only point I make. 

Now, Mr. Kasson is appointed to Vienna. He is a man of talent 
and experience, eminently fit to take care of American interests. But 
he was also one of the “visiting statesmen.” He went to Florida to 
superintend the electoral count; he rendered valuable service in that 
struggle; and he was one of the counsel before the electoral commis- 


sion. 

There still remains the appointment of Mr. Stoughton to Russia 

where we had an able and arom priate secretary of legation whose 
romotion would have been a well-deserved reward for long service 
the diplomatic corps. But he was not so fortunate as to have taken 
art in the electoral struggle. Mr. Stoughton, on the other hand, was 
th a visiting statesman and of counsel before the electoral commis- 
sion, and therefore his reward seems to have been demanded and paid. 

Thus far, therefore, the appointments seem to me to have been made 
either because of the personal relations of the appointees te the Presi- 
dent, or of their services rendereſ before the electoral commission, or 
in the preparation for the hearing of the cause before that tribunal. 

We now come to another class of appointments; and they are the 

table ones. Mr. Lowell is appointed minister to Spain; Mr. 
Welsh to London; and Mr. Bayard Taylor, to Germany. These gen- 
tlemen were certainly not appointed upon party grounds; they have 
evidently been appointed for their respectability. I know them all; 
I respect them all. I know of no three men that can be named who 
stand higher in point of 5 character than these three gentle- 
men. Yet I venture to affirm that with the exception of Mr. Taylor, 
the appointments are not such as should be made, when you consider 
the duties that are to be performed. 

Take Mr. Lowell. He is a poet, a man of letters, and a scholar who 
has done honor to his name, his age, and his country. But our rela- 
tions with Spain, in consequence of our proximity to Cuba, are always 
of avery delicate and intricate nature; and it has always been recog- 
nized that men of peculiar fitness should be sent to represent us at 
that court. Mr. Cushing, our late minister there, was of that order of 
men—probably the fittest man in the country, in view of the difficul- 
ties of the situation, But Mr. Lowell, as Iam told, was originally 
selected for Vienna and Mr. Kasson for Madrid. The original selec- 
tion would have been very much more advantageous to the country 
than the final change. Mr. Lowell had said a long time ago of Mr. 
Cushing—no donbt prophetically— i 

Caleb h'aint no monopoly to court the Senoreetas, 
My folks to hum air fall as good as his'n be, by golly. 


I suppose, therefore, Mr. Lowell thought that he had better take 
Spain, and besides he had the precedent for it in Washington Irving. 
And then, moreover, he was a civil-service reformer, for he not 
said in the Biglow papers: 

. I du believe it's wise an’ good 

To sen out furrin missions, 

Thet is, on sartin understood 
An’ orthydox conditions;— 

I mean nine thousan’ dolls. per ann., 
Nine thousan' more for outfit, 

An' me to recommend a man 
The place ould jest about fit, 


[Langhter.] 


And to study Spanish literature it is the right place, but that is not 
the kind of service the American people want, We sell $15,000,000 
of goods a year to Cuba, and we buy $72,000,000 from them. Itisa 
place where we could increase our trade with a proper commercial 
treaty nearly $60,000,000. We can only do it by taking advantage 
of our situation with reference to Cuba, to negotiate a proper commer- 
cial 128 To-day American 8 are largely prohibited in Cuba, 
and it is the cheapest route for American goods to Cuba to send them 
to Spain to reship them and bring them back there. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who will pretend that this poet, scholar, and 

ntleman is fitted by e ience and capacity for the work whicb he 

s to do, for the work which the American people demand, or that he 
has that training which the President says should accompany appoint- 
ments to office ? 

Then take the case of Mr. Welsh. No more reputable merchant ever 
lived in America; no more worthy gentleman is to be found; yet the 
questions we bave with Great Britain, it so gip Aire are mainly polit- 
ical ones, which he is not qualified to discuss. During the last year the 
extradition treaty was the subject of discussion, and even in the able 
hands of our late Attorney-General, then minister to Great Britain, it 
became so complicated that the negotiation was removed from London 
to Washington, and confided to the more experienced hands of the 
Secretary of the State and of Sir Edward Thornton. Now, how is Mr. 
Welsh to deal with questions of this sort? I think that I do not over- 
estimate the modesty of Mr. Welsh’s character, when I venture to be- 
lieve that he will not make any pretension to the ability to undertake 
. involving intricate questions of international law. 

as to Mr. Taylor, of whom I can speak in terms of the highest 
respect ; and I know the newspapers and public have received the ap- 
pointment with acclamation. But, in view of the peculiar function 
of the American minister in Germany, I hold that at this particular 
juncture Taylor is not the man who ought to have been selected, al- 
though I frankly admit he is not open to the objection of not having 
diplomatic Eo ago for he was once secretary of legation, I believe 
in Russia. e questions which will have interest for us, mainly the 
financial policy of Germany, will have but little interest for him or 
resulting advantage to us. 

Therefore it seems to me the preposition is demonstrated that the 
President has not adhered to any of the cardinal doctrines which he 
laid down on the many occasions when he has spoken on the subject 
of the civil service. And I have reflected whether by any possibility 
his good intentions and his will had been paralyzed by declarations 
made either upon this side or upon that side of the House or by 
discussions in the newspapers as to the sufficiency of his title. If 
the President has paid any attention to that discussion or has been 
influenced by it in tho slightest degree, so far as I am concerned I 
wish to say distinctly that I hold his title to be beyond the reach of 
any proceedings, legal or otherwise, except in the forum of his own 
conscience. If there was a fraud it was not a fraud committed by 
the President; it was committed prior to the meeting of the electoral 
commission; and if there was a wrong done it was done not by the 
President, but it was done by the members of that commission who 
had led gentlemen in this House and elsewhere to expect that evi- 
dence of the fraud would be admitted. If there wasa trick or fraud 
it was there, and what this House did was nothing but the perform- 
ance of its solemn duty to register the decree of the electoral com- 
mission. This ungrateful ay was nobly performed, and from that 
hour Mr. Hayes held his office by a title which I hold to be irrefraga- 
ble and sacred, and therefore he of all men can afford to disregard 
all threats and march forward in the execution of the 4 1 0 he has 

iven to this people. But if he goes on to the end of his term falsi- 
fying these pledges, neglecting the performance of these obligations, 
then I say the American people will hold the fraud has been, not in 
the title, but in the performance. 

I wish that I could make the President comprehend—and it is the 
only reason why I have allowed myself to indulge in these remarks— 
how deeply the patriotic and intelligent citizens of this nation feel 
npon the subject of reform in the civil service. They believe that 
the We eee of the Republic dates from the time when it was pro- 
claimed and acted upon that to the “ victors belong the ir hey 
believe that the demoralization which has shown itself during recent 
years in the execution of public and private trusts is largely due to 
the example of making public office the reward of partisan service 
often of a disreputable kind. They see that revolution is organiz 
in the very frame-work of the Government, when once in four years 
there is a struggle for the control of one hundred thousand offices, 
and they fear flat free government cannot survive many more such 
conflicts; that we shall soon be driven to take refuge in the safe 
guardianship of 2 military despotism. 

These men, among whom I ask to be counted, regarded the position 
of President Hayes as peculiarly favorable to the realization of their 
hopes. He was singularly free from mere partisan influences, and 
the platform of principles enunciated at Cincinnati fully justified 
him in taking prompt and effectual measures to bring about the ref- 
ormation of the civil service, for which we had literally hungered 
and thirsted. Thus far we have waited in vain ; in fact we have been 
doomed to utter disappointment of our cherished hopes, We recog- 
nize that no reform can be effected by legislation; that to be effect- 
ive its basis must be found in sound public sentiment, which we think 
exists, and its reliance must be not upon mere rules and competitive 


1878. 


examinations, but upon the common sense and firm will of the chief 
executive officer, who makes appointments and can alone enforce 
yules, $ 
There is yet time for the President to redeem himself from the 
judgment of condemnation developed by the experience of the first 
ear of his administration. For one I sincerely desire tha? he may 
able to restore himself to the high plane of his professions and 
promises. I wish to believe in his desire to do this, and I am well 
aware of the embarrassments which have been put in his way by his 
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rty. A man who has shown himself to be so capable of resist- 
ing intimidation from his friends is capable of much higher resolves 
and more satisfactory practice than I have been reluctantly forced to 
review. 

If during the succeeding years of his term of office he shall devote 
himself to this great work he will entitle himself to the gratitude 
and confidence of the country, but if he shall turn aside and pursue 
the road he has hitherto traveled I can only say in fear and trem- 
bling,“ God save the Republic.“ 


APPENDIX, 


A COMPARISON OF CONSULAR EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES AND GREAT BRITAIN FOR THE YEAR 1877. 


REMAURKS.—Tables I and II contain the number of consuls of the two countries, together with their salaries and rent allowances, in European and Eastern and in the 
American States, respectively. The salaries of consular clerks, dragomans, &c., are included therein. The rent allowance in the British service is a specific sum 


for * otlice expenses 

this maximum sum will not be allowed exce 
Annex A gives the aggregate number salaries of consuls sent 
Annex B shows the number of United States consular officers paid 


and house rent. In the United States service a maximum sum equal to 20 per cent. of the salary is allowed paid consuls for office rent only, and 
upon vouchers showing it to have been actually so ex 

the United States to Great 
fees only. 


ed for office rent. 
ritain and by Great Britain to the United States. 
‘eed consuls are authori to retain from the fees collected by them an amount 


not exceeding $2,500 in any one year; and such sum, not over $0, as the Secretary of State may determine, for office rent. They are not allowed to retain any sum 


for clerk hire, save by special permission. 


This table also shows (by the letter b and an exponent) the number of United States consuls in each country allowed to transact business; e. g., Argentine Republic, 


20 
10 a ition to the officers already enumerated there are three hundred and f 
the nomination of the consul in whose district they are, who su and is 
as the President shall determ f 
and and agent may retain 
By section 1702 Revised Statates all consuls whose 
collected at their consulates amount to $3. 


ities that there are two consuls paid from fees and two allowed to trade. 


not in excess of $1,000, and a sufficient amount to 
the aggregate fees turned 
under existing laws do not exceed $1,500 per annum shall be paid at the rate of 


pay for stationery an 


orty-one consular agents; subordinate officers appointed by the State Department on 


fees collected by them such a sum 
tage on official letters. The rest must be accounted for; 
y the agents of his district $1,000 for his supervision and nsibility. 

000 when the fees 


ible for them. They are entitled to retain 


.000. 
There are 130 salaried British officers with fixed stipends nod wep where there are no corresponding United States officers, and 85 United States officers of consular 
officers. 


rank salaried or receiving fees at posts where there are no Bri 


A comparison of consular expenses of the United States and Great Britain for the year 1877. 


TABLE I.—EUROPE AND THE EAST, (excluding the British Empire.) 


United States offieer. 


E 28. | s 832 

ge 832 s 
H Pritish officer. 2 
— — 

5 5 E 2 2 o 


100 
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A comparison of consular expenses of the United States and Great Britain for the year 1877—Continued. 
TABLE L—EvnRore AND THE EastT—Continued. 


1,200 | Consul,’ who is alsoattaché, reg- 
| istrar, and librarian in diplo- 


matic service, 
PC ˙⁴ E A ͤÄA %% E RES PEEN ũůcerl . 8 
Saint Etienne, () 


Saint Pierre, Miquelon, (b) -. 


Friendly and Navigators | Aspa ....................-.- 
Islands, Sam 


( Aix-la-Chapelle, (b) 
Barmen Consul 

F Consul-general.......... 

Consular clerk... Ae „%% œlll ðᷣ . —T8 

c suns esconcussa G CVVT £500 £200 

Brunswick, (b) ccc I E EEAS )J OE se INTELA enaraawahinataeeoriwancaeness 

7. y TTT. ß ⁵ gj. VVV ĩͤ EET EAA 


Consul- general 
{ 8988 8 
6222 2500 500 Consul 400 


"| Consul-gen 
Consul = 5 
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A comparison of consular expenses of the United States and Great Britain for the year 1877—Continued. 
TABLE L—EvROrE AND THE East—Continued. 


$ 423. 

ap | ge | 
Country. Residence. United States officer. 3 8 8 

32 | ake 

b A | 


biel ( reer eras 


Madagascar ...... 
T 
Netherlands and Dominions 

S ˙ sri covns eset cesses 
Portugal TERN 
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A comparison of consular expenses of the United States and Great Britain for the year 1877—Continued. 
TABLE I.—EUROPE AND THE EastT—Continued. ` 


British officer. 


Maximum al- 
lowanco for 
office rent, 
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A comparison of consular expenses of the United States and Great Britain for the year 1877—Continued. 


TABLE L—EUROPE AND THE East—Continued. 


United States 
salary. 
Maximum al- 
lowance for 

office rent. 


waeeceecewesecesess| VOMMOPCIA! agent Tees | CONSUL .... «„ 


—̊—B4. uA tweens wena ee ase „„ 


-—([ Ree ee eee een :: 44 „„ 


1 Also, as rep 3 2400. * Allowance £400—half paid by India. 


2 Includes 


wunce. 
8 Allowance of out of 8 pat 
extraordinary and 


4 Is also envoy 


; > Pitty — Ba included fi ency at Janina. 
T ‘or 
ter plenipotentiary. ** = 


TABLE II.—AMERICA, (excluding the United States.) 
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e 
600 
36 |. 
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5200 
700 
6100 
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200 
300 
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600 300 

300 100 

50 

150 

200 


HE 


Country. 


Argentine Republio 


Colombia, United States of 


United States 


www ce ewwcnw enews | COTBTL 2.00 c se ccee ne nee webanns 


Coquimbo, (b) 
Caldera 


Allowance for 
house and 
office rent. 
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A comparison of consular expenses of the United States and Great Britain for the year 1877—Continued. 
TABLE IL.—Amenica—Continued, 


| | 8 | 48 
| 32 | 22 7 
Country. Residence. United States officer. 3 f EFF 
| r ja 
i 


Colombia, United States of .. 


Guatemala... . . . Guatemala, () . Consulll... . Fees A 
Hay ti. Port au Prince... Minister resident and con- 87,500 $1,500 Minister resident and consul-| £1,200 0 
n e EA COMMU scescccdecoteseaeees> 
o 35 Co: secs Z ᷣͤ r AE AT, BEA SAA 
Obaba O) S A OEA ASS ; 2 
G b 
(b) Com t 
Paso del Norte, (U) Commercial agent. 
Piedras N b Commercial agent. 
Commercial agent. 
Consul 
a A AT E R A San Juan del Norte, (b)...... Commercial t 
San Juan del Sur, 00 Commercial — — 


— 
Lambayeque, (b) 
Lima 


One ween —*ũù ewe ee 


G Scena o venae's La Union, (o -02-004 - 
San Domingos Puerto Piata, 5 
San e 
U 2A Colonia, (b).. 
j Montevideo, () 
Venezuela 
— „ ... Commercial agent 
Puerto Cabello, () . Consul 


The English minister resident at Santiago is also consul- general. The United States send an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary. 
At present there are no British consular officers officially resident in Mexico. 

Both the United States and Great Britain send ministers resident to the Central American States. The British officer is also consul-general. 

4 The British minister resident at Caracas is also consul-general. The United States also send a minister resident. 
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RECAPITULATION. 


— 
D 
=>) 
— 


2 88 88 
3 $ 88 
g S 8 
2 a 2 — 
E A 22 fi 
> E EEE E 
Z 3 82 a8 
Z z 458 32 
5 2 2 
$7, 000 00 22. 300 $1, 400 00 2350 
3,000 00 2, 750 €00 00 685 
3, 000 00 2, 350 600 00 280 
6,500 00 750 1. 300 00 500 
1 F 300 
F 8 200 
43, 450 00 49, 223 5,900 00 1,610 
4,000 00 1, 750 800 00 650 
22, 900 00 & 825 3, 900 00 4,315 
1. 000 00 450 e 
32, 200 00 3,350 6, 200 00 1,380 
P ——— — . ⅛ P ¾]Ü— òð htl, ˙ ͤqꝙw̃ . nas a SS 800 
5,000 00 1,100 800 00 400 
13, 000 00 3, 400 2, 400 00 1,530 
14. 000 00 12 700 2000 00 610 
4,000 00 |.....-.......-.. S 
2, 000 00 £00 400 00 150 
1. 000 00 FFF ͤ K 
4. 500 00 1,450 900 00 800. 
S dein saioei daana S . 480 
7,000 00 3, 650 1, 400 00 900 
4,000 00 6, 500 800 00 1,850 
3, 000 00 3, 826 S 
1, 000 00 600 0 !}ic second Asses. 
22, 900 00 8, 400 4,100 00 2, 890 
pace BILL ͤ ̃ bce decal ⁵⁵ waüù ..... ßß½̃̃̃7 «., «§⏑‚Ü«ßñðßðrð]¼rN secon x N R A cGabbedenat 550 
Switzerland .. S e T A 
Tripoli ....... 3, 000 00 550 600 00 280- 
Turkey and Egypt 15, 500 00 2,500 00 7,175 
Total in Europe and the Fast 4 $228, 450 00 $39, 500 00 228, 685 
AMERICAN STATES. 
A tine Republic $3, 000 00 $600 00 2700 
1 11, 500 00 2, 300 00 2, 000 
4,000 00 800 00 400 
7. 000 00 1. 400 00 550 
. 1.000 00| 2 N 
8.500 00 N 
Ie „ 
11, 500 00 2,300 00 350 
1. 000 000 600 a 200 
3,500 00 700 00 400 
. 300 00 200 
2,000 00 400 00 500 
3,000 G0.) our SSO ina 150 
57, 000 00 10, 900 00 5, 450 
228, 450 00 39, 500 00 28, 685 
Total of salaries* and rents severallé . . . . . 295, 450 00 $50, 400 00 234, 135 
7 caceasctaeacdracvspundcahssadvaussheeshepeduncsseneusprsnshdacsestovepdcansataashes 50, 400 00 
Total expenditure for rent and salary $345, $50 00 
Ra the d ster! at about $5, the En 0 or a naea N e r AEA eer a r A masses $1, 069, 915 
e ee 
Excess of British over United States expenses... .<2<cncesccecccccceccescesncnceveshopewkacewbipesdsssenvssesnectiahetesesevébusrswesscansesswecabsve $724, 065- 
This amount is of course exclusive of the sums paid to officers reimbursed by fees. 
The Treasury accounts show that in the years 1875, 1876, and 1877 there were paid and received the following amounts: 
1877. 
ee ↄꝙ /! v r . l $514, 112 53 
ee y rr ⁊ . T EOSO SN 4, 200 88 
$518, 319 41 
MOON. wrvowsidesnadesskecaneoa¥eccasadcatvpror math eadctbanquacpas udepakanuensn ate Eubcasuawecnendechustbasrtisesceanenas $624, 265 99 
518,319 41 
nene YYY y K e hee $105, 946 58 


British fees in the same year, £34,707. 


Annex A, showing the total number of salaried consuls of the United States in the British Possessions and of Great Britain in the United States. 


Number of United States consuls. 


three, including in th aggregate salary consular 
"clk commerctal agent at 1,100, and an eee 


Excess of United States aggregate over British aggregatoᷣ:n»ͤv᷑-n«ũ,ũũtẽ võõ%öwꝛ k ««ökü„õ„„õ«õkſ3—2ẽ $43, 375 
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Annex B, showing the number of 
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United States officers paid from fees only, and the number allowed to trade. The numeral shows the number paid 


Marcu 11, 


by fees ; b those allowed to transact business, their number being represented by the small numeral to the right and above the letter. 


Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. SAYLER. The gentleman from Maine yields to me for a mo- 
ment and I desire to make a motion that the committee do now rise. 
It is due to the committee I should state it is for the purpose of 
introducing a report from the Committee of Ways and Means extend- 
ing the time for the payment of tax on whisky in bond, a matter in 
whence to which there is urgent necessity there should be immedi- 
ate action on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. It is understood the matter is to be disposed of to- 
night and not to take up any time to-morrow. 

Str. SAYLER. It will take but little time and will be disposed of 
this evening. I understand the Committee on Appropriations does 
not antagonize this motion. 

Mr. SINGLETON. We shall not if it shall be a 
stood that that bill is not to occupy more than one hour. 

Mr. SAYLER. Ia that the time shall be so limited. 

Mr. HALE. I yield’ with that understanding. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. j 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


y ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1474) further to suspend the operation of section 
5074 of the . 5 of the United States, title 72, in rela- 


tion to guano i 
EMOLUMENTS OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting statements of 
official emoluments and fees of customs oflicers in accordance with sec- 
tion 2639 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


KEOKUK CANAL. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 


and under- 


a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the chief 
of engineers on the bill (H. R. No. 2684) regulati e management 
of the canal at Keokuk, Iowa; which was refi to the Committee 


on Railways and Canals. 
PENSION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Pensions, relating to the necessity of 
some legislation to enable him to act promptly upon the claims of 
soldiers and widows of soldiers of the war of 1812 for pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Ross, for 
two weeks, on acconnt of serious illness in his family. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLYMER, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for the uaval service for 
the year ending June 30, 1870. 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I reserve all points of order. 


and for other purposes; which was | visions 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk. ; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House shall take a recess until seven o'clock p. m. after the 
day’s session on Tuesday, Wed ý - 

ering bills on the Private faari PA TAEPA Y BEEK, Tal De RETOS RE toG 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that unless it is confined to pension bills 
or unless it may be under the rules of objection day. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to letting it be under the rules of 
objection day, but I will not confine it to pension bills. 

r. CONGER. That is, that no bill shall be considered to which 
there is one objection. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like that there should be a dis- 
tinct knowledge of what is asked. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the evening session be under the same rules as 
ite HALE, ‘That is chat a ing! 

r. i at is, that a single objection carries a Dill over. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 5 ; 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the rules be suspended and the resolution 
ai 8; with the modification I have accepted. 

The Clerk read the resolution as modified, the words “ under rales 
as on objection days” being added. 

a CONGER. Let the words also be added “for each evening 
session. 

3 MILLS. I cannot make terms with every gentleman in this 
ouse. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Does this simply refer to the pension bills or 
it include the whole Calendar ? “id 1 8 

Mr. MILLS. It is for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read again as modified. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that therules be suspended and that the reso- 
lution be adopted as I wrote it, with no limitation. 

The resolution was again read, the words “ under rules as on objec- 
tion days” having been stricken out. 

Mr. EDEN. Ithink the resolution should not pass in that shape. 
When we consider the Calendar in broad daylight it is scarcely pos- 
sible to have a quorum. 

The question being taken, the rules were not suspended, two-thirds 
not voting in favor thereof. 


PAYMENT OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. SAYLER. I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to report the joint resolution which I send to the desk, and to 
move that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


A joint resolution to prescribe the time for the payment of the tax on distilled 
spirits, and for other purposes. 


there shall E 
Ww) K 
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ment of the liability under the terms of said bond for the od for which the 
extension is granted, as if the same were inserted in the y of said bond, to be 
duly executed by the principal and sureties in the bond and acknowledged by each 
of them before a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue or some other 
officer anthorized by law to take the acknowledgment of deeds: Provided, That 
the sureties on said bond are, at the time of su i yor satisfactory to the col- 
lector, and, if not satisfactory or if the sureties shall refuse to make the request 
and acknowledgment aforesaid, that an additional or new warehousing bond, with 
sureties satisfactory to the collector, shall be given. $ p 

Sec. 3. That in case of the non-payment of the tax on any distilled spirits within 
one year from the date of the original warehousing bond for such spirits, interest 
shall accrue upon said tax at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, from and after 
the expiration of said year until the tax shall be paid. Such interest shall be col- 
lected with the tax in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall or. 

Src. 4. That the provisions of this resolution shall not apply to grape brandy 
warehonsed under the provisions of an act entitled “An act relating to the pro- 


duction of fruit brandy, and to punish frauds connected with the same,” approved P 


March 3, 1877. 


Mr. CON GER. I object to the introduction of that joint resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] has a 
tight to report it from the Committee of Ways and Means for com- 
mitment at any time. He pro to report it for commitment to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is entitled under the rules of the House 
to de that at any time, 

Mr. CONGER. Is this a measure of such a kind as to give the 
committee a right to report for the purpose of commitment 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of Ways and means have a right 
to report at any time, for committal, any subject referred to them. 
The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. SAYLER] propose to move to suspend 
the rales to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering the joint resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the objection is good if he moves to suspend 
the rales. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is ce as to going into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to-day, except under sus- 
pension of the rules. The Chair would recognize a motion to sus- 

nd the rules for the purpose to consider publie business reported 
koa a standing committee in preference to a suspension by an indi- 
vidual member, made to secure House expression; but such suspen- 
sion requires, of course, a two-third vote. 

Mr. CONGER. But if there be objection to the introduction of the 
bill, surely that is the end of it. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the Chair has no 
tight to recognize a single objection to the reporting by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of a bill for committal. 

The joint resolution No. 133 was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FRYE. I would ask whether or not this is a unanimous report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SAYLER. It is. I now move to suspend the rules and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering the joint resolution. 

Mr. CON GER. I wish to ask when this subject was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] can 
probably answer that question. 

Mr, CONGER. By what authority does the committee report on 
this subject? i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan desires to know 
when this 5 was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The Chair understands that to be the point. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; I want to know by what authority they re- 


port it. 

Mr. WOOD. The subject was regularly referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means and they did make one report upon the question, 
and they now propose to ERGA an additional report upon the same 
question. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I thought. The committee were in- 
structed by the House upon the matter, and having made a report 
upon it I hold that the committee is on oficio; that it has per- 
formed its duty and ought to die civilly. 

Mr. WOOD. They only report it in part. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that having once made a report on this 
subject they have no right to make a further report. 

The SPEAKER. Under what reference is the joint resolution 
brought back? Was the subject-matter ever referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KNOTT. I would ask if a bill upon this precise question was 
not introduced by my colleague [Mr. CARLISLE ] and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. WOOD. It was. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair wanted to know. 

Mr. CONGER. The committee reported upon that subject and the 
House acted upon it. 

Mr. WOOD. No; it was another subject, a different bill. 

Mr. SAYLER. Long after the committee made their former report 
the 8 ap from Kentucky [Mr, CARLISLE] introduced a bill into 
the House in substance providing for the very thing provided for in 
this joint resolution, which is reported really as a substitute for that 
vill, and it was referred to our committee. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that the former 
legislation reported by the committee on this subject was based upon 
a Point resolution introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
BLACKBURN. ] 

Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir; and this joint resolution is based upon a bill 
referred to the committee on motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] subsequent to the other. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has sent for the bill to see the indorse- 
ment upon it. 

Mr. Ss rs I would inguire if this joint resolution has been 

inted. 

Pe SAYLER. It has not. 

pe ERERELD: It is a very important measure and ought to be 
rinted. 

Mr. SAYLER. I do not think the gentleman will press that. 1 
move that the rules be suspended so as to put this joint resolution 
upon its passage. ; 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution is now in Committee of the 
Whole; that committee should first be discharged from its further 
consideration before it can be brought into the House for passage as 
proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SAYLER.] 

r. SAYLER. I would rather go into Committee of the Whole, so 
as to give members an opportunity to discuss this joint resolution. I 
will therefore insist upon my first motion. 

Mr. CONGER. If an objection will reach this, if the Chair will 
allow me—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the suggestion of 
the gentleman. 

Mr, CONGER. If objection will reach this joint resolution and I 
can prevent it coming before the House again after the distinct action 
of the House on the subject, I desire to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s objection will have force, if it 
can secure the support of more than one-third of the members. 

Mr. CONGER. It would make a step in advance if an objection 
could accomplish my purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot assist in that manner. Under 
the rules the Committee of Ways and Means can report at any time 
for commitment. 

Mr. CONGER. On any matter referred to them? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it to be the fact that this 
subject was referred to the committee; otherwise the Chair would 
invite further discussion on that point. The Chair has sent for the 
bill which was referred to the committee. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to say one word on this subject, if there 
is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. On the point of order? 

Mr. BURCHARD. No, sir; but on the subject of this joint resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules is not debatable. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I suppose I can be heard, if there is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BURCHARD] making a statement? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois, Would it be in order for me to inquire 
if this is a unanimons report of the Committee of Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. That fact has already been stated. It is nota 
parliamen inquiry, but in the opinion of the Chair it is a very 
proper one, if argument was allowed. 

. SAYLER, This is a unanimous report of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, 

Mr. CONGER. I think that is in the nature of debate, and is in- 
tended to influence the action of the House, so far as the unanimity 
o tbe action of the Committee of Ways and Means may have in- 

uence. r 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in the nature of an argu- 
ment, as to why the House.should now suspend the rules and go into 
Committee of the Whole, and if objected to not in order. 

Mr. FORT.- I wonld like to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SaYLER] how long it is proposed to allow for general debate in 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SAYLER. I will move to limit general debate to one hour; 
and will agree to give the most of that time to those gentlemen who 
may desire to oppose this joint resolution. 

Mr. FORT. That time is too limited. 

Mr. HALE. Let the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] modify 
his motion so as to go into Committee of the Whole under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. SAYLER. I do not think I can do that now. 

The SPEAKER. The fact has been stated upon the authority of 
members that a bill upon this subject was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [| Mr. CARLISLE] and referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, i 

Mr. SAYLER. And this joint resolution is reported as asubstitute 
for that bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand the bill is here. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill H. R. No. 2264) to prescribe the time for the payment of the tax on dis- 
tilled epirits and for other purposes, = 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The SPEAKER. And the joint resolution was reported by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sa Jas the Chair understands, as a 
substitute for the bill the title of Which has just been read. 

Mr. SAYLER. Pending the motion to go into the Committee of 
the Whole, I move that all general debate be limited to one hour. 

Mr, THORNBURGH. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, pending the motion to 
suspend the rules, desires to move that all general debate in Commit- 
tee of the Whole be limited to one hour. Pending a motion to sus- 
pend, such a motion is hardly in order. 

Mr. SAYLER. It may be all ineluded in one motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the a yer of considering the joint resolution reported by him, 
re that all general debate upon that resolution be limited to one 

hour. 

Mr. CONGER. Can that be done without a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes that as a part of his motion 
to suspend the rules. The Chair intimated to the gentleman that he 
could not on Monday move to suspend the rules to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and then interpose another motion in regard to 
limiting debate. 

Mr. SAYLER. I make it as a pare of my motion. 

The question was taken upon the motion to suspend the rules; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 102, noes 71. 

So (two-thirds not voting in the ative) the rules weré not sus- 

nded. 

Me SAYLER. I will not take up the time of the House by calling 
for tellers on this question, but will give notice that at an early date, 
not to interfere with the consideration of a e bills, I wi 
ask the House to go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
considering this ase resolution. 

Mr. H d in the mean time let the joint resolution be printed. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move that the joint resolution be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBELL. And that it be printed in the RECORD of to-mor- 


row. 
The SPEAKER. It will be printed in the RECORD. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that on Saturday the House 

to hold a session this evening for debate only, no business of 

any sort to be transacted. The Chair is also informed that the time 

when the evening session should commence was not fixed in the order 

of the House. The Chair would suggest that the time be now fixed, 
say at eight o’clock. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I will state for the information of the Chair, 
as the Speaker was absent on Saturday last, that half-past seven was 
the hour designated by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. COVERT, ] 
upon whose motion the evening session was fixed. 

The SPEAKER. It was not embraced in the motion as taken by 
the Clerk. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it will accommodate the Chair I will move 
to fix eight o’clock as the hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no wish about the matter. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be half past seven. 

The SPEAKER. That will be the understanding, if no other time 
be named. 

SHORT-HAND REPORTERS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3823) 
to provide for short-hand reporters in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. STENGER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 

three days, on account of important business. 
i ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the adoption of that motion would 
be to cut off the evening session. 

Mr. CONGER. That is the object of it. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 65, oes 101, 

Mr. BANNING. I move that the House take a recess till half past 
seven o'clock. ‘ 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to offer a resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the Chair must 
recognize the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BANNING, J 
that the House now take a recess. 

Mr. BANNING. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now offer my resolution. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I renew the motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must of necessity recognize the motion 
for a recess, because it is in the nature of a motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Sampson, there were— 
ayes 93, noes SI. 

Mr. SAMPSON. As I have no objection to the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York, I withdraw my motion. 
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RECOGNITION OF PRESIDENT DIAZ, 


The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] will now be read. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that for a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to say. The Chair will first 
ask unanimous consent, 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman had better hear the propo- 
sition read before he objects. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the adminstration of President Diaz in Mexico fulfills the requirements 
of international comity and law for the purpose of recognition by our Government; 


and 
Whereas such tion would be in the interest of national and jal 
eee ee 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be invited to recognize said 
government of Mexico as at present administered. 


Mr. MILLS. Iobject. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the 
resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the practice he is 
bound to recognize gentlemen who desire to move to suspend the rules 
in the order in which their names are entered on his list. 

Mr. COX, of New York. This is a great public question and ought 
to be considered ; I would not urge it but for that necessity. 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair agrees with the gentleman that the 
question is very important. 

Mr. MILLS. I modify my motion so as to move that the House now 
take a recess, 

The eater being taken, 
The SPEAKER said: In the opinion of the Chair a majority have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will this proposition be pending next. 
Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it would be subject to the 
prior right of other members who have indicated their desire to move 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I obtained the floor to offer this resolution. 
Thad t difficulty in getting the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. It cannot be before the House as unfinished busi- 


ness, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is not before the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Why, Mr. Speaker, it has certainly been 
offered, and a motion made to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair was only entitled to recognize re- 
quests for unanimous cousent, For motions to nd the rules he 
is entitled to ize gentlemen only in the order in which they 
have entered their names on his memorandum. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I was recognized by the Chair. Unani- 
mous consent is not necessary in order to be recognized by the Chair. 
Being recognized, I had the right to offer the resolution. 

ae SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the rules carefully on this. 
poin 
_ Mr. CONGER. I was about to make the point of order that accord- 
ing tothe ruling of the Chair the gentleman from New York had not 
the first right to the floor to make a motion to su d the rules. 

The SP. The Chair will examine the point ; the just rights. 
of the gentleman from New York shall not suffer. 

Mr. GLOVER. I ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MIILS] to 
yield to me that I may introduce a bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The motion to take a recess until half past seven 
o'clock has been d to. 

The House accordingly (at four o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) took 
a recess until half-past seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembied at seven o’clock and thirty minutes p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HARDEN- 
BERGH] will occupy the chair this evening as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HARDENBERGH.) By order of the 
House the session this evening is for debate only, no business what- 
ever to be transacted. 

THE LIFE-SAVING AND COAST-GUARD SERVICE. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, only a few days ago a bill was intro- 
duced in the House by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Wurr- 
THORNE] entitled “A bill to organize a life-saving and coast-guard 
service,” and was appropriately referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, upon a division called for upon the vote for its reference to 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Although but a short time has intervened since its introduction, 
the newspaper press of the country and gentlemen representing the 
views of the friends and opponents of the bill have been active and 
earnest in the formation of sentiment and opinion both for and against 
the proposed measure. 

Representing as I do a district embracing a long line of coast, and 
a constituency largely interested in the workings of the life-saving 
service, I feel that I have no apology to offer in calling the attention 
of the Honse at this time to the features of a measure fraught with 
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as many vital interests as any which has thus far been presented at 
this session in either House of Congress. 

The bill proposes a number of sweeping changes in and entire in- 
novations upon the existing system under which the life-saving serv- 
ice of this country is conducted. The details of the proposed act 
will be more particularly examined at a later stage, it being sufficient 
for my present purpose to say that the bill under discussion proposes 
by its terms to take the service from the Department under 
which it has grown to its present proportions and achieved its suc- 
cessful and bestow the care and keeping of the entire 
system, with all its details, upon the Department of the Navy. 

When a radical change is proposed by the law-makin wer, the 
first and most natural inquiries are, as they ought to be: at defects 
or omissions are to be remedied by the pro change? What bene- 
fits are to follow revolutionary action ow are existing conditions 
to be improved by change either of system or of direction? And these 
are the questions which confront us at the very outset of our exami- 
nation of the provisions of the pro ill. 

A glance at the map will demonstrate that the United States has 
an immense line of sea and lake coast, far exceeding that of any other 
nation, and comprising more than ten thousand miles in extent. 
Different varieties of climate present all the various shapes in which 
storms and danger visit these coasts, The fierce gales which accom- 
pany winter storms of rain and snow upon the Long Island and Jersey 
and New England coasts are scarcely more to be dreaded, are fraught 
with scarcely more of danger to vessels freighted with precions car- 

of human lives and rich merchandise, than the swift, short, and 
almost equally fatal hurricanes of some of the more southern lati- 


tudes, 

Prior to 1848, absolutely no provision had been made by Govern- 
ment for the protection of navigators along these dangerous coasts. 
Stately hipa went down, heroic lives were lost by hundreds every 
year, and the opiy remua were unmarked mounds in almost every 
village and hamlet on the coast, empty seats at bundreds of fire- 
sides, and the formal entries in many & ship-owner’s ledger telling of 
total loss of vessel and of cargo. 

Looking back at then existing conditions, it seems sadly singular 
that Government could have been so remiss in what ought to have 
been regarded as one of its first great duties. So constant and so ap- 
palling did these great sacrifices of persons and of property become 
that in the year mentioned, Congress awakened from the apathy pre- 
viously existing in this regard, and made a com ively ap- 
propriation for the better preservation of life and property from ship- 
wrecks on the coast of New Jersey. 

In the following year like provision was made to the coasts 
of Cape Cod and Long Island from their constantly recurring holo- 
causts of destruction and of death. 

The scanty appropriations thus made served only partially to pre- 
vent the dreaded evil. There was no organization, no superintend- 
ency, no method. And yet the warm-hearted, strong-handed men of 
the coast did what they could, with the means at hand, to rescue and 
to save, Almost at once the beneficent results of a service like this 
were made manifest, for on the Long Island coast alone, during the 
winter of 1850, with the mea appliances at hand, nearly three 
hundred lives were saved by the prompt and vigorous action of the 
hardy surfmen. 

Experience having demonstrated that abundant returns followed 
the care bestowed in this direction, and the like experience having 
proven conclusively that the service ought to be so conducted as to 
insure organization and responsibility, the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce, three years later, called upon the Treasury Department for 
suggestions in this regard and in respect to further coast protection. 
The then Secre of the Treasury advocated an increased num- 
ber of stations, and that they be placed in of proper persons 
who should account to the Department instead of having the stations 
and all the details of the work left to the loose and irresponsible 
control of either individual or associated volunteers. The year fol- 
lowing, these NN were embodied in a law framed for that 
purpose, and while the law thns enacted was entirely inadequate 
to meet the wants designed to be supplied, yet the better effects of 
even imperfect organization were speedily manifested. 

In this condition the life-saving service remained, with no regula- 
tions for its government, with no provision for the employment of 
crews, struggling as it best might under adverse conditions until the 
winter of 1870-71, when the occurrence of several fatal coast disasters 
awakened Congress and the whole country to the necessity for more 
perfect, organization and more complete equipment. 

appropriation was voted by Congress, and the Department 
of the ury was authorized to pay for the services of crews of 
experienced surf-men at such places and for such terms as might be 
deemed proper. This was the legislation that ought to have been 
adopted fifty years sooner. - It marked the 8 — of a new and 
better condition of things in this regard. e assertion is made 
broadly and without reservation, that ental records nowhere 
show such sure and satisfactory progress in all right directions as are 
exhibited in “ the short and simple annals” of the life-saving service, 
since by this action of humane hearts and clear minds this puny 
infant born of unfortunate necessity was thus fully adopted and 
recognized as the ward of a beneficent Government, 

Since the date mentioned the service has been completely and thor- 
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oughly reorganized. Practicalmen have lent to itthe best thought and 
energy they could bestow. Inefficient and incapable officers and men 
have been to greatextentremoved and their places filled by men skilled 
by long service in storm and danger, and who are thoroughly familiar 
with every foot of the coast which forms their field of labor. Sta- 
tions have been established at the points deemed most dangerous, after 
thorough and exhaustive examination of the coast, and although these 
stations are not sufficiently num as has been demonstrated on 
many occasions, this defect is not the fault of the Department, which 
has sought to utilize in the best possible way the insufficient appro- 
priations voted for its support. A code of instructions for officers and 
men has been 8 and the carrying out of these instructions to 
the veriest detail has been demanded and enforced by those in charge 
ot the service. Approved appliances have from time to time been 
brought into requisition, and these appliances have only been selected 
after thorough tests which have demonstrated their excellence. Surf 
and life boats, mortars, and all the important auxiliaries necessary to 
be employed, and of which the general public have the profoundest 
ignoranee, have been made subjects of intelligent and well-ordered 
inspection, and their adoption and constant use have been followed 
by thorongh proficiency on the part of the hardy and gallant men 
who use them. Added to all these improved features, a system of 
examinations and inspections has been adopted, and as a result im- 
proper and unfit men are in great measure prevented from entering 
the service. ; 

A drill system has been ina , and the crews of the stations 
are taught familiarity with the appliances used. The keepers and 
surf-men have been given practical instruction in the methods of 
pearing Sen apparently drowned. A code of signals, with flags, 
hand-lights, and rockets, has been established and successfully used. 
Patrol districts have been mapped out from station to station. Day 
and night, along the stretch of the Atlantic coast from Maine to 
Florida—day and night, along the shores of the great lakes—in sea- 
sons of storm and danger, the weary miles are constantly traversed 
by the patrol, who, with eyes bent seaward and with ears strained to 
hear the possible cry of dis performs harder and more honorable 
service than was ever rendered by any soldier on any battle-field. In 
a word, order has been brought out of chaos. Although in almost every 
instance actual and in some cases terrible experience has demonstrated 
that the appropriations ted fortheservice have been grossly insuffi- 
cient, although the stations in many localities are entirely too far apart, 
yet in the face of these adverse circumstances the service has made for 
itself a glorious record. Never did vigin soil yield richer harvest from 
the planted upon itthan this service from the appropriations made 
foritssupport. Therecordsof the Department year by year since the 
season of 1871~72 (the season of its reorganization) show a marked and 
steady improvement in usefulness and efficiency. Time prevents the 
recital here of the statistics in support of this assertion, but reference 
is made to the reports and records on file in the Treasury Department 
as verifying its correctness. It is sufficient to say that during the 
five years following the reorganization of the service the total value 
of property saved stranded vessels was $5,254,000, and the num- 
ber of lives saved was 3,189. Turning to the record of the service 
for the last fiscal year, I find the following exhibit, to which-I 
earnestly invite the attention even of the most censorious: The total 
number of disasters to vessels during that year was 134. On board 
these vessels were 1,500 human souls. The value of the vessels was 
within a fraction of $2,000,000, and that of the cargoes over $1,300,000, 
The value of property saved was $1,713,647. Out of fifteen hundred 
aeg on board these stranded and wrecked vessels only thirty-nine 
were lost. 

It may seem improbable to those who do not know the discipline 
and working of the service, but the assertion is made here that if 
any one desires to have f particulars as to the losses of the last 
year, inquiry at the life-saving department will be answered with 
full particulars as to how each one of the unfortunate thirty-nine 
who were lost went to his death! 

Surely nothing more need be presented to show how thorough is 
the organization, how methodical and complete is the working of the 
service as now conducted under all the adverse circumstances arising 
from insufficient governmental support. From time to time within 
the past few years and since the life-saving service has by reason of 
careful and efficient mana t made its influence felt, and has 
gained for itself an honorable distinction, a desire has been in process 
of growth for the transfer of the service to the Navy Department. It 
is ly admitted that the idea of this proposed change does not 
emanate from the Department; the latter as such making no effort 
thus to obtain direction of the service. Seemingly those interested 
in the movement have waited their opportunity, hesitating until now 
to ask the Government to take the service from the control of those 
who have thus far conducted it, and to give it over to their—in a 
certain sense—untried ‘“’prentice hands.” 

Two serious and most di irg accidents, both occurring to Gov- 
ernment vessels, since the commencement of the present fiscal year, 
have seemingly emboldened those who have thus cherished this de- 
1 make formal demand for the surrender to the Department of 
the Navy of the life-saving service. And the friends and supporters 
of the bill now under consideration will undoubtedly point to the loss 
of the Huron, and the still more recent loss of the Metropolis, as afiord- 
ing reasons why the control of the service should be thus transferred. 
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Anticipating this, let us examine very briefly somewhat into the facts 
attendant upon the loss of these vessels, to the end that we may de- 
termine whether the life-saving service was in any way derelict in 
duty or wanting in care and attention upon the occasion of either of 
these unfortunate disasters. And first, with reference to the loss of 
the Huron. It is sufiicient simply to say that the Department having 
charge of the service is unable, by reason of inadequate appropria- 
tions, to maintain crewsexcept at those seasons of the year deemed most 
disastrous along the coasts. This fact has prevented the stations in 
the district where this disaster occurred from being manned by resi- 
dent surf-men except for the five months between the Ist of Decem- 
ber and the Ist of April, and the stranding of the Huron occurred 
when the crews of this district were not thus in Government employ. 
The disaster cannot, therefore, be attributed to any fault or neglect 
2 the part of those who compose the crews of the district in ques- 
on. 

A thorough official investigation has but recently been completed 
with reference to the loss of the Metropolis. I shall not stop in this 
connection to allude to the fact that this vessel was old an eera $ 
worn ont and absolutely unfit for the uses to which she was applied. 
The official inquiry demonstrates that at the time the Metropolis 
stranded a heavy fog enveloped the scene of the disaster. No signal 
guns were fired from the steamer. The loss occurred at a point dis- 
tant some four and one-half miles from the nearest station. So soon 
as the wreck was discovered, word was hastily dispatched to the sta- 
tion, and preparations were at once made by the crew to reach the 
scene of disaster. The beach coast here is a line of low, flat sand, 
scarcely raised above the water-level, and had been covered the night 
before by a storm tide to the depth of several inches, leaving the beach 
in such condition on the morning of the disaster that the men aank 
in the wet and yielding sand at every step. Over this difficult road- 
way, the cart, laden with the life-saving appliances, ae an 
gate weight of over one er e Amarr was rei ragged by 
mon already spent by the exhausting patrol duty they had just per- 
formed. Within the preceding twenty-four hours, one of the men 
patrolled a distance of thirty-two miles through the driving storm ; 
another, twenty-four miles; two others, sixteen miles, and the remain- 
ing two, twelve miles each, Almost worn out and exhausted, with 
the broad tires of the appliance cart penetrating several inches below 
the surface of the yielding sand, these men hastened with all possi- 
ble speed to the scene of the wreck. So soon as this point was reached, 
the mortar was set in position. The vessel was lying head on, or 
nearly so, and there was thus but a small object, comparatively, at 
which to aim their shot carrying the connecting line to the vessel. 
At the second shot the connection was established, and the line was 
lodged on the foretopsail yard-arm, and was thoreafter seized by per- 
sons on board. The crew of the station had thus far doue all thoy 
could had performed fully their part up to the point of co-operation 
with those on board the vessel. / 

Had these latter made proper adjustment of the shot-line, all might 

t, perhaps, have been well. But through miscalculation, or in the 
acts tten of extreme danger, the slack of the line had been 
dropped by the 
led outside of and across tho jib-stay, and at a sha: 
starboard side of the wreck. The strain upon the 
became greater each moment, as it sawed across the iron-wire rope of 
which the stay was made, and finally parted in two, and the shore 
connection was thus disestablished. 

I have entered thus much into particulars and have given the de- 
tails of this proceeding in order to show that the crew of the station 
did all they could in the emergency presented. They did absolutely 
more, perhaps, than their duty. Standing waist-deep in the breakers 
and undertow, with the winter twilight closing in upon the awful 
scene, at the risk of being swept away by the angry flood and of 
being dashed down each moment by huge pieces of the wildiy driven 
wreck, they seized and bodily drew out from the eee ponia 
Waters, hungry for their prey, nearly a hundred human souls. It is 
not deemed possible in the face of this exhibit, in the presence of these 
facts, shown by sworn evidence, that those who in the first hour of 
this ble disaster were loud in voice of censure upon this service, 
enn continue to indulge in adverse criticism upon the conduct of the 
men who so nobly did their duty, and their w duty, on that ter- 
rible day and night upon the Carolina coast. 

I may add in this connection that the chief of the life-saving 
service, from time to time in his annual reports to the Department 
and throngh it to Congress, had asked that additional means be fur- 
nished for the protection of life and property upon the coast of 
North Carolina, and this request had been emphasized in the report 
submitted for the last fiscal year. Tho occurrence of these two acci- 
dents upon this dangerqus and treacherous coast-line only tends to 
show the intimate knowledge of the Department of the needs of the 
service and its forethought in suggesting means fop the avoidancé of 
threatened danger. 

The life-saving service of this or of read other government, how: 
ever conducted, cannot always be infallible. It cannot be expected 
that always, upon every occasion of shipwreck and disaster upon our 
long line of coast, death should be cheated of its doomed victims, 
even though life itself should be offered up as sacrifice hy those who 
sought to save. Governmental offlcers, experienced surf-men, who 
have devoted years of labor jn acquiring experience in this depart- 


rson sent aloft to attend to it, so that the line 
angle aft to the 
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ment, cannot accomplish the impossible or overcome the insurmount- 
able. What is claimed here is that with the means at hand good 
results have been achieved under the present administration of the 
affairs of the service. 

Briefly cxamining some of the features of the proposed bill, let us 
first admit that, looked at superficially, there may seem some reason 
why this service should be committed to the care of the Navy Depart- 


ment. Both have to deal in a certain sense with vessels and with the 
sea. But having admitted this common connection to this limited 
extent, all reason for naval control ceases, The Treasury Depart- 
ment has cognizance under the law of all matters pertaining to com- 
merce, revenue collections, the light-honse m, and the revenue 
marine. To carry out its work in these directions, the matter of coast 
navigation more especially becomes an im nt feature. And in 
protecting commerce, with which work the Department is especially 
charged, it would seem that the service in question should fall under 
the jarisdiction of that De ent. It may be by those who 
press the of the proposed bill, that the Treasury has too many 
departments for the proper supervision of one Secretary, and that, 
therefore, this Department should be taken from his control. i 
can only say, if this consideration be urged, that this special roe ti 
ment has been particularly fortunate in having as its immediate 

a superintendent who, though vet to the general direction of the 
Secretary, yet is, as his.title implies, the “ general superintendent” 
of this branch of the service; and through whose in great 
measure, the system has been built up and has attained its present 
successful prominence. Congress, however, will not stop to con- 
sider so trivial an objection as this. The French maxim: „To be 
successful one must achieve success” will be recognized as applicable 
to governmental departments as to individuals; and if, by earnest 
work on snd ct of those connected with it, a department wins suc- 
cess under adverse circamstances, Congress and the country will not 
take the department from the control of an uncomplaining Secretary 
bat ty 2 nee scp ae of his being made the victim of overwork. 

Mr. BENEDICT. Will my colleague permit me to ask a question ? 

Mr. COVERT. Certainly, 

Mr. BENEDICT. Has not the charge been made that the element 
of 3 lities has entered into and has interfered with the work - 
11 8 service f 

. COVERT. Lam glad that my Ne e has propounded the 
question just asked. It 8 me to consider right here and very 
briefly the only feature which I can i can serve as the shadow 
of a reason for a pee, in the control of this service. The existence 
of the evil alluded to by my friend, in the past, in some localities and 
to some extent, has been freely and frankly admitted by the Depart- 
ment. I have on my desk the last annual re of the operations of 
the service, in which the general superintendent, in speaking of the 
affairs of district No. 5, uses this language. I read from the report: 


small ticians, some of them holding Sag of positions, who had im- 
7 claimed to represent the wishes of partment, and had contrived, 
nomination and retention of in- 


adroitly practicing on his fears, to secure the 
capable persons at the stations, both 

The superintendent is emphatic and pronounced in his denuncia- 
tion of these practices; and at page 35, of the report he says: 

To all who have at heart the interests of the life-saving service, there is conso- 
lation in the fact that the advantage gained by these intriguers, through their 
8 upon any news of success Wed, —— wie epi 
always been prompely taken to wake thelr labors perfectly iseiieetoal. 

In this connection I may be permitted to state that in my own 
home district, charges implying the existence of this unholy alliance 
of party politics with the workings of a humane and beneticent sys- 
tem have but very recently been made to the Department. I have 
to add that at once, upon the presentation of t allegations, a 
commission was promptly dispatched to examine and report upon the 
c so presented. The testimony of witnesses was taken at great 
length, with what degree of fairness and with what results I am not 
fully advised, but with fullness and promptness of which I am as- 
sured, and the evidence has, within the last few days, been forwarded 
to the Department for its action, The result of this inquiry will de- 
monstrate to the people of my district at least whether, if the leprous 
arms of party politics have been allowed to clasp the pure, fair form 
7 humane endeavor, the vile embrace shall be permitted to eontiuue 

onger. 

As well, perhaps, might the general of a military division or a 
commander in the Navy be held responsible for the morals of an in- 
ferior officer, or for his conduct when not on active duty, as that the 
Department should be held responsible for e dereliction in this 
regard on the part of a local superintendent or keeper of a station. 
It is only w the offense is encouraged or passively permitted, in- 
stead of punished, that raprqach can attach to the Department. 

I have faith to belieye, from the frank admissions and from the 
earnest and vigorous utterances of the general superintendent, as 
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embodied in his report, and from the prompt action taken in regard 
to the e coming from my own home district, that a sincere 
desire exits on the part of the bureau having the system in charge 
to divorce utterly and wholly the work of the life-saving service 
from all connection with party politics as such. 

I cannot but believe in the of these utterances, that in the 

uture, whenever and wherever it is found that politics enter as a 
factor in the organization of the service, the isan zeal of super- 
intendents and supernumoraries will be met with the prompt removal 
of those officers, where such zeal interferes in the slightest measure 
with the efficiency of the service. i 

Whenever it is made to appear that the mingling of politics with 
the work of this service has the implied in ment even of the 
Department; whenever I am satisfied that the superintendent or 
local officer, who its such intermingling for party purposes or 
partisan ends, w for one moment in the future be continued in the 
service after his offense has been proven, my voice and my vote will 
be in favor, not even then of the bill now under consideration in its 
entirety, but of some measure at least which will give the control of 
this service to those who will conduct it with purity and without 

partisan bias, and which will assure to it if possible, the same success 

the future which it has achieved in the past. 

Continuing our examination of this be Trek bill, Mr. Speaker, let 
me remark that the revenue marine, an important branch of the 
Treasury Department, goes hand in hand with the life-saving service 
in the protection of persons and pepy on the coast. The two 
branches are welded and woven so closely together, that one could 
scarcely be taken from the control of the Treasury Department with- 
out seriously affecting the usefulness of the other. 

So early as 1837, the Executive was authorized to cause Government 
vessels to cruise in the near neighborhood of dangerous coasts for the 
relief of merchant vessels in distress. This duty has been successfully 

by the vessels of the revenue marine from that time to the 
present, except for a season, when the Navy undertook the duty. but 
abandoned it after a short experience. Many lives and much valuable 
property have been saved by the work of the vessels and crews or the 
revenue marine, and Congress ought not to divorce the two dies 
which now act so harmoniously together toward the same objective 
point, The experiences gained by revenue-marine officers in this per- 
formance of coast duty admirably fit them for control and direction 
in connection with the life-saving service. Their fields of duty are 
really upon and in the near neighborhood of the coast. The expe- 
riences of naval officers bave all been of and upon thedeep sea. Their 
object has been rather to avoid than to cultivate the dangerous shoals 
and shifting sands of our seaboard. They know nothing by actual 
experience of the long stretches of lake coast or of the dangerous 
navigation of our inland seas, 

I insist, and it seems to me an unanswerable suggestion, that it 
would be a policy fraught with untold evil to place as superintendents 
and keepers over lite saying stations, officers of the Navy, who, able 
though they unquestionably are in their own de t, are pro- 
foundly ignorant of local peculiarities of coast, and correspondingly of 
local * and difficulties. If this objection be true as to the 
officers, it is equally true as to the men sought to be employed in this 
branch of the public service. 

The eee bill contemplates the enlistment into the naval service 
“re men t 5 the sesa at 2 eee eae 

speak from ac experience when I say that very many of the 
surf-men on the Long Island coast at least (and 1 am told the same 
conditions exist elsew ) are among the best men of the community. 
They are men of intelligence, owning their own homes, supporting 
families—thrifty, forebanded, and enterprising. During the seasons 
when not thus employed, they are en mainly in surf-fishing ; 
and in this way they gain correct and intimate knowledge of every 
foot of ground upon which they work and of every phase and feature 
of the surf in which they labor. They do not depend upon the pit- 
tance received from the Government for their support; it comes to 
them simply as a small addition to their yearly income, earned at sea- 
sons when they cannot prosecute their usual work. These men would 
not consent to enlist in the Navy, subject at the call of the Govern- 
ment to leave their families at any juncture, for possibly a long absence 
from home. Their home interests are in many instances too large; 
their home ties too strong, to permit many of them as prudent men 
to do this. CCC 
saving service what it is. ey have established local Dee ee 
for bravery and devotion upon the occasion of MENE a scene of 
shipwreck and disaster. They are known and marked men. Any act 
of cowardice, any temporary faltering when duty called, would render 
them objects of by-word and reproach in the communities in which 
they live. It cannot be wondered at, that with this material to man 
the stations on our coasts, coupled with intelligent, practical direc- 
tion and control, the service has become the powerful agent it has in 
snatching “out from the jaws of death, back from the mouth of hell” 
eee ot seemingly fated victims. I hazard nothing in saying 
that nowhere upon battle-field, where royal effort has been made to 
outdo the brightest deeds of gallantry, have er self-sacrifice and 
more supreme devotion to duty been shown, than have been displayed 
on many an occasion of shipwreck and disaster on the storm-tossed 
line of coast from Maine to Florida. If heroes upon battle-fields have 
won glory by deeds of earnest daring in destroying human life, the 


large-hearted, hard-handed dwellers upon our coasts have won imper- 


ishable renown in their efforts to rescue and protect it. These men 
never wouldenter the Navy, to besubjected tothe severe rulesand stern 
discipline necessarily enforced in that branch of the service. Govern- 
ment would be forced to depend for help at the life-stations, upon such 
material as is found among the 8 sailors of our Navy. I desire 
not to speak adversely of these men. It is sufficient to say that they 
would have no practical knowledge of icular localities, no knowl- 
edge of the surfexcept such as they might gain by future years of expe- 
rience in it, and during which time hundreds of lives might be sacri- 
ficed upon the altar of their in rience. They would not have that 
feeling of local pride which now lives down deep in the heart of almost 
every surf-man, which begets the desire to excel and to establish an 
honorable local reputation in the department in which he labors. 

On the score of ecouomy, the proposed bill ought not to become a 
law. The act authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to constitute as 
many districts as he may think proper and to d ate certain naval 
officers to be inspectors of these different districts. The temptation 
might present itself to create independent districts unnecessarily, to 

e places for naval officers, and in any event latitude is given in 
the bill for dangerous and costly action in this particular, The pay 
of a superintendent, under existing law, is considerably less than that 
of the naval officers eligible under the proposed bill to act as inspect- 
ors. Under the present system no expense is incurred for office rent, 
as the superintendent is.a housholder in each instance in the district 
a ho he acts and performs the routine business of his office at 

ome, 

But I leave the matter of economy aside, as being perhaps un- 
worthy to be discussed in connection with the other and graver rea- 
sons why the present control of the service should not bo disturbed. 

The simple facts that under existing law the superintendents and 
keepers are residentsof theirrespective districts; that they know their 
stretches of coast with a closeness of knowledge which no chart can 

ive, and which nothing but actual e: ience and observation of 
ifting sands and moving bars and half-hidden rocks can bestow; 
that they have a close knowledge of their own home people and know 
whom to select as surf-men and upon whom to rely in times of drn- 
gers that those thus selected are men of character and standing, with 
proper material excluded so soon as discovered; that the men so 
appointed have every incentive to them to deeds of daring and 
devotion in the locality of their own homes; and lastly that superin- 
tendents, keepers, and surf-men have in the past proven themselves 
sublimely heroic, devoted, and earnest in the rmance of their 
poorly recom labors—all these facts stand as sufficient reasons 
why the service should remain under its present man ent. 
Aan in determining this matter, is dealing with higher ques- 
tions than those of departmental strivings, of official differences, or of 
party politics. It is dealing with questions affecting the safety of 
millions of property, of thousands of human lives. 

Surely Heaven has no angels merciful enough to forgive those who 
in the presence of these facts allow any consideration other than that 
of the public good to govern their action upon this proposed bill, 
involving, as it does, matters so pregnant with fateful results. 


SHALL THE DISLOYAL BE PENSIONED? 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I cannot let this occasion pass withont 
entering my protest against the passage of the bill now under con- 
sideration. In my opinion, sir, the bill is open to many objections, 
and should never receive the sanction of any man who has the least 
desire to make any distinction between loyalty and treason. Why, 
sir, what is the import of this bill, what are its provisions, and wha 
are the great ore which are sought to be accomplished by enact- 
285 into law? These are some of the more important questions 
which array themselves before our minds as we read the bill; and 
they are questions, sir, which we should consider well before giving 
the bill our approval. I know not, Mr. Speaker, in what light other 
gentlemen on this side of the House may it, but for myself 4 
will say that I believe the one object aimed at by the friends of 
this measure is, by enacting it into law, to get a declaration from this 
Government that treason is not a crime. What else than this can be 
aimed at by bringing the bill forward in its nt shape? Let the 
bill, as it now is, receive the approval of both Houses of Congress, be 
signed by the President, and thus become a law, and who will dare 
to say that treason has not been made respectable by legal enactment 
and placed upon an footing with loyalty? 

Let us look at the section of the bill. This section provides 
for pensioning every United States soldier who served for sixty days 
or more in the Mexican war. The friends of this measure come be- 
fore us under the cover of this broad provision, gunay with a man- 
ufactured sympathy for the Mexican veterans, and implore us to give 
our votes in favor of posting the names of all these men upon the 
pension-roll of the nation. ey hope, sir, by means of the broad 
provisions of the bill, by their overflow of sympathy, and by their 
earnest appeals, to blind us to the real motives which influence them 
in their actions. They say to us: “Let ns be generous and show that 
we appreciate the patriotic services of these men by granting pensions 
to them all.” Does any gentleman on this side of the House need to 
be told the meaning of all this? Does he need to have pointed out to 
him the real object aimed at by these men? Why, sir, I have no doubt 
that the friends of this bill are anxious to have all these Mexican vet- 
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erans pensioned, but it is not because they love the great majority of 
them so much, but because they love a certain few of them more; not 
because they cure so much about the fact of a pension, but because 
they want to establish in the law of the nation the principle for which 
they have contended so earnestly and so long, that the traitor shall 
be considered the eqnal, in every respect, with the patriot. 

If we pass this bill and it becomes a law, what follows? The name 
of every Mexican soldier who took up arms against his Government 
during the war of the rebellion upon the pension-roll side by 
side and upon an — footing with the name of the Mexican soldier 
who stood by the Union and fought to maintain it. Observe that 
this bill includes all soldiers of the Mexican war, not only those 
whose names were dropped from the roll because of their participa- 
tion in the rebellion, but those who participated in the rebellion and 
whose names have never yet been on the on-roll. And, Mr. 
Speaker, it is this equality on the pension-roll and in the eye of the 
law which is the great object aimed at by the friends of this bill. This 
is the grand consummation which they hope to see realized. It is to 
secure this equality between the patriot and the traitor that they wax 
so eloquent, grow so pathetic, talk so loudly of patriotism, and in- 
dulge in such lofty flights when speaking of the debt which a nation 
owes to those who maintain its honor and defend its cause on the 
field of war. Why, sir, I do not believe there would have been a 
bill of this kind introduced into this House at this time had it not 
been forthe hope of its friends that they could carry it through by 
appealing to our gratitude for the soldiers of the Mexican war, and 
thus secure our declaration that treason is not a crime and that the 
traitor should be treated as though he had always been true to his 


country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this appeal, the strongest that could be made, 
will not secure our 2 to this measure. I appreciate, as does 
every gentleman on this side of the House, all that has been said in 
praise of the soldiers of the Mexican war. We are not unmindful of 
the valor of these men. We do not forget their self-sacrifice or their 
patriotic devotion to the canse of their country. We believe, sir, 
that we are as capable of fully appreciating the sentiment of genuine 
patriotism in any class of men as are the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, and in speaking the praises of these Mexican veterans 
we will not suffer ourselves to be outdone by them. We hold to the 
idea, Mr. S er, that the man who is ever true to his country, and 
who in the hour of that country’s peril forsakes all else and goes forth 
with a strong arm and cou us heart to fight its battles, not only 
merits a nation’s gratitude but is worthy of all the praise that human 
tongue, however eloquent, can bestow upon him. 

The soldiers of the Mexican war did their work bravely and well. 
On many a bloody field they bore the nation’s flag proudly and gal- 
lantly to victory and, by their heroism, self-sacrifice, and noble en- 
deavor, made for themselves a record that every patriot must admire. 
When the friends of this bill speak so enthusiastically and eloquently 
in praise of these men, the heart of every man on this side of the 
House responds with an earnest amen. But, sir, let us not be so be- 
guiled by the eloquence and enthusiasm of this praise as to forget 
the real object and intent of the bill before us. t not our hearts 
be so completely led captive as to carry us beyond the bounds of pru- 
dence and Jead us to forget our duty to our country, Let not our 
eyes be so blinded that we cannot see what is for the common good. 

It is well known, Mr. Speaker, that there are now upon our pen- 
sion-roll the names of all United States soldiers who were crippled 
or maimed or whose health was ruined while serving in the Mexican 
war, except those who were dropped from the roll for participation 
in the rebellion. In addition to these, I think the Government ought 
at once to grant a pension to every other Mexican veteran who is in 
needy circumstances, provided he was loyal to the Government during 
the late war. If the Committee on Pensions will report a measure 
providing for pensioning this class of men, it will receive the en- 

iastie support of every republican on this floor. But, sir, there are 
many of us here who will never give our support to any measure which, 
like the one now before us, proposes to make the traitor the equal 
in any respect with the patriot. There are many of us here who still 
believe, notwithstanding the vast amount of and palaver about 
conciliation which we have witnessed during t ppa ear, that there 
is a difference between treason and loyalty, and that this Government 
cannot afford to ba ors loyalty by giving to treason even the form 
and outline of legal respectability. j 


But, Mr. Speaker, not only do the friends of this bill appeal to our 
sense of gratitude, but they talk to us abont the “sacred debt” which 
we owe to the Mexican soldiers whose names were stricken from the 


pension-roll because of their having taken up arms against the Gov- 
ernment. In his ee in favor of this bill a few days ago the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. WALSH] used these words: 

Now, in regrrd to the men who were stricken off the roll under the forty-seven 
hundred and sixteenth section of the Revised Statutes. They were placed npon 
that roll under an obligation contracted by the Government. r pension was in 
the nature of a debt, the highest and most sacred debt that any people could owe, 

Again he says: 

You cannot repudiate that contract or debt. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is not this rather strange reasoning? Suppose 
the Government did enter into a contract with these men, which party 
to that contract was the first to violate it? This is the question upon 
which the gentleman should have given us some light, but which he 


most studiously avoided. The Government has stricken from the 
pension-roll the name of no man who proved loyal during the late 
war. Those whose names were stricken off are men who went into 
the rebellion, became traitors to their Government, and thus forfeited 
every right they ever had under that Government. 

Why, sir, has it come to this in this land, that a man can prove 
traitor to his Government, can unite with othersin making war upon 
that Government, can put forth his utmost endeavors for years to 
destroy that Government, and then, after he has been overcome and 
foreed into submission, can turn around and demand as a right that 
his name, which had been stricken from the peusion- roll on account 
of his treason, shall be restored to that roll again and he be made a 
ee upon the bounty of the Government which he did his utmost 
o d 1 That may be good democratic doctrine, but it is a doc- 
trine which no government upon the face of the earth can afford to 
practice. If the ment of the gentleman from Maryland is sound, 
& man whose name once been placed upon the pension-roll of the 
nation can commit no crime that will justify a government in striking 
his name from that roll. He may be in open rebellion against his 
Government for one, four, or twenty years, and yet when he is forced 
to submit to the authority of that Government he can claim that 
being once a pensioner his Government owes him a “sacred debt” 
which it “cannot repudiate,” and he can demand on the score of 
right and justice to himself that the Government proceed to discharge 
that debt at once. 

Why, sir, who ever heard such a doctrine advocated before? What 
nation that ever had an existence on the face of the globe ever dared 
to put such a doctrine into practice? -The fact is, Mr. Speaker, it has 
been left for modern democracy alone, in its earnest efforts to pal- 
liate the crime of treason, to announce and advocate this hitherto 
unheard-of doctrine, It has been left for modern democracy alone 
to ap in the halls of national legislation and demand the 
of a law which is calculated to degrade loyalty, exalt treason, and 
make the traitor the equal of the ot. If these men whose names 
have been stricken from the pension-roll could have had their way, 


they would have destroyed Government, root and branch, thus 
mp? Ap itim ble for it ever again to pay a pension to any one, 
But because they failed in this—becanse the Government was stroug 


enough to withstand their persistent and determined efforts to destroy 
15 and to-day, contrary to their wishes, has a name among the nations 

the earth, they come forward and ask to be reinstated as pension- 
ers upon its bounty. If this is not pure and unadulterated cheek, 
then 1 do not know where that article can be found. 

Why, sir, let us once give this modern democratic doctrine tho 
sanction of law and we may expect to see these men whose names we 
are now asked to restore to the pension - roll coming forward and de- 
manding in the name of right and justice that we pay them pensions 
during all the years when they were in veas rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment. Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, how many gentlemen on this 
side of the House are prepared to indorse this doctrine, but for one I 
will say I cannot and J will not indorse it. This bill may pass this 
House, but it will pass without any vote of mine. I hold, sir, that 
treason is a crime, and the man who is guilty of it has no claim npon 
his Government whatever. Talk about the debt the Government 
owes these men! It owes them nothing. On the score of right the 
can claim nothing from it. The Government may so far overloo 
their crime as to permit them to enjoy the rights of citizenship, but 
all that it does in this direction is an act of free pa and not be- 
cause of any claim they have upon it. These, Mr. er, are facts, 
hard, stubborn, and to some perhaps disagreeable facts, but they aro 
facts that we cannot afford to disregard when we are called upon to 
deal with such questions as that now before us. 

But, Mr. S er, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Goopr] also 
puts in an enthusiastic and impassioned plea for these men, and at- 
tempts to excuse their treason 7 saying. at ““they responded to the 


instincts, the manly instincts of humanity, and stood by their kith 
and kin the most gigantic civil struggle which the world has ever 
seen.’ 


Is this, then, the kind of argument which modern democracy brings 
forward to justify crime? Is this the plea which democrats offer to 
the people of this nation as an all-sufficient excuse for men who are 
guilty of the greatest crime that can be committed? Is this the garb 
which is to be wrapped about the hideous form of treason in order to 
make A dere? comely and respectable? Away with such nonsense, 
such weak and flimsy arguments! 

I would like to the gentleman from Virginia if he would hold 
me guiltless if I should “respond to the manly instincts of humanity” 
and stand by and assist any of my kith and kin who were degraded 
and mean enough to break into and pillage his house? If such an 
excuse as he sets up is valid, then the man who with and assists 
his kindred in the commission of any crime should be considered a 
hero and not a villain. Why, sir, the argument of the gentleman is 
absurd, pre W and unworthy to be advanced by any gentleman 
upon this floor Did any one ever hear such a plea put forward be- 
fore as an excuse for crime ? Did the gentleman himself ever advance 
such a plea in behalf of a criminal before any judge or jury in whose 
presence he may have been pleading? Once admit such a plea into 
our courts as valid, and justice would become a mockery and the 
veriest rascals on the face of the earth would go unpunished. 

No, sir, it is not the man who follows his kith and kin into crime 
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that is guiltless, that is the hero, but the man who dares to do right 
in spite of his kith and kin. The patriotism that should be com- 
mended and rewarded in this nation is not that which upholds the 
hand of the relative that is raised to take the nation’s life, but that 
which strikes down that hand even though it be the hand of father, 
brother, or son. Does not the gentleman know that there are duties 
incumbent upon every citizen, higher than those which he owes to 
his own household—that there are ties stronger by far than those 
which bind bim to his own kindred? The duty which a man owes 
to his country is second only to that which he owes to his God, and 
any man should be ashamed to attempt to excuse treason against his 
Government on the ground that the person committing it stood by 
his kith and kin, 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention for a moment to section 
5 of this bill. That section proposes to repeal section 4716 of the 
Revised Statutes, which reads as follows: 

Sec. 4716. No on account of shall be paid to an or to 
—5 widow, ee heirs of any eee ee who in any ge 


engaged in, or aided or the late rebellion against the authority of the 
United States, | 7 


Now, sir, I ask if we are ready in this nation to repeal this section, 
to blot it from onr statute-book as a thing unworthy to remain there? 
For myself, I will say, no, never! The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Goon] in his enthusiastic utterances the other day exclaimed: 
“ Will this cruel war never be over?” Mr. Speaker, I trust the war 
is over, never more to be renewed. But, sir, there are certain results 
of the war which I trust will remain and abide with us forever. 
There are certain things which this nation bought and paid for with 
treasure, aud blood, and life, and these I want secured to us as long 
as our Government stands. If the gentlemen on the other side of this 
House do not want us to'talk of the war and the part they played in 
it, let them keep their hands off from those portions of the Constitu- 
tion and laws oF this nation which secure to us the results of the war. 
When they take our statute-book and reach out their hands to tear 
from it such portions as section 4716, they must expect that gentlemen 
on this side of the House will rise to resist the attempted outrage. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RIDDLE] attempted the other 
day to quiet the enemies of this bill and reconcile us to its passage 
by telling us“ that a bill similar to the present one in all its essential 
particulars passed during the last session of the last Congress with- 
out a single dissenting voice.” It may be, Mr. Speaker, that such 
was the fact; but, sir, I blush for the republican that could give his 
vote for such a bill, or could sit with dumb mouth and let such a bill 
pass. The man who will vote to repeal section 4716, I do not care 
who he is, without putting something equally as good in its place, is 
a poor representative of the Union soldiery upon this floor. I have 
not looked up the record of this vote. I have no desire to do so, for I 
do not want to know who the republicans are that could so far forget 
the duty they owe to both the dead and living soldiers of the 
public as to permit such an outrage to be perpetrated without enter- 
ing their protest against it. 

ut, sir, let the past remain with the past. A bill similar to the 
one now before us may have gone throngh the last House without a 
dissenting voice, but there are many voices here to-day that will bo 
raised against the of this one. There are many here to-day 
who will never give their consent to the repeal of section 4716. . Why, 
sir, what will be the result if this section is repealed? It will be 
simply to make it possible to grant pensions to rebel soldiers just the 
same as pensions are now granted to Union soldiers. Striking thi 
section from the statute-book is tearing down the only strong barrier 
that we erected during the war, as far as ting pensions is con- 
cerned, between loyalty and treason; and it is because this section 
stands there as a constant rebuke to the men who took up arms against 
the Government that they are so anxious to blot it out. Why, sir, 
their efforts to get rid of this to them obnoxious section are not only 
determined, but unceasing, Ever since they got control of this House 
they have been devising plans by which they might accomplish this 
object without exciting opposition on this side. After much study 
and labor, they now come before us with a measure whose ostensible 
object is to grant pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican war, but 
whose real o ject is to wipe out this section. If their only object was 
to grant pensions to the Mexican soldiers, why did they not leave 
section 5 as it was in the original bill. That section in the original 
bill reads as follows : 


Sec. 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far as the 
same relates to this act. 


Had they suffered this section to remain as it is here we might per- 


haps have believed that their only object was to secure pensions for | the lan 


the Mexican soldiers. But, sir, when this bill is reported to the 
House, after having gone throngh the hands of a democratic commit- 
tee, what do we find? We find that the words “so far as the same 
relates to this act” are stricken out. Why was this done? I claim, 
sir, it was done for a purpose. It was done to meet the wishes of 
men who are anxious to accomplish more by the ge of this bill 
than they are willing to admit. I claim, sir, that there was method 
in this Latin There is a settled, well-understood plan on the 

t of democrats in both Houses of Congress to blot from our statute- 

k everything that makes any distinction between the patriots and 
the traitors in the late war. I say there is a plan, and in accordance 


with this plan this bill is presented to us in its present shape, and we 
are asked to give it our sap In accordance with this plan, also, 
a Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] not long ago intro- 
duced into the Senate a bill providing for the repeal of this same 
section. 

Why, sir, not only have these gentlemen formed their plan, but 
they are determined to carry it through. They are resolved that 
nothing shall remain in the law of this nation which goes to show 
that the traitors of the South did anything wrong during the late 
war. Their ultimate object is to so change law and public sentiment 
that the rebel soldier shall not only be equally honored with the 
Union soldier, but shall be pensioned upon the same equal terms. I 
say this, sir, because I believe it to be true, and I believe it to be true 
not only from what I see and hear in this House, but from what I see 
and hear elsewhere. It is with this object in view that we repub- 
licans are asked to give our votes in favor of repealing this section. 
Are we ready and willing to do this? 

For myself, I will say that Iam not. As aman who served in the 
Union Army, I will say that I am entirely satisfied to let this section 
remain as it is and where it is forever. I want it to go down the ages 
side by side with the thirteenth, the fourteenth, and the fifteenth 
amendments to the Constitution. I want it to remain fixed and abid- 
ing among the laws of the land, so that it may be understood by every 
man, wonian, and child within our borders, for all time to come, that no 
rebel shall ever receive a pension at the hands of this Government. I 
want it to stand out in bold relief upon our statute-book, where all 
men can read it, that all the world may know that we in this Amer- 
ican Republic do make a distinction between loyalty and treason. 

I have said this much, Mr. Speaker, because I feel deeply on this 
subject. I have been somewhat emphatic e fee in my remarks 
because I hate treason, because I respect loyalty, because 1 love my 
country, and because I believe that if we enact this bill into a law, it 
will prove a source of trouble to us during all the future of our exist- 
ence as a nation. When the bill grantin ions to the soldiers 
and sailors of the war of 1812 was before this Honse a few days ago I 
felt it my duty to vote against it. I knew that some of these men, 
eyen in their old age, had sided, abetted, and helped forward the late 
rebellion against this Government, and in view of this fact I felt com- 
pelled to vote as I did. 

I believed, sir, that to make pensioners of men who had once re- 
belled against the Government would be establishing a bad precedent 
which could but work evil to us for all time to come. Had it not 
been for this, I might, in view of their old age and to show my ap- 
preciation of their services in the war of 1812, have been induced to 
overlook their actions during the late war and have voted to grant 
them a pension. Had I felt that the bill was only going to affect 
them; that all its provisions, rights, privileges, and p ents were 
going to end with granting pensions to them, I might have given it 
my support. But, sir, I felt that that bill, if it became a law, would 
reach beyond these men far into the future, and its influence in ex- 
alting treason and degrading loyalty would be a mighty power in 
the land long after they were in their graves, and feeling thus I voted 

inst it. 


i . 
But to-day, Mr. Speaker, I am asked to vote for a bill much more 
obnoxious to me, and fraught with far greater evil to the country 
than the one which I have just referred to, 
While under certain circumstances I could have voted for the bill 
granting pensions to the veterans of 1812, I can conceive of no cir- 


this | cumstances under which I could be induced to vote for the bill now 


before us, There might have been some little excuse for the old 
soldiers of 1812 helping on the rebellion, but there was no excuse for 
the soldiers of the Mexican war. These men were in the prime of 
life. They were not subject to the patios and waywardness of 
youth or to the whims and caprices of old age. They were in the 
full strength and vigor of manhood, and were capable of deciding 
for themselves between right and wrong, between what was duty 
and what was not. They chose to go with the South and against 
their Government, and now, sir, let them abide the result. I agree 
with the sentiment recently expressed by the Meriden (Mississippi) 
Mercury, and which that journal sets forth as follows: 

The confederates could not and would not ask any beneficences from the Gov- 
ernment which maimed and destroyed them aud devastated and laid waste their 


lands and razed their homes, because in daring to try the conclusions of war they 
dared te abide its results. 


And now, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me repeat that we asa 
nation cannot afford to make this bill a law. If we once allow it to 
go upon our statute-book we repeal section 4716, and thus open the 
way for granting a pension to every crippled and wounded rebel in 

e land. This, I say, we cannot afford todo. We cannot afford to 
put a premium upon treason by pensioning traitors. I want it under- 
stood in this land for all coming time that treason is a crime. I want 
it to go down the ages branded as the greatest crime known among 
men, and I do not think this Government can afford to do anything 
to relieve it of the least shadow of its blackness or to remove from 
it the least particle of the odium which attaches toit, Thinkin 
thus, Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against the bill, and I hope pares 
others may be found voting with me to defeat it. 

: ICE HARBOR ON THE onto. 


Mr. VAN VORHES. Mr. Speaker, on the 26th ultimo I introduced 
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for consideration House joint resolution No. 122, providing for a sur- 
vey of and report upon the expense and availability of constructing 
at the month of the Muskingum River a harbor for the protection of 
steamers and other water craft inst. damage and destruction by 
floes of ice inthe Ohio River. This resolution was offered in mse 
to petitions intrusted to me (and presented by me to the House this 
morning) signed by over three hundred prominent citizens, steamboat 
owners and officers, and other business men of Pittsburgh, Marietta, 
Cincinnati, and other points along that great national highway, 
some of whom have been for twenty, forty, and even sixty years, as 
they state, connected with its navigation, and whose experience and 
observation enable them to speak advisedly upon the subject. 

The great necessity for these “ice harbors” is becoming more and 
more apparent each succeeding year as commerce increases in extent 
and Has 39 and year after year the people have been calling the atten- 
tion of Congress to the propriety if not absolute necessity of afford- 
ing relief and protection. 7 

The value of this river and its navigable tributaries to the seven 

States drained by their water (and indeed to the entire country) 
is of vast importance and magnitude, and deserving of correspond- 
ing attention at the hands of Congress, in the line of improving their 
navigation and affording facilities and protection to their commerce 
It is a question, I repeat, not merely of local import, but eminently 
national in its character, “demanding the especial exercise of gov- 
ernmental powers, to render it a great transportation highway of 
the nation; uncontrollable by co tions or combinations, and 
justifying, in view of the future of the country, expenditures 
of money from the common revenues of the nation. Not only is it an 
exceedingly important commercial highway, as a e grey of the 
railroads with — to the transportation of general freights, but 
especially so as g the only practicable highway for the t 
tation of coal from the vast coal-fields of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and 
West hte aT to points below as far as New Orleans and the Gulf of 
Mexico. But few persons, apparently, have an adequate conception 
of the extent and relative importance the population and the basi- 
ness, as well as the revenues of these seven States, (Pennsylvania, 
West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, and Tennessee,) 


bear to the remainder of the Union. With this fact in view, it may yieldin 


not be out of place to quote here a paragraph or two from a memorial 
to Congress, made as long ago as 1872, and which was adopted at a 
Convention comprising five commissioners from, and appointed by 
the governors of each of these States, which convention was held in 
Cincinnati in November of that year. The object of the convention 
was to take into consideration the improvement of the navigation of 
the Ohio River and its tributaries. Referring to the “millions ex- 
pended oF thea Government under acts of Congress, upon the sea- 
coast harbors, and upon the lakes, the right to use largely of the 
common revenues of the nation for sectional navigation improve- 
ments where the ultimate benefits are national, and thus leaving no 
question as to the equal expenditures upon the interior navigation 
of the country, which is so wide as to be national itself instead of 
sectional,” the memorial adds: 


In this unequal system of internal navigation fourteen of the States of the Union 
are directly N A reason of its waters permeating their territory. While 
by reason of the powerful agent this internal river tion can under ample 

mental expenditures become for the cheapening of the cost of 4 Apa 
Son of agricultural and manufactured products, e interests of the popula of 
all tho States are greatly touched. * s 

By the census of 1870 it appears that of a tatal 3 of 38,113,213 these 
seven States for which we k contained 13,592, 129 inbabitanta, over 35 per cent. 
of the entire population of the nation, while in the seven other States directly in- 
terested—Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, and 
souri—there were 6,496,771 inhabitants, or nearly 17 cent, more. By the report 
of the Internal-Revenne Commissioner for 1265, that g the when that tax- 
ation was broadest in its levies upon the products and wealth of the nation, it is 
shown that $183,118,804.06 of revenue was collected; the seven States whose commis- 
sioners we are paid $62,555,139.89, or over 33 per cent. of the whole revenue thus ob- 
tained from the people. ae the census of 170 the value of the * 
the United States was 82, 447, 100, 721. of which these soven States for w we speak 

roduced $913, 308,344, or over 40 per cent of the whole, while the other seven States 

nterested in the improvement of the western rivers produced $44,741,906, or over 20 
y r cent. more. By the same Stato document it that the total valno of 
fandas in farms in the United States tben was $11,132, 608,089, and that in the seven 
States asking through your memorialists the improvement of the Ohio River the 
value was 54.284.800, 390, or over 40 per cent. of the whole, while in the other seven 
States in question the value of the farm ng-lands was $1,273,793,689, or over 10 per 
‘cent. more. By the same state paper the value of the livo stock then in the United 
States was 61.653, 200,93. of which 6674. 760. 77 8, or over 40 per cent, were jn the 
seven States we represent, while in theother seven States the value was $323,608, 808, 
or nearly 20 per cent. more. In the same census the value of farm implements and 
machinery in the United States is given at $333,000,039, of which $122,489.48!, or 
over 36 per cent., was in the seven States in whose name we memorialize your hon- 
orable body, and 870,919 869. or over 20 per cent., in the other seven States lying 
upon the great rivers of the Mississippi Valley. 

Not only, > the tof the navigation of the Ohio River asked by 

e-fifth of the States of nation, but it is asked by one-third of the whole - 
lation, who have heretofore paid 35 per cent. of the whole internal taxation of the 
nation, and borne a corresponding s in the liqnidation of the national debt, and 
must by inference continue to do so until it is all paid. It is asked by those who 
raise 40 per cent. of the farm products of the country, own 40 per cent. of the land 
in farms in the nation, 40 per cent. of the live stock, and 36 per cent. of the capital 
in farm implements and machinery in the United States. 

By the statistics here presented it appears, also, that seven other States, con- 
taining 17 per cent. more of the whole population of the nation, who produce 
20 per cent. of the farm prodnets of the country, contain 10 per cent. of the live 
stock, 20 per cent. of the farm machinery, are d y interested in the request of 
the States whose commissioners we a Uae the improvement of the navigation of 
the Ohio shall be taken up as a work of the first national magnitude and importance. 
The aggregate of those asking this proper, necessary, and wise action of the Gov- 
ernmentis therefore one-half of the whole population of the nation, who raise 60 


cent. of the farm products of the country, own over 50 per cent. of the land in 
3 60 per cent. of the live stock, and one-half of all the fùrming implements and 
machinery in the United States. 
When such aclear one-half of the political force, the lation, the wealth, tho 
roduetive forces, the financial er of the nation, res the improvement of 
Ohio River and its tributaries, 1s it not the boanden du of Congress to take 
such action promptly as shall meet this demand and accomplish the work required? 
Again, in the same line, Mr. George H. Thurston, chairman, in a 
report made to these commissioners in November, 1877, gives many 
other valuable facts and figures. He takes the ground that while an 
active home market is of more primary need than even a vigorous 
foreign demand, yet under the great increase of manufactures the 
importance and absolute necessity of foreign markets for them have 
become urgently apparent. He truthfully says also in this conhec- 
tion that the ability of the American mechanic to co in the mar- 
kets of the world with any rival has been demonstrated and footholds 
“ 3 markets obtained by American manufacturers, and then 


. we stand pe See veer ees the connection between the improve- 
ment of the Ohio and the necessi Y of foreign markets. The seven States which 
this commission represents are and must continue to be the heart of the manufact- 
uring interests of the United States. Within the bounds 
over ono hundred thousand square miles of coal. The manufacturing su 
and money power built up by Great Britain rest on but eleven — equare 
miles, or about one-ninth of the area possessed by these seven States. 

Theone miles of the Ohio connect with nearly eighteen thousand miles 
hen, are the Ohio and its tributaries to the dis- 
its fields of coal foreshadow. 


con- 


pea is indicated by the census 
manufactures of the entire nation are Aren that year 9 


half billion dollars, and of that 
half bill 
36.277 fact 


bnt goe pall the e previous increase from 1880 to 1890, there will be 250,000 


di ing $3, great 
the Ohio and its tributaries run, and over their waters is indisputably the — 7 
easiest avenue be through the 
mouth of the 


At cod ee time the y of Pittsburgh is tho principal center 
of the trade of Western Pennsylvania. According to the report 
of the chief of the Bureau of Statistics, the shipment of coal from 
that ci stan, Bored year 1876 amounted to 62,395,C00 bushels, or 
2,495,800 tons. ter reports state that the coal trade of Pittsburgh 
Za een a production of 176,227,220 bushels, valued at $11,302,671. 
Of this, 69,663,946 bushels, of a value of $4,876,471, at seven cents a 
bushel, or about 40 per cent. of the entire coal trade of the city, is 
the amount taken from the Monongahela River district, not all of 
which is, however, taken by river to ports below Pittsburgh. The 
value of the steamers, , and boats owned at Pittsburgh and 
employed in the coal business is estimated at $5,000,000. Almost all 
the coal consumed in the cities and towns on the Mississip i River 
and its navigable tributaries, below Saint Louis is obtained at this 
section. The steamers on the Mississippi River, and the ocean steam- 
ers from New Orleans also depend upon this source of supply. Dur- 
in g asingle rise in the river forty-six peeta e Mp p coal-flats, 
and barges, and carrying 4,156,000 bushels of coal, have left Pitts- 
burgh within the space of three days. 

As sources of supply of coal, the vast coal-fields of West Virginia, 
and Southeastern Ohio are r second only to the Pittsburgh 
region—the marvelous magnitude of which I have already given in 
contrast with the coal area of England. The shipments at this time 
from the vicinity of Pomeroy in my own district, and from the val- 
leys of the two Kanawhas, by river, is immense, and millions of capi- 
tal sre invested in mining, and in the means of transportation. The 
number of steamers and barges now constantly employed in the trade, 
I have not the means at hand for stating correctly, however. 

The recent developments of the wonderful deposits of iron ore and 
coal in the counties of Hocking, Perry, Morgan, Athens, and Wash- 
ington, in Southeastern Ohio, are also attracting largely the capital 
and enterprise of moneyed men in the Eastern States as well as in 
Europe, and a larger number of iron-furnaces is at this time being 
projected and in the process of construction in that region than was 
ever witnessed within a like area of territory at one time in this or 
any other country. These capitalists are already consulting as to 
routes for new lines of railway to transport their immense anticipated 
products of mines and furnaces to the Ohio River and to secure a con- 
venient and safe place of deposit on its banks preparatory to reship- 
ment and transportation by water lines, The future of this enter- 
prise is challenging the attention of many of the ablest and most far- 
seeing business men of the country. 

It is stated in a report made by a committee on “Ohio River navi- 
gation” that such is the extent of the traffic upon and along this chan- 
nel that to-day a railroad on each bank would not be able to carry 
the freight that floats upon its waters. If such be the condition of 
things to-day, what may we not anticipate in the future in view of the 
wonderful increase in manufactures as well as of the staple produc- 
tions? For instance, take the increase of one of the Hayle produc- 
tions of the South, to wit, the sugar crop of Louisiana, which at the 
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close of the war in 1865 was 18,000 hogsheads; in 1874, 117,000; and 
the estimate of last year shows a commendable increase even over 
1875, which was 150,000 hogsheads of sugar and 250,000 barrels of 
molasses. This is but a single item; and the same committee state 
they are “safe in saying that the coal and iron alone now carried 
upon the Ohio River exceed in tonnage that of the entire transporta- 
tion of twenty-five yearsago.” And in this connection it is proper to 
add that according to the report of the Senate Committee on Trans- 
portation, “at the present time the domestic commerce of the towns 
and cities of the Ohio River” amounts to over $1,647,000,000, or nearly 
double the whole foreign commerce of the United States! 

In an elaborate paper by Professor Waterhouse, of Washington 
University, addressed to the Saint Louis Board of Trade, looking to 
the improvement of the Mississippi River, the author assumes that 
such improvement “ would cheapen breadstuffs throughout the land, 
and confer a mutual benefit upon producer and consumer. The west- 
ern farmer could save more money and consequently could buy more 

while the eastern manufacturer could live more cheaply and 
therefore could sell his fabrics at a lower price. In these times of 
industrial adversity a public work that tends to lessen the cost of 
subsistence is ially worthy of the active encouragement of the 
Government.” ereupon he argues that— 

Obvi by water is far cheaper than tra tion by rail. Rival 
trains nT AT railroad. Euer railway company 2 its own 
track, but no ration has an exclusiye title ta the Mississippi River. Apart 
from its natural c ness, river freightage is still further reduced by the active 

iti steamers. Even if 


Pomi —— of different lines s ra iha 3 tho bere ea were 7 used 
commercial purposes, ere WO econom m g its chan- 
NN use would force the . 


charges to river rates, and the total saving in the price of transportatiun would 
many times exceed the cost of the proposed . 

The truth as well as the force of this reasoning all must admit, and 
that which is true of the Mississippi is equally applicable to the Ohio 
River, And as the writer adds: 

Tho heavy expense of construction, equipmen TONADE snd. reqecsy She 
force Eeth for their operation, and Fiaa K tively small wor ps Doaa a t 
by a singlo ar must always render rail: a costly system of transportation. 
The bounty of Providence has freely provided the river for our commercial 
venience, There is no cost of construction, but only of improvement. 

This natural advantage, and a means furnished us by Providence 
to regulate our commercial traffic and secure to us cheap transporta- 
tion, can well be illustrated in the statement of ono or two incidents 
and facts. The tow-boats Oakland and the Ajax have taken to New 
Orleans safely, in a single tow, exceeding 20,000 tons of coal; and the 
steamer J. B. Williams is confidently estimated fully competent (and 
as stated in the United States Report on Internal Commerce and Navi- 
gation) for a tow of 36,000 tons. The latter-named steamer recently 

d a tow of loaded coal-barges for New Orleans which covered a space 
or area of 10 acres—a cargo which would have freighted, as is alleged, 
1,500 railroad cars. Now, one of the finest coal-roads in my own State 
is the Columbus and Hocking Valley, extending from Athens to 
Columbus, and following up the Hocking Valley. Its grades are of a 
character to admit of a thirty-ton engine drawing with ease a train 
of 30 loaded coal-cars, cach containing 325 bushels, or nearly double 
that which a forty-ton locomotive can draw over the grades of some 
of the neighboring railways. Bat taking this highly favored railroad 
as to grades, we find here in this single of the J. B. Williams a 
tonnage sufficient to make up 50 full freight trains of 30 cars cach. 
This of conrse is exceptional ; but taking the Soap of the Oakland 
and the Ajax, refe to, and they would farnish lading for J3 and 
16 trains respectively, of 30 cars each; on a first-class railroad, and a 
third 1 number on the average railways of the country. 

A g to the report of internal commerce and navigation, “the 
cost of transportation on the river is but one mill per ton per mile, or 
only about one-tenth of the average cost of the tonnage movement 
on the railroads west of the Mississippi, and only one-sixth of the 
average cost of er ee on the Pennsylvania Railroad.“ 

These incidents and facts tend to show the immense advantage that 
water must have over rail transportation for some classes of freights ; 
as well as the other important truth that the rates by rivercan at all 
times and to a great extent be made to determine the rates by rail. 
Hence we conclude that Congress should, by ample ere 
render the great rivers of the country and their navigable tributaries 
“all they can be madeas highwaysof commerceand competitiveroutes 
against railroad discriminations or railroad embargoes. 

These facts and figures, Mr. Speaker, I have ventured to reproduce 
in view of the importance of the measure involved in the adoption 
of the resolution. One of the chief drawbacks in the conduct of this 
pen and diversified commerce during a portion of the season is the 

ability to injury and destruction of steamers, barges, and other water 
craft, by the tloes of ice. The losses by such disasters along the Ohio 
River alone, during the year 1877, are set down at $4,000,000, and for 
all the western rivers of course a much larger sum. According to 
the report of Colonel Merrill, recently printed by order of this House, 
during the break-up in January of last year, 8 steamboats were cut 
down and sunk and several others considerably damaged, out of tho 
70 that were reported as wintering at Pittsburgh: 

The papers at the time reported that 132 barges, flats, and boat-houses passed 
out of the Monon 


ed as being carried 
Rochester, a town on the Obio ee miles below. trpi manans A 


con- 


at the time at 51,500, C000. 


e The | 000 
total lose by this ice-flood to the Pittsburgh navigation interests was estimated | m 


According to the same report the destruction of steamers and barges 
during the same flood at and in the vicinity of Cincinnati was also 
immense, though not so heayy. It says: 

The total number of steamboats in port, including 3 on the ways“ at Covingto: 
was 37; of these 7 were sunk or away. * * * The test loss oceurrs 
at Waters's Landing, the lowest landing 11 Coal Haven. the namber of loaded 
2 lost was 71; the number of empty barges cut down or carried away 
Was 

The loss on steamboats and wharf- boats at Cincinnati amounted 
to $73,650; and that on coal, coal- , coal-flats, and floats to 
$202,895; making a total loss of $276,545. I give these as specimens 
of the losses at two places only, and during one flood. The losses at 
other points I have not the means to state in detail; but in the Ka- 
nawha Valley and at Pomeroy, where there is an immense coal and 
salt-shipping interest, they must have been heavy—the aggregate 
on the Ohio River, as stated recently in a Saint Louis paper, being 
$4,000,000 during the year just then closed. 

It is in view of these immense navigation interests, and the dan- 

rs and the losses occurring, that these steamboat-owners and others 
interested in the commerce of the Ohio River ask that a preliminary 
survey and report be made as to the expense and availability of con- 
structing an ice harbor out of the five miles of the slack water of the 
Muskingum River, extending from Marietta to Devoll’s dam. Simi- 
lar examinations have been made at several points at and near Cin- 
einnati. Executive Document No. 41, recently printed, gives to some 
extent the details of these surveys and examinations, by William E. 
Merrill, major of Engineers, War Department. In this report Major 
Merrill also gives his views as to the best methods, by harbor or 
otherwise, of protecting the winter commerce of Cincinnati from floes 
of ice in the Ohio. Under the head of “Harbor room required,” ho 
says: 

A ccal-barge may be taken as measuring 120 by 24 feet, or 3,120 fect. 
The net at of the harbor rocm req for — 3 8 bo 
1,643,760 square feet. or 44.Gacres. If to this we add 10 per cent. as the least possi- 
ble allowance for waste-room and passage-ways, wo have 49 acres as the har- 
bor roc m required to contain all the coal-barges that were in C‘ncinnati last winter. 

The net area required to contain 135 flats, floats, and miscellaneous craft will be 
270,000 gare feet, or 6.2 acres, which increased ey per cent. becomes 6 8 acres. 
This added to the 49 acres sly fonnd gives 55.8 acres as the arca required to 
contain the water craft included in our first table. i 

In getting the area required for steamboats we may omit all ferry-boats, wharf- 
boats, dismantled hulla, and diminutive steamboats of all kinds, thus reducing the 
number to be provided for to 24 steamboats (including tow-boats) and 14 model 
barges. Each steamboat may be assumed to require an arca of 12,000 square feet 
and each model bargo au area of 4,500 square feet. For 24 steamboats there would 
therefore bo required a net area of N, C square feet, or 6.6 acres; and for 14 modol 
— tee net area of 6,300 square feet, or 1.5 acres; adding 10 per cent., as before, wo 
find that the steamboats will require 7.3 acres and the model barges 1.7 acres, 

Collecting the areas found above, we have: 


for 623 coal-barges 


Acres. 


641.8 

It is thus shown that a water-surface of 64.8 acres, or in round numbers 65 acres, 
would be required to accommodate the winter commerce of Cincinnati. 

From these calculations it will be seen that 65 acres of harbor room 
or water surface would be required to accommodate the winter com- 
merce of Cinninnati alone. , 

The mouth of the Little Miami is one of the points examined and 
reported upon. Here a water-surface of 31 acres can be secured at 
an aggregate cost for land, excavation, paving, &c., of $313,983, or 
at the rate of $26,258 per acre of harbor room. 

Crawfish Creek is the next point named. Here a harbor of 19 
acres would cost 600. 

Mill, or Taylor's, Bottom and the mouth of the Licking River are 
also points heretofore examined by order of Congress, and reports 
made thereon, as will be seen by Executive Documents Nos. 39 (Sen- 
ate) and 252, (House,) Forty-second Congress. A harbor at the lat- 
741000. point, embracing 9.8 acres of water-surface, would cost 

4 . 

Willow Run, another point examined, can. be made available for a 
refuge-harbor, embracing 19.3 acres of water-surfaee, at an aggregate 
cost of $615,600, or at the rate of $31,900 por acre 

Mill Creek, under a resolution of this House, was also examined, 
with the view of constructing a harbor of refuge; but the engineer, 
after a full investigation, makes a lengthy report showing its imprae- 
ticability for that purpose. (See House Executive Document No. 34, 
of Forty-fourth Congress.) 

Pleasant Run, at a point on the Kentucky shore one and a half 
miles below the Cincinnati Southern Railway bridge, was also exam- 
ined and reported upon. Herea harbor embracing. 30.3 acres of water- 
surface can be secured at an aggregate cost of 701, 350, or at the rato 
of $23,147 per acre. 

The engineer, in remarking upon the availability and praeticability 
of these several points as ice or refuge harbors, adds the following: 

The only sites in this vicinity that are at all practicable are Crawfish Creek aud 
Willow Run, both of which combined would give a harbor-room of 32.3 acres, 
instead of the 65 acres which our imi lation showed to be necessary 


for the complete protection of the shipping of Cincinnati. We may thereforo 
investi, have developed the fact that one balf 


— / beter a that our 

the shipping of cinnati could be sheltered in harbors of refuge at a cost of $90,- 

h are very good. Crawilah ice-harbor, four 
would be of convenient access to 


suspension 
the boats that frequent the upper part of the harbor of Cincinnati, and Willow 
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wate ower parts of the harbor. 

My object, Mr. Speaker, in referring to these several surveys, is not 
to antagonize or even dis any one of them. The two sites re- 
ported upon as being available by the engineer would not be more 
than sufficient for the accommodation and protection of one-half the 
winter commerce of Cincinnati alone; besides steamboat-men of ripe 
experience and observation in their correspondence with me recently 
on this subject, show conclusively that such refuge harbors should 
be constructed for every two hundred miles of distance along the 
Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. These surveys and estimates, however, 
do constitute a favorable contrast in every particular—availability, 
capacity, expense, &c.—as compared with the Muskingum River 

t. 


ec 

* The Muskin River is slack water, a portion of the “public works 
of Ohio,” and for overforty years has been somewhat extensively used 
as one of its internal channels of commerce. The five miles of this 
work extending from Marietta, at its confluence with the Ohio, to 
Devoll’s dam, is the portion recommended as being available and 
well adapted for the uses of a harbor for protection of steamers and 
other water craft against the flow of ice in the Ohio. 

The following letter addressed to me recently by a committee of 
respectable and prominent citizens of Marietta embraces reliable and 
valuable information bearing directly on this question: 

MARIETTA, O, January 14, 1878, 
R Sin: Yours requesting items of information to the ice har- 
bot” question a tts plas is st hand. eres 

First. Average of water from Marietta dam to Devoll's dam, seven feet, 
being a distance of five miles. 
ate Average depth of water for the first three miles above Marietta dam is 

of water in channel from Ohio River to Marietta dam, being a dis- 


Third. 
tance of seven or eight hundred feet, four feet. 2 
Fourth. Average width of Muskingum River, six hundred “feet or two hundred 


CCC 


All the above depths of water are from surface of 


yards. Length of pool, five miles. 
Number of acres embraced in same, three hundred and sixty- three. 
Len, W gates . 175 
r T E E E LS SENE at 
Lift... „ „„ „„ „„ „„ tevewesccnss nesrectoseccesscusonaues ll 
Sixth: 
Dam. 


Len {in good repair) C C ˙ A 8 550 
Ae d 6 or width to admit of the class of steamers or 
tow-boats now navigating the o River, 


* * * * 

William F. Curtis suggests that with our limited spaco between bridge and mouth 
of river, that boats are moored so close tu each other, that in case of a fire breaking 
out on any of the boats, all would be consumed, together with the bridge, mills, 
Ko., while on this five-mile pool they could be at a safe distance from each other. 

You please find some items of information accompanying the petition. The 
ice is now running out of the Ohio River. We have eleven steamboats now in our 
small pinio tee! safe. 

ours, truly, 
W ATE 
HENRY BEST, f 
Committee, 


Hon. N. H. Van Vornes, 
Washington City. 


In answer to the suggestion, and an objection urged by some, that 
the flow of ice coming from above on the Muskingum would be second 
only in danger to that going out of the Ohio, it is stated on reliable 
authorit that during the past forty years the ice has come down 
5 on a rise of not less than four to six feet, and in passin 
over the dams is broken up into such small fragments as to render 1 
almost harmless. 

The same gentleman (one who has been connected with river nav- 
igation for forty years) gives assurance that the mouth of the Mus- 
kingum has long been considered a favorite winter resort for steam- 
ers, and but for lack of space, as matters now stand, would be more ex- 
tensively used as a harbor of refuge. On the 14th ultimo, as he stat 
there were eleven steamers moored in this limited space, liable at al 
times (should they escape the other dangers) to conflagration, and 
at the same time the burning of mills, bridge, and other public and 
idan a gel valued at nearly half a million of dollars, I am 
also ed by the same gentleman of the fact that but a few years 
ago the steamer Caledonia was moored in this harbor, and safely so, 
through the winter, heavily laden with sugar, molasses, rice, and cot- 
ton. After the first run of ice in the Ohio she backed ont from her 
moorings into the main stream and started to complete her trip from 
New Orleans to Pittsburgh. She had not ascended more than three 
hundred yards when she was struck by a stray cake of ice, cut down, 
and sunk immediately in front of the wharf at Marietta, causing 
nearly a total loss of boat and cargo, valued at $50,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is an ice-harbor already available, or can 
be made so at a comparatively small cost, containing nearly four hun- 
dred acres, or of a capacity more than five times that which Colonel 
Merrill estimates as being necessary for the protection and required 
to accommodate the winter commerce of Cincinnati. The “improve- 
ment” is owned by the State of Ohio, but under lease. Lessees and 
State would doubtless consent to transfer ownership and use to the 
General Government, without cost of a dollar, and with reasonable 
restrictions, limitations, and uses, and all that would be necessary to 


render it available would be the enlargement of the lock through the 
dam and the deepening of the channel at the mouth of the Muskingum, 
which can be easily done b; 283 at all times, a distance of not 
over eight hundred feet and of cient depth to admit the passage 
of steamers of heaviest tonnage and draught. To accomplish this re- 
lease from the State and the lessees, I have no doubt the necessary legis- 
lation can be secured at an early day and before the close of the present 
session of the General Assembly, if necessary. 

Nothing more need be said. It seems to me so at least. The single 
practical question is, Shall the resolution be pang, the survey antl 
estimates be made; and the necessary preliminary steps be taken for 
securing, while we can at so little cost, an object of such vast utility 
as that petitioned for. 


PROTECTION OF INNOCENT PURCHASERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES, 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Mr. 8 r, on the 29th day of October 
last I introduced a bill to so m the existing patent laws as to 
forbid the maintenance of snits against the innocent purchaser of an 
article for his own use which infringed a patent. The fact that for 
nearly a hundred years the people of this country have borne the 
wrong and injustice inflicted upon them by making the innocent user 
of an article which infringed a patent liable to vexatious and harass- 
ing litigation in distant Federal courts gives evidence of their patience 
and forbearance. This is further evidenced by the fact that the ex- 
isting laws permit the patentee to overpass the manufacturer and 
seller of the infringing article and seek his remedy against the inno- 
cent user only. This patent monopoly has grown by its exactions laid 
upon the material industries of the people until it has assumed a mag- 
nitude’ and importance hardly equaled by the railroad and money 
interests of the country. The most odious features of the patent 
law have stood upon the statute-book unchanged and almost unchal- 
lenged since 1836. 

ow true it is that mankind generally endure the burdens under 
which they labor with uncomplaining patience. In reference to pat- 
ent monopolies this is singularly true. It doubtless arises from the 
people being absorbed in private pursuits to such an extent that 
their burdens must become considerable and operate on large masses 


5 | before they challenge public attention. Even then they are disposed 


to submit to the burdens which are laid upon them rather than use 
the exertion and thought necessary to obtain relief. It generally 
happens that the interests which produce these burdens are controlled 
by a comparatively small portion of society. 

These interests can be readily consolidated to resist any change 
which the people may seek to effect through adverse legislation. 
Hence, those who profit from the people’s burdens always and ener- 
getically unite in preventing any change injurious to themselve 
while people seldom combine to obtain relief. The prenie unuse 
to the arts of legislation, rely upon the goodness of their cause and 
the sense of justice of the law-makers to procure them a redress of 
grievances. ‘These too often prove unequal to the task of obtainin 
relief against powerful monopolies using all the resources of weal 
and talent at their command. 

Whoever brings forward a measure attacking any monopoly which 
has grown rich and powerful by unjust gains wrung from honest toil 
must expect to meet a bitter and unscrupulous opposition, He must 
expect to have his measure subjected to every legal and constitu- 
tional objection which can be urged. He must expect to have its jus- 
tice and expediency assailed. And if he seeks to protect the people 
against some ancient form of legalized extortion he will be held up 
as an enemy to the sanctity of private rights and social good order. 
Such charges are the convenient refuge of those who have grown rich 
from the sweat of other men’s faces. x frees to secure the aid of the 
conservative forces of society in preventing any change in the exist- 
ing order of things by the pretense that the desired change is the out- 
growth of a spirit of communism which threatens to assail every 

roperty right. They know full well how powerful is the sense of 
ustice in the public mind. 

They know that if by such a ere Y the people can be made to be- 
lieve that private rights or public faith would be violated it would 
array the great body of them against the measure; for it can be said 
to the lasting honor of the American people that the mass of 
them cheerfully bear heavy burdens rather than seek relief from them 
through expedients which might reflect upon their good faith and 
honor. Shrewd, designing men, taking advantage of this sentiment, 
have reaped golden harvests from their sweat and toil. The bond- 
holding, railroad, and patent monopolies which lift their giant forms 
in the pathway of human right and popular progress are monumental 
proofs of this truth. 

The bill which I introduced during the extra session does not seek 
to evade the exclusive rights secured to the patentee. Its sole pur- 
pee is to protect the innocent purchaser for value from vexatious 

itigation in the enjoyment of his property: It proceeds upon the 
theory that the farmer, the mechanic, and the laboring-man who can- 
not keep Loos with the niceties and refinements of patents and pat- 
ent-laws should not be left to the tender mercies of the patent-right 
agents who swarm over the country and extort money by the threat 


of prosecution in the Federal courts. 

‘he patent 8 ae itself of the use of the columns of 
the New York Herald, (which I venture to predict will not publish 
an answer thereto,) on the 23d of January, 1878, makes an attack on 
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the principles embodied in my bill. The pith of this attack is em- 
braced in the following paragraph: 

It would appear from Mr. Baker's bill that some of his constituents have been 
threatened by lawsuits for farm implements which infringe certain patents, 
and so he introduces a bill which declares that no man shall be held liable as an 


infringer for using mted articles bought in the ordinary course of business, 
unless when he eine t them he knew that they infringed the plaintiff's patent. 
The premium for ignorance and perjury which such a law would offer is at least 
gus cnjestion toit. If it were confined in its scope to protecting the farmers of 
Indiana, no great harm would be done to any except themselves. No one sues in- 
dividual users except as a last resort, and no patenteo tries the oxperiment twice; 
and the farmers would be so flooded with notices of patent claims that they would 
. But the bill is not so limited as to 
Under it the man who buys a -bag machine that will flood the mar- 
et with paper bags at the rate of one hundred thousand a day will relapse into 
ws and consequent security and wealth, and the patentee will shut up bis 
factory. The railroad company will buy spark-arresters, lanterns, brakes, and all 
kinaa of fittings, and will — an intelligently ignorant man for its purchasing 
agen 

Aside from the implied sneer at the farmers of Indiana these ob- 
jections do not seem to me to be very formidable. They arran 
themselves into three groups: First, the passage of the bill would 
be a premium for ignorance and perjury. Second, the individual 
users are not sued except as a last resort, and farmers would be so 
flooded with notices of patent claims that they would not dare to bu 
a plow or a seeder or areaper. Third, the manufacturers and rail- 
road companies would pirate valuable inventions so as to deprive the 
patentee of any substantial reward for his time, money, and skill. 

objections are susceptible of a brief answer. The charge that 
the passage of the bill would be a premium on ignorance implies that 
the existing law offers such a reward as promotes intelligence. It is 
difficult to see in what way the intelligence of the people is promoted 
by 8 every man before he buys an implement to know 
whether it infringes some one of the one hundred and sixty thousand 
— patents, a number which is being added to at the rate of 
about fifteen thousand a year. This . e a sort of knowled 
that hardly one man in every hundred thousand can attain. The 
7 5 05 imputes 1 because the people do not understand the 
whole system of patent laws and because they do not ascertain, 
when about to purchase some needed implement, whether it infringes 
some one of the one hundred and sixty thousand existing patents. 
Ignorance of these things is no reproach, nor is the knowledge of 
em possible or desirable to the mass of the people. When you re- 
quire the people to take notice at their peril of every patent in exist- 
ence you impose a duty on them impossible of performanee. 

As to its offering a premium for perjury, it is sufficient to say that 
every new defense provided by law is open to the same objection. 
The inexorable logic of it is that Congress must not prorice any l 
potapa from the grasp of the patent monopoles or if they do the 
people will commit perjury and thus evade their extortionate de- 
mands. This objection would equally ae that the broad ficld 
which relates to innocent purchasers should be obliterated from the 
statute-books and jurisprudence of every State in the Union. Indeed, 
2 the doctrine to its logical issue and it would justify legislation 
forbidding any defense in pe Kees: because the hope of escape through 
such defense would offer a like premium for aa man I would sug- 


gest to nt ef froma that something must be trusted to the hon- 
esty an .* the people, even though to do so may be unpleas- 
ant to them. 


The statement that individual users are not sued oxcept as a last 
resort is not borne out by the facts. That suits and threats of suits 
against users are almost innumerable is known by every intelligent 
person. It isto gain relief from such suits that the people are de- 
manding the of some bill embodying the principle for which 
Iam contending. And were suits against users so uent and of 
80 little consequence as this statement implies, we should not hear 
the voice of the patent men raised over the land denouncing the pro- 
posed pe Bey Whether the farmers would be so flooded with 
notices of patent claims that they would not dare to buy a plow ora 
seeder or a reaper if the pending measure should become a law, I do 
not know. I have no doubt that the patent owners would resort to 
ev tae expedient to defeat the beneficial effects of the pro- 
egislation. 

If the bill should become a law and it was found that it did not 
sufficiently sina the people against patent claims I trust there may 
be those in Con who will feel it a duty to so amend and enlarge 
the operation of the law as to secure relief from the wrongs sought to 
be redressed. I believe the bill is a step in the right direction. Ido 
not profess to believe it is all that is required. I am not so pre- 
sumptuous as to insist that it should pass in the exact form presented 
if any defect is pointed out, It embodies an idea, a principle which 
I desire to see imbedded in the law. Whether it is my bill or some 
equivalent bill coming from the Committee on Patents is not impor- 
tant. If the patent monopoly fears that the farmers will be flooded 
by notices of patent claims it would not be difficult to prevent their 
being injured thereby by providia that the receipts of such notices 
should not be evidence of knowledge. But after all it seems to me 
the farmers would rather bear the infliction of such notices than be 
subjected to extortion and litigation without notice, as they now are, 

manufacturers and railroad companies under such a law would 
pirate valuable inventions so as to deprive the poiome of any sub- 
stantial reward for their time, money, and skill, in producing their 
inventions, let the bill be amended so that it shall not permit this to 


be done, This can easily be 
who buys a paper-bag machine can, under this bill, secure wealth by 


accomplished. But just how the man 


using the machine in the manufactureof paper while the patentee 
will have to close his factory is not apparent. Why the one should 
become rich and the other, who already has a factory and an established 
trade, should be compelled to close his business is one of those curi- 
ous problems which no one but a patent monopolist can explain. All 
these objections, however, go to mere matters of detail. They simply 
suggest instances in which the bill might produce injury because it 
would permit all other monopolies to use infringed articles, Theseare 
objections which can be remedied if they really exist. I do not pro- 
pose to limit the discussion to mere technicalities. The questions 
great and important underlying this discussion are whether the pat- 
ent interest reaps such gains from the industry of the people as that 
it would be proper to diminish them; whether the farmer, mechanic, 
and laboring-men suffer from their liability to extortion and litiga- 
tion as innocent users of implements infringing patents, so that they 
ought to have relief, and whether the Congress have the constitu- 
tional power to grant the relief which is asked. 

It is urged by the friends cpa esr monopolies that modern civili- 
zation owes most of its great achievements to inventive talent stimu- 
lated by the hope of gain from the exclusive right to inventions being 
secured to their inventors. I readily admit that the inventive genius 
of the last hundred years has been largely instrumental in revolu- 
tionizing the industries, arts, and sciences of all countries, The intro- 
duction of the products of invention has added immeasurably to the 
elevation of the people in wealth, culture, refinement, and happi- 
ness. It has literally given us a new heaven and a new earth. Tho 
talent which gives us new and useful inventions, which so links 
thought to material forms as to make them perform the work of man 
in the battle of life, deserves ition and reward. I would not 
deny it either. But to grant to patent monopolists immunity to prac- 
tice extortions, without let or hinderance as they now do, isintolerable, 

The offspring of mental labor is in a certain sense the property of 
its author. Not however in the sense that wheat or corn or 
other material products belong to their producers. The latter are the 
palyects of absolute property; no other man can appropriate them 
without at the same time depriving their producers of them. Such 
Se results in taking something visible and tangible from 
the dominion of its producer and transferring it to another. This is 
forbidden in every human society, however rude. Actual possession 
of visible, tangible property was recognized and respected in the earli- 
est stages of human society. This was not so of inventions or dis- 
coveries. The men who invented the primitive implements of agri- 
culture, of mechanic arts, of navigation, of commerce, aud of war- 
fare undoubtedly found a ready recognition of their rights to the new 
implement which they had produced. But neither they nor their 
neighbors thought that they had any right to prevent others from 
copying their inventions and making similar implemeuts. 

he idea of a special property in discoveries is the outgrowth of a 
higher and more artificial state of society. It is doubtless a just and 
proper idea. But as it is the outgrowth of civilized society the man- 
ner and extent of protection extended to this species of patios y 
should be made conformable to the welfare and good order of socioty. 
Property in a discovery ought not to be placed upon the same found- 
ation as the material products of human labor. The possession of 
tangible property can ed by its owner in the absence of law. 
The existence of such property rights is older than constitutions or 
law, and arises from the unwritten law of nature. The idea of prop- 
erty in what we have the actual possession of springe up unbidden 
in the human mind. Constitutions and laws simply provide safe- 

ards to protect it against invasion. Not so with discoveries. There 
is no 3 in them until legislation izes and protects them 
as su Recognizing this distinction the Federal Constitution pro- 
vides that 
The Con shall have to the of science and useful 
arts, by 3 for limited Times to — a fl arterat the exclusivo right to 
their respective writings and discoveries. ‘ 

Acting on this grant of power the Congress have passed a system 
of laws providing for the issuing of patents to inventors to secure to 
them the exclusive right to their respective discoveries. The extent 
and character of the legislation for ing out this prevision of the 
Constitution are addressed to the sound discretion of Congress. The 
propriety of enacting a law to protect the user of an article who has 
purchased it in ar and for a 2 5 Soe 

ion for infringement of a fount epends upon several considera- 
fons. One important consideration is whether the profits realized 
from patent monopolies are such as would make it just or expedient 
to change the existing laws so as probably to diminish them. It is 
claimed, and at present I will not controvert its correctness, that 
such a law as is proposed would to a certain extent diminish the 
profits realized from patents. I do not believe that it would work 
any great diminution N arising therefrom. 

ing that it would to a material extent diminish the profits 
arising from this species of property, the question arises whether it 
would be likely to do so to an injurious extent. I think this can 
hardly be claimed. The profits arising from investments in farming 
do not exceed from 4 to 6 per cent. Habt per cent. is more tlian the 
av profits realized upon the loan of money. A profit of from 20 
to 25 per cent, on the capital invested would, I presume, bo as high 
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an average as is realized on most of the mechanical, manufacturing, 
and mercantile pursuits which are not protected by a patent or other 
rag a These are rates of profit higher, I believe, than are real- 
ized by the great mass of the people. Let us contrast with these 
profits those realized from some of the leading manufactures pro- 
tected by patents. The difference is so great as to arrest attention 
and demonstrate that the patent laws create one of the most grind- 
ing monopolies ever devised to enrich the few at the expense of the 
many. I shall refer to only a few of the leading industries which 
are engaged in the manufacture of patented 8. I refer those who 
desire to prosecute a more minute inquiry to the census of 1870, from 
which I have drawn the which I use to-day. I regret that no 
later data is accessible, as I venture the prediction that the condition 
in 1877 would be found more favorable to patent monopolies than it 
was in 1870. 

The amount of capital employed in the manufacture of pumps and 
drive-wells was $1,755,894; the amount paid out for w. was $663,- 
594; the amount expended for materials was $970,547 ; the value of 
the manufactured products was $2,818,457 ; the profit was 68 per cent.; 
an enormons tax to be levied on the means of obtaining that life an 
health giving beverage, pure cold water. It is still cheaper, say the 
patent monopolists, for the farmer and laboring-man than the old 
methods of procuring it. Grant it, if you please, and what then? 
Why simply that the toilers whose brawny arms have subdued a con- 
tinent mist pay for a patented article not what it is worth at a fair 
profit, but the last farthing which can be wrung from their necessi- 
ties. This is the code of morals of the highwayman, but it can hardly 
claim place in the code of business morality of an enlightened Christian 
nation. 

The amount of capital employed in the manufacture of agricultural 
tools and implements was B54 64,600; the amount paid for wa 
was $12,151,504; the amount expended for materials was $21,473,925; 
the value of the manufactured products was $52,066,875 ; the profits 
were 52 percent. After paying insurance, interest, commissions on 
sales, and other expenses of selling the manufactured goods, the pro- 
fits cannot be much if any below 40 percent. When the farmer buys 
a drill, mower, reaper, or other implement needed to carry on bis 
agricultural pursuits, he has the satisfaction of knowing that patent 
monopolists only exact about forty dollars on each one hundred he 
pays as a royalty on the invention! Doubtless he ought to be grate- 

ul that the tribute demanded is not greater. To listen to the Peck- 
sniffian cant of patent monopolists and their apologists one would 
think the owners of patents were greatly wronged because they càn- 
not extort a larger tribute from the toilers on land and sea. 

The amount of capital employed in the manufacture of sewing 
machines and fixtures was $8,759,431; the amount paid out for wages 
was $5,142,248; the amount expended for materials was $3,055,786 ; 
the value of the manufactured products was $14,097,446. The profit 
was 67 per cent. This one ee has year by year taken more than 
$8,000,000 beyond a fair reasonable profit out of the people of the 
country. The poor sewing-girls and the widowed mothers with help- 
less children dependent upon them have been compelled to pay out 
of their scanty earnings a profit of 67 per cent. to the sewing-machine 
monopolists on the machines with which they have kept gaunt-vis- 
aged hunger from their doors. These grinding extortions should give 

such voice to the cry of the poor oppressed sewing girls and women 
that it would vex the ear of outraged Heaven. 

The amount of capital employed in the manufacture of pianos 
and materials was $6,019,311; the amount paid out for wages was 
$3,071,392; the amount expended for materials was $2,924,777; the 
vae of the manufactured products was $8,329,594. The profit was 

cent, 
he amount of capital employed in the manufacture of:organs 

and materials was $1,775,850; the amount paid out for w was 
$1,139,780 ; the amount e nded for material was $743,351; the value 
of the manufactured products was $2,960,165; the profit was 61 per 
cent. Music must have charms indeed to justify a profit of from 39 
to 61 per cent. on pianos and organs. Better by far 

Go up and down and through the middle 

To the tune of flute and fiddle, 
than pay such' a tribute to enjoy the pleasures of music with “ all the 
modern improvements.” 

The amount of capital 12 97 — in tho manufacture of rubber and 
elastic goods was $7,486,600; the amount paid out for wages was 
$2,559,877; the amount expended for materials was $7,434,742; the 
value of the manufacture products was $14,566,370; the profit was 


59 per cent. 

he amount of capital employed in the manufacture of patent 
medicines and compounds was $6,667,684; the amount paid out for 
wages was $1,017, 


the EP e ee for materials was $7,319,- 
752; the value of the manufac products was $16,257,720; the 
profit was 118 per cent. 

The total amount of capital employed in the seven industries above 
K Seman was $67,299,370; the amount of wages paid out in carrying 
them on was $35,746,190 ; the value of the materials consumed was 
$43,922,880; the value of the manufactured products in these seven 
industries was $111,096,627 ; the average profit on the whole was over 
48 percent. The ES sent a gate amount of patented articles annu- 
ally sold is not less than’ $500,000,000. Assuming that the annual 
profit on the whole is equal to that on the seven classes of patented 


s above ified, 3 48 per cent., we have the sum of $240,- 
„000 annually E as profits to the owners of patent monopolies. 
Placing the popu ation at forty-five millions the annual sum of $5.33 
is required from every man, woman, and child in the land to make 
the $240,000,000 paid as profit on patented manufactures. If 20 per 
cent. is taken as a fair profit on these goods, (and it would be if 
their manufacture was open to free competition,) we have the enor- 
mous sum of 28 per cent. on all patented goods actually taken from 
the people in excess of a reasonable profit. 

This amounts to not less than $140,000,000 annually wrung from 
the hard-earned gains of the people and given as an absolute gratuity 
to the patent monopolists. No wonder that the Howes, the Singers, 
the Colts, and scores of other patent monopolists have accumulated 
their millions. The people pay them an annual tribute greater than 
the interest on our war debt. And yet we hear it said that our patent 
laws are not liberal enough and that the bill which I have intro- 
duced would so diminish the profits of patent monopolies as to dis- 
courage future inventions. In the light of these facts how frivolous 
are such predictions! I believe the better way for inventors is to 
favor such changes in the patent laws as will, while it gives them a 
fair return for their time, money, and talent, at the same time 80 
cheapen and popularize their inventions as to make it to the interest 
of larger numbers of people to purchase and use them. Nothing less 
will satisfy the just and reasonable demands of the people. If the 
patent monopolists do not desire to see the whole system swept out 
of existence by an outraged people, they must consent to just and 
reasonable changes in the present burdensome and vexatious system 
of patent laws. 

I think I have shown that the profits of the patent monopolists are 
80 great that it would be no injustice to change the law so as largely 
to reduce them in the interest of the people, I next wish to inquire 
whether there is need of relief in the matter covered by the bill which 
I had the honor to introduce on the 29th of October last. That bill 
proceeds upon the idea that where a person buys any implement, tool, 
or device in good faith to be used by himself or his employé in igno- 
rance that it infringes a patent he shall not be ha with suits in 
the Federai courts for using it. The existing law authorizes suits to 
be brought against any person who uses an implement, tool, or device 
which infringes a patent. It provides that whenever in such action 
a verdict is rendered for the plaintiff the court may enter sig rik 
thereon forany sum above the amount found by the verdict asthe actual 
damages sustained, not exceeding three times the amount of such ver- 
diet, together with costs. These suits may be brought at any timo 
and for any amount in the Federal courts. There is no statute of 
limitations fixing the time within which actions may be brought. It 
matters not how trifling is the injury complained of the owner of a 
patent can sue in the Federal courts. 

In this manner every citizen who purchases an article in the mar- 
ket runs the risk of being sued for using something which infringes 
a patent at the distance of even twenty years after the time he pur- 
chased it. Thus in the interest of this monopoly that wise maxim 
of the law, that it is to the interest of the State that there shall be 
an end to litigation, is reversed. If the law was only used in good 
faith for protecting patent-rights which are being actually infringed, 
it would operate harshly enough. But it offers one of the most tempt- 
ing fields for swindling and extortion. Ido not charge that it was 
enacted for the benefit of A hin gen sharpers and swindlers, but I 
do declare that if they had had the making of the law they could 
not have framed one better suited to further their iniquitous purposes, 
The facts that the Federal courts in which alone such cases can be 
brought are generally remote from the people who are threatened 
with suits; t they have but little familiarity with those courts ; 
that the expense of litigation is great, and that but few of them 
can afford to liti against patent-right claims, all conduco to 
render this a species of ties g and extortion at once casy, safe 
and profitable. The dentists of the country have been harassed 
with numberless suits to compel them to buy their peace by paying 1 
extortionate royalties for the use of vulcanized-rubber plates in their 
practice. By suits hundreds of dentists have been seriously 
injured if not ruined, and nearly all have been driven to submit to 
the hard terms demanded of them. But the farming and laboring 
classes have been the greatest sufferers. A few out of the many forms 
of wrong and injustice practiced upon them by this monopoly is all 
I shall take time to specify. Men who have purchased clover-hulling 
machines in good faith and in ignorance that the use of their ma- 
chines infringed any patent have been compelled to purchase peace 
by paying a royalty of $100 on each machine. A single firm in my 
own State has already compelled more than two hundred laboring- 
men who have purchased clover-hullers of rival manufacturers, and 
who can illy afford to soe the mony to do so, to pay a royalty of 
$100 each or be prevented from using their machines. 

Thousands of mechanics, and laboring-men, who have pur- 
chased and are using drive-wells, have been compelled to pay u roy- 
alty of $10 each to avoid expensive litigation in distant Federal courts. 
A large number of tools and implements in common use among the 
people is claimed to infringe some rival patent. These tools and im- 
plements are sold in open market and are actually needed to carry 
on the business industries of the country. Hardly a man but sooner 
or later purchases some article on which a royalty is claimed. The 
rich and powerful are not the ones who suffer. The farmers, mechan- 
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ies, and laboring-men who dread litigation and cannot well afford its 
expenses are selected as the victims. There are hundreds of such 
cases in my own district, where the owners of patent rights are ex- 
torting moucy from the people by the threat of suing them as infring- 
ers of their patents in using some implement which they have inno- 
cently bought. Such cases are more or less uent all over the 
country. nerally they purchase security by paying to these extor- 
tioners the amount exacted. To deny the people relief against such 
extortion and outrage is a mockery of justice. To put such a con- 
struction on the Constitution as would forbid our granting them re- 
lief, is to convert that instrument, which was framed “in order to 
establish justice and promote the general welfare,” into an engine of 
oppression. Every interest of the people and every sentiment of 
justice demand a remedy for such nt wrong. mtlemen may 
ush this subject aside as undeserving attention, because ouly the 
iling millions are interested in it, but rest assured that, like “ Ban- 
quo’s ghost, it will not down.” 

But it is said that the Con have no rightful power under the 
Constitution to pass a law forbidding the maintenance of a suit 
against the user of an article which he has purchased for his own use 
in ignorance that it infringed a patent. If this is so the people can 
only or for relief through a change of the Constitution or the Su- 
preme Court, Such a construction of the ee ere as it 
would, the dearest nga of the people at the merey of patent mo- 
nopolies, ought not to be adopted if it can be avoided. I do not believe 
such a construction a true one, Every doubt in constitutional con- 
struction should be resolved in the interest of the people, to promote 
whose welfare and happiness it was established. 

The Constitution contains a grant of power authorizing the Con- 

ss to do a particular act, namely, to secure for a limited time to 
nventors the exclusive right to their discoveries. It is in terms per- 
missive. Congress may withhold all Dee to carry out the grant 
of power. No power exists to compel legislation on this subject. It 
rests in the sound discretion of the Con If the people can obtain 
relief in no other way they may be driven as a last resort to abolish 
the whole system of patent laws to escape the exactions of these mo- 
nopolies, Such radical remedy ought not and will not be sought if any 
other avenue of escape from these burdens can be found. I believe 
the principle embodied in my bill goes far to relieve the people from 
fend of the most odious and burdensome provisions of the existing 

W. 

The constitutional provision on this subject embraces two proposi- 
tions: First, the right is to be secured for a limited time only. The 
length of this limit is purposely left undetermined. The Congress 
may fix this limit according to its own judgment of public and pri- 
vate interest. There can be no question as to the constitutional 
power of the Congress to limit the time to a very short period, much 
shorter than exists under the present law. The second oe 
and the one which chiefly concerns this discussion, is that the Con- 

may secure to inventors “the exclusive right to their discover- 
es.” It cannot be doubted that whenever the Congress legislate on 
the rae 55 of granting a patent the law may 20 the exclusive 
right of the inventor in his discovery fora limited time. The consti- 
tutional provision ifies the limit of power beyond which the Con- 
may not go. ey may proceed no further than to secure the 
exclusive right for a limited time. Congress may certainly adopt 
anything less than an exclusive monopoly for a limited time. They 
cannot give an exclusive monopoly for an unlimited time, but they 
can give aay less than an exclusive ee To deny this 
construction would involve the absurdity that Congress must exert 
the whole of its constitutional power in favor of a monopoly. The 
Constitution simply fixes bounds for the protection of the people be- 
yond which the Congress cannot proceed in the interest of patent 
1 This is a proposition that appears plain upon the state- 
ment o 

I proceed now to consider the power of Con over patents 
issued under existing laws, which secure an exclusive right to the 
inventors. The question at once arises, what is meant by ‘securing 
the exclasive right toa discovery?” No one can claim that it means 
more than to make property for a limited time in the discovery. It 
gives an ownership in the discovery—makes it a property right to 
which the inventor is entitled to the exclusive enjoyment for a limited 
time. The claim that this species of property when once created is 
above the law and beyond control is wholly unfounded. The right 
of property is secured, but the remedies for the protection of that 
right are always subject to legislative control. court for the 
correction of errors in the case of Livingston against Van Ingen, in 
the ninth volume of Johnson’s New York reports, at page 528, says: 

By grantiog a patent Congress gives the exclusive right of property in the inven- 
F 

un. 
power of using it. Its uso must be subject to laws and under ave control 


Here is the true distinction. The right to the discovery or inven- 
tion is exclusive. It is, however, a mere naked right. The remedy 
for an invasion of that“ naked right” is “subject to laws and under 
legislative control.” The power of Congress over the remedy is lim- 
ited solely by a sound discretion. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of McClurg 
vs. Kingsland, reported in the first volume of Howard’s Reports, at 
page 206, says: S 

Tho powcr of Congress to legislate upon the subject of patents is plenary by the 


terms of the Constitution, and as there are no restrictions on its oxercise, thero can 
be no limitation of their right to modify them at their pleasure, so that they do 
not take away tho right of property in existing patents. 

The sole limitation on constitutional power recognized by the Su- 
preme Court is that Congress cannot “ take away the rights of prop- 
erty in existing patents.” No one contends that Congress can take 
the right of one man secured by a patent and transfer it to another. 
The pending measure contemplates no such p The power of 
Con over the remedy for an infringement of the right of prop- 
2 in existing patents is in the terms of the foregoing judgment 
“ plenary, and Con may modify it at pleasure.“ This conclusion 
is inevitable from the foregoing doctrine, unless it can be maintained 
that the “right of property in a patent” is the same thing as the 
remedy for the protection of that right. This claim would confound 
common law and common sense alike. The right, title, or ownership 
of tangible or intangible property is so clearly distinct from the rem- 
edy afforded by the law to protect that right or title that even the 
most illiterate cannot fail to recognize the distinction. 

The right of take rty may exist without any law for its protec- 
tion. It would doubtless be less secure and less valuable than under 
a system of laws providing adequate remedies for protecting it. 
Whether the title to property arises from the law of nature or from 
the written or unwritten law of civil socicty is of no moment. In 
either case the distinction between the right and the remedy is equally 
clear. This distinction is clearly recognized in the extract cited from 
the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States. If the patent- 
right and the remedy for the infringement of it aro the same, then 
the statement that the “power of Congress upon the subject of pat- 
ents is plenary” and that “there are no limitations of their right to 
modify them at their pleasure so that they do not take away the 
right of property in existing patents” is wholly unmeaning. What 
is it that Congress can modify at pleasure? What is it that Con- 
gress have plenary power over? “The subject of patents.” The 
only thing on the subject of patents which Congress may not do is to 
“take away the right in existing patents.“ Remedies for the protec- 
tion of these re ag Congress may modify according to their sense of 
policy and justice. This principle is eqnally well settled by the gen- 
eral judgment of the most approved writers on constitutional law. 
Judge Cooley, in his masterly work on Constitutional Limitations 
says: 

The right to a particular remedy is not a vested right. This isthe general rulo; 
‘he exceptions are those peculiar cases in which the remedy is a part of tho 


The cases in which the remedy is a part of the right are declared 
to be peculiar and exceptional cases. There is no ground for main- 
taining that patent rights do not fall within the general rule that 
there is no vested right in a remedy. Nor is there any foundation 
for the objection that the proposed act is unconstitutional becanse 
retrospective. The Congress are not prohibited by the Constitution 
from passing retrospective laws. The prohibition of the Constitntion 
is limited to bills of attainder and ex post 3 laws. I post facto 
laws relate to crimes and criminal proceedings. Tho framers of the 
Constitution 8 omitted any prohibition of retrospective laws 
affecting civil rights and remedies, 

Thero is no donbt— 

Says Judge Cooley in the work before referrod to— 
of the right of the Legislature to statutes which reach back to and chango o 
modify the effect of prior peA — provided ro tive —— are not forbid. 
den co nomine, by the State constitution, and provided further that no other objec- 
tion exists to them than their retrospective ter. 

The supreme court of Pennsylvania have decided that: 


The Legislature, provided it does not violate the constitutional provision, ma 
pass retrospective laws such as in their operation may affect suits pending and 
give a party a remedy which he did not previouly possess or modify an existing 
remedy, 


These citations are sufficient to establish the rightful power of Con- 
gress to change or modify the existing remedics of the patentee for 
an infringment of his right. On principle it would seem as though 
there ought not to be any debate as to this power in Congress, What 
is it that is proposed? Nothing whatever but to limit within rea- 
sonable bounds the remedy for the infrigement of the right of the pat- 
entee. Let us consider for a moment the ee liable to an action 
for infringment under the existing law. Theseare the manufacturer, 
the seller, and the user of the infringing article. The party who is 
the primary -doer is ho who manufactures an article which in- 
fringes a patent. He it is who first and directly violates the right of 
the patentee, The seller of the infringing article is generally in the 
second d removed. The user, if at all a wrong-doer, is such in 
the third degree. If the user purchases for his own use an article in 
ignorance that it infringes another's right how can it be claimed that 
t saci seta, F long ashemay prosecute his remedy against 
the manufacturer, the seller, and the user with knowledge? While 
the patentee has a remedy against several parties under existing law 
which he can prosecute against each separately, he is entitled to but 
one satisfaction for his dam He cannot claim that his remedy, 
being taken away asagainst the innocent user, is rendered so ineffect- 
ive as to take away or impair his right. He has still a full and ample 
remedy left against those who have most directly invaded his right. 
It is elementary that Congress may change, modify, or alter the rem- 
edy so long as they leavo a substantial and adequate remedy for the 
injury complained of. That the remedy is more difficult to obtain 
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and is not so complete as the one which existed when the cause of 
action arose is no objection to the law. 

The wrong of the user is not direct like that of the manufacturer. 
It is remote and consequential. A law which places such a user 
where he may be sued in the first instance and compelled to pay three- 
fold dam without any recourse back on the manufacturer and 
seller is alike destitute of justice or honesty. The law presents a 
pac inducement for the owner of a patent-right to stand by and 
permit his patent to be infringed by manufacturers and sellers. B 
permitting this to be done and overpassing the manufacturer an 
seller and suing the user he can reap a rich harvest of gain from 
those who have innocently fallen into his power. He ba y only lay 
by until ! numbers of implements covered by his patent are in 
the hands of the people. In truth, it is a temptation to the owner of 
a patent to withhold all attempts to prevent the manufacturer and 
seller from infringing his rights. They are only too often valuable 
allies aiding him to get into the hands of thousands of innocent 
people implements infringing his patent. This done the owners of 
the patent passing the manufacturer and seller proceeds at his leisure 
to levy tribute from the innocent purchasers by ordering them to 
stand and deliver or be haled to distant Federal courts. These extor- 
tions, under the name of royalty, are measured only by conscienceless 

on the part of the monopolists and fear on the part of their 
victims. Such a power to extort from people's necessities is fitl 
designated by the odious name of royalty. It is the essence of arbi- 
end despotic power and is hateful to the robust liberty and equality 
of rights ized in a free government. 

Such a law is a fraud upon the honest and a snare to the unwary. 
It is valuable only for the purposes of legalized extortion from hon- 
est toil. It is not at all needful to protect the just rights of the pat- 
entee. This legalized crime against the toiling millions of the land 
has rested upon them for years with crashing weight. The people 
have, in various forms, paid more to patent monopolists than the 
amount of the war debt of the nation, Bold, y, arrogant, and 
ee, RBS these vampires who have go and fattened on the 
very life-blood of the nation confront the people struggling for relief 
in these Halls consecrated to justice and to the vindication of human 
rights. They shield themselves behind the plea which has been the 
ready refuge in all ages of those who have wrested by force or frand 
from the people their inalienable rights, and have despoiled honest 
labor of its just rewards. The possessors of kingly and aristocratic 
power, the possessors of special rights and privileges robbed from the 
people, have in all countries and times denounced every effort to re- 
store to the people their inalienable God-given rights as a violation 
of faith and a menace to social order and private rights. 

neient wrong, grown and insolent in wealth and power, 
blinded to the rig ts and interests of a common humanity, and 
intrenched behind laws and institutions cunningly devised to per- 
petuate it, has never voluntarily yielded to mankind that most invalu- 
able of human rights, the right to enjoy the fruits of its toil, The 
people are becoming aroused to the vindication of their rights. They 
are determined that that justice which is measured by au equality of 
rights and burdens shall no longer be denied them. They ask nothing 
more, they will accept nothing less. Happy will it be for the mo- 
nopolists of all sorts “ who reap where they have not sown” and “eat 
their bread. in the sweat of other men’s faces” if at length, pene- 
trated by the sentiments of justice and humanity, they yield to the 
people their just and inalienable rights. 


TARIFF AND TAXATION—INCOME TAX. 


Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Speaker, the financial distress that now per- 
vades our whole country makes it necessary that we should look well 
toall the sources from which we derive our revenue as well as to how 
we expend it; and this is my excuse for what I have to say upon 
that subject. 

The great burdens of this Government are in the main borne by the 
laboring class of this country. All taxes levied and collected for the 
support and maintenance of the Government affect, either directly 
or indirectly, the laborers and agricultural interests of the country; 
and I say frankly in the ontset, without the fear of successful con- 
tradictiòn, that no people comprising any part of this great Republic 
receive so small a share of the legislation or the benefits of the legis- 
lation of these United States than do those of our citizens engaged in 
the agricultural pursuits of life, They are taxed and burdened with 
5 every hand; they may complain, but their complaints 
are unheeded. I being one of that , and one of less than twenty 
in this House engaged in agriculture, I know whereof I speak. While 
the politicians in their canvasses make great professions of love for 
the dear people, experience has proven that these professions are 
soon forgotten, and that for the last twelve years the 8 of 
this country has been in the main in the interest of capital as against 
Ia bor, having a tendency to make the rich richer and the poor poorer. 
They have to a great extent succeeded in this by deceit and decep- 
tion. They have blinded the northern and western people by con- 
stantly waving the “ bloody shirt” in an effort to keep up sectional 
strife until they have succeeded in fastening upon the country a code 
of laws in regard to the finances of the country that are actually 
bankrupting the entire country, save those fortunate capitalists who 
in flush times by shoddy contracts and otherwise secured an ample 
supply of bonds that now in these hard times with the great shrink- 
age in values have more than trebled in value. 


While members of Congress from the North and West were thus 
legislating in the interest of capital, fastening these unjust and 
oppressive laws upon the country, a majority of the members from the 
South were men elected not as of choice of the people, but as the 
chcice under the circumstances, and who were only too willing to act 
and follow after their masters and accept anything that was offered 
them or their section—even the crumbs from their masters’ tables. 
They were not representative men, many of them were adventurers 
and place-hunters who really had no sympathy for the masses of the 

ple they pretended to represent. These things have now changed. 
ter a patient struggle things at the South have righted themselves, 
and that section now has her representative men here to battle not 
only for her rights and the rights of her people but for the rights of the 
whole country with all its people. This is our common country, and a 
member of Congress who cannot rise above sectional or local interests 
and legislate for the good of our common country and ett our e 
is unworthy of a seat on this floor, and should return the trust 
confided to his keeping to his constituents. Then when the necessi- 
ties of the country are so plainly visible, and the great distress of the 
country as so vividly shown to this House by many gentlemen in the 
recent discussion of the currency question, it becomes us as statesmen 
and as patriots to lay aside all nal, political, and sectional inter- 
ests and come boldly to the relief of our common country and strive 
as one man to redeem the country from the impending danger of 
demas vin Sessa yi es This is my desire, and this should certainly 
be the of all members of Congress who haye the interest aud 
welfare of their countrymen at heart. 

All occupations, including the manufacturer and corporation, in 
this country seem to have combined their interests against the agri- 
cultural and laboring interests of the country, when in fact they de- 
pred in the main, as does all our people, upon the icultural and 

aboring interests of the country, and instead of combining and seek- 
ing to bear down and oppress this class of their fellow-citizens, they 
should seek to strengthen and build them up. 

The railroad companies have their emissaries and agents scattered 
all over the country with their flattering description of western lands 
and cheap rates of travel, to induce the honest and unsuspecting 
farmer and laborer to sell out and emigrate west, in order that they 
may make a “spec.” in transporting him and his family to the great 
west, and when they have got his money they are contented if the 
emigrant and his family all starve. And so with many professional 
men and corporations, all acting in the interest of self, regardless of 
what is right or wrong. 

And last, but not least by any means, comes the manufacturer with 
honeyed words and sweet accents, saying to the farmer that “We must 
have protection to enable us to make you cheap s.” And to Con- 

they ery alond, that they must have protection by law to prevent 
oreign competition in the manufacture of goods that our own people 
want; that C must keep a high protective tariff to protect 
the interest of our manufacturers compel the farmers, laboring 
men, and consumers of this country to pay them such profits as they 
may demand, They say withont this protective tariff they cannot 
prosper. What do they care for the consumers of their supplies? If 
they make a handsome profit all is well, and it matters not to them 
how much they extort from their patrons, the consumers. 

Congress grants the protection asked for, the mannfacturer increases 
his prices to the extent of the protection afforded, and the consumer 
is bound to pay it. He has no alternative. Our laws forbid the pur- 
chase of goods where you can buy cheapest, but they say “ You shall 
pay tribute to the American manufacturer,” or if you buy foreign goods 
at. less price they make you pay more in daty than it would cost you 
to buy your goods from our own factories at once, and by this means 
Congress has been protecting great monopolies at the expense of the 
masses. 


Why is it that after a national existence of over one hundred years 
American manufactures, American skill and labor, and American 
interests cannot successfully meet and cope with like industries in 
the whole world? We have the skill, the genius, the talent, and the 
enterprise; then why do we need protection? Is it because our 
ple are afraid to meet like skill and enterprise of foreign countries 
on equal terms? Or is it because our capitalists enga, in manu- 
facturing are grasping for too much power, and are seeking to make 
their overgrown fortunes in too short a time? My observations lead 
me to believe that our t manufacturing interests have been so 
thoroughly protected and cared for by the legislation of the country 
that they, with another class I shall mention hereafter, think they 
have a right to control the legislation of the country in their own 
interests, and if this is to be done, then the truth is fully illustrated 
that the legislation does tend to make the rich richer and the poor 
poorer. There is no wealth in trade except where the producer can 
supply the consumer cheaper than he can supply hi ; and every- 
one knows with the small volume of currency in circulation much 
the greater part of our trade is done by an exchange of products, or, 
as we call it in the country, a system of barter; for our annual trade 
among our people reaches many thousand millions of dollars aunu- 
ally, with a cash circulation of about five or six hundred millions, 
eea d our high protective tariff effectually shuts us up and compels 
us to a great extent to trade only among ourselves. We cannot ship 
our products to foreign markets and exchange them for sūch goods 
as we want, because on our return we are mot by this high protective 
tariff that will take all the profit we have mado on our goods sold in 
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a foreign market. Hence our people, the consumers, pay annually to 
our own manufacturers many millions of dollars by way of protec- 
tion, and by being thus shut in and prevented from exchanging prod- 
ucts with other countries we are forced to trade among ourselves by 
this exchange system, at just such prices as may be foreed upon us 
by monopolies, .when, if we were allowed to trade where we wanted, 
and by exchanging our products for the commerce of other countries 
1 hinderance, our people would save annually many millions of 
0 

Take for instance the island of Cuba: we want her sugar and she 
wants our flour, but we tax her sugar as high as 70 per cent., and she 
in turn taxes our flour $5.40 per barrel. If we could exchange prod- 
ucts with e e the intervention of a tariff duty, our shea 
ers would buy Cuba su at five to six cents per pound instead of 
ten to twelve cents paid now, and would pay for it in our flour at 
remunerative prices. But our high protective tariff denies us this 
privilege, and forces us to pay the for our sugar over and above 
our small exports to that island, amounting aunually to about 
$55,000,000, and we are thus forced into the power of monopolists. 
It cannot be said that we cannot afford to open our ports to the world, 
and that to take our protection off would cripple our industries. Upon 
the contrary, experience has proven that in 1876, after we took the 
tariff off of coffee and hides, we exported nearly 300 per cent. more 
to Brazil and Venezuela than we did while these articles (the principal 
in their trade) were taxed, and they in turn increased their imports 
in about the same ee thus ies Fy policy of a free ex- 
change was both beneficial and profitable to both countries. We pur- 
chased 300 per cent. more of their products than we had previously 
praep and sold them 300 per cent. more of ours than they had 

n previously buying. 

It will not do to say that we cannot take the tariff off of the raw 
material, for this policy fails as has been proven in the above instance 
in regard to the admission of hides free of duty. Since this was done 
in 1872, our export trade in tanned leather has increased more than 
200 per cent., and is still increasing, thus proving that if it was not 
for our high tariff, our products would seek an exchange for all foreign 
supplies we might want at fair prices, and bring home to our con- 
sumers goods of their wants at greatly reduced prices, 

Our exports to the East Indies are comparatively nothing, while 
they purchase abroad over two hundred millions of merchandise an- 


ually. 

England sends Chili fifty-five million yards of cotton cloth annu- 
ally, and we where the cotton is grown and manufactured to great 
perfection, sell her only five million yards, simply because Euglaud 
exchanges commodities without taxation, and we will not. And 
hence I say our tariff effectually shuts us up and compels us to trade 
to a great extent upon the simple process of an exchange or bartering 
8 among ourselves and against the best interests of all our in- 

ustries. 

Then, I say, let us break down this pee barrier to the interests of 
our country, this high protective tariff, and thus enable our people to 
buy in the cheapest market and to sell in the highest by exchanging 
their productions, wherever they may be in demand and can find a 
market, and by a liberal policy of this sort, and not shutting our prod- 
ucts out from the world by dur tariff, our products will seek a ready 
sale in all the markets of the world. 

Why should we continue this oppremir tariff to benefit only the 
men of capital who are able to build and run these interests, at the 
expense of the masses of our people, the men and women who are thus 
made bewers of wood and drawers of water, to the interests thus fos- 
tered and protected by this high tariff? 

Mr. Speaker, when I contemplate the patience and forbearance of 
the consumers and the men who have borne this unjust and oppress- 
ive burden so long, my sympathies are aroused and I wonder they 
have borne it so patiently. 

If Congress does not come to the rescue and afford relief in some 
way to the demands of labor and the agricultural interests of the 
country, we may soon bid adieu to that class of our people as an ele- 
ment of wealth and prosperity. 

American skill and genius as inventors and manufacturers are 
acknowledged throughout the world. We hear of manufacturers 
in foreign countries complaining of the want of skill on the part of 
their mechanics as compared with that of American mechanics and 
inventors, 

America is in my 1 far ahead of any other country in the 
world in point of valuable inventions and in the manufacture of su 
rior agricultural and manufacturing implements. She is far ahead of 
most foreign countries in all of such enterprises and is amply pro- 
tected by our patent Jaws. The large quantity of these goods exported 
annually testifies that fact. Then we need no protection when we can 
compete with the world in all branches of industry. We produce the 
cotton, the wool, the iron, and have all the in ients n to 
the manufacture of almost or quite every article wanted or used in 
this country. We have abundant labor, provisions enough to feed 
the world, water porot steam, and everything necessary, and the on] 
protection we ask for our people is equal and exact justice to all, an 
not protection for one class to eat up the substance of the other. This 
is class 2 and is against the theory, if not the spirit, of our 
Constitution. 

When the official statistics show that our exports are $150,000,000 


in value in excess of the value of our imports and that our manu- 
facturers and merchants have been shipping immense amounts of 
goods of various kinds to foreign countries and selling them at remu- 
nerative prices, and in many instances for less than they have sold 
the same quality to our own people, then it does seem that protec- 
tion is only an oppression, forcing us to buy from our own manufaet- 
urer at his figures. And he of course, in all cases, will advance his price 
just as high as his protection by reason of the tariff extends to pre- 
vent foreign competition, and thus the consumer is bound id pay this 
protection to the manufacturer. And when he has supplied all the 
demands of the home market afforded Le Barry protective tariff, then 
our manufacturers ship their surplus to foreign markets and sell for 
the market, and in many instances for much less than he has sold to 
his home customers, the real consumers, which he was enabled to do 
by the tariff. 

Our ped xix is our people from buying where they can buy 
cheapest, unless we pay a tax as duty equal to the tariff put on the 
goods by our manufacturers. We cannot even buy of Ameri- 
can manufacture in a foreign port and bring them back without 

ying the duty thereon, but are completely locked in by our tariff 

awsand at the mercy of our manufacturers, and forced to buy in the 
highest market and to sell to the monopolists; and, as I will show 
you, one elass is forced into the clutches of the speculator. This 
wrong upon the great mass of the people of this country has become 
almost unbearable. This system of unjust legislation, legislation 
that oppresses one class of our countrymen for the benefit and en- 
richment of another, must and will be ended; the people have rights 
that they will maintain; and now that sectionalism is gradually dying 
away and a sense of justice is being restored throughout the whole 
country it is our duty to meet these issues, correct the abuses, and do 
justice to all sections and to allclasses alike. Iam noenemy tocapital, 
or to manufacturers, or enterprise of any kind; I wish we had more 
of it all; but I can never give my consent to sit quietly by and see 
my fellow-men legislated ont. of existence purely to protect another 
class, who really now need less protection than any other class, be- 
cause most of them have enjoyed this boon so long that they have 
amassed large fortunes at the nse of the consumersof their prod- 
ucts and now need no further protection to enable them to success- 
fully compete with the world. 

What excuse can we as Congressmen render to our constituents for 
compelling them by reason of this high protective tariff now in full 
force and effect to pay to these manufacturers 35 per cent. tariff upon 
the men’s, women, and children’s wear made of cotton fabrics, and 
60 to 78 per cent. upon all the clothing made of woolen fabrics; or 
for paying 31.2 to 43.2 per cent. tariff on all the bleached cottons used 
by their families in necessary wear, 33 to 35 per cent. upon all un- 
bleached cotton goods used in their families, 33 to 58} per cent. tariff 
on all cotton prints used in dressing for their wives and daughters, 
and which is shipped to and sold in almost all other countries free of 
duty; on cotton eters 35 per cent., and on woolen hosiery 60 to 108 
per cent.; upon cotton jeans, denims, ticks, and cottonades, 30 to 65 
per cent.; upon the spool-thread with which the frngal and virtuous 
wife makes up the clothing of herself and her family they pay 60 to 
75 per cent. tariff duties, which goes into the pockets of the manu- 
facturers; upon cotton yarns, 35 to 60 per cent., and upon all other 
cotton goods 35 per cent.; upon manufactured flax, jute, or hemp, 35 
to 40 per cent.; upon handkerchiefs, 40 per cent.; upon window-g 
40 to 50 per cent.; upon hats and bonnets, 30 to 40 per cent.; iron 
manufactured bar, and otherwise, 35 to 50 per cent.; upon railroad 
iron, seven cents per pound; upon steel rails, seven cents per pound, 
and 40 per cent. additional; upon pig iron, $7 per ton; upon cutlery, 
30 to 50 per cent. And we can manufacture as fine in America as can 
be made anywhere, 

Upon salt, 34 to 65 per cent.; upon i from 20 to 500 per eent. ; 
and onn sugars and molasses, 28 to 70 per cent. And here we have 
one of the evidences of this burden, because every family in the 
country uses more or less of these articles, and they pay usually 10 
to 12} and 15 cents per pound for sugar when it can be purchased in 
Cuba for 2} to 4 cents per pound. 

Upon confectioneries its tariff makes you pay 115 to 165 per cent. 
duty; upon tobacco, 65 to 195 per cent; upon wool and woolen goods, 
from 20 to &2 per cent; upon carpets, blankets, and flannels we pay 
60 to 95 per cent; upon wool hats, 82 to 96 per cent; and I might ex- 
tend the list to thousands of articles taxed with the tariff duty upon 
all averaging per cent., that is forced out of the pockets of the 
consumer in the shape of protection to the manufacturer. 

Every tical business man knows that it is reasonable to 
and we know that they do sell their goods just as high as the tari 
protects them against Spi A importations. The same may be illus- 
trated by the merchant. If Congress passed a law that a merchant 
resident in the District of Columbia who purchased his goods in 
Philadelphia should be allowed to sell them in the District free of 
duty, and that another merchant who purchased his s in New 
York should pay a duty of 20 cent., does not every one know that 
the merchant purchasing in New York would add that 20 per cent. 
duty to his cost and thus put his profit on his goods? But the mer- 
chant who buys in Philadelphia and saves that 20 per cent. duty will 
add his profit just as near the price of the New York merchant as he 
can, so as to undersell him, and will, by the New York merchant 
being forced to add that duty to his cost, be enabled to make that 
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greater pets off of bis customers who buy his goods. And this 


action of Congress would be forcing the 79 le of the District to pay 
that 20 per cent. as profit to the Philadelphia merchant. And in the 
same way I insist that our manufacturers add the protection they 
have, by reason of our tariff laws, to the cost of production and thus 
makes the consumer pay it, 

Our receipts from customs for the last fiscal year were about 
$131,000,000, and while this © sum is paid by the importers in 
the first instance, he then adds it to the cost of his goods and then 
puts his profit on that and sells to the jobber, who adds his profits 
and all expenses and sells to the retailer, who does the same thing 
and sells to the consumer, who thus indirectly pays the whole of this 
enormous tax in this indirect way, as well as a profit to every one who 
handles the goods from the time they leave the hands of the producer 
until they reach the consumer, I that a tariff for revenue is 
necessary ; but I insist that it is not necessary to have a tariff embrac- 
ing thousands of articles, with an average duty of 443 per cent., to 
raise money to feed a hundred thousand lazy office-holders who play 
more than half their time. And if if is n to have a revenue 
tariff, let us have it upon the great mineral interests of the country, 
such as iron, coal, and copper, with which our hills and mountains 
abound and which cannot be made a t monopoly of, because of 
its great abundance and its cheap production in this country, The 
organized raid made upon this Congress by the manufacturers in the 
New England States is but the beginning of their efforts to prevent 
a revision of the present high and oppressive tariff, These o iza- 
tions have endeavored to enlist every manufacturing interest in the 
country, however small, into their raid by sending them printed me- 
morials and petitions to Congress asking them to get all the signa- 
tures possible and send to their Congressmen with the request that he 
per the same to Congress, as if the plan was a spontaneous out- 

urst throughout the whole country, An examination of these memo- 
rials and petitions so extensively circulated and signed and so lavishly 
resented to Con in both wings of the Capitol, all in substance, 
not in word and letter, the same, during the present Congress show 
that they are the handiwork of a powerful combination seeking by 
this means to influence Congress in their interest and prevent just 
and proper legislation in favor of the consumers and laboring classes 
of the country. 

Who has presented a petition to this Congress to protect the agri- 
cultural products of the country; who has presented a remonstrance 
against this outrageous tariff and charging it with destroying our 
interests to protect monopolists; or who has presented a remonstrance 
from the laboring-men of the country to resist the efforts of this great 
combination of manufacturers? I answer, no one. They have confi- 
dence in the judgment of their law-makers, and aro quietly awaiting 
justice and equality. 

The expense and frauds perpetrated in collecting this vast revenue 


is very great, and can be greatly reduced, I had the honor to intro- 
duce in the Forty-fourth as well as in the Forty-fifth Con a bill 
to reduce the expenses of collecting the customs, which bill is now 


pending before the committee upon public expenditures, and which, 
f adopted, will save annually from two to five hundred thousand 
dollars. The report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows about 
fifty ports of entry, at which the Government pays about $200,000 
annually to the officers more than they collect at the same offices, and 
which has been the case for many years, And still they say “Do not 
abolish an office or reduce the tariff or reduce a salary,” because they 
know that the agricultural and laboring-men of the country pay the 
taxes that pay these salaries and expenses; and they think these lazy 
office-holders must be supported in idleness because of their loyalty 
to party and their services are needed in all elections to save the 
country ; hence we see members of Congress claiming to be the friends 
and representatives of the people opposing every effort at retrench- 
ment and reform in any shape; that oppose every reduction of sala- 
ries and every reduction of any of the burdens that now bear so heavily 
upon the country. Even the honorable Secretary of the Treasury and 
the honorable Commissioner of Internal Revenue, each of whom are 
basking in sunshine and ease and ee in their reports oppose 
any reduction in the tariff or internal-revenue laws, as, they allege, it 
will require the full amount that each will yield to meet the demands 
of the Government. But they do recommend an increase in their 
force with a corresponding increase of expenses. Can it be that these 
distinguished gentlemen oppose any reduction of taxes or force be- 
cause they desire to still control this an 0000000 f under them, 
amounting in the aggregate to more than $20,000,000 

The unjust and oppressive high tariff is really less objectionable 
than tho internal-revenue law, which of itself is a grand monopoly 
and which has increased the facilities for frand since its enactment 
enormously, The records show that there have been more frauds per- 
potrated within the last ten years than ever were before, and we have 
every reason to believe they are still perpetrated, notwithstandin 
o rash ined have been mae . toeo; by which sey 

istin ed personages got into the penitentiary. 

In speaking of the 1 law in regard to the distillation of 
spirits I do not wish to be considered as an advocate of the manufact- 
uro or use of ardent spirits. Upon the contrary if I had the power I 
would banish its use entirely from the land and would prohibit its 
manufacture and use entirely. But it has been made and drank from 
the earliest days down to the present, and it is reasonable to suppose 


that it will continue to be made and vsed. That being the case, then, 
let us make the laws under which it is made equal and jnst, so thut 
all ean and will ohare Do not wake the law so that it is only a 
monopoly; so that the man of large means can comply with it and 
those of small means cannot and are therefore tempted to evade it in 
order to get rid of their surplus grain and fruit. The enormous tax 
of ninety cents per gallon with the army of officers at high salaries 
in the shape of collectors, gangers, inspectors, storehouse-keepers, 
and as to how many more paid oflicials there are attached to each dis- 
tillery I am unable to say, makes it out of the question for a man of 
small means to distill his surplus grain or fruit without a loss; and 
this is the main cause of so many moonshiners that we read of every 
day, that are costing the Government so much to suppress in the shape 
of pay to spies and dead-beats as raiders, who in most instances drink 
more spirits than they destroy. But if Congress would pass some such 
bill as House bill 414, now pending before the Committee of Ways 
and Means, which reduces the tax to 5 cents per gallon and 
reduces and simplifies the expenses of collecting this tax, then, my 
word for it, we would hear no more talk of moonshiners and raids by 
revenue officials; and I firmly believe the revenue from this source 
would be largely increased, and it would not cost the half of $5,000,000 
to collect it, as it nearly does now. 

But of all the unjust and unreasonable tax-laws that ever adorned 
onr statute-books, none was ever more ey and oppressive than 
that part of the internal-revenue law relating to the tax on tobacco. 
While the estimated value of the entire tobacco crop, when ready for 
the knife in the field, the past year does not exceed $3,000,000, our 
Government collects upon that article alone a tax of $41,000,000, or 
more than 500 per cent. upon the value of the product. I ask in the 
name of justice, if such taxation as that is just and fair, or is it right. 
Is it reasonable to suppose that the people can or will submit to this 
unjust discrimination in taxes? It is unjust, illiberal, and oppressive 
in every sense. The tax upon manufactured tobacco is twenty-four 
cents per pound, and is in the end paid by the consumer, and while it 
is enormous amounting to three or four hundred per cent. it is not so 
bad as some other features of the law in ey to the privilege taxes. 
For instance, each merchant pays a privilege tax of bs annually for 
the privilege of selling manufactured tobacco, Each manufacturer of 
tobacco pays an annual tax of $10 for the privilege of manufacturing 
and selling it. The tobacco speculator who buys and sells it by 
wholesale also pays a tax annually of $25. But the poor farmer, 
who toils and sweats to raise the tobacco, is denied the privilege of 
selling to any one except a licensed ulator unless pays an 
annual tax of $500, and if he should sell one pound of tobacco to one 
of his hands or laborers, or should exchange one pound of tobacco for 
a bushel of corn, he is liable to a fine of $1,000, and twelve months’ 
imprisonment, and thus you see by this of law, the producer 
of the tobacco is forced into the clutches of the speculator, and is 
virtually prohibited from selling to any one else, under penalty of the 
thousand dollar fine and one year’s imprisonment, and is therefore 
at the mercy of the speculator, Just as our consumers are at the mercy 
of our manufacturers under our protective-tariff system. And these 
licensed speculators, who only pay this twenty-five dollar annual tax, 
can combine and {fix the price upon the farmer’s tobacco and force 
him to sell to them at their own price, because none of them can afford 
to pay a tax of $500 to retail leaf-tobacco to consumers, and but few 
of them are prepare to manufacture it. And being thus handicapped 
by the law, the speculator takes off their tobacco at his own price, 
making his own profits, and laughs at the honest farmer who has no 
remedy, and iscompletely at his mercy. I repeat again, there never 
was a law upon our statute-books more unjust and oppressive than the 
one now in forcein regard to tobacco. Can any one give u reasonable 
excuse why the farmer may not sell his tobacco to whom he pleases, 
just as he does his wheat, his barley, his corn or his hogs, his cattle or 
15 i perak hard, unjust, and U 1 lass of 

t is o ing hard, unjust, and cruelly upon a c of onr 
citizens and should be speedily changed. Suppose 8 wantin 
to raise $100 to pay his bands. Under the present law he cannot se 
that hand any of his tobacco unless the land is a licensed tobacco 
dealer, But if he was allowed to retail his tobacco to his hands and 
his neighbors, he could realize for it about twelve and one-half cents 
per pound, so that eight hundred pounds would pay the hand his 5100. 
And in my section we can raise eight hundred pounds per acre ; thus 
one acre would pay the $100. But your laws deny him the privilege 
of selling his tobacco except in bulk to the speculator, who takes it 
off, and the farmer is forced to resort to other means to raise the $100, 
and tries corn at thirty-three and one-third cents per bushel. It will 
then take three hundred bushels of corn or the product of ten acres’ 
labor to raise the $100; or if he sells cotton, it will require about 
twelve hundred pounds cotton or the product of about four acres of 
labor to pay it; or if he tries wheat, it will require one hundred bush- 
els wheat or the product of ten acres of nd to pay it, when the 
product of one acre of tobacco would pay it if he could be a free man 
and sell his tobacco to whom he pleases. And all this, because Con- 

has assumed to say to whom the farmer should sell his produce. 

t is claimed that estes ffs and tobacco are luxuries and ought to be 
taxed. Suppose they are? Are not they entirely the product of la- 
bor? It requires labor to make the corn, labor to r, house, 
mill, and distill it, in fact it is all labor, except to the thousand- 
and-one hungry internal-revenue officers who are not only sucking 
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at the bungs of the whisky-barrels for whisky, but are sucking at 
the people's pockets for their large salaries. 

And what if tobacco isa luxury? Does it not require hard labor 
to cultivate, harvest, cure, manufacture, and prepare it for market? 
Then who buys more of it than the poor Jaboring men of the coun- 
try? Is it not a privilege they are entitled to enjoy without payin 
1,000 per cent. for it? For by the time the tobacco passes throug 
all the varions hands of speculators who handle it, and all paying a 
tax and adding a profit, by the time it reaches the consumer he gen- 
erally pays about 1,000 per cent. more for it than the producer received 
for it. 

Why not as well tax other luxuries, and not put it all on two, 
while the real luxuries are exempt, because these two wi rat cee 
the product of the South and West? If this is allowed to remain 
they will say our magnificent wheat-crops in the West are 
luxuries and must be taxed. They will say our vast berds of cattle, 
ho: and hogs that our farmers are so proud to enjoy are luxuries, 
and they will tax them. Why not divide the tax upon real luxu- 
ries? Are not our great railroad lines, earning millions of dollars 
annually, luxuries to their owners? And they are protected in all 
their rights by the strong arm of the law? And whatis a 
luxury than to own a large manufacturing establishment, employin 
hundreds of hands, making millions of money annually by means o 
the high protective tariff passed Ly Congress to allow its owners to 
sell their goods at their own prices to our people by keeping out for- 
eign competition? This is indeed a luxury that many of our noble 
countrymen have been enjoying for years, but who have recently had 
their quiet slumbers disturbed as evidenced by the flood of petitions 
and memorials they have been sending into Congress in opposition to 
any revision of the tariff. Would it not be a luxury to our people to 
buy their Cuba sugars at two and a half to fonr cents per pound and 
pay for it in ſlour at six or eight cents per pound? But as it now is 
we pay Cuba fifty-five millions in cash more for her surplus than we 
sell her; the balance of trade being against us that amount in our 
commerce with Cuba. And still tbere is another greater luxury than 
any of these that I want to see divide this luxurious tax upon labor, 
and that is the luxury of banking. : 

Certainly it is a luxury to bea . to have bonds that pay no 
taxes, to deposit them in the vaults of the Treasury and draw the 
interest in gold semi-annually, and 90 per cent. of the bonds in cir- 
culation to bank upon and loan it at 10 to 20 per cent. per annum to 
the very bone and sinew of the country. And still this great luxury 
of banking is not satisfied. They are complaining awfully of the 
two-cent tax on checks and are petitioning Con to take it off, 
and also to take off the merely nominal tax on circulation and depos- 
its. And I greatly wonder that Congress in its great mercy toward 
capital has not long since removed this heavy burden from the banks 
and placed it upon labor. 

Now, how does the tax upon tobacco and that upon banks and 
bankers compare? 

I have shown you that upon this estimated value of the crop of 
tobacco last year in the field of $8,000,000 we collected 841,000,000 

in taxes. Now as to banks. We have two thousand and eighty 
national banks, besides a large number of savings and other banks, 
banking associations, &c. 


The capital stock of the national banks paid in is, as 


stated in the Secretary’s report.. $479, 407, 771 
Their circulation iss. 8 316,775, 111 
They have due them for loans and discounts......... 888, 243, 200 
Surplus fund and undivided profits on hand 166, 348, 800 
Deposits in savings-banks .---- e 2 .. 843, 154, 804 

Total inves ted seme 3 e 2,093, 989, 776 


in banking, as capital, circulations, loans, deposits, surplus profits, 
&e., upon all of which is collected, as shown by the last apo 
$7,076,086 as against $41,000,000 tax collected off of eight million dol- 
lars’ worth of hard labor in tobacco. And still they cry, “Take the tax 
off of banks and bankers.” Where is there any justice in such discrim- 
inations in thus taxing luxuries? Would to that we could all 
enjoy such Inxuries as are enjoyed by the capitalists of this conntry, 
who have had but to make their demands and Congress was always 
ready to respond to their demands in passing just such laws as they 
demanded. Now, as a humble member of this House and asa friend 
to right and justice, I insist that it is high time we should treat every 
calling and every occupation alike. Let us do equal justiceto the whole 
people; let us equalize the expenses of the Government, reduce ex- 

and economize in every department, and not tax one class of 
our people to death to enrich and protect another class, 

Now this Congress eau continue and carry out the good work begun 
by the last Congress in cutting down the expenses of the Government. 
Wecan save to the tax-payers of the conntry many millions of dollars 
annually by judicious legislation. While the country is groaning 
under the pressure that is daily carrying down men of skill and enter- 
prise by the hundred and thousand, it is our bounden duty to try to 
meet the demands of the country and try to relieve the distress in 
the country, and how can we begin better than by reducing expenses? 

When this great financial distress is shaking our Government to 
its very center, cannot we begin the reduction of salaries, and by 
beginning at the head afford great relief in this way? Why pay the 


President a salary of $50,000 per year? Why pay the General of the 
Army in times of peace $18,000 per annum? Why pay the Lieuten- 
ant-General $15,000, and other officers in proportion? Why have two 
hundred and pinety-five supernumerary officers doing no duty, and 
costing the tax-payers $500,000 annually? Why have fifty-six paymas- 
ters in the Army of twenty-three thousand men at a cost of $500,000, 
when ten could discharge all their duties, I could go on for hours 
naming useless and extravagant wastes of public moneys that are 
wrung from the hard earnings of the ago ae of the country, and 
so lavishly expended upon an army of o holders, but time will 
not permit me. 

en let us apply the pruning-knife liberally in cutting down ex- 
penses, and by all means let us lift the heavy burdens off the ate 
that now are so heavily 14 by our unjust and oppressive inter- 
nal-reyenue law, by our high protective tariff. And in order that 
taxation may be more equitable and just, let us pass Honse bill 1 
to tax all net incomes over and above $2,000 per annum, which i 
was my pleasure to introduce. 

Why not tax incomes ? Does not the Government protect all of our 
great mineral, manufacturing, and incorporated interests? Was not 
the whole United States Army brought into fy enge last summer 
at the expense of all the = to protect the Jarge interests of pri- 
vate parties ? And why should they not pay a reasonable income tax 
upon their net profits to help support the Government and to help 
pay the expenses of the Army that was brought into requisition to 
protect their property, and is used for that pape now? Why should 
not the eight hundred and eleven railroads in the United 7 5 e 
gregating about eighty thousand miles, valued at 54, 000,000, 000, whose 
net profits are many millions of dollars annually, pay a part of the 
expenses of the Government? Is it because they are not luxuries 
in the same sense that tobacco and whisky are? The two northern 
Pacific railroads are said to have made Jast year $17,000,000 net profits, 
They were built by and with the people’s money and the people’s lands, 
with a small slice of Credit Mobilier thrown in for seasoning, and yet 
Hig pay nothing to help support the Government, but are assumin 
to dictate to the Government terms of settlement of their indebted- 
ness, 

Our income-tax laws that went into effect in 1863 were contin- 
ued in operation for seven years and yielded a revenne in that time 
of $228,756,246, assessed and collected off of an average income of 
$200,000,000 and paid by about two hundred and fifty thousand per- 
sons. The largest income collected in any one year was in 1866, when 
$60,547,832 was collected, and the smallest about $15,000,000, in 1864. 
And while the income tax in seven years realized the above sum, as 
shown by official records, the records show that the tobacco crop of 
the country in the last fifteen years, averaging from four to eight 
millions of dollars, at maturity has paid into the Treasury the enor- 
mous sum of $86,048,363 as inst the above income tax. And here 
we have a fair illustration of the former legislation of the country in 
favor of capital against labor, because the income tax was paid by 
about two hundred and fifty thousand persons, and an average of 
four to the family would make about one million of persons, esti- 
mated by the late Secretary Welles, as interested in the income tax, 
and about thirty-nine million persons not interested in it; and in the 
face of this vast difference these capitalists who paid this income tax 
succeeded in procuring the repeal of the income-tax law with an in- 
crease upon the tax on labor. 

Now, will any impartial judge say that it is right and proper to thus 
burden the products of the soil and labor with taxation and let this 
vast wealth of the country in the shape of incomes reaching as high 
as $800,000,000 per annum go untaxed? Secretary Welles said when 
the law was repealed the incomes taxed amounted to about $800,000,000, 
and in order to relicve this | cash capital entirely from taxation 
Congress repealed the tax, and make 2 and tobacco pay nearly 
the whole internal- revenue tax now, thus protecting capital at the 

nso of labor. ; 

ow, Mr. Speaker, with all these facts staring us in the face, is it 
not time to pause and reflect? Are the people to blame for being rest- 
less, uneasy, and dissatisfied, when they see the politicians have had 
nothing to offer but the “bloody shirt“ waving in their faces and 
before their constituents, so as to ride into power, and have fastened 
upon them this unjust high, protective tariff, by which the energies, 
the enterprise, the industries, and the prosperity of the country are 
paral ? They have enacted and fastened upon them the unjust 
and oppressive internal- revenue law, which is injurious, unjust, and 
oppressive, and is causing hundreds and thousands of our fellow-men 
to violate it unintentionally. They have by the act of Congress mak- 
ing the bonds of the Government that were then payable in currency 
payable in coin, when gold was at or about 40 per cent. 2 
caused the people and tax-payers of the country a loss of at least 
$100,000,000. They then, to further increase the value of the bonds of 
the capitalists by fraud, demonetized silver, thereby causing a loss to 
the a of at least $150,000,000 in the circulation of that metal, 
and then by the passage of the resumption law they have almost 
placed the last feather upon the camel’s back in withdrawing from 
cirenlation, in the last few years, from three to four hundred million 
dollars, causing failures amounting during the past year alone to about 
nine thousand with liabilities of nearly ,000,000, besides thousands 
of smaller failnres all over the country that are not reported to the 
agencies; and this rate of failures has been going on ever since the 
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ge of the resumption law, which has increased into a panic, has 
paralyzed all kinds of trade, and bas benefited no one except the 
enhanced value of the money in the hands of the capitalists of the 
country. 

While ourcountry is rapidly increasing in population, with a greate 
demand for our products and the natural increase of our business, 
our Government ought to haye in like ratio increased the money in 
circulation rather contract it. 

We find in many sections our people really unable to buy the ne- 
eessaries of life because of the scarcity of money. And still we hear 
these men who manifest so little concern for the whole country say 
“Go on; force resumption; defeat the silver bill, and let the country 
take care of itself.” Lay ! 

I recently saw a statement of the amount of money in circulation 
per capita in each of the grand divisions of this country, which, if 
our eastern friends can be induced to believe is true, they will not 
wonder that our people in the West and South cry for more money 
and less taxes. It was this: 3 

The amount per ita in the New England States is 156.10; in the Middle 
States, 819 54; in the Western States, $7.96; in the Southern States, $4.50, and in 
my own State of Tennessee, only $2.60 per capita. 

Now, if this is correct, (and I have no reason to doubt it,) then our 

le are in a deplorable condition and need financial relief, and are 
justifiable in calling for a change in all laws regarding the finances 
and taxes. 

As our population and country inerease and expand, it is natural 
that the same ratio of increase in money is demanded to insure the 
prosperity of our people. It is the duty of the Government to pro- 
tect and look to the interests of the whole country, and not look alone 
to the favored few in the favored section. Great monopolies are 
dangerous to a free Government, and they should not be fostered and 
protected at the expense of the people; the people have rights, and 
while the ballot-box is the proper channel throngh which all wrongs 
and grievances should be righted, sometimes, when they fail there, I 
am sorry to know they resort to foree. But que and prudent legis- 
lation in the interest of all the people will always prevent any such 
dangers and calamities, and we should avoid oppressing one class of 
our citizens to enrich others. 


POSTAL SAVINGS AND POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, the questions of postal savings and 
the postal telegraph have agitated the public mind for years. These 
questions have been discussed to some extent in Congress and have 
been fully discussed in the public press and each has received the 
favorable recommendation of the Postmaster-General. But no action 
has been taken by Congress resulting in legislation adopting either 
of these systems. England and most of the leading countries of 
Europe have adopted this system of postal savings and postal tele- 
graphs with great success, and I am unable to see why these two 
systems cannot be adopted and carried out in this country to the great 
advantage of the people: Our Government was formed in the interest 
of the people, and such legislation should be adopted as will result 
in good to the whole people, 

It seems to me that there is no legislation that could be adopted at 
this session that would prove more beneficial to the laborer, the me- 
chanic, and people of small means, than the adoption of these two 
systems intoourlaw. Experience hasdemonstrated the practicability 
of both. It is the duty of Government to furnish safe depositories for 
the people and the speedy transmission of intelligence from one part 
of the country to another. The constitutional power of the Govern- 
ment todo both I apprehend will not be denied, and the only question 
remaining is one of policy. That the establishment of postal savin 
and the postal 9 would accommodate the great mass of 
people cannot be denied, The history of this country proves the neces- 
sity of both—the one farnishing a safe . Sarita Cares the other speedy 
transmission of news within the reach of all. the law nowis there 
is no depository adapted to the wants and the convenience of the poor 
man, nor is the telegraph within the reach of one-half of the peop e by 
reason of the prices ch for the transmission of news. I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that some legislation will be had tending to the accomplish- 
ment of these two objects, 

POSTAL SAVINGS. 


By the establishment of postal savings the people all over the coun- 
try will be afforded an opportunity to invest their savings with assur- 
ance that the principal will be returned with a small interest. 

Mr. Speaker, it is only a question of time when the postal system 
will be established throughout the civilized world. It is one of the 
great necessities of the age. The failure of savings-banks and con- 
sequent loss, especially to the poorer class, makes the demand greater 
than ever before. I hope that the poor, the laborer, the Te 
the clerk, the artisan, and in fact every man that lives by toil, wi 
have friends enough on this floor to cnact into law a system of postal 
savings that shall give confidence to the people and to enco the 
saving of small sums of money. The rich are provided for; it is the 
poor man, the laboring-man, demands this legislation. Shall the 
cries of the unfortunate depositors in broken savings-banks be heard, 
or shall we turn a deaf ear to these men and tell them if they have 
money that they may purchase bonds. 

Isay no. These people are not bondholders, nor do they desire to 
invest their money in bonds. They simply desire a safe depository 


of their small earnings until the accumulation shall enable them to 


purchase a lot of ground on which in time they can build a home for 
themselves and their families. It isa home they want. Yes, Mr. 
Speaker, it is a home these people desire, not bonds, not interest, but 
a home to protect their families from the storms of winter. It is 
through small savings that these people hope in time to build them- 
selves homes, and I maintain that these people are entitled to con- 
sideration in the enactment of a law upon this question. The bond 
system in my j nt is not adapted to the wants and convenience 
of these people. They do not desire facilities for investments, but on 
the contrary they demand a safe depository for their earnings until 
such time as they may desire to use the money. 

Ido not want it understood that I object to the issuing of small 
bonds; on the contrary I shall favor the issue of small bonds for in- 
vestment by all who desire to invest in the bonds of the Government. 
Ishall favor the issue of small bonds for investment because I believe 
it will tend to place the debt of the nation back in the hands of 
the people, where it should be held. But I maintain, Mr. Speaker, 
that our first duty is to establish a safe depository for the earnings 
and savings of the people without compelling the depositor to pur- 
chase a bund. Under any contingency the postal savings is not at 
war with any system of bonds; but, on the contrary, the friends of 

tal savings generally, so far as I know, would favor the issuing 
4 Treasury of small bonds to all who may desire to purchase. 

. Speaker, the confidence of the people has been sorely tried by the 
failure of savings-banks during the last three years, and the full con- 
fidence of the people can only be restored by the adoption of some 
system that will furnish to them a safe depository for their money, 
and inthe Government the people have confidence, and that confidence 
will be increased as the number of depositors increase. I shall hail 
the day with delight when it shall be the pride of every man to say 
that he has money in the hands of the Government, the accumulation 
of his savings. 

Mr, Speaker, Iam fully aware of the fact that the postal savings 
system has met with strong opposition and was established in England 
only after a long and continued struggle; but time has proved the 
fallacy of the opposition. In the light of Lay ena experience in 
pora savings Canada, New Zealand, Belgium, Australia, the Nether- 

ds, Germany, Norway, Sweden, Brazil, Switzerland, and Japan have 
adopted the system. It is urged by some that the Post-Offlee Depart- 
ment will be unable to perform the duties required and that the sys- 
tem has a centralizing tendency. There never was a greater fallacy. 
Does anybody pretend that the money-order system tends to central- 
ization? Notone. The money-order system has given entire satis- 
faction to the people, and I apprehend but few men in this land would 
desire its overthrow. At the date of the last report of the Postmas- 
ter-General, 187778, there were in operation 4,144 money-order offices. 
At these various offices there were issued during the year 4,925,931 
1 orders, amounting to 572,820, 509.70; and there was received 
y the postmasters for issuing these orders $623,748.95. In addition 
a large number of orders were drawn on Switzerland, Great Britain 
and Ireland, the German Empire, and the Dominion of Canada, 

I have not time to go into the details of this vast business, but must 
content myself 8 to the report of the Postmaster-General 
for the details. value of this system cannot be estimated. It 
Doe the rich and the poor alike, and the system is only in its 

ney, 

If this tenterprise has proven beneficial to the le and its 
sbcematul operation ? in no manner interfered with our sie system, 
why may we not hope that the operation of the postal savings system 
may not prove equally successful? As I have said there is and can be 
no constitutional objection to the adoption of this system, and I ask 
why not adopt it? Try it. If the system can be operated by the gov- 
ernments of the Old World and in Canada, I think it can be operated 
in this country with equal success. Try it. I desire to give the sys- 
tem a trial. I have faith that the Post- Office Department can manage 
the system successfully. 

I demand for the system is a fair trial. The issuing of bonds, 
large or small, in vy Ese ca ra will not furnish the desired relief to 
the great mass of the people intended to be benefited by the postal 
savings system. They are neither dealers nor holders of bonds. at 
they desire is such legislation as will enable them on Saturday night 
to go to the post-office and deposit their savings of the week, and 
that they may add thereto from week to week until necessity or in- 
clination may require them to withdraw it. They want, first, a safe 
depository for their money, and, second, that they can command it 
within a reasonable time. The details of the system are simple; the 
people and ters can readily understand them. In fact a care- 

ul study of the system for a few hours by e postmaster will enable 
him to carry out proper legislation on this subject withont difficulty. 
In recommending this system of postal savings to Congress the Post- 
master-General said: 

I am clear in tho conviction that the establi: f 
Eire achy 3 . postal savings depositories 

Mr. Speaker, reason and justice unite in demanding at our hands 


the adoption of this system. Can we not tell, sir, what the people 
want? Can we not tell what legislation is necessary on this snbject? 
hope not. Can 


Are we afraid to perform our duty in this regard ? 
we respond to our laboring friends, of whom we have heard so much 
on this floor, and say that we have performed our whole duty with- 
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out establishing some system at least that will insure absolute safety 
to depositors? I think not, and I hope every true friend of labor, 
every true friend of economy will give this measure his hearty sup- 
Let no man talk to me about economy and then vote against 
this great measure of economy. 
POSTAL TELEGRAPES. 


In connection with the question that I have just been discussing, 
I desire to say a few words in relation to the system of the postal 
telegraph. These two systems go hand in hand, and the power of the 
Government under the Constitution to take charge of and operate 
the postal telegraph e is equally clear. Every civilized govern- 
ment in a greater or less degree has taken charge and control of the 
transmission of intelligence to its officers, civil and military, and the 
diffusion of general intelligence among the people. 

If there ever was any doubt upon this question, I apprehend that 
such doubts have been dispelled, and that the universal opinion now 
is that the Government has power to contro] the transmission of news 
to the people. This view was taken by the Committee of Ways and 
Means at the second session of the Twenty-eighth Congress, and so 
far as I know has been uniformly adhered to by the Government ever 
since. The interests of the people, both in their business and social 
relations, have long appealed to Con for the establishment of the 
postal telegraph system. We are advised by the report of the Post- 
master-General that the importance of this measure has been urged 
from all pona of view by State Fi. pooh es by boards of trade, by 
commercial conventions, by the independent press, and by private 
persons, many of whom have been prominently identified with the 
practical worki g of the telegraph in this and other countries. It is 
upon this principle that our whole postal system is based, and when 
the transmission of intelligence by telegraph came into being the 
same view was taken by the Post-Office Department, as is clearly 
shown by the reports of the Postmaster-General for the years 1845 and 
1846, In his report for the year 1846 he recommends that the Gov- 
ernment keep the control of the telegraph. 

In the inception of the 1 4 5 it sprang into existence as a Gov- 
ernment institution. It was by the aid of Government that the first 
line of telegraph was constructed, and was for a time under Govern- 
ment control. It was placed under the control of the Postmaster- 
General, and he adopted regulations for its control in the transmission 
of intelligence to all at prescribed rates of Contes, I maintain that 
every telegraph line should be declared by Congress to be a post-road, 
and that the Postmaster-General should have the same control of 
these lines that he has over any other post-route; and that the trans- 
mission of messages should be under the entire control of the Gov- 
ernment. The power of the Government under the Constitution to 
establish post-offices and post-roads, and “to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States,” in my judgment fully 
authorizes the Government to control the telegraphic communications 
of the country. The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, ] 
from the Committee on the Judiciary of the Forty-third Congress, 
made a very able and elaborate report upon this subject, in which he 
uses this language, He said: 

Your committee can have no doubt of the power of Congress to take most strin- 
gent and efticient action over tel: hic communication to insure the safety of the 
3 me and for 8 of rote and just reports 171 —.— 
and W. = 
naag other news among the people, and the prevention of a most odious mo- 

The Government, by legislation of Congress, should have kept the 
entire control of the telegraph, butfrom time to time such legislation 
was had as to encourage the telegraph in the hands of private citi- 
zens; but since the war closed legislation has tended toward the final 
adoption of the postal telegraph system, for which J am now con- 
tending. 

By section 5267 of the Revised Statutes of the United States it is 
provided that— 

The United States may, for military, or other 
telegraph lines, p 4 and Prats of 8 all companies acting under tho pro- 
visions of the act of July 24, 1866, entitled “An act to aid in the construction of 

ph op Nos to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
m „ and other or under this title, at an appraised value, to be ascer- 
tained by five competent, disinterested persons; two of whom shall be selected 
the Postmaster-General of the United States, two by the company interested, an 
one by tho four so ly selected. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress must either proceed under this provision of 
the staiute, or provision should be made by law for the establishment 
at an early day of Pa si telegraph and for the construction of 
the necessary lines. Upon this question the Postmaster-General in 
his report for the year 1873 made this recommendation: 

The telegraph should be made a of the pest sstem wi 5 

3 does not seem inclined to, cxexclas the i ink egaga 
section of the act of July 24, 1866, to appoint appraisers to value the Bien i 
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3 the path of duty is plain. Congress should at once 
estab. the postal saving and the telegraph systems as a part of our 
national policy. It is just as much the duty of Government to fur- 
nish safe depositories for money as it is to furnish protection to any 
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by | shores of Lake Michigan, of similar im 


other property, and it is just as much the duty of Government to 
furnish the transmission of intelligence by telegraph at a cheap rate 
of postage as by the ordinary mails of the country. Let us discharge 
this duty and give to the people that which will benefit the great 
mass, by giving them the ability to save and economize, and cheap 
postage on telegrams, and we shall have accomplished a great work. 

Mr. Speaker, one word further in reply to the ent of centrali- 
zation. I apprehend that there is no man on this floor who will guard 
the just rights of the States with a more jealous care than myself; 
but will any man contend that the duty of establishing the 
savings or postal telegraph is within the province of the States? I 
apprehend not, but on the contrary all will concede that this work 
is the work of the General Government, and I do not fear that the 
telegraph operators of the country have any disposition to augment 
their power, and on the establishment of this advanced postal policy 
all fears will be abandoned, and I hope that there are but few now, 
at least, that are skeptical upon this point, and I urge immediate 
action in this direction. I concede, Mr. . that the establish- 
ment of these two great systems will add two additional bands of 
strength to the Union of the States and I hope will have a tendency 
to further strengthen the social and commercial relations of the peo- 
ple of the several States and to more firmly unite the people through- 
out the Union in one common purpose, the greatest good to the great- 
est number. 

Mr. HUMPHREY obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAYES. If the gentleman will yield I will make a motion to 


adjourn. * 
Au HUMPHREY. I yield for that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the Chair has recognized the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HUMPHREY) so that he will have 
the floor at the next evening session for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at nine o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 
eis Sy 1 4 5 postina e citizens of Philadelphia, 

unsylvania, against the of any measure reviving the in- 
come tax — to the Committee of Ways and Means. £ 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The tion of Culver, Page, Hayne & Co., 
job printers of Chicago, Illinois, for the abolition of duty on 

to the same committee. 

y Mr. BANNING: The 
Cincinnati, Ohio, that no ¢ be mado in the See duty on 
iron or the finished productions of iron to the same tteo. 

By Mr. BELL: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
toute from Sulphur Springs to Sulphur Springs Station, on the A. 
and R. A. Railroad, in Hall County, Georgia—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENEDICT: The petition of John 8. 3 and 230 
others, of Wyoming County, New York, against the reduction of the 
tariff on wools and woolens—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens Washington 
City, District of Columbia, the use of the Central station- 
house, in said city, as a police-court room—to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BOONE: The petition of citizens of Paducah, Kentucky, 
against the removal of the United States court from said city—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, estimate of the engineer in ch of the improvements on 
the Ohio River, as to the probable cost of removing obstructions in 
said river, near Cairo, known as “the grand chain”—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of residents on the western shore of 
Lake Michigan, against the transfer of the life-saving service to the 
Navy Department—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the United States residing on the 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Illinois: The petitions of the publi of 
the Illini, en Illinois; of the daily and weekly Dahville 
(Illinois) News; and of the Gazette, Champaign, Illinois, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of workingmen of Charleston, Illinois, against 
any reduction of the tariff on woolens—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of shippers of and dealers in live stock of Chi- 
cago, lllinois, against Jimitations of the rtation on railrads of 
live stock—to the Committec on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of W. M. Camp and other citizens, of Piatt 
County, Illinois, against changing the present tariff on wool—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C , of Iowa: Eight petitions of citizens of Cedar, 
Jones, Iowa, Tama, Benton, Clinton, and Linn Counties, and of Iowa 
City and Johnson County, lowa, that terms of the district court of 
the United States for Iowa be held at Iowa City, in said distriet to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3 COBB: The petitions of the publishers of tho Bloomfield 
(Indiana) Democrat, of the Pike County (Indiana) Democrat, and 


tition of 69 iron-workers, citizens of 
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of the Crawford County (Indiana) Democrat, for the abolition of the 
duty on t. to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of the publisher of the Tuscola 
County (Michigan) Pioneer, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Charles Thacher 2d and 57 others, 
of Barnstable, Massachusetts, for the amendment of the pension law 
so that men discharged for disease shall be paid the same bounty as 
if discharged for wounds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRITTENDEN: The petition of Sarah Jenks, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUTLER: The petition of the Albany and Rensselaer Iron 
and Steel Company of Troy, New York; of the Bethlehem (Pennsyl- 
vania) Iron Company; of the Lackawanna Iron and Coal Company, 
Scranton, Pennsylvania; of the Penn Steel Company, Baldwin, Penn- 
sylvania; of the Cambria Iron Company, of Johnstown, Pennsylva- 
nia; of the Cleveland (Ohio) Rolling Mills Company; of the Union 
Rolling Mill Company, Chicago, Illinois; and of the Edgar Thomp- 
son Steel Company, er, Pennsylvania, against the reduction of 
the tariff on spiegeleisen—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. : The petition of the publishers of the Bassier Ban- 
ner, Bellevue, Louisiana, and of the People’s Vindicator, Natchi- 
toches, Louisiana, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The petition of the publishers of the Emmet 
County (Michigan) Democrat, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. á 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of 52 business men of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, against any attempt to re-enact the income tax law— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina; A paper relating to the estab- 
lishment of a post-route from Lancaster, via Craig’s Mill and Sapp’s 
Cross Roads, to Hampton, South Carolina—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of George C. Leach and 54 others, 
against re-establishing by law an income tax—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of citizens of Ashtabula County, 
Ohio, against the passage of the bill to transfer the life-saving serv- 
ice to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GARTH: The petition of citizens of Morgan County, Ala- 
bama, relative to the distribution of proceeds of sales of public lands 
among the several States in aid of popular education—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GAUSE: Memorial of the mayor and common council of 
Fort Smith, Arkansas, concerning the improvement of the Arkansas 
River at Fort Smith—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Stephen Longfellow and others, 
against the transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of citizens and type-founders of 
the United States, requesting that, in order to Athy fraud in the 
introduction of foreign type into the United States, the duty may 
remain a specific one, and not be changed to an ad valorem duty—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, two pore from citizens, of Philadelphia, against the pas- 
sage of any law reviving the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. , of husetts: The petition of Boston branch 
pilots, for the improvement of the harbor of Scituate, Massachusetts 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr, HARTRIDGE: The petition of certain bankers and mer- 
chants, of Savannah, Georgia, for the Topea of the tax on bank de- 
posits—to the Committee of Ways and Means. i 

Also, papers relating to the bill for the relief of Augustus Burg- 
dorf—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

3y Mr. HAYES: The petition of citizens of Streator, Illinois, against 
the reduction of the tariff—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDEE: The petition of D. C. Holcomb and 15 other 
citizens of Isle Lamotte, Vermont, for the amendment of the pension 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James S. Peck, adjutant-general of Vermont, 
and 28 other officers in the late war, of Vermont, for the encourage- 
ment of rifle practice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petitions of the publishers of the Bald- 
winsville (New York) Gazette; of the Jordan (New York) Transcript; 
and of the American Wesleyan, Syracuse, New York, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of the late war, that pensions be 
granted soldiers discharged for disease—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petitions of the publishers of the Lake 
County (Michigan) Star, of the Mason County (Michigan) Record, 
and of the Pioneer-Magnet, Big Rapids, Michigan, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John Dorsey, George Ray, and 25 other citi- 
zens of Michigan, that the tariff on wool remain unchanged—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ITTNER: Papas relating to the claim of Samuel A. Lowe— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petition of the publishers of the North- 


* 
umberland County (Pennsylvania) Democrat, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of citizens of Au County, Ala- 
bama, relative to the distribution of proceeds of publie lands among 
the several States in aid of popular education—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of 250 workingmen and farmers 
of Stark County, Ohio, agains t any reduction of tariff duties—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of Jacob Farance, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of type-founders of the United 
States, in favor of a specific tariff duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of W. P. Martin and others, against 
the proposed change of duties upon sugar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OLIVER: The petition of the publisher of the O’Brien 
Pioneer, Primghar, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: A communication from W. O. Leslie, of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, suggesting the issue of five hundred millions of 
Government conor bens at thirty years, of the denominations of $5, 
$10, $25, and $100, at 3.65 interest in current coin—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of New York: The petition of the publisher 
of the Argus, Franklinville, New York, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, against trans- 
ferring the life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Matthew G. Elliott and others, 
of New Haven, Connecticut, against taxing incomes—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PO S: The petition of the publisher of the Aroostook 
Valley Sunrise, Fort Fairfield, Maine, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Margaret Cahill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAPP: A Peal relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Council Bluffs to Logan, Iowa to the Committee ou the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Malvern (Iowa) Leader, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Waysand Means. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Susan 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William D. Wilson—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Georgia: The petition of the publisher of the 
Early County (Georgia) News, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Hon. L. E. Welch and other citizens of Georgia, 
for the distribution of the proceeds of the sale of public lands in aid 
of popular education—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of a committee of type-founders 
of the United States, that the tariff duty on type remain unchanged— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of W. M. Galt & Co. and others, for 
the reduction of charges on the inspection of flour in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Jesse Stringluff, J. F. Shaffer, J. 
A. McKillip, and 48 other citizens of Maryland, against the revival of 
the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of the publisher of the 
Texas Northwest, Mon e, Texas, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 
y Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of Captain Hiram Burch and 
95 other boat-owners, boatmen, and other business men for the sur- 
vey and location of an ice harbor in the Muskingum River, above the 
first dam, for the protection of steamers and other water craft against 
injury and destruction by the floes of ice in the Ohio River—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of Captain C. M. Cole and 189 others, steamboat 
owners, officers, and other business men of Marietta, Pittsburgh, and 
other points on the Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Hon. E. H. Moore and 120 other citizens of 
Athens County, Ohio, against any reduction in the present tariff on 
wools and woolens—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Thomas J. Allison and 42 other citizens of the 
same county, of similar import—to the samo committee. 

Also, the petition of T. E. Van Law and 168 other citizens of Mor- 
gan County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. J. Hiatt and 25 other citizens of the same 
county, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Richard Edgarton and 37 other citizens of the 
same county, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Henry Logan and 46 other citizens of Athens 
County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WALSH: The petition of Isaac Young and John L. Young, 
executors of John Young, deceased, for stores taken by the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Eu- 
faula, Alabama, that aid be ted to the Texas Pacific Railway— 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petitions of David Hinds, 
James Edwards, and others; of M. E. Brown, C. P. Pike, and others; 
of Frank Palmer, E. B. Rand, and others; of W. F. Weston, Henry 
J. Huntington, and others; of William B. Wever, E. Carroll, and others; 
of Oscar F. Maynard, Albert A. Boynton, and others; and of J. C. 
Whitney, Garrett Smith, and others, for an amendment of the law to 
allow payment of bounty to soldiers discharged for disease contracted 
in the service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of J. M. Taylor, E. A. Moore, and others; and or 
Jacob Broadwell, G. V. Spaulding, and others, against any change in 
the tariff—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of 88 : The petitions of the publishers of 
the Weekly Mercury, Salem, Oregon ; of the Pacific Christian Messen- 

er, Monmouth, Oregon; of the Dalles (Oregon) Itemizer; of the 

ashington County (Oregon) Independent; and of the State-Rights 

Democrat, Albany, Oregon, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 222 citizens of Lane County, Oregon, for the 
establishment of a harbor of refuge at Cape Foulweather, Oregon— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Yam Hill County, n, that the 
time for the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad, be ex- 
tended—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the claim of the 
owners of the steamer Fannie Branders—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of Colonel J. C. Slaght, 
of New York City, late assistant quartermaster United States Volun- 
teers, for reimbursement of $1,840—to the same committee, 

By Mr. WILSON: The ponin of D. T. Atkinson, J. D. Whitham, 
and 576 other citizens of West Virginia, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, for 
maintaining the present rates of duty on wool and woolen goods—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WREN: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Tybo to Tem Pahute, Nevada—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of the publisher of the Bolivar (Ten- 
nessee) Bulletin, for the abolition of the duty on type to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE, 
TUESDAY, March 12, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. SPENCER, and by unanimous consent, its 
further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Charles E. Cunningham 
and 1,400 others, citizens of Little Rock, Arkansas, praying that the 
greenback currency be made a legal tender for all debts public and 
private ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHYTE ee the memorial of Jesse Slingluff, Daniel 

Miller, Young, Kimmel & Co., and others, citizens of Baltimore, 
Maryland, protesting against the passage of any law imposing a tax 
on incomes; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. WHYTE. I desire also to present a resolution, which is in the 
nature of a memorial, and 1 2 jA addressed to me is evidently 
intended for Congress, by the Maryland Academy of Sciences, recom- 
mending the passage of the bill in relation to the Woodruff scientific 
expedition around the world. As the bill is before the Senate, I 
move that this paper lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Robert G. Ingersoll, of Ii- 
nois, and others, citizens of the United States, praying for the repeal 
of sections 1785, 3878, 3893, 5389, and 2401 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, or that they be modified so that they will not 
abridge the freedom of the press or of conscience ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented resolutions adopted by the Iron Mold- 
ers’ Union at Omaha, Nebraska, protestin against the p e of the 
bill known as the Wood tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Lieutenant-Commander 
James H. Sands, of the United States Navy, praying that he may be 
advanced ten numbers in his grade for gallant service, as recom- 
mended by the board of officers appointed under a joint resolution of 
Congress approved July 1, 1870; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Curtis and others, citizens 
of Movers, Clinton County, New York, praying for an amendment of 
the pension laws, extending the limitation of the time for obtaining 
arrears ao to July 4, 1880; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 


Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the National Association for 


the relief of destitute col women and children, praying that 
Congress may make the usual appropriation for the continuation of 
the work of the association; which was referred to the Committee 
on 2 5 riations. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of John C. Smith, James 
F. Cooper, Lyman L. Kellogg, William B. Royal, Levi Kent, Will- 
iam Nolty, and John H. Myers, residents of Oakland, Douglas County, 
Oregon, praying that certain moneys be refunded to them which they 
paid as sureties on the official bond of James A. Sterling, late post- 
master at Oakland, Oregon, for losses occurring through his insanity; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented nine petitions of citizens of Oregon, praying an 
appropriation for the erection of a light-house at the entrance of the 
Umpqua River, in the State of Oregon; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 848) providing for the construction of the 
Mount Jefferson military wagon-road, in Oregon, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred a letter of the Adjutant-General, submitting tracings of plats 
of Fort Fetterman reservations, &c., reported a bill (8. No. 901) to 
relinquish to the custody of the Interior Department certain portions 
of the Fort Fetterman military reservation which are no longer re- 
quired for aor purposes ; which was read twice by its title, 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 

was referred the petition of Martha G. Vaughn and Louisa Jackman, 
praying to be allowed compensation for seryices rendered during the 
war of the rebellion, asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which 
was agreed to. 
He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 394) to place the name of Daniel H. Kelly upon 
the muster-roll of Company F, Second Tennessee Infantry, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 455) for the relief of Patrick Sullivan, reported it with an 
“Sperm a and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 

rinted. 

. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 800) for the relief of the heirs of Major 
D. C. Smith, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Carl Jussen, late adjutant Twenty-third Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, eg ge to be paid the difference of pay between ut- 
major an adjutant from Angust 2 to December 13, 1863, submitted 
a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 902) for the relief of 
Carl Jussen. : 

This bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. THURMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 851) to prohibit members 
of Congress from becoming sureties in certain bonds, to report it 
with one amendment and to submit a report thereon. I wish to say 
in reference to the bill that as it will probably incur no oh) cet 
and give rise to no discussion, I shall ask, at a very earl y, the 
Senate to take it up and it, probably in the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESID . The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar, and the report printed. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 535) for the relief of the executors of the 
estate of John S. Miller, deceased, reported it without amendment 
and submitted therewith a letter of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue on the subject and the report of the House Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

r. SPEN SER Eon the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 740) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to relinquish and turn over to the Interior Department cértain parts 
of the Camp Douglas military reservation in the Territory of Utah, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 612) for the relief of John A. Torrence, 
reported it with an amendment. 

. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 350) to amend section 2288 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to enable citizens of the 
State of Florida to transfer a portion of their pre-emptions or home- 
steads to aid in the construction of railroads, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. WITHERS. I am instructed to submit adverse reports in sev- 
eral cases by the Committee on Pensions. I will state that many of 
the cases being applications for pensions to soldiers of the war of 
1812 and their widows, are already provided for in the bill that has 
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passed and is now a law; and in other cases there is no 
testimony whatever to sustain the application. 

The pe 2 55 reports were on the following petitions: 

The petition of Catharine Middleton, of Baltimore, Maryland, widow 
of a soldier in the war of 1812, praying for a pension ; ; 

The petition of Arcadias Pettingill, of Wayne, Maine, praying to 
be allowed a pension for services rendered during the war of 1812; 

The petition of Richard T. Horner, of Delaware County, Indiana, 
praying to be allowed a pension for services in the war of 1812; 

The petition of Samuel Faulkner, and others, of Vienna, New York, 

raying the passage of an act increasing the pension of Henry N. 
Flalstead, a soldier in the war of 1812; 

The petition of O. P. Shiras, and other citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, 
praying for an increase of the pension of officers and soldiers of the 
the war of 1812; and 

The petition and papers of Angelina Raish, praying arrears of pen- 
sion. 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 754) granting a pension to Richard O’Neale 
late an officer in the United States Navy in the war of 1812, submitted 
an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 


THE HOG CHOLERA. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution to print additional copies of the mes- 
sage of the President relative to diseases prevailing among swine, to 
report it with an amendment and recommend its passage. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resb- 
ution. 

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Printing with 
an amendment to strike out “5,000” and insert “2,600” before the 
words “ additional copies;” so as to read: 

That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,600 additional copies of the 
message of the President relative to the disease prevailing among swine. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution to print additional copies of a report and bill in 
relation to the Pacific Railroads, reported it withont amendment; 
and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 
` Resolved, That 500 additional copies of Senate report No. 125, with Senate bill 
No. 512, in relation to the Pacific railroads, as reported from the Committee on 
Rai be printed in document form for the use of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 903) iba Ba the repavement of certain 
streets and avenues in the city of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. eg Set ote the removal of the tracks of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad from certain streets in the city of 
Washington, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 905) to establish a post- route in the 
State of Nevada; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 906) releasing the title of the United States 
in a certain parcel of land to the assigns of Jobn Cutler; which was 
read twice by its title, and refe to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 907) granting a pension to 
Louis Koerth ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KERNAN. By the request of an intelligent young lawyer, I 
ask leave to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
908) to regulate the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 
Ordered, That Catharine J. Edmondson have leave to withdraw her 
papers from the files of the Senate, on leaving copies of the same wi 
ary. 
On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claims of Lieutenant-Colonel Lewis 
Downing, Captain James McDaniel, and Chaplain Evan Jones (and their heirs) for 
arrears due for military services in the United States Army, Indian Home 
during the war of the rebellion, be taken from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


tion and 
the Secre- 


ADJUDICATION OF CLAIMS AGAINST GOVERNMENT, 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary are hereby instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of providing that all claims against the United States exceed- 
ing in amount the sum of $1,000 shall be prosecuted and 2 in the United 
States circuit courts of the several States where such originate, and also- 
to provide for the prohibition of contingent fees in all cases prosecuted against the 
United States, whether in the courts or Congress. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2132) to pay for clerical services and extraor- 
dinary expenses under the seventh section of the act of August 18, 
1856, in the Pawnee land district in Kansas, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the 
same; also making appropriations for detecting trespass on public 
lands and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


TIMBER DEPREDATIONS IN MONTANA TERRITORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

y DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 11, 1878 — 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I understand that paper to be in answer toa 
resolution adopted by the Senate a few days since calling upon the 
Secretary for information in regard to timber depredations in the 
Territory of Montana. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. As it is of considerable length I move that the 
reading of it be dispensed with, that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

The VICE-PRESID Objection is made. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to having the paper printed in the Rec- 
ORD. The Recorp is not the place for documents of that kind. Ido 
not object to its being printed in ordinary document form forthe infor- 
mation of Senators and other purposes, but I do object to cumbering 
our record of debates with extensive documents from the Interior 
or other Departments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the communica- 
tion will be printed and lie upon the table. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Have I not a right to call for the reading of 
the communication ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I desire that it be read. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the effect of that be to put it in fhe Recorp? 

Several SENATORS. Yes. 

Mr. SPENCER. It certainly will. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to have the matter settled whether it will 
put it in the RECORD or not. If so, I raise the question upon the 
reading of it. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not aware that it does put 
it in the RECORD. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, I object to having it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not of course printed in the Rxo- 
ORD, the Secretary informs the Chair. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I should like to state, with the consent of the 
Senate, the reason why I ask to have it printed in the RECORD. It 
is, as Lhave already stated, in answer to a resolution of inquiry call- 
ing for the facts in relation to depredations upon the timber lands of 
the United States in the Territory of Montana. The course of the 
Secretary of the Interior was commented upon with some criticism, 
upon the authority of certain statements made by the territorial Del- 
egate from that Territory, by a Senator on this floor a few days since; 
and it gave rise to the resolution which I had the honor to submit, 
in answer to which this communication is now sent to the Senate. 
My object is to have justice done to the Department by permitting 
the answer to those statements to have the same circulation, the 
same publicity, that has already been given to the statements made 
in re to, and the criticisms upon the course of, the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I have no objection to anything 
that the Secretary of the Interior may see fit to say being known to 
the conntry,in defense of the arbitrary, oppressive, and I might say, 
so far as his agents are concerned, unscrupulous manner in which 
this business of espionage, listening, and reporting has been carried 
on in the Territories—a policy which, if its objects are carried out 
to their utmost extent, would depopulate every one of them and 
make it impossible to remain there during the winter season, sto 

ing all industries of every character whatever, every ee 

m the impossibility of building a fire under its furnace, or a widow 
to boil her pot. Each settler cannot go miles to collect firewood. But 
the time to debate that matter is not now, during thé morning hour. 
The method of informing Congress in regard to the opinions of the 
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Departments is through public documents. The record of our de- 
bates should be kept clear of such documents and be used merely for 
the 3 of debates. I do not recognize the right under the pres - 
ent law of a Cabinet minister coming upon this floor and making a 
speech in bis defense or in answer to Senators, or his right to report 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair proposes simply to submit 
this question to the Senate, Shall the Senator from Ohio, in accord- 
ance with his declared purpose, be permitted to read the communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior as a part of his s. 


peech on 
the motion to refer the communication to the Committee on Publie 


here in reply to the resolution or otherwise, and have them printed | Lands 


at length upon the record of our proceedings. As to any favor 
usually accorded to documents of this character, let it be fully ac- 
corded ; but I do object, for the reason I have given, to the document 
being printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio request the 
reading of the communication? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. In answer to the Senator from California I 
desire to submit a few remarks, and the most convenient form in 
which I think I can submit them is by embodying as my remarks the 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, which I ask to 
have read now as my 7585 apen the subject. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will report the communi- 


cation. 

Mr. SPENCER. I should like to know what is before the Senate 
if the Senator from Ohio is going to make a speech. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. My motion is to refer the communication to the 
Committee on Public Lands and to have it printed in the RECORD. 
On that motion I submit the remarks which are about to be read at 
the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to lay aside the 1 0 and all prior orders 
and proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 2108, for the relief 
of William A. Hammond, late Surgecn-General of the Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio has the floor, and 
unless he yields to the Senator from Alabama the motion cannot be 
entertained. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No, sir; I do not yield. I ask that the com- 
munication be read. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to the communication being read at the 
Clerk’s desk. If the Senator wants it read, let him it himself. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I can read it. Iam a pretty good reader. 

285 SPENCER. I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me for my 
motion. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No, I thank the Senator; I will not yield now. 

Mr. WHYTE. Can these remarks be submitted without the con- 
sent of the Senate ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that a Senator need 
not consult the Senate as to the tenor of his remarks. 

Mr. WHYTE. No, sir; but I mean is not the subject under the con- 
trol of the Senate? Has it been taken up to be considered? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been. The Chair presented the 
communication in the ordinary form. 

Mr. WHYTE. But is there any question before the Senate? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. My motion is before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to refer 
the communication to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Chair announced, I think, that the motion to 
refer was carried, and there is therefore no further question before 
the Senate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair made no announcement in 
relation to it. 

Mr. SARGENT. In order to get at what I wish, I make the point 
of order that this is improper matter for the RECORD and ought not 
to go into the Recorp. It may be that under some legislative trick 
or other it is ible to get it in. 

The VICE-PRESID: . The Chair has ruled that it does not go 
into the RECORD as a matter of course, on account of the mere read- 
ing of it. 

Mr. SARGENT. But if the Chair now rules that the Senator from 
Ohio can read this document at length I should like to know what is 
to prevent me from reading all the documents before me at length, 
[exhibiting a bundle of documents.] 

Mr. CONKLING. The Chair has not so ruled. 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has presumed that it might 
be read as a part of the remarks of tho Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SARGENT. The point of order which I raise is that the Sen- 
ator has not a right, under the pretense of discussing a motion to refer 
the communication to the Committee on Public Lands and that it be 
printed as a document and in the RECORD, to have the document itself 
read at length. 

Mr. WHYTE. Without the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. Without the consent of the Senate. I should like 
to have some of the older Senators state their view as to whether 
the reading can proceed under the circumstances. If so, the daily 
record of debates can be swelled to dropsical size by the essays of 
department scribes. That is a record for Senators’ proceedings, not 
of the Departments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the point of order 
to the Senate. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Have I a right to speak on that point of order, 
Mr. President ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, although a point of order is not 
debatable, I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is the Chair about 
to submit to the Senate a question as to the meaning of the rule? 


7 

Mr. CONKLING. Now I ask that the rule the number of which I 
do not surely remember—it is about 15 I think relating to the read- 
ing of papers, be read. 

The ICE-PRESIDENT. Itis Rule 15. 

When the reading of is called for, and th is to \- 
ator, its shall be pray data ira vote of the Sonate, ana wet debate? 3 

That the Chair does not understand to be this proposition. 

Mr. CONKLING. No sir, but I wanted to know what the rule 


was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As many as favor the proposition just 
stated by the Chair, that the Senator from Ohio be permitted to read 
the communication of the Seere of the Interior as part of his 

h, will say “ay ;” those opposed, “no.” [Putting the question.] 
y the sound the Chair thinks the ayes have it. $ ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Iask for a division. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say a word on this 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is not debatable. 

Mr. THURMAN. But I wish to make an inquiry. Is it held that 
Rule 15, which prohibits the reading of a paper without the leave of 
the Senate, applies to a reading in the course of an ent? Then 
what does the objection to my colleague reading this amountto? He 
has a right to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He proposes to read it as a part of his 
own remarks. It is not the ordinary reading called for under the fif- 
teenth rule, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. THURMAN. Can theré be an objection to his doing that? 
Does.it require leave of the Senate to ar it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is submitting that question to 
the Senate, whether he shall be permitted to read the communication 
of the Secretary of the Interior as a part of his remarks. That is the 

estion on which the Senate is now voting. Asmany as will it 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] to read the communication 
of the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with his declared pur- 
poser aa a part of his speech, will rise and stand until they are 
conn 


Forty-six Senators rose in the affirmative. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those opposed will rise. 

Mr. SARGENT. Igiveit 5 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. © question is decided in the affirm- . 
ative. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask, Mr. President, what is the resolution before 
the Senate? I ask that the resolution or motion be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is that this communication 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SARGENT. And be printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And be printed. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. And also printed in the RECORD. That was 
the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And also printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to the present consideration of that reso- 
Intion. It must go over. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I have the floor. 

Mr. SARGENT. I make objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution, and it must lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken by the 
Senator from California. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As I understand this question, the 
Chair Jays before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, upon which the Senator from Ohio makes a motion that 
it be referred and at the same time printed in the RECORD. That I 
think brings it exactly before the Senate, as the Chair has ruled. 
Now, in my opinion, (and the Senate has so held repeatedly, ) the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has aright upon that motion to make his remarks, and 
if he thinks proper to read the communication it is with the Senator 
himself to decide whether he will use the privilege or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion goes over under the, rule, 
objection being made to its present consideration. 


BENNETT POLAR EXPEDITION. 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I ask the Senate to consider Sen- 
ate bill No. 876, a very brief bill which I think will take but a mo- 
ment. 

There being no bes grey the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 876) in aid of a polar expedi- 
tion designed by James Gordon Bennett. 

The preamble recites that James Gordon Bennett, a citizen of the 
United States, has purchased in Great Britain a vessel e to be 
specially adapted to arctic expeditions, and proposes, at his own cost, 
to fit ont and man the vessel, and to devote her to efforts to solve the 
polar problem ; and that it is deemed desirable that the vessel, while 
so engaged, shall carry the American flag and be officered by Ameri- 
can ane ee The unt er proposes to e the et 
re of the Treasury to issue an American register to the vesse 
8 of Jeannette, and to authorize the Peeeident of the United 


States to detail, with their own consent, commissioned, warrant, and 
petty officers of the Navy, not to exceed ten in number, to act as ofli- 
cers of the vessel during her first voyage to the arctic seas; but the 
detail shall be made of such officers only as the President is satisfied 
can be absent from their regular duties without detriment to the 
public service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. HAMMOND. 


Mr. SPENCER. I now move that thé Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. 
Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, is the morning busi- 
ness disposed of ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair knows of no further morning 
business. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Then I suppose the unfinished busi- 
ness is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT Not necessarily until theend of the morn- 
ing hour. The Chair will recognize the unfinished business at one 
o'clock. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Alabama. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not suppose it is necessary to read the bill. 
It has been read several times at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not be read again unless its read- 
ing is called for. 

r. SPENCER. I think the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
has the floor and desires to speak upon it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Alabama to yield to me 
for a moment to call u 

Mr. SPENCER. I cannot yield any further. It is Speer It 
will take but a few minutes now, I think, to pass this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I was in hopes that some one of the 
Senators in favor of this bill would . to the Senate an expla- 
nation of the reasons 4 0 it should pass. For myself, while I have 
no hope that the bill will fail to pass, I feel that I have a duty to 

orm which will not permit me to remain silent. After the passage 

of this bill by the House of Representatives and the recommendation 

of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate that it pass, there 

_ can be left no hope that the bill will be defeated; but, as I said, I 

have a duty to perform not merely to myself but to former officers of 

the Army who are similarly situated and against whom this Dill is 
practically a discrimination. 

The passage of the bill prima facie would seem to establish three 
things: First, that Congress has made up its mind that it is a proper 
exercise of its pant to go behind the judgments of courts-martial and 
inquire into the facts upon which those judgments were based ; sec- 
ond, that such inquiry has been made in tbis case; and third, that 
upon such inquiry the judgment which was heretofore rendered was 
not a proper one to have been rendered. That, I say, would seem to 
be the condition of this matter prima facie on the passage of this bill; 
but I think an examination of the report by which this bill is accom- 
panied casts a great deal of doubt upon the two latter propositions. 

In the first place I do not think it can be shown by an examina- 
tion of this report that any investigation of the facts upon which 
the judgment of the court-martial in this case was rendered has ever 
been made; and I think we are practically asked to consider this 
question simply upon the report and upon that part of the report 
which treats of the character of Dr. Hammond as a physician and as 
a man eminent in a general way. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to overturning the judgments of courts- 
martial by act of Congress just as much as I would be to the action 
of Congress proposing to overturn the judgments of an ordinary court 
in a civil case or in a criminal case. Courts-martial have been estab- 
lished for the internal administration of the affairs of the Army, and 
their judgments ought to be, after having been rendered under the 
sanction not merely of the court but affirmed by the action of the 
several reviewing officers through whose hands they before they 
become final, treated by Congress as just as final as the judgments of 
any court in suits between parties before it. I think it is not only 
wrong in itself, but subversive of discipline in the Army, that Con- 
gress shall go ont of its way to take up either this case or any other 
case for the purpose of saying that the facts on which the judgment 
was founded were not suficient to warrant its rendition. It is going 
beyond the purview of any metering orri because as we all know 
the reviewing court will not consider the weight of the testimony, but 
only whether there was any testimony tending to prove the facts upon 
which the judgment was founded. 

It is therefore, I think, an unwarrantable interference by Congress 
with the affairs of the Army and with the action of courts which it 
has established for the of administering justice in the Army 
under rules which are just as definite, just as well defined as those 
which govern other co and where justice is administered under 
all the sanctions that obtain in ordinary litigation, 

It is in effect saying to persons aggrieved by the action of courts- 
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martial that Congress can be induced by the operation of social and 
political influences to set aside that action. This inevitably weakens 
authority and destroys discipline. 

In this case something, I think, is due to the character of the court 
which rendered the judgment. The court was ordered on the 16th 
day of January, 1864. It was composed of Major-General R. J. 
OGLESBY, now a member of this body; Brigadier-General W. S. Har- 
ney, of the regular Army; Brigadier-General W. S. Ketchum, Briga- 
dicr-General George S. Greene, Brevet Brigadier-General W. W. Morris, 
Brigadier-General A. P. Howe, Brigadier-General John P. Slough, 
Brigadier-General H. E. Paine, Brigadier-General J. C. Starkweather. 
Such a court, for the character of the members composing it, both as 
men and as soldiers, certainly could not be excelled. It convened on 
the 19th day of January. It sat continuously from then until the May 
following for the trial of this case; and where? At some out-of-the- 
way post of the United States, beyond the reach of the telegraph, be- 
yond the reach of the inquisition which is always held over such 
tribunals by the newspaper press of this country! 

Not at all. It sat here in the city of Washington. Every single 
syllable of the testimony was given in public. Not a single moment 
of the session of the court, except when it retired for the purpose of 
considering objections to testimony,was held privately. It was held 
in the open daylight, under the scrutiny not merely of the American 
people but under the scrutiny of the press of the United States; and 
not only under that sanction, but that court was composed, as I said, 
of men eminent in all the walks of life, men just as jealous of the 
rights of this man and of all men as citizens as any body of men 
could have been. Besides that, this man wasrepresented by counsel ; 
among the most eminent lawyers there were then in the United 
States. He had all the safeguards that could possibly be thrown 
around him for the purpose of a fair trial of the case and a fair ascer- 
tainment of all the facts of it and the rendition of a judgment accord- 
mey At every stage of the 1 wherever he interposed a 
dilatory motion, a motion for delay, for any p connected with 
the getting of testimony or for the argument, the court granted it. 
The court adjourned from the 22d of April, the day after concluding 
the testimony, on the reqnest of the accused, to the 3d day of May, 
for the purpose of giving him time to prepare his defense. On the 
7th day of May the court rendered judgment. From the 7th of May 
until the 18th day of August those proceedings were in the hands 
either of the President or of the Secretary of War forthe p of 
review. On the 18th day of August President Lincoln, over his own 
sign-manual, made this certificate: 

The record, proceedings, findings, and sentence of the court in the foregoing case 
are approved, and it 2 Aaa that Brigadier General William A. Hammond, Sur- 
goon of the United States Army, be dismissed the service, and be forever 

ualified from holding any office of trust or profit under the Government of the 


United States. 
A. LINCOLN, 

Avevst 18, 1864. 

Now, it is a part of the “ outside history” of this bill before Congress 
that Secretary Stanton had a spite against General Hammond, and 
that he gratified that spite b bringing him before this court-martial 
and 8 him to be unla y and unwarrantably dismissed. 
On the 29th day of August, 1863, the President, through the Secre- 
tary of War, relieved General Hammond fromduty. From that time 
until the January following he was not on trial, but of course was in 
a condition where he could poer himself for that which he prob- 
ably knew was inevitable; but if, as is stated, the eee this 
Prejudice against General Hammond, if he was determined to be rid 
of him at all hazards, Why should he not have done what he could 
have done then under the law, it being in a time of war: absolutely 
dismissed him from the Army without the intervention of a court- 
martial at all? 

At that time General Hammond, as he is now, was a man eminent 
in his profession, was a man of the widest social and political connec- 
tions. Political influence at that time, as probably at no other time 
during the war, was all-powerful. Then as now General Hammond 
had influential friends in both the great political parties and in both 
Houses of Con Con was in session during his trial. If 

‘oss injustice had been done the remedy could and would then have 

n applied through congressional intervention. If then, when all 
the facts were before Congress and the country, it had appeared that 
injustice had been done, the ee A would have been applied at 
once. If it could have been said with anything like justice that this 
man was not guilty, then was the time to say it; then was the time 
when to say it would have produced the inevitable effect of securing 
his acquittal. 

This case went before the Judge-Advocate-General. It was exam- 
ined by him. He made a report to the Secretary of War upon it, and 
T call attention to the closing paragraphs of that report: 

That the natural and necessary result of the acts of the accused, as established 
by the record, involved a criminal spoliation of the Government , which 
would alone have called for his dismissal from the service, cannot be denied; but 
when it is remembered, as shown by the proof. that this spoliation was in part ac- 
complished by the purchase of inferior medical 1 and stores, thus compro- 
mising the health and comfort and jeopardizing the lives of the sick and wounded 


soldiers * in the hospitals and upon the battle-fields of the country—soldiers 
solemnly committed to the shelter and sympathies of the office held by the ac- 
cused by the admitted that this 


very law and purpose of its creation—it must be 
fearfully augments the measure of his criminality. 


Mr. SPENCER. I desire to interrupt the Senator to state that I 
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have carefully examined the Labia, of the court-martial, and 
npe all such charges the court-martial decided that he was not 
ilt 


Schr PLUMB. I shall have to appeal from the Senator ex to 
the report, which I shall do in a moment, to show exactly what the 
court-martial did find. 

The Judge-Advocate-General is reviewing the conclusion at which 
the court-martial itself arrived, and he says further: 

The trial, which lasted nearly four months, was one of the most patient and 
thorough that has ever occurred in our military history; and the accused had, 
throughout, the assistance of eminent and able counsel in conducting his defense. 
The court, which was composed of nine general officers, at the close of this pro- 
longed investigation declared him guilty of the charges preferred and awarded 
the punishment which, in . was in accordance with the nature and 
degree of the offenses commi ; and a careful examination of the record leaves 
no room for doubt as to the validity of the proceedings or the justice of the find- 
ings and sentence, 

If this court-martial had been convened at some remote place, at 
some place where there was some possible chance to say that it had 
failed to permit a full investigation of the charger made, where there 
was a chance for the exercise of prejudice on the part of the court or 
on the part of the officer who convened the court, and that that 
prejudice had been unlawfully exercised against the accused, then 
there would ibly be some reason for the passage of a bill of this 
kind ; but that trial was held in bars oy tean ; it occupied fonr months 
of time ; it was published not merely to the public of Washington City, 
but to the public of the entire country. Every citizen throughout the 
country knew or might have known, if he wanted to know, precisely 
what the charges were and what during every dy of that trial was 
proven. After it was all over, for three months the proceedings re- 
mained in the hands of the President or War Department 4 apron 
undergoing scrutiny. Now, whatever may be said about Mr. Stan- 
ton, the Secretary of War, about the violence of his feeling, about 
any unjust prejudice which he might have had against General Ham- 
mond, no one doubts his patriotism; but beyond all that I say no one 
certainly can impugn the justice, the good faith, or the kind-heart- 
edness of Abraham Lincoln, He knew every single step of that trial 
which was taken. He was as well advised as any man could possi- 
bly have been of any ulterior purpose which might have been had 
in view re Secretary of War. He it was, in point of fact, who 
ordered the court-martial through the intervention of the Seere- 
tary of War. Every step of the proceedings was known to him. It 
was entirely competent for him at any time to arrest the proceed- 
ings if he had discovered the existence of this prejudice which has 
been spoken of outside, He did not do it, but after a patient and 
careful examination of the proceedings, he certified to them, ap- 
proved them, and directed that the sentence of the court-martial be 
carried into effect. As for all that may be said against Secre 
Stanton, not one single syllable of it can be properly laid against 
Abraham Lincoln; he could have had no prejudice in this case; and 
it so happens, after the of fourteen years, this case is for the 
first time brought to public attention, is for the first time brought 
before Congress, when Mr. Lincoln is dead, when Mr. Stanton is dead, 
when the important actors in this controversy are all gone; and we 
are asked now to say that they, as a matter of spite, in an unwarranted 
manner, dismi this man from the service and put a great dis- 
grace upon him. 

Now, upon reading this report it will be found that the court-mar- 
tial convicted Dr. ond not merely of a technical violation of 
the law under which he acted but of a corrupt violation of it. Speci- 
fication 1 is: s i 

Thathe, dier-General William A. Hammond, Surgeon-General United States 

v. wron. y and unlawfully contracted for and ordered C) her C. Cox, 
as acting purveyor in Baltimore, to receive blankets of one William A. Stephens, 
of New York. 

Other charges are of the same kind, even stronger, and there is no 
single acquittal upon auy charge except upon two, and extracts of 
two, one of them in these words: 

And which blankets so ordered were unfit for hospital use. 

The court struck ont those words; did not find him guilty to that 
extent; did not find that the blankets so ordered were unfit for hos- 
pital use; but the unlawful and corrupt purchase of blankets by him 
was distinctly affirmed by the court. Me was found guilty on it, and 
on that finding he was sentenced. 

Mr, SPENCER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
wish to state that the record shows that of the second specification, 
that is the one he referred to, he was found guilty. 

And that the offense therein was committed on the 30th day of May, A. 
D. 1863, except as to the words “with intent to favor private persons resident in 
Philadelphia; and as to which words so excepted, “ Not guilty.” 


That was the gravamen of that charge. i 
Mr. PLUMB. In the sixth specification it is stated: 
eral 8 


that furnished medical supplies to the medical 
were inferior in quality, deficient in garanty, 
d with intent to aid the said John Wyeth & Broi 


George E. 
an order, in writing, in substance as follows: 
constantly on hand hospi- 


store-houses, 80 as to have on 
tal supplies of all kinds for two hundred thousand men for six months,” &c. 


The distinct allegation is there made that, for the p of en- 
abling John Wyeth & Brother fraudulently to realize argo gains 
thereon, he gave that order, and of that he was found pai ty; and 
there are other charges of precisely the same kind, of which also he 
was found guilty. 

I have not had occasion to examine the entire record; it is a very 
voluminous one; I believe the record proper contains about twenty- 
six hundred manuscript pages, but I looked over it somewhat curso- 
rily during three or four hours of time, (and by the way I may state 
that I was informed at the office that 1 was the only person who had 
examined it for many months,) and I could 2 running all 
through it a Bie deal of testimony which did seem to convey this 
idea; but without stopping to consider whether technically or not it 
might have been of the character found by the court-martial, I do 
say that the character of the court, the circumstances that sur- 
rounded the trial, the length of time this man was on trial, the abun- 
dant opportunity he had for defense, the fact that he was defending 
himself not merely to the court but to the country when the country 
was in haste in all cases to take the side of a man unjustly accused, 
and the fact that this proceeding after being before the President 
for three months was by him deliberately approved, and the fact 
that fourteen years have clapsed since that time, onght to constitute 
by all rules of equity and justice an estoppel on Congress and pre- 
vent its taking oy such action as is here proposed. 

What do we find as a basis for this proposed action? We find it 
alleged here that this man is eminent in his profession, and it is said 
he is in the receipt of an annual income of $60,000, The medical soci- 
eties of this country and of the whole world have combined to testify 
to his extraordinary merit in the line of his profession. All that the 
world can give in that regard he bas; and yet he seeks on account 
of that and on account of that alone, without even the statement that 
there is a single line or syllable of this testimony which is not true, 
he asks Congress on account of that credit to give him all the bal- 
ance it has got to give. 

There were courts-martial held during the time of the war that no 
doubt committed injustice, and it is being done every day 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am willing that the unfinished 
business be laid aside informally so as to allow the consideration of 
this bill to continue. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iho 


that may be allowed for a few moments. 
The Senator from Ohio [ 


. THURMAN] has also a motion he wants 
to submit. 


Mr. THURMAN. I gave notice a week ago that I would ask the 
Senate to-day to take up the railroad bill known as the sinking-fund 
bill, and expressed the hope that I might be allowed to open the dis- 
cussion upon it, to which there was no objection. I Rope that may be 
done. I am willing to allow my friend from New York five minutes, 


but I give notice that when the regolar order is called Ishall move 
to postpone it in order to take up the railroad bill. 
Mr. DOM. Ishallask the Senate to take up an appropriation 


bill as soon as this is completed, unless it interferes with the desire 
of the Senator from Ohio to address the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will allow me to bave this 
bill taken up, and then after I have addressed the Senate I will be 
willing that it may lie by informally any time so that we may pass 
appropriation bills. 

. WINDOM. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say one word in reference to the un- 
finished business. I shall submit a motion to the Senate in regard to 
the unfinished business that 1 think will take no time. 

Mr. CONKLING, We can take care of that when it comes up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio desire to 
submit a motion at this time? 

Mr, THURMAN. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will proceed 
on the Hammond bill, which continues before the Senate. 

Mr PLUMB. I have said that this bill would be a discrimination 
against a large number of persons who were dismissed from the sery- 
ice during the war; I repeat it, and I place it upon the grounds stated 
in this report. This report is based upon the. fact that this man is 
eminent. Congress therefore puts its action upon the ground that 
he is eminent, and the fact that he is eminent in his profession tran- 
scends all other qualities of character whatever. I know men to-day 
who are following the plow, who are following their peaceful avo- 
cations everywhere, men who were in the Army and were dismissed 
from the service, but whose character as character goes in all its 
essential elements is just as high and just as good as that of Dr. 
Hammond or any other person; and yet we are proposing here a way 
to reinstate this man alone in his former position in the Army because 
he is eminent in his profession. 

Mr. THURMAN. thought the understanding was that this bill 
should be considered for five minutes more in order to give the Sen- 
ator from New York an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. CONKLING. But the Senator from Kansas has not concluded, 
and I will waive my right to reply in the hope that we may get a vote 


- | some time or other. 


Mr. PLUMB. Something has been said not in the Senate, (because 
we have not had the advantage of having heard anything said in 
favor of this bill in the Senate, in order that we might know the 
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of the proposed action,) about the fact that Dr. Hammond 
id not want any pay, that he was magnanimous enough to remit to 
the United States Government, as it was poor and he was rich, the 
pay accruing during the time he had been unlawfully out of the Army. 
take it that the quality of the justice we are to do here to-day is 
not strained, and that if he is entitled to anything he is entitled to 
f° back with pay; and it will happen some of these days as it has 
ppeped heretofore, that some descendant of Dr. Hammond in some 
direct line or some collateral branch will come in and say “the Sen- 
ate of the United States declared in 1878 that Dr. Hammond had been 
unlawfully and soy ny | dismissed from the Army; now I am poor, 
whereas he was rich, and I want the pay; and there are claims pre- 
cisely of that character now before the Senate for its action. If we 
are to put him back, the fact of his being rich onght of course tomake 
no difference whatever. It is not merely pro that we shall 
relieve bim from the disability which he is under of not being able 
to hold any office of trust, profit, or honor under the Government, 
though that is a thing for which congressional legislation is not neces- 
sary. The President himself can by his pardon remove that; he can 
pardon him to-day and thereupon Dr. Hammond will become as much 
entitled to hold any office to which he might be chosen or appointed 
ander Federal authority as any person on this floor. But the prop- 
osition is that he shall go back into the Army as ranking officer on 
the retired list in the Medical Department as Surgeon-General. We 
not only do that; we not only say that these proceedings were wrong, 
but we put him back in the Army among men whose records are clear, 
who have not been court-martialed, put him back upon an equality 
with them as the ranking officer in the Medical Department of the 
Army on the retired list. 

I say it is a wrong not merely to the Army as it exists to-day, it is 
wrong tothe administration of justice in the Army; itis a dangerous 
Pp. ent. Behind it stalks the case of Fitz John Porter with which 
other persons on this floor are much more familiar than Iam. Not only 
that, there aro perhaps twenty cases of men similarly situated whose 
cases are before one or the other of the two branches of Con: ask- 
ing that similar action shall be taken and that Congress shall go back 
of the judgment of the several courts-martial and say those judgments 
were not warranted by the faets. No man can now place himself in 
the time and in the circumstances and in the conditions in which those 
judgments were rendered. Courts-martial were assembled to some 
extent as juries were formerly assembled from men of the vicinage 
because they were men who knew about the cases, and to some extent 
the knowl of those men entered into the judgment as much as 
that which appears on the record. We are simply setting a precedent 
from which every man who is eminent and who by reason of that emi- 
nence can obtain a hearing here will come forward and ask that Con- 
gress shall say that the facts in his case did not warrant the judg- 
ment that was rendered. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate further. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, Dr. Hammond is a citizen of the 
State of New York, a citizen distinguished for his talents and for his 
achievements in the field of science. He is absent here. He has been 
spoken of bitterly and unjustly, as I could show, but time is much 
more important than anything I could say. The courtesy of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and the Senator from Wisconsin enables the friends of 
this bill to indulge the hope and try the experiment of getting a vote 
now. Therefore, I forbear to attempt a reply to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Kansas, Two things, however, I am not content to sit down 
withont saying. 

Dr. Hammond was tried by a court of limited and special jurisdic- 
tion, in favor of whose judgments no such intendments exist as have 
been appealed to by the Senator from Kansas. He was tried in the 
din and chaos of a great war, and I know perhaps somewhat better 
than the Senator seems to know the circumstances which surrounded 
that trial. Suflice it to say that he was not convicted of personal tur- 
pitude; he was not convicted of venality. It was not found either 
that he committed treason to his trust or that he made gain impro 
erly himself. Thatassertion relieves somewhat the implications which 
have been cast upon him by what we have heard. 

The Senator sees a phantom in the distance, a danger that the heirs 
of Dr. Hammond in some far future will come here and claim recom- 
pense, should we pass this bill; and that is the only other point to 
which I venture to allude. 

Let me beseech the Senate to observe that the whole function of 
this bill is to clothe the President with the power if on his oath and 
his judgment he finds that he should exert it, to review and annul to 
a defined extent only the findings and judgment of the court; and 
should he so determine, the act which alone will clothe him with 
he, which alone will effectuate his judgment, declares these 
words: 

Provided, That the said William A. Hammond sball not, in virtuo of such resto- 
ration to the Army, or of any provision of this act or any other act, be entitled to 
back, present, or future pay or allowances of any kind whatsoever. 

I think if ever there was an impassable barrier and obstacle, which 
neither time nor diligence can overcome, erected against a possible 
phantom creditor of the future, that barrier stands there. 

Now, Mr. President, I forego what would be a privilege, to reply to 
various things which have been said, and I hope that it may be the 
pleasure of the Senate to pass by a vote upon this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB, Before the Senator sits down, I should like to ask a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 12, 


uestion. Will you permit this bill to be so amended as to embrace 
same privilege for all persons who were convicted by court- 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the vigilance of the honorable 
Senator seems so sleepless, his obvious ability ty Pg questions of this 
kind is so great, that I cannot doubt that, while he remains in the 
Senate, the rights of others pro and con will be sufficiently guarded ; 
and therefore, as this is a long er eo act, not of clemency merely 
but of justice as I believe, as this bill as parol the House of Rep- 
resentatives and comes to us for the last action upon it before it goes 
to the President, I decline for one by making unnecessary changes to 
it to commit it again to the chances and changes of the rece 
crowded as the House is with so much other business. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would ask the Senator further if his knowledge of 
the excitement that attended the administration of affairs during 
the period of the war does not create the supposition and very strong 
presumption that all judgments of this same kind during the war 
ought to be reviewed. 

. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, it does not create that pre- 
sumption any more than had I been in the place of the Senator from 
Kansas the presumption would have arisen in my mind in this case 
that some stone was thrown in this bill at the memory of Lincoln or 
of Stanton. I think I am quite as far as the Senator is from Mage 
a vote which would cast a reflection upon the memory of eicher 0 
those dead patriots; and the presumption Which he suggests now is 
as far distant from the case in my mind as is the other presumption 
which arose in his. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President unless a vote can be taken on this 
bill, I must inte: 

Mr. CONKLING. I think we can voto now. L“ Vote!” “ vert) 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, an 
read the third time. 
ot PLUMB. Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

Lil. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 

55, nay 1; as follows: 


YEAS—55. 
A Davis of W. Va., J 3 Randolph, 
Anthony, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Bailey, Dennis, Kellogg, Rollins, 
Bayard, Dorsey, ernan, Sargent, 
Beck, Eaton, McCreery, Saunders, 
Blaine, Eustis, ‘Donald, Spencer, 
Bruce, Ferry, McPherson, ‘eller, 
Burnside, Garland, Matthews, Thurman, 
Cameron of Wis., Gordon, Maxey, Voorhees, 
€ Grover, Merrimon, ý 
Christiancy, Harris, Mitchell, 
Cok: Hereford, Morgan, Windom, 
Con ing, HM, Morrill, i 
Davis of IIL, Howe, Paddock, 

NAY-1. 
1 aria 

ABSENT—20. 
Armstro Ingalls, Oglesby, 
8 Conover, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, 
Booth, Edmunds, Kirkwood, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Lamar, Sharon, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, MeMillan, Wadleigh. 

So the bill was passed. 
Mr. THU. I move to postpone all previous orders 


Mr. SPENCER. Allow me to ask that the Senate bill for the relief 

of . be postponed indefinitely, as the House bill has just 
assed. 

j Mr. THURMAN. It can be done to-morrow. 

Mr. SPENCER. It is the same bill exactly. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let it lie on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to postpone indefinitely the bill (S. No, 
560) for the relief of William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of 


P- | the Army. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be entered. 
BENJAMIN HOLLADAY. 


Mr. THURMAN. The unfinished business is the bill for the relief 
of Mr. Holladay, which I moved to recommit yesterday. The Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has drawn up a resolution recommit- 
ting the bill with instructions to the Committee on Claims with power 
to send for persons anil papers and take testimony. If a vote can be 
taken on that withont any debate I shall witbhold my motion for the 
present and let that be considered. “ 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 34G) referring the claim of Benjamin Holladay 
to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That this bill be recommitted to the Committee on Claims, with instruc- 
tions to re to the Senate what amount, if any, is equitably due the claimant on 
account of his claim, and the said committee shall have power to send for persons 
and papers and to take testimony. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope that will be adopted. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to postpone all previous orders and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 15. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend 
the act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
‘secure to the Government the nse of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,” approved J ve 1, 1862, and to alter and 
amend the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of 
said first-named act. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and to insert as a substitute: 


That the net earnings mentioned in said act of 1862, of e e 
respectively, shall be ascertained by deducting from the 7 850 amount of their 
earnings respectively the necessary expenses actually paid within the year iu operat- 
ing the same and keeping, the same in a state of repair, and also the sum paid by 
them tively within the year in discharge of interest on their first mortgage 
Nena, ease lien has priority over the lien of the United States, and excluding 
from consideration all sums owing or by said companies respectively for in- 
terest upon any other portion of indebtedness; and the foregoing provision 
shall be deemed and taken as an amendment of said act of 1864, as well as of said 
act of 1802. This section shall take effect on the 30th day of June next, and be ap- 
plicable to all computations of net earnings thereafter; but it shall not affect any 
right of the United States or of either of said railroad companies existing prior 


thereto. 
Sec. 2, That the whole amount of compensation which may, from time to time, 


be due to said several railroad tively for services rendered for the 
Government shall be retained by the United States, one-half thereof tobe presently 
applied to the liquidation of the interest paid and to be paid by the United States 
upon the 80 issued by it as af 


d, to each of said corporations severally, 
and the other half thereof to be turned into the sinking-fund hereinafter provided, 
for the uses mentioned. 

Sec. 3. That there shall be established in the Treasury of the United States a 
sinking 5 shall be invested by the Secretary of the ibe 5 in bonds 
aga and the semi-annual income thereof shall be in like manner 

e invested, 


h 

the 5 per 
‘him, and which he shall report to Con 
to invest in other bonds of the United States. 

Bec. 4. That there shall be carried to tho credit of the said fund, on the 1st day 
of Fe in each year, the one-half of the com for services hereinbe- 
fore named, rendered for the Government by said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, not applied in liquidation of interest; and, in addition thereto, the said com. 
pany shall, on said day in each year, pay into the Treasury, to the credit of said 
sinking fund, the sum of $1,200,000, or so much thereof as shall be neccessary to 
make the 5 per cent. of the net taraig os its said road payable to the United 
States under said act of 1862, and the w sum earned by it as compensation for 
services ren for the United States, together with the sum by this section re- 
-quired to be paid, amount in the aggregate to 25 per cent. of the whole net earnin 
of said railroad company, ascertained and defined as hereinbefore provided, for 
year ending on the 3ist day of December next 3 

That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fund, on the Ist day of Feb- 

in cach year, the one-half of the com ion for services hereinbefore 
rendered for the Government by said Union Pacific Railroad Company, not 
in liquidation of interest; and, in addition W haa said company shall, 
t of said g fund, 

to make the 5 per 


nam 

appli 
on said day in each year, pay into the Treasury, to the o 
the sum of $850,000, or so much thereof as 8 necessary 
able to the United 


cent. of the net earnings of its said road States ander said 
act of 1862, and the whole sum earned by it as com ion for services rendered 
for the United States, 7 with tlie sum by section required to be — 
amount in the te to 25 per cent. of the whole net earnings of said 
company, asce and defined ag hereinbefore provided, for the year ending on 
the Sist day of December next receding. 


Sxc. 5. That whenever it shall be made satisfactorily to to the 

of the Treasury, by either of said companies, that "er coxa at its eee 
as hereinbefore defined, for any current year, are or were insufficient to » pay 0 
interest for such year upon the obligations of such company in respect of which 
obligations there may exist a lien ount to that of t nited States, and that 
such interest has been paid out of such net earnings, said is hereby au- 
thorized, and it is made his duty, to remit for such current year so much of the 25 
per cent, of net earnings required to be paid into the sinking fund as aforesaid as 
may have been thus applied and used in the payment of interest as aforesaid. 

6. That no dividend shall be voted, made, or paid for or to any stockholder 
or stockholders in either of said companies respectively at any time when the said 
company shall bein default in respect of the paraos either of tho sums required 
as aforesaid to be paid into said sinking fund orin respect of the payment of the 
said 5 per cent. of the net earnings, or in respect of interest upon any debt the lien of 
which, or of the debt on which it may accrae, is paramount to that of the United 
States; and any officer or person who shall vote, declare, make, or Ps; and any 
stockholder of any of said companies who shall receive any such dividend contrary 
to the Pere go of this act, shall be liable to the United States for the amount 
thereof, said fund. And every 
such officer, person, or stockholder who shall 1 declare, make, or 


maturity of said bonds so respectively issued by the United States, be applied to 
the 2 nt and satisfaction. thereof i z. 33 
terest pua by the 


© next section. 

Sec. S. That said sinking fund so established and accumulated shall, according 
to the interest aud proportion of said companies res Te be held for 
the protection, security, and benefit of the lawful and just holders of any mortgage 
or lien debts of such companies respectively, lawfully paramount to the rights of 
the United States, and for the claims of other creditors, if any, lawfully chargeable 
upon the funds so required to be paid into said sinking fund, according to their 
a gape aa lawful priorities, as well as for the United States, according to the e 
ciples of equity, to the end that all persons having any claim upon said sinking 
fund may. be entitled thereto in duo order; but the provisions of this section shall 
not operate er bo held to impair any existing legal right, except in the mamer in 
this act provided, of any mortgage, lien, or other creditor of any of said companies 
respectively, nor to excuse any of said companies respectively from the duty of 
bere oer out of other funds, its debts to any creditor except the United States. 

Sec. 9. That all sums due to the United States from any of said companies 
Tespectively, whether payable presently or not, and all sums required to be paid 
to the United States or into the Treasury, or into said sinking fund under this act, 
or tho acts hereinbefore referred to, or otherwise, are hereby declared to be 
a lien upon all the l estate, rights, and franchises of every description 

ted or conveyed by the United States to any of said companies tively or 
fintly, and also upon all the estate and property, real, personal, and ‘ed, assets, 


and income of the said several railroad com 
derbe subject to any lawfully prior and 
ereon. 


Sec. 10. That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General of the United 
States to enforce, by proper p i the said several railroad companies 

vely or jointly, or against either of them, and others, all the rights of the 
United States under this act and under the acts hereinbefore mentioned, and under 
any other act of Congress or right of tho United States; and in any suit or pro- 
ceeding already commenced, or that isos bey hereafter commenced, against any of 
said companies, either alone or with o parties, in respect of matters arising 
under act, or under the acts or rights hereinbefore mentioned or referred to, 
it shall be the duty of the court to determine the by] lo of the matter without 
regard to matters of 3 of parties, multikariousness, or other matters 
not affecting the substantial rights and duties arising out of the matters and acts 
hereinbefore stated and roferred to. 


panies respectively, from whatever source 
paramount mortgage, 


lien, or claim 


or impair the right of C at any time hereafter farther to alter, amend, or 
repeal the said acts herein mentioned; and this act shall be subject to alter- 

on, amendment, or Sh fey as, in the opinion of 2 justice or the public 
welfare may require. nothing herein contained be held to deny, ex- 
an or impair any right or remedy in the premises now existing in favor of the 


im 
ted States. 
Sec. 13. That each and evory of the provisions in this act contained shall sever- 
ally and tively be deemed, taken, and held as in alteration and amendment 
of said act of 1862 and of said act of 1854 respectively, and of both said acts. 

Amend the preamble so as to read as follows: 

Whereas on the Ist day of July, A. D. 1862, Congress passed an act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tolegraph line from the Missouri 
2 Od miter oot and to secure oe Government the use of the same 

‘or mili ý other ;” an 
Whereas afterward, on the Qi day of uly, A. D. 1864, Congress passed an act in 
t of said first-menti act; an 


undertook to construct a railway, after the 
mentioned in said acts; and 
Whereas under the authority of the said two acts, the Central Pacific Railroad 


Sec. 12. That nothing in this act shall be construed or taken in any wise to affect 


penn cath pr ee issued, b eee gih pupa F. e , Ie 

6 benefit of said com: y aid of the purposes named in said acts, the bonds 
of the United States, payable. thirty years trom the date eren with terest at 
77SCꝙꝙGy Spey {beet fryers ys ANN DAR Ma 
ponda Bore pow sole the market or otherwise disposed of by said company; 


issued and disposed of an amount 

of its own bonds equal to the amount so issued by the United States, and secured 
lawfully issned aud di a prior 

peramount lien, in the respect mentioned in said acts, to that of the United 


of said acts, the Western Pacific Railroad Company, 
a corporation then under the laws of California, did, under the authority 
of Con become the assignee of the rights, duties, and obligations of the said 
Central Pacifico Railroad Company, as i in the act of Co passed on 
the 3d of March, A. D. 1865, and did, under the authority of the said act and of the 
acts aforesaid, construct a the city of San Jo»é to the city of Sacra- 
mento, in California, and did demand and receive from the United States the sum 
of $1,970,560 of the bonds of the United States, of the description before mentioned 
as issued to the Central Pacific Company, and in the same manner and under the 
provisions of said ects; and i a and in respect of the bonds so issued to both said 
companies the United States have paid interest to the sam of more than thirteen 
and a half million dollars, which has not been reimbursed ; and 

Whereas said Western Pacific Railroad Company has issued and disposed of an 
amount of its own bonds eqnal to the amount so issued by the United States to it, 
and seoured the same by mortgage, which are, if lawfully issued and disposed of, 
al 8 and e lien to that of the Umted States, as stated and secured 

ereby ; an 

Whereas said Western Pacific See Ceres ee since become merged in 
and consolidated with said Central Pacific road Company, under the namo of 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company, whero the said Central Pacific Railroad 
8 has become liable to all the burdens, duties, and obligations before resting 
upon Western Pacific Railroad Company ; and divers other railroad companies 
— been merged in and consolidated with said Central Pacifico Railroad Company ; 


an 

Whereas the United States, upon the demand of the said Union Pacific Railroad 
Company have heretofore issu vided in seid acts, 
the bon o date thereof, with 


Whereas 
cluding 
aggregato to more than $96, 

ree to more than $28,000,000; and 

ereas the United States, in view of the indebtedness and operations of said 
several railroad com respectively and of the disposition of t their respective 
incomes, are not and cannot, without farther legislation, be secure in their inter- 
ests in and concerning said respective railroads and corporations, either as men - 
tioned in said acts or otherwise; and 


Whereas a due regard to the rights of said several companies respectively, as 
mentioned in said act of 1 as wellas just security to the United States in the 


premises, and in t of all the matters set forth in said act, require that the 
said act of 1862 be and amended as ter enacted; and 
Wi by reason of the premises also, as well as for other causes of public 


good and justice, the powers provided and reserved in said act of 1864 for the 
8 and alteration thereof ought also to be exercised as hereinafter en- 
acted: re, 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I shall open the discussion of this 
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bill with as much brevity asis le consistent with an explanation 
of it and of the ability of the 3 to comply with its provis- 
ions; and I shall, for to-day at least, leave the discussion of the 

estion of the power of Congress to pass it to another member of 

e committee that . it; and perhaps I may never have any 
occasion to refer to that question, but should I have it will be at 
some future stage of the debate. 

The amendment reported by the Judiciary Committee is a substi- 

tute for the original bill. If we proceed under the rule without any 
understanding, the substitute will be amendable only in the first de- 
gree. It has been the custom, unless indeed there has been some new 
rule adopted, in cases of this kind to adopt the substitute by unani- 
mous consent and then treat it as an original bill, and therefore 
amendable in the second degree. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, when the bill was reported, 
stated that this substitute would be treated as the original bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. It will be considered, then, as adopted and treated 
as the original bill and amendable in the second degree. That is 
obviously required by fairness to those who may wish to amend it. 

Mr. President, this is 22 to create, m the 5 of the . 
States, a sinking fund for the purpose of paying as far as it wou 
suffice, the debts of the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Companies, The bill, as originally introduced, embraced several 
other companies, namely, the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company, and the 
Kansas Pacific Railway Company; but in the substitute now under 
consideration the provisions relative to those three companies are 
stricken out for the reasons stated in the report; and, as it is very 
short, I will read that paragraph of the report: 

The condition of the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Sioux 
City and Pacific Railroad Company, and the Kansas Pacific Railroad is 
so different from that of the Union Pacific and Central Pacific, and there being 

uestions yeon to each of those three companies, we think it advisable to strike 


© provi va poy e them out of the bill, with a view to report hereafter a bill 
or bills adapted to circumstances and the rights of the Government. 

The substitute therefore embraces only two companies, the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific Railroad Company; 
and now the first thing to which I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate is the necessity for some such legislation as that which is pro- 
e that is to say, for the creation of a sinking fund. I wish, 

owever, first to premise that this is not a sinking fund for the bene- 
fit of the Government alone, although it is one of the principal, if 


not the principal, creditors of the two companies; because the Dill 
carefully Ge the rights of every one of their credi 80 as to 
ive the Government no adyan whatever over any creditor that 


it does not now possess, the sin fund, with all its accretions, 
with all its accumulations, being e a security for the debts of the 
companies according to their just priority, precisely as such a fund 
would be distributed in a court of equity. 
Now as to the eee. of this legislation. The Government loaned 
to the Union Pacific Rai Company, in bonds running thirty 
ears and bearing interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, 
$27,996,512, omitting cents. Thirty years’ interest on that amount 
would be $49,025,722, and some eents, making the amount that would 
be due to the Government, for the Government pays the annual in- 
terest on these bonds, (they are Government bonds,) at the maturity 
thereof, $7 if the Government should receive in the mean time 
no reimbursement of the interest paid; but the Government is enti- 
tled to reimbursement annually under certain provisions in the char- 
ter. By one of the sections of the original act of 1862 the Government 
is entitled to 5 per cent. of the net earnings of the companies, to be 
applied toward the reimbursement of the Government the amount of 
interest and principal of its loan. By another section, as amended 
by the act of 1864, it is entitled to one-half of the account which each 
company may have against the Government for the transportation of 
Government troops, munitions of war, mails, and material of what- 
soever kind, and which is familiarly known as the half-transportation 
account. Those two sums the Government is entitled to apply an- 
nually toward reimbursing itself the interest which it pays on its sub- 
sidy bonds, and if anything were over toward the liquidation of the 
principal. The probable reimbursement from these sources, shonld 
the laws remain unchanged, would be, in the case of the Union Pa- 
cific, about $245,661 annually from the 5 per cent., and $421,311 an- 
nually from the half transportation, making in the whole $666,972 
r annum, which for thirty years would make $20,009,160 which the 
overnment would have been reimbursed. Deducting that from the 
principal sum loaned by the Government and thirty years’ interest, 
which I have already stated would be, principal and interest, over 
$76,000,000, and there will probably remain due to the Government, 
at the maturity of the Government loan should the Jaws remain un- 
changed, the sum of $56 000 from the Union Pacific Company. 
In Tengen’ to the Central Pacific the case is this: The Government 
loan e to it was $27,855,680. The interest upon that for thirty 
ears would be $50,140,224, making a total of $77,995,804. The proba- 
ie reimbursement from the 5 per cent. of net earnings and the half 
transportation would be about $15,000,000, leaving probably due, 
should the laws remain unchan at the maturity of the Govern- 
ment loan, $62,995,804, which added to the amount that probably 
would be due from the Union Pacific Company makes a grand aggre- 
gate of $119,248,879 that will probably be due by these two compa- 
nies in the years 1895 and 1896 should the laws remain unchanged. 


And that, Mr. President, is without counting interest upon the in- 
terest which the Government annually pays. No one pretends that 
the Government has a right to compound interest upon the interest 


which it annually pays, butit is contended by the law department of 
the Government that upon each installment of interest which the 
Government pays it has a right to compute interest without rests 
until the maturity of the bonds; the companies themselves not being 
bound to pay any interest until the maturity of the bonds except so 
much as may be paid by the 5 per cent. of net earnings and by the 
half-transportation account. But, omitting any such accumulation 
of interest upon interest, which would immensely enhance this sum 
of $119,000,000, and taking it according to the claim of the companies, 
that the Government has to lose all interest upon the annual pay- 
ments of over $3,300,000 which it makes for these two companies, yet 
the amount which these two companies will probably owe to the 
Government at the maturity of these bonds would not be less than 
§119,000,000 or $120,000,000, unless indeed the business of the compa- 
nies should so immensely increase in that time as to make the prod- 
uct of the 5 per cent. of net earnings and the half-transportation ac- 
count far greater than it ever yet has been; and even if that were 
the case, even if the receipts from those two sources were doubled, 
still the amount that would be due to the Government at the end of 
this loan could not be less than $30,000,000, 

Now it does seem to me that this bare statement of the amount for 
which the Government will be the creditor of these companies ought 
to satisfy any one that some step should be taken by Congress to secure 
it from loss. But it is not alone that the Government is this great 
creditor. By the act of 1864 it gave up its priority of lien upon the 
road, and there are creditors, the first-mortgage creditors holding 
bonds of the companies, amounting to precisely the same sum as the 

rincipal of the Government loan, that is to say, amounting to over 
755 „000, and which are a lien paramount to that of the United 
States. The Government, then, is subordinate to a first mort; on 
these roads of $55,000,000, which added to the amount that will be due 
to the United States at the end of the loan, say $119,000,000, will make 
one hundred and seventy-odd millions of debt, to say nothing of the 
debt which is inferior in lien to that of the Government. 

Manifestly, it does seem to me that this bare statement shows that 
it is the duty of Congress to begin to look out for some security that 
this immense amount shall not be lost. Should it be repaid to the 
Government yet these companies will have been the recipicnts of the 
most lavish bounty that any government ever bestowed upon corpora- 
tions since the world was made. The subsidies in land, tho loan of 
$55,000,000 at 6 per cent. interest not reimbursable until the end of 
the thirty years, and the rights and franchises that were given to 
these companies, all made the most magnificent bounty that any gov- 
ernment ever bestowed upon such corporations. 

But, Mr. President, there are other reasons that should induce Con- 
gress to interfere, and one of them, and in my mind a very potent 
one, is that these companies up to the Ist day of January last had 
not provided one dollar of a sinking fund to pay their indebtedness 
to the Government. They had provided some sinking funds for other 
portions of their indebtedness, some of which was inferior to that of 
the Government, but not one dollar had they provided as a sinking 
fund to meet their debt to the Government when that should become 
due. But instead of doing so, although they were in the receipt of 
such incomes as no other railroad companies in the United States re- 
ceived, the richest income and the most net earnings that any com- 

nies received, instead of providing a sinking fund to meet their 
indebtedness to the Government when it should mature, they have 
divided among their own shareholders the great portion of their net 
earnings, paying in the case of the Union Pacific 8 per cent. per an- 
num on the nominal value of the stock, which makes nearly 12 per 
cent. on its market value, and in the case of the Central Pacific pay- 
ing from 8 to 10 per cent. upon the nominal value of the stock. 

Mr. MCCREERY. How long? 

Mr. THURMAN. For years past, thus 1 every year from 
four to five million dollars—you will find it precisely in the report of 
the committee to their shareholders without providing one dollar to 
meet this vast indebtedness to the Government of the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, can there be any doubt of our duty to exert 
our power, if we possess it, to compel these companies to think some- 
thing of the Government as well as to think of their own pockets, to 
think something of what is due to the Government as well as to 
think of the pockets of the shareholders ? 

I have spoken of the indebtedness to the Government and its im- 
mense amount as one reason why Congress should interfere; but other 
indebtedness, the indebtedness of the companies to others than the 
Government, must also be taken into consideration when we are de- 
termining whether there is a necessity for this legislation; and looking 
at that we find that the indebtedness of the Union Pacific, other than 
the indebtedness to the Government, is $51,497,000, and of the Cen- 
tral Pacific $55,457,000, making an aggregate of $116,954,000 which 
those companies owe besides their indebtedness to the Government, 
and this exclusive of their floating debt, However, their floating debt 
is so small that I lay no stress on it. It need not be taken into account. 
In that respect these two companies are better off than any companies 
I know of in the Republic. 

If I have made it apparent that some legislation is n upon 
this subject, the Senate will be prepared to hear what legislation it 
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is that the Judiciary Committee propose; and to explain that I must 
take up the bill and go over it in a somewhat tedious manner, and 
speak of its sections somewhat in their order and trouble the Senate 
to hear some of them read. 

The first section of the bill provides— 

That the net earnings mentioned in said act of 1802 


That is the first act on the subject of these railroads, the charter 


of said railroad companies respectively shall be ascertained by deducting from the 
gross amount of t earnings, respectively, the necessary e ses actually paid 
within the year in operating the same and daor slari same in a state of repair, 
and also the sums paid by them, respectively. wi the year in discharge of in- 
terest on their first · mort bonds, whose lien has priority over the lien of the 
United States, and excluding from consideration all sums owing or paid by said 
companies respectively for interest upon any other portion of their indebt ; 
and the foregoing vision shall be deemed and taken as an amendment of said 
act of 1864 as well As of said act of 1802. This section shall take effect on the 30th 
day of June next, and be applicable to all computations of net earnings thereafter ; 
but it shall not affect any right of the United States or of either or said railroad 
companies existing prior thereto. 


That is, prior to the 30th of June next. The reason of this last 
clause is that a suit is now pending in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in which a judicial determination is sought as to what 
is the meaning of that provision in the charter which provides that 
the United States shall receive 5 per cent. of the net earnings, and 
very dissimilar views are taken of the right of the United States 
under that clause by the law officer of the Government on the one side 
and by the companies on the other. The law officer of the Govern- 
ment insists that there should be deducted from the gross receipts 
of the companies nothing but their operating expenses, in order to 
ascertain the sum upon which the 5 per cent. is payable to the Gov- 
ernment; in other words, that “net earnings” in that clause of the 
charter consist of gross receipts, less operating expenses alone. On 
the other hand, it is contended by the companies that “net earnings” 
are only what remains to each company after it has paid all its inter- 
est upon its debt which is inferior in lien to that of the United 
States, as well as that which is superior, and all other expenses of 
every kind and description; that, after deducting all these from the 

receipts, what remains and would be distributable as dividends 
to the shareholders is the sum upon which 5 per cent. is to be com- 
puted and paid. 

That question, so far as the past is concerned, your committee pro- 
pose to leave for the decision of the Supreme Court without any re- 
troactive legislation that would touch itatall. They propose, there- 
fore, to define “ net earnings” simply for the future, and not for the 
past, and as a fair adjustment between these conflicting claims of the 
Government on the one side and the companies on the other, they 
think it would be reasonable, and they so report, that in addition to 
operating expenses and the amount for keeping the road in repair 
each company ought also to be allowed to deduct the interest on its 
first mortgage, which is prior in lien to the lien of the Government, 
and that then what remains will be the sum 5 per cent. of which 
shall be payable to the United States as “net earnings” under this 
provision of the law. 

I think that that is a perfectly fair proposition. The inclination 
of my mind is to believe, especially in view of the eighteenth section 
of the charter, that the interpretation of the law by the Attorney- 
General is the correct interpretation; but is a debatable question, 
a fairly debatable question, whether his interpretation is right or 
whether it is not. Bat we place our right to define for the future 
what shall be net earnings upon the control which Congress has over 
this charter both by the general principles of constitutional law and 
by the express right reserved to Congress to alter, amend, or repeal 
the charter. Upon either one of these ds it seems to us that we 
have the right to prescribe what shall be considered net earnings, at 
least for the future, and we think that what we do prescribe is per- 
fectly fair and perfectly just. 

And here I must remark that the substitute repòrted by the Judi- 
ciary Committee is more favorable in this respect to the companies 
than was the original bill or than was the bill reported to the Senate 
by the Judiciary Committee nearly two years ago, and which is pre- 
cisely the same as Senate bill No. 15 which was last referred to the 
committee. That bill, reported in July, 1876, and the same bill which 
was introduced by me and referred to the committee at the last ses- 
sion, did not allow each company to deduct from its gross receipts 
the interest upon its first mo: e before the computation of 5 per 
cent. began. e have made the bill more lenient to the companies 
by allowing that deduction to be made. Nor have we taken any ex- 
ception to a practice that has been pursued by both these compa- 
nies—and which every man familiar with railroads and their manage- 
ment will understand perfectly well is to a great extent an evasion— 
a charging to the account of operating expenses very large sums of 
money used in the reconstruction, the rebuilding of the road. Take, 
for instance, the Union Pacific. Here are many miles of rails that 
have been relaid on that road, steel rails substituted for iron rails. 
Here are many thousands and thousands of ties, new ties, that have 
been laid in that road. There are many other improvements and re- 
pairs of that kind, all of which that company has charged to ‘“‘operat- 
ing expenses” and not to the “construction account.” 

think it has been generally held that where a State has reserved 
the right to a certain per centum upon the net earnings of a railroad 
by way of tax or otherwise, the company has no right to deduct from 


its gross earnings anything but the cost of ordinary repairs and the 
operating expenses; that it has not a right to rebuild the road and 
immensely improve it as by the substitution of steel rails for iron 
rails and charge that which properly belongs to the construction ac- 
count to operating expenses. But we have made no point at all about 
that in this bill. We have said, on the contrary, that they may de- 
duct operating expenses and the cost of repairs, and, if this recon- 
struction comes fairly within the word “ repairs,” the company can 
proceed to repair the road in this way. 

I wish, however, further to say that practically the difference would 
not amount to a very large sum, though it would amount to some- 
thing, whatever interpretation may be placed upon these words, “net 
earnings,” in the charter, because if you reduce the net earnings to 
the very lowest sum, as contended for by the companies, you only 
make it necessary to require the companies to pay a so much larger 
sum into the sinking fund, if you are to have any sinking fund that 
is worth the name. The only advantage the Government has in re- 
ducing the deductions from the gross earnings in order to obtain the 
5 per cent. is that then a larger sum is payable annually to the Gov- 
ernment, which it is authorized by the charter to apply immediately 
to reimburse itself the interest it has paid; and, therefore, it saves. 
interest upon that sum thus paid. 

That explains the first section. The second section is: 

That the whole amount of compensation which may, from time to time, be due 
to said several railroad companies 55 for services rendered for the Gov- 
ernment shall be retained by the United States, one-half thereof to be presently 
applied to the liquidation of the interest pad and to be by the United States 
upon the bonds so issued by it as aforesaid, to each of said corporations severally, 
and the other half thereof to be turned into the sinking fund hereinafter provided, 
for the uses therein mentioned. 

The only change in the existing law that that section makes is 
that it turns one-half of the transportation account into the sinking 
fund; it leaves the other half to be Spoeg precisely as the law now 
applies it, making not the slightest change in that respect. Butit 
is perfectly obvious that if a sinking fand in the Treasury is to be 
created this half transportation account ought to be a part of it. It 
would be absurd that the Government should pay out to the compa- 
nies the half transportation account, and then demand of the com- 
panies to repay it into a sinking fund. The simple way to do it is 
for the Government to retain that and turn it into the sinking fund. 
There can be no objection, therefore, I take it, if you are to havea 
sinking fund at all, to that provision of the bill. 

The third, fourth, fifth, seventh, and eighth sections of the bill 
relate to the sinking fund. The third section which constitutes it is 
in these words : fi 

That there shall be established in the Treasury of the United States a sinking 
fund, which shall be invested by the Secretary of the in bonds of the 
United States; and the semi-annnal income thereof shall be in like manner from 


time to time invested, and the same shall accumulate and be disposed of as herein- 
after mentioned. And in making such investments— 


I call the attention of the Senate particularly to this provision, 

because it may need explanation— 
And in making such investments the Secretary shall prefer the 5 per cent. bonds 
of the United States, unless, for good reasons ee to him, and which heshall 
IDOE tir: S ANE ER T MR a ad le to invest in other bonds 
of the U. States. 

The Senate will see that the committee pro that this sinking 
fund shall be invested in bonds of the United States. I do not know 
that there is any objection to that. But the bill provides that in 
making the investment the Secretary shall prefer the five percents. 
Why is that? For this reason: The debt of the United States, the 
bonds of the United States, bear either 6 per cent.,5 per cent., 44 per 
cent., or 4 per cent. interest, and if the Secretary is to invest in them 
he is to choose between these kinds of bonds. But the six percents. 
are all subject to call now with the exception of the 1881’s, and they 
will be payable three years from this date. 

Mr. ALLISON. And also except the bonds issued to these compa- 
nies by the Government bearing 6 per cent. They are not immedi- 
ately payable. - 

Mr. THURMAN, They are not due until 1895. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not subject to call. 

Mr. THURMAN. They are not subject to call. If they were it 
would be obvious that you might take them. Any investment, there- 
fore, in the six percents is out of the question. They are all subject 
to call, and the Government certainly does not intend, at least I hope 
it does not intend, to extend the 6 per cent. loan for twenty-three 
years when it can borrow as much money as it wants at 44 and pos- 
sibly at4 per cent. The six percents are therefore entirely out of the 
question. Theobjection to the four-and-one-half percents is that they 
are too short in time also. They would do very well because, for the 
reason that I will specify, they would produce an amount of interest 
equal to that which the company has to pay in the end; but they are too 
short. The four percents are not sufficient in amount. That leaves but 
five percents as the great resource of the Secretary of the Tre: for 
the investment of this sinking-fund. They are long enough. They 
mature just about the time that the Government loan matures, and 
the rate of interest is such that, compounded as it is required to Le 
by this bill, the amount of interest that will acerue upon the sinking- 


fund will be equal to the interest which the company will have to 


pay at the maturity of the Government loan. The companies have 
to pay 6 per cent. interest but, markit, there are no rests. Twenty- 
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three years from now they have to pay the accumulated 6 per cent. 
interest, but there are no rests. If any one will make a computation 
he will find that money at 5 cent., compounded semi-annually, 
as it is here provided I chall be compounded, will produce, in the 
time we have to consider, a larger sum than 6 per cent. upon the same 
amount of money not compounded. It is obvious that the amount 
of accretion on this sinking-fund, that is the interest upon it, ought 
to be sufficient to meet the interest which the companies will have to 
pay for the sanie period of time upon the Government loan. 

The 5 per cent. bonds even if purchased at a premium of 10 per cent. 
will prodnce that interest, owing to the compounding of interest, as 
I have stated. The provision of the bill, therefore, in this respect is 
perfectly fair to the companies and is just to the Government. 

Section 4 provides: Á 

That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fand, on the 1st day of Feb- 
ruary in each year, the one-half of the com for services hereinbefore 
for the Government by said Central Pacific Railroad Company— 

Which is the first company named in this bill— 
not applied in liquidation of interest— 

That I have already spoken about, one-half of the transportation 
account— 
and, in addition thereto, the said y shall, on said day in each year, pay into 
the Treasury, to the credit of said sin ang tent the sum of $1,200,000, or so much 
thereof as be necessary to make the cent. of the net earnings of its said 
road payable to the United States under said act of 1862, and the whole sum earned 
by it as compensation for services rendered for the United States, together with the 
sum by this section required to be paid, eee eee 
the whole net earnings of said railroad company, and d as herein- 
before provided, for the year ending on the 31st day of December next preceding. 

Then there is precisely the same provision in regard to the Union 
Pacific except that the annual sum to be paid by it, in addition to the 
5 percent, and the half transportation account, is $850,000. The rea- 
son for this difference in the sums will be seen by any one who will 
read the report. If the bill which we report shall become a law the 
amount which these companies tively will have to pay to the 
Government will be substantially the same, about $1,900,000 a year; 
that is, including what they are bound to pay under the pova of 
existing law. The reason why more is required by this bill to be in 
cash into the sinking fund by the Central Pacific is that the amount 
of 5 per cent. of the net earnings of that road and its half transporta- 
tion account are not equal to the 5 per cent. and the half transporta- 
tion account of the Union Pacific road. The transportation account 
of the Union Pacific road amounts annually to over $800,000, one-half 
of which is four hundred and odd thousand dollars; but of the Cen- 
tral Pacific the half transportation is only about one-half of that sum. 
In other words, the Union Pacific receives for transportation from the 
Government annually about twice as much as the Central Pacific 
receives. The consequence is that the amount which the Central 
Pacific will pay to the Government under the law as it now stands, 
or as proposed by this bill, as 5 per cent. of net earnings and one- 
half of its transportation account will not be as much by about 
$167,000, or perhaps something more than that, as the amount that 
the Government will receive from the Union Pacific. That will be 
seen if the Senate will look at the report. On page 5 of the report 
the committee, speaking of the Union Pacific, say : 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the amount the re to pay 
annually to the Government and the sinking fund, should the bill we report become 
a law, will be abont as follows: 

Five per cent. of not earnings payable under existing law, $245,661. 

That is as near as we can estimate it. 

One half transportation account, payable under existing law, $421,311. 

Making $666,972, which the Union Pacific will in all probability 
have to pay in the future annually to the Government if the law be 
not changed at all. Then if our bill become a law it will have to pay 
into the sinking-fund : 

8 half transportation account, G ũũꝶ½ãↃrl̃ tenema 


1, 271, 311 00 
Making an aggregate of its payment under existing law and into 
the sinking fund under the bill of $1,938,283. 

Turning then to page 8 of the report we find in respect to the Cen- 
tral Pacific that 5 per cent. of its net earnings payable under the exist- 
ing law may be estimated in the future at, say, $300,000, and the half 
transportation account payable under the existing law at $200,000, 
making $500,000. Then the bill provides that it shall pay into the 
sinking fund the other half of the transportation account, say, $200,000, 
and cash $1,200,000, making $1,400,000 into the sinking fund, and mak- 
ing a total payment to the Government under the existing law and 
under the bill which we report, in round numbers, of $1,900,000, which 
is substantially the same amount required of the Union Pacific. 

But the Senate will observe one safety that these companies have, 
that whenever in any year 75 per cent. of their net earnings, as pro- 
vided, will not be sufficient to pay all their operating expenses and 
their interest on the first mortgage, then, upon that being made mani- 
fest to the Secretary of the Treasury he may make an abatement for 
such year of the amount that is to be paid into the sinking fund; in 
other words, we will not, under any circumstances, require of them 

_ more than 25 per cent. of their net earnings. Neither for the 5 
cent. nor the half-transportation account, either under the existing 
law or under the bill which we report, and the sinking fund taken 


together will we require more than 25 percent.,and wheneverit would 


uire in any year more than 25 cent., then the amount of cash 
to be paid into the sinking fund s be reduced so that they shall 
not be required to pay more than 25 percent. -` 

Now, Mr. President, is not this a very liberal bill which allows these 
companies to retain 75 per cent. of their net earnings after the pay- 
ment of their operating expenses and the interest on the first mort- 
gage, in order to meet their other obligations and for dividends among 
their shareholders? No man can deny that it is a liberal bill; and if 
it had not been that your Judiciary Committee had no inclination to 
oppress these companies, not the feck power wish to do them any wrong, 
if the committee had not recognized the fact that it is for the interest 
not only of the companies but of the country and the public that the 
stockholders should be allowed to receive some reasonable dividends, 
because where roads pay dividends they are always better 
than where they pay none—if it had not been for those considera- 
tions, we might justly have required more onerons conditions than 
those that we have imposed by this bill. Am Iright about that? It 
is shown by the report of your committee, by going over the receipts 
and expenditures of these companies for long periods, that they can 
comply with this bill and pay every dollar of interest annually upon 
their indebtedness, both that whose lien is inferior to that of the 
United States as well as the first m whose lien is superior; that 
they can pay every dollar interest upon their entire funded debt, pay 
all their operating expenses, pay to the Government what by exist- 
ing law they are required to pay, and pay into a sinking fund what 
this bill requires them to pay and then have annually for distribu- 
tion among their shareholders as follows: the Union Pacific about 4} 
per cent. on the nominal value of the stock, or 64 per cent. on its 
present market value; and the Central Pacific about 6.4 per cent. on 
the nominal value of the stock. 

Mr. President, there is not one railroad I believe in fifty in the 
United States that makes such dividends. I do not think there is. 
There may be more than that, but the number that pay any dividends 
at all is very small. If any Senator wants to see what is the condition 
of the railroads in the United States, what companies pay dividends 
and what companies do not, I invite his attention to the last report 
of the Secre of the Interior, Pages 31, 32, and 33, where the earn- 
ings I believe of all the railroads of the United States are given, where 
it is shown what companies pay dividends and what companies do not, 
and where it is demonstrated that there are no companies paying such 
dividends as these companies are paying, and that they can pay the 
dividend I have named after having fully complied with the law, and 
without any increase of business, This may be seen by that report 
and by Poore’s Manual to which the report refers. No man cau think 
for himself on this subject and doubt for one moment that the busi- 
ness of those railroads, immense as it now is, is comparatively in its 
infancy. Just think of that great corporation, the Union Pacific 
Railroad, extending twelve hundred miles, which had at the report 
next before the last a eee e of only 8700, 000, and had nearly 
$3,000,000 of available assets to pay at any moment. There is scarcely 
any railroad in the United States fifty miles long that has not a float- 
ing debt as large as that. The Central Pacific has substantially no 
floating debt at all. But it has a surplus of $10,265,000 and pays divi- 
dends of from 8 to 10 per cent. per annum to its shareholders and I 
believe pays them quarterly, I venture to say that in less than twenty 
years from now these 5 will be the two richest railroad 
corporations on the face of this earth. It may be said, then why do 
you want any rts Shp If they will be the richest railroad com- 
panies in the world why do you want any security? You do not need 
it. Yes, Mr. President, we do need security, for experience has shown 
that no matter how rich a railroad corporation may become, security 
for its creditors is essential; and as my friend [Mr. BAYARD] rightly 
states, suppose the road is security, we do not want the road, we want 
our money. 

The other provisions of the bill I do not know that I need to dwell 
longupon. Section 6 simply prohibits the payment of dividends when 
the company is in default for non-compliance with the law. 

Section 7 provides that the sinking fand shall be properly appor- 
tioned between the two companies who contribute, 

Section 8 provides that when the fund becomes distributable it 
shall be distributed according to the priority of lien of the creditors, 
thereby preserving every one’s right precisely as a chancellor would 
doin marshaling the assets of an insolvent corporation or firm and 
distributing them among its creditors. 

Allow me to say that if this bill should pass its only effect upon 
the first- mo bonds must be to enhance their value, because it 
would give them an additional security. They would have a right 
if the company did not provide for their bonds to come iu first upon 
this sinking fund, for their mortgage bonds mature at the same time 
the Government bonds mature. They wonld have the right there- 
fore to come first upon this fund which would be in the Treasury 
and to receive payment without any e se of foreclosure of the 
mortgage or any trouble of being compelled to fight the road. It 
gives them, therefore, an additional security available at any moment 
when their bonds become due. 

The tenth section simply makes it the duty of the Attorney-General 
to enforce the act. 

The eleventh section declares that if there shall be a default in 
complying with the provisions of the charter and this act for six 
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months, then it shall operate as a forfeiture of the charter, and pro- 


ceedings shall be instituted against the defaulting company. Some 
exception was taken to that provision when this bill was under con- 
sideration a year ago. The truth is the provision is a lenient provis- 
ion for the companies. Without such a provision the Government 
might proceed against a company wherever there was a cause of for- 
feiture without any delay, proceed against it instanter; but now this 
rovision requires that that default shall continue for six months 
1— 5 the Government shall proceed to oust the company of its 
franchises. : 

The twelfth and thirteenth sections need noremark. They simply 
preserve the reservations of the right to alter, amend, or repeal, wit 
asaving of all rights both in the United States and individuals which 
have accrued heretofore. 

Mr. President, as I said before, I shall not now speak upon the 
power of Con to pass this bill. My object has been simply in 
the opening of the discussion to explain the bill. I shall not speak 
upon the power to-day for another reason, and that is that the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, [Mr. Davis, J who is on the Judiciary Committee, 
has prepared some remarks upon that subject, and I hope that he 
will take the floor when I conclude and give the Senate the benefit 
of his opinions upon the legal question. For myself I have only to 
say that to me nothing in the world is clearer than that we have the 
right and would have it if there was no reservation in the charter 
ot a right to alter, amend, or repeal. But 3 question, we 
have by well-settled adjudications of the Supreme Court of the United 
States and of a number of the State courts ample right to pass this 
bill under the reservations contained in the charter. 

I wish to say in conclusion that I regret that the bill reported from 
the Railroad Committee yesterday is not on our table. If it was, and 
if I had examined it, I might be disposed to say what I think of its 

rovisions; but as Ido not know what that bill is at all, except 

m the newspaper report, (and I do not speak in the Senate upon a 
bill from the report of the newspapers,) and as there will be ample 
time to consider it whenever it shall come up, I shall say nothing 
abont it to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, the Supreme Court of the 
United States has decided that the Pacific rai companies are not 
bound to pay the interest before the bonds issued to them by the 
United States shall mature. The legislation on this subject implies 
an obligation to pay both principal and interest on the maturity 
of the bonds, but it does not require the payment of the interest as 
it semi-annually accrues. (United States rs. Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, 1 Otto, 72.) This being so, a plain arithmetical calcula- 
tion will show that the debt due from these companies to the United 
States at the end of thirty years from the time the bonds were loaned 
to them will be simply enormous. It requires no spirit of prophecy 
to tell that unless some adequate provision be presently made for the 
ultimate extinction of this indebtedness, the interests of the Govern- 
ment will be seriously endangered. To protect these interests the 
Judiciary Committee has reported a bill for the creation of a sinking 
fund to liquidate the principal and interest of the bonds. Every 
Senator will concede the necessity of some efficient legislative action 
on the subject, if Congress can lawfully interfere at all. Being sat- 
isfied that Congress possesses the right to pass this bill, I propose 
very briefly to consider that question. 

It is said that the acts of 1862 and 1464 constitute a contract be- 
tween the United States and the railroad companies accepting and 
acting under them which cannot be impaired by subsequent legisla- 
tion, and Dartmouth College vs. Woodward (4 Wheaton, 518) is cited 
in support of the position. That leading case asserts in broad terms 
that a grant by a State is an executed contract, and as such is pro- 
tected by that clause of the Constitution which prohibits a State from 

ing a law impairing the obligation of contracts. This cardinal 
principle in our constitutional jurisprudence has been recognized and 
enforced in an unbroken series of decisions with reference to execu- 
tory as well as executed contracts. And the Supreme Court has reaf- 
firmed it at its present term. (Farrington vs. Tennessee, unreported.) 

Conceding that the constitutional prohibition touching the obliga- 
tion of contracts is binding upon Congress, which it obviously is not, 
(for itis in express terms confined to the States,) the question arises as 
to the effect of the eighteenth section of the act of 1862 and of the 
twenty-second section of the act of 1864 upon the rights of the par- 
ties. The eighteenth section of the act of 1862 declares that— 

The better to accomplish 0 namely, to promote the 
interest and welfare Lard i 1 ‘strona apani 
keeping the same in working order, and to secure to the Government at all times 


(but particularly in time of war) the use and benefits of the same for postal, mil- 
itary, and other purposes, Congress may, at any time, having due for the 
riglits of said companies herein named, add to, alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


If it were necessary to rest the right to pass this bill (which it is 
not) on this provision, the words used are, I think, sufficiently ex- 
licit to relieve the question from any serious doubt. In construin 

it the reasons which led to its adoption and the object to be attain 

by it should be fully considered. Congress was engaged at the time 
in a great national undertaking, and while in carrying it on the set- 
tled policy of the country seemed to require a resort to the instru- 
mentality of private corporations, care was taken that the objects to 
be 5 by tho proposed jegislation should not be misunder- 
stood, ese were the securing the present building and future op- 


eration of a road to the Pacific, which the Government could use for 
its own purposes in peace as well asin war. Con had alone in 
view the promotion of the public interests and did not choose that 
those interests should be placed beyond its control, 

The changes in legislation which might be necessary to secure those 
interests could not be foreseen. Time alone couid determine them. 
Acting on the assumption that there must be an express reservation 
of power to make them, whenever they should be required by a just 
regard to the public welfare, Congress inserted in the act of 1802 such 
reservation. Of the time and occasion for the exercise of the power 
of amendment, alteration, or repeal Congress was constituted the ex- 
clusive judge. It could not act arbitrarily, for it must have “due 
regard for the rights of the companies” affected by its action, These 
words of limitation are to be understood as requiring Congress not to 
impose new duties without due consideration for the rights of cred- 
itors and stockholders. They were doubtless inserted for the better 

rotection of the companies, but they were unnecessary. It cannot 
be supposed, even in case the power of alteration or amendment were 
absolute and unlimited, that Congress would legislate without a proper 
re for the rights of the pe affected by its legislation. 

t is said that the right of amendment does not attach so long as 
the companies are not in default, and that they have constructed the 
roads, maintained them in good working order, and are ready on de- 
mand to furnish the Government with the needed transportation. 
This is true; but it is equally true that unless there be some provis- 
ion for the payment of the subsidy bonds at maturity the Government 
will be in imminent danger of losing an essential benefit contemplated 
by the act. When they mature, the companies would, to say the least, 
be in danger of insolvency and the future use of their respective roads 
for Government p put in jeopardy. 

A construction which would postpone action until this contingency 
should happen would defeat the very purpose of the provision, and 
cannot, on any recognized canon of interpretation, be maintained. 

That provision was made to enable Congress to intervene when- 
ever, in its opinion, intervention was n to secure to the Goy- 
ernment at all times (but particularly in the time of war) the use and 
benefits of the road for postal, military, and other purposes, If a 
power be given by a statute, everything necessary to make it effect- 
ual or requisite to attain the end isimplied. (1 Kent’s Com., 464.) 
In this case, the ends in view being pointed out by the act of 1862, 
if there be a necessity for the creation of a sinking fund to attain 
them, then creating it at any time is authorized, and involves noth- 
ing beyond a just and fair exercise of an expressly reserved power. 

t is, however, not necessary to place the authority to pass the 
proposed bill on the legislation of 1802, for the power conferred by 
the twenty-second section of the act of 1864 is without any limita- 
tion or condition. That section is in these words: 


Parvin it further enacted, That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal 


No such provision is found in any of the cases which affirm that 
rights under a charter cannot, during its existence, be withdrawn or 
impaired, or new obligations imposed on a corporation without its 
consent. But it is said that this section is applicable to the act of 
1864, and not to the former act. This position cannot be sustained. 
Confessedly the latter act is at least an amendment of the former, 
and the companies accepting it are bound by the action of Congress 
within the limits of the power thereby reserved. But it is more than 
an amendment. Both acts are in pari materia, and to be construed as 
one, and this is the effect of the decision in Railway Company rs. 
Prescott, 16 Wallace, 603. That decision could not have been other- 
wise in the light of contemporaneous history. It was supposed that 
the road would be constructed under the liberal provisions of the act 
of 1862, but it turned out otherwise. The enterprise languished on 
account of the apprehended difficulties of executing it. No part of 
the road was constructed when the Thirty-eighth Congress met. The 
report of the Secretary of the Interior to the President, under date 
of December 5, 1864, refers to the fact that since the adjournment of 
Con more than half a million of dollars had been expended upon 
the main line of the road west of Omaha; that forty miles were in 

rocess of construction, and he alludes “ to the limited time which 

d elapsed since the action of Congress, 3 the company to 
prosecute the work with energy.” The unde ing was iu fact 
abandoned, and an earnest appeal made to Congress for further aid. 

This appeal was not in vain, for that body donbled the land graut 
and extended it so as to cover “coal and iron lands,” gave priority 
to the lien of the bondholders over that of the United States, and 
provided for retaining but one-half of the compensation earned by 
the companies for the services they should render to the Govern- 
ment. Inmaking these unprecedented concessions, without which the 
roads would never have been built, Congress thought fit to enlarge 
the power of reservation. The companies having availed themselves 
of this legislation and enjoyed its penes and munificent bounties 
are bound by all its provisions. It will.not do to say that this en- 
larged power only applies to the latter act. Both acts are insepara- 
bly connected. Both constitute the charter or contract of the com- 
panies. Under both the roads were constructed. To both the twenty- 
second section applies, and it is the last expression of the legislative 
will on the reserved power. Each company having accepted both 
acts has, in the most binding form, assented that amendments or 
alterations of either act should be made whenever the public inter- 
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ests and the adequate protection of the Government should, in the 
opinion of Congress, require them. i 

Conceding that the power must receive the same interpretation as 
if it were 1 with a State Legislature, the question recurs as to 
its nature and extent. In view of the improvident grants of special 
corporate privileges and of the undue means by which they have 
been sometimes secured, it has been deemed expedient in many of 
the States, since the decision in Dartmouth College vs. Woodward, to 
provide by a general law or a peremptory constitutional provision 
that all acts for the creation of incorporations may be altered or 
repealed by the Legislature at any time after their passage. Numer- 
ous cases arising under this power of reservation have been deter- 
mined in the State courts.” A special reference to all of them is, 
however, not necessary. In The Attorney-General rs. The Railroad 
Companies, 35 Wisconsin, 425, the supreme court of that State makes 
use of the following language: 


The power to re} can bear but one construction. The power to alter depends 
on the — of e word “alter.” To alter is to make di t without destroy- 
rate charter of one kind can- 


ing identity, to vary without entire change. A co 
no 


be altered to a charter of an entirely different kind; but a corporate charter 
may be altered so as to make it different in detail so Jong as the general identity of 


the corporation remains, 80 that it is varied without entire change. This is the 

obvious 2 to lawyer oarn A Argun ma ab eee re- gg h 
t est 3 e ; they ma, mpeach 

— oe power, but not to impair its import. dele 

In the Commonwealth vs. Essex Company, 13 Gray, 239, the supreme 
court of Massachusetts, in speaking of the power in question, re- 
marks that— 1 e 

This t ha limit, although itis difficult to define it. Perhaps the 
rule is Tale that where, peer ne a 8 in the 1 rights have been acquired 
and become vested, no amendment or alteration of the charter can take away the 
property or = which have become vested under a legitimate exercise of the 
powers gran’ 

These authoritative adjudications—and there is no decided case in 
conflict with them—conclusively establish that the provisions of the 
bill fall fairly within the scope and operation of the power reserved 
to Con To the same effect will be found cases decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. In Pennsylvania College cases, 
13 Wallace, 190, that court declares that the power so reserved au- 
thorizes the State to make any alterations in the charter which the 
ig baa in its wisdom may deem fit, just, and expedient to enact.” 
In Holyoke Company vs. Lyman, 15 Wallace, 500, the court holds 
that— a 

The provision W e t e yt ee poe ys 44, section 23, —9 

tatu: section 41, declaring acts of incorporation s 
genera at to ee or repeal at the pleasure of the Leantar, 
reserves to the the authority to make any alteration or amendment o 
a charter granted subject to it, which will not defeat or substantially impair the 
object of the grant or any rights vested under it, and which the ture may 
deem necessary to secure either that object or other public or private rights. 

And in Miller vs. The State, 15 Wallace, 498, that— 


The reserved I pre may be exercised, and to almost any extent, to carry into 


effect the origin: poses of the t or to secure the due administration of its 
affairs so as to rotect the rights its stockholders and of creditors, and for the 
proper disposition of the assets. 


And in Tomlinson vs. Jessup, 15 Wallace, 454, that 
The object of the reserva and of reservations in other charters, is 


similar 
to prevent a grant of c hts and privileges in a form which will prodane 
le tivo interference ri at any 


th their exercise, if the public interest shoul 
time require such interference. It is a provision intended to to the State 
control over its contract with the corporators, which without provision would 
be irrepealable and protected from any measures affecting its obligations. 

At the last term of the court this question received special consid- 
eration. A railway company was authorized by its charter and the 
charter of other companies consolidated therewith to demand and 
receive such sum or sums of money “for the transportation of per- 
sons and property as it shall deem desirable.” 

The constitution of Wisconsin in force when the several charters 
were granted provides that “All acts for the creation of corporations 
within the State may be altered or repealed by the Legislature at any 
time after their passage.” The Legislature passed an act fixing the 
limit of fare for the transportation of any pora classifying freights, 
and prescribing the maximum rates therefor, The holders of the first 
mortgage bonds in one case and the stockholders in another case, 
filing their bill against the railway company and the officers of the 
State to restrain the company from obeying and the officers of the 
State from enforcing the act, alleged that the bonds and the mort- 
gage of the company to secure the payment of them were executed 
pursnant to law; that the rates charged by the company before the 

ge of the act did not produce sufficient income to pay interest 
on its debt, dividends, and expenses, and that the enforcement of the 
law prescribing reduced rates would cause the destruction of the se- 
curities of the company and impair the obligation of the contract 
between the holders of them and the company. It was contended 
that as long as the company operere its road it had the right to de- 
mand and receive a reasonable compensation for its services; that 
what constituted such compensation was for judicial determination 
and not legislative enactment; and that the act in question as ef- 
fectually deprived the company of the beneficial use of its property 
and the means of performing its engagements with its creditors as if 
its material property and corporate rights were confiscated. 

The court, however, held that the islature had under the re- 
served power the right to prescribe a maximum of charges, even 
although the income of the company may have been previously 


pledged as security for the payment of its obligations incurred upon 
the faith of the charter, (Peik vs. Chicago and Northwestern Railway 
Company, 4 Otto, 164;) and in a subsequent case held that the com- 
pany could not recover for the rtation of property more than 
the maximum fixed by the act by showing that the amount charged 
was no more than a reasonable compensation for the services ren- 
dered. (Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company vs. 
Ackley, idem 179.) 

That doctrine was during the same term applied to cases arising in 
Towa, Illinois, and Minnesota, and at the present term to a case in 
Ohio. Shields vs. Ohio involved the following facts: The constitu- 
tion of Ohio, which took effect in September, 1851, ordained that “no 
special privileges shall ever be granted that may not be altered, re- 
voked, or repealed by the General Assembly. (Article 1, section 2.) 
“The General Assembly shall pass no special act conferring corporate 
powers.” (Article 13, section 1.) “Corporations may 1 5 formed 
under general Jaws, but such general laws may from time to time be 
altered or repealed.” (Article 13, section 2.) A railway company 
was prior to that date incorporated under a charter, which fixed no 
limitation as to the rates for the transportation of persons. 

In 1856, the Legislature passed a general law authorizing, upon cer- 
tain terms and conditions, the consolidation of railway companies. 
Several corporations, including the one so operating under a special 
charter 2 before the adoption of the constitution, availed them- 
selves of the provisions of that act and formed a consolidated com- 

ny. An act of the General Assembly in 1870 limited the ch 

or passengers to three cents per mile, and the court held that this 
limitation could be imposed without impairing the obligation of a 
contract, notwithstanding the absence of any provision in the charter 
of one of the companies reserving to the Legislature any control over 
fares and freights. The reasoning of the court is that by consolidat- 
ing under the act, the respective companies accepted it with all its 
conditions and restrictions, and among them was the liability of the 
consolidated company to be dealt with by the General Assembly of 
Ohio in the exercise of the power reserved to it under the constitu- 
tion of the State. 

If the Legislature of a State can regulate fares and freights where 
they are not specifically fixed by an irrepealable charter, the author- 
ity of Congress to require under the power reserved by the act of 
1864, that a sum be ener laid aside out of the earnings of these 
companies in order to provide for the ultimate payment of money ad- 
vanced by the United States in the shape of bonds, cannot, I should 
think, be seriously drawn in question. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I move to lay aside all prior orders 
and proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2507) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending Jane 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) The 
Senator from Minnesota moves to lay aside all prior orders for the 
se ig of taking up the Military Academy bill. 

. MATT. S. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion is not debatable. Does 
the Senator from Minnesota yield? 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator will give us a few moments to 
dispose of the Military Academy bill and have it out of the way. 
There are two or three other small appropriation bills ready to be 
acted upon, and as Congress is already so far behind with the 4718 
priation bills, it seems important that we should press them as rapidly 
as possible before the Senate. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I would remind the Senator that it was the 
unanimous understanding of the Senate last week that immediately 
on the conclusion of the argument of my colleague, the senior Sena- 
tor from Ohio, upon the railroad bill, the Senate would go into execu- 
tive session; and it was in pursuance of that understanding that I 
made the motion. 

Mr. HAMLIN and others. That is so. 

Mr. WINDOM. Of course in view of the fact which the Senator 
from Ohio and several other Senators state, that there was an under- 
era of that kind, I cannot press the bill against it, but I give 
notice that I shall call it up to-morrow morning immediately after 
the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five min- 
utes spass in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four 
o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 12, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
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SURVEY OF CATTARAUGUS RESERVATION. 
Mr. PATTERSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced 


a bili (H. R. No. 3824) to authorize the survey of the Cattaraugus 
reservation, in the State of New York; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOAB SPENCER AND JAMES MEAD. 

Mr. BEEBE, by ananimous consent, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 819) for the relief of Joab Spencer and James Mead for sup- 
plies furnished the Kansas tribe of Indians; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


OSAGE CEDED LAND SUITS. 

Mr. BEEBE also, by unanimous consent, from the same committee, 
reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 2153) providing 
for the payment of counsel fees in ceded land suits; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BEEBE. It was the understanding of the committee that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr, TOWNSEND] should be permitted to 
submit a minority report on this bill. Iask that he may be permit- 
ted to do so, and that the minority report be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

HEIRS OF ABEL s. LEE, 


Mr. BEEBE also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 
856) for the relief of Susanna Marble and other heirs of Abel 8. Lee; 
and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


SANITARY CONDITION OF NEIGHBORHOOD OF CAPITOL. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: 

Resolved, That in order to improve the sanitary condition of the neighborhood of 
the 7 1 ey SA bo er duty of the 9 7 V 5 per — of 
th presentatives to report at an e, at an early W meas- 
ures are necebeary to GATI the lands along the line of the old canal south of the Cap- 
itol to be so drained as to prevent the accumulation of the t water thereon ; 


and further what action may be required to cause the of the street sweep- 
ings now stored on these lands, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. EICKHOFF rose. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I call for the r order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [ 
to a question of privilege. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, the joint resolution Lait ery an 
amendment to the Constitution by providing for a council of three 
persons to administer the executive department of the Government, 
which I caused to be referred by request on the 25th ultimo, has been 
the subject of such unusual misrepresentation that I beg to place upon 
record a further statement of facts in relation to its introduction. It 
has long been the custom in the House for members to refer bills and 
resolutions which do not originate with them. The method of doing 
this is to state at the time of the reference that the same is done “ by 
request.” This statement is not carried into the Journal of the House, 
nor noted upon the bill or resolution, but only in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, where all remarks are printed. Thus the true character in 
which the measure is presented is announced to the House and made 
of permanent record in its published p i Such a reference 
carries with it no indorsement of the provisions of the measure and 
has no special significance. 

The joint resolution in question was prepared by another and placed 
in my Tanda with the request that it be given the proper reference. 
First calling the attention of the committee to this request and to 
the general character of the proposition, I made the reference with 
the usual disavowal of its authorship. The proposition contained 
nothing very novel to those familiar with the mieten of the country. 

Edmund dolph, one of the most profound thinkers among that 
galaxy of illustrious statesmen who ed the Constitution, pro- 

vosed and urged to the utmost in the convention a similar measure. 
| quote from the debates of the convention: 
A dol: an unity in the executive d ment, He ed it 
asthe face 8 We bad, he said, no mote be coveened be tha ftit 
ish government as our prototype. He didnot mean, however, to throw censure on 
that excellent fabric. If we were in a situation to copy it he did not know that he 
should be opposed to it; but the fixed genius of the 
different form of government. He could not see HA great requisites for the 
executive department, vigor, dispatch, and responsibility, could not be found in 
three men as well as in one man. The executive ought to be independent. It 
ought, therefore, in order to support its independence, to consist of three persons. 

And again: 

Mr. Rutledge and Mr. C. e that the blank for the number of per- 
sons in the executive be filled with the words “one m.” 

Mr. Randolph opposed it with great earnestness, declaring that he should not do 
justice to the country which sent him if he were silently to suffer the establish- 
ment of a unity in the executive de ent, He felt an tion to it which he 
believed he should continue to feel as long as he lived. He urged, first, that the 
permanent temper of the people was adverse to the very sem of monarchy ; 


. SOUTHARD ] rises 


le of America required a | mi 


secondly, that a unity was unnecessary, a plurality being equally competent to all 
t objects 2 the department; thirdly, that the . never 
reposed a single magistrate; that appointmen wo gener - 
ally be in favor of some inhabitant — 2 center of the community, and conse- 
uently the remote parts would not be on an equal footing. He was in favor of 
three members of the executive, to be drawn the t portions of the 
country, 

Other eminent minds coincided with the views expressed by Mr. 
Randolph, and, as appears in the record of the proceedings of the 
convention— 

Mr. Madison Senge it would be proper, before a choice should be made be- 
tween a unity and plurality in the executive, to fix the extent of the executive 
authority; that as certain powers were in their nature executive, and must be 
Eo thea wk tt inet in eann 8 

o eir extent wor en w 
be safely intrusted to a single mw Aen * Ben N 


At a much later day John C. Calhoun put his faith in a dual exec- 
utive. And, sir, the success of a plurality in the executive has been 
demonstrated in other nations and times. The greatest nation of 
antiquity for a period of five hundred years, during its brightest and 
grandest achievements, civil and military, was administered by a 
plurality in the executive. In saying this I do not mean to be 
understood to decry the establishment of a single executive in this 
country, nor to express my preference fora plurality in that depart- 
ment. It is no part of my present purpose to discuss either the merits 
or demerits of the one or the other plan, and I have only made these 
historical allusions with a view of what seems to be nec to 
rebut e ee idea that a plurality in the executive is so utterly 
chimerical as not to be entitled to the privilege of a reference or a 
moment’s respectful attention. My sole purpose, sir, is to correct the 
error into which the press of the country has been Jed. This correc- 
tion I am ready to make without reference to whether the measure 
be approved or condemned. A sufficient reason is found in the fact 
that I am not the author, and did not seek or undertake to bank 
upon borrowed capital. At the time of the reference of the resolu- 
tion, as it correctly appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that 
day’s proceedings, I made the following statement: 

Mr. Sournanb. The resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk has been handed 
to me with the request that I introduce it for reference to the proper committee. 

Then follows this record: 

Mr. Sournann (by request) introduced a joint resolntion (H. R. No. 120) submit- 
ting a proposed amendment to the Constitution, to be designated article 16; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws relating to the Electoral Count, and ordered to be printed. 


Notwithstanding this plain and explicit disavowal of the author- 
ship by me, the Associated Press dispatches omitted all mention of 
the fact in the report of that day’s proceedings, it nowhere appear- 
ing in them, so far as I have been able to see, that the reference was 
made “by request.” But it did appear in them that I had offered the 
joint resolution; and in some instances an outline of its provisions was 
given. Not only did I make the above statement, but I did more to 
prevent misrepresentation. On the evening of the same day, and at 
the hour of half-past nine, I learned that an erroneous report had 
been telegraphed by the Associated Press, and I immediately repaired 
to the offices of the National Associated Press and the New York 
Associated Press and requested that the error be corrected, which 
the gentlemen in charge of the respective offices, Mr. Clark and Mr. 
Gobright, courteously and pompy consented todo. They have since 
informed me that they immedialely ordered the correction to be tele- 
graphed, and I am bound to take their statement as true. But the mat- 
ter was suppressed elsewhere, for the correction did not ap in the 
press of the country. Where the fault rests I do not pretend to say. I 
only know that it does not rest with me. The uence is that 
tho true statement of facts was not given to the public, but on the 
contrary a total perversion of what actually transpired. 

On the day following I noticed this special dispatch in the New 
York Tribune: 

WASHINGTON, February 25. 

Representative Sournanb, of Ohio, chairman of the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws regulating the Counting of the Electoral Votes for President and Vice- 
President, introduced a bill to-day, ce amendment to the Constitution. 
‘The offering of this bill is the more important because, as it is understood, it 
resents the opinion of a portion at least of that committee, and may, therefore, 
brought before Congress for its action during the present session. 

I at once arose in my place in the House, caused it to be read at the 
Clerk’s desk, and said: 


The resolution was introduced “by request,” as stated by me at the time, and I 
feel it due to myself and to the committee to now further state that the resolution 


resolution was prepared one whose high | rand attainments entitle his 
3 ; and, as has been the custom in the House, 
introduced it by request and referred to the committee for the purpose of per- 


tting the committee to consider it. 

A day had thus elapsed before I became advised that the correction 
by the Associated Press had not followed immediately upon the heels 
of the erroneous report. After such delay it is difficult to get full cor- 
rection, but I did what I could to accomplish it by the personal ex- 


planation which 1 made. The day following explana- 
tion this Associated Press dispatch appeared : 
Mr. Sournanp (Dem., O,) the resolution he had introduced yes- 


explained that 
terday, proposing an amendment to the Constitution, did not express his own 
views. He had simply in resolution at the request of another person. 


But even this does not show that the authorship of the resolution 
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was disavowed by me at the time of its introduction, a most material 
fact, and one which, if it had been attended to at first, would have 
left no room for the misrepresentations which have followed. More- 
over, this correction, imperfect as it is, was published in but few 
journals, omitted from most, while the subject was deemed of sufficient 
importance to gain most extensive notice. True it is that the special 
dispatches to several journals, N in the West, stated the fact 
at first that the reference had been made “ by request,“ and in a num- 
ber of journals it has been editorially so stated since my personal ex- 
planation of the day following the reference, but, in consequence of 
the erroneous report which was first telegraphed forth and never after 
properly corrected, the public mind has been misled, and an importance 
and significance been attributed to the measure which its mere refer- 
ence to the committee under the circumstances in no wise justified. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to proceed with 
the consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I hopethe gentleman will allow the morning hour, 

Mr. BANKS. Weshould have the morning hour so as to get through 
with the ordinary business of committees. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I insist upon my motion. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 93, noes 63. 

Mr. BANKS. I call for the yeas and nays, It is just as necessary 
that we should have the morning hour as that appropriation bills 
should pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would teller to the gentleman that 
it would save time to take the vote by tellers. 

Mr. BANKS. I will withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays 
until there is a vote by tellers. 

Mr. DENISON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Banxs and Mr. SINGLETON were 
appointed. 

Phe House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 87, noes 72. 

Mr. BANKS. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays; but here- 
after I will insist on having the morning hour. 

So the motion of Mr. SINGLETON was agreed to. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—DEAN VS. FIELD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the House goes into Committee of the 
Whole I desire to state that to-morrow after the morning hour I shall 
ask the House to take up the contested-election case from the third 
congressional district of Massachusetts, Dean rs. Field, and to dispose 
of the case before quitting it. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Honse resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Co: 
of New York, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bil 
(H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other pu 8. 

A The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hate] has the 
oor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, the consular and diplomatic service of 
the United States is a very important one. Its importance has been 
growing. To-day, with our commerce dwindled, with our flag shut 
out from many seas where it once floated, and yet with the trade of 
the world ready for our advances, the consular service is of vital im- 

rtance to the commerce of the American people, Itisaservice which 
his always been fostered and encouraged and stimulated by every 
commercial people. It is the last service that any discriminating 
nation, having much commerce and desiring it to grow, will discour- 
age. It is because both the diplomatic and consular service have been 
assailed in this bill that I am upon the floor. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] who has charge 
of this bill in reporting it the other day made an attack upon both 
the diplomatic and consular service, pointing out certain small errors 
and defects in the system which I am bound to say would have been 
of little import, as it seemed to me, if it were not for the fact that he 
was backing up a bill which does harmfully strike at the whole sys- 


tem. He prefaced his remarks upon the bill by what we are wont to 


hear much of on this floor, and especially from the other side of the 
House, a homily upon economy. In the opening remarks of his speech 
just published, and which I had no opportunity until this morning to 
read, I find that he says: 

A jority of your committee pathize with the tax and are deter- 
N this House, to work on the line of Teerenchment and econ: 
omy until the Government is brought back to the most reasonable necessary dis- 
bursements and until republican simplicity shall prevail with our functionaries at 
foreign courts as well as in our home governmental departments. To this end we 
invo ER A on and support. The bill before you, except in the matter 
of salaries, does not differ essentially from the law of the last on. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, economy in governmental expenditures, if it 
is seriously considered, if it is discriminatingly applied, is a primal 
duty of the legislator; but economy if applied at all must be applied 
in cases where resistance needs to be made to extravagant expend- 
itures. No gentleman who sets himself up as an advocate for econ- 
omy in the interest of the tax-payer can afford or should be permitted 
to direct his strokes in a single ion which may cripple the Gov- 
ernment while he is inert or consenting in the direction of schemes 
to raid upon the Treasury which will in the end bankrupt it. 

Now, since the gentleman’s speech, and in which he has declared for 


economy not for the first time by any means, I have taken occasion to 
look over the history of legislation in the present Honse, as bearing 
eae economy and the prospect the country has of being delivered, 
chiefly by this House, from the pressure in the Treasury caused by fail- 
ing revenues. I have hunted up the bills and reports from the com- 
mittees and have explored the Calendar of business, and I want my 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] and any gentleman on either 
side who is early and late reading us homilies upon economy and ask- 
ing us to pare down these clerks’ salaries and consuls’ salaries and who 
desire to abolish missions in Europe and elsewhere, to give their atten- 
tion to the record which they have helped to make up. I was led to 
this by my recollection of a certain vote that had been taken in this 
House when economy seemed to be a different thing from what it 
is to-day. I refer to the vote upon the report of the Committee of 
Ways and Means upon the whisky tax, providing that an extension of 
time should be given to certain distillers, largely found in a few south- 
ern States, to pay their tax, but which would have given them an 
opportunity, in view of the demand for a reduction of the tax, to so 
postpone payment that the Government revenues would be reduced 
to the extent of from two and a half to four million dollars per an- 
num. It was not denied that if the tax were reduced and the time 
of payment postponed these distillers would pay the reduced tax and 
so much money would be taken out of the Treasury, or at least not 
put into it, which amounts to the same thing. 

I have the record of the yeas and nays upon that report when we 
came to vote on a substitute offered by a republican member declar- 
ing that the tax should not be reduced, and thus protecting the 
Treasury. I do not find on that vote, though $2,500,000 a year at 
least was involved, that either the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SINGLETON] or any one of his democratic colleagues on the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations voted to protect the Treasury, but that all of 
the democratic members of that committee either voted with the 
Nha | men or did not vote at all, while all of the republican mem- 
bers of the committee voted to save the revenues, as did the party 
generally upon the floor. 

I have looked also at the roll recording the vote upon the bill to 
compensate Benham & Van Hoffman by the payment of 848,000 for 
the use of a mill at Alexandria, Virginia, which was seized by the 
military authorities of the United States during the war. This claim 
was discussed through several sessions. Finally the measure, on two 
test votes, one on the question of its passage and the other on the 
question of taking a motion to reconsider, was defeated by small ma- 
jorities. In these two votes every member of the Honse but twenty 
(fourteen democrats and six republicans) were recorded, either by 
actual reference to the roll-call or by the public announcement of 
their positions. Of the republican members one hundred and seven 
took position against the measure and but twenty-six in its favor; 
of the democrats one hundred and ten supported the measure and 
only thirty voted against it. 

I took occasion, when the bill now before the House was reported, 
to send and get the House Order of Business of that dato. I have 
it here now, the Order of Business of January 26, 1878, and I turn 
to page 3 to see what was the business of the House upon which it 
was called upon to act in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, where bills had been sent for consideration, and I tind that 
the first bill was one reported by the gentleman from Alabama, [ Mr. 
HEWITT, ] granting a pension to certain soldiers and sailors of tho 
Mexican and other wars therein named. It is undoubtedly a fact, 
and was shaduwed forth and hinted at in the debate, that these men, 
whether meritorious or otherwise, largely came from the southern 
portion of the country. The bill was hy oe by a gentleman from 
that section and was advocated by gentlemen from that section, and 
it is now in the committee and must soon be voted upon. And that 
bill will take anywhere from three to seven millions of dollars 
annum out of the Treasury, for a new class of pensioners, living 
largely in tho Southern States and in a shorter time after the war in 
which they were engaged than there is any precedent for. The result 
will be that it will dwindle the Treasury and create a necessity for 
additional taxation, and I ask gentlemen who are for economy and 
for reducing taxation to take notice that their votes will be watched 
when the bill comes up for action. But there is no need to watch my 
friend from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON; ] he will vote for it with all 
his might, as will all of his neighbors. 

My friend will have an opportunity to put into actual practice his 
theory of economy. His associates upon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and upon that side of the House generally, will have an oppor- 
tunity of showing whether they believe that a stress is upon us of 
pinched revenues and a deficit in coming years as applied to the Treas- 
ury of the United States, but his and their practice will be wofully 
wide from their talk now. 

Then there is a joint resolution l the time for withdraw- 
ing distilled spirits nowin bond until the 30th day of June next. That 
is the joint resolution to which I have just referred, and which bas 
already been voted upon. We saw what support it received from 
gentlemen who are early and late crying for economy. 

I turn over the page and there I find a bill for the relief of Geo: 

II. Giddings. That bill, I believe, has already passed the House. 11 
is a southern claim. 

The next is a joint resolution to apply the annual appropriation hy 
act of Congress approved March 3, to pay certain southern mail 
contractors who went into the rebellion. 
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I am only giving here some of the measures reported from commit- 
tees of this House for us to act upon. On this Calendar I strike that 
bill. Now I suppose it will not be denied that every gentleman upon 
the Committee on Appropriations on the democratie side of the House, 
and perhaps every gentleman on that side of the House, has been 
intending and expecting to vote for this bill which applies to south- 
ern inail contractors. They have, in season and out of season, in the 
present and in the past, been in favor of that bill, although it would 
take about a million of dollars from the Treasury ; and it was only 
when the startling exposition was made here of the condition and 
underlying frand of these claims—and when I use that word I do 
not 3 to any gentleman here, but to the nature of the claims 
themselves—that the bill fell flat and dead. The tleman from 
Mississippi will not deny that without the exposition which came 
from a gentleman on this side of the House [Mr. WIIIIrs] he would 
have voted for a bill which would take about a million of dollars 
from the Treasury, and that it would have been sustained generally 
by gentlemen on that side of the House. 

I give the list of these reported bills on the Calendar to January 26: 


A bill R. No. 257) ting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
oo 


A bill (I. R. No. 2507) making a ä 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 
A bill (II. R. No. 942) to antho: 


riations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, and for the armament for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1879, 


and for other pu 

A bill (H. E o. 2117) to do for the distribution of the awards made under 
the convention between the United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, 
concluded on the 4th day of July, 18508. 

A bill (H. R No. 1383) to authorize and provide for the pa: t of all debts con- 
tracted by the Government in certain States therein since the close of the 


war. 

1 bill (H. R. No. 1496) for the relief of George H. Giddings. 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 20) to apply the annual ve che. yada by the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain southern contractors, 

I Jook further along on the later calendar of business and I find it 
crowded with bills of the same kind. I have been to the document- 
room and have found the bills which represent the projects which 
are threatening us like an avalanche and which whenever they come 
up here these southern gentlemen and almost all of their northern 
democratic allies who are talking about economy and about their sym- 
Band with the tax-payers and about saving a depleted Treasury are 

‘ound voting en masse for without regard to their extent or amount. 

Here is a brief list which I have made of some of the claims that 
are bound to come before this Congress which is to-day attempting 
to take off of the consular service the sum of $18,400; not more than 
that, but divided around in different places so as seriously to affect 
the best officers in it. 

Here are some of the schemes covered by these bills: here is one for 
the Texas Pacific Railroad. When that comes up I do not know how 
the gentleman from Mississippi will vote. I do not believe that his 
people will let him vote against it. But certainly it will receive a 
very large support from southern gentlemen who are sustaining him 
in his efforts at economy. Aud the Texas Pacific Railroad represents 
$60,000,000 to be assumed by the Government. Where is the tax- 
payer regarded in this? 

Then there is the Mississippi levee bill, representing a broad, expan- 
sive project, not only of hemming in and confining the waters of the 
Mississippi, but of reclaiming untold quantities of land that will ulti- 
mately be made valuable to pares and public owners. It will take 
$25,000,000 to cover the whole project of the Mississippi levees. My 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] will not vote against the 
bill for the Mississippi levees when it comes up. Scores of gentlemen 
on that side of the House, almost all those from his region of the 
country who are crying economy on appropriation bills, will vote for 
that project when it comes up, and if it is killed at all it will be by 
the solid vote of this side of the House. Twenty-five millions 
of dollars more to go to the credit of democratic economy. 

I find upon the files in the document-room a little bill introduced 
by Mr. GIBSON, of Louisiana, providing for the preliminary work on 
the Mississippi for stopping the crevasses and preventing the over- 
flow, providing for $75, or surveying the river in advance ; almost 
as much as is attempted to be saved upon this bill. And then there 
is an appropriation of $2,500,000 to carry out the work. There is not 
a southern gentleman on that side of the House, however much he 
may vex us with his ery for frugality, who will not, when that bill 
comes up, vote for taking $2,500,000 from an already burdened and 
staggering Treasury for this purpose. 

I find, also, that bills have been introduced by Mr. ROBERTSON and 
by Mr. SHELLEY, providing i the refunding of the cotton tax; au 
old tax collected by the Government years and gone into the 
limbo of the past. That involves the taking of $50,000,000 from the 
Treasury to be returned either to private citizens, or, as one of the 
bills provides, if the claimants do not appear themselves, then the 
amount is to escheat to the States where they live. And all those 
States are in the South and the money will there. How many 
men from that section, when that cotton-tax vil is before the House, 
will upon the roll-call, whatever may be their belief in the matter of 
economy, feel themselves justified in voting against it? It must be 
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jurisdiction on the loyalty question, 


defeated, if at all, from this side of the House. I credit democratic 
economy witb $60,000,000 more. 

Then I find that there is a bill providing for reopening the old cot- 
ton-seizure claims where only one-seventh or one-eighth part of the 
fund that belongs to the Governmeut was paid to legal claimants and 
all the rest was rejected and was long barred. But I find that 
thisoutlawed claim, which republicans are willing shall sleep the sleep 
of ages in the Treasury Department, is not allowed to sleep by gen- 
tlemen on the other side in sympathy with themember who is conduct- 
ing this bill, but a bill has been introduced here reopening this claim 
and declaring that it shall be paid under certain rules and regula- 
tions prescribed, and I to the credit of democratic economy 
upon this scheme $11,000,000 more. I find that there are upon the 
record more than four hundred private bills involving sums ranging 
from $100 to $80,000, covering these classes of claims, aggregating 
millions of dollars, and some of them have been already a pase I 
do not need to say again that when they come up they will be voted 
for almost solidly upon the other side of the House and voted against 
almost or quite solidly on this side. 

But Mr. Chairman, the bills do not stop here; they do not stop 
with N ions of money in bills that have been introduced and 
reported by difierent committees. The drain upon the Treasury is 
threatening in a subtler and more dangerous way. I have hunted up, 
out of some dozens, half a dozen different bills covering legislation 
which will open the flood-gates to that river of southern claims which 
threatens to drown the Treasury. These projects are not figments of 
my imagination; they are bills introduced and referred; I have 
already given a list of several that have been already reported to tho 
House. Here is one introduced by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
SHELLEY] to abolish the southern claims commission and to enlarge 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and for other purposes. What 
is there in this bill that makes it a favorite? Why should the southern 
claims commission, which has been exact in its work, whieh has elim- 
inated disloyal claims, which has kept the Treasury guarded, which 
has been so careful in its reports that they have always been sustained 
here—why should the claims commission be given the go-by and its 
jurisdiction be transferred to the Court of Claims? Undoubtedly 
because the gentleman offering this bill and gentlemen who will voto 
for it when it comes up bear in mind the decision of the Supreme 
Court under which the Court of Claims cannot consider disloyalty as 
a bar to any person who comes under the immense class that were 
covered by ident Johnson’s proclamation. That, Mr. Chairman, 
is the nut in the shell of that bill. 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Les, sir. 

Mr. EDEN. Was the bill creating the claims commission passed 
by a democratic or by a republican Congress ? 

Mr. HALE. By a republican Congress, of course. 

Mr. EDEN. Does not the gentleman know that that measure was 
an entering wedge to the introduction of this very class of claims 
from the Sonth about which he is complaining? 

Mr. HALE. Why, Mr. Chairman, its object was precisely the re- 
verse; it was to keep down this flood which is now pouring into the 
Honse and seeking to annihilate the claims commission. The object 
of that bill was to create a court that should be so careful and so 
effectively controlled by specific legislation that the operations of the 
proclamation of President Johnson should not be applied, and that 
the test of loyalty should be rigidly adhered to in the findings of the 
commission. 

Mr. EDEN. I undertake to say that the flood never commenced 


coming until that bill passed. We have already paid five or six mill- . 


ion dollars under the operation of that act; and I do not know how 
many millions more are to be paid before we are done with it. 

Mr. HALE. We may thank the southern claims commission (and 
I am glad to say this word for them) that instead of paying $5,000,000 
of assorted claims, where loyalty was made the enduring and abiding 
test, we have not been forced, either by the Court of Claims or by Cou- 
gress, to pay thirty or forty million dollars already; and if this bill 
transferring all of these claims to the Court of Claims, with its loose 
the drain upon the Treas- 
people arising from it will run up into hundreds of 
millions. Ido not know how many. It simply puts disloyalty and 
loyalty on a par. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I would like to know whether the gentleman 
in arraigning this side of the House was taken into consideration the 
$5,000,000 recently awarded to the English government for fish which 
have been taken in Maine? 

Mr. HALE. Why, Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman think that 
that in any way bears upon any legislation before this House? There 
is a great international award. I do not know the considerations 
that will bear upon the measure for the payment of that award when- 
ever it may come up; but that money, if it is ever paid, goes from 
this whole nation to a foreign people, from whom we have taken 
already $15,000,000. It is not a measure which one section especially 
is interested in urging; and I venture to say, sir, that the strongest 
8 pve that will be mado to the payment of that British claim 
will come from a northern State, and from a State very far north— 
not from a southern State. 

Mr. SINGLETON. While that may be true, it is nevertheless true 
also that the gentleman’s constituents have been feasting upon these 


ury and upon the 
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fish at the Government expense, and now we are to foot the bill. 
l 

Mr. HALE. Not at all. The legitimate claims in that matter, if 
we had had a fair award, would have been a mere bagatelle, or per- 
haps the balance of the account would have been in our favor. But 
I am not to be diverted from the considerations I was presenting. 

Mr. SINGLETON. One word more, It will be understood that this 
side of the House is not responsible for that award. The minister 
who represents this country tarns out not to be a democrat, and our 
party had nothing to do with selecting the tribunal. 

Mr, HALE. Mr. Chairman, I am following the subject up because 
I want to see what this side of the House is to be confronted with 
when we shall have before us that bill annihilating the southern 
claims commission and conferring upon the Court of Claims the 
jurisdiction now belonging to that commission. Ishall with interest 
watch the vote upon other side. 

Mr. EDEN. I will ask the gentleman whether that bill has been 
reported ? 

Mr. HALE. It has not. 

Mr. EDEN. What committee is it before? 

Mr. HALE, Ido not know whether the War Claims or the Judi- 
ciary Committee will first report. 

Mr. EDEN. I think I know, and I believe it is not in very much 
danger of coming here, 

Mr. HALE. I expect to see it reported and urged and it is signifi- 
cant that nosouthern gentleman arises to say as much as the gentle- 
man from Illinois, Besides in the beginning of my remarks I read a 
list of bills of this same class that have been reported, and some of 
which the House has already acted upon, the votes upon which I 
have recited in two cases. 

I next strike on a bill offered by Mr. Cook, which authorizes the 
payment of all cotton seized after May 29, 1865, and removes the limit- 
ation under which all these claims are now in the dead past and can- 
not be resuscitated. That will take from ten to thirteen millions of 
dollars. I have before referred to it, but I have the bill before me 
and will put its title in the record. 

I find here, Mr. Chairman, a joint resolution introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, [Mr. REaAGAN,] a joint resolution which repeals 
the law under which we are at present acting, which law provides 
that “until otherwise ordered it shall not be lawful for auy officer of 
the United States Government to pay any account, claim, or demand 
against said government which accrued or existed prior to the 30th 
day of April, 1861, in favor of any person who promoted, encouraged, 
or in any manner sustained the late rebellion.” Mr. Chani man, I can- 
not tell, and no man can tell, when that joint resolution is passed and 
made the line of action of the Treasury Department, extended as it 
will soon be to all claims early and late, the amount of dead claims 
it will revive. They will start up in every bush, in every hamlet. 
They will flood every Southern State, and no man, I say again, can 
appreciate or estimate the amount; and yet upon that bill, if it is 
ever reported, and the gentleman who introduced it is a gentleman 
who is in the habit of bringing his bills through some committee be- 
fore this House foraction—and it is as certain as tides and sun rise that 
it is coming before the House—I shall be anxious to know how many 
gentlemen upon that side of the House, who are paring down appro- 

riation bills and appealing to the people to sustain them in the work 
fur the pee patea will vote against it. 

Mr. HE . Will the gentleman from Maine allow mo to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave so much ground to go over that I have no time 
to spare. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask the gentleman whether he does not know 
that in 1860 the Government was not in debt except for current ex- 
penses, and that these altogether amount to a very small sum? 

Mr. HALE. I know it is very easy-to say, as was said all the time 
while the bill for the relief of southern mail contractors was before 
this and previous Congresses, that it would take but asmall amount, 
that it would be limited by certain figures, that it was just and fair 
and right, and one which applied to certain debts, and yet when cer- 
tain gentlemen in this House had time and inclination, for which 
they are to be praised, to investigate and look into it they found this 
southern claim like all the other southern claims, one which is not 
magnified by being unknown, but grows as you investigate it—which 
swells as you examine it from hundreds of thousands of dollars to 
millions, when the papers are put upon file in the Treasury Depart- 
ment whence the funds are to be drawn. 

On looking over the bills I find that Mr. SINGLETON himself has 
introduced a bill to extend the jurisdiction of the southern claims 
commission, giving them additional time and additional jurisdiction. 

Mr. SINGLETON rose. 

Mr. HALE. Let me go on. 

Mr. SINGLETON, I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HALE. It may be meritorious in reference to claimants who 
have not had an opportunity to get in, but the point in reference to 
that gentleman is this: it is not in accord with his clamor for pinch- 
ing economy and for prevention of more expenditure, for you cannot 
extend the jurisdiction of one of these courts, of one of these com- 
missions; you cannot give more time to file claims on any of these 


southern matters that will not add to the burden of the Treasury, 
and every limitation you take off in the way of time and in the way 
of loyalty broadens the jurisdiction of the court. And we sail into 
that vast sea of southern claims which the American people have 
already been alarmed about; but when they see the history of this 
House and the presentation of these bills and reports, both direct in 
appropriation and insidious in their approach in removing barriers, 
they will be still more alarmed. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. I wish 
to A A myself right on this question. Can I be permitted to do so? 

he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to ask the 322 whether the court 
before which tho validity of all these claims is to be tested is not a 
court composed of the members of his own party? I will ask the 
gentleman further this question, whether he thinks it is economy, 
whether he thinks it is justice to any portion of the people of the 
United States, that because they have not understood their rights and 
have failed under the statute of limitations to present their proof for 
just claims—whether it is right they should now be cut off from tho 
privilege of so doing? 

Mr. HALE. Why, Mr. Speaker, this is one of the best courts that 
ever existed. I might talk for an hour on the merits of that southern 
claims commission. It has been singularly faithful and fair and sin- 

larly just toward worthy claimants and the Government. But that 

as nothing to do with the question. Every jurisdiction that you add 
to it, every term of time that you give to it adds to the claims that it 
will pass upon and present to the Treasury; and it is the gentleman 
himself who is in fault in setting up to be an economist, while all the 
time seeking to push through additional bills that come in from his 
section. There isthe trouble; not in the court. The court was made 
by a republican administration and has been sustained by a repub- 
lican administration. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to interrupt the gentle- 
mau just for a moment. 

Mr. HALE. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. SINGLETON, I want to ask one further question, and then I 
will not trouble you again. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Does the gentleman consider that it is carrying 
ont the principles of economy to cut off claims against the Govern- 
ment that are just? Is that the view he entertains of economy, when 
we owe just and honest debts, that we should by mere technicalities 
prevent parties from asserting their claims before a court which the 
gentleman himself has eulogized as one of the best ever in existence 
under this Government? 

Mr. HALE. I cannot yield further; but if the gentleman is through 
I will answer him: the trouble with all these claims is that every 
man who has presented one of these bills, or who has reported them 
from a committee, will stand up in his place and will claim that from 
his view this legislation which he seeks to ingraft upon the statute- 
book is just and right, and that we should not take advantaze of 
technicalities or of old disloyalty, but should pass those bills. The 
radical fault is that that is being done all the time by the same gen- 
tlemen who are clamoring for cheese-paring economy, That is the 
trouble with it. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I expect that southern gentlemen will vote for 
these bills. I shall not be surprised when I find them voting, one and 
all, for these claims. And tho reason of it is this, that they are puslied 
and pressed by their people in that direction; and there will bo no 
promise, there will be no pledge, there will be no letters of any presi- 
dential candidate that will prevent these gentlemen voting for these 
bills whenever they come up. 

Their * feel poor, They see themselves iopo e by the 
war. They look upon the North as rich. They lost every kind of 
property in amounts ranging from thousands and hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars to millions in every State. Their Representatives 
who come here to represent them are fresh from the people who have 
this feeling, and their people believe thatit is nothing more than fair 
reprisal that the Treasury should in some way or other, at some day 
or other, make these losses good. That is the purpose, and upon that 
I believe more than anything else to-day hangs southern politics; 
that the North must in the end pay the bills of the war. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. HALE. Wherever these bills come up, whatever they may be, 
gentlemen are found representing their constituents in voting for 
them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I interrupt the gentleman for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Gentlemen need not be nervons, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. HALE. Gentlemen need not be nervous about this reference 
to the claims and bills that are before this Congress. I should not 
have spoken of them, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Mississippi 
in introducing this bill, cutting and slashing at a great Department 
of the Government, had not declared that a majority of the Committee 
on Appropriations stand by the tax-payers and are attempting to 
reduce the expenditures of the Government. The fact is that gen- 
tlemen upon the other side do not want a Government with less ex- 
penditures. You do not want that, gentlemen, in your secret hearts, 
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because you are representing so many claims here to-day that your 
constituents own, and if they are paid, as they will be under demo- 
cratic sway, the expenditures of the Government will be swollen hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars. 

Yon want to make a ery and pretense of economy by cutting down 
appropriation bills, y reducing clerks, by cramping consuls, by turn- 
ing out ministers, while you claim that you are representing the taxed 
and overburdened people; but whenever you are confronted with any 
of the class of claims to which I have referred—and I have only se- 
lected a few out of many—it is as inevitable as that water runs down 
hill that you will advocate them; that you will vote for them, and, 
if you do not do it, you will not dare to go home and meet your con- 
stituents. 

Mr. Tilden may in his letter declare and pledge his party against 
the claims of persons as he said, and I use his own language, “ hav- 
ing property in the South, who were or pretended to be or now pre- 
tend to have been loyal, who have no status unless they get it by 
specific act of Congress; that pledge may be renewed in every cam- 
paign as it was in 1876, and when we get into a Congress of which 
the democratic party has control we are flooded with these bills, and 
every year makes their poms more and more a natural consequence. 
That is what the cry of economy amounts to. 

I did not feel, for one, like sitting still and listening to homilies on 
retrenchment and reform without calling the attention of the House 
and the country to the subject of the bills which have been presented 
and which are still practical measures upon the business roll of the 
House. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for economy. Gentlemen may be uneasy, 
but it will be well for them, when they are lecturing us upon economy 
hereafter, on appropriation bills, to bear in mind the swamping of the 
Treasury which they intend for the benefit of the southern people. 

I do not propose to sit here and hear lectures upon economy with- 
out producing the facts, and every month will add scores to the num- 
ber of bills of this class to which I have referred, which hold a place 
upon our calendar of business. 

I give here a list of the titles of a few of the most important of 
these bills : ; 

Joint resolution to amend the joint resolution entitled Joint resolution prohibit- 
ing payment by any officer of the Government to any person not known to have 
been opposed to the rebellion and in favor of its suppression,” approved March 2, 


1867. 
A bill transferring the claims now pending before the Quartermaster-General of 
tho United States and the Commissary-General of Subsistence to the commissioners 
of claims, and for other Ls seas 

A bill to abolish the southern claims commission and to enlarge the jurisdiction 
of the Court ot Claims, and for other purposes. 

A bill authorizing the payment for all cotton seized after May 29, 1865. 

A bill to refund the cotton tax, and designating the mode of refunding the same. 

A bill to extend the jurisdiction of the southern claims commission. 


Now the effort in this spasm of miscalled economy covered by this 
bill has been to cut down in all a sum of a little more than a hun- 
dred thousand dollars; in exact fignres, $101,439.50. That applies to 
the diplomatic and also to the consular portions of the bill. 

In the first place the committee has taken the four great missions 
of parts and reduced the salary from $17,500 to $15,000, upon the 
theory, I suppose, that here is a proper place for reduction. 

Now it is interesting, Mr. Chairman, upon this point to see how we 
compare in this matter of paying salaries to ministers with other 
nations, I do not agree that a nation of forty millions of people with 
a commerce all over the world, tonching the business life of every 
other civilized peeps, ought to be withont representatives in the 
leading courts of the world. 

It is worth while, as attention has been directed to republican ex- 
travagance, to compare how we stand now under republican admin- 
istration with the number of missions that were maintained during 
the last democratic administration. 

I am free to say that 1 have heard so much about republican ex- 
travagance as compared with democratic economy that I did not 
know until I investigated it that the last consular and diplomatic 
bill passed by a democratic Congress previous to 1860 vided for 
the maintenance and support of thirty-four missions in different parts 
of the globe, and that the republican Dariy bai since then cut them 
down to twenty-five, so that instead of increasing the number of 
missions or moving in the direction of extravagance, we have been 
more economical than our democratic p. rs. 

But the committee now go further; they propose to reduce the 
salary at these first class $2,500 each. 

Now let us see how our expenditures for this purpose compare with 
those of other nations. We give a salary of $17,500 to the ministers 


to Great Britain, France, Germany, and Russia. What are the sala- 
ries paid by the other great nations of the world? 
~ Here is the list: 


Salaries paid by the great powers at different courts, 


Honse rent is in most of them allowed, with other allowances amounting to from 
$3,000 to $8,000 annually. The United States allows nothing of the kind to either 
of its four ministers as above. 

The gentleman has talked a great deal about abuses under the con- 
tingent fund. Why, Mr. Chairman, the whole contingent fund for 
all our missions scattered over the globe amounts to but $80,000 a 
year. The gentleman talked a half hour abont the abuses under the 
contingent fund, as if he did not know that this sum is divided among 
all our missions, twenty-five in all. 

A minister from this country cannot go to either of these great mis- 
sions and set up housekeeping and get started under a year’s salary 
or nearly that, and if you cut down these salaries, which are already 
not too arge, ou inaugurate the rnle that no man unless he is a rich 
man can afford to take these missions. 

We cannot afford to run our appropriation bills upon that basis. 
We cannot affurd to put these salaries so low that the ident must 
necessarily seek for men with large fortunes in order that they may 
conduct these missions as the missions of other countries are con- 
ducted. Too much of that has to be done already, for the salaries 
are now not large enough. 

Bnt the Committee on Appropriations has gone on and reduced other 
salaries eee to these. I cannot go over them in detail. 
And in addition to reducing salaries it has abolished the missions to 
Belgium, to the Netherlands, to Denmark, to Greece, to Switzerland. 
The Netherlands have colonies in different parts of the world, with 
which we are doing business, and where we need a minister iv order 
to manage the delicate relations that arise in commercial matters and 
under commercial treaties. This was almost the first country to which 
we sent a minister in the olden day, because of its friendliness to our 
struggling people. Yet because $7,500 can be saved, out goes the mis- 
sion to that country. k 

The mission to Denmark is struck out, althongh there are tens of 
thousands of immigrants from that country settled here, and delicate 
questions of extradition may suddenly arise. I ask gentlemen from 
the Northwestern States, where this Danish popoa is found, hon- 
est, frugal, and industrions, what they will think when a mission 
established for years and maintained in both countries is rudely cut 
off withont reasons given! 

There is Switzerland, the only old republic in Europe, the only 
country that has illustrated republican principles, a country to and 
through which is constantly pouring a tide of American travel. That 
country is utterly cut off and no mission left there. So with regard 
3101050 the saving being paltry, amounting in the whole bill to 

But I hurry over this part in order to come to the consular system. 
Let me say in passing that I do not agree with the idea of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Hewirr.] While in many things that he 
has said I am in full sympathy with him, I cannot see the wisdom and 
1 of his scheme for putting our entire diplomatie service 

n Europe into the hands of two perambulatory ministers. His idea 
seemed to be, so far as I could gather it, that all that we need is a 
minister at London “ or at Paris,” the great centers of trade, and one 
at Berlin, now the great political center. Elsewhere he would have 
for other countries secretaries. Secretariesof what? The secretaries 
that our diplomatic service izes and that it has are secretaries 
of legation. But he is not es ve any legation to any European 
country except one to England or France and one to Germany. There 
is to be no legation. Then what are these secretaries to be? Secretary 
of the English legation in Italy? Secretary of the German legation 
8 i Secretary of the French legation in Russia? Or what are 

ey to 

The consonan says that he would have a minister at Berlin, be- 
cause that is now the center of political power, In 1854, before the 
Crimean war, he would have sent that minister to Russia, that then 
being the center of political power. After the Crimean war wasover, 
he would have packed up the mission, notified the Russian govern- 
ment that it was no longer the seat of political power in Europe, and 
he would have transferred the mission to France. He would have 
held on in France until after the great Franco-German war, when he 
would have notified the French government that he could not stay 
there any longer, because it was not then the center of political power, 
and he wonld have gone to Berlin. And who knows but what, now 
after the complications of Europe are settled and the conference of 
the great powers has been held our perambulatory minister, cruisin 
about from one place to another, would be obliged to pack up an 
leave Berlin and go to St. Petersburg. 

It is nothing but an invention for DOY DR foreign powers whom 
we consider the greatest at any given time, Now Ido not think this 
Government can go into that. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] is broad and far-reaching in his researches in almost all mat- 
ters; but I do not think that he has here struck anything that will 
be practicable. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him a moment? 7 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would like to answer the gentle- 
man’s question by saying that we would accredit these ministers to the 


000 | several conrts, specifying the courts to which they are to be accred- 


ited, and then the secretaries would be secretaries of legation at these 
several courts. And I wish to say to the gentleman that it is not my 


000 | invention. The Peruvian government has adopted this precise idea 


and at the present time has it in practice in Europe. 
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Mr. CONGER. Making the minister a sort of presiding elder. 


[Laughter. ] i 

Mr. Yes; that is a simile drawn from my friend’s Metho- 
dist church. It is a singular thing, if there is any good in the project, 
(and I cannot expend much time upon it,) that no government except 
that of Pern, an insignificant country, with limited relations and ex- 
ceedingly limited powers, has ever tried it. 

I come now to what is the rudest assault in this bill: that upon the 
consular service of this country; a service that watches over our 
commerce; a service that takes jurisdiction of the wants of the Ameri- 
can sailor; a service that protects American shipping. It is the serv- 
ice to which the merchant marine of the country looks for sympathy 
and protection, and my southern friend has nothing but cheese-par- 
ing for it. As I said in the beginning, it is a service which every 
commercial power, with the exception of the United States has always 
enconraged and stimulated in every way that the ingenuity of man 
could devise. Now, the Committee on Appropriations, in its crusade 
of economy, has gone into the business after this fashion: it has taken 
twenty-nine consuls and has cut them down in different amounts—the 
largest $1,000, the smallest $500—making a saving of $18,500. 


Reductions in consular list under the present bill. ° 
To— 
$4, 000 $3, 000 
6, 000 5, 000 
6, 000 5, 000 
6, 000 5, 000 
6, 000 5, 000 
4, 500 4, 000 
4, 000 3, 000 
3, 000 2, 500 
3, C00 2, 500 
3, 000 2, 500 
3, 000 2,54 
4,000 3, 000 
4, 000 3, 000 
3,500 3, 000 
3, 500 3, 000 
3, 500 3, 000 
3, 500 3, 000 
3,500 3, 000 
3, 500 3.000 
3,500 3, 000 
3, 500 3.000 
3, 000 2, 500 
3,00) 2, 500 
3, 000 2, 500 
3, 000 2, 500 
3, 000 2,500 
3 000 2, 500 
3, 000 2, 500 
3,000 2, 500 


In nearly every important commercial center the committee has 
thought it advisable to impose upon the consuls additional burdens 
and e began’ the aggregate saving amounts to only $18,500, 
Does it think this good economy? Why, Mr. Chairman, it is worth 
while (and the contrast here is greater than it was in the diplomatic 
service) to see how other great powers foster the consular service. 

I give here a comparative statement of salaries and allowances 
of consuls paid by the United States, Great Britain, and France, in 


India, Siam, China, and Japan: 


United 
States. 


Ned Gh cade ene deshvokabon konware deeds Fees. $6, 000 
c E E EAH OEE $5, 000 11, 000 
e E A A S ioH —— 
r 3.000 5. 060 
Fees. 6, 600 
Se 7, 000 
3.500 5, 000 0 
Fees, r 
3, 500 g, 6, 000 
3, 500 e 
3, 500 6, 5, 000 
3, £00 5. 5, 000 
3, 500 8 
5, 000 8. 14, 000 
3, 500 5, 3. 400 
3, 000 5, 3 
3, 000 5, 5,000 
4. 000 5, 000 Y Oe 
4,000 


The eruelest thing in all this cutting and slashing is that which 
eripples the eastern consulates, eastern commerce, which the best 
endeavors of the American people ought to be put forth to capture, 
instead of pinching our consuls there and making their significance 


and importance less, the oriental people a great deal de- 
pends upon the condition in which a man lives; I do not say his 
“style of living,” for so lofty a word as “style” is inapplicable under 
our low salaries. The condition in which a man lives makes a great, 
impression upon the oriental mind. You put a man with a poor 
salary into a mean place and oblige him to pinch and starve, to re- 
turn no hospitality and no kindness, and in this way you completely 
destroy in six months that man's influence among those people. Thus 
in competition with the British, French, Dutch, and Italian consuls 
he is left in the rear, and year by year our commerce dwindles while 
that of other nations increases. 

I have here some figures showing how—not entirely but partially 
by reason of our niggardly and false economy—the trade we have 
had has been swept away in China, and has only recently begun to 
revive in other portions of the vast oriental domain. The compari- 
sons are deplorably against us as com with the trade which 
Great Britain drives with China, Japan, and the East Indies: 


CHINA, JAPAN, AND EAST INDIES. 
Statements showiug the trade of Great Britain and the United States with 
the above countries. 


I.—CHIXA. 


Imports from Great Britain........-. 
Exports to Great Britain 70, 896, 000 
Total trade of Great Britain ...... 93, 738, 000 
Imports from the United States $1, 070, 000 
Exports to the United States. . 10, 525, 000 
Total trade of United States 11, 595, 000 
IL—JAPAN. et eet 
T 94 200 408 
Total trade of Great Britain 14.810 403 
Imports from the United States. ...... 71 811 00 
Exports to the United States 6, 887.307 
Total trade of United States 8 698, 307 
III.— EAST INDIES. N 
. 7148 22 600 
Total trade of Great Britain ..... ~ 861, 388, 000 
Imports from the United States. ~~ $356, 504 
Exports to the United States 12.810, 000 


Total trade of United States 


And yet the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON | goes on 
ense 


hacking at our consuls. He is not frightened before this 

f of claims threatening to bankrupt the United States Treasury ; 

is gives him no concern; but lie comes here before the House an 

congratulates himself because he has been able to report a bill that 
obliges the consul-general at Rio Janeiro to do his own writing, which 
knocks out an old sig ob mission in Europe, and which drives 
some poor consul at Canton or Amoy or Osaka from living in two 
rooms to living in one. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that this is the worst sort of economy ; it is 
an economy which dwarfs the revenues and, as applied to the con- 
sular part of this bill, dwarfs the commerce which both he and I, in- 
stead of attempting to discourage, ought to be fostering at every turn 
and corner. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHITTHORNE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSE. If my colleague [Mr. WHITTHORNE] will yield to me 
for one moment, I would like to put a question to the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat. Yesterday, while the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewitt] was 9 the House, another gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] rose to ask whether equal time would be 
given to that side of the House to defend the President. Now I want 
te inquire of the gentleman who has just taken his seat whether in 
bis wrestle with the nightmare of southern claims he has forgotten 
that part of his business. ? 

Mr. HALE. Idid not hear the gentleman’s last remark; I thought 
he was er his colleague. 

Mr. HOUSE, I wanted to inquire of the gentleman whether in 
his wrestle with the nightmare of southern claims he had forgotten 
that part of his speech in defense of the President for which time 
was asked yesterday? 

Mr. HALE. Nobody ever asked any time to be occupied by me in 
defense of the “civil service reform” policy of the Administration. 

Mr. HOUSE. One geutleman from Maine did. 

Mr. HALE. Not I. Iam not anxious to defend that. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 


1878. 


annonnced the eer, by that body, without amendment, of a bill 
15 R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. Hammond, late Surgeon- 

eneral of the Army. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills and joint 
resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. No. 876) in aid of a polar expedition designed by James 
Gordon Bennett; : 

An act (S. No. 452) to provide for a commission on the subject of 
the alcoholic liquor traffic; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 21) filling an existing vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WHITTHORNE Mr. Chairman, if I had hesitated in my own 
mind to give my support to the bill recommended by my friend from 
Mississippi, [Mr. eee, I should find that doubt removed by 
the position taken upon this floor by the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr, 
Hatx.] With the art and shrewdness which belong to the skilled 
advocate, he seeks to change the issue, and diverting it from the real 
merits of the proposition before the House seeks to arouse prejudice 
and sectional animosity. Now, sir, it comes with an ill from a 
gentleman who holds a leading position in the republican party, 
which but a few years since had control of all the departments of 
the Government, and particularly a large majority in this branch of 
Con when it was claimed as deeds of merit on the part of all 

ntlemen who were then members of the republican party from the 

uthern States that they had introduced bills, first, for the purpose 
of leyceing the Mississippi River; secondly, for the payment of cot- 
ton claims; and, thirdly, for all that character of tlaims to which the 
gentleman has referred. If the gentleman will take the same labor 
and diligence in searching for the bills and propositions to deplete 
the public Treasury introduced into the Forty-first aud Forty-second 
Congresses, he will find them overleaping largely the number intro- 
duced into this or the last House. 

But then with much more ill does this come from gentlemen 
like the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HALE, I representing a party that 
has robbed the poor and Jandless of this country of their homes for the 

urpose of increasing the wealth of great corporations. An empire 
A territory has been given to one corporation and millions and mul- 
tiplied millions have been given to other corporations. Sir, take the 
demands of the South, not for sympathy, take the démands of the 
South, not for the disloyal but the loyal men, pay them the just debts 
the Government. owes them, and complete the improvements de- 
manded by the general good, and you will find the sum will not yield 
one-half the amount you gave under the Credit Mobilier to favor a 
certain set of men in this country. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ine, sir, because I simply desire to 
waive this 3 

Mr. HALE, When you get through then I will ask the question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I have merely desired to waive this attempt 
in the consideration of a public measure to arraign sectional or per- 
sonal prejudice. We have other and higher duties here. The past 
with me in its prejudices and I trust with others, has gone. The 
present is my inheritance, und my duty is to meet its responsibility 
and to prepare myself and those who are to come after me for their 
obligations in the future. To that duty on this floor since I have 
been a member, and now and I trust hereafter, I will devote myself 
fearlessly and conscientiously and as becomes an American citizen and 
an American Representative. Taking that view of my obligations I 
have now to ask the attention of the committee to a matter which I 
have deemed of at least some importance at the present time. 

Mr. Chairman, upon the 5th day of November last I had the honor 
to introduce for the consideration of this House and its co-ordinate 
branch of the legislative department of the Government the following 
joint resolntion: 

Joint resolution to authorize treaty with Republic of Mexico to secure protection 
to capital and labor of citizens of the United States which may be invested 
ec e in opening railway communication in the northern states of said 


safo and molt — l 1 1 C — mae 
and n it i xico, am 
cially with the northern states of said republic; and 

Whereas it is believed that, with security and er given to lines of rail- 
way and other communication across said states, sporan and invaluable acces- 
sions to the commercial and industrial wealth of the United States may be had, not 
ouly from these states but also from the trade of the eastern negro ed the South 
American Pacific states, and tho islands of the Pacific Ocean; an: 

Whereas said Republ'c of Mexico has, in the grant of liberal charters for rail- 
road and telegraphic communications to N. S. Renau & Co., and others, citizens of 
the United States, indicated the desire of said government to ote such com- 
munication and to facilitate transcuntinental commerce and t: h 
, Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States a America 
in Congress assembled, That the President of tho United States be, and he is } ere- 
by, au red and requested to open and conduct negotiations with the existing 
government of said republic, with a view to secure protection to the capital. labor, 
and on which may be invested and employed by citizens of the United 
States in the opening and maintaining, under grants already or which may be ob 
ation beoeo TTC 

een the 0 and the line of the Un tates in 
said northern states of Mexico. N 


While it is freely admitted that the power whose aid is sought be- 
longs under the Constitution to another department of the Govern- 
ment, yet it is deemed in the light of precedents and our peculiar 
institutions eminently proper that the Representatives of the people 


tleman a question. 
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By census of 1260 
By census of 1870 


years before the civil war and the last three fiscal years: 
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should in matters of such grave concern to all of the interests of their 


constituencies give expression to their Sprains relating thereto. 
Iam gratified with the manifestation of public interest almost daily 


exhibited in the idea underlying this resolution, and which is the sole 


object I had in view in its introduction, to wit, that of such treaty 
with our sister government on this continent as would give protec- 
tion to the labor and capital of the citizens of the United States in- 
vested in commercial enterprises in Mexico, and thereby to secure the 
mutual wealth and prosperity of the citizens of the two governments. 

In the commencement of the remarks which I propose to submit to 
the committee on this occasion I beg leave to commend to their con- 


sideration the words which I quote from another, who says that— 


Frane 
our sympathetic influence, to receivo their 4 2 from us and to ascribe to us 


their resarrection to the political and of a civilized people.” 

What France failed to accomplish by war remains for the United 
States to achieve by the resources of peace. 

The aid rendered to Mexico in their struggle against the conqnest 
referred to, should not be forgotten by the statesmen who govern that 
republic, And it is to be noted that in their willingness to make the 
concessions referred to in the resolution now before you, it would 


seem that her statesmen and people have not been insensible of or 


ungrateful for the aid so rendered them. 
To gentlemen who are familiar with the facts involved in the prop- 


osition of the material wealth and prosperity likely to flow from in- 


timate and peaceful commercial tions existing between the two 
it would seem to be a trespass on your time to call at- 


tention to a historical and statistical showing of the wealth, popu- 


lation, and respective wants of the two governments, but the merits 
of the particular proposition I have submitted cannot well be shown 


without a reference thereto, This I propose to do briefly, leaving the 
full logie of the suggestions to be derived therefrom to y ur own re- 


flections, 


I invite, then, the attention of the committee to the progress of 
material wealth in the Uuited States: 
eee 3 $16, 159, 616, 068 
30, 058, 518, 507 
It is believed that this relative increase has kept even tenor and 


pace in the years that have elapsed since the year 1870. But inas- 


much as these are but estimates, another standard of comparison is 
to be found in our exports and imports. Let us then take the three 


$545, 485, 287 
653, 767, 438 
708, 422. 506 


1, 907, 675, [31 


$L, 276. 543, 930 
1, 190, 163, 820 
1, 110, 971. 905 


3, 577, 679, 655 


These simple figures give token of the immense and rapid progres 
which the United States haye made in material wealth. I need not 
refer to the growth of population, to the increase in railroads, and all 
the appliances of wealth, nor especially to the immense augmenta- 
tion in our domestic or interstate trade and commerce, estimated by 
some careful statisticians as high in value as the sum of $18,000,000,000 
per annum. But, gentlemen, you and I personally know, and from 
our information are painfully assured that, notwithstanding this 
apparent exhibit of prosperity, there exists distress and poverty in 

l the industrial pursuits of our land. 

I pause to ask why, when we are enabled to send to foreign markets, 
as we did in the fiscal year 1877, tho immense sum of $676,115,592 
(mixed values) of our domestic labor, there should exist the distress 
and poverty wo are so painfully conscious of ? 

Do we not know that sven where throughout these States, produc- 
tion, no matter what the field of labor, is in excess of demand, and 
that now for the t wants of man within our limits we have an 
abundance of supply? Is it then the fault of our financial legislation, 
or is it in the increase of labor-saving machines? 

While I am ready to believe these facts do materially contribute, 
and in a very large degree, to the pecuniary distress referred to, yet 
it is submitted to you for your consideration in connection with the 
subject-matter now before us that the care and extension of our com- 
merce abroad has not received that attention from the constituted 
authorities haying it in charge which our wealth, national standing, 
and commercial resources have demanded. 

Our commerce is taxed with the tribute exacted by the carriers 
thereof alike domestic and foreign. This tribute is at the expense of 
the producer and consumer, and in so far as it is paid to the foreign 
carricr, it is lost to our national wealth and resources, and like taxes 
is an abstraction of the capital of the country. In so far as it is paid 
to the domestic carrier it is not an abstraction of the capital of the 
country but is a tax upon the individual producer and consumer. Pass- 
ing over any reflections that these suggestions might otherwise pro- 
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duce, let us compare the tonnage enlisted in the foreign trade of the 
United States as it was in 1860 and as it is now: 


Tonnage. 1860. 1876. 
%%% ↄ ↄ / A A EFE O T ET ATAL ETN 5,921,2°5 | 4,711, 949 
eee 2,353,911 | 12, 218, 365 
In these sixteen years American Fer Y has decreased e 
tons, while foreign has increased 9,864,454 tons, nearly equal to the 


total tonnage of our entire trade in 1860. Yet in these years ourim- 
Ports and exports which were in 1860 $708,422,506 reached to the sum 
of $1,168,205,998 in 1877. 

You will remember that President Grant in his annual message of 
December, 1873, said in reference to this matter: 

However, as we 000 annum to foreign vessels for the transporta- 
tion of our su n thes increamag the balance of trade 
against us to amount, 

This large sum of money is a tax upon our industry, and is an annual 
obstruction of the capital of our people. I have seen it estimated as 
high as $100,000,000; but whatever sum it may be, it should be the 
policy of our legislators and statesmen to arrest this immense drain- 
age upon the labor of our producers. 

I am sure that the committee is aware that it is Great Britain that 
has done the principal part of the carrying trade of this conntry since 
the year 1861, and that in a great measure it is to the capital of this 
country that our commerce has paid this immense tribute, Her com- 
mercial men are the great jobbers in our trade, and controlled by them 
it is the fixed policy of that country to make itssubject feel, no matter 
in what quarter of the globe fortune may tempt him to invest his 
capital, that in his personal and property rights he is secure. In 
other words, the Englishman in his pursuit of wealth is but the mis- 
sionary of his country’s commerce and his country’s capital no mat- 
ter where he may locate, and that capital and commerce deniand and 
secures for him and his wealth protection. 

It is in no envious or jealous spirit that this criticism is made upon 
the English government. On the contrary it is to be commended 
and emulated. The regret is that such is not the policy of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

With such a policy on the part of the United States it is believed 
that new fields of wealth would be opened as markets for the pro- 
ducts of our enterprising farmers and skilled mechanics and manu- 
facturers, who now loudly complain that the fruits of their labor Jan- 
guish upon their hands. Such a policy would turn loose the flood of 
prosperity upon all our trade; and with such a policy I assume, with- 
out fear of serious question, Mr. Chairman, that the trade of the fol- 
lowing countries would be largely that of these States, namely, China, 
Japan, the Pacific Ocean islands, the West India Islands, the South 
American States, and Mexico, It is a matter of record that it is not; 
on the contrary, the trade of these countries is largely controlled by 
Great Britain. 

As illustrating this idea of the different policies of the two gov- 
ernments let me refer you to the trade of one country, Brazil, in 
1874; ont of an import trade gating $84,655,568 the United States 
supplied $4,456, Great Britain $41,621,751. This same disparity 
exists in nearly if not quite all of the countries I have named. The 
oe ee and export trade of the South American yet yee West 
India Islands, and Mexico exceeds in value $500,000, with a 
capacity of future development reaching to the billions. Shall we 
reap our share of this trade? The needs of our people say yes. Shall 
our legislation and diplomacy say no? Take again, gentlemen, an- 
other view of our trade with Brazil. In the fiscal year 1876-77 
5 aa rts from Brazil were $43,498,041; our exports to Brazil were 

499,118, 

It is interesting to turn to the list of articles imported into Brazil 
to see that the great body of them could easily be supplied from these 
States, and mortifying, with the fact of our overproduction, to see 
that they are not. 

And what is said of Brazil may be said of all the countries named. 
I present for your reflection in this connection the following inter- 
esting table, showing the export and import trade of the United 
States with the countries named. The year ending June 30, 1876, 
gives the following results, namely: 


Exports from | Imports into 
Countries. United States. | United States. 

$1,519, 190 602, 
7, 253, 218 45,453, 173 
4; 706, 778 12, 503, 733 
3.046, 442 5, 497, 646 
3, 424. 278 875, 710 
928, 102 1, 819. 125 

2 199, 510 

13, 746, 058 58, 717, 688 
190 026 4,3 5,84 
101. 766 15, 508, 170 
is 1. 300, 300 12 300.851 

Hong Reg 1), 209, 121 493, 
British East Indies 364, 135 19, 809, 937 
Motel: sa. TES E soccer: 53, 998, 004 179, 705, 525 


> 


It will be seen from tbis table that we with all of our resources, all 
of our agricultural, mineral, and manufacturing wealth, are debtors 
to our next-door neighbor, whose wealth, in part derived from us, 
pays tribute to the policy of other countries. 

ut, Mr. Chairman, to come to our immediate neighbor and the sub- 


ject-matter now before us, permit me to quote from the late editor of 


ef ae ene Encyclopedia a statement in relation tothe tradeof Mexico, 
namely: 
The whole foreign trade of the 
S, $2,000,000. The annexed tab 
1 countries: 


We in 1873 was: Exports, $25,500,000; im- 
e shows the relative proportion of imports 


sESSEEES3 
888888888 


The statistics for the years subsequent to 1873 showa slight improve- 
ment in favor of the United States and an improved trade in amount 
upon behalf of Mexico, but Great Britain maintains her ascendency. 

Mexico has in area of territory 761,640 1 miles and a popula- 
tion of 9,169,707, an empire in territory, and capable of sustaining an 
empire in ore with a number of inhabitants equal to that of 
the people of these States when we were far advanced from our in- 
fancy and claimed rank with the first nations of the world. Her 
commerce, now straggling under supreme difficulties, seeking asso- 
ciation with that of the world, will, with stability in the National 
Government and friendly aid and reciprocal relations to our Govern- 
ment and our people, become the richest prize ever won by diplo- 
matic agency and friendly obligations. 

However much there may be in our border difficulties that is irri- 
tating and offensive, and which farnish just cause of complaint to 
our fellow-citizens in Texas and along the border, (and I freely admit 
them,) and however much there may be in the internal administra- 
tion of the Mexican government that is or may be liable to criticism 
if it were admissible for us to make it, yet one cannot but feel sym- 
pathy for a people whose history is that of revolutionary change and 


whose fortunes and rights have been made the play of adventurers, ` 


To whatever cause the repression of their pro in the past is to 
be ascribed, I submit to you, Mr. Chairman, it is now the highest 
duty of the American statesman to remove by frienilly efforts every 
cause of difference between the two governments, and by like efforts 
to paps beg people of the two governments, in all that may contrib- 
ute to their mutual development, prosperity, and wealth, into close 
apd amicable relations. 

Mexico is, as I have already said, an empire in territory, with a 
capacity to sustain an empire in population. Look at her immense 
natural resources, her mines of gold, silver, zinc, tin, copper, and iron ; 
her soil, upon which wheat, corn, cotton, tobacco, and coffee may be 
grown; her forests, from which immense stores of mercantile timber 
and wood may be drawn. To make this country realize the dream of 
Cortez but stability in her government and industry in her midst, 
together with outlets to her internal commerce, is all that is required. 
Cannot the good offices of our Government and people aid her states- 
men and people to accomplish this? Shall I quote, gentlemen, to you 
a description of this country and its resources as penned by another? 

The Republic of Mexico extends from near the fifteenth to the thirty-first degree 
of north latitade, and embraces in its range, its plains, its plateaus, and its mount- 
ain all the climates and productions of the tropic and temperate zones. In 
its extent, resources, and capabilities, in variety of climate and soil, in its known 
and in ils yet unknown treasures of precious metals and gems, and in the exuber- 
ance of its supply of every article needful for the food, clothing, medicine, com- 
fort, and luxury of man, it notany superior. Its extreme length is 2,000 miles; 
its extreme breadth, 1,100. It has an arca of 856,000 square miles, equal to the 
200000 

rea! „und 
the British Isles conuined. It has a coast-line can tbe Gulf of Mexico DA the 
Caribbean Sea of 1,600 miles and on the Pacific Ocean and Gulf of California of 4.20 
miles; a larger coast-line, it is believed, in p: ‘ion to its area than any other 
country of equal extent in the world. Mexico joins the United States by a conter- 
minous buun: of 1. 00 miles and Central America by a boundary of 409 miles. 
* * * Humboldt, writing in 1803, calculated that Mexico had produced [in gold 
and silver] up to that date 5, 212, 000, 000. The annual production now reaches from 
$30,009,000 to $50,000,000, or twice that of California. Lhe coinage is $28,000,000. 
The export of silver in 1872 was $18,000,000, $12,000,000 of which wasin bars. There 
is no end to silver and gold in Mexico. There are over 3,000 mines in Chihuahua 
alone. The entire mountain system of Mexico contains silver, copper, nickel, 


736 | quicksilver, iron, lead, tin, &c. 


Is this picture drawn in too bright colors? Before answering let 
us recall to our recollection what was said of the territory acquired 
by the United States from Mexico under the treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
dalgo in 1848—the result of the Mexican war. What Mexican sol- 


755,222 | Jier does not remember the ridicule attempted to be thrown over the 


nisition of California and New Mexico, the achievement of his 
pig 5 and daring? Now, looking upon that empire of wealth, 
and as we contemplate its present value, remembering the vast cnr- 


690 | rents of prosperity and trade it has opened to the nations of the 


world and their commerce, we do not underestimate either its worth 
or our pride in the acquisition when we reply that not for a million- 
fold of its cost would we part with this the golden gem of the Union. 
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Now, then, gentlemen, if by peaceful agencies we may ally the 
commerce, capital, and labor of our citizens with that of the material 
wealth of Mexico; if we may by such agencies bring this material 
wealth, with all the internal trade of Mexico, into close n 
with our own trade, is it too much to expect that vast accessions wi 
be made to the material Lion ag of our citizens and our Govern- 
ment? Can we not reasonably anticipate that enlarged markets will 
be at once found for onr surplus manufactures and agricultural prod- 
ucts, and, with the increased opportunities and means of crossing 
the continent, the markets of the Pacific Ocean will be opened to the 
skill and industry of our people with far less of competition than 
now exists? So believing, and upon as careful study of the questions 
involved as I have been enabled to give it, and with the further belief 
that in treaties of the character indicated in the resolution referred 
to is the only way in which the danger of war with the government 
of Mexico can be avoided—it is for these reasons I have and do favor 
the adoption of the resolution referred to, and trust it will meet with 
your favor. 

It has been intimated that the government of Mexico would resent 
the idea of protection and security to be given by this Government 
to capital, labor, and immigrants. I imagine not, since it will be seen 
by reference to the eighth article of the Gadsden treaty of 1853 such 
a provision exists in reference to the then contemplated Tehauntepec 
Railroad. I submit said article to you: 

ARTICLE 8 OF THE GADSDEN TREATY. 

The Mexican government having on the 5th of February, 1853, authorized the 
early construction of a plank and rail road across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, and 
to secure the stable benefits of said transit way to persons and merchandise of the 
citizens cf Mexico and the United States, it is stipulated that neither government 
will in any obstaclo to the transit of persons and merchandise of both nations; 
and at no time shall higher charges be made on the transit of persons and property 
of citizens of tho United States than may be made on the persons and property of 
other foreign nations, nor shall any interest in said transit way, vor in the proceeds 
thereof, be transferred to any foreign government, 

The Unitel States, by its sponta; have the right to transport across the 
isthmns, in closed bags. tho mails of the United States not intended for distribu- 
tion along the line of connection: also the effects of the United States Government 
and its citizens, which may be intended for transit, and not for distribution on the 
isthmus, free of custom- or other charges by the Mexican government. 
Neither passports nor letters of security will be required of persons crossing the 
isthmus and not remaining in the country. 

When the constraction J ia e — be a 75 . govern- 

ent to try, tion to the port at 
the terminus of said road on the Uf of Mexico s o o a eet 

The two governments will enter into arrangements for the prompt transit of 
troops and munitions of the United S ates which that Government may have occa- 
5 from one part of its territory to another, lying on opposite sides of the 
continent. 

The Mexican government having agreed to protect with its whole power the 

eee ee und pita te. of the work, the United States 880 extend 
fs protection as it shall judge wiso to It, when it may feel sanctioned and war- 
ranted by the public or international law. (See United States Statutes at Large, 
51, 55, volume 10, page 1031.) 

Again, let it be said on behalf of the government of Mexico that 
for years past her statesmen and legislators have, by liberal charters 
and concessions, invited the capital and labor of American citizens to 
the work of internal improvements within her limits, I might men- 
tion the names of Generals Palmer, Rosecranz, Ferguson and others, 
as well as that of General Renau, as parties to whom such conces- 
sions and grants have been made or tendered. 

And in this connection, and in confirmation of what is said in the 
preamble of the resolution as to the desire of the people of Mexico 
to cultivate intimate commercial relations, and to multiply the facil- 
ities of communication between the peoe of the two governments, 
I take pleasure in reading the account of an address of Mr. do Zama- 
cono, special agent of the Mexican haga jae to this country, be- 
fore a recent meeting of the Chamber of Commerce of the City of 
New York: 


Mr. de panna ial agent of the Mexican ernment to this country, was 
introduced as the e ok a commercial alive tempeh: Mr. de 3 said 


that in the shop-windows of the avenues of New York he saw many articles of 
commerce that arc unknown but needed in Mexico, and that many products of 
Mexico are needed in the United States. Tho latter, for instance, go to Messina 
for oranges, While choice fruits grow at their Ae? doors. A fiber is grown in 
Mexico, too, out of which better paper may be © than from any other known 
product. The two countries“ commercial interests are identical, and should be 
made one. Mexico's mines contain more mineral than those of Nevada and Cali- 
fornia, and no country can so easily and cheaply supply the United States with 
coffee and sugar. at is needed to enable the two countries to trade to advan- 
tage with each other is multiplication of the facilities of communication. The 
number of steamboat lines should be and a great international railroad 
should be built. 

Mr. de Zamacono was heartily applauded. 

Why bas none of these various propositions been acted upon? It is 
frankly answered, because of the insecurity of the investment. And 
that insecurity is occasioned first by the want of stability and power 
in the national government of Mexico and secondly from the want 
of a determined policy upon the part of the Government of the United 
States in securing and protecting the capital and enterprise of its 
citizens. Cannot these difficulties be remedied? For one I believe so, 
and that by the agency of the treaty-making power of the Govern- 
ment, sustained, as it will be, by the people. 

Our people, with their commerce and trade, have moved up to the 
northern border of Mexico. It is the law alike of population and 
trade that such a tide must move forward. And now, knocking at 
the door, they peacefully ask that it may be opened, or, in other 
words, that the channels of trade and commerce shall be unobstructed 
to the flow of wealth and population. 

They will be. And the statesman of either country who hinders or 


delays the work simply provides a heritage of serious, if not bloody, 
complieations for the future. Looking facts—the proximity of the 
two people, their mutual and egi pre wants and wealth—squarely 
in the face, it is the injunction of wise statesmanship at once to set 
about establishing the trade and commerce of the two people upon a 
basis of fraternity and peace, and thus realize to the people of the 
United States by friendly offices all that was hoped for by France 
in her warlike movements. And commencing thus with our nearest 
neighbor, let it become fixed in our policy that in the outlets demanded 
by onr commerce protection and security to the capital and labor of 
the American citizen shall be as assured as is the Monroe doctrine in 
our relations with our sister states on this continent. This being so, 
wherever it is desired to open markets for our surplus wealth we 

find volunteer pioneers for our trade and willing missionaries for our 
commerce. 

For another occasion I reserve any remarks that may be proper on 
the details of the resolution to which I have spoken. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, before closing my remarks on this bill I desire 
to refer to a porate of the remarks made by my friend the gentle- 
man from the State of New York, [Mr. Hewitr.] If I understood 
him correctly yesterday he announced himself as the advocate of 
civil-service reform. What is civil-service reform? I am for it if it 
means putting republicans out of office and putting democrats in. 
[Laughter.] I think that is the reform demanded by the best inter- 
ests of the country. But if civil-service reform is to be understood 
as a system whereby the 2 of the United States are to be taught 
that a better and purer class of men than politicians, so called, in this 
country are to be educated as a class, to be then inducted into office 
and maintained and supported there during the period of their active 
lives and then pensioned for the remainder of their years, I am not 
for any such civil service. I believe when a day comes that a dis- 
tinct class is to be created separate, apart, and above the people, who 
are to be maintained and kept in office, that then the days of repub- 
lican institutions are numbered. I believe that this is a heresy mo- 
narchical in its character and as corrupt as any proposition that can 
well be malle. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been taught as a part of my political 
faith to regard this Government as the creature of the people; that 
the Government was not distinct from the le but the Govern- 
ment was of the people, and that every man in this country was and 
should bea politician; thatis, a politician in the sense of understand- 
ing the Constitution of the country and its laws and the form and 
working of its Government. Every man in this country, I repeat it, 
should in that sense be a politician. And every such man, no matter 
what may be his technical education, whether or not he is able to tell 
the latitude or longituce of Calcutta or the longitude and latitude 
of Hong-Kong, shall be qualified for such a position in the service of 
the Government as his fellow-citizens may call him to. 

Mr. Chairman, in your city, I am told—I do not know whether cor- 
rectly or not—that a gentleman otherwise well qualified was rejected 
from holding the position of a mail-carrier because upon examination 
he could not tell the longitude and latitude of Calentta. I say that 
those who advocate a system having results like that are making war 
upon the whole theory of our Government. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to ask the atten- 
tion of the committee to any very extended remarks npon the bill 
under consideration, I feel that an occasion has presented itself for 
some reflections upon the aid to the Government which the consular 
service of the country can and should give. 

There are those who entertain the idea that the consular service 
has been established qut of deference to the customs of other na- 
tions; that it is not practical or useful, and that it cannot be made 
50. Our consularsystem underwent a very thorongh revision during 
the administration of President Pierce. It was, indeed, a complete 
reorganization. There were incorporated into the system, by a law 
which was then passed, some provisions which the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] does not seem to have remembered. I 
understand that those consuls to whom he made reference in his 
remarks when he opened this debate have no perquisites or any 
emoluments which are not provided for by our appropriations. I do 
not understand that those gentlemen are entitled to any fees at all; 
that they are entitled to a single dollar of compensation tayont what 
we vote them in the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. I 
can understand, Mr. Chairman, how the Fifth Auditor's report may 
show a compensation at one time beyond the compensation fixed in 
the law, because the report of the Fifth Auditor may embrace parts 
of two consular years; but there ‘can be no addition to the salary 
beyond the amount fixed in the law. 

Mr. SINGLETON rose. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not now, however, enter into any discussion 
with the gentleman upon that point. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If the gentleman will allow me, I think I can 
put him right in to it. I have here the annual report of tho 
Fifth Auditor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877. In that re- 
port, I find under the head of Liverpool that the salary and emolu- 
ments of the consul-general at Liv l are $8,000. His salary as 
fixed by law is $6,000; and yet there is an addition of $2,000 in the 
way of emoluments added to that salary of $5,000. I take it the 
auditor has made a faithful report of the facts in this case; and itis 
upon that I have based my conclusions. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam unable to account precisely for the $8,000 ; 
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but I do know that the consul there is entitled to and receives no 
more than the amount that we appropriate for him. He may be re- 
quired to pay for rent of consulate, and there may be disbursements 
which he is compelled to make, and the report of the Treasury De- 
partment may embrace, as I say, the amount due him for one year 
with a part due for another. 

Mr. SINGLETON. That cannot be the case. This report relates 
to the year 1877. Besides that, I find that the contingent expenses 
which are not covered by the salary and emoluments, were for that 
2720 for the year 1877, 88,494.55, and that the clerk hire amounted 
to $2,500. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The impression prevails in the country, I think, 
in reference to our larger consulates, that the salaries named in the 
law do not cover the entire amount received. As I have already said, 
when the consular system was revised, fees and all other compensa- 
tion of every name and nature were cut off by the law, and I am free 
to say that if any consul of the e to which I refer and who is not 
allowed fees under the law receives a single mill beyond the amount 
that we appropriate for him, he receives it every time by an act of 
perjury, and the Administration should be held responsible that these 
officers shall have no more than the lawallows them, because the law 
is specific that they shall have no other compensation than that which 
is set down in the law. They cannot have it unless they are daily, 
monthly, and quarterly, making themselves perjurers. 

Mr. SING. N. In that the gentleman is mistaken. There are 
consular agents under these consuls, and where the fees collected b 
consular agents amount to more than $1,000 the excess over $1, 
goes to the consul-general, 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam speaking now of class A, I am not speak- 
ing of that class of consuls whose pay is part wero Bonn part fees. 
I am simply alluding to that class of consuls who have a specified 
compensation ; and that is the amount named in the law. They can 
have nothing else, and nothing beyond, unless under some law which 
I bave not seen and not found in the general consular law to which 
I bave alluded. ` 

We have had, Mr. Chairman, during this session of Congress, re- 
peated references to the depressed condition of business, to the kard 
times that everywhere prevail. We have had a vast amount of polit- 
ical speaking during the session. We have had but very little said 
about those underlying industries which ought to receive the foster- 
ing care of Con To the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUB- 
BELL] I cheerfully give the credit of making a speech a few days 
since, utterly unlike anything we have heard since this Congress be- 
gan. He addressed the House upon our foreign commerce, and dis- 
cussed the question in a manner indicating intelligence and industry. 
His well-considered words ought to be read by the entire people of 
the country. I trust they will receive the attention of this House 
which they justly merit. 

I would not have occupied a single moment of the time of the com- 
mittee, but my attention has been called to the efforts of the State 
Department to render more useful theconsular system of the Govern- 
ment. I fail to see wherein it could better serve the present time 
than to call the attention of Congress and of the country to the im- 
portance of our foreign commerce. 

In July and A t, 1877, Secretary Evarts issued different con- 
snlar circulars, at they were in agian J with the true idea that 
ought to prevail with to the consular service. 

The consular system of the United States onght to be made a right 
arm of power. The British ee has always relied upon its 
consular system. It has in this country forty consuls and vice-con- 
suls. In every prominent port of the United States to-day it has its 
commercial representative. He is the agent of that government, 
seeking out the avenues or channels through which British com- 
merce may come. The British consul at Chicago, for instanee, is as- 
certaining where, how, and in what quantities, British goods may be 
sent to this great western market. The British consul at Baltimore 
is constantly in communication with the importers in that city and 
opening up channels through which English commerce, English prod- 
ucts and manufactures may find their way. 

Now, instead of looking upon this branch of the public service as 
a mere fancy production, we to look upon it as a source of very 
patj power to the country, and we ought to legislate liberally in its 


Before I ask to have these instructions to which I have alluded 
read, let me say that an idea prevails that our consular system is ex- 
pensive. We ought to know that it is self-sustaining. There is 
appropriated in this bill abont $370,000 for these foreign officers or 
agents, whilo the fees collected by them abroad last year amounted 
to $603,000; so that the system not only costs us nothing, but is in 
point of fact a source of revenue, to the amonnt of $233,797.78 per an- 
nom. Wherefore, then, should there be an attempt to eut it down? 
Why should we knock out this consul here and that cansul there? If 
there be a place anywhere on the wide earth where an American prod- 
net may go with any profit, why may there not be an American agent 
there to look after the entrance of that product? Why deny to the 
Government a consul at any point where there may possibly be the 
least opening to American products? It is a narrow, penny-wise and 
ponnd-foolish policy to cripple this arm of the public service. 

The English Government has in this country a very large repre- 
sentation, as [havo already stated. Brazil has in it nineteen consuls, 
and yet we have cut down and cut down until we now propose to 


send to Brazil only six or seven consuls, while, as I say, Brazil her- 
self has nineteen here. You may not therefore wonder that while 
Brazil 1 aid something like $35,000,000, she takes from the United 
States only seven million dollars’ worth of our products. 

Those countries whose imports into this country thus exceed our 
exports into the same, are those which are represented in every im- 
portant of this country. 

But, sir, I desire now to go back to the instructions to which I 
alluded a moment ago. I say that the State Department is entitled 
to our thanks and those of the country that it has directly brought he 
attention of our foreign consuls to the exceeding importance of in- 
creasing our foreign trade and calling upon tbem to ish data by 
which to shape our legislation. 

Why are our manufactories idle to-day? They are in large yas 
supplying the home market; but they are largely idle because of the 
smallness of the foreign market. 

The early Presidents and indeed all the Presidents of the country 
have called the attention of Congress from time to time to the impor- 
tance of increasing the commerce of the country. Are we up to the 
limit of our producing power? Why, certainly not; we have but be- 
gun as a nation. We are unable to live upon ourselves or within our- 
selves. Ourcapacity to produce, as it is developed, should be followed 
np by an opening of markets to our products, We shall act the part 
of statesmen here if in this Congress we legislate for American ship- 
ping, for an foreign commerce, so that we may have more 
of our shipping the American flag instead of less than one-third 
as it now is; so as to have it asin other days, ly carried in Ameri- 
can bottoms. It seems to me that this is one of the practical ques- 
tions that should be brought under discussion in this House. I do not 
propose to indicate the methods, except to say that I am not afraid 
to meet or discuss the question of governmental aid if it be needed 
to revive our now almost ruined commerce. 

I will now ask the Clerk to read an extract from the instructions 
which have been given to our consuls by the Secretary of State. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is believed that the period has now arrived when it would be wiso for all the 
nations of this continent to consider more carcfally than heretofore how they may 
best enlarge their trade with each other. Their hical position and the re- 
semblance between their political institutions tate the cultivation of such 


commerce. 

Tho United States aro in a condition to supply cheaply and easily many acts 
and manufactured articles suitable to their wants to all, or nearly all, of the Span- 
ish-American republics, as well as the Empire of Brazil, receiving in return natural 
prodnets which can be utilized here. <A favorablo opportunity for tho development 
of such trade would serm to be now offered by the prevailing stagnation of busi- 
ness and depression of prices. It is desirable, of course, for the United Stutes 
that they should find markets for the export of their products and manufactures ; 
and, on the other hand, it is advantageous to the lo of those countries that 
they Would be able to parchase at the present decreased valuation. 


Mr. DUNNELL. This was sent especially to the consuls of Sonth 
America, and was suggested by the nearness of those republics to our 
own, and by the fact that not only are the products of Mexico and 
of the South American ee taken away by the English line of 
steamers in exchange for English goods, but by the fact of the known 
ee e exists between those republics and our own, and 
their readiness to enter into commercial and friendly relations with 
ns, as has already been indicated by the willingness of Brazil to en- 
courage the only expected line of steamships between the United 
States and that country. I now ask the Clerk to read an extract from 
the next page from instructions to our diplomatic officers in European 
countries. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is believed that the period has now arrived when it would be wise for the na- 
pr woe ponding wor iaid ogres eee than 
heretofore how they may best enlarge their with this conntry. Tho United 
States are in a tion to supply cheaply and easily many products and manu- 
factured articles suitable to the wants of differen countries, receiving in return 
natural products and articles of manufacture which can be utilized consumed 
bere. A favorable opportunity for the 8 such trade would seem to 
be now offered by the prevailing st jou of business and Suprenains ot prices. 
It is desirable, of course, for the United States that they should find mar kots for 
the of their rr and, on the other hand, it is advan- 
tageous to the people of other countries that they should be able to purchase at the 
present decreased valuation. 


Mr. DUNNELL. These extracts are from a report made by the 
Secretary of State entitled “ Papers relating to the fureign relations 
of the United States transmitted to Congress with the annual mes- 
sage of the President, December 3, 1577. 

The wisdom of these instructions is scen very clearly from the re- 
sponses which have already been received from the different coun- 
tries to which they were sent. And it is cheering to find that these 
instructions awakened so much interest in our ministers abroad and 
in our more important consuls. Many of the replics which have been 
received by the State ee aro claborate and many of them are 
intensely interesting. They unfold the present condition of the conn- 
tries from which they come; the foreign commerce of those coun- 
tries, the productions and tonnage of the countries, and the capacit. 
of the countries for further productions, They also, and what is 
more interesting, indicate those artieles of our production which the 
people of those countries most need and most desire. They show 
also where our mannfactured goods would find the best markets. 

Yet there is something holding back these productions; our ships 
are not taking them to these countries as they might do. English 
ships are supplying those friendly countries near to us with their pro- 
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ductions and our productions and manufactured articles are left at 
home unsold. - 

And here may be found one cause of the stagnation of business in 
this country. We desire to revive business. How shall it be done? 
Wo might send abroad twice the amount of productions that we are 
now sending abroad, and into countries where they are needed. There 
enters every port, where the American flag should be seen and where 
it is not seen, a British or French merchant steamer laden with Eng- 
lish and French goods in exchange for which the products of these 
countries are taken. We are kept out of those markets, Mr. Chairman, 
because those two powers have outstri us in commercial trans- 
actions. The t Republic of the United States is driven from the 
seas because of the liberal policies of England and of France. 

I will here give extracts from one or two of the replies to the con- 
sular instructions. These extracts will give facts, beet they may 
not seem to be wholly in place. The following is taken from the dis- 
patch from Central America: 


You will please allow me to remark, by way of preface, that the circularis a recog- 
nition of tho t fact that one of the most important duties of American states- 
manship is bring into operation all legitimato means and scana to secure to the 

a fair share of the trade of our neighbors in hemisphere. 
According to the latest statistics, the foreign commerce of the countries lying 
south of the United States, on the American continent, may be nearly estimated to 
be, at the present time, $520,000.009 in valne, a sum nearly equal to one-half of the 
whole forcign commerce of the United States. 

Of the $112,350,000 of our commerce with the states south of us on this hemi- 
our domestic exports to them; 
k 5 to — = ved, in 
1576. from ree Tgen! pu 
ports, and sent those states only $13,322, 
year, and according to the same authority, 
e and sent to that state 84. 706, 778. The balance of trade 
to be largely against us. 

The products of our factories are 2 equal, and in many classes superior, to 
those of Europe. Our nffs shoul find a ready market in that vast area of 
this hemisphere embraced within the Our proximity and a certain sym- 
therefrom, and from some vA institutions, ought to give us 
an advantage over European competition. Let the United Statesenjoy but a frac- 
tional part of this trade, when by energy upon tho part of our merchants and man- 
ufacturers and well-directed statesmanship we might reap the benefits of nearly 
the whole, With our superior civilization and more persistent energy wo ought to 


12,505,753 in 
appears 


become the manufacturers for the peoples south of us. With our immense extent [ 


of lake, and river coast, and our great supplies of iron, coal, and timber, we 
ought, it would secm, to be able to supply sailors and vessels to do all the carrying 
le between them and the United States. 


In another part of this report we find a letter sent to the Home 
Government by the consul of the Argentine Republic at New York: 


Mr. Evarts seems to base his policy on the following arguments, which have been 
published by the press of this conntry : 

The industrial interests of the United States do not require free trade. The first 
duty of a government is the judicious protection of the productions of the capital 
and labor of its own people. 

The agricultural classes of the West and the manufactnring classes of the East 
aro mutually interested in the preservation and promotion of domestic ind a 
because no one class of alg can — phe, 8 without the co-operation of 
productive labor of tho ot Protec is only 
mestic industry against ruinous forei 
chinery, the cost of production has 
States; a judicious encouragement given to American manufactures will give 
greater energy to their competition foreign articles. 

It is neither protection nor free trade that the United States need. but full trade. 
The immense junctions of the country require an outlet. Production is in excess 
of the home demand. Take iron, for instance. In Pennsylvania there are 472 fur- 
naces extin the total number being 714; this Penne a e capi- 
tal of 5100, 000, 000. The capacity of the total number of these furnaces is equal to 
double the demand, and the same is the caso with other industries. Although ag- 
ricultural productions are a source of wealth in the United States, yet it is 
necessary te encourage manufacturing and commercial industry if we are to attain 


a prominent position among the nations of the world in the contest of 
arts. 

Tho domestic exports of the United States during the year were as follows: 
Cotton, $192,000,000; grain, $33,000,000; wheat, $63,000,000 ; flour, $24,000,000; other 


articles, $80,000,000, 
The | reese of manufactured 
$0,000,080; steel, $450,000; solo 
The imports of manufactured articles: Cotton, $20,000,000; flax, $15,000,000 : iron 
— „ silk, $22,000,000; sugar, $71,000,000; wool and manufactures, 


By t ä greater part of these manufactured articles can 
be produced in the United States. and tho hundreds of millions which are annually 
tent abroad in pa: t therefor can be kept at home. 

Of the total value of the im to the United States 315,000,000 were brought 
in foreign vessels and only 000,000 in American vesscls. 

But I shall be asked here if I am ready to vote to revive American 
commerce by extending to it governmental aid. Certainly I am. I 
am ready to vote in soy line where it can be demonstrated to me that 
this great interest will be gained to us, and where we may increase 
the demand for American products; where we may send more of our 
breadstuffs, of our wheat, of our corn, and ef all our other agricultural 
products. I am ready to vote aid for that purpose. I know there 
are men who are frightened by the word “subsidy.” I can vote for 
a subsidy whenever it is demonstrated to me that by so doing I may 
greatly and permanently increase the business capacity and resources 
of the country, that I may increase the number and value of foreign 
markets, that I may give encouragement to onr manufacturers, our 
agriculture, and our commerce. Why not? Will not the small pit- 
tance called for, come back to us increased a hundred-fold? If we 
could find or secure foreign markets for a thousand million dollars’ 
worth of breadstuffs, agricultural, and manufactured products, there 
would bo no idle hands in America. We are called upon to arrest 


articles : Iron and iron ufactures, 
leather, 68050 000; n n 


if possible the dangers to be feared from the unemployed millions 


of the land. 

I know the popular prejudice; but we ought to learn from other 
nations how best to legislate for our own. The time was when the 
foreign commerce was largely in American bottoms. It has been 
taken away from us in large part by the liberal policies of the Eng- 
lish and the French governments. Can we get it back without a 
corresponding Polley ue our own? I ask this question, and invite an 
answer. My remarks are made to-day in the profound hope that 
henceforth in this session we may have more business legislation 
and less of mere party debate. 

It may be said by some gentlemen from Pennsylvania that John 
Roach may and will solve the problem. John Roach is but one man. 
What he may do at Chester may not be done throughout the length 
and 1 ae the country. roo coe poset caghi to be increased 
tenfold, our seen everywhere, and our exports y increased 
within the next three years. It is the t demand of the hour, 

You will agree with me, Mr. Chairman, that the American le 
have been encouraged within the last year or two by noting the in- 
crease in the balance of trade in our favor. Itisa thing for an 
American citizen to know that while the balance in our favor last 
pe was but $75,000,000, it has been this, $200,000,000. But it must 

remembered that we cannot retain that balance of trade unless we 
do something toward fostering American commerce. This increase 
has been largely accidental, and we must not rely upon merely acci- 
goral causes to produce results, however beneficent those results may 


Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared for a speech to-day characterized 
by collated statistics. I did not know that I should be allowed any 
time in this debate. But you need not be told, and the committee 
need not be told, that English commerce is sustained to-day by a 
system of governmental aid. England and France annually pay many 
millions, and for what? Not simply for the transmission of their mails, 
but His they may hold the foreign commerce which they now chiefly 
contro 

Take the Republic of Mexico, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
Mr. WHITTHORNE] has well and eloquently said; a poor, distracted 
republic, but the richest country under the eye of heaven, abound- 
ing in mineral and other wealth, a sister-republic close at our doors. 
There is not a port in Mexico which bas not its English consol and 
commercial agent. There is not a port in Mexico into which English 
steamers do not go. The American citizen cannot land either at 
Tampico or Matamoras or Acapulco unless he goes there in an English 
steamer. An American citizen can enter but one in the Repnb- 
lic of Mexico without going there in a subsidized English steamer, 
laden to the brim with English manufactured articles, taking away 
from every port the products of that rich public. We have a single 
line to Vera Craz, poorly supported and competed to make heavy 
freight charges, as it is forced to contend with these foreign steam- 
ers. This line is sustained by Alexander & Sons, of New York. They 
say that if they could receive from this Government $100,000 they 
could take American products into Vera Cruz and other Mexican ports 
cheaper than the English steamers, which now hold the trade of this 
republic. There are those who say, “We will not give them the 
$100,000, though we might get that sum back twice over in a single 
year upon articles that now go to England and perhaps come round 
to us by way of that country.” We solely end stupidly refuse to 
give anything or do anything because somebody has shouted “sub- 
sidy!” in our ears. 

While I am not here to advocate any particular measure, I believe 
that our Government should address itself to the business before it 
and determine how it can get back the American ton that it 
enjoyed before the war and which it lost during the war. fir. Chair- 
man, it would take far more time than I have to make a full record 
of how much we have lost by the rebellion. For one thing, we lost 
foreign commerce, I do not propose to raise any political question, 
but we lost it; it has gone from us. Shall we sit supinely by and see 
the American flag forever kept away from ports where heretofore it 
had an honorable distinction. X 

I had the honor to be, during the war, United States consul at Vera 
Cruz for twelve months. I went there in an English steamer; I came 
away in an English steamer. The British consul had been there 
forty years. Iam a “civil-service” man in this respect: when the 
Government Me a good man, as it had for twenty-four years at the 
consulate at Tampico, he should be left there. During a prolonged 
term of service like that, a consul may gather up every commercial 
thread which may lead the commerce of his country into the port at 
which he serves. The English consul had been there forty years. 
His son was the vice-consul. The old man has died; and the son is 
there yet; he will stay there till he dies. I think that we ought 
to learn something from the course of those successful maritime 
countries. 

The importance of our commerce has always been recognized and 
felt from the earliest days of the Republic down to the present time. 
Washington in his Farewell Address said: 


The West derives from the East supplies requisite to its growth and comfort; 
and what is, perhepe of still greater conscquones, it must uf necessity owe the 
secure enjoyment of the indispensable outlet for its own productions to . 
influenco, and future maritime strength of the Atlantic side of the Union, direc 
by an indissoluble community of interests as one nation. 
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John Adams, in a special message to Congress, said: 


The commerce of the United States has become an interesting object of atten- 
tion, whether we consider it in relation to the wealth and finance, or the . 


of 


and resources of the nation, Any 
not fail to produce the most em 

I fancy that the “embarrassing disorders” under which we are now 
suffering have a very close connection with the disordered condition 
of our commerce, We have more . than consumers. We 
may never expect to consume all that we can produce. The great 
American question to-day is, Where can foreign consumers be found? 
How may we reach them? 

President. Jefferson spoke of the “encouragement of agriculture, 
and of commerce as its handmaid.” 

President Monroe said: 

ve encoura our domestic mann- 

eee eee verted to eee and how far it 
may be cal to afford to them further encouragement * is submitted 
to the W. of Congress. 


serious and anent to commerce w. 
— 95 injury 


Again: 

On the Pacific our commerce has much increased ; and on that coast, as well as 
on that sea, the United States have many important interests which require atten- 
tion and protection. 

I fail to see, Mr. Chairman, why it is not as legitimate to protect 
American commerce as to protect any article of American manufact- 
ure. Weare all linked together. The West with its vast capacity 
to produce breadstuffs desires a prosperous East and a prosperous 
Sonth. The West desires to see every manufacturing interest thrive, 
because as we are thus able to find a market, the agriculture of the 
country prospers 

Looking over the able speech of the gentleman from Michigan to 
which I alluded a few minutes ago, I notice with pleasure and aston- 
ishment, although I think in some measure my attention has been 
called to the same facts before, the | amount of breadstuffs and 
other agricultural products ed gay uring the last few years. Of 
breadstnffs there were exported in 1875 (I give round numbers,) one 
hundred and eleven million bushels ; in 1876, one hundred and thirty- 
one million bushels; in 1877, one hundred and seventeen million 
bushels. 

Now, of wheat, apart from breadstuffs, in 1875, $59,000,000 ; in 1876, 
$69,000,000; and 15775 $47,000,000. These are but two items. Then 
take the items of live animals, of wool, the productions of the West, 
and of the East, and of the South, and it will be seen that our ex- 
ports are almost wholly made up of our agricultural products. And 

et if I am rightly informed with re to the forthcoming tariff 
bin —and 1 hope I have been terribly misled and deceived—but, if I 
have not been misinformed, that tariff bill which now overlooks the 
business of the country, like the wooden horse as it overlooked ancient 
Troy, threatening to come down upon us—that forthcoming tariff bill 
is a direct attack upon the agricultural interests of the country, 
striking deadly blows at these great interests. If the gentlemen who 
have framed bill fancy they can 72 it, a bill gotten up in the 
interest of some special line of policy, if they suppose these vast agri- 
cultural interests are to be left undefended, they are much mistaken. 
I regret that it 5 to revise the tariff if it is to be of the kind 
indicated, but I do not propose to consume any of my time on that 

int. 
ri wish just now to ask the Clerk to read what was said by the Presi- 
dent in his recent message. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The commerce of the United States with foreign nations, and jally the ex- 
port of domestic productions, has of late years largely increased ; bat the 
portion of this trade is conducted in foreign vessels. The im co of nging 
our foreign trade, and y by direct and speedy int ange with countries 
on this continent, cannot be overestimated ; and it is a matter of great moment that 
our own shipping interest should receive, to the utmost practical extent, the benefit 
of our commerce with other lands. These considerations are forcibly urged by all 
tho large commercial cities of the country, and public attention is generally and 
Tt onaran sil hen tp oat a fealty and pond W 
Sees demand by practical legislation upon this important su ject. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, my time has nearly expired, but 
I will add one further remark before [ close. There is upon the files 
of the Honse, as I understand, a report from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads on the subject of the ocean-mail steamship 
service. While I have not examined this report, and do not commit 
myself, therefore, to any proposition which it may contain, I have al- 
ready given utterance to my readiness to vote for any measure which 
may be demonstrated to me as feasible in securing for American com- 
merce its just share or to the American merchant marine its just share 
of the carrying trade of the world. I ask the Clerk to now one 
or two sentences which I have marked in that report. It has refer- 
ence to Brazil; and if there is one South American country whose 
commerce we ought to seek, a small portion of which we now enjoy, 
it is that of Brazil; and if it shall be shown to me that one hun 
or two hundred thousand dollars will bring to life a line of steamers 
which shall give the commerce of that en to us, then I am free 
to say I shall vote for it. And I know that I represent a constitu- 
ency which will find no fault with my vote in its tendency to revive 
American commerce, for in its revival there is increased protection 
to the agricultural interests of the country. I now ask the Clerk to 
read the passages I have marked in that report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

There is not a steamship line between the United States and Brazil, not even a 
foreign-owned one; but thereare nine regularly established steamship lines between 
als e and Brazil, each of which is 5 paid for carrying the mails semi- 
monthly, and all the vessels emplo are first-class, and of over threo thousand 
tons en. England, France, and Germany each has steamship lines to Brazil, 
and each pays very liberally for the transportation of the mails there and elsewhere 
on the high seas. There is not a single American banking-house in Brazil, and 
not a banking-bouse in New York doing Brazilian business. All exchanges are 
negotiated through London. Every letter from this country directed to Brazil has 
to go, not 5 but across the Atlantio, three thousand miles to England, 
and thence five t miles to Brazil, and about nine-tenths of ee e it 
pa to support the heavily paid steamsbip lines between the two last-named coun- 

ries. The postage on a letter to Brazil, until Brazil entered the postal union last 
July, was twenty-one cents, and about eighteen cents of that went to English 
stcamships. The pees is now less, but is divided in the same proportion. 
England pays her lines about $3 per mile, and France bers over 87 per milo 


pa: 

for every mile tray for transporting the mail to Brasil It will, of course, tak 
time 8 a 8 this South American trade to ts United States, 
England will make a desperate effort to retain it. Although, after establishing a 
monopoly of trade, she has sometimes reduced or entirely withdrawn her |: mail- 
pay, she has never done so as Jong as there was competition. She has in this 
way in the last ten years over $50,000,000, and she is mistress of the seas. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If my time had not wholly expired I, would gladly 
present statistics which would exhibit the immense importance to us 
of onr just share in the commerce of the Empire of Brazil, as also of 
Mexico and the South American republics. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from Minnesota to 
allow me to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
6 I have no time to yield to the gentleman from 

inois. 

Mr. SINGLETON obtained the floor. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Lask the gentleman from Mississippi to 
yield to me in order that I may correct an error into which the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota has fallen. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Very well, I will yield to the gentleman for one 
moment, 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Iwish to state that the gentleman who 
has hada passage from the committee’s report read is not aware of this 
fact, that the official data given to this House by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral collected as to mail pay of foreign steamship lines show that, 
instead of France paying $7 a mile and Great Britain $3 a mile for 
steamship lines to Brazil, they do not pay one cent except the bare 
sea IN and but a little in excess of what the United States pays 
to its line. 

Mr. WADDELL. I will reply to that question of the gentleman 
from Illinois that the Postmaster-General has made no such statement 
and the statement of the gentleman from Illinois is utterly without 
foundation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. In reply to the gentleman from North 
Carolina I will state that that very report, part of which has just been 
read, proves that the return made by the Postmaster-General of the 
total mail pay by foreign governments, as furnished by them officially, 
does show that not one cent of 3 1 by France or Great 
Britain. The official report on the one hand and the gentleman’s as- 
sertion on the other will speak for themselves. 

Mr. WADDELL. This is not the first time that the gentleman from 
Illinois has talked about my assertions and the facts, but when they 
come to be submitted to the House we will see whose assertions and 
whose facts, even by the tables he furnishes in his minority report, 


are correct, 

Mr, SINGLETON, I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of obtaining an order from the House to limit the time for general 
debate on the pending bill. 

The motion was to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. DURHAM reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3064) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that when the House shall again resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the dip- 
lomatie and consular bill all general debate upon it be limited to two 
hours and twenty minutes. : 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. I move to amend by striking off 
the twenty minutes. 

Mr. SINGLETON. There are several gentlemen who require time 
in the general debate. This is as little time as we can do with. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. Very well; I do not insist on the 
amendment. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. DURHAM in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations 
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for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. k 

Mr. COX of New York. Mr Chairman, in the first session of the 
Forty-fourth Congress I undertook to anticipate some of the points 
B0 3 made by my colleague [ Mr. “py abel far genes This was 


done with a view to the coalescing and dismissal of certain ministries 
or embassies. It was done with a view to economy. I might be con- 
tent myself made at that time. 


may with referring to the reco: 
(See Appendix, 1873-74, volume 7, page 350.) 
MERGING OF MISSIONS. 

I then argued that Portugal and Switzerland should be discontin- 
ned; that Tarte might do for Greece, Belgium go with the Nether- 
lands, and the inavian countries be united in one embassy. 
Steam, telegraph, newspaper dispatch in advance of diplomatic de- 
lay, these and other elements of progress might be well used for every 
pu of national comity, interest, and glory. 

I had urged in February, 1872, (Globe, vol. 88, p. 1146) that a large 
saving in certain Spanish-American missions might be had, as well 
as the discontinuance of the frivolous, subservient, and unrepublican 
tone and habits of ministers to other countries. It was then a part 
of my plan to make more commercial use of our agencies abroad. 
Referring to the general congresses of European powers and the 
special missions which had superseded so much diplomatic formalit, 
and expense, I quoted from Hansard to show the progress of Engli 
thought in this direction. 

It seems from these reports of the British Parliament in regard to 
closing up the diplomatic service of England and relying on tele- 
graphic service and special agencies, that we are slowly following in 
the footsteps of diplomatic reform in Eugland. I hope that when 
we go to the debate under the five-minute rule we shall have a full 
consideration of this matter, and more especially in connection with 
what fell from my colleague yesterday with respect to the imperfect 
and insuficient civil service illustrated by our diplomatic corps since 
the incoming of the new administration. 

QUIA TINET. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I would not for an hour or a moment have left 
my duty in the chair but for the conclusion of my colleague's [Mr. 
peere] two hours’ speech of yesterday. I could not misinterpret 
its drift. It was intended to “ quiet title.“ Lawyers know what that 
means. Bills for that purpose are sometimes equitable but always 
timid. Oftentimes they are the baleful fruit of unrest. My colleague, 
with all his diplomatic, political, mechanical, metaphysical, fiscal, pro- 

betic, moral, and religious genius, cannot quiet one particular title. 
He cannot read that one title clear to the White House, or the other 
mansion, [Laughter.] Being in great part responsible for the elect- 
oral commission, he would naturally desire to have its results certitied 
as pooo They were bad, especially from the time of the Florida count, 
and no washing will rinse out the damned spot. With its stain the 
multitudinous seas will continue to be incarnadined till the present 
Executive retires for a better man. 

Supposing—which is a violence—that the technical powers of the 
electoral law were observed; vet there is a higher “statute of frauds” 
which will never obliterate or whiten the damned spot. No special 
pleading, no refinements of social science, no suaps of parliamentary 
prasuno no tortuous conduct during the count or since, no whinin 

or content, no timidity of wealth, no odor of sanctity over the d 
can ever eradicate the damned spot. It will not out. 

It was said that if there was fraud the counted non-elect President 
was not pri or guilty. But the answer returns: “ Why is the re- 
ceiver to be cleared and the forger who helped him to the property go 
unpnnished?” When my colleagne points to the scandalous breaches 
of faith which have marked the accession and conduct of this elect- 
oral-commission President, why does he not stigmatize this fact, to 
wit: that to-day a non-elected man holds the highest office in America 
by the crime of a convicted forger? And why, why, WHY does the con- 
victed, by the receiver’s consent, retain one of the most important 
Federal offices in Louisiana? If the non-elect, by such means and by 
thus approving, is not a fraud or a party to it, why do we still hold 
. through our customs service with the ineriminated and con- 
vie 

Well and truly did my colleague show the breaches of faith and 
trust which this quasi-President has committed as to civil service. 
Ile said well and truly that the non-elect had dishonored his plat- 
form troth and his inangural promise by the nomination of personal 
and incompetent men to diplomatic position. But, “most lame and 
impotent conclusion!” my colleague thinks the incumbent who sits 
upon a petrification of systematic chicanery is not himself culpable. 
The temple and the steps to it may be an abomination; but the high 
priest—oh, he is immaculate! 

Mr. Chairman, the present Executive was somewhat informally de- 
nounced by mo the other day as a fraud. He had by his veto message 
on the silver bill, twice in its concluding ph, charged the great 
body of this House and the Senate with fraud in passing a bill for con- 
stitutional cash. It was not merely a reflection, but a direct charge, 
not of bad faith merely butofan attempt to “ defraud the creditor an 
- bondholder.” In the honest fervor of the moment, I resented this ex- 
ecutive insolence, If it had been mere ignorance it could have been 
excused, but he had the advice of Senator MATTHEWS and others who 
should have instructed him, if imbecile or uninformed, as to the pro- 


prieties at least in addressing the Congress of the United States; but 
there was none here to defend him, and bat one to resent my honest 


expression. 

The veto had not the compliment of a day's delay. It was asked by 
some one to have my simple remark expunged from the RECORD. 
As I never had touched the Recorp when personalities were con- 
cerned and questioned, I kept my eliminating pen aloof so as to avoid 
the charge of tampering, and our Speaker left the RECORD as the 
sworn and stern stenographer made it! 

There were many reasons of a personal nature why I should have 
been the last to have made the remark which excited the ire of one 
gallant member. I had known this President in younger, happier, 
and better days. I had been prompt here to recognize his situation 
as a friend would visit one in trouble whom he once respected. I had 
in an elaborate Fourth of July speech made a of my theme the 
necessities of recognizing the de facto, even when morally we were 
bound to affix the “badge of fraud.” Some duties here are para- 
mount. We often practice before a bad court. Our clientage demand 
it. But even in so small a matter as writing a missive for a political 
enemy—I found that a poliem apostate, under presidential guid- 
ance, for personal spite—I mean the Postmaster-General, was prompt 
to attempt to injure me with party friends, for recognizing this de facto 
relation; and so prompt that he priuted a letter of mine and that of 


Mr. Say er, of Ohio, in favor of this republican gentleman; so as to 


draw from it some sense of recognition of the official who was acting 
as President. 

I am aware that nobody cares for these personal matters, but some- 
times they serve to illustrate social and political ethics, and in this 
case they do more. They point this moral: that when one takes an 
office to which he was not elected, and takes it through crooked 
paths and under absolute proofs of guilt, it is best not to trust any- 
thing he does. When my colleague, [Mr. Hewitt,] therefore, makes 
out t presas locum tenens of-the White House as coming in with the 
radiant beanty of innocency and rich in the opulence of civil service 
refined, and yet believes that he has since dishonored every pledge 
of his to civil service reform, is it not meet to ask: “ How can we 
gather any good fruit from such scraggy shrubbery ?” 

DEMOCRATIC PLEDGES AGAINST THE FRAUD. 

Once General Grant said that no man worthy the office of President 
should be willing to hold it if counted in or placed there by any frand. 
Better than that; the democrats, who never flinched in the last Con- 
gress, told their constituents before they parted last year that— 

Under the forms of law Rutherford B. Hayes has been declared President of the 
United States. His title rests upon disfranchisement of lawful voters, the false 
certiticates of the returning officers acting corruptly, and the decision of a com- 
mission which has refused to hear evidence of all fraud. For the first time 
are the American people confronted with the fact of a fraudulently elected Presi- 
dent. Let it not be understood that the fraud will be silently acquiesced in by the 
country. Let no hour pass in which the usurpation is forgotten. 

After signing that paper am I to sit still here and listen to the 
apologies for such a title resting upon the disfrauchisement of lawful 
voters? Am ] to acquiesce in a power based on false certifications? 
Am I to indorse corruption in returning officers? Shall I bow and 
bow obsequiously before a commission which refused to hear the evi- 
dence of alleged fraud? We said that it would and should not be 
acquiesced in by the country. Shall we keep our promise? We said 
that no hour should pass in which the usurpation should be forgotten. 
Others may let the hours dance gaily in the golden light of patronage ; 
and others may be “bounded” to listen to the strains of the silver 
veto, but my constituents may cancel my commission if I forget the 
pledge we made to each other when we signed “the congressional 
address“ and pledged ourselves that never should there be rest for 
this wickedness, Never! Never! 

FORCED TO BE JUST. . 

But it is said that this President has been so just and good to the 
Sonth! Well, who made him so ostensibly just and good? The 
Army proviso of our democratic House and the local necessities, which 
there was not power to overcome. Could he do otherwise than dis- 
ee epaulettes from the sacred precincts of the States of the 

u 

What degree or kind of credit then belongs to a civil service whose 
administrator, eyen when en in healing sectional passions and 
restoring despoiled statehood, has done so under some indefinite 
arrangement made preliminary to his false counting in? What a 
beautiful trust is implied in the intelligent conscience of a Chief Mag- 
istrate whose power rests or floats upon a plan which in its execution 
took thirteen votes, each and every one of which were rifled from his 
opponent. And yet this is the officer who has been glorified North 
and South, in universities and schools, in mass-meetings and churches, 
as the after- of Bolingbroke’s patriot king! This is the officer 
who while healing State wounds under a barter for self seeking am- 
bition affects to stand as the purest of politicians, patiently beariug the 
scoffs and jeers of his friends and the scorn and contempt of his ioes! 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

But my colleague has precipitated a debate on civil-service reform. 
I was in hope that we would have waited until the promised message 
came to instruct us in the mysteries of that service, which starts with 
assuming an office to which there is, at its best statement by my col- 
league, but a technical title. 

here is nothing new under the sun. Even civil-service reform, 
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which has become the shibboleth of the ladies’ magazine and dilet- 
tante remnant of the republican party, antedates the Egyptian obe- 
lisks. It is an anachronism to date it with the accession of President 
Hayes and his Cabinet of doctrinaires and rhetoricians. It not only 

thousands of years before the Christian era, but continued in 
the enjoyment of its uninterrupted hypocrisy [laughter] through the 
ages, and especially through the last and preseut administrations of 
the General Government. 

THE ANCIENT WAYS, 

So long as human government acts for human society the agents 
of the former must be selected by the prescribed mode; and this mode 
must rest on certain rules looking to ability and honesty. 

Whatis the quality of that ability or the tone of that honesty should 
be ascertained by some regulations looking to fitness. The right man 
in the right place, whether it be a clerk in the Indian Office or a min- 
ister at Vienna, is an accepted maxim. It applies as well to a factory 
as to a department, as well to a mariner as to a member of Congress. 
How it may be adapted to our people and Constitution is a question 
which has Sear discussed from the time of Jefferson, with his brief 
code of qualifications, down to the time of Mr. Curtis, with his elabo- 
rate ideolo 
modesty and ability by statesmen of both sexes, from Cleopatra and 
Mare Antony down to James G. BLAINE and Gail Hamilton. [Laugh- 
ter. 

10 is the essence of republican government that the 8u es of the 
people, limited as to age and sense, &c., should determine who should 
serve in many of the functions of government. But when appoint- 
ments are made by some central or delegated power, not always able, 
by reason of prejudice, ambition, passion, party, or distance, to test 
and ascertain the qualifications of candidates, there should be some 
guidance and discretion capable of being informed and directed in 
the choice of such agents. It was thought for many years that our 
constitutional order furnished adequate rules for the guidance and 
exercise of this discretion. It placed in the Executive the great trust 
of selecting the lesser trustees. What the limitations upon this ap- 
pointing power are and how far the power implies or includes the 
right to remove, either for or without cause, I may hereafter consider. 
But as it contemplates some legislation or repeal of legislation; as it 
has in view the civil-tenure act, enacted to hedge in a willful or ob- 
noxious Chief Magistrate, it might be well to note what power is or 
should be left to the Chief Executive, in the appointment of subor- 
dinates, and what is proposed to be done by the present Executive in 
the execution of his trust of appointment. 

As, therefore, there is supposed to be some discretion left or action 
taken for legislative restraint or executive control, it may be well also 
to look at the history and operation of civil-service reform in other 
times and countries. Thus may we appreciate the pertinency and 
wisdom of the criticism which my colleague has made upon tho ap- 

intments abroad made out of personal favor and political favoritism 

y this administration. 
CHINESE CIVIL SERVICE. 

Let us go to the fonntain-head of civil-service reform. We find it 
in China. But what an ensample is China to us! 

The newly appointed minister, (Bayard Taylor,) in his “Indi 
China, and Japan,” page 333, truly describes the mental inertia o 
the hopelessly 3 yore of China; a people whose great 
mass maintain a profound apathy. He refers to them as a people so 
degenerate and profligate that it would be well to welcome a thunder- 
storm which should scatter and break up, though by fire and flood, this 
terrible stagnation. “Who would not exclaim,” he says, with Ten- 
nyson: 

Better fifty years of Europe than a cycle of Cathay! 

The East has always been fruitful in rare inventions and systems. 
To the Chinese we are indebted for the mariner’s compass, for gun- 

wder, and the art of printing. But nothing more distinguishes 

hinese civilization than its competijive system of examinations and 
tests for public service. England, France, and Prussia have made 
some peculiar nse of these examinations to ascertain the qualifications 
of candidates; but if we would have the genuine article, as reproduced 
in our own country, let us go to China. If Idonot mistake, Mr. Jenckes, 
whointroduced the first systematic attempt in thisdirection, drew from 
China. True, in our country our legislation upon civil service does 
not and cannot tonch places which are to be filled with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; nor can it, except at the pleasure of the Exec- 
utive, interfere with certain scrambles round the White House. It 
would deal only with inferior officers whose appointment is made by 
the President alone, or by the heads of Departments. Thus it be- 
comes like a cobweb, in which the small flies are caught and the great 
ones break through. Perhaps if we would understand the reason 
why China has rotted so Jong as a nation, and under a foreign 
dynasty, we might find it in that wonderful balance-wheel which 
regulated its machinery of government, called by us civil service. 
Its primary object was to provide a class for the service of the state— 
an educated e what one of our noble Senators would call “dam 
literary fellers,” or mandarins. [Laughter.] These mandarins are 
made through a terrible ordeal, in which memory plays a larger part 
than science or reason, and words are more important than sense. 
Their examination and its results had reference entirely to literary 
culture. Whether thesuccessful candidate became a judge, a mayor, or 


and Utopian system. It has been considered with equal. 


a diplomate, it was necessary that his conversation should abound in 
classical allusions. It was important that he should be able to com- 
pose pe tap 5 after dinner, and tell the difference between the 
rival schools of Wang and Ching, and have knowl of other matters 
of a literary nature. Thus was educed a system which provided men 
of a certain ability for the service of the state. Instead of havin 
only one Carl Schurz for an empire of four hundred millions, they hac 
four hundred of Nankin alone! [Laughter.] Long before books ex- 
isted, when letters were but just invented, in the time of Yushun, 2200 
years B. C., we find the plausible foundation of civil-service refurm, 
all sparkling and pure, in this sentiment: 
Employ the able and promote the worthy. 

If any one here desires this maxim in the original Chinese, I have 
it in my desk. 

Many MEMBERS. Bring it out. Give it to us. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Here it is. I find it in the North Ameri- 
can Review for July, 170. It is authority with theideologists. “The 
germ from which the Chinese service sprang was a maxim of four 
sylables, Kii-kien-jin-neng.” [Great laughter.] ‘Employ the able 
and promote the worthy. x 

General Grant was deep in Chinese lore, [laughter, ] for did he not 
a a Secretary of the Treasury who perfected Chinese plan 
of resumption on $150 of silver? [Laughter.] He was a Massachu- 
setts mandarin. [Langhter.} Did not General Grant keep Shepherd 
and Babcock as his nearest familiars, because he desired to promote 
the worthy ? What method of examination our late President adopted 
is not definitely known; whether it was a gauge of intellect or of 
Bourbon is almost as mysterious as the periodical examination organ- 
ized by Yushun.. 

But when the Cahm dynasty came, in 1115 B. C., we have it from 
undoubted authority, that the government examined candidates for 
office. Do you ask what they were examined in, as a proof of their 
superior ability? I answer, music, archery, horsemanship, writing, 
and arithmetic; also, the rites and ceremonies of public and social 
life. These were called the six arts. Do you want them in the orig- 
inal Chinese? They are on all our tea-boxes, I guess. [ Laughter. ] 
But here is the dialect: “Li, yo, shay, yu, shu, su,” the sum of a lib- 
eral education. fLavghter.] They required a candidate to sing the 
national song an play the tom-tom, [laughter;] to ride a hurdle-race; 
to shoot with the bow and arrow; to write a clerical hand; to keep 
accounts. A thousand years later the range was extended; Confu- 
cian ethics Fad raised a moral standard; the candidate must be cred- 
ited with filial piety and honesty; he must love his mother and 
brother-in-law and mother-in-law. [Laughter.] He must not cheat 
his neighbor. It is needless to say which one of these “arts” was prac- 
ticed by the last administration which has been taken for a model by 
this one, in civil-service reform. [Laughter.] 

Another thousand years elapsed, bringing us to the era of the Tangs 
and Sungs. With this era came in a higher standard of literary 
attainments. And this still obtains in China, under the sway of the 
Mings and Tsings. It is said, however, that while the six arts and 
the five studies and the three 2 of the old systems remain, the 
present competitors cannot ride a race or shoot at a target or sing 
songs like their ancestors. They are compelled to pass their lives 
almost, in infinite study of a countless number of books in a learned 
language, the most difficult of the languages of men. Thero are three 
gradesin China under this e wry Laces: promoted schol- 
ars, and those who are ready for office. [Laughter.] Thousands of 
eompetitors enter the lists, from the boy to his grandfather. Some- 
times the oldest man is the budding genius, and the beardless youth is 
ready for office. Certain adornments are allowed to these classes. A 

It button to one, a lofty flag-staff before the gate of the family res- 

ence for another, a sign over the door for another. If our civiliza- 
tion extended to China these men would be allowed to ride in a lan- 
deau or a Pullman palace-car as the acme of their exaltation, [langh- 
ter;] but in China it is only an “inspiration,” as it is called, of a fair 
opportunity for another prize, wherein all who are budding geniuses 
and promoted scholars have the chance to get ready for office. 

I have been thus diffuse as to tho Chinese service because, as the 
House will notice, there is peculiar analogy and flavor between the 
Chinese civilization and our own recent development, and this will 
the more readily appear when I state that the Chinese candidates for 
office were bound by the rules to be devout, or to show themselves 
devout whether they are ornot. They were 7 g to be, I suppose, 
some sort of Sunday-school Buddhists. [Laughter. ] 

They were of the self-rightcous kind. They had to go round and 
burn incense, and give alms openly. They must be or seem gener- 
ous. If a candidate should see s man catch a fish in a stream, he 
must pay for it and restore it to its native element. This prac- 
tice would have saved us tho fishery award, already discu to- 
day. [Laughter.] He must rescue struggling bugs in a rivulet after 
ee e — 288 a moral colportonr. i He is baid, aa a 

i man, to pick up and preserve any scrap of paper he sin 
ie mad, And out of this wonderful system thar . one 
model scholar, the bright, consummate flower of the season. He was 
the Car] Schurz of the Celestial Kingdom! [Great laughter.) Men 
have been known to puss their lives for the preliminary examination 
at the mature age of three-score years, before they obtained the cov- 
eted and highest honor. 

Our questions in competitive examinations have been somewhat 
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modeled on those of China; but of this hereafter. One thing, how- | that abortive attempts were made by the legislative and executive 


ever, can be said of the Chinese system. It was a check on the pre- 
rogative of the Emperor as to the appointment of officers, and it gave 
to the humblest a share in the ee if they could stand cer- 
tain prescribed tests. It made the literati most influential. George 
William Curtis would have been a mandarin of nine hundred tails. 


(Laughter. ] 
INDIAN SYSTEM. 


This Chinese system was easily adopted by the British government 
in India. Its leading feature seems to have been “cramming” as it 
is called. It mattered little whether the kind of information or dis- 
cipline fitted the candidate for the peculiar oflice; the idea was to 
cram. A graduate of Oxford or Cambridge set up a cramming insti- 
tution in London. The student was required to work ten hours a 
day. He was taught to write correct Latin prose and Greek 
iambics. It was far more difficult to cram in mathematics; but it 
opened the door at least to free competition on inconsequential mat- 
ters, so that an Indian civilian might be acquainted with the Carte- 
sian doctrines of innate thought and the difference between Plato 
and Plotinus. I need not say that this system has been to a large 
extent a failure, 

FRENCH SYSTEM. 

The French system is ‘more practical. Whether in finance or in 
other parts of the civil service the main fact to be ascertained was 
capacity and character. A record of the duties and conduct of 
each person employed is kept; promotion depends upon it. Favorit- 
ism is an exceptional feature in this service, and economy in details 
one of its virtues. The chief merit of the French system is its in- 
specting corps, which determines the merits of the candidate either 
for office or promotion. But France has not followed the Chinese 
system introduced into the India service, which is now so volubly 
commended to us. 

Without any elaborate discussion of the results of these systems it 
may be said that different modes should be applied to different 
nations and different methods adopted for different offices. In a prac- 
tical young nation like our own, with institutions favoring equality 
of right and opportunity to assert it, the system of China can no 
more be applied to us than her old mode of printing te our own recent 
inventions in the printing-press. 


THE AMERICAN SYSTEM. 


From the begining of oar Government down to 1852, at least, it was 
thought that the old rule of Jefferson, as to honesty, capacity, and 
patriotism, gave us honest, economic, and decent service. The attempt 
of the act of 1852 to lay down some inexorable rules as to civil serv- 
ice was a failure. Without desiring to discuss this subject in any 
party light, it may be said that the demoralization consequent upon 
our civil war, and the new system inaugurated which involved nep- 
otism and personal favoritism, irrespective of honesty and capacity, 
Jed thoughtful men to ponder modes of reform. The platforms of 
both parties recognized the need of this reform. The messages of 
General Grant were pregnant with recommendations looking toward 
a better system. 

HAYES'S SYSTEM. 

My colleague [Mr. Hewitt] has quoted what President Hayes in his 
inaugural said: * These expressions of both parties must be regarded 
as the united voice and will of the whole country upon this subject.“ 
The President reminded Congress that he owed his election to the 
suffi and zealous labors of the political party whose members 
cherished with ardor the principles of their party organization. To 
carry out this reform he recommended a penom al term of six 
ber fe rebre eM a re-election. He asked the attention of Con 
and the public to the abuses and practices of official patronage which 
had come to have the sanction of usage in several departments of the 
Government. He desired a reform that should be thorough, radical, 
and complete, and a return to the principles and practices of the 
founders of the Government, who neither expected nor desired from 
puni officers any partisan service, He held that the officer should 

secure in his tenure so long as his personal character remained 
untarnished and the performance of his duties satisfactory. He held 
that appointments to office were not to be made nor expected merely 
as rewards for partisan services, nor merely on the nomination of 
members of Congress as being entitled in any respect to the control 
of such appointments. 

In fartherance of this un 
on the 22d of June, 1877, he 
order: 


No officer should bo required or permitted to take part in the management of 
political organizations, caucuses, conventions, or election campaigns. Their right 
to vote or to express their views on public questions, either orally or through the 
press, is uot denied, provided it does not interfere with the their 
official duties. No assessment for political purposes on oflicers or subordinates 
should be allowed. 


This hypercritical rule was declared applicable to overy department 
of the civil service, and every officer of the General bal hist stir was 
expected to conform his conduct to its requirements. 

his rule was made on the implied confession of the utter failure 
of Grant’s administration to carry out civil-seryice reform. It is a 
part of our history, contained in the reports upon this subject, and in 
the messages of the President, and in the law of Congress of 1871, 


histicated and pretentions pro; e 
ued his unconstitutional 8 


departments to create a system and establish rules for reform. 
HOW GRANT'S SYSTEM FAILED. 

But it is said by one of the commissioners, Mr. Eaton, that the party 
managers and high officials did not regard the party as really pieiged 
to this work; that tbey obstructed the President and made his task 
2 ; that the rules were not enforced in their spirit; that the 

orm was misrepresented to its prejudice; that the rules were sus- 
pended owing to the imperfection of method and of application where 
they were enforced. It is said that this system tended to exelude 
unworthy applicants, developed energy in the discharge of duty, 
diminished unreasonable solicitations, made it more practicable to 
dismiss those who came in under the civil-service examinations; but 
alas, with all these virtues, says Mr. Eaton, the Congress which fol- 
lowed General BUTLER asa leader and cast out Sanborn, and repealed 
its salary grab only in the presence of an overawing public indigna- 
tion, entirely strangled a reform of such demonstrated utility, which 
the President declared in his message was to him a source of mortifi- 
cation. 

Moreover, says this commissioner, the members of the Cabinet of 
General Grant, and other high officers, who were known to have most dis- 
suaded the President and obstructed the reform, were either arraigned 
for high crimes or suffered from damaged reputations or from want 
of e beyond partisan circles. So that the law which authorized 
the President to ponn regulations for the admission of persons to 
the civil service me a dead letter through the inefficiency of its 
execution. How much discredit belongs to the last administration, 
or to Congress, for this alleged lack in the e of duty, is 
too well known for debate. One thing may be stated, namely, that 
there was an increase from 1869 to 1875 of over forty thousand office- 
holders, or seven thousand a year, and that every Department shared 
in these spoilsof superfluous offices. How muchof this failure is due to 
the extravagance, shoddyism, vulgar pomp, absenteeism, ring display, 
venality, and crookedness, is also of history. The example of prod- 
igality infected the nation. Schemes of plunder were as common as 
professions of virtue. Defalcations, waste, loose accountability, con- 
tempt of the public judgment, ramified throughout the extent of the 
service. Subsidies enriched monopolies, and petty thievery enriched 
Cabinet officers, and jt seemed as if a day of reckoning would never 
come, We complained of military interference, aud the rape of States, 
and the corruption of elections, and the great fraud of the de facto 
Presidency; but all were as nothing compared with the effective force 
of this big army, civilly organized as trained bands to dishonor the 
civil service of the country even when making the noisiest profes- 
sions of civic virtue. 

THE REACTION AGAIXST THE GRANT SYSTEM. 

No wonder the republican party or some of its best members re- 
volted, and that the machine politicians were set aside at Cincinnati. 
No wonder that an innocent, simple-hearted, amiable gentleman from 
Ohio overcame the bad Blaines and the cursed Conklings. It was the 
natural reaction of the members of a great party against its licentious 
leaders. Have we forgotten how the present Secretary of the Interior 
spoke at the Fifth Avenue Hotel—that he might bring back the Gov- 
ernment to sound business principles? Have we forgotten how he 
urged the choice of men for office upon merit, and not upon partisan 
activity? And now we are confronted with the question under a new 
administration, asking us to adopt the same old regulations which 
made the administration of Grant so conspicuous and notorious. 

It is difficult to say which of the two great parties of the country 
have been most urgent in advocacy of civil-service reform. The let- 
ter of President Hayes was all the more emphatic because of the 
urgency for a bettersystem than that practiced under General Grant. 

TILDEN'S TALK. 

Said Governor Tilden: 

The questions of honest administration and of securing official accountability are 
the great questions of the future. The democratic party, in their national conven- 
tion, were careful to say that while they regarded a reform of the civil 
service as being one of the most pressing of the hour, that ita practice 


had been an instrument of ty and ambition and an object of selfish 
CCT titutions, breeding a demoralization 
gerous to the ity of the American Government. 


Of course there is a element of hypocrisy in assertions of 
devotion to civil-service reform, but no one can deny the exact truth 
of Governor Tilden’s statement. If there ever was an administration 
particularly bent upon and clamoring for laws, salaries, and exami- 
nations to forward that object, it was the administration of Grant. 
Why did he fail? Had he not every legislative facility, every statu- 
tory provision? Is anything more to be desired for the present ad- 
ministration? What is the object of the promised message and of a 
new profession of faith in this system, at every crisis of our affairs? 

OUR LEGISLATION FROM 1789. 

If the President desires civil-service reform he has it within hisown 
wer, whatever may be said of his right of removal. In the great 

y of the offices his will is supreme. Throughout all the stages of 
this appointment system, the Legislature has not been unwilling to 
assist Executive by proper legislation. Did not the Con of 
1789 concede to the President alone the power of removal? Did not 
the law of 1820 enact that every commission should run for four 
years and then lapse unless renewed, so that unless a man were 
worthy he was rotated out? Was not this law an incentive to strict 
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accountability and honest endeayor in office? True, the renewal of 
commissions depended upon the executive pleasure, and multiplied 
the power of the President, Much opposition to it was expressed at 
the time and subsequently; but 1 fail to see that the vacating of the 
civil list once in every period of the presidential term demoralizes 
the service, except when the fountain of honor itself is poisoned. 
Much has been said about the administrations subsequent to 1820 
and the increased removals from office; but it cannot be truly said 
that any considerable scandals attended our civil service until after 
our civil war. Corrupt patronage and miasmatic influences then 
began to surround the White House; everything took a military and 
arbitrary tendency. The greatest attainable skill, fidelity, efficiency, 
and permanence which could be organized by an honest Executive 
were set aside for rings—rings within rings. The taint which assailed 
the Executive Departments tainted Congress also; but it was no lac 
of legislation which brought on this era of corruption. 

As early as 1853 Congress had passed a law (Revised Statutes, sec- 
tions 163, 164) that the clerks in the Departments should be arranged 
into four classes, and providing for a board of examiners, to consist 
of the chief of the bureau and two other clerks, to be selected to 
inquire into the qualifications of applicants. For the most part this 
law was a dead-letter, or if alive for any purpose, it was, like-India 
rubber, stretched by the strong hand and contracted at pleasure for 
party purposes. In 1871 (Revised Statutes, section 1753) another law 
was ; assed. It authorized the President to prescribe such regulations 
for the admission of persons to the civil service as would best pro- 
mote the efficiency thereof, and ascertain the fitness of each candi- 
date in respect to aye, health, character, knowledge and ability for 
the branch of service mto which he seeks to enter; and for this pur- 
pose the President was authorized to oppio suitable persons to con- 
duct such inquiries and prescribe their duties, and establish regula- 
tions for the conduct of persons who may receive appointments, 
With the right man to wield the executive power under this law the 
virtue of civil servico might have been tested. It might have en- 
abled us to do what they did in France to some extent before recent 
events, and what they doin England to a greater extent—give oppor- 
tunity to eve man of every party, from every station, to strive for 
preferment. lt would have made merit of some avail in the public 
service. It would have elevated office from a mere job to a function ; 
nominations might not have depended ppop selfishness or caprice or 
arbitrary will, but upon virtue and wisdom, rising, in so far as pos- 
sible, above our imperfections and infirmities. Had that law been 
faithfully executed, and were it to-day faithfully executed, the serv- 
ice would have been not the property of a pary with its corrùpting 
favoritism in any form, but a trust to be executed with unselfish honor 
and for the common good. 

PERVERSION OF THE SERVICE. 

But how wasitexecuted? Alas! thestream will not rise higher than 
its source, You cannot expect sweet waters from a bitter fountain, 
This my colleague [Mr. HEWITT] must confess. Incompetent, negli- 
gent, and corruptsources of powercould notand cannotreform the civil 
service, His speech is an indictment with this gravamen. All the pre- 
tenses, all the tine language, are but the ugly disguises of hypocrisy, 
whether in church or state, in business or in office, when through them 
counterfeit motives shine $o apparently. The utter perversion of 
these laws of Congress can be seen when we consider the fruits of the 
policy, There is a law which is irrevocable ; a higher law; that man 
cannot ee grapes from thorns nor figs from thistles. A corrupt tree 
cannot ring forth good fruit. The present President assumes in his 
messages to hold the patronage of his office asasolemn trust committed 
to him by the American people; that he is bound by his oath to dis. 
pense it for the general good; yet he drops into the limbo of departed 
badness, when he begs us to allow him to re-enact the spurious “ re- 
form” of General Grant’s administration. To illustrate: We all know 
how a collector of Boston, Mr. Simmons, secured his appointment. He 
desired to be continued in office, and straightway he reversed his ma- 
chine. He would conform to the order of the President against inter- 
fering in elections; he becomes a devoted 1 igh abd of the President; 
he advocates reform of the civil service with the 8 of a presi- 
dential message; he would divorce the office-holders from politics, 
bed and board.. But we all know that quietly, when not using the 
spoken words, like the deaf and dumb, he was going through the mo- 
tions and indicating his preferences. Ihave the authority of a repub- 
lican newspaper for saying that the Attorney-General directed him to 
say and do one thing for one purpose and another for another. Like 
the old warder in Spenser’s Faerie Queene, while his feet move forward, 
his head and eyes are turned the other way; yet at last Simmons, after 
reforming, had to go, to give place to a worse placeman, nominated 
by a Senator and Congressmen. 

This system is a bundle of incongruities based on false premises. 
It sometimes pretended not to allow Congressmen to name men for 
office, and it even pretends to refer the appointment of little post- 
masters to bigger postmasters in the nearest city; but yon tle- 
men all know how futile and foolish are. these inconsequential and 
unobeyed orders. Hence the utter friendlessness of the Administra- 
tion in this House. Hence both parties reject the President as a 
foundling, over whose political birth there will ever bang the bar 
sinister. Hence the ironic remark of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 


Frye] yesterday, when speaking of the President's friends here. 
It is generally conceded that in the administration of General Grant 
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there was little or no sincerity in the utterances for civil service reform. 
We have already had tests enough of what the present administra- 
tion will do. It would be safe to reckon that ont of the abundance 
of manifesto and the garrulity of advice which have so often come 
from the Executive to this Chamber, intrigue, favoritism, and per- 
sonal politics were paramount. If, under Grant, appointments as well 
as removals were made arbitrarily, without regard to merit, what 
should be said of an administration which desires to servilely copy and 
perpetuate the same system! 


PRACTICAL RESULTS, 

What was that system? I have in my hand a volume entitled, 
“Civil Service Reform in the Treasury Department.” It contains, as 
usual, an executive order, dated April 16, 1872. The advisory board 
of the civil service had recommended certain provisions for carrying 
the rules already adopted into effect. Fidelity and diligence were 
expected of all officers through their enforcement. Political assess- 
ments were forbidden but always collected, directly or indirectly. 
And yet—generous concession !—the right of all persons in official 
position to take part in politics was conceded ; and, gracious favor! 
the elective franchise was regarded as a high trust; honesty and 
efficiency, and not political activity, said General Grant, will deter- 
mine the tenure of office. 

Then follow the rules and regulations under the law of 1871. These 
provided for certain examinations and a probationary term; for the 
reduction of the infirm to lower positions of responsibility. But look 
at the exceptions under these rules: heads of Departments, assistant 
secretaries, all the solicitors, examiners of claims, Treasurer of the 
United States and Register of the Treasury, First and Second Comp- 
trollers, heads of bureaus, judges of the courts, district attorney, pri- 
vate secretary to the President, ministers abroad, Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey, Director of the Mint, governors of Territories, 
special commissioners, special counsel, visiting and examining boards, 
persons appointed without compensation, — those appointed to fill 
vacancies on urgency. The exceptious remind one of the oath of the 
Irishman, who signed the pledge of abstinence except as to twelve 
different drinks during the day with his friends at different places, 
drinks at all weddings and christenings, drinks whenever the priest 
would take the oath off of him, and drinks at all other places where 
liquor is liable to be bought, sold, and drank. [Laughter.] 

EXAMINATIONS—THEIR VALUE. 

It would be impossible, in the course of an hour, to do justice to 
this system of examinations. There was at best but a spasmodic 
effort to enforce these rules, and even applicants of superior intelli- 
gence were unable to comply with their requirements. Questions 
were asked as to the salient features of the Constitution, and the 
ignorance on the e. of many (says the report) of the most general 
features of the Constitution was amazing. Mere literary or scho- 
lastic excellence, without regard to efficiency for a particular duty 
required, was a prerequisite. This was a copy of the Chinese system. 
The board undertook to look at the manner, demeanor, and appear- 
ance of the candidates. An applicant with his pantaloons in his 
boots or bis beard unkempt would utterly fail before the elegance 
of a Treasury mirror. A scale of marking was nsed, one hundred 
eing the maximum of tho best possible. The applicant obtaining 
the hundred was “ready for office ;” one who received seventy 
was marked “good;” he was a “hopeful scholar;” one who received 
fifty was marked “indifferent,” but he was still a “budding genius.” 
[Laughter.] An attempt was made to give the candidate credit for 
all the knowledge displayed by him. His papers were scrutinized 
to this end; and if the answers happened to be incorrect, the astute 
board studied to learn whether the error was the result of ignorance 
or a mistake in the computation or otherwise. Sometimes,“ sa 
they, “ a small error in the beginning of the work, carried throu 
it, would materially change the result, although the process and the 
remainder of the work might be correct.” Such an error of course 
detracts less from the standing than an incorrect process, although 
the result may be further from correctness in the former case than 
the latter. But if the result is so wide of the mark as to enable the 
candidate to see that it is incorrect, the mark is cut down for “ care- 
lessness.” As, for instance, if the applicant were asked, Who discoy- 
ered America? and he should answer Robinson Crusoe; and then he 
should be further asked, What were the habits of the discoverer? and 
how he found Friday at Santo Domingo, and utilized the resources of 
nature, and gave the whole story of Defoe in reference to the discoy- 
ery of America, he would be accounted much more capable than an 
applicant who should give Columbus as the discoverer, yet locate the 
continent he discovered in Australia. [Laughter. ] 

The volume to which I have referred draws many wise conclusions 
as to certain interrogatories and their answers. A failure to give tho 
names of the two distinguished Polish generals who served in the 
American Revolution was considered by the board, not quite so bad 
as the auswer that they were Cromwell and La Fayette. [Laughter.] 
The intelligent applicant comes in on La Fayette but he fails on Crom- 
well. [Laughter.] Who could expect the timid and awe-struck appli- 
cant to recall, on the instant, the names of Pulaski and Koscinsko. 
But the declaration that Cromwell was a Pole, a general, and in the 
revolutionary war betrayed a hopeless ignorance, Absurd answers 
are considered to indicate a denser ignorance than no answer. If a 
failure to answer were marked zero, there would be no way of debiting 
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a candidate with ignorance so gross as that betrayed by absurd 
answers except the minus marks of algebra. 

Let me illustrate some of the remarkable answers to the questions 
. in this volume. “The duty on proof-brandy is $2 per 
gal on, and in proportion for greater strength; what is the duty on 

randy of seventy de strength on the scale of fifty degrees?” 
The answer was, the duty was to drink it, mixed with water propor- 
tioned to its strength. [Langhter.] This showed intelligence, but 
was not satisfactory. Or one in geography : “Where is the State of 
Delaware?” Answer: Can't say; couldn't see it. [Lan nen] “What 
was the cause of the war of 1812?” Free trade. Was Judge Y 
of Philadelphia, in that war; and, if so, to whom did he surrender?” 
[Laughter.] Hedid. [Laughter.] “ Who is the present President 
of the United States?” This was asked of a tipsy applicant. The 
answer was: Rutherford B. Tilden. [Laughter.] Is he de facto or 
de jure?” Both. [Laughter.] This man passed, owing to the mixed 
nature of his liquor and the Administration. [Laughter.] “ What 
were the causes of the late rebellion?” Whisky. This showed intel- 
ligence also, as my friends around will attest. ‘‘ How should expend- 
itures for personal services be exhibited?” The account should be 
accompanied with profanity. “Can you remember any Cabinet officer 
who has been impeached?” Can't remember. This man pout. 
[Laughter.] An application was made at the Agricultural Bureau 
the applicant hailing from Lincoln County, Nebraska. He was asked 
what work hie had done on the farm. I have cut,” said he, “with 
flail in hand, swath after swath of the golden-topped sugar-beet.” 
[Laugliter.] He was then asked to recite the latest grauger poem. 
This verse was sufficient to pass him out of the door: 

I have bought myself a Durham ram, 
A leer ailtch erke re hedge, 
And a patent-leather plow. 

[Great langhter.] This was in the time of General Le Duc's prede- 
cessor. His name was Watts. Another question was asked: “ What 
kind of cheese is produced in New York?” The glorious, ee 
sparkling Limburger. He was invited out to take a drink. ese 
applicants belonged to that festive class who have understood that the 
Cochin-China hog cackled, the Berkshire hen bellowed, that the cauli- 
flower was sweet-scented, and the ruta-baga a tree. [Laughter.] 
They showed intelligence; yet, while the sapa man was successful, 
many of these geniuses failed. I met an applicant who tried to pass 
one of these examinations for the Indian Department. He was asked 
to write upon any thesis which he might select. He selected with 
culiar aptness “ prairie-dogs,” but the high, transcendental soul of 
Mr. Schurz rejected his simple and honest allusions to that animal. 
B He yet wanders impecunious and distraught about the 
otels of Washington. The same person, in a letter to the public 
press, said that he was inquired of as to certain constitution ap 
visions. His answers, if published, would shake the public faith in 
Daniel Webster as an expounder, and yet he was rejected. [Langh- 
ter.] He was ready to a. anything: open oysters or canned toma- 
toes; lick postage-stamps, or sit in the hall and absorb the time of 
book agents, so that Mr. Schurz would have time to swear at the 

clerks in his native language. Langat} 

If there is one thing which this country delights in more than an- 
other, since the granger movement, it is scientific agriculture. A 
series of questions has been sog and might well be framed, in 
pursuance of law, to develop the original American mind, similar to 
the following: “What is the best method of deodorizing skunk-cab- 
bage and burdock leaves to render them more popular in boarding- 
houses as greens?” [Laughter.] ‘“ Whetber watermelons can be suc- 
cessfully cultivated in a rural town of four thousand inhabitants with 
a theological institute located near by?“ [Laughter.] As the can- 
didate is to be examined, according to the rules, on his manners, talks, 
deportment, and appearance, it might well be insisted that in the 
Agricultural Department no one should be employed unless he has 
carroty hair, reddish whiskers, and a turn-up nose. If, however, he 
had in his pocket a recommendation from my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
Foster] as a “dead-beat,” he would succeed; for is not my friend, 
the Representative of the President, himself liable as such to sere- 
nades? [Laughter.] 

SACRED-SERVICE REFORM. 

Perhaps the neatest satire on this system of examination is to be 
found in the Life, Opinions, Actions, and Fate of Hieronimus Jobs, 
the Candidate,a Man who whilom won Great Renown and died a 
N 8 in Schildeburg Town. It is translated from the German 
of Kortum by Charles T. Brooks. It is a gay historia of a candidate 
for clergyman, pithy and terse, writ in new-fashioned doggerel verse. 
On one occasion he went through an examination by the preachers 
of Swabia for the holy desk. Trembling and quaking, he handed in 
his certificate, which but one of his examiners could read, and when 
read it certified everything but what was needed. The way he re- 
sponded to the questions is a specimen of sacred-service reform secun- 
dum ordinem. He was able to tell that a bishop was a—kind of drink; 
that the apostles were jugs and St. Augustine himself a beadle whom 
he had known at the college! He could divide a sermon into two 
parts— 

The one of these two parts no man 
Can understand; but the other he can. 
The only angel he had known was a blue-painted one on a tavern 


sign. In all the polemical, dogmatical, and hermenentical questions. 
in all the ologies of the day, he was of course deficient ; but he had 
been a candidate, and it was a great thing in reform for the church! 

Aside from this system of examination, which hasin one small view 
a serious side and in a larger view its comic aspect, it might be well 
to see what the performance of this much-vaunted manifesto of civil- 
service reform has been under the present administration. It will be 
generally conceded that the promise was opulent and the performance 
squalid. Not to speak of the retention in office of the old politicians 
under certain claims for 3 and an occasional correction of 
irregularities, it is true that the pet officers, and especially those who 
have been under suspicion, have been retained, whether fit or unfit 
for the service. I do not intend to argue that the present adminis- 
tration has selected speculative Quakers for Indian affairs, or even 
Sunday-school people for Treasury detectives, nor gun-bursters as con- 
tractors for warlike arms; but pretty much the old rule obtains; 
indeed, it is very difficult for any republican Administration to refrain, 
even in running a prayer meeting, from selecting the loudest bellower 
as a leader, The Ohio election, with a suddenness that was sublime, 
seemed to disenchant the public mind of the preaching of the Admin- 
istration for this peculiar reform. Following close on the order pro- 
hibiting interference in elections the Ohio clerks moved in a body 
upon that favored State, and the head of the Treasury gave his fiscal 
views pending an election in his own State. And, Mr. Chairman, did 
not Mr. A. B. Cornell, as chairman of the republican State central com- 
mittee, defy this order? Was he trounced for it? Who has been re- 
moved for defying it? yet the bold President said he would enforce it. 

But this is no more consistent than the case quoted by my colleague 
yesterday. It is that of Mr. Ela, the Fifth Auditor, lately haranguing 
the electors of New Hampshire on the beauties of the reform he does 
not illustrate, Place-men and place-hunters vied with each other in 
furnishing steam for the political machine. So glaring was this per- 
formance and its contrast with the earlier promise, that a leadin 
republican organ, the Tribune, hoped that the President would “ ar 
erate his occasional rashness of hand check the boyish impatience 
of his headlong statesmen.” Others went so far as to say that this 
reform was a sham in exact keeping with the fraud in which the 
power originated, as dishonest in intent as discreditable in practice ; 
the feeble attempt on the part of the receivers of stolen goods to 
console the plundered parties with the notion that their property was 
being put to better use than they would have put it themselves. 

THE SERVICE GEOGRAPHICALLY. 

We all know that the distribution of appointments geographically 
has been as rudely assailed as admission to the service on proof of 
merit; that removal was as whimsical as the disregard of perma- 
nency ; that appointments were made as frequently in deference to 
congressmen as in disregard of their wishes; and that the great 
body of the appointments were made upon personal considerations. 

DEMOCRATS APPOINTED. 


“Ah, but it is said that the President has selected democrats for 
office.” General Grant did the same thing, though genen he asked 
a publie recantation of the old faith. President Hayes takes it for 
granted that the repentance will come spontaneously under his ami- 
able manipulation. When Grant appointed Ackerman, who had been 
a democrat, to the Attorney-Generalship, or General Longstreet, or 
Williamson, it was accounted unto him for righteousness; but no 
one cultivated the ladies’ magazine literature by unduly gushing over 
such Executive liberality. When President Hayesappointed the Post- 
master-General and Mr. Hilliard, of Georgia, there were not handker- 
chiefs enough to wipe away the tears of gratitude from the eyes of the 
reformers; but what was the irate aspect of the repubjicans when it 
was said by the President to Senators EDMUNDS and CHRISTIANCY 
that he would never appoint a democrat when he could find a decent 
republican to fill the place. Certain it is that General Grant never 
was accounted a hypocrite. He never would have appointed a dem- 
ocratic Postmaster-General, who could write letters to his Tennessee 
brethren, stating that the President would be compelled to use his 
official patronage, in a certain contingency, in such a way as to give 
him strength in his own y. This was the contemptible advertise- 
ment of a Cabinet officer, who offered offices in pay for southern dem- 
ocratic support, and thus illustrated his civil service! 

PERSONAL APPOINTMENTS. 

It has been charged that more personal appointments under Presi- 
dent Hayes have been made than under General Grant. This may be 
exaggerated, but we will see. The leading promoter of his nomina- 
tion is in the Cabinet. His most conspicuous hustings orator is his 
associate in the same relation. The best mission to Europe was given 
to a politician from his own State, who manipulated the wires of the 
nominating convention. Of him we heard from my colleague sufti- 
ciently. Two of the electoral lawyers are Cabinet members; two 
others are in foreign missions. A former private secretary has the 
best German 9 Though many of the contractors and adven- 
turers who hung to the skirts of the Grant administration have re- 
treated, the body of them remain. But nothing could be more con- 
spicnously scandalous than appointing even the friends of the Presi- 
dent’s private secretary to prominent places; notably, R. H. Mason, 
of Ohio, to succeed General Smith as surveyor-general of Montana, 

UNION MEN AND REBELS. 
Some of these violations of civil-service reform defy all classifica- 
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tion. A reconstrueted rebel might well be constructed into a Cabinet 
officer or a New Orleans marshal, without complaint, unless it might 
be from republicans; but what rule of reform is it that selects an 
Ex-Secretary of the Treasury from Maine simply on account of his 
r purse and bad health, or a United States marshal for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia simply to sweeten the colored disposition toward 
the Administration, or another Ex-Secretary of the Treasury to revise 
the revision of the laws at around salary? Was it because in the 
former category one class had striven to destroy the Union and then 
reunite the States, while the other class, represented by Governor 
Bout well, desired to save the Union and remit the States to provis- 
ional dependencies or military subordination? Was it this that led 
a prominent journalist to say that the civil-service reform of Messrs. 
Hayes and Schurz was less tolerable than the partnership of Grant 
ame f Chandler, because it made nauseating pretenses te purity ? 
DOUBLE-HEADED SERVICE. 

What a remarkable exhibition was the double-headed appointment 
in the Post-Office Department, dividing its functions between the 
North and South, giving to the Assistant Postmaster the supervision 
of one section and his chief that of another! What a strange spec- 
tacle was that of the chief poaching upon the domainof hissubordinate 
ina Rhode Island post-office, where after the subordinate bad appointed 
one man the other appeared with a commission from the chief, three 
days later! How solemnly theserious Rhode Islanders complained that 
the Tennessee postmaster had crossed beyond the line of his jurisdiction! 

Was it civil-service reform that led the President to remove the New 
York officers and to appoint others, also partisans? What exposition 
was made of the collector’s office at New York which showed want of 
experience or capacity in creditable and useful service to the Govern- 
ment? It has transpired that the very reforms recommended by the 
illegal commission appointed by the President to examine the New 
York custom-house were inaugurated by General Arthur, the collec- 
tor, who fell under the ban of civil service, though not of the Senate. 

PARVENUS OVER EXPERTS. 

Was it civil-service reform which in a small way, after six addi- 
tional clerks were added to the Post-Office Department by law, and 
meritorious and faithful servants were waiting for promotion accord- 
ing to the rules, preferred as the fortunate W agentleman from 
Tennessee, one a cousin of the postmaster, anot her the President's class- 
mate and consin of his private secretary? What had the two hundred 
competent clerks, of muture service, to say of such reform when these 
parrenus were passed over their heads? It might also be well to in- 

uire why the assistant superintendent of the blank agency in that 
ene of irreproachable character, was set aside by a special 
intervention of the Executive? But these cases are too numerous and 
well known for discussion. 

Can you, Mr. Chairman, recall the incredible virtue of the general 
order of the 26th of March, 1877, from the Treasury Department, fix- 
ing the number and grade, and providing for a mode of toward 
tiosta, integrity, and competency by promotion? Can you reca 
how, in pursuance of law, an equal distribution was to be made 
according to population? Do you not remember what a gnffaw every- 
where went up to the very heavens, as to this order, and what a plaus- 
ible ery of reform was raised in consequence thereof? But what a 
sham was the performance! 

Was it civil service that led to the appointment tho other day of 
one Captain Twitchell, of Louisiana, to the Kingston consulate? 
Why, his record is before mein this volume. The report is signed by 
a democrat and arepublican who visited Coushatta Parish to examine 
into its affairs. It appears that gross frauds were Ly agra by him 
on the Treasury, and large sums realized by him and his confederates 
in a corrupt way. The committee say: . 

wi he of this e the worse 
3 tchell and his associates as shown to have existed in Red River Parish 

The testimony bears out this report; but I refrain from 
It is enough to say that it reveals a precious nugget of civil reform. 
and yet that this man is our representative abroad under this system l 

$ RELATIVES UNDER BAX, 

Do you remember, sir, another order as to tho dismissal of relatives 
of clerks also holding office; how many family rings were to be 
broken up and how such political influence was to be destroyed, irre- 
spective of ability, poverty, or merit? Well, sir, a cheerful commen- 
tary upon this magnificent thnnder-gust of reform, which was to be 
conducted with Spartan inflexibility, is this: “I know of a lady clerk,” 
says Grace Greenwood, “dismissed because she wasa brother’sdivorced 
wife; and a male clerk came to grief throngh his mother-in-law; a 
young woman who was warned away by it from the Treasury, to fall 
down softly in another Department.” It was the old rule that when 
dismissals were particularly desired the consanguinity was soon found; 
where not desired nobody found it. Dismissals were not made in case 
of untrustworthiness, but politely the undesired worthy were dis- 
missed because of consanguinity, This was civil-service reform in a 
new shape, 


quoting it. 


WASHINGTON POSTMASTER. 

Is it civil-service reform to appoint a postmaster for the city of 
Washington, imported from Michigan, whose only qualification was 
to run a machine, und to make his office a partisan headquarters to 
vilify a presidential candidate and levy contributions upon the clerks 


of his office in defiance of all provisions to the contrary? Would it 
not have been well for such reformers first to scrutinize the investi- 


gating reports of this Con as to his mode of indorsing sureties for 
contractors with reckless indifference ? 
OTHER INSTANCES. 

Was it civil-service reform that led the Administration to go outside 
of the Cincinnati district to find a supervising inspector of steam- 
boats, whose only qualifications were those of a cooper, versed in the 
construction of and whisky barrels? Well might the Cincinnati 
Commercial exclaim, as to this case, that transcendental notions o 
pressed the towering intellects of the reformers with a sense of t 
political obligations conferred in the Ohio Legislature. Was it civil- 
service reform that removed an Ohio man from the consulship of Nas- 
sau to gratify political promises, or that made a naval officer at Bos- 
ton from a New Ha ire politician tainted with bad-clothing con- 
tracts? Was it civil-service reform that ejected Colonel William 
Hemphill Jones from his post as chief clerk in the office of the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, which he had honestly filled for a quarter 
of a century—one of the most earnest and incorruptible of the officers 
who stood by the strong-box to guard it from peculation ? 

Mr. HOOKER. And placed in his stead a carpet-bag judge of Mis- 
sissippi—one Jonathan Tarbell. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Andaman not to be compared with Mr. Jones, 

Was it civil-service reform that made a consul to Leghorn who was 
under a commercial cloud and a fugitive from justice and whose char- 
acter as a depnty collector at Key West was equally tainted ; or was it 
for his services in Florida in eudgeling Cuban refugees into the support 
of the Administration ? Was it civil-service reform that removed 55 
sell Jones from the collectorship at Chicago, without complaint of any 
kind against him, at the call of canting reformers, to appoint a per- 
sonal partisan formerly of Ohio? It may have been all right to do 
these things under this new code of reform, but what motive in any 
code, human or divine, can account for the favoritism of the Admin- 
istration toward such men as Wells and Anderson of New Orleans? 
Was it for doctoring the vote of Louisiana? 


KISSING GOES BY FAVOR, 


It was a singular performance, indeed, that men should be rewarded 
for assisting in building up upon a rotten foundation the yery throne 
which dispenses power. Whio constituted the commission that went 
to Louisiana? We know what they reported. One of them has been 
elevated to the supreme bench of the United States. For had he not 
helped tocrush Packard? Another, Mr. Lawrence, has he not been re- 
warded by the release of his client, the t Chicago whisky couspira- 
tor? And was not another tendered office as an ample recognition of 
his services in discrediting Packard while crediting one whose vote 
ran pari passu with the cashiered governor? Why should one class of 
these Louisiana republicans, now under indictment, be trusted aud 
elevated, while the other class is contemned and abused? Why was 
an eminent member of this House, in his famous letter to “ my dear 
Pitkin” of May 20, 1877, compelled to call upon him by the love he 
bore to the republican party and its members, in memory of the 
many sacrifices he had made during and since the war, as a Union 
man in Lonisiana, not to throw any impediment in the way of the 
President’s fulfilling all the bargains which his subordinates made as 
necessary steps in inaugurating his southern policy? Why was he 
compelled to remind Pitkin that when Abraham was about to sacri- 
fice Isaac, the child of his old age, to what he believed to be the will 
of God and the necessities of his people, Isaac made no complaint or 
outerics on the occasion? Why did he call upon him to yield to the 
sacrifice by yielding his office to one who wore the gray when he 
stood in the blue, and not to kick nor squirm any more than Isaac 
did when he laid under the knife of his father, Abraham? [Laughter.] 

THE CREAKING TIMBERS. 

Why did so elegant a lady as Gail Hamilton, who honors literature 
by her grace and logie by her cogency, gently refer, with feminine 
delicacy, to that bridge over whose creaking timbers went Mr. Hayes 
into the presidential chair, and the unnatural, not to say suicidal, 
work of hewing and hacking away at the joists and girders whose 
stanchness never knew a sterner strain? To what could she have 
referred? Was it the assumption by a doubtful President that his 
personal preferences were to be executed, and not the will of the peo- 

le? Whence came that creaking of the timbers which the echoing 
E knew so well? Was it the hacking and hewing of the ro- 
publican policies so dear to the radical h or was it hackin 
and hewing away of those creaking joists and girders which bri 
this civil-seryice reform? Or perhaps she referred to the treatmeut 
of those men known as the Chandlers, one of whom gave his money 
freely and the other his partisan cunning and diabolical effrontery 
in erecting this bridge of creaking timbers, Or did she refer to the 
bills paid to such champions of civil-service reform as STANLEY MAT- 
THEWS, Carl Schurz, William M. Evarts, and E. W. Stoughton, in 
pleading for and consummating the electoral count? What did the 
eminent Senator from New York mean when he said that Dr. Johnson 
defined “ patriotism” as the last refuge of a scoundrel, but was then 
unconscious of the undeveloped capabilities of the word “ reform ?“ 

How flimsy appear all these professions of reform and the “order” 
which I have re.e:red to against office-holders interfering in elections 
and Congressmen in appointments, when we recall the fact that a 
minister to Sweden should be appointed without special experience 
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or knowledge of diplomatic service, but simply for fidelity as a poli- 
tician, at the request of an eminent Senator from Maine, while, more 
recently, the same delegation is powerless to name its local officers, 
even when indorsed by its congressional delegation. It may well be 
asked, in the same connection, as Mr. Thurlow Weed asked, why no 
motion came to the veteran diplomate, Minister Marsh, at Rome, while 
a mere swashbuckler in politics, like General Noyes, leaps at once to 
the Tuilleries. What a humiliating spectacle was that of the Admin- 
istration i g a delegation from Pennsylvania to name its min- 
ister to England, and when they named the veteran Ex-Senator 
Cameron the civil-service reform was at once applied to them in an- 
other direction. How they marched under the lead of my honorable 
friend from Pennsylvania, [Judge KELLEY,] within the sacred pre- 
cincts of the Department of State, to present the name of the master 
of Pennsylvania politics, and were bowed out of the presence with a 
fresh lesson on reform! 
CONKLING'S INDIGNATION. 

Was it in accordance with civil-service reform under our Consti- 
tution that all officers were refused the plain right to take a part 
in political affairs because a few self-righteous men have pet theo- 
ries of transcendent impracticability? I heard of a man, who read 
this order, and remarked, that he was going home to resign his posi- 
tion as a e po A3 aot nl ere si It was a good 
satire and proper commentary. And what did Senator ConKLING 
mean at the New York convention when he asked with scorn why 
American citizens should be despised for their sentiments by this 
exotic, revised, and improved despotism imported from France? He 
then prophesied that it would be trodden down if it did not die out ; 
and where is it now? Well did he describe such belittled and be- 
fouled theorists “who paraded their own cheap veneering of supe- 
rior purity, masquerading as ‘reformers,’ wolves in sheep’s clothing, 
whose stock in trade was a etait Nor fg self-righteousness.” 

[The hour of Mr. Cox, of New York, having expired, his time was 
nnanimously extended. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Let us allow the gentleman to tire off all his pyro- 
technics at once. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not catch what my friend from 
Michigan said. He talks so low and humbly that I begin to fear he 
is one of the simple and amiable Sunday-school scholars of the new 
Administration. [Laughter.] ’ 

CONSTITUTIONAL SERVICE. 

The history of no government furnishes proof so overwhelming as 
to corrupt and h itical practices as that under this simulated sys- 
tem of civil service. Scarcely one rule which I have enumerated, and 
ese those with reference to the influence of members of Con- 
gress, and the forfeiture of citizenship because of incumbency of office, 

as been regarded. Political debauchery has been the rule, and faith- 
ful trustworthiness the exception. Not alone from one party has con- 
demnation fallen Ag such short-sighted disregard of honorable 
merit, but even the hackneyed oratory of partisanship has assumed 
the virtue of denouncing this three-piled mask of duplicity. Itis not 
always the best men who prate the loudest of morality, the soldiers 
gener their courage, nor the truest reformers who assume the garb 
0 orm. 

From the earliest ga we have been taught lessons of jealousy of 
the insidious increase of executive power. Our best statesmen warned 
against rendering executive power dangerous in its strength while 

e pane for independence in its efficiency. The Constitution and 
such laws as are now upon our statute books give every assurance, 
under honest magistracy, of true civil service. Haniel Webster never 
said a nobler thing than when he exhorted us to act wisely by preserv- 
ing every restraint and every guard which the Constitution ro- 
vided; and when we and those who come after us have done all we 
can do, it would be well, he said, if some popular Executive, by the 
paver of patronage and party, and the power, too, of that very popu- 

ity, shall not prove an overmatch for all other branches of the Gov- 
ernment. Under this constitutional restraint onr system will not 
become a subject for whimpering sentimentalism or vacillating un- 
certainty. It will become the embodiment of that which is noblest 
and best in our n, elevated above human infirmity, and promptly 
izant of the t of men who seek honorable employment in 
office. It will thus illustrate the wonderful wisdom of our great 
dramatist, who puts in the mouth of the re of Arragon, in the 
Merchant of Venice, the best test of faithful devotion, whether in 
private or public life. The hero of the leaden casket, the unpreten- 
tious but valued casket—more precious than that of silver and gold— 
won the heart of his inamorata by a civil service, which lives for- 


ever, in the grand verse of Shakspeare : 


Who chooseth me, shall get as much as he deserves; 

And well said too: For who shall go about 

Wilbon e sat ones” Ea bone proms 
ithout the stam: m none 

To wear an undeserved dignity. 

O, that estates, degrees, and o 

Were not deriv'd ly and that clear honor 

Were purchased by the merit of the wearer! 

How many then should cover that stand bare! 

How e be commanded that command! 

How much low peasantry would then be gleaned 

From the true seed of honar! and how much honor, 

Pick'd from the c baff and ruin of the times, 

De new varnish’d! 


VII——108 


Mr. NEAL. Mr. Chairman, there are two modes of acquiring infor- 
mation upon the subject-matter of this bill. The one, through the 
experience and observation of others, the other, through your own 
experience and observation. It is by the latter method that I have 
acquired such a knowledge of the diplomatie and consular service of 
our country as to entertain very decided views concerning it. 

A few years ago I had the honor of serving, for a brief period, in 
both branches of this service; and the views, therefore, I may give 
expression to are derived from a personal knowledge acquired during 
my brief experience of the wants and requirements of both branches 
of this service. As regards the diplomatic, I purpose to say but little 
as I do not regard it by any means the most important and fully 
agree with the views expressed upon yesterday by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt] as to the utter uselessness of most of 
the foreign missions, and am fully satisfied they can be dispensed 
with without any loss whatever to the country, their places being 
supplied with consuls. It is not necessary to particularize, for a very 
cursory examination upon the part of any one will suggest the changes 
that can profitably be made. s 

Again, sir, the office of a consul-general, as now constituted, is 
wholly useless. Not only useless, but worse than useless, if proper 
care is taken in eee, appointments to the various consulates; for 
what good is subserved by requiring the consul at Liverpool, for in- 
stance, to report to a oonsul- general at London, or the consul at Havre 
and other French cities to report to the consul-general of France? 
Is it not far better that they should one and all report to the State 
Department at Washington, and be held directly responsible for their 
conduct or the manner in which they discharge their duties? This 
office can be well dispensed with to the advantage of the service. 

And now, sir, in regard to the consular service. What are its re- 
quirements, and what sort of persons should be appointed to these 
important positions! 

hese officers are the commercial agents of the country. They are 
expected to study the physical geography of the country to which 
they are accredited, to ascertain its productions, the character and 
bas got Ase its soils, the needs of the people, and, so far as possible, 
establish and develop trade and commerce with that country and our 
own. At the sea- it is expected of them that they will see to 
all the American s vas ko look after and care for destitute seamen 
and return them home; and, generally, all Americans look to them 
for counsel and advice in times of difficulty, and relief in times of 
trouble. The office, when the duties are properly discharged, is no 
sinecure. 

And now, sir, it may readily be ived what sort of persons 
should, in my opinion, be appointed to these important posts, for 
upon the character and acquirements of the appointees depends very 
much the measure of success which shall attend theiradministrations. 
For sea-port consulates he should be pretty thoroughly versed in inter- 
national law, for questions are constantly arising in the discharge of 
his duties which require a reference to international legal 3 
and to any European consulate no one should be appointed who is 
not by education and by instinct a gentleman, for the persons with 
whom he does business are most generally educated and refined men. 
and who are very apt to judge all Americans by the character an 
conduct of the consular representative. As European governments 
are accustomed to select persons to fill these positions from among 
the educated and refined c of their own society, so do they ex- 
pect us to do the same, and therefore the consul as the direct 
reflex of society in the United States. If he is rough, boorish, igno- 
rant, dissipated, so do they regard all Americans. 

Again, the people of the United States have becomo emphatically 
a traveling people. They are to be found everywhere, and particu- 
larly in Euro The majority are educated, intelligent, and refined 
people, and they expect to find in their representatives persons of 
whom they shall have no occasion to feel ashamed. They are very 
often disappointed in this, for the ized method of selecting 
these consuls precludes the idea of g qualifications the sole 
test, and consequently it has happened more than once that we have 
been di by the conduct of these officials. This fault in our 
system can never be fully remedied, as we are not likely to adopt the 
necessary means; but let us hope that better and better men will be 
employed until we shall have no occasion to blush in shame for any 
of our foreign officials. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the committee to 
what I regard as serious faults in the system itself; and I wish to say 
here, parenthetically that I am as much in favor of economy in our 

ublic expenditures as any one upon this floor can possibly be; I re- 
Tico in the detection and punishment of every corrupt or dishonest 
officer; I am glad to see every superfluous office abolished and every 


supernumerary employé disch and I will give due credit to any 
party; or any individual who will in any way aid in this good work, 
litically or not. 


whether I 1 with that party or individual 
But while I favor the strictest economy I am not willing to be mean, 
and I am of opinion that it is not only mean to pay salaries in any 
branch of our public service insufficient to secure the services of com- 

tent and trustworthy persons, but it is in the end false economy 
Ss which the public suffer far more detriment than they would by 
the payment of sufficient salaries. 

I assert, without fear of successful contradiction, that all European 
consulates to which are affixed salaries less than $2,000 do not pay 
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the ordinary expenses of the consul and his family, and therefore the 
consul must either have means of his own, from which he can add 
to his salary, or he must engage in other employments, which is a vio- 
lation of the consular e e pia or he must resort to questionable 
ways to eke out his salary so as to be able to live at all. 

Now, sir, any American traveling abroad desires to see the repre- 
sentatives of his country, both diplomatic and consular, live in such 
style as will not bea to the American name. Sir, no one 
can do it on either one thousand or fifteen hundred dollars, and he 
will not put on much style with $2,000 a year. When I say this I 
know whereof I affirm and will be borne out in my opinion by any 
person who has cared to look into this matter when abroad. The 
salary of the consulate at Lisbon, Portugal, to which I was appointed, 
was but $1,500, by this bill increased to two thousand. I soon dis- 
covered that if I lived with my family in the way I was accustomed 
to at home I should have to expend at least doable that sum. I had 
no right to complain, as I knew what the salary was when I accepted 
the place; but I did have the right to resign, which I did do after a 
year’s experience as consul and chargé d’aflaires, and returned liome, 

And now, sir, I will state what I have learned in regard to the 
methods adopted by those who have gone to such consulates ex- 
pecting to find their salaries sufficient and, like myself, were disap- 

inted; but who, for reasons I suppose satisfactory to themselves, 

ave remained, One consul, at a Spanish seaport, blackmailed each 
merchant vessel to the extent of $25 before he would deliver up his 


papers. 

k. may be proper to state that our laws require theofficers of Ameri- 
can vessels immediately upon onta into port to deposit his ship 
papers with the consul, and upon the departure of the vessel the con- 
sul is required to deliver up said papers to the proper officer, upon 
the payment of the preseribed fecs, which must be accounted for to 
the Government in the quarterly reports of his consulate. This consul, 
in addition to these fees, charged Bs extra, which he retained. The 
ship officers did not dare to complain for fear of their complaints not 
being heeded and of his vengeance should they ever again visit that 
port. Another consul stationed at Tangiers sold American protec- 
tions to Bombay Jews trading in the interior of the empire of Mo- 
rocco, Another rented a flat for himself and family, and set apart a 
small room next his kitchen, not even eight feet moe for his con- 
sular office, charging the Government full rent. I might enumerate 
other like instances, but these suffice, A gentleman who had pre- 
ceded me some years at Lisbon actually money to come home 
upon, and I would have been obliged to do the same if I had had 
nothing but my salary to depend upon. Only lately I heard of an 
American consul at one of the cities of Italy who hired himself out to 
the British consul in order to procure the means of returning home, 
while but a few days since the Americans of a city contributed to 
send our representative away because he was starving upon the mis- 
erable pittance doled out to him by his own Government. 

The consul of Gibraltar, one of the most accomplished gentlemen 
in the service, informed me that his expenditures were $6,000 a year 
while his salary was barely fifteen hun . Being wealthy it was a 
matter of small moment to him; and at Venice the consul paid for 
house rent alone within $50 of his entire e 

The manner of . these salaries is radically wrong. I 

resume I do the committee which reported this bill no injustice when 

state that in all probability they gave this question no considera- 
tion whatever, and that all that they have been anxious about was 
to make a show of saving money from a service which more than pays 
for itself, without f reference as to whether the consuls were ad- 
equately compensated or not. Now, sir, it is justas expensive living 
at Manchester, Glasgow, or Edinburgh as it is at Liverpool or Lon- 
don; also at Bordeaux and other cities of France as it is at Havre and 
more so at Lisbon and the Spanish sea-ports than at either Liverpool 
or Havre; and yet this important fact is not considered at all in the 
arranging of these salaries, but simply the question of business done, 
and in pepe to the business are the salaries graded. 

This ght to the extent that clerical force is necessary, but no 
further. Then again, a consul is required to keep his office in the busi- 
ness part of the city and is allowed 10 per cent. of his salary as office 
rent. Well, the rents of a city do not at all depend upon the amount 
of business done at the American consulate. Consequently it often hap- 

ns that in the cities where rents are highest the smallest business is 
* Consequently the salary of the consul is small and office accord- 
ingly. Nomore foolish and nonsensical rule could be adopted, nor one 
more unjust in its action. I stated that aconsul should be a gentle- 
man by instinct und education. Go to Gibraltar and you will find in 
Mr. Sprague a gentleman in every sense of the word, of whom you can 
well feel proud. Go toGenoa and Mr. Spencer will reveal the ornate 
man of letters for whom no one will ever have cause to blush. Now go 
to another city which I shall not name, and call at the consulate; a 
rough-looking man will open the door; perhaps his pants will be 
crammed over his boot-l a great quid of tobacco disfigures his 
mouth; with ragged bear cnt unkempt hair he stares at you. You 
think he is a porter or some other menial and are surprised when he 
tells you he is the consul and inquires what your business with him is. 
Have you not good cause for blushing at such an exhibition of Ameri- 
can officials? At another city I find the representative of the Ameri- 
can people just recovering from a drunken debauch which was known 
to every one, r 


These are not solitary instances, but I hope for the credit of our 
country they are not frequently to be met with. = 

I know it may be said, “ Well, if these salaries are not sufficient, lot 
the appointees toga; there are others who will take their places.” I 
know that is true, Mr. Chairman; there are plenty of poor fools who 
are anxious to serve their country in these positions, and whothought- 
lessly accept aay plans offered them, without inquiring whether they 
ean live on the salaries or not. A thousand dollars appears to many 
as a large sum, and they only think of that without considering the 
other surroundings, They realize their condition only when too late 
to remedy it by staying at home, and consequently are compelled by 
their very necessities to resort to the means, questionable and other- 
wise, to relieve themselves from the embarrassments their thought- 
lessness or their thirst for office has brought them to. But while such 
is the case our duty is not the less plain, and that is, to place these 
consulates in such a condition that the right sort of men can be found 
who will accept them, and who will discharge the duties of the office in 
such a way as to be alike creditable to themselves and to their Govern- 
ment; such men as will devote their time to an intelligent study of 
the country and the people to whom they are sent, and who can oc- 
cupy such positions in society as to command the respect of the intel- 
ligent men with whom they come in daily contact, and thereby best 
subserve the interests of the Government and people. 

Sir, I do not expect my views to be adopted at this time nor for the 
present, but the time will come when an intelligent appreciation of 
our commercial and foreign interests will effect a radical change in 
the disposition of the members of this body to legislate wisely and 
sensibly upon this subject. The time will come when it will be found 
that it is true economy to employ competent, trustworthy and incor- 
ruptible men in this branch of the public service instead of taking 
those who will accept the positions for the least compensation. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. NEAL. Les, sir. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Does the gentleman know that salaries of 
$2,000 and under have not been changed in this bill but that they 
stand precisely as they were under the Orth bill? 

Mr. NEAL. I supposed that this bill was copied from the law 
as it stands in regard to salaries and that the only changes proposed 
were in regard to dropping some of the consulates. I said at the 
commencement of my remarks I presumed that the committee had 
paid no attention to this question of salaries af all. 

Mr, SINGLETON. We have paid strict attention to the question 
of salaries. But when we get down to class 5 we have not touched the 
salaries. Those of $2,000, $1,500 and $1,000, stand precisely as they 
were in the Orth bill, passed by Congress when the party of gentle- 
men on the other side was in power. 

Mr. NEAL. That I supposed was the case. I do not wish in my 
remarks to be understood as reflecting upon the Committee on Appro- 
priations any further than that I think they have not a proper appre- 
ciation, and very few have a proper appreciation, of this subject. My 
complaint is that they have not given this question an intelligent 
consideration, and affixed salaries to these consulates such as would 
enable the right class of people to accept them. 

Mr. SINGLETON. We are not responsible for the appointment of 
consuls. If the right class of men have not been appointed, the pres- 
ent Executive or the last President must be held responsible for that. 

Mr. NEAL. Ido not wish to be understood as holding the com- 
mittee responsible for the appointments; but I say this Congress is 
responsible for refusing to alle such salaries to the positions as will 
induce qnae men to accept them. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iam informed that not less than fifty apply for 
every consulate. 

Mr. NEAL. I understand there were not less than two thousand 
well-recommended applicants for consular positions. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitr] inquired of my col- 
en 80 [Mr. Jones] whether Cavan Lee, the consul at Frankfort, 
could speak German. While a knowledge of the language of the 
country to which a consul is sent is no objection, it is not, in my opin- 
ion, any very great advantage to theservice. The duties of a consul 
can be efliciently discharged without any knowledge whatever of the 
language; and I would much prefer a person who possessed the other 
characteristics I have named, and who was ignorant of the language, 
than a person who spoke the language like a native and was not 
otherwise qualified. Almost every person doing business with the 
United States has some one in his employ who understands the English 
language; and, if that is not the case, it is no difficult matter to obtain 
the services of a competent interpreter. I suppose the English lan- 
guage is as little understood in Portugal as any other nation of Europe 
west of Russia; and yet I never experienced the least difficulty in the 
discharge of my official business, excepting on one or two occasions, 
when I was compelled to go before their police justices to obtain the 
release of some American seamen who had been arrested for some of- 
fense. Then I took an interpreter with me. And as a further illus- 
tration of what I have said, I will state that the consul at another 
Portuguese city, who was as familiar with the language as he was 
with his own, discharged the duties of his office so unsatisfactorily 
that he was recalled. 

Mr. Chairman, permit me to state other burdens which are im- 
posed upon consuls and of which no account is taken when consid- 
ering their claims, but which some members of this body can appre- 
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ciate from experience of a like character. At the seaports it is the 
duty—made so-by law—of the consul to take care of old, destitute, 
and shipwrecked sailors, provide for them, and then send them home. 
No money is furnished for this purpose, so that the consul is com- 
pelled to pay all the bills himself put them in his quarterly accounts, 
and in the course of six months, when his accounts are settled, his 
drafts for these expenditures are honored. Now if he has no ne 
or credit he finds it impossible to discharge the duties as required, 
and yet is liable to censure and perhaps dismissal if he does not. At 
all consulates, the consul is liable to more or less blackmailing. All 
impecunious Americans look to him for relief, and if he refuses he is 
published by the indignant individual who has demanded relief as a 
tight in the papers of the United States as a mean-souled, penurious 
man, who is destitute of the common attributes of humanity, and is 
therefore unworthy to represent the great and magnanimous Amer- 
ican nation in any capacity whatever, much less in that of so dignified 
and important a place as consul. 

Now, I presume not a member here present who has not, this winter, 
been subjected to more or less of this kind of blackmailing, and who 
may therefore have some appreciation of the condition of our consuls, 
who are constantly called upon for such relief, while perhaps unlike 
ourselves, they have no ability to furnish it, however much they 
might have the disposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said more than I intended to upon this sub- 
ject. It is one, however, in which I take much interest, because I 
speak from a penoa experience and observation in which I cannot 
be mistaken. I should be glad to see thisservice what it should be, a 
credit in all its requirements to our people. I should be glad to see 
an intelligent, educated, ornate consul corps, ever alive to the true 
interests of the United States and ever watchful for the public good. 

Such is the British system, well served because well paid. Active, 
energetic, intelligent, high-toned, much of the Kage success of Great 
Britain in her commercial enterprises all over the world is due to the 
faithful body of men who serve in consular capacities, There is no 
meanness in the way they are compensated and there is no want of 
fidelity or of enterprise upon the part of her officials. At Lisbon she 

aid ber consul $5,500 per annum, and at other places the contrast 
between us and her is quite as great. She is wise in being ever re- 
garaia of the interests of all her people; we will be wise if we follow 

er Saye gi in this respect at least. I would then, Mr. Chairman, 
get rid of the useless and expensive diplomatic service and would 
make the consular as efficient and as able as it is possible to do with 
all the resources at our command. 

Mr. SINGLETON. As none of the other gentlemen seem to be 
present who expressed a desire to take part in the general debate I 
ask that we now proceed to consider the bill by sections for amend- 
ments under the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the first paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

That the following sums be, and TTC for the serv- 
ice of the fiscal ng Jorn aa Sa 30, 1879, out of any the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the objects hereinafter exp: namely: 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers plestpotentiary to Great 
Britain, France, Germany, and Russia, at $15,000 each, $60,000, 

Mr. REED rose. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. DURHAM reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3064) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLYMER, for one week from Wednesday next; 

To Mr. HATCHER, for fifteen days; 

To Mr. Knapp, for one week ; 

To Mr. TURNER, for ten days on business of importance; and 

To Mr. POUND, for two days, on account of illness. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, Ero. 

The followi titio: were presented at the Clerk’s d 
under the A 6 gid catered ese oe 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Henry W. Birkey, M. D., late 
assistant surgeon United States Navy, to be reinstated in the Navy 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER, of New York: Three petitions of citizens of Bern- 
hard’s Bay and Constantia, New York, against the reduction of tariff 
duties—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAIR: The petitions of T. V. Haines, Mary T. Haines, and 
46 other citizens of North Hampton, and of Hon. Natt Head and 87 
other citizens of Hookset, New pshire, in favor of the proposed 
constitutional amendment so as to prohibit the manufacture, sale, 
&c., of distilled aleoholie liquors, except for medicinal and scientific 
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uses, after the year 1900, and for a commission of inquiry—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOONE: The petition of citizens of Graves County, Ken- 
tucky, against the removal of the place of holding the United States 
court from Paducah, Kentucky—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Woodville, Penn- 
sylvania, against reviving the income tax—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Johnstown (Pennsylvania) 
Freie Presse, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr.CUTLER: The petition of John P. McKay and others, against 
reviving the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of the publisher of the Key West 
(Florida) Dispatch, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HENDEE: The petition of the National Association for the 
Relief of Colored Women and Children, for an appropriation in aid of 
said society—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of old soldiers of the Florida and 
Mexican wars, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Catharine S. Edmondson, for a 
pension—to the same committee. A 

By Mr. JACOBS : The petition of the publishers of the Puget Sound 
Weekly Argus, Port Townsend, Washington Territory, for the &bo- 
lition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama; The petition of the publishers of the 
Clarke County (Alabama) Democrat, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The pee of A. B. Sawyer and 120 others, for 
the preservation of the food fishes of the great lakes and for the 
appointment of fish commissioners—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of Norton Pomeroy and 45 
others, of Kalamazoo County, . that the duty on wool remain 
unchanged—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petitions of the publishers of the Somerset 
Reporter, Skowhegan, Maine; of the Gospel Banner, Augusta, Maine; 
and of the People’s Literary Companion, Augusta, Maine, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr, ONE : The petition of the Universal Peace Union, 
against the transfer of the Indian Bureau to the War Department— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the publisher of the Advertiser, 
Tipton, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 7 

ByMr. SLEMONS : The petition of citizensof Fort Smith, Arkansas, 
for an appropriation to clear out the river at said city—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, ns 

Also, two petitions from citizens of Jefferson and Pope Counties, 
Arkansas, for the creation of a national educational fund—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The petitions of Patrick White and 70 other 
citzens of Tuscarawas County, and of Peter Hawk and 50 other citi- 
zens of the same county, Ohio, against the reduction of tariff duties— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of citizens of Renoville, Chippewa, 
and Yellow Medicine Counties, Minnesota, for the extension of the 
land grant to the 5 and Dakota Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the United States en, in trade 
and commerce on Lake Superior, for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Grand Marias and to establish a light-house at 
that point—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WALSH: The petition of George A. Du Bree, for veteran 
bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relative to the petition of Redmond Tully for relief— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware: The petition of 68 workingmen 
of Wilmington, Delaware; against any reduction of duties which pro- 
tect labor, and against the reimposition of the tax on tea*and coffee— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Union 
Springs, Alabama, in aid of the Texas Pacific Railroad—to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route from 
Skipperville to Clayton, Alabama—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of the publisher of the Manchester 
(Michigan) Enterprise, for the abolition of the tariff on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of C. Henry Finck and 


other wholesale 5 857 dealers of Louisville, Kentucky, that no ex- 


tension of the bonded period be granted for whisky manufacturers 
after January 1, 1878, but that immediate relief be extended where 

whisky in bond was made during 1877 to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of John G. Roach & Co., aud other wholesale 
liquor dealers of Louisville, Kentucky, that the Carlisle bill extend- 
ing the bonded Sarre for whisky be —to the same committee. 
y Mr. WREN: The petition of citizens of Neyadg, in relation to 
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the reconveyance of certain railroad lands to the United States—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A pares relating to the establishment of a pe 
route from Dalton, via Wallsville, Fleetville, East Benton, Tompkins- 
ville, Scott, and Greengrove, to Olyphant, Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 13, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, P. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an estimate of an addi- 
tional appropriation required for the offices of the surveyors-general 
for the year ending June 30, 1878, with a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office explanatory thereof; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of the Maritime 
Association of the port of New York, punir against the transfer 
of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 4 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of George C. Leach and others, 
citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, remonstrating against the 2 
of any Jaw imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the First Baptist church of Med- 
ford, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Mrs. Mary McPherson, of 
Parsons, Kansas, praying compensation for property alleged to have 
been taken and appropriated by United States military forces during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the memorial of Reuben 
Miller and others, citizens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania ; the memorial 
of George 8. Fox and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; 
the memorial of C. Stuart Patterson and others, citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania; the memorial of G. W. Cox and others, citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; and the memorial of D. B. Holmes 
and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylyania, remonstratin 
against the go of any law imposing a tax on incomes; whi 
was refi to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by workingmen of the Schuyl- 
kill Valley of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of the 
tariff bill now before the Committee of Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives ; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of H. L. Suter, M. L. Free- 
man, L. A. Morris, and 75 others, citizens of Nebraska, praying for 
the adoption of the amendment offered by Mr. SAUNDERS to the bill 
(8. No. 56) to repeal certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating 
to acquirements of title to homesteads on the public domain by the 
cultivation of timber; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 770) fixing the compensation of the tele- 
ph operators of the Senate and House of Representatives, reported 

it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2686) making appropriations for fortifications and for other 
works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment. . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1888) for the relief of Macon, Georgia, 
have had the same under consideration and instruct me to report it 
adversely, with a recommendation that it be e 
I am authorized by the committee to ask that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred a letter of the Secretary of War, recommending an amend- 
ment to section 3736, Revised Statutes, so as to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to accept an absolute gift or grant of land when the same 
is necessary for military purposes and the gift unincumbered with 

rovisions, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
bio) to eee the 1 of War to accept an absolute gift of 
d necessary for military purposes. 
be wie p was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
ri $ 
. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (8. No. 426) for the relief of the Masonic Hall Com- 
pany of Atlanta, Georgia, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, which was ofdered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Charch, 
South, a corporation at Nashville, Tennessee, for certain losses sus- 
tained by them during the recent war of the rebellion, have had the 
same under consideration, and instructed me to submit a report there- 
on, accompanied by a bill. 

The bill (S. No. 910) for the relief of the book agents of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, South, was read twice by its title, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

. TELLER. I desire to submit a minority report in this case on 
behalf of the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN, ] the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. CAMERON, ] and myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Which the Senator may do with the as- 
sent of the Senate. He desires the views of the minority printed, 
the Chair supposes. 

Mr. Y Yes, sir; I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 911) to amend an act entitled “An act relatin 
to the Alexandria Canal,” approved July 27, 1868; which was t 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Colambia. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I ask leave to introduce a bill, 
and to accompany its introduction with a remark. I am not aware 
what progress has been made by the select committee charged with 
the duty of inquiring into what igilo is nec to provide 
adequately for the ascertainment of the result of presidential elec- 
tions. This is the fourth month of the session, and it seems to me 
important that that subject should be brought before the Senate in 
some way at an early day, and that some action ought to be taken 
upon it at the present session. 2 

During the last Congress a bill was passed by the Senate providing 
for the counting of the electoral vote. It passed the Senate, but was 
reconsidered, and after the reconsideration final action was not taken 
upon it. I voted for that bill, although it was not exactly what I 
desired. I believe, however, that it was substantially a wise meas- 
ure. It has not been bronght before the Senate at this session ; I 
think the substance of it ought to be, and after some consideration 
I have prepared a bill which embodies the leading features of that 
bill. The bill which I have prepared contains some changes in the 
details. I desire now to present it and have it referred to the select 
committee on the subject referred to, and I trust that before a great 
while, at an early day, we shall hear from the committee upon this 
all-important subject. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
912) to provide for and late the counting of votes for President 
and Vice President, and the decision of questions arising thereon ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the select commit- 
tee to take into consideration the state of the law respecting the 
ascertaining and declaration of the result of the elections of Sree. 
ident and Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill roby 913) for the relief of Nicholas Wax, Michael 
Granary, and Moline Lange; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 914) to provide for a survey by the Secretary of 
War of Bayou Courtableau, in Louisiana; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 915) in aid of the New Orleans and Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 916) to re-establish the mint at New Orleans, au- 
thorizing the coinage’ of gold and silver thereat, and making an 
appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORDON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 917) to promote the deposit of savings and 
the refunding of the national debt; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to remark that I believe the provisions of 
this bill, if it should become a law, would secure us all the advantages 
of specie payments, give us interchangeability with coin for all of our 
United States notes, without the embarrassments incident to an at- 
tempt at actual redemption of those notes in coin, which I think is 
now impracticable. I move the reference of the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONOVER (by ranen asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 918) for the relief of William 
Webster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

TIMBER DEPREDATIONS IN MONTANA TERRITORY. 
Mr. MATTHEWS, Idesire now to call up the motion which I sub- 
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mitted yesterday morning to refer to the Committee on Public Lands 
the communication received from the Secretary of the Interior in 
reference to depredations committed on the public lands in the Ter- 
ritory of Montana, and that it be printed for the use of the Senate 
and also printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. DORSEY. I appeal to the Senator from Ohio to yield to me 
for a few moments, to ask the passage of the bill to extend the time 
of the Hot Springs commission. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I shall detain the Senate but a few moments. 

Mr. DORSEY. My impression is that this matter is going to lead 
to a good deal of debate. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I think not. 

Mr. DORSEY. I am satisfied that ihe entire morning hour will be 
occupied if this 1 is brought up, and I will be obliged to the 
Senator if he will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to the 
Senator from Arkansas, and if the bill leads to debate 

Mr. MATTHEWS. ntlemen are entirely mistaken so far as I 
am concerned. How much time they propose to consume themselves 
remains to be seen. 

Mr. DORSEY. I am not speaking for myself; I do not propose to 
take any part in the matter one way or the other; but I am sure 
other members of the Senate will debate the question before the 
reference is made. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The answer, Mr. President, is that I do not 
yield the floor, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. What I desire to say is simply this: yesterday, 
or the purpose of obviating an objection that was made to having 
this report spread upon the record, I was about to adopt the sugges- 
tion to read it myself as a part of my remarks. My right to do so 
was contested, a poin: of order was raised, and the Senate almost 
unanimously decided that I had the right to do so. I wish to say this 
morning that under the circumstances I do not propose to avail my- 
self of that strict right. I do not desire, against the sense of the 
Senate, to get this document printed in the RECORD surreptitiously, 
or,as the Senator from California characterized it yesterday, by a 
trick. I ask it from the sense of justice of Senators, and if it is not 
accorded by that, then I do not want it. 

The Department from which this report emanates has been attacked 
on the floor of the Senate, and was attacked yesterday by the Sena- 
tor from California when he characterized my effort to get the defense 
in the RECORD as a trick. Now, all I want is fair play and common 
justice for a Department of the Government, and that in the same 
vehicle of communication and of public information through which 
there have gone out to the people of the country the charges which 
have been made by Senators against the conduct of that Department 
it shall have, in the Secretary’s own language, the facts stated by him 
which constitute his justification for the in re to which he 
has been arraigned. I do not know what the contents of the docu- 
ment are. I simply ask that the Senate will vote “yea” or “nay” 
whether they will permit that to go into the columns of the RECORD, 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio may not have 
observed it, but he will do me the justice to hear me when I state 
that 1 voted with him 3 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I am aware of that. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think it entirely fair that the Secretary of the In- 
terior should have the hearing. At the same time the Senator from 
Ohio cannot but be aware that he is asking an extraordinary and ex- 
ceptional usage for a report from a Department to be spread in full 
upon the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; but I am sure that for one I 
would interpose no objection whatever. I should be glad to have the 
document read at the Clerk’s desk and made part of the RECORD; but 
I ask at the same time, and unite with the Senator from Ohio in the 
request, that I may have the ight to reply, because the Senator will 
certainly not deny that the reply of the Secretary of the Interior is 
to what I myself said on this floor, he using I believe in the report 
quotation marks in stating things which I said myself. I only want 
to have the re, of rejoinder. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I will say so far as I am concerned that there 
will be no objection to that from me. 

Mr. BLAINE, I should like to have that understood, because of 
course here is an exceptional thing asked for. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to any bargain or arrangement affecting 
the disposition of this matter. I suppose I have noright to object so 
far as Senators’ individual votes are concerned. I object to the print- 
ing of this mass of matter because such favor is exceptional, improper, 
and sets a bad precedent. I object to it on principle, not because the 
contents of the document are so very creditable to its author or to 
the informants of the author of this document. I think that the best 
evidence to go before the Senate of the surreptitious manner in which 
these operations have been carried on is contained in this document. 
Pages of this document are made up of communications from a spy 
sent by the Interior Department concealing his character apparently 
and going and talking to men at their places of business, and npo 
made of their conversations. We are told that a certain man is asked, 
„Well, have you taken up your land ?” or “ Is this land taken up?” 
No, but the old man has got some boys to go upon it.“ Another man 
is made to expose how many cords of wood he has cut, not by investiga- 
tions but by entrapping persons into communications, ajet leah truth- 


fully reported, they not being aware of the character of the person 
apparently who talked with them or that an assault was intended 
upon that which up to the present moment they never once supposed 
was not only a necessary business to the existence of any population 
there at all but one sanctioned by the Government. 

I say there is nothing in the document itself of so prevailing and 
convineing a character that any one who objects to the extraordinary 
proceedings of the Interior Department could desire that it should 
not be spread upon the record. I said yesterday that whatever privi- 
leges are accorded to the Departments I am in favor of having the 
Senate accord to the Interior. Am I speaking in the time of the Sen- 
ator from Maine ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Isuppose we are both upon the floor with the indul- 
gence of the Senate, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SARGENT. I took the floor supposing the Senator from Maine 
was through, but I do not wish to interrupt him. With his consent 
I will proceed. I said I was in favor of any privilege being accorded 
to this document that is accorded to any Department of the Govern- 
ment, but I am not in favor of sor Department of the Government 
interfering with our debates, mingling in our discussions, preparing 
documents to go upon our record of debates as a rejoinder to the opin- 
ions of Senators. The resolntion of the Senate simply asked for in- 
formation in this matter. When thatinformation comesin it should 
be printed like any other message or document. To that I fully and 
freely concede, and there is no trouble but that it will be read by 
Senators. 

Now, I say that there is nothing upon the face of this document to 
show, in these whispers which are made into the ear of the Secretary 
of the Interior by his agent sent there, that the ms with whom 
these conversations were held were informed of his character or knew 
that he had any official relation whatever. I am informed, however, 
by some of the best men of the Territories, known to me for years to 
beof that character, that reputable men, insome instancesat least, have 
not been sent upon these missions. I am informed by the proprietor 
of a stage-line running for three hundred miles throngh the Territory 
of Arizona that one of these agents came there and showed a com- 
mission from the Interior Department; and, on the strength of that 
commission and the 2 eros to get the money from the Interior De- 
partment and pay tothe proprietor, he got a ride of three hundred miles; 
that he afterward swore in the Department that he had paid that 
money, which he never has paid to this time; and the Interior De- 
partment were informed of the confidence game which he had played 
and dismissed him, paying. him this money and leaving this person 
without payment. I am further informed that this same agent set 
up a little business on his own account, as was understood: went to 
the men en in cutting timber or fire-wood and offered to com- 
promise with them, to be bought for a consideration. Information 
coming to the Interior Department and used to break up the business 
of whole sections from sources like this is not very reliable, and our 
org certainly are not dignified by spreading such things upon 
them. 

Mr. President, Congress was excited a few years ago, in both Honses 
the debates ran high, (eaa I have them here under my hand in the 
Senate,) because complaints were made that spies or informers were 
used in revenue matters; that merchants who imported were tracked 
by persons who under the stimulus of rewards or money from the 

Department spied into their business, held secret conversa- 
tions with them, the object of which was not disclosed; and it was 
considered so much an ou upon propriety, upon decency, that 
although there were undoubted benefits to the revenue Ape pp taka 
it, which were conceded even by those who favored the bill repeal- 
ing the moiety law, nevertheless it was repealed, and the stamp of 
condemnation was put upon the system of using Fouché’s me of 
spies to track men to their places of business and expose their trans- 
actions therein. Senators remember this debate well. That which 
was then repudiated now under some laws of doubtful construction 
is brought into play in all the Territories of the United States and in 
many of the organized States of the Union. I say that it is an un- 
wholesome, unholy, iniquitous, and unscrupulous system, and there 
never has been fuller evidence of that fact than this document which 
I hold in my band gires, Why, sir, let it be understood that a citi- 
zen can be tracked down to his place of business; that he can be put 
through an inquisitorial course, not knowing that he is being sub- 
jected to such process, taken in an moment, his language 
perhaps misrepresented by the willing agent who goes there to exe- 
cute such behests, and you have a system of meanness, of hypocrisy, 
and of shame introduced into American law. I say something much 
less than that in its effect was condemned by Con when it re- 
pealed the moiety law, and I do not believe now that it should be 
reinaugurated. 

But, sir, notwithstanding the declaration of the Secretary in this 
document, that this system has not been suddenly adopted, it has 
really been suddenly adopted, and the same system, suddenly adopted 
ten or fifteen or twenty years ago with reference to the taking of gold 
or silver from the public lands of the United States, would have 
stopped all the mining interests of the country. There is not an ar- 

ment which ean be advaneed in favor of stopping the cutting of 
fel to start the fire under the boiler of a steam quartz mill or the 
timber necessary to sustain the drifts of the miner in his diggings— 
not an argument can be advanced in favor of that which would not 
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be just as forcible, and perhaps more so, against a miner in extract- 
ing the gold from the earth or the silver from the rock. Yet the 
Government for years and years allowed it. It was understood, dis- 
tinctly understood, said sometimes in Congress, that the miners were 
trespassers. It was called to the attention of Congress by the Depart- 
ment. The Interior Department, which had tho same law then that 
is now quoted, with incidental powers with reference to public lands, 
knew this was going on, and did not interfere, and Congress permit- 
ted it; and it was in aceordance with public policy that it should be 
so done. It tended to the population of the mining States aud Ter- 
ritories. It filled up the communities there; it enabled them to live 
there and pursue an occupation; and, finally, by a long course of years, 
miners first going there with some doubts in reference to the inten- 
tion of the Government, and as the Government acquiesced year after 
year, they began to understand that it was entirely honest employ- 
ment, and years thereafter, after they had been thus accustomed to 
proceed, the Government passed a law authorizing the very system 
and sanctioning it for all time before that. 

Now, sir, the same is true with reference to the entry of settlers 
upon unsurveyed lands of the United States. For years the settlers 
were not allowed to enter upon any except surveyed lands; they were 
mere naked trespassers upon the lands. Their rights were not recog- 
nized in the Interior Department, They could not get any title. it 
was necessary in theory for them to wait until the lands were sur- 
veyed. But the settlers, 5 crowded out on to the 
frontier and spread out on the borders. The surveys did not go on 
fast enough; but they did occupy these lands, and began to cnt down 
timber to build themselves houses and make settlements, and then 
Congress coming im recognized that as a legitimate business which 
before that time had no warrant by Jaw. 

Now, these men have gone into the Territories. They find there, 
as in Montana and Colorado, a mountain seven, eight, nine, or ten 
thousand feet above the level of the sea, away above the line of pop- 
ulation. They find an inferior fringe of trees; some pine trees, from 
which by selection a board possibly can be sawed of a dozen inches 
in width; but it is generally scrub-pine or inferior oak and wood of 
that character, which can be utilized for fire-wood. They cut this 
wood, and they have been allowed to cut it for years, and unless they 
can be allowed to do so they cannot live there, because there is no 
other resource for them. There is no coal within any accessible dis- 
tance, and there would be no means for them to inhabit the country. 
You drive out the population of your Territory unless they can pursue 
this industry. There is no law under which they can buy the land. 
To stop them empties the Territory. 

But it is said, the Secretary of the Interior says himself, that he 
does not go for the persons who cut fire-wood for their own use simply, 
but for those who cut it to sell. Then every person, the widow who 
wants to boil her pot, or the miner who wants to cook his dinner, 
must go eight, nine, a dozen, or fifty milesoff into the timber belt and 
lug in on his back, or by some other means if he can the fire-wood for 
a day or for a week. Is that a reasonable construction of the license 
which the Government gives? On the contrary, there are men who 
make a business of it, who collect this inferior timber and bring it 
in and sell it to the persons who must have it in order to e on their 
business. Therefore, I say, that if the blow should be struck at those 
who are en in this business, it will necessarily affect every per- 
son in the Territory and drive them out. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this is hardly a question in which 
I take any special interest, Has the Senator from California con- 
cluded 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; I thought-the Senator wanted to ask a 

uestion. 
3 Mr. MORRILL. I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object, then, to this system because it comes sud- 
denly, contrary to the license of the Government which has run for 

ears heretofore. The law cited in this document referred to valua- 

bie timber reserved for naval purposes, the live-oak, and the valuable 

pine. That is reserved aud ought to be protected, and I presume it 

is protected; but it certainly cannot have been the intention of Con- 

to provide that in these distant Territories, where the timber 

— no value at all except for mere domestic purposes, any such strin- 
gent laws should be made te operate. 

But I have an objection to this document being spread upon the 
record, and I wish to move to amend the motion so as to strike out 
the provision that it shall be 2 ahaa in the RECORD. I make that 
objection upon this ground: We have a RECORD reported at very con- 
siderable expense. Every page reported in the RECORD, whether 
furnished in tlhe shape of voluminous public documents therein printed 
or the remarks made by Senaters, has to be paie for at unusual cost. 
It is a costly mode of printing. That in itself is an objection. 

Another objection is that our debates would be buried, snowed 
under by amass of matterof this kind. If the Senate are determined 
that an exception shall be made in this case I should like to know 
why an exception should not be made in other cases. I hold here a 
volume in my hand [holding up a book] extremely interesting to 
many of our constituents. It only contains some eight hundred pages. 
It comes from a Department equal in dignity and valne—the Depart- 
ment is at least—to the one which sends the document for whieh this 
exceptional privilege is now asked. If the privilege is accorded to 
one why shall it not be accorded to another, and if so we duplicate 


the cost of printing, for it is to be printed not only as a document, 
which it is shall be done, but we go to the still more costly 
method of printing in the RECORD, and our debates themselves are 
2 and obscured in a mass of matter which does not properly belong 
there. 

Furthermore, to this CONGRESSIONAL RECORD there is an index of 
hundreds of pages. Everything is very carefully indexed. It costs 
thousands of dollars to make up that index. To subject this docu- 
ment to that system of indexing would add very greatly to its cost. 

Furthermore, we would increase the number of volumes of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD to such an extent as to become more bulky, and 
thereby defeat part of their object, which is to get in a condensed 
and careful form the opinions of Senators and the opinions of mem- 
bers of the Honse. 

Now, my friend from Vermont, impatient to get at something else, 
I do not know what, interesting to his constituents, says he does not 
take any interest in this matter. Ican assure him there are many 
Senators and many Representatives, and a very broad constituency, 
that do take an interest in this matter; that they consider themselves 
aggrieved; that they consider themselves tyrannized upon; that they 
believe that the very worst features of the system which we con- 
demned when we repealed the moiety®ct are being applied to a 
broad industry nearly all over the country, and an industry necessary 
to the development of those countries. 

I say now, as I said yesterday, that if this system can be persisted 
in, and if it can be carried to its utmost extent the effect of it may be 
that a few dollars, a few dirty dollars, obtained by means of espionage, 
may reach the Treasury of the United States, but it will cause a seri- 
ous blow to the prosperity of the Territories of the United States, and 
would depopulate them. 

I submit my motion to strike out “that the document shall be 
printed in the RECORD.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California calls for a 
division of the question. The first question is, shall this commnnica- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior relative to timber spoliations be 
printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely said that I did not take much interest in 
the question. I strongly sympathize with the Senator from California 
that this report ought not to be printed in the RECORD. At the same 
time I recognize the right of the Senator from Ohio to read it as part 
of his remarks, if he chooses to do so. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is not the question now. The Senator from 
Ohio declined doing that. 

Mr. MORRILL. But the Senator from California will see the 
manifest injustice of making an elaborate criticism upon the report 
of one of the Execntive Departments here before the communication 
has been read or seen perhaps by half a dozen members, and I shall 
most certainly now vote to have the communication read. I want 
to know what is in it. The Senator discussed it on the merits of the 

uestion. 
i There is another thing in relation to this matter, Mr. President. 
Almost from the foundation of the Government we have had laws 
standing on the statute-book for the protection of timber land, and 
it seems to me that we have fallen upon evil times when we shall 
find fault with an executive officer for undertaking to enforce laws 
that we ourselves have made. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss this question, but I desire 
to know the facts about it in order to know how I shall govern my 
own vote. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, it has not been customary to print 
in the RECORD anything unless it was spoken or read in the Senate, 
and I think it would be an evil precedent to incumber the RECORD 
with documents of this kind. Åt the same time I concede, after the 
debate that has taken place, the jnstice of naving this communication 
appear in the RECORD. Therefore, I hope the Senator from Ohio will 
amend his motion by withdrawing that part of it which requires the 
report of the Secretary of the Interior to be published in the RECORD, 
and have it read at the desk so that it may go into the Recorp in 
the regular form, because it would be so easy for us to pass motions 
and put documents into the RECORD without having them read that 
if the precedent were once set the RECORD would be incumbered aud 
become very large in bulk. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator from Rhode Island will allow me 
to interrupt him to say that I pro to have the document read at 
the desk yesterday morning, but by a decision of the Chair, upon the 
suggestion of the Senator from California, as I think, it was ruled 
that the reading of it at the desk would not carry it into the RECORD, 
For that reason I made the motion that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it is customary to put into the RECORD 
everything read at the desk. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think that is the custom of the reporter unless he 
is otherwise directed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The whole communication! 

Mr. BLAINE. The whole communication, if it be read by a Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was not proposed to be read by a Sen- 
ator, but by the Secretary. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is the question now suggested by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No; the Senator from Rhode Island said he 
thought everything read at the Clerk’s desk did appear in the REC- 
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ORD. I was of that opinion when I first propos to have it printed 
in the Recorp, but I was corrected by the Chair. 

Mr. ANTHONY. My impression was that whatever was read at 
the desk went into the RECORD, If that is not the practice, I ho 
the Senator will read it in his place and let it go into the RECORD in 
the regular way, so as not to set an evil 5 of letting a docu- 
ment appear in the RECORD without reading. 

Mr. BLAINE. I wish to repeat, Mr. President, that I differ from 
the Senator from California about this case. It is exceptional in its 
character. The whole proceeding will be seen to be, when spread out 
in the RECORD, exceptional. I design to reply to the communication, 
and I want it read here in open Senate before the world before I do 
reply to it. Iam for any motion that will have it read and spread 
upon the Record. The Senator from Ohio may choose his motions, 
and I will vote for any of them. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator from Rhode Island, whose expe- 
rience in parliamentary matters in this body is so great, having made 
now to me anan the suggestion to read this document as a part of 
my remarks, I think it will take from the act the we stray and 
the stigma sought to be put upon it yesterday by the Senator from 
California in characterizing it as a trick; and therefore, if he will be 
pa enough to send me the document, Iwill continue my remarks 

rom the manuscript. The document, I believe, ison the Senator's table. 
i SARGENT. I have not changed my mind as to the character 
of the act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California will please 
send to the Senator from Ohio the document. 

[The document was handed to the desk and forwarded to Mr. 
MATTHEWS. . 

Mr. MATTHEWS. It is as follows: 

DEPARTMEST OF THE IXTERIOR, 
Washington, March 11, 1878. 

Sır: In answer to Senate resolution of the 4th instant, directing me to 5 oe 

to the Senate what age get tet been taken by the Department of the Inte- 


my direction, to investigate the ions alleged to have been committed upon 

the public lands in said Territory; to ascertain when, where, and by whom said 

depredations had been committed, and to the f case to this 
rtment. (Copies of his reports are herewith transmitted.) 


States. 


wood therein mentioned to be seized and sold under legal pieces and the pro- 
u bli 
public 
subject to entry, under cover of pre-emption filings, and where no 9 


partment. 

After legal ings had been commenced and seizures had been made of 
wood, logs, and lumber, as zerora I was asked to fix some price per cord for 
wood. and per thousand feet for logs and lumber, upon which settlements might 
be made with the Government for the property thus involved, by the parties from 
whose possession the same had been taken, owing to represen ms made to 
me that t inconvenience would follow unless some basis was ey: pon 
which settlements might be — they were authorized to be made at $1 per cord 
for wood, and at $2 per thousand fect for logs and lumber, the market valne of 
wood being from five to eight dollars por oota, and from twenty to sixty dollars per 
thousand feet for lumber, as reported by the agent. 

In order that it may fully appear why the prices above named were fixed, I beg 
leave to refer to the statements of the & agent contained in his reports. 

Under date of September 6, 1877, he says: On September 4, 1877, visited wood- 
c camp on Ten. Milo’ and Bluo Clond’ gulch. Met Leon Boursin 
wood-hauler. Has two hundred cords of clear yellow-pine 
from Helena. “ppbv poy land ad ng township 10 north, range 5 west—unsur- 
yeyed—saw the wood on the ground, he informed me that cord-wood was nearly all 
in the hands of 33 of whom M. Beveridge, a resident of Helena, is 
the foremost man, he baving had cut and purchased twenty-five hundred cords 
which he expects to sell for g per cord next winter. Beveridge's wood is in differ- 
ent lots sca within a radius of twelve miles of Helena. Then visited Bev- 


wood in Helena, for which he received $6 a cord. 
“ Same day met —— , wood-hauler; has one hundred and cords for 
sale ; his wood is straight clear spruce and young fir cut on Ten-Mile 


thir- 
teen miles from Helena west-southwest, asar pd he is now engaged 151 haul- 
ing lis wood to his residence four miles west of Helena, wh 
of it. 

“Same day met twelve teams hauling wood to Helena, all coming from the west; 
this is the usual number constantly empl „There are several hundred cords 
of wood, which has all been cut from public lands, pua upon vacant d on 
the outskirts of the town of Helena, belonging to L. M. Beveridge and other mem- 


bers of what is called the wood ring.” 

Under date of September 15, 1875. in speaking of the trespasses committed by 
Helter Brothers, owners, eee eee eee Aer 8 
„ad a conversation with Robert McTaggart, foreman for the Holter ers, who 
informed me that their mill used a sixty-inch planer toothed saw, capacity seven 
or eight thousand fect every twelve hours; that they were now running double 
shifts day and night; had twenty-five men employed and fifty-two yoke of cattle 
at work, and delivered in Helena with double teams ten thousand feet of lumber 
per day. That lumber was worth at the mill from twenty to thirty-five dollars a 
thonsand, and that the logs then at the mill were principally cut last fall.” * * * 
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xi asking McTaggart if the land had been taken up and located, he 
replied that the ghee i.e. A. M. — had the boys file AN few sections to 


Under date of September 20, 1577, the special agent says: "On Jack 
nder date em „ 0 says: On my way up? - 
son Creek, at the le factory of E. Reddin; section’ 30, 9 9 
north, range 3 west; conve: with the proprietor, who informed me that he had 


occupied the premises for making shingles seven years; has taken up in company 
with others one hundred and sixty acres of land for a placer-mine claim; bis 

ners were ouly in company with him for a blind, when the land was applied for. 
Thinks there may be gold in the creek, but he wanted the land for the timber and 
to keep off saw-mills. * * * Mannfactures nine or ten thousand shingles per 
day, ont of best yellow pine, which sell in Helena at the rate of $4 50 per thousand. 
Gets his timber ontside bis location when practicable, so as to save his own timber. 
„Then visited Sanford & Evans’ saw. mill, four miles south of Nedding's, 
and over the range on Buffalo Creek, township 9 north, range 4 west, unsurveyed ; 
conversed with C. G. Evans, one of the porene who informed me that he 
located his saw-mill there last April; that the mill can make ten thousand feet of 
lumber per day of ten b is now cutting down all kinds of trees for lamber and 
shingles, t. e. fir, spruce, and pine; that he cuts the timber in all directions from 
the mill; this I also noticed, and as far as it will pay to haul logs to it; uses tho 
small timber for 4 sseeg, has twenty-six hace of cattle at work and pays $ô a 
thousand for hauling lumber at Helena, distant thirteen miles by his road, and 
that lumber is in good demand, worth $20 at the mills, and likely to increase in 


On my return from Helena by treil I found in northwest corner of township 9 
nen range 4 west, about one thousand cords of wood, principally yellow pine, 
that I learned had cut and corded over two years for a — are r named 
Phillip Constant, who does business in Unionville, four miles south of Helena, his 
intention being to get a corner on fire-wood, thereby forcing the quartz mills at 
and near Unionville to pay higher prices far the same.” 

Under date of November 8, 1877, the special agent says: On 2d instant visited 
steam saw-mill of Joseph Kitchen, located on section 36, township 6 north, rango 
14 west, unsurveyed, and situated about eight miles east of Phillipsburg, Montana 
Territory ; conversed with Mr. Kitcben, who was managing the mill in poron, 
was informed by him that tho mill cut from eight to nine thousand feet of lumber 
pe day ; that lumber was worth $35 thousand feet at the mill, $45 at Phillips- 

mrg or Cable City, and $00 at Butte City. I noticed a fine lot of lumber 
at the mill; the logs aro the 3 I alsé noticed Kitchen's 

lumber yard in Phillipsburg, which seemed to contain a gosa supply of lumber 
shingles. itchen has also a large lumber yard at Butte City, as also the 

Under date of January 3, 1878, the special agent says: In my report of Septem 
r 955 1877. I Wer that pene & Drai ez en in the erat yin 

t twelve om nowledge, n my re} r 

4, 1677, = in 8 . 20, 1877, I stated where they Ne 
depredations on the public lands in cutting down wrga numbers of trees which 
were left to rot, or that they intended to cut the! to lumber, lath, and shin- 
po Jt is stated and erstood in Helena, Montana Territory, that Holter & 
are worth $100,000, ly obtained in the lumber business, and fnr- 

erablo influence with certain persons 

tory. I know that they must have cut over 
e Territory, and there 


el 
ves 


can be no culty in proving it as all the adjacent townships bear witness to the 
fact of the reste of the therefrom one Holter & Brother, lumber deal- 
ers of 1 Montana T a 


price thus fixed for wood and lumber was reasonable I think sufficiently 
appears from the following telegrams: 
DECEMBER 17, 1877. 


From Department of Justice. ] 
To the honorable Secretary of the Interior. 
The following telegram has been received: 
HxLxXA, MONTANA, December 15. 
To Hon. CHARLES DEVENS, 
Attorney General: 
Price fixed for lumber very reasonable. It sells here at $25 per thousand feet. 
R. S. 1 
Very respectfully, zi 
Sa y CHAS. DEVENS, 
Attorney-General. 
DECEMDER 18, 1877. 


From Department of Justice.) 
To the Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
The following telegram has been received: 


To Hon. CHARLES DEVENS: 
Parties making scttlement on basis fixed; plenty of wood; no suffering. 
R. 8. ANDERSON, 
United States Attorney. 


HELENA, Montana, December 17. 


Cuantxs Devens, Attorney-General. 

An examination of the special agent's will show that the seizures and 
prosecutions instituted were not directed settlers and poor men, going upon 
the public lands to gather fire-wood for their 8 against speculators, thé 


the amount 


the 

States, and considering the large profit realized by de rs in the Territory of 

this = t saw 50 valid reason for compising with those . 
most of the timbered lands in the Territory of Montana are 
unsurveyed and not open 3 that therefore it may be ditlicult to ob- 
tain the necessary supply of fire-wood and lumber without drawing from the timber 
lands of the United ; but if the — 1 
that Territory 


of the profits real- 
— by those who depredate upon the public lands on a large scale be called by 
at name. 
It also appears from the reports of the agent of the Government that the best 
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‘erence to other kinda, 


and most valuable timber is ent by the d tors in pref 


and that this wasteful method of destroying the public forests cannot but result 
in the gravest consequences. If under existing laws and the condition of — 29 
vailing in that Territory the people are driven to take timber from the publio 
ds, it is the opinion of this artment that the proper remedy does not consist 
in a failure to enforce the laws in an equitable spirit, but in such legislation as 
will provide for the sale of public timber under proper safeguards to satisfy the 


wants of the le. 

As the jegal right to ue the course adopted by this Department in the Ter- 
ritory of Montana and in the States where depredations have been committed upon 
oa ei lands has been questioned, I beg leave to refer to the law bearing upon 

subject. 

Section 453 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall perform, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, all executive duties appertaining to the survey in 
and sale of the public lands of the United States, or in any wiser: ng 
publie lands, at, also such as relate to private claims of land and the issuing of 
patents for all ged of land under the authority of the Government.” 

That the tight to adopt 9 measures to suppress deptedations upon the 

ublic lands is ene by the phrase “ or in anywise respecting such public 

ds,” it seems to me cannot be questioned; and that such has been the under- 
oe — each of my predecessors sufticiently appears from the records of this 
opartment. 
hat Congress has regarded this as the proper Department to have ch of 
this work also ap from the many appropriations made for that purpose, 170 be 
expended under the ai direction of the Secretary of the Interior. On June 10, 1872, 
$10,000 was appropriated for this purpose, (17 Stats., 359.) Since that date appro- 
priations have been made for suppressing depredations upon the timber on the 
public lands, as follows: 
March 3, 1873, $2,000, volume 17, page 517. 
June 23, 1874, $5,000, volume 18, page 213. 

March 3, 1875, 35,000, volume 18, page 384. 

July 31, 1876, $5,000, volume 19, page 122. 

March 3, 1877, $5,000, volume 19, page 349. 


but it was not known that in some districts of the country the chief occupation of the 


seated and of such long standing that it ey —— 79 8 mt 
partmen thori. 


, assist, or be 
or other timber 
which, in pursuance 
reserved or purchased for 


ed, or aid, or assist, or be employed in removing from any such lands 
been basei, 


estroyed, or removed, and shall be 8 not exceeding twelve months.“ 


p 
piaia saa if it had been enforced, from the information now in the 
this 


as to the meaning of the words “or other 
I beg leave to refer to the case of the United 


vented. 
As some donbt bas been 
timber," contained in said 


States vs. Bri 9 Howard, 351,) in which the Supreme Court in construing the 
act from which 3 d section was taken, namely, the act of March 2 1831, the 
followin, 5 

15 The cap on of the act d indicate that timber reserved for naval 
was meant to be protected by this mode, and none other. But the enacting c 
is general, and not restri to live-oak or red-cedar, nor to timber ly re- 


served for naval ; and therefore cutting and using oak and hickory trees 
is indictable; and so the cutting and using of any other description of timber trees 
from the public lands would be equally indictable; and being so, the punishment 
by fine and imprisonment must follow in all cases, and thus we answer to the cir- 
cuit court.“ 

It must therefore be conceded, I think, that the cutting or removal of timber 
of kind from the public lands subjects the person guilty of the offense to the 
paniskincas — in the statute, and I am not aware por have I yet learned 
that the taking and removing of timber in violation of this ex statute is any 
less an offense than the taking and removing of any other kind of property in 
violation of some other express statute. 

Some doubt has also been expressed as to the right of the Government to pursue 
the property tiua areg and removed, and also as to the remedy by which this 
may be accomp! 5 

Thad hitherto supposed that the Government, like private persons, had the right 
to pursue its y y, and, if it could be identifed, retake it. 

had en! any doubt upon this subject, that doubt would have been 


removed upon my attention being called to the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 
(21 Wallace, 44,) in which the Supreme Court — — 
The title to the land 8 the State, lumber cut upon the land be- 
to the State. While the timber was standing it constituted a part of the 
ty; being severed from tho soil its character was changed; it became person- 
alty; but its title was not affected ; it continned as e the property of the 
owner of the land, and could be ed wherever it was carried. All the reme- 
ch the law affords in other cases of the wrongful 


dies were open to the owner w 
removal or conversion Lp oder property. 

The particular forms of writs to be used in recovering logs and lumber taken 
from the public lands are not left to the discretion of this or any De ent; 


whether they shall be writs of sequestration or of replevin depends entirely upon 
the statutes of the State or Territory in which the cause of action arises. 

By section 914 of the Revised Statutes it is provided that— 

5 The practice, pleadings, and forms and es of goear in civil causes other 
than equity and admiralty causes in the circuit and district courts shall conform 
as near as may be to the practice, 3 and forms and modes of proceedin 
existing at the time in like causes in the courts of record of the State within which 
such Ahapa or district courts are held, any rule of court to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Section 915 provides that— 

“In common-law canses in the circuit and district courts the plaintiff shall be en- 
titled to similar remedies, by attachment or other process, against the property of 
the defendant, which are now provided by the laws of the State in which such 
court is held for the courts thereof; and such circuit or district courts may, from 
time to time, 72 general rules, adopt such State laws as may be in force in the 
States where —5 are held in relation to attachments and other 1 Provided, 
That similar preliminary affidavits or proofs, and similar security, as . by 
such State laws, shall be first furnished by the party seeking such attachment or 
other remedy.” 

The Government therefore simply proceeds as any other suitor to recover its 
property wrongfully converted by another, in accordance with the rules of practice 

pleading adopted and with the writs 5 the laws of the State or Ter- 
ritory in which its property way be found, the only exception being that it has 
thus far been held by the courts that no bond need be executed by the Government 
in order 4 n suits, where in Uke suits private parties would be required to 

vo suc 5 
ehe principal object sought in the adoption of the present system for the sup- ` 
pression of the depredations upon the public lands, namely, to stay further waste 
and devastation ot the timber growing thereon, has thus far in a great measure 
been accomplished wherever the Department has been able to obtain a final adjudi- 
cation upon the suits instituted. 

The ies who have hitherto carelessly and recklessly cut timber upon the 
ps nds now purchase and enter the same in accordance with law, or else re- 

n entirely from that kind of business. That this result will be obtained every- 
where if the law be enforced, I feel well assured. A complete remedy, however, 
can ouly be furnished by appropriate legislation. This subject appears to me as 
of so great importance as to deserve the earnest consideration of Congress. 

Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, ©. SCHURZ. 


Hon. WILLIAM A. WHEELER, 

Vice-President and President of the Senate. 

[Before the reading of the communication was completed— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning honr has expired. 

Mr. MORRILL, I hope the Senator from Ohio will be allowed to 
finish the eating of this report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the finishing of the 
speech of the Senator from Ohio, the morning hour having expired ? 

Mr. DORSEY. I will not object to the Senator from Ohio conclud- 
ing his speech, but after he is through I want to give notice that I 
shall appeal to the Senate to take up the Hot Springs bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope the ee will be finished but that there 
will be no action on the resolution. I wish to be heard further. ] 

Mr. MATTHEWS, (haying finished the reading.) Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it remains for me only to add in conclusion that I have nothing 
further ta say. 4 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President— 

Mr. BLAINE. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations will not insist on his motion for a few moments. 

Mr. WINDOM. I should like to have the Senate take up the Mili- 
tary Fre a ropriation bill, and then I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will not detain the Senate long; I have no lengthy 
speech to make. Ihave the floor; and if the Senator will wait a 
few minutes I will relinquish it to him. 

Mr. WINDOM. Very well. 

Mr. BLAINE. I received, Mr. President, PETION THS early part of 
the winter several private letters from Montana from acquaintances 
I had there, complaining of the very onerous and unjust exaction 
that had been made on them under very extraordinary circumstances, 
as they thought, by the Secre of the Interior. These letters 
coming from responsible parties, although not publicly known to be 
so, I did not feel willing to quote on the floor of the Senate; but in 
conversation with the Delegate from the Territory of Montana, whom 
I have long known to be a gentleman of intelligence and responsi- 
bility, he said that every statement that I had received was more 
than true, and that he would put the substance of them in writing 
and that I might use his written statement as I chose. I brought it 
forward here, not with the intention of making an attack upon the 
Secretary of the Interior, but with the design, if possible, of relieving 
the inhabitants of that distant and secluded Territory from a very 
extraordinary oppression; I may add an extraordinary outrage. I 
then stated that they had been called 1 on the very eve of a 
hard winter, in latitude 47° north, in altitude five thousand feet above 
the sea, on the mountain side, with every element of nature against 
them—called u under the authority of a secret SPY and agent to 
have their wood-piles inspected, and were prohibited from kindling 
a fire until they aso oes or to pay a dollar per cord stumpage 
on the store of wood they had gathered for the winter. 

I stated further that great excitement ensued in the small town 
which is the capital of that Territory; communication was had by 
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telegraph with the Secretary of the Interior, and he telegraphed back 
and forth with his agent on the A and finally authorized a com- 
mission to be instituted there by the chief-justice of the Territory to 
determine what upon the whole would be a fair price for these set- 
tlers in that distant country to pay for their wood; and, taking all 
the facts into account, they upon fifteen cents per cord stump- 
age. I say this becanse the charge been widely circulated that 
these people resist simply for the reason that they are prevented 
stealing their wood. ey offered to pay what was a fair, liberal, 
-generous price for it—a price equivalent to $4 per acre for wild mount- 
ain lands; but the Secretary of the Interior telegraphed back to 
exact from them $1 a cord stumpage. The wood was cut and hauled 
a distance of twelve miles by teamsters, and was there piled up for 
sale to whoever could buy in the village, and before one stick of it 
could be burned he exacted a dollar per cord stumpage. 

I arraigned the Secretary of the Interior as being in that action not 
an intelligent man of affairs; that it was not the work or decision 
ofa Aap pe man of business; that it was the chimera, the delusion 
of an utterly impracticable theorist. That is the arraignment I made, 
and I here declare—repeating what I said before—that the Secretary 
of the Interior may go upon the top of the building in which his office 
is located and may look abroad in Maryland and Virginia and see 
thousands of acres of timber land, and for the same quality of timber 
cut in Montana he cannot get for the wood in sight of the national 
capital fifty cents a cord stumpage. Nay, sir, the woodland in sight 
of the spire of Trinity Church in the city of New York will not pay 
what the Secretary of the Interior exacted of these distant settlers in 
Montana. There is no place sufficiently settled, there is no popula- 
tion sufficiently dense in this country to justify what the Secretary 
of the Interior demanded and collected from these distant people, 
being in the remote solitudes of the Rocky Mountains, 

Why, Mr. President, consider the circumstances. Our country is 
so vast that we forget its magnitude; the Secretary of the Interior 
forgets it, although charged directly with a Department of the Gov- 
ernment which should study it carefully. The Territory of Montana 
contains one hundred and fifty thousand square miles; it is as! 
as New York and New Jersey and Delaware and Maryland and Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio all put together; and what is this great dense 
population in this vast area that is threatening to destroy the prop- 
erty of the United States? How many people are there? The Sec- 
retary of the Interior does not happen to be a native of this country. 
That is not his fault and I do not mention it with any spirit of re- 
proach. He is a native of the Kingdom of Prussia. The Kingdom 
of Prussia is fifteen thousand square miles less in extent than the 
Territory of Montana, and it has a population of twenty-five million 
people. Montana with this vast area of mountain gorges and mount- 
ain tops has a sparse and adventurous population of twenty-five 
thousand people. You can place them all so that not one human be- 
ing would be in sight or in hailing distance of another in the entire 
Territory. They have gone out there to battle with all the hardshi 
of frontier and pioneer life, and such is their enterprise that within 
the last fifteen years they have contributed to the wealth of this 
country $150,000,000 in A Sa and silver bullion. They have sent into 
your markets $150,000,000, I repeat, of gold and silver bullion; and 
now the Secretary of the Interior, perhaps with the traditions of his 

oung manhood and boyhood, ap lies to that country the land laws of 
Prussia: not the land laws of the settled Territories of the United 
States, 

The Department of the Interior has been presided over by great 
men in this country, by careful men. It was o; ized by a great 
man, Thomas Ewing of Ohio. It has had Browning of Illinois for 
Secretary, McClelland of Michigan, Cox of Ohio, a distinguished Rep- 
resentative in the other branch at the present time; Chandler of 
Michigan, a man acquainted with affairs, pre-eminently careful, pains- 
taking, and economical. I challenge any gentleman here to tell me 
where under any of these Secretaries, careful, thorough, practical 
business men, guarding with jealousy all the rights and interests of 
the United States, a settler has been asked to pay stumpage on cord- 
wood. Sir, it is one of the beneficences of the Government, it is a 
thing which has been conceded by the Government, that the hardy 
pines who goes forth and bears the flag of civilization onward against 

ifficulties and throngh dangers that appal stout hearts, that you 
and I never undertook, shall have the air and the water and the wood; 
that he shall breathe and drink and be warmed freely, that he shall 
enjoy without money and without price the air of heaven and the 
waters that trickle down the mountain-sides, and the wood that 
grows on the mountain-tops. I say there is no possible pretense in 
the world for exacting stumpage from the settler, nor is there any 
law on the statute-book for it. What does the Secretary quote? 
Allow me to read it. Here is the law, section 453 of the Revised 
Statutes as he says, which provides that— 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall perform, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, all executive duties appertaining to the surveyin 
and sale of the public lands of the United States, or in any wise suc! 
public lands, and, also, such as relate to private claims of land, and g of 
patents for all grants of land under the authority of the Government. 

Then the Secretary goes on to say: 

That the right to adopt measures to depredati: 
lic lands is 9 the — — “or in 9 wach pubis MIST 
it seems to me cannot be questioned. 


Then, under that clause, “or in any wise respecting such public 
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lands,” the Secretary finds a direct authority for sending ont spies 
an ts, so well described by the Senator from California, and 
collecting a dollar stumpage off the cord-wood of the distant frontier 
settlers. That is the most elastic statute of the United States that 
ever I met. I have heard the anecdote of the man who quoted some 
extraordinary constitutional law before the court, and the judge did 
not know where the anthority could be derived for it, and the attor- 
ney said it was in that clause that gave Congress power “to carry 
out.” And so the Secretary finds it here “in any wise respecting, 
and then he forward to levy a tax of a dollar a cord on the win- 
ter’s wood of the poor settler in the mountain gorges of Montana. 
The Senator from Ohio read the Secretary’s letter, and quotes a long 
section, section 2461 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in 
rd to the preservation of timber such as is involved in the case 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] is interested in, and quotes 
that as his authority, whereas right at the end of section 2461 is a 
foot-note and an asterisk to direct attention to it, which says “see 
section 4751.” Now allow me to read section 4751: r 
All penalties and forfeitures incurred under the provisions of sections 2461, 
and 2463, title The public lands, shall be sued for, recovered, distributed, 
accounted for, under the directions of the Secretary of the Navy— 


Mark you, “under the directions of the Secretary of the Navy"— » 


and shall be paid over, one-half to the informers, if any, or ones; where seized, 
aud the other half to the Secretary of the Navy for the use of the Navy pension 
meel end couitiows us he osu proper; ty an arah In writing, aay Sak erian 
15 1 — proper, by g, any Y, 
Where under that section, I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, 
whom I recognize as an able lawyer, does the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior derive authority ? 
Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator from Maine will allow me to refer 
him to the Secre of the Interior’s answer for that. 
Mr. BLAINE. That was not satisfactory, and I ask the Senator 
from Ohio. If it had been satisfactory I would not have asked him. 
Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator asked me where the Secretary of 
the Interior finds it. The Secretary of the Interior has already stated. 
Mr. BLAINE. He does not state where he finds it. 
Mr. MATTHEWS. That is all I know. 
re Mr. SARGENT. He finds it in those sections which are against 
im. 5 
Mr. BLAINE. He quotes these sections and forgets the asterisk at 
the end of the sections, which were made for the protection of ship 
timber, like the owe re in European countries, where we 
might have liv and other timbers necessary for the construction 
of a navy ; and those lands were put under the protection of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. Now, the Secretary of the Navy must be a very 
negligent officer or the Secretary of the Interior is a very superserv- 
iceable one—one of the two, I do not know which it is. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy strikes me as being a v. live, active, energetic 
gentleman. I do not believe he needs the slightest assistance from 


PS | anybody in the discharge of his duties. I take it that he is at least 


as good a lawyer as the Secretary of the Interior, and that he has 
read the statutes of the United States that relate to his Department; 
and if he had imagined that there were any depredations calling upon 
the Government of the United States for intervention and correction, 
he would not have been slow to act, and he would not have felt him- 
self bound to fall back upon “in any wise respecting the public 
ape for an authority to do his duty under the statutes of the United 
tates, 

The Secretary of the Interior says that there is a “wood ring” in 
Montana. It is difficult to speak of this suggestion with respect, be- 
cause of its utterly absurd character. How entirely preposterous 
that twenty-five thousand settlers, scattered as Isaid over one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand square miles of territory where every man 
that has got an ax and an ox-cart can cut all the wood he wants, 
should all sit still and allow a ring to be formed to put up the price 
of wood on them when the forests are in plain sight! And then, I 


believe, to carry it out, this novel idea of a wood ring, there is some - 


man out there who has a very considerable amount of money made 
out of this business who has great influence in Washington! Not 
only a ring in Montana of these twenty-five thousand adventurous 
settlers, but their influence is so prodigious that it not only absorbs 
one hundred and fifty thousand square miles of the domain of the 
United States butit absolutely extends to Washington, has paralyzed 
Congress, and entered the sacred portals of the Interior Department! 

No, Mr, President, wise caretaking of the public domain would stop 
those who are cutting and selling the timber for export and stop those 
depredations which are merely traffic and not supplying the needs of 
the settler on the ground. Cutting for export, and what has been 
done in Montana, are as widely different as it is possible to conceive 
things to be; and I undertake to say that the child is not born who 
will have a great-great-grandchild that will ever see cord-wood in 
Montana worth twenty-five cents a cord stumpage. It is au absurdity. 
It is four hundred and odd miles remote from a railroad; it has no 
access to the water; it cannot be shipped ; it is cut simply for nse at 
their door-sills and firesides there and there only; and the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior justifies item by item every solitary as- 
sertion that was made in the communication that I read on this floor 
from the Delegate from the Territory of Montana. There is not a 
contravention ora contradiction of one single allegation in the paper 
I read from the Delegate. 
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That gentleman did me the honor to give me one of a series of 
petitions, several of which he has presented in the House of Repre- 


sentatives, signed he states by between four and five thousand adult 
male citizens of that Territory, addressed very peculiarly, (I suppose 
from the terror that the Secretary of the Interior was creating out 
there they were addressed in this wise:) 
To the honorable the Secretary of the Interior, the Senate and 

House of Representatives of the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States. 

You remember that Dogberry was very particular as to which name 
should be put down first, and the Secre is here put down first: 
“To the honorable the Secretary of the Interior, the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the Forty-fifth Congress of the United 
States,” the major premise first. The document may be a trifle over- 
wrought in point of style, but I am going to detain the Senate to read 
this entire memorial: 

Your memorialists would respectfully t that— 

Whereas the citizens of Montana have during their residence in this Territory 
exercised the same privil as settlers upon the public domain as have been sanc- 
tioned and reco; by the Government and time-honored customs since the first 
settloment of land in the United States; 

Whereas in the occupancy of the land in a new country where markets are not 
established in which to pure! the real necessaries, such as fuel, building mate- 
rial, &c., it is as natural to procure these in the most convenient place as it is to 
1 the free air of heaven; and 

Whereas in distant Montana, while the settlers are improving and making valu- 
able the public domain and use the wood and timber for domestic pi only, a 
tax of $1 per cord on wood and $2 per thousand on lumber is evied and col 2 
ars 8 officials among us, which is onerous, unjust, and a burden to 
aliko; an 

Whereas it has been represented to the Government that the people here were 
satisfied with and acquiesced in the taxes above enumerated— 


I believe the Secretary of the Interior’s report which the honor- 
able Senator from Ohig read contained a dispatch from the United 
States district attorney there that they were perfectly satisfied with 
it— 
we positively deny that any such satisfaction exists, and, on the contrary, assert 
that there is universal complaint and wide-spread dissatisfaction, and, penering 
tho tax exorbitant and distressing to the general consumer, we respectfully as 
that the order for the levy be rescinded, and in all cases where the tax has been 
paid that the money be returned; and 

Whoreas the orders, as poe asp by the officials here, work a total prohibition 
to cut wood and lumber hereafter, we respectfully ask that they be instructed to 


ant us the same privileges and rightsin the premises as ha vo heretofore prevailed 
— this and in all new Territories; and 


Whereas it is necessary in Montana to cnt wood in the winter, when the timber 
is frozen, for the next year’s consumption, the prohibition to cut wood for any pur- 
pose, as now enforced, will, in another season, leave the people without fire to keep 
thom warm and the mills and mines profitless for want of fuel and lumber; and 
Whereas the prohibition to cut timber ignores and makes it et 09 to compl: 
with the provisions of the Le laws in acquiring agricultural and 
lands, whore fencing, buildings, and occupancy are necessary to obtain title, (and 
these cannot be done without timber from the public lands,) works a great hardship 
to emigrants who come expecting to settle and make homes on the public domain 
in Montana, we respectfal ‘Sgt most earnestly remonstrate against any tax what- 
ever on fuel and lumber while the people here are s ling for existence ina 
country cut off from the conveniences and cheap living © States. As well 
mipi His Majesty the King of Denmark levy a royalty ore the blocks of ice with 
which his subjects in Upper Navic construct their humble dwellings as to hamper 
by taxes or lack of legislation the pioneers who carve out and make valuable to 
the Government of the United States vast areas of land which, without their indus- 
try and heroic struggles, might remain unsold and proſitless forever; and 
‘Whereas tho timbered lands of Montana are y unsurveyed, and are monnt- 
ainous and not suitablo for tillage, they are unlike those in the prairie States, which 
need but to be cleared to make them more productive, while ours are found on pie: 
cipitous mountain sides, totally without any valuo except for their rocks and 
wi ; an 
Whereas we are left without any law by which wo can either pre-empt homestead 
or procure title to any timber land, it is evident there must be relief, and that soon, 
or else we will be obliged to give up our homes, quit the country, and abandon the 
great and growing West for a retrograde movement upon the over-crowded com- 
munities of the 
And, as in duty bound, we will ever pray. 


Mr. President, I am told by the Delegate from Montana, as I repeat, 
that this is signed by nearly five thousand adult male citizens, without 
any regard to party, in that Territory; that it represents the unani- 

. mons feeling of the people. 

Mr. SARGENT. Five thousand thieves, according to the report of 
the Secretary. ` 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from California alluded to the fact that, 
as the document itself shows, these officers sent from Washington by 
the Secretary of the Interior went out and sat down in the bac 
yards and wood-sheds of the settlers and talked with them about 
where they had got wood and about their plans for the future, about 
all their hopes of building up homes and doing something for their 
children and themselves, and then made these statements the basis 
of a report to the Interior Department for taxation. 

- If I mistake not, although I was not then a member of this body, the 
Secretary of the Interior was a Senator a few years ago when the ques- 
tion of moieites was before this body, in cases where rich merchants 
and importers were accused of defrauding the Government to the ex- 
tent of millions and tens of millions of dollars in New York. They 
could not be detected unless you had some agency of this kind; but be 
waxed wroth over it. He contended that it was opposed to the spirit 
of liberty that a rich importer in New York who made millions by 
evading duties and undervaluing and smuggling should have his 
rights as an American citizen interfered with by any person going to 
him in the nature of a spy or a detective! But the lonely settler in 
the mountains of Montana—I see my kind-hearted friend from Illi- 
nois [ Mr. Davis] smiles at the idea, and well he may—should be vis- 


ited by spies and detectives and informers and made to confess in- 
formation which should be the basis of an oppressive tax. 

Why, sir, I know nothing in the world to parallel it except that 

t assertion in our immortal Declaration of Independence that the 

ing of England “has erected a multitude of new offices, and sent 
hither swarms of officers to harass our people, and eat ont their sub- 
stance.” And one even more pertinent than that in the Declaration 
of Independence: “He has endeavored to prevent the population of 
e Btates” by “raising the conditions of new appropriations of 

These memorialists from Montana contend that the policy of the 
Secretary of the Interior will depopulate their country. The early 
settlers of this continent, the old revolutionary stock, with whose 
struggles and hardships and contests the Secretary of the Interior is 
not expected to have much sympathy, but some of us havea right to, 
complained of King George that he stopped emigration here by rais- 
ing * new conditions for the appropriation of the public lands.” The 
Secretary of the Interior is doing precisely that; imposing conditions 
that are absolutely impracticable and that in the language of this 
memorial will stop emigration to that Territory and, in the end, do- 
popuste it if enforced. 

have no desire, Mr. President, to prolong this debate. I confess 
that I feel indignant at the harassment, the embarrassment, the vis- 
itation, the exaction, the oppression, the outrages which the report 
read by the Senator from Ohio confesses have been practiced upon 
those distant people. It is for them Ispeak; and when the bonor- 
able Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] brought in his bill here I 
knew nothing whatever of the circumstances; I had never heard of 
the case; but I said then as I say now that if they be anywise at all 
parallel with this ease, with which I think the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior will acknowledge I have some familiarity, they deserved the re- 
lief which but for a misplacement of a date they would have received, 
5 I correctly read the veto message of the President of the United 

tates. 

The Secretary in his communication refers only to the people of 
Montana. It was only for them that I spoke, and I wish to hold the 
honorable Secretary to the issue that is made. I speak for the peo- 
m of Montana who have no representative on this floor to speak for 
them. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate take up the Military Acad- 
emy appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the pending ques- 
tion: Shall this communication be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands? 2 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I withdraw that part of the motion requiring 
the printing of it in the RECORD, and let the question be taken on 
the reference. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does the Senator desire the reference? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINDOM. Lhave no objection to taking the vote on that. 

Mr. SARGENT. We have not finished the discussion of the matter. 

Mr. WINDOM. One or two Senators desire to make some remarks 
on the subject. Therefore, I move to lay aside all prior orders and 
take up the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Before that is taken up I should like to be heard 
on this matter. 

Mr. WINDOM. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate but a few 
moments upon this subject. I desire to submit some few suggestions 
to the Senate for the reason that, as suggested by one Senator here, 
very few Senators take any interest in this subject at all, and I will 
say with all respect to the Senate that the lack of interest arises from 
the fact that the Senators have not given proper attention to it. 

I claim that nothing is demanded by the people in the Territories 
now that has not been conceded to all settlers in the new Territo- 
ries. From the time that settlers left ihe Atlantic coast until thoy 
reached the Pacific the people in every section of the country have 
made use of the timber on the public lands for their purposes, the 
building of homes and other domestic p The settlements in 
the United States proceeded very far beyond the surveyed regions of 
country in all the western section; the country was settled up more 
rapidly than the Government saw fit to survey the public lands. 
In the Territory of Montana, which is now specially under consid- 
eration, the Government gave to the people a government long before 
they gave them a land office, long before they appropriated any money 
for the purposes of surveys, long before they had in any shape rend- 
ered if possible for the people of that section of the country to get 
titles to the public lands or the timber thereon. 

In 1866, recognizing the right of the people on the public lands, the 
Government of the United States passed a statute, which was approved 
on the 26th of June, 1866, in which it was provided that all the min- 
eral lands of the public domain, both surveyed and unsurveyed, should 
be open to exploration and occupation by all citizens of the United 
States. This act was repeated in substance in the act of May 10, 1872, 
and I say that that was a grant to the poopie to enter upon the unsur- 
veyed lands; it was a permission accorded to the people of the West- 
ern States and Territories to make use of the timber growing upon 
the lands, especially ansurveyed lands, inasmuch as there was no pro- 
vision by which title could be made. It cannot be denied that the 
right to enter on the public lands would have carried with it a right 
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to make tbat occupation and use beneficial to the occupant. That is 
the statute to-day. This vory aaa, where these men are charged with 
being thieves because they have cut the timber, is unsurveyed min- 
eral land. The Government has, by this statute twice repeated, said 
it was open to their use and their occupation. They are not trespass- 
ers on the public lands; they are there by authority of the law, by 

rmission of the Government. There is no statute by which title can 
he made to timber on the surveyed or unsurveyed lands in the United 

tates. 

Take the Territory of Montana, a mountain region. Isupposenearly 
every acre of it is above the level of Mount Washington. I suppose the 
major part of it is higher than the highest mountain in New England 
or in the State of New York. It is a mountain region with a few val- 
leys, and the hillsides are covered with timber and ribbed with rich 
mineral veins. One hundred and fifty million dollars, as they say, 
have been taken from that section and added to the wealth of the 
country, and the people of that section could not have added a dollar 
to the wealth of the nation but from the fact that they used the pub- 
lic timber on the public lands. 

The report of the Secretary read here shows that this timber is cut 
on unsurveyed land almost exclusively, land to which the people can 
get no title, and timber which they cannot purchase. The Secretary 
of the Interior has no right under the law to fix any price whatever 
on the timber, whether it is a reasonable price or whether it is an un- 
reasonable one and he is as much a violator of the law when he at- 
tempts to fix a price upon the timber on the public lands not author- 
ized by statute as the man who steals it, whether it is in Minnesota, 
Montana, or anywhere else. He has no greater right to determine 
the question of the value of the timber than they have. Nosuch au- 
thority is given by law. The Government has said, “All this land is 
open ; go and occupy it,” and settlers went there. The Secretary of 
the Interior said, “ You may occupy it on condition that you pay an 
arbitrary re that I will fix for this timber.” I can show you re- 
gions in Montana where a stick of cord-wood taken from land thata 
title can be acquired to under the laws of the United States (unless 
it is from a mineral claim) would cost a dollar for its to the 
place of its use. Ican find the same condition in the State I repre- 
sent, where from fifteen thousand to twenty-five thousand people are 
wholly and entirely dependent upon the timber that is growing on 
the public lands and to which they cannot make title under existin 
laws. Why should these people be branded as thieves? Why should 
it be heralded ali over the country 
lic law? I assert, in view of the statutes that I have called the at- 
tention of the Senate to, they are authorized by law to cut this tim- 
ber and to use and appropriate it for such use as may be necessary to 


the occupation of these lands. 

It is said there is a “wood ring,” and that no objection has been 
made to the taking of wood for domestic purposes by settlers. Does 
not every Senator familiar with the mining region know that the 
miners live in 2 they live in communities by themselves, 
and that wood must be hauled from fen to fifteen or twenty miles for 
domestic and mill purposes; and when it is cut and hauled there it is 
cut and hauled by the common people of the country and not by 
speculators, Take the statement sent here, two hundred cords own 
by one man, one hundred cords owned by another, and fifty cords by 
another. Two hundred and fifty cords, as I recollect, is the highest 
that any man has succeeded in appropriating in that region of coun- 


ate BLAINE. That man 
(aging ame ox-teams. 

Mr. TELLER. Some men had three ox-teams, another man had a 
twelve ox-team. Mr. President, an ox-team going twelve or thirteen 
miles, as shown by the report, to get the timber cut, could go out 
one day and come back the next. It seems to me that it is exceed- 
ingly small business for this t Government to be prosecutin 
these settlers upon the public land, whose condition has been so we 
described by the Senator from Maine. I was willing this report 
should be read. I was willing that it should go into the RECORD 
with the explanations which I knew would be made as to the condi- 
tion of that country. These people are deserving men and deserving 
the respect and confidence of the whole people. They are adding to 
the wealth of the nation, and they are not depredators upon the pub- 
lic Jands in any sense of the term. 

I suppose, Mr. President, that the great bulk, nine-tenths, of the 
gold and silver that has been produced since the discovery of gold 
and silver in the western country has been produced by the aid ofthe 
use of timber on the public lands, by the cecupation of the public 
lands and the use of the timber without statutory permission of the 
Government up to 1866; and I know no reason now why the Scere- 
tary of the Interior should adopt and pursue a different course. I 
know that if it is poma, as suggested by the Senator from Maine, 
it will depopulate large sections of country in the Territory of Mon- 
tana, in the Territory of New Mexico, in the Territory of Utah, and 
in the State of Colorado. I know that whole communities will be 
compelled to move out if they are compelled to refrain from cutting 
timber on the public land, 

Mr. President, there is before the Senate a bill on which I shall 
take occasion some time to speak with reference to this timber ques- 


provoked the avarice of the agent for 


tion. I have said as much, perhaps, as I ought at this time in defense 
of these People of Montana, who have no one on this floor accredited 


that they are violators of the pub- |. 


from them to represent their interests and defend their character 
when assailed. 

Mr. BLAINE, I merely want to supplement by one word what the 
Senator from Colorado has said. There are in the Territory of Mon- 
tana ninety-six million acres. The Delegate tells me that about half 
of it is woodland. That would be forty-eight million acres. At the 
rate that the Secretary of the Interior e for stumpage on lum- 
ber and cord-wood, I am glad to say that that Territory will bear a 
valuation of $1,100,000,000, worth about $25 an acre as he puts it—a 
valuable resource for the United States. $ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The further consideration of the motion 


goes over. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WINDOM. Now I move to postpone all prior orders and take 
up the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2507 ) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WINDOM. Before the Secretary proceeds to read the bill I 
will make a brief explanation of the amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The total appropriated by the bill as it came to us from the House 
of Representatives was $265,155. The additions made by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations amount to 883,466.46, making the total 
as reported from the committee 621.46. The amount of estimates 
for the year is $530,415.76; so that the bill as reported from the com- 
mittee is $181,794.30 less than the estimate of the Department. Of 
the $83,466.46 added by the Senate committee some $80,000 are in- 
cluded in five items. One is the additional pay of professors $7,000. 
That is what is called the longevity pay and is expressly provided for 
by statute, I read from section 1336 of the Revised Statutes : 

Each of the professors of the Military Academy whose service at the academy 
exceeds ten years shall have the pay and allowances of colonel, and all other pro- 
fessors shall apt pa ms and allowances of lieutenant-colonels; and the instruct- 
ors of ordnance and science of gunnery and of practical engineering shall have the 
pay and allowances of major; and hereafter there shall be allowed and paid to the 

d professors 10 pa cent. of their current yearly pay for each and every term of 
fiv service in the Army and at the academy: That such addition 
B ous TSIRIA TOA chanION pee tek eat Pon 
ment from active service, as 3 the Army. ETAP. 

The Senate will see that if this amount which tho committee have 
reported had been omitted without a repeal of the statute (and the 
House bill does not repeal the statute) it would simply be made a 
claim against the Government which could have been collected here- 
after. In this $7,000 addition, then,we merely comply with the statute. 

The second increase is $6,615 for pay of cadets. The estimate for the 
pay of cadets was $167,400 and the same amount was appropriated 
for the current fiscal year. The estimate is based upon the maximum 
number, three hundred and ten, at the pay fixed by law, $540 per 

ear. The theory upon which the reduction was made, as I suppose, 
in the bill as it came from the House, was that the maximum num- 
ber is never at the academy, and consequently it was believed that 


ed | $150,000 would be sufficient for their pay. We find, however, on 


examining the bills of last year that the amount required was $6,615 
more than the amount as it came to us in the Honse bill, and the 
Senate committee have therefore added that amount to the bill mak- 
ing the same appropriation this year that was required to pay the 
cadets last year, and we suppose it will not be too much. If it should 
5 too much it will simply leave a small sum to be turned back into 

e Treasury. 

The next and principal item of increase is $21,086.46 for the hospital 
building. With reference to that building, I desire to say that we 
have already appropriated $70,000 for its construction, $20,000 in 1874, 
$20,000 in 1875, 301000 in 1876, and for the last two years that build- 
ing has been left incompleted, with tho walls deteriorating, and it is 
proposed by the House bill to appropriate $300 to put upon it a tem- 
porary roof. The committee believe that that $800 would be a loss, 
that the building is needed now. The reports of the sanitary condi- 
tion of the academy show that the present accommodations are not 
sufficient, that the building is very much needed, and the committee 
believe that the amount appropriated, which will merely complete 
the walls and roof it, isa matter of economy rather than extravagance; 
that the demands of the service require it; that it can be built more 
cheaply and easily now than hereafter, and that it ought to be com- 

leted within a reasonable time. The money already ex pended, $70,000, 
is of no use; it is simply going to loss, the building is being damaged ; 
but by the expenditure of some $40,000 more the building can be com- 
pleted ‘and made available for the use of the academy. 

I will read upon that subject a very brief statement from the Sec- 
retary of War. The letter of the Secretary of War covers one or two 
other items of addition, but I will speak of them all at once. For 
completing sewerage” the committee has added $3,250. The House 
bill appropriates $5,000 for sewerage. Five thousand dollars will not 
complete the sewerage, and until it is fully completed it is of no value 
whatever to the institution.. The committee think it better to add 
the $8,250, complete it, and have the benefit of it. Then, for water 
supply, the committee have added $38,565, which I will refer to in a 
moment. The Secretary of War under date of January 5, 1878, says: 

It is evident that the malarial and catarrhal affections at a location naturally so 
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salubrions, so elevated, and so airy as West Point must be in great due to local 
causes, such as the defective 3 alluded to in the report. pert 


In 1874, a general order was issued from the War Department re- 
quiring a report to be made upon the sanitary condition of West 
Point, and this is the result: 

Despite the presence of a number of cases of measles and some few sporadic cases 
of other conta; from time to time, during the year, the sanitary con- 
dition of the station has been satisfactory. 

Owing to the limited character of the water supply for, and the incomplete sys- 
tem of sewerage and drainage at, the station, a system of hygienic police, in keep- 
ing with the wants of the garrison and the reputation of this the oldest and most 
important military station in the 3 is impracticable until such time as Con- 

shall appropriate means to insure throughout the year an adequate supply of 
b, wholesome water, and a system of sewerage based upon modern experience 
ts ves 8 bedient servant, 
ur obedien 
= ne B. J. D. IRWIN, 


Surgeon and Brevet Colonel United States Army. 


I will now read some brief extracts from the sanitary report of 
Surgeon B. J. D. Irwin, post surgeon of the Department of West 
Point, for the year ending December 31, 1877: 

Hospital buildings.—Cadets’ hospital same as heretofore described. Some nec- 
essary minor repairs done, The walls of the executive building and north wing of 
hospital remain unfinished and are deteriorating by exposure to the rain, frost, and 
disintegrating effects of the inclement weather. 

Prevalent diseases fever and catarrh. 


at post and vicinity.— 

Diseases of local origin.—Malarial fevers. 

Drainage and sewage.—As described in 1875 and 1876. No money having been 
appropriated, the system of drainage and pewage has remained in statu quo. 

marks.—The completion of the new hospital for cadets is a matter of the 
most urgent necessity. The want of a sufficient and suitable accommodation for 
the treatment of sick cadets has been felt very much d the prevalence of an 
epidemic of measles at the station, the con nature of the disease rendering 
it necessary to devote the very limited number of beds to the use of those suffering 
with that malady as shown in preceding report. 

I will add only a word in reference to the $38,565 for water supply. 
I think Senators who have not examined the subject will be aston- 
ished to find that the supply of water for West Point is both bad 
and insufficient ; that the supply is entirely of surface drainage, gath- 
ered in the most rude way in the valley above the academy grounds, 
and that during the dry season there is absolutely no water at West 
Point which could be used in case of afire. This has occurred almost 
eyery dry season. There is back of the Academy, something like a 
mile or a mile and a half, one of the finest lakes in that country. 
covering some twelve acres of pure, fresh water, which can be reache 
and the academy and grounds supplied at a very low cont, the entire 
estimate being some $50,000 for the purchase of the lake and the 

unds, for the pipes communicating with it, and for distribution 
through the buildings. The committee believe it to be indispensable 
that this suppiy of water should be had for the safety of the build- 
ings and public property, as also for the hygienic influence it would 
exert upon the institution. 

Without further remarks on these items, I ask the Secretary to 
read the bill, and if any questions are raised upon it I will add fur- 
ther explanations when they shall be called for. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair.) The 
amendments reported by the Committee on 3 will be 
acted on as they are reached in their order in the reading of the bill, 
unless objection be made. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
insert after line 12, section 1: 

For additional pay of professors for length of service, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 34 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of cadets from $150,000 to $156,615. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 71, section 1, to insert: 

For clerk to adjutant in charge of cadet records, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, line 137, after the word 
“topographical” to insert the words “and free-hand;” and in line 
138, after the word “drawing ” to strike ont “two hundred and fifty” 
and insert “five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

For department of drawing: For various articles most necessary for the course 
of topographical and free-hand drawings, $500. ? 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was after line 173, section 1, to insert: 

For safe for the office of the disbursing-officer, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 178, 179, and 180 in 
section 1, in the following words: 

For temporary board roof to preserve the walls of the hospital building, $200, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 
PER ore the Wala ang ee the roof of the new hospital for cadets, 

The amendment was a; to. 

The next amendment was in section 1, line 185, after the word “for” 
to strike out the word “continuing” and insert “completing;” and 
after the word “sewerage” to strike out the words “five thousand” 


and insert “ thirteen thousand two hundred and fifty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 
For the completing system of sewerage $13,250. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 186, section 1, to insert: 

For the purchase of a lake and ing lands, right of way to post, siphon and 
Sppendages, and water-pipe, and for laying of same, for procuring an adequate sup- 
ply of water, $38,565. 

Mr. WHYTE. I should like to hear some explanation of this ex- 
penditure at this time from some member of the committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have already stated that the water supply at 
West Point is insufficient, and that the water is generally of a bad 
quality, as the committee are informed ; that it is surface drainage 
procured by building a very rude dam across one of the ravines, and 
gathered in that way and supplied to the post; that in dry seasons 
it is quite insufficient, and sometimes dries up entirely, so that in case 
of a fire at such a time there would be no means of protecting this 
vast amount of Government p y from destruction; that just 
back of the Point is a lake, covering some twelve acres of ground, of 
pure spring water of the very best quality, which can be brought to 
the Point for some $50,000, including distribution through the grounds 
and buildings and the purchase of the lake and the lands around it. 
The committee think it expedient, both from motives of economy 
and for the protection of the buildings and in order to promote the 
health of the institution, that this water be brought there, They 
believe it to be good economy to do it now. It is recommended by 
the Board of Visitors, has been urged for some time by the Depart- 
ment, and the committee believe it to be the highest economy to do 
itnow. That is all the reason that the committee have for this 
amendment that I know of. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
section 2, line 5, after the word “shall” to strike out “ only,” and 
after o word “ peace” to strike out “and” and insert ‘ only ;” so as 
to read : 

That appointments of civilians, except such as are regalar nates of tho 
United States Military Academy who have been honorably disc from the 
service, to be second lieutenants in any of the regiments of the Army shall be 
segotred in thy ADAMEN of the Dart grateating alate of cadote at the, URINDA 

ent o Ua! a 
States Military Academy, 

The amendment was to. 

hs next amendment was to strike out section 3 in the following 
words: 

Sec. 3. That only such number of the graduates of the United States Military 
Academy in any one year shall be entitled to Yipee ry as second lieutenants 
in the Army as are required to fill vacancies of that grade existing on the tst day 
of July in each year; those entitled to appointment to said vacancies to be deter- 
mined by the academic board on the basis of their standing in the graduating class. 
And hereafter no su officers shall be ed to any company or 
corps of the Army, and all nates of the Military Academy who are not ap- 
pointed to the Army under the provisions of this act shall be discharged apad the 
graduation of their class. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move to substitute for the section proposed to 
be stricken out the following: 

That the cadets at large at the Military Academy shall not hereafter exceed ten 
in all, and no new appointment shall be made until the number of such cadets here- 
tofore appointed falls below ten. 

That, in effect, is the law now, but the law is not observed. Ten are 
appointed each year, keeping the number up to forty all the time, 
whereas the law obviously intends that the number shall be but ten, 
and that is one of the reasons why we are graduating so many officers 
in advance of the needs of the service. Section 1315 of the Revised 
Statutes provides : 

The of cadets shall consist of one from each con ional district, one from 
Bite one from the District of Columbia, and ten from the United States 


Not forty from the United States at large; but, as I say, by the 
habit of appointing ten each year it becomes forty from the United 
States at e. This amendment reforms that abuse, or oversight, 
or whatever it may be, for I only wish to criticise the practice, not 
the motives, and plainly interprets the law that there shall be but ten 
at ee at the academy, and that number to be kept up. 

Mr. BECK. As I understand it, the Committee on Appropriations 
struck out this third section, because they regarded it as legislation 
which ought not to go into an appropriation bill, but a subject for the 
proper consideration of the Committee on Military Affairs. The sub- 
stitute seems also to be obnoxious to the objection of the committee, 
and I think we had better leave it out of this appropriation bill, and 
let the Committee on Military Affairs consider it. 

Mr. SARGENT. That criticism would be good if the Committee on 
pg a had not adopted with a slight amendment section 2, 
which is legislation, and having done so and the Senate up to this 
point having sanctioned that act, it seems to me to be perfectly con- 
sistent with the action of the committee and of the Senate that this 
very plain proposition, which does not need to be studied very much, 
should be adopted. I do not think any member of the Senate on the 
Military Committee or off it, will for a moment doubt the propriety 
of the provision which I present, and as the Senate has already 
allowed what seems to be judicions legislation upon the bill, I trust 
there will be no objection to this on’a point of order. 
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Mr. BECK. Ido not make any point of order. Indeed I want to 
accomplish the object the Senator desires; but I thought it ought to 


be passed upon by the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from California. 

Mr. BLAINE, I do not know about that being the law. Iam not 
satisfied on that point. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will read the law, and furthermore I will state 
that the practice for years was in accordance with the amendment I 
have moved, but of late 9 50 there has been a change of the prac- 


tice, as I am informed. The law is: 

Sec 1315. The of cadets shall consist of one from each congressional dis- 
trict, one from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, and ten from 
the United States at large, 


They construe’ this at present to mean that ten may be appointed 
each year at large, making the number forty, and the corps of cadets 
therefore consists of forty at large, whereas the law says that number 
shall be ten; and this amendment brings it back to the meaning of 
the law. 

Mr. WINDOM. I suggest to the Senator from California that he 
add the words “at large“ after “appointments,” so that there shall 
be no misconstruction: “no new appointments at large.” 

Mr. SARGENT. I accept that. 

Mr. BLAINE, Ithink the subject of the mode of 5 
to West Point will have to be reviewed. Somethiug must be done 
about it more radical than this amendment; but I should dislike 
very much to have the strike first made here. The origin of these 
appointments of course Senators are familiar with. It was to afford 
an opportunity for the sons—orphan sons I believe the original design 
was, if it was not so exp in the law—of officers of the Army 
aud Navy, who rarely have an opportunity to be appointed under the 
district system, If you cut down the whole number of cadets at large 
to simply ten, in view of the large number of Army and Navy officers 
and the very large number of youths that are now growing up who 
are sons of volunteers who perished in the war, you are abridging the 
discretion of the Executive in regard to a class of meritorions cases 
to a very great extent. It seems to me that while we preserve what 
are called the political appointments at West Point by allowing each 
Representative in Congress to nominate one, it is a little ungracious 
to strike down this particular form of appointment. My impression 
is that the President of the United States has used it pa ly with 
wisdom, and it has been a very great amelioration and has done great 

ood and has sent a valuable class of cadets to West Point. I do not 

now tbat it should be permanently kept; I do not believe the pres- 
ent system of appointments can be permanently kept; but I would 
not make the first onslaught just at this point. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, in a system like ours nothing can 
well be more wholesome than to observe the law; and wholesome as 
that is in the case of citizens, it is still more wholesome in the case of 
those exerting high authority. The design of this section is mani- 
fest, and by “this section” I mean the existing and long-standing 
law. In the composition of the Military Academy, it was made a con- 
dition absolute that the young men nominated from districts should 
be actual residents each of the district from which he was nominated. 
Inasmuch as officers subject to the orders of their superiors and moy- 
ing here and there long distances might not be actual residents in 
that sense which would enable their sons to enjoy fair competition, 
the Congress enacted that in the case of ten cadets, that being the 
proportion adjudged suitable, the President of the United States, ap- 
pointing at large, might qoo See them. The desi, snare pir A was 
to care for the descendants, the children, and the relatives of military 
officers. I cannot say, as I have heard it said, that during my ob- 
servation this power has been exerted in accordance with the design 
of its creation. On the contrary it has very often fallen under my 
notice, (and I do nots of anything recent now,) that young men 
in no sense falling within the original design, in no sense the children 
or descendants of those for whose benefit this provision was mad 
have been appointed, and that to the exclusion of those who seeme 
in accordance with the spirit of the law to have a paramount claim. 

But be that as it may, it seems that under a statute containing 
words so plain as those I mean to read, the discretion of Secretaries 
of War, or of the President, or of somebody else moving the appoint- 
ing power, has led to the license, as I must call it, of appointing four 
times the number of cadets and maintaining four times the number 
of cadets provided as the maximum in the statute. 

Mr. MA WS. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
inquire how long that practice has been in existence? 

Mr. CONKLING. I cannot tell, Mr. President, and except for the 
pleasure I should have in answering the Senator, I am rather glad 
that I am unable to tell, because the spirit in which 1 address the 
Senate is entirely free from reference to persons or dates which would 
point to persons, I only know from general understanding that for 
now a considerable number of years,—and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] thinks a greater number than I had supposed, 
it has been the practice of somebody exerting or moving the appoint- 
ing power to maintain at the Military Academy forty cadets without 
authority of law except as that authority is found in these words: 

The corps of cadets— 


And the statute shows, if it is necessary to appeal to other provis- 


ions, that that is a term in block, a term intended to embrace the 
whole personnel of the Military Academy— 


The corps of cadets shall consist of one from each congressional district, one from 
8 tory, one from the District of Columbia, and ten from the United States 
at large, 


Now I submit to lawyers and to laymen alike how it can be that, 
under a provision such as that, not ten only, but thirty additional 
cadets, making a total of forty, can be paora maintained as part 
and parcel of that corps which it is declared shall consist of no cadets 
of this description save only ten; and the Senator from Massachusetts 
makes a suggestion in which I think he is warranted ; he says that a 
similar latitude of construction would permit the appointment an- 
nually of one from each congressional district; and Tanta on the 
surface of the statute I do not see why he is not right. The corps shall 
consist of one from each congressional district, and it shall consist in 
addition of ten from all the congressional districts put together. 
Now if the latter words are ial and annual, if it is a covenant 
running all the time of which the appointing power may avail itself 
upon some law of periodicity or upon some law of caprice, I do not 
see why not in the case of each of the congressional districts. 

It is true that the scars of a great war bave not disappeared, and 
that rags youths in the country are not so well off as they would be 
but for the calamities of war which fell upon their families. That 

ight be an ment but for countervailing arguments of economy 
and the need of retrenchment. I do not balance them against each 
other at all. It ces gs an argument and a prevailing argument for 
increasing the number of these youths known as cadets at large; I 
direct no remark at this moment to that point, but I submit to the 
Senate it is no ent there can be no argument for the Senate be- 
ing act and part in the perpetual violation of a plain statute under 
executive discretion or any other discretion known in a system like 
ours. No, sir; this statute like every statute is made to be observed. 
If it is wrong, repeal it in toto, change it, adapt it to the necessity of 
the case; but when the Senate has notice of the fact that under some 
conjectured ambiguity or some possible failure of understanding of 
the meaning of anact of Con the purpose which the Senate knows 
that act has fails and is defeated all the time, let it not be said that 
the Senate, even hien omission to act, should become a party to an 
administration of law so lax and so pernicious as that. 

As I said before, I did not intend and do not at this moment intend 
to assert as an original matter, as a proposition of wisdom, of justice, 
of sound provision now, how many youths ought to be maintained at 
the Military Academy as cadets at large. I wish to confine, and I 
hope I have confined, my observations to the single point of proving 
that the Senate should not be a y to a proceeding by which, under 
a statute which permits the maintenance of ten cadets at large, forty 
are perpetually maintained ; and the whole thing virtually committed 
to unbridled executive discretion. 

Mr. BLAINE. If that be the sense of the Senate provision should 
be made to guard against abuse. I said before that I thought this 
power had been used wisely. I think in the main it has been; but 
oceasionally it has been abused in appointing at large those for whom 
the position never was meant. I desire, whatever may be the deter- 
mination of the Senate as to the number, to have this amendment 
added, which I think the Senator from California will not object to: 

The cadets appointed at large shall, in all cases, be taken from among the sons 
of those who have served in the Army or Navy of the United States. 


It was designed for that purpose originally. Let us confine it 


there. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Does the Senator mean to confine it to those 
who were sons of officers in the regular Army! 

Mr. BLAINE. It does not say officers, nor does it confine it to the 
regular Army, but “the sons of those who have served in the Army or 
Navy of the United States.“ That is as particular as yon can make it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I see the motive of the original legislation and the 
kindly motive of the amendment of the Senator from Maine, and as 
far as that is concerned I concur with him entirely; but I do not think 
it would be just the thing now to amend the bill so as to cut off from 
appointments to cadetships at large one-half of the States of the 
Talon: That would be the necessary effect of it. I know the Senator 
does not intend that, and it seems to me it would be better to rest 
where we are. Let us stand on the original intention of the act aud 
be under the discretion of the Executive. 

. BLAINE. I know very well that the origin of the act was on 
a suggestion of General Scott himself, then the Commanding-General 
of the Army, that that should be pnt in for the benefit of officers of 
the Army and Navy. 

Mr. SARGENT. I know that; but since that time a great many 
events have happened, and it seems to me it would be hardly worth 
while to insert the limitation proposed. 

Mr. BLAINE. I had no intention to make any reflection of the 
kind suggested, but it was designed to be a provision for the sons of 
officers and of others in the Army. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to the spirit of it, but the 
Senator will see the effect. 

Mr. HOAR. Is t to the Senator from Maine that it seems to 
me his amendment is a little too strict in confining the discretion of 
the Executive to the sons of such officers, There are many cases 
where a grandson is as near and as dependent and as dear as a son; 
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many cases where a nephew or a younger brother for whom the 
officer 

Mr. BLAINE. That might be. That can be changed. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state one case which perhaps is an extreme case. 
The President appointed this year from the State of Massachusetts a 


cadet at large who was the N male descendant of Gen- 
eral Warren who fell at Bunker Hill; and I suppose, without carrying 
the claim on account of ancestry ordinarily as far as that, it would 
give very great pleasure to the entire country to have this recognition 
of Warren’s memory. 

Mr. BLAINE. In what district did the descendant of Warren re- 
side, that the Representative of that district threw the responsibility 
of appointing him upon the President? 

Mr. HO I do not know. Perhaps there was no vacancy in 
that district. The vacancy could occur only once in four eae This 
young man represented not only Warren, who laid down his life with 
the touching expression which the Senator knows very well, but 
General Putnam also; and the President in that peculiar case ap- 
pointed him one of the cadets at large. Certainly the phrase from 
the families” or some phrase which would be a little more elastic 
ee word “sons” ought to be used if the amendment is to be 
ado 

. CONKLING. For one I like the purpose of the amendment 
now proposed, and yet I agree entirely with what has been said by 
the 8 from Massachusetts. The name of General Scott has 
been mentioned as the author of this suggestion. I believe he was; 
and yet it happens to have fallen under my observation that at the 
urgent request of General Scott a young man was appointed a cadet 
at not the son at all of an officer of the Army, but the son of a 
daughter of that officer, He wore his name as a Christian name, not 
as a surname, and within the spirit of the present provision as Gen- 
eral Scott supposed, he urgently requested, and procured the egy 
ment of this young man. there are many persons standing in 
relations even beyond those designated by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, whose selection in a given case perhaps all the Senate 
would approve; and therefore I suggest that if particulars are to be 
assigned in an amendment for this purpose, it is a matter requiring some 
study, some care in the choice of phrases ; else it may work a defeat 
of the very object in view. For one I sympathize entirely with the 
object of the amendment, but it seems to me that if we are to change 
the law at all in that respect, it should be done upon more ul 
deliberation than can be had in a moment in the open Senate. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Irise, sir, for the purpose of saying that so far 
from sympathizing with the purpose of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Maine, I am entirely opposed to it. I think it is radi- 
cally wrong. I think that when the ident comes to make these 
appointments either for the Naval Academy or for the Military Acad- 
emy he should make them from the young men of the country at large 
confined to no profession, bounded by no limits of any nature or kind 
whatever. He ought to select the best-qualified 5 — men that he 
can find in the country, wherever they are to be found, in whatever 
profession they are to be found, to whatever branch of the Govern- 
ment they may belong, or to no branch of the Government at all. I 
am opposed—for that would be the effect of this amendment—to build- 
ing up in this country a privileged class of any kind whatever. Let 
every man, young or old, stand upon his own merits. If this amend- 
ment should prevail it will have that effect and that effect alone, to 
build up a 3 class in our country; that is, that ten persons 
attending the Military Academy shall be appointed every year from 
the sons of those who are ly in the Army or the Navy. I have 
been unable to see the reason for it. Because the Government has con- 
ferred a great benefit upon A by appointing him to the Military Acad- 
emy or the Naval Academy a cadet, is his son therefore to have a prior 
right to a succession to the same high privilege over and above every 
thee young man, giving him by law as it were an inheritance to the 
right to office? That is the principle. It is nothing more; it is noth- 
ing less; and I think the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
New York both will fail to give a good reason why the amendment 
shonld oma and give a good reason too why it should be earried 
out in the spirit indicated by either of the Senators. 

I know that the reason assigned is that the Army and Navy have 
no representatives either in the Senate or the House. That is not 
true, but it is so stated ; I have had it said to me within the last few 
days upon this very subject. The sons of officers both of the Army 
and of the Navy are to-day and have been at all times in these insti- 
tutions; and it is no argument against them that their fathers held 
these positions prior to them, and it should be no argument in their 
favor. If it is an argument either way, in my judgment it is an argu- 
ment against them. Because we have conferred this high boon upon 
a family, upon A, that is no reason why As sons should Have a greater 
rens to be appointed to the academy than any other person. Icon- 
sider it a very high privilege. I consider that these high privileges 
and these great benefits should not be confined in any way by any 
rule, by any regulation ee qualification and ability; that these 
privileges should be spread throughout the whole country, should be 
confined to no family, but should permeate if possible all the families 
of this country, thereby the more attaching them to this country and 
this Government of ours, 

Let this amendment prevail, let it become the law, and you do build 
up in our country a privileged class, both in the Army and in the Navy, 


to which I am opposed. It is contrary to the spirit in which our in- 
stitutions were formed; it is contrary to the plain simplicity of a 
republican form of eee ; and contrary to the lessons that we 
on this side of the House have learned from the great leader of de- 
mocracy, and that is simplicity, and that the highest honor any one can 
have is to say that he is an American citizen and that office does not 
attach to or add to any person. So I say, Mr. President, that I am 

inst the spirit and I am against the amendment; I am against 
the object and against the purpose that the Senator from Maino seeks 
to accomplish by it. I think it is wrong in principle, and I hope that 
it will not be adopted. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I think the debate has developed the 
wisdom of the su ion I made to allow this whole matter to go to 
the Military Committee, and not embarrass this bill by it; and I hope 
the Senator from California, knowing that we are going to have 
enough 8 on the bill relative to other amendments put 
upon it by the Senate as regards the hospital and the sewerage and 
the water supply, will divest it from this additional load, and let the 
Military Committee devise some way of regulating the matter. I 
hope he will withdraw the amendment. 

. SARGENT. If I thought this would be a burden to the bill, I 
certainly would withdraw the amendment, because I know some other 
features of our amendments are very n ; but the provision 
which I offer is a plain and simple one and saves really $20,000 in 
annual ditures to the Military Academy. 

Mr. BECK. I agree with the Senator in his design. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think that will recommend it to the gentlemen 
whom we are accustomed to meet in conference committee. They are 
economical and careful gentlemen; andif it is readily demonstrated 
to them, as it can be in two minntes’ time with paper and pencil, that 
it saves $20,000 they will consent to the amendment. Their objections 
usually are to the extravagant expenditures of the Senate. There- ` 
fore this will enable us to more readily please the good nature of these 
gentlemen that they should concede some of the other items which 
we conceive are of the utmost importance, 

The amendment of my friend from Maine I hope will be withdrawn. 
The effect of it might be to build up a privileged class; that I lay less 
stress on; but it is certainly unjust to one-half of the States of the 
Union and the residents thereof, because they are excluded in effect 
or in very great measure from having any appointments at large 
under the terms of his amendment. It is hardly germane to the one 
I offer. I trust it will be withdrawn, and that the real reform which 
I propose will receive the nnanimous assent of the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY, I sincerely trust that the suggestion made by the 
Senator from California may be acted upon by the Senator from 
Maine. I have been a consistent friend of the Mili Academy 
throughout my life. With such an amendment as that it would be 
ere for me to Kappie the bill. It is visiting the sins of the 
fathers on the heads of the sons; it is in effect doing what the Sen- 
ator from California says: it is practically proclaiming to one-half of 
the peo le of this Union,“ You shall never have your sons appointed 
by the President of the United States to the Military Academy, how- 
ever worthy those sons may be, although they may not have been 
born when their fathers engaged under the stars and bars.” I believe 
4 to be unjust, and, second, it is the building up of a privileged 


c 

Mr. BLAINE. The remarks made by the Senator from California 
and the Senator from Texas give a construction and a purpose to the 
amendment which were entirely foreign to my intention, The ob- 
ject I had in view (and the Senator from West Virginia will be good 
enough to observe it) is this: There are in the Army of the United 
States several thousand officers; there are twenty-five thousand non- 
commissioned officers and enlisted men. There are in thé Navy, I do 
not know exactly how many officers, but, take the Navy all through, 
it embraces eight or nine thousand men. There are really, in effect, 
then, some thirty-five or thirty-six thousand men, however much 
you may talk about their being identified with any district, who in 
the main, in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, have no political 
connection whatever. They will not be looked out for by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia or by myself in the ordinary administration 
of patronage as it They do not belong to the body-politic at 
home in the States or in the districts. The original design of this 
provision of law was to give that body of men a chance and to give 
them something that should be specially dedicated to them. They 
are a larger body of men than belong to an average district in the 
country. There are very few congressional districts in this country 
that throw thirty-five thousand votes; there are very few that throw 
over twenty thousand votes. Here are thirty-five thousand men who 
are practically excluded. Instead of making a privileged class, the 
8 is the case: you exclude the children of these men from the 
academy. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator's amendment would give them ten 
times as many as a con ional district has. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ten times as many as a congressional district! 

Mr. SARGENT. It has only one. 

Mr. BLAINE. But it is for all time. I have changed my amend- 
ment to “the descendants.” When you come to take in not only the 
thirty-five thousand living, but all the generations—— 

Mr. SARGENT. No; in each nating class they have ten. 

Mr. BLAINE. But I say the class to be selected from is not merely 
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the thirty-five thousand that are at that time existing in the Army 
and Navy, but all who have been in the Army and Navy and all their 
relatives. Ibeg the attention of the Senator from Texas, who him- 
self was an honorable officer of what is now termed the old Army, and 
a graduate of the Academy, to the fact that this is nothing less than 
simply confining it to where it was originally designed to be. It 
never got there except on that idea. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Maine is too wise a man to place 
that before the e epr the effect of it being clearly seen. 
At the time that was p 158 855 he has stated at the suggestion 
of General Scott, there never had been a civil war in this country, as 
there had been in every other civilized country in the world. A dif- 
ferent condition of things exists to-day from what existed at that time; 
and yet the Senator loses sight of that fact, and practically puts the 
seal of condemnation upon the sons of those who participated in the 
late war. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the Senator is unduly sensitive. Take his 
own case, His son would be entitled to admission. This is not a 
thing aimed at anybody. It is only a thing to be gained for the 
Army, and it is certainly no discrimination in terms. The very next 
section in the Revised Statutes to that which has been read is a pos- 
itive discrimination. 

Mr. MAXEY. One additional point. The Southern States have 
Representatives from every congressional district. It is not in the 
power of the Senator from Maine or of anybody else to dictate to 
those Representatives whom they shall appoint. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course not. 

Mr. MAXEY. The effect of which is that they can appoint the sons 
of rebels. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course. 

Mr. MAXEY. And yet you will deprive the President of the United 
States, under his power oF appointing ten, from exercising the same 
privilege which is exercised by every Representative from the South- 
ern States. { 

Mr. BLAINE. You do not raise that question; you 1 give to 
the Army and Navy what has been considered their own. The Sen- 
ator will bear with me while I say that it is entirely foreign to the 
point. I never had that idea in my head of discrimination against 
anybody or any State. This is a uisite and a beneficence to the 
Army, not for to-day or for yesterday, but for all time. That was the 
origin of it, and it ought to be confined there. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will simply look at the Army rolls for 
years and years he will see that the system of appointing these 
ten cadets by the President of the United States from the Army or 
from the Navy was never adopted as a system until the administra- 
tion of President Grant. 

Mr, BLAINE. I beg pardon, That is a 157 555 of fact. Of course 
the Senator has looked at it. He may be better informed than I, but 
I think he will find himself in error. I have offered my amendment, 
and the Senate will deal with it as it pleases. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine will be read as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the pend- 
ing amendment the following: 

The ten cadets a) ted at 8 in all be taken from among the 
descendants of 82 have — in the 5 of the United Steg 

Mr. BLAINE. The suggestion was made by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that this subject should not incumber the bill. If the Senator 
from California is willing to accede to that suggestion, I am. Other- 
wise I want the sense of the Senate upon my proposition. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well. Let us have the sense of the Senate 
upon it, 

Mr. BLAINE, All right. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let us understand it, if we are going to rush 
through a provision in the bill to cut off half the southern States. I 
am not here to talk about conciliation or to array myself with those 
who do; but I ony 2 will not knowingly vote to place a provision on 
this or any other bill which shall discriminate in effect, although I 
do not believe in intention, sgena one-half the States of the country. 
The other proposition which I advanced had nothing in it that I think 
reflected upon anybody; it made discriminations in favor of nobody, 
but simply called the country back to a correct practice written 
plainly in the law, but which, by some oversight or the gradual aggres- 
sions of power upon the statute, had led to an expensive and wrong 

ractice. That stands by itself and is properly upon the bill, and is 
in the direction of safety. I trust the Renate is with me, If not, of 
course it will be voted down; but the other proposition rests on a 
different basis. < 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be good enongh to explain how this 
anen 1 to his amendment does cut off one-half of the southern 

tates 

Mr. SARGENT. Because it provides that only the descendants of 
officers of the Army and Navy of the United States shall be appointed 
cadets at large to the Military Academy, and it is very well known 
of whom the officers of the Army and Nayy are made up, of those 
who fought with the country and the North during the late rebellion, 
. in the Army and Navy, the great overwhelming proportion of 
them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. SARGENT. Not until I answer the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator desires—— 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not yield. Iam endeavoring to answer the 
Senator from Massachusetts and to say that while the Senator might 
be able to show one, two, or twenty instances where persons in the 
course of years might come in from the Southern States, still the gen- 
eral effect of such a provision would be that a vast proportion of the 
appointments must come from the Northern because the vast 
proportion of the officers of the Army and Navy are now in the North- 
ern States as the result of the rebellion, owing to the adhesion of the 
North to the Union. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the Senator allow me now one moment? I did 
not bring this issue here; I dislike to have it here. Senators insist 
that there is some discrimination. If they want that issue, I say that 
the Union Army is entitled to ten cadets more. That is the point. If 
you want the issue I will take that. If you say that is a discrimina- 
tion, that those who fought for the Union shall not be entitled, with 
a vastly r population, to even ten cadets more, if you will have 
it so, take the issue. did not bring it here; I had no idea of it; but 
I am perfectly willing to stand before the country on it, if the Sen- 
ator from California wants it. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator can make nothing at my expense by 
that kind of argument. My record for loyalty or devotion to the 
country, or to the republican party, or to anything that he sees fit to 
stand up here and declare his attachment for, running in that direc- 
tion, is as well understood and as pronounced at least as his own. 
Nothing is to be made by that kind of argument applied tome. I 
did not bring in this question. I mildly and pleasantly suggested to 
the Senator when he first brought it up that I did not favor it and 
that I did object to it because it was a discrimination against the 
Southern States, and I thought that ought not 20 be. He saw fit still 
to insist upon it, and now that Senators claim a right to be sensitive 
becanse of this matter, then he says if I want the issue it may be 
made. Ishrink from no issue which is necessary to be made, or to 
express any opinions I have on the subject. Let the Senator talk to 
Senators from the Sonthern States, not to me, and certainly not at- 
tempt to assume that I do not dare to meet him upon that question 
or any other. 

Mr. BLAINE. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. SARGENT. Appertaining to his or my loyalty. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is all nonsense, 

Mr. SARGENT. Then the Senator should not talk it. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator himself, after I had three times dis- 
claimed the slightest intention of it in the world and gave reason 
why it had no applicability in that direction, insisted that 1 was trying 
to do nig pig: as punch or thrust at the Southern States. There is 
nothing of the kind. If Senators want to let the matter go as it has 

me under Lincoln, Grant, Buchanan, and Pierce, and all the Presi- 

ents for the last thirty years of both parties, I am willing it should ;- 
but if. you are going to cut down the cadets at 1 to ten instead of 
forty, as the number has been, I say to carry out the original sugges- 
tion of General Scott when this law first went on the statute-books, 
these cadetships should be given to the Army of the United States. 
If gentlemen see that there is in that discrimination intended, or any 
kind of indirect insult or irritation to anybody, they see a great deal 
further through a millstone than I do. Acts of that kind are to be 
interpreted by intention. I say it belongs fairly to the rey Gide or 
forty thousand men in the Army now, or who will be in the y for 
all generations to come, no matter where they come from, Nortli, 
South, East, or West. It is but proper and fair to them. 

Mr. SARGENT, I ey declared my judgment of the effect of 
this amendment, carefully saying that was not its intention. The 
Senator knows that I so said, for he looked at me at the time I said 
it and observed that I said it. I have not thought of arguing the 
motives at all. I desire to say, however, that the effect of it is sach, 
notwithstanding it might not have the intention ; and I object to the 
legislation, not on account of the intention of the Senator or any 
other Senator, but on account of the effect it would have upon the 
country. Now, as I understand, that is the effect of it, and that is 
why I object to it. I hope it will be rejected. 

Mr. DORSEY. I make the point of order that the amendment to 
the amendment is not in order; that it is not germane to anything 
on the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is too late. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SARGENT. It is entirely too late to raise such a question 
now. 

Mr. CONKLING. It has been received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If I am entitled to the floor I desire to make a 
remark or two, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then I am not indebted to the Senator from 
California for the right to proceed ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Not at all; but will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. 

„ OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota declines 
to yield. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then the Senator does exactly what I did. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. The amiability of the gentleman has been very 
prominent to-day. I rose a few minutes ago to ascertain what the 
character of the amendment was before being called on to vote upon 
it. As I understand the amendment to the amendment, neither the 
intention of the mover nor the words of the amendment itself have 
any such effect as has been attributed to them by the Senator from 
California. As I understand the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine, it merely limits the President, in the selection of ten cadets at 
large, to the descendants of persons who had served at some time in 
the history of our country, or who shall at some time hereafter serve 
in the Army or Navy of the United States. There is no restriction 
as to whether any such person has at any other time been in any 
other army or taken any course which would affect his relations to 
the Government of the United States. Neither the language of the 
amendment nor the intention of the Senator from Maine embraces 
any such thing as that. The President in the selection of a cadet at 
large could select a descendant of any officer who served in the Mex- 
ican war, no odds what may have been his course since that time. 
He could select, too, the descendant of any person who has been in 
any of the wars of the United States, or of one who has been in the 
Army and not in any of the wars in which the Government has been 
concerned. It seems to me that it is a very far-fetched objection to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine to raise a question of this 
kind. Certainly nothing of this kind ted itself to me when 
the amendment was offered, and I am unable to see on what words in 
the amendment to the amendment it could be insisted that such 
would be the effect. 

Mr. HOAR. I inquired of the Senator from California why it was 
that he thought the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
excluded the people of any State in the Union from the military school 
under this method of appointment, to which hereplied that the amend- 
ment confined the President in the selection of t ten cadets to the 
children of officers of the Army and Navy, and that those officers were 


mainly from States which had not gone into the rebellion, Now, in | p 


the first place, the amendment to the amendment does not so contine 
the discretion of the President. It is confined to the descendants of 
persons who have served, admitting, as I have no doubt the Senator 
from Maine intended to admit, the common soldier and sailor in proper 
cases equally with the officer. 

Mr. BLAINE, It is so expressly mentioned. 

Mr. HOAR. It happens that over twelve years ago a war termi- 
nated in which for four years a large portion of the people of nearly 
half the States in this country were concerned. Is there any doubt 
that both before and since that war, is there any doubt that durin 
that war there were from every State in this Union soldiers and sail- 
ors enough, officers enough, serving in the armies of the Union to 
afford the President abundant material for giving those States their 
representatives? The whole appointment to be made under this 

rovision is the appointment of two persons and a fraction a year. 
. f t will take the President four years, administering the law as it is 
roposed, to get his ten cadets from the entire country. Does the 
8 from California seriously claim that every n in the 
Southern States, as the Senator from Maine well said, as the very 
Senator from Texas who made the objection said, who before the 
rebellion, whether he went into it or not, served in the Army or Navy 
ol the United States, is estopped, so that none of his descendants for- 
ever can receive these appointments; or that bind person coming 
from a State in the rebellion who served on the loyal side (and there 
were a large number of such persons from every one of those States) 
is himself estopped, so that from none of his descendants for all time 
can these appointments be made? 

Mr. BLAINE. One moment. The Senator is entirely right. Every 
descendant of a revolutionary soldier in the South, every descendant 
of a soldier of the war of 1812 in the South, every descendant of a 
man who took part in the Mexican war, the son of Jefferson Davis, 
the son of Joseph E. Johnston, the son of Albert Sidney Johnston, of 
Longstreet, of the Hills—every one of them in the army in Mexico— 
can be appointed under the provision. 

Mr. HOAR. It only puts those persons who went into the rebellion 


and who have never served in the Union Army precisely in the same | P 


sg with every person dwelling in the Northern States who did 
not go into the Union Army. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine places all the people of the South where it places his descend- 
ants and mine and those of the Senator from California. It does seem 
to me that, in restricting this narrow discretion of from two to three 
cadets annually to the President, it is ore that the soldiers of the 
Army and the sailors of the Navy and the officers of the Army and of 
the Navy should have this preference, and that the objection to it 
does not possess the weight of the objections which usually come from 
the Senator from Texas and the Senator from California. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I have been endeavoring to avoid this 
discussion because of the effect it may have on the bill. The Senator 
from California introduced his substitute for the third section u 
the express ground that it was the only true construction of existing 
law, and I think the Senator from New York agreed to it. That 
being the case, I saw no very serious objection to his amendment, 
although I was afraid it would embarrass the bill. But when the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine came in it presented a serious 
embarrassment, growing out of section 1218 of the Revised Statutes. 
I am very sure, after what the Senator from Maine has said, that he 


had no intention of making any discrimination. Section 1218 of the 
Revised Statutes provides 955 

No person who has served in capacity in the military, 
of the so-called Confederate States, or of ei „FFC 
the late rebellion, shall be appointed to any position in the Army of the United 


That being the provision of the Revised Statutes, it seems to me 
that the amendment of the Senator from Maine would necessarily 
exclude the descéndants of all that class of people, whether he in- 
tended it or not. 

Po 8 BLAINE. They can be appointed from the congressional dis- 
cts. 


Mr, BECK. They can. 

Mr. BLAINE. The amendment excludes the descendants of the 
Senator from Kentucky. It excludes my own. It excludes more 
people North than it does South. The amendment now on the table 
ae udes two in the North where it excludes one in the Sonth—two 

one. 

Mr. BECK. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia does not seem to exclude anybody. Under the present law the 
President has the right to select any person he chooses, without lim- 
itation. While I believe that the intention and the object of the 
present law was to allow the sons of men who had been in the Army 
to be appointed to West Point, yet the President has not been com- 

lled and is not by existing law compelled to appoint them. The 

hief Executive must be presumed to exercise the discretion given 
to him, in a judicious way. But with section 1218 standing on the 
statute-book I think it is a question that ought to go to some com- 
mittee for careful investigation and we should not run the risk of 
embarrassing this bill by 1 a provision to it as part of 
it. My anxiety is to save the bill if I can and to have no difficult 
questions connected with it. - 

Mr. WINDOM. I raise the point of order that this amendment 
10 general legislation and is therefore out of order. 

„ BLAINE. Which one? 
Mr. WINDOM. Both the amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I raise the point of order that the point of order 
comes too date. By unanimous consent the amendments have been 
a long while discussed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read Rule 40. 

Mr. CONKLIN G. I was going to call attention to Rule 40. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

40. A question of order may be raised at any state of the business, except when 
the Senate is dividing, and, when raised, shall be decided by the Presiding Officer, 
without debate, subject to an 1 to tho Senate; or he may submit any question 
of order for the decision of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will now read Rule 29, aud 
the Chair will then submit the question to the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

29. No amendment which proposes general 

appropriation bill; nor shall any amendment not 

o subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amendment to 
any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly relate thereto ; 
and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, when raised, shail 
be submitted to the Senate and decided without debate; and any amendment to a 
general appropriation bill may be laid on the table without prejudice to the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. As this question is to be submitted to the Senate, 
may I inquire of the objector upon what part of that rule does he 
ground his objection, or wherein does he consider this amendment 
offensive to it 

Mr. WINDOM. “No amendment which proposes general legisla- 
tion shall be received to any general appropriation bill.“ 

Mr. CONKLING. That is not this amendment. This does not pro- 
pose general legislation. 

Mr. SARGENT. By my amendment we are simply putting a con- 
dition on the appropriations for the Military Academy. 
he Ng It is not a qualification of the amount appropriated 

the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a qualification upon it. It is a condition 
laced upon it. It simply reduces the amount $20,000. 

Mr. WINDOM. Let the amendment be read agai 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from California in lieu of section 3 of the bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the cadets at at the Military Academy shall not hereafter exceed ten 
in all; and no new appointments at large shall be made until the number of such 
cadets heretofore appointed falls below ten. 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from New York, if that is not 
general legislation, what constitutes general legislation ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I will answer that it is not, and I think I can 
make the distinction very clear upon several grounds. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is what I want. I do not understand it. 

Mr. CONKLING. In the first place, this amendment is not to change 
existing law, but to reaffirm it. In the next place it is e as a 
substitute for these words which came to the Senate in the House bill: 

That only such number of the graduates of the United States Military Academy 
in any one year shall be entitled to a tment as second lieutenants in the Army 
to fill vacancies of 


legislation shall be received to any 
ane or relevant to 


as are requ grade existing on the Ist day of July in 
each year; those entitled oni peng eid tang AaS dad wales ager aby tho 
academic board on the basis of their standing in the graduating class. And 


after no supernumerary officers shall be attached to any company or corps of the 
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Academy who are not appointed to the 
be discharged upon the graduation of 


Mr. WINDOM. That undoubtedly was general legislation. 

Mr.CONKLING. But it was in the bill, The rule does not declare 
that it is out of order for the Honse tosend us a general appropriation 
bill with general legislation upon it. Certainly the Senator does not 
mean that, ) 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand that. I raise no point upon the pro- 
vision in the bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, but the Senator does not seem to take the 
force of my suggestion. Here comes a bill which, as part of the origi- 
nal text, has a provision touching a certain topic. The Senator from 
California moves to change that, to perfect the text before the motion 
is taken on the committee’s suggestion to strike it out altogether; 
and his amendment relates not only to the same subject, but to the 
same application of it. He pro to reduce by thirty the very per- 
sons referred to here as the superfluous persons who may be discharged. 
He proposes to dispense with them in another way, and it so happens 
that his proposition to do that is simply by re-enacting and declaring 
existing law. That is not general legislation originating in the Sen- 
ate and pro to an appropriation bill, but it is dealing with the 
text of the bill as it ands and simply perfecting that text prior to 

ng the sense of the Senate upon the motion to strike it out alto- 
ther. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, it seems to me that the House, by 
p general legislation upon an appropriation bill, cannot change 
our rules on the subject. I think we could not offer such an amend- 
ment as section 3, which comes to us in the bill from the House, and 


Army, and all graduates of the 
Army under the provisions of this act 
their class. 


which it is proposed to strikeout. The fact that the House proposed | Dorsey, 


it does not change the application of the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I understand the Senator from Minnesota ? 
Does he mean that under our rules if the House of Representatives 
send us an appropriation bill in which we find a provision falling 
under the description of general legislation, it is not in order for us 
to consider that provision here and amend it, strike it out, or agree 
with it, or do what we please with it? l 

Mr. WINDOM. A literal application of the rule certainly does not 
give that power. I do not know anything about what a strict con- 
struction of the rule would compel us to do. 

Mr. CONKLING. We should be in a very remarkable strait-jacket, 
to be sure, if the House, under their rule, sent us a provision on an 
appropriation bill or any other bill that, when it came here, we were 
uot at liberty to deal with. Every parliamentary writer declares, 
I think without exception, that the right to deal with a bill or prop- 
osition at all implies the right to change it, to reverse it, to transform 
it, to agree to it, to reject it, to 3 it to any process known to 
parliamentary proceedings. If the Senator is right, the House sends 
us an appropriation bill with general legislation upon it. I do not 
know 5 to the strict construction of the rule what we should 
be at liberty to do; but I see very clearly that we should be at lib- 
erty to do almost nothing in the exercise of our privileges as an inde- 
pendent le tive body. That cannot be, certainly; I never heard 
it suggested in the Senate before that that was the exact rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the objection of the Senator from 
Minnesota to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Califor- 
nia, or to the amendment tothe amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maine, or to both of them? 

Mr. WINDOM. I make the point of order against both. 

Mr. MAXEY. Lask of the Chair what is the question! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asked the Senator from 
Minnesota if his point of order was raised against both amendments 
or against one. 

Mr. WITHERS. There is only one pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment now pending is the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine to the amendment 
pro by the Senator from California; and the Chair will now 
submit to the Senate the question, shall the point of order made by 
the Senator from Minnesota be sustained ? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the rule which is cited prohibits the reception of the amendment 
to which it refers. Now, this amendment has been received, debated, 
and an amendment to it proposed, which, in its turn, has been re- 
ceived and debated. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator can make his statement stronger 
than that, if he will allow me. When it was offered, the Senator from 
Kentucky made an inquiry about it. The Senator from California 
appealed to him that even if the point of order could be made upon 
it, he wished he wonld not do it. Thereupon, the su 
withdrawn, and, by unanimous consent, if was recei 
tion had been drawn to it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, therefore, that the objection comes 
quite too late, and that the Senate will find itself seriously embarrassed 
if it should now affirm the precedent that a point of order can be 
made and must be hereafter sustained on the objection of any one 
member after an amendment has been received and debated. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, This debate is proceeding by unan- 


VII 109 


after atten- 


imous consent, and with such consent the Senator from Minnesota 
can be heard. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have so much doubt about it myself since the 
discussion that I prefer to withdraw the point of order; and I move 
to lay the amendment to the amendment on the table. That will 
test the sense of the Senate 5 the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The tor from Minnesota moves 
to lay the amendment of the Senator from Maine to the amendment 
of the Senator from California, on the table. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let us have the yeds and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask that the amendment to the amendment 


be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the 
Senator from California, 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the 
amendment : 


The ten cadets appointed at large shall in all cases be taken from the 
descendants of thaso who have served in the Army or Navy of the United States 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 40, nays 
13; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 
Bailey, Eustis, Mecreery argait 
Beck, Garland, Matthews, — 
Booth, Gordon, Maxey, Teller, 
8 bt Pai,’ Hareton, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Jameron s 
Cockrell, Hil, organ, Wallace, 
Davis of Minois, Johnston Paddock, Whyte, 
Davis af W. Va, Jones of Florida, Windom, 
A Jones of Nevada, Withers, 
NAYS—13. 
Anthony, Dawes, Kirkwood, Spencer. 
0, Hamlin, McMillan, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Morrill, 
; Ingalls, Rollins, 
ABSENT—23. 
Armstrong, Cok Grover, Oglesby, 
— Cono Kellogg Sanlsbury, 
a ver, A A 
Break Lamar. Sharon, 
Butler, Edmunds, McDonald, Wadleigh. 
Chaffee, Ferry, McPherson, 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is now upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from California. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Ishould like to have that amendment reported 


again. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed in lieu of the third section of 
the bill to insert: 
That the cadets at at the Military Academy shall not hereafter exceed ten 


in all, and no new a tments at large shall be made until the number of such 
cadets heretofore appointed falls below ten. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I move to strike out the word “ten“ where it 
occurs in the amendment and to insert “forty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
just pro by the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the 
Senator from California. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I wish to explain in a very few words the 
grounds upon which I move the amendment. From the reading of 
the section in the Revised Statutes a little while ago by the Senator 
from New York, assuming there are no other provisions of the law 
affecting the right interpretation of that section, which I understand 
the Senator from New York says is the fact, it seems to me that his 
construction of it is altogether correct, and that the existing law in 
force, I know not for how Jong a time, ought in fact to have pre- 
vented presidential appointments to West Point in excess of the 
number of ten at any time, whereas in point of fact, as I understand, 
the 8 has been to appoint ten Fonna so that the practice 
has been to have ten presidential cadets iy in each class, there 
being four classes in the course. It is assumed by the text of the 
amendment as p by tho Senator from California that the 
number in excess of ten is too large, owing to the practice to which 
reference has been made, and it is now 23 to rigidly enforce 
the strict execution of the provision of law until by graduation or 
otherwise the number of presidential cadets shall have been reduced 
below the number of ten, and then to permit only such vacancies as 
may occur in that number to be filled by the President appointing 


estion was | them 


If it be the right policy to limit the number of those appointments 
and there be any substantial and sufficient ground in the public inter- 
est for doing so, perhaps it ought to be done now as well as at any 
previous time; but I submit to the Senate whether there is any rea- 
son why the practice, which seems to have become inveterate, shall 
be corrected in this way and at this time, when the effect of it neces- 
sarily, as I assume, must be actually to prevent any appointment at 
large of cadets at West Point during the entire currency of this pres- 
idential term. In that view and to test the sense of the Senate npon 
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that point I submit an amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from California, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. WINDO I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio to the amendment will not be adopted. I think the amendment 
offered by the Senator from California is right. The object to be 
accomplished is a reduction of the number of cadets at West Point. 
The bill as it came to us from the House of eee sought 
to do that by dismissing a portion of the cadets use there would 
be no place for them in the Army. I think, if we have no places to 
fill, we should uate a smaller number. The amendment would 
reduce the number thirty; it is in the light of economy, and carries 
out the idea of reducing the number of graduates, which has been 
nopi to beaccomplished by other means and which cannot be accom- 
pie ed in any other way, because you cannot very well take them 

m any one district in the United States; and it seems to me this 
is about the only way in which the number can bereduced. I there- 
fore hope that the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio to 
the amendment of the Senator from California will be voted down 
and that the amendment offered by the Senator from California will 


be ay 705 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I inquire of the Senator why the object could 
not be accomplished by retaining in the bill the provision as it came 
from the House ? 

Mr. WINDOM. It can hardly be necessary under the theory upon 
which the West Point Academy was organized to graduate a num 
of young men whose services are not needed in the Army. The pro- 
vision of the billas it came from the House is to dismiss them when 

uated. That is stricken out, and it is now sought to accomplish 
the same aber a reduction in number, in the only way in which it 
seems pract cable to one it. I shall move to lay the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment on the table, unless 
there be further remarks to be submitted on it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make an addition to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from California, to which, I am quite sure, he 
will It is merely to prevent a possible misconstraction of the 
amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. Merely for the purpose of testing the question, not 
desiring to cut off debate, I move to lay the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota, to lay the amendment to the amendment on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the pend- 
ing amendment: 

eee ee e uire the discharge of any cadet here- 
tofore appointed. 555 f y 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to that. That was the inten- 
tion of the original amendment. I will accept that as part of my 
amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. If I understand the question now before the 
Senate, it is upon striking out the third section and inserting the 
amendment offered by the Senator from California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the question now before the 
Senate. The Senator from California has accepted the amendment 
propag by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

3 THURMAN . Mr. President, I want to vote for the proposition 
of the Senator from California because it has been my opinion for 
years, and I have often expressed it to the Senate, that the number 
of cadets both at West Point and Annapolis ought to be reduced at 
least one-half. I had hoped that the Military or Naval Committee 
would report legislation to that effect long before this time. I am 
therefore in favor of every step that tends to reduce the number of 
cadets at West Point at least one-half, and the same way in regard 
to Annapolis; but, if Co will not begin at that end, then I am 
in favor of the third section of the bill as it passed the House. I am 
not in favor of having the number of officers in the United States 
Army that we now have in proportion to the number of men. The 
number of officers is altogether disproportionate to the number of 
men and in t excess of what it ought to be. 

Mr. EATON. We cannot help it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whether we can help that or not, this third sec- 
tion will help it, if it is left in. It is said that may 3 the 
cadets who graduate there. It will not disappoint them if they know 
beforehand that this is the law; and the academy will still provide 
military education to a number of young men who when the occa- 
sion requires can be called into service, just as the agricultural col- 
leges now provide a military education for a number of young men 
who are thereby fitted for the military service. I do therefore in- 
sist that, if we will not begin at the other end and eut down the 
number of cadets to be appointed to West Point and to Annapolis, 
we ought to adopt the legislation of the House and provide that they 
shall not necessarily receive commissions in the Army. If the third 
section is stricken out and the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is inserted then the third section is gone entirely as it passed 
the House. While I am entirely in favor of the proposition of the 
Senator from California, I must vote against the motion to strike out 
the third section. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California having 
accepted the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoar, ] the question now before the Senate is, Shall the 
amendment of the Senator from California, as modified, be agreed to! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon striking 
out the third section as amended. 

Mr. SARGENT. No; the motion to strike out and insert is not 
divisible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to strike out and insert 
is not divisible. The Senator is right. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Imisunderstood the motion. I understood that 
this was a motion to amend the third section and that then the ques- 
tion would be on striking out the third section as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is what the Chair understood. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a misunderstanding then. So let the ques- 
tion be taken squarely on my amendment to that section. Lask that 
the question be taken over again. 

Mr. EATON. The motion was to strike out and insert, and let it 
be tried 5850 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I ask for a division of the question. 

Mr. EATON. You cannot divide it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Lask that the question be taken on the motion 
to strike out, and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question to strike out alone and 
insert is not divisible. The Chair will overrule that point of order, 
but will submit it to the Senate,if the Senator from Ohio desires it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is now, Will the Senate 
agree to the amendment proposed by the Senator from California, 
striking ont 125 al section and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
pro y him 

r. MATTHEWS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that my colleague [Mr. CHAFFEE] is 
detained from the Senate to-day on account of ill-health. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays,resulted—yeas 42, nays 
11; as follows: 


YEAS—42, 
Allison, Denn Jones of Nevada, Randolph, 
Beck, 8 ernan, Rollins, 
Booth, Eaton, Kirkwood, Sargen 
8 Pe 8 bef ee 
Camer on 1 oMillan, * 
Cameron of Wis., Hamlin, Maxey, ‘Teller. 
C A Harris, Merrimon, Whyte, 
Cockrell, Hill, Mitchell, Windom, 
8 Hoar, — Withers 
Davis of W. Va., Ingalls, M 
Dawes, Jonesof Florida, Patterson, 

NAYS— 11 
Anthony, Gar! Pad vi 
Bailey, 3 iar Nan Wee” 
Blaine, Matthews, ‘Thurman, 

ABSENT —23. 

Armstrong, Coke, Howe, Oglesb; 
Barnum, Conover, Johnston, ‘Benson’ 
Bayard, Davis of Illinois, Kellogg, Saulsbury, 
Bruce, Edmun Lamar, 5 
Butler, Ferry, McDo Wadleigh. 
Chaffee, Grover, MoPherson, 


So the amendment of Mr. SARGENT was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I now move to add an additional section to the 
bill, in these words: 

That only such number of the graduates of the United States Military Academy 
in any one year shall be entitled to sponta as second lieutenants in the Army 
as are required to fill vacancies of that grade existing on the Ist day of July in 
cach year; and all graduates of the Lapin’ ADY who aro not appointed to 

t 


. 5 the provisions of this ac be discharged upon the graduation 
ro 

Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire if that provides for cadets now ap- 
pointed and in the academy? 

Mr. THURMAN. e dee 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that amendment in order, Mr. President? 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam willing to amend in the respect suggested 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It ought to be amended so as not to apply to any 


cadets now in the Military Academy. 

Mr. ALLISON. That makes it inoperative for four or five years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That only such number of the graduates of the United States Military Academy 
in any one year shall be entitled to appointment as second lieutenants in the Army 
as are required to fill vacancies of 9 existing on the Ist day of July in 
each year; and all graduates of the tary Academy who are not appointed to 
the Army under the provisions of this act shall be upon the 
of their class; but this section shall not apply to cadets now at said academy. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to lay the amendment of the Senator from Ohio on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment in order? It is new legisla- 


tion. 
Mr. THURMAN, It is in the bill as it came from the House. 
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Mr. ALLISON. But it has been stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved to lay the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is offered as a new proposition and a new sec- 
tion. 

Mr. THURMAN. Would it not be rather novel for us to say that a 
provision in the bill from the House is new legislation, and that we 
will not consider it ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate only proceeds by unani- 
mous consent. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota to lay the proposed amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. But, Mr. President, I have endeavored to raise a 
point of order as to the amendment itself. d 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair understood the Senator 
from Minnesota to make the motion before the point of order was 
raised. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from Minnesota to lay on the table the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. RMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken resulted—yeas 
28, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Anth Christianos j H tin? Rollins, 
ony, A am 
Blaine, yi Conklin 7 Hoar, Sargent, 
Booth, Davis „ Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Bruce, Dawes, Kirkwood, Spencer, 
Burnside, Dorsey, Me eller, 
Cameron of Pa., Eaton, Morrill, Windom. 
NAYS—25. 
Bailey, ene ee 8 
„ 0! tehel, allace, 
Davis of West Va., K Whyte, 
eCreery, Paddock, Withers. 
Gordon, McPherson, Plumb, 
ws, Randolph, 
Hereford, Maxey, Thurman, i 
ABSENT—23. 
Armstron, Coke, Howe, Oglesby, 
Bayard,” i Edmunds, Jones ot Florida,  Saulsbury. 
mun ones A 
„ a A 
eo, „ ' 
Gees McDonald, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. THURMAN. The understanding was that the Pacific Railroad 
sinking-fund bill was only laid aside informally. Was not that the 
understanding of the Senator from Minnesota? I said yesterday I 
would consent to postpone it that he might proceed with his appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. My motion was a general one to postpone all prior 
orders. I did not remember the understanding. 

Mr, THURMAN. Has the Senator any other appropriation bill to 
proceed with? 

Mr. WINDOM. Not now. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I move to take up Senate bill No. 15, so 
that it may be the unfinished business; and when it is taken up I 
will consent that it may be laid aside informally, and my colleague 
[Mr. MatrHEws] will hold the floor for to-morrow, and the Senate 
bare et snc to-day with other business, 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio pro 

that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 15) to 
alter and amend the act entitled “An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and visas line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other p ” approved July 1, 1862, and also to 
alter and amend the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, in amend- 
ment of said first-named act. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now, I ask the Senator from Ohio to give way to 
me while I sipan to the Senate to tako up the Hot Springs bill. 

Mr. THUR . I want to take up this bill, and then I will agree 
that it may be laid aside informally, and that the Senate may take 
up any bill it pleases, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio is now before the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now it may be laid aside informally by unani- 
mous consent, and the Senate can do whatever it pleases. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. With the understanding that I have the floor 
for to-morrow ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Now I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill 


have it applied in any way to the 


(S. No. 490) supplementary to an act entitled “An act in relation to 
the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas.” 
Mr. WHYTE. Let it be reported for information first. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information. 
Mr. DORSEY. I ask that the Secretary omit the stricken out. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Public ds propose to 
strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 


the let day of October, 187 e e pe at the rate of $5,000 per annum 


S 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

yo% WHYTE. Is there any increase of salary here? I should like 
to know. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is a slight increase of salary, very trifling. 
The salary under the old bill was $10 a day; this is made to be at the 
rate of $5,000 per annum. But the commission is required to conclude 
labors on the Ist day of October next. That is all the change 

ere is. 

Psa 3 of West Virginia. Does it not inerease the number of 
officers 

Mr, PADDOCK. No, sir; it does not increase the commission. It 
authorizes the commissioners to appoint an additional stenographer 
or reporter, if such a 3 should be n in order to e ite 
their labors. It is desirable that they should conclude their labors 
at the earliest possible day, so that claimants, those who have been 
squatters, so to speak, upon this land the title to which has been 
determined to be in the Government shall know exactly what their 
rights are, if they have any. Some persons have constructed build- 
ings on the reservation. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Does it make an appropriation? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It makes no ne Rates 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How are they to be paid? 

Mr. PADDOCK. All the expenses are to be defrayed by sales of 
the property, as I understand. 

Mr. DORSEY. Appropriations have already been made out of the 

of the United States, where all the money arising from the 
sale of the property is placed by virtue of the law passed last year to 
pay the expenses of this commission. The salary of the commission- 
ers is increased from $10 a day to $5,000 a year from the expiration 
of their present term, which is the Ist of April, for whatever exten- 
sion is given by this bill, which I hope will be longer than the com- 
mittee reported. It wae to be a year, as my friend from Maine 
[Mr. BLAINE] suggests. e compensation of 810 a day for gentle- 
men living in distant States having to go to Hot Springs with their 
families to spend some time there is very mean, to say the least, when 
we consider that these men are passing upon property values amount- 
ing, I believe, in the aggregate to several millions of dollars. I be- 
lieve the commissioners are known, at least two of them, to every 
member of the Senate; and gentlemen here can appreciate the fact 
that $10 a day is wholly inadequate to pay the expenses of themselves 
and families at this watering-place. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
a question if he does not object. 

Mr. DORSEY. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Do I understand that the poor people who have 
‘one and settled on that land are to be turned off without — 
on, and that they have not been supplied with wood? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DORSEY. I do not care to go into the Montana question or to 
ot Springs. [Laughter.] It has 
a eea a few days since a very large supply of wood there was 

urned up. 

Now, in relation to the increased number of officers which the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia inquires about, the commission have asked 
and they must have, in order to complete their work even in twelve 
months, two or three additional stenographers. I have in my hand a 
letter from a member of the commission, who was formerly a member 
of this body, wherein he states briefly the amount of work that is now 
before them and the amount of work the commission has yet to do. I 
do not know that it is . to read the letter, but the truth is 
that there will be about thirty-five thousand pages of foolscap when 
the entire testimony is written out, and at present they have steno- 
graphic notes that it will require one stenographer twelve months to 
write ont. As their time expires in April, it will be seen that it is 
essential to have an additional number of stenographers and to have 
their time extended. 

Mr. President, I propose in line 8 after the word of” to strike out 
the word “October” and insert “February.” My friend from Maine 
suggests April, but I think they can get through by February. 

. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That would involve a change of 
the year to 1879. 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes; inthefollowingline “eight” should be stricken 

out and “nine” i 5 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas proposes 
to amend the amendment of the committee by striking out “ Betober, 
1878,” and inserting “ February, 1879.” 

Mr. WITHERS. I do not like to an nize these matters much, 
but still I think that it is adding a good deal to the cost as well as to 
the continuance of this commission, which, when it was created, as 
well as I remember, it was expected would complete its labors by the 
Ist of April next. Theincrease of compensation and then the increase 
of time I regard as objectionable, and ae f cannot support 
either. I would much prefer an amendment providing that this com- 
mission shall continue to hold office until the 1st of October, 1878, 
receiving compensation as provided in the act to which this act is 
supplemental. Money is worth more now than it was when this salary 
was fixed, the purchasing power of money is greater, the expenses of 
living are less, and no adequate reason has yet been alleged why the 
salary should be increased. 

Mr. BLAINE. My friend from Virginia will allow me to say a word, 
and I only do it because I spent a month there in the early part of 
the winter. These commissioners are very well known, as the Senator 
from Arkansas has remarked. One of them is the late Senator from 
New Hampshire, Mr. Cragin; another is General Coburn, who was long 
a member of the other House from Indiana; and the third is Gov- 
ernor Stearns, of Florida, Ido not think I ever saw gentlemen in 
official position working harder or more hours per day than they were. 
They got to work in their little office shortly after nine o’clock in the 
morning and they continued with a nooning for dinner up to dark, 
and it was a Pe pressure, The number of claimants is numerous, 
the number of witnesses numerous, the work is exacting and exhaust- 
ing. I think they are doing it with great conscientiousness and great 
industry. The impression they made on myself and the Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS,] who was also there at the time, was that they 
needed a year to do it, to do justice to the claimants. A place on the 
commission is not such an office that it need be extended for any gen- 
tleman’s particular benefit. They have to board there at the hotel 
and pay 350 or $4 a day, and if a man has his family there the com- 
pensation comes out barely square at the endof the week. It is not 
a money-making place; it is a very responsible place and one of v 
got importance to the people there to have these titles settled. 

the impression the committee would report to extend the time to 
the Ist of April next. 

Mr. PADDOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the Senator from Virginia, if he were there 
for a day, would see the importance of this. 

Mr. WITHERS. I will state that I made no question as to the 
efficiency of these commissioners or their industry; but the point I 
wished to make was this: that having been in their position 
laboring for some time in it at a salary of $10 per diem, the value 
money having been increased, the cost of living having heen lessened, 
a facts constituted no reason, in my opinion, for an increase of 

aries. 

Mr. DORSEY. At the time these commissioners were appointed, 
my recollection is that there was a general understanding that this 
salary should be increased. It was considered at that time very 
inadequate indeed; and now they have gone down there and I be- 
lieve scarcely receive enough to pay their weekly board. In view of 
the fact that they have before them upward of a thousand cases, in 
many of which I think from twenty to twenty-five witnesses sppear, 
some involving hundreds of thousands of dollars, the miserable sal- 
ary of $5,000 a year I think is the least we can offer them when we 
consider the importance of the work and the character of the men 
who are doing it. 

The letter of Senator Cragin says: 

Since November 1 we have heard f and taken it down in short-hand in three 
hundred and seventy-six cases, in which one thousand and forty-seven witnesses 
were examined, 

He further says: 

ish hearin 8 f in all before 1 
apelin ae a ite re han ly pe tegen ase retal 

That is the simple proof in the cases. 


We are much embarrassed not being able to employ additional neg ig arid to 
complete the taking of testimony and have it all written out by the Ist of April 
next, We actually require five additional stenographers from this day continu- 
ously to that time. After the proof in all the nine hundred and fifty cases on our 


docket the actual work of the commission is not half done. The next is to 
lay out the new arek; avenues, and alleys, and to and widen old ones. 
Then the cases on our case, are to be taken up 


ocket, with the testimony in 
for argument, considered, and discussed. 

Of course the taking of proof is pepi preliminary work. After 
that is all in they have to take up each case and pass upon it pre- 
cisely as a Jaage woni, in an action at law, and of course it will take 
a good while, use the testimony is very voluminous. I do not 
care to read more from the letters and documents, which are very 
numerous, but I have here a large number of tele from attor- 
neys before this commission—the bar at Hot Springs and leading cit- 
izens there—urging that the time of this commission be extended for 
one year, because they cannot possibly get through under a year, I 
suggest to make it February Ist instead of October, extending it 
about nine months. 

Mr. WITHERS. I can readily understand that the bar and the 
commissioners would be very willing to have the time of this com- 
mission extended. Manifestly it is to the interest of both that it 


should be; but I fear that it furnishes another illustration of an ex- 
ample, of which we have seen many, of the continuous and progressive 
growth of these Government commissions and the business which 
comes before them. This commission which commenced some months 
ago with the expectation that its labors would be certainly completed 
by the Ist of April, find that they need the services of at least five 
additional stenographers ; they need the services of additional clerks; 
they need additional compensation, and additional time by nearl 
twelve months. What earthly assurance have we that at the expi- 
ration of the extended time we shall not have the same call renewed 
with probably a progressive demand for more clerical force, more 
time, and more salary? I think if they could labor during all this 
time of stringency the last twelve months on a salary of $10 per diem, 
they can continue their labors at the same rate of compensation, and 
Iam not for one willing now to add increased burdens by increased 
salaries to this commission or anything else. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I havea good many friends stopping tem- 
porarily at the Hot Springs, which is a great resort for invalids, and 
some of them are very intelligent persons who have watched the 
course of these commissioners and are satisfied that they ought to 
have until next April a year, I think there is not one person who 
has written to me on the subject (and there are several) who does 
not believe that the time should be extended at least to the date 
mentioned by the Senator from Arkansas, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DORSEY. Now I offer an amendment, to which I hope there 
in be no objection. I move to insert the following as an additional 
section: 

That the superintendent of the Hot Springs reservation is hereby authorized to 
lease sites u . inci- 
c pon for furnishing — e with the necessary inci 


visitors and residents, and that 
the Hot Springs Mountain Water- W or' Company, a company, duly eee 
have the t 


to construct a reser- 
supplying the citizens an with 
have the nigh to lay suitable pipes to and from said reservoir and along the streets 
and alle: the Hot Springs reservation, under such restrictions and regulations 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Public Lands, as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

TESTIMONY OF ACCUSED PERSONS. 


Mr. CONKLING. Imoye that the Senate proceed to consider House 
bill No. 912, a bill touching the right of parties to testify. 

The motion was to; and the bill (H. R. No. die) to make 

charged with crimes and offenses competent witnesses inthe 
nited States and territorial courts, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

It provides that in the trial of all indictments, informations, com- 
plaints, and other proceedings against persons ch with the com- 
mission of crimes, offenses, and misdemeanors in the United States 
courts, territorial courts, and courts-martial and courts of inquiry in 
any State or Territory, including the District of Columbia, the per- 
son so charged shall, at his own request, but not otherwise, be a com- 
petent witness, and his failure to make such request shall not create 
any presumption against him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and twenty-nine 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, March 13, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. EICKHOFF. I ask unanimous consent to offer the following 
resolution: 
Resolved, That no more money be a ted for the completion of the Wash- 
S strength a the 5 thereof nor shall any 
money © available for sn urpose or 
until the Washington Monument Association have so A and modified 
the plan of the monument that the same when comp creditable as a 
of art and worthy of the nation the same, and a fitting tribute to the 
great patriot and statesman whose virtues it is intended to perpetuate. 


Mr. FOSTER. I must object to that. 


1878. 


Mr. POTTER. I think there will be no objection to its reference. 

Mr. EICKHOFF. I move it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FOSTER. It had better go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; that committee has this subject in charge. 

Mr. EICKHOFF. Very well. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, submitted a report of the 
minority of the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, to whom were 
referred House bills Nos. 1919, 2118, 1964, 2031, and 2573; which was 
recommitted to the committee, and ordered to be printed, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. z 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, the bill (S. No. 452) to provide for a 
commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic was taken 
from the Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, not to be brought back on a mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

S. WELLES WILLIAMS. 

Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Expendituresin the State De- 
partment, by unanimous consent submitted a report in writing from 
the committee upon the claim of 8. Welles Williams, late secretary 
and interpreter to the United States legation at Pekin, China, and 
moved that the same be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SARAH L. A. CROME. 


Mr. CUTLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3826) granting a pension to Sarah L. A. Crome, widow, and minor chil- 
dren of John Crome, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT WINTERSET, 

Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimons consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (No. 134) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the city 
of Winterset, Madison County, Iowa, four cannon, with carri for 
the soldiers’ monument in said city; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHEAP TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER, by unanimous consent, submitted a report in 
writing from the Committee on Railways and Canals, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1506) to provide for cheap transportation 
of freight between tide water on or near the Atlantic Ocean and the 
Ohio and Mississippi Valleys,and moved that the same be recommitted 
to the committee and ordered to be printed, not to be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN F. EISENHOWER. 


Mr. KILLINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. from 


No. 3827) granting a pension to the minor children of Benjamin F. 
Eisenhower, late a private in Company L, Thirteenth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
BATOS to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Imove that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of proceeding with the further consideration of the diplomatic 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Is it competent to raise the question of consid- 
coe on that? Ido not think we should dispense with the morn- 
ing hour. 

he SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine, not for the 


air. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I gave notice yesterday that after the morning 
hour to-day I would up the contested-election case of Dean against 
Field, from the third congressional district of Massachusetts. Should 
the House now go into Committee of the Whole on the appropriation 
bill, there will be no morning hour, and I could not call up the con- 
tested-election case to-day. 

The SPEAKER, That case can be called up immediately after the 
billnow pending in Committee of the Whole has been disposed of. The 
Chair has been ee by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SIN- 
GLETON ] that he desires if possible to conclude the consideration of the 
diplomatic appropriation bill to-day. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. SINGLETON; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 69, noes 44. 

No further count being called for, the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair.) 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making 
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appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. What is the ponding paragraph 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the paragraph last read, 
which is now open to amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of envoys e and ministers iary to Great 
Britain, France, Gameny, 1 815,000 each, W 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the Toog 2 ie ae by striking 
out “$15,000” and inserting in lieu thereof 175 . Should that 
amendment be adopted, the total for the paragraph can be changed 
to correspond. 

I do not wish to take up the time of the committee by any general 
considerations, for they have already been presented in the general 
debate. It is only for the purpose of restoring the present salaries 
for the missions named in the ao paragraph that I have moved 
this amendment, which is in the line of other amendments which I 
propose to offer as the consideration of the bill proceeds, in order to 
restore these salaries to the same amounts now fixed by law. 

Let me in addition call the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
to the fact that all of this matter was gone over in the Forty-fourth 
Congress; this matter of attempting to reduce the salaries of our 
diplomats and consuls, and the Senate steadily resisted the decrease 
of those salaries, not by any means on a partisan division of that 
body. And Iam sure that this bill will pass through both Houses 
and become a law, and we will have it out of the way very much 


aed if we do not open this whole fight again, and to no purpose, 
at was gone over in the Con we pass the bill with 
salaries as established by the last Congress, and as they have existed 


for years past, we may count upon the bill getting through speedily, 
bat I am confident that if we open the fight again it will be a hopeless 
contest with the Senate. Besides that the salaries as fixed by this 


bill are ate a enough. 
Mr. BLO . [hope thatthe Committee of the Whole will stand by 
the bill as from the Committee bn Appropriations. I see no 


reason why the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
Loses should prevail. The reason just given by him is that the Sen- 
ate will not consent to the bill as we have reported it; that we will 
get this bill through much earlier if if shall be amended. In other 
words that means that the House may haye harmony with the Senate 
by doing exactly what the Senate may desire with reference to appro- 
priations of money. 

I think that if there is any service that is of questionable value to 
the country it is our diplomatic service. A hun years ago when 
it was we were in a condition to be in need of it; we were then 
weak and young and liable to complications because of the imposi- 
tions on the part of the several E an governments. This service 
was then a necessity. But the debates of that time show that the 
leading men of that day looked forward to the period when we might 
get rid of this service entirely. 

This subject has been discnssed during both sessions of the last 
Congress and also during this Congress, and I have heard no good 
eee ET for keeping up our diplomatic service. The gentleman 

aine [Mr. HALE] stated yesterday what were the salaries paid 
by the governments of Europe for their first-class missions. Are we 
to imitate those countries in reference to officials? If their action 
is a proper example for us to follow, why should we not follow it in 
regard to ourstanding Army, in regard to our Navy, in regard to the 
very forms of our Government itself! 

We are a republican people. We are separated from the govern- 
ments of Europe by a great sea. We have none of the complications 
with the other governments of the world that they have. Atthis very 
time and during months past every government in Europe has been 
agitated from center to circumference in re to the war between 
Turkey and Russia. Let we have sat in absolute independence of 
it all. On the contrary their very troubles have been a source of profit 
to us. 

The increased means of communication between countries distant 
from each other which have been brought into use in modern da: 
have made it possible, practicable, and an actual fact to conduct in 
this very city all onrimportant negotiations with the governments of 
the world. 

I would gladly see the time come when we could get rid of nearly 
every diplomatic agent that we have. I would get rid of them be- 
cause, in my judgment, we have no occasion for them; because it 
should be our determination not to imitate royalty in our method of 
administering the Government. 

But anotherreason is given in favor of our maintaining an expen- 
sive diplomatic service ; it is that foreign governments may feel of- 
fended if we do not see fit to appoint diplomatic agents in accordance 
with their methods and tastes. Sir, that was not the theory of our 
fathers; it is not the theory of our Constitution. According to the 
American idea we are to appoint ministers, consuls, agents, &., to 
communicate with the other governments of the globe not in accord- 
ance with their prejudices or tastes, but according to our own habits 
of life and our own principles of government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I must say that I have listened with a 

at deal of interest to the treatise which the gentleman from Georgia 
Pate. BLOUNT] has given us on the duty of not imitating monarch- 
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ical governments. Upon a proposition to pay our ministers a decently 
liberal salary our friend has indulged in a discourse as if in doing so 
we should imitate in all respects the monarchical governments of 
Europe. [apprehend that while we are a great people, while we are 
a noble and magnificent people, yet there is some wisdom outside of 
the United States; and so long as we have a diplomatic corps, so long 
as we go on without establishing an ambulatory diplomacy, such as 
was suggested by the gentleman’s coll e on the committee, the 
tleman from New York, [Mr. HEWITT, ] we ought to pay our min- 
sters such salary as will not only be a reasonable compensation for 
their services, but will enable them to maintain themselves properly 
in the places to which we send them. 

We all of us know that the question of what is a suitable salary for 
any position involves the question of the style of living, and what 
sort of position must be maintained by the man who occupies the 
place; and we all of us know that the salary which the amendment 
of my colleague [Mr. HALE] proposes is not too much. We know 
that it is not an extravagant sum to be expended by a man holding 
that position. We have been so niggardly in this respect already 
that none but rich men can afford to accept these positions. For my 
part I shall be sorry when this Government reaches such a condition 
that its more important and dignified offices can be filled only by 
wealthy men. I believe that persons whom we invite to do service 
for us in foreign countries should be paid such salaries as will enable 
them out of the emoluments of their offices to sustain themselves in 
a manner satisfactory to us. We ourselves are receiving what would 
be a large salary if we were otherwise situated; but in the position 
in which we are we know that it is not too much for the expenditures 
we are required to make. Upon the same principle our foreign min- 
isters should receive such salaries as will enable them out of those 
salaries to maintain creditably the honorable positions which we send 
them to occupy; weshould not curtail their salaries so that dne but 
men of large private means can afford to fill the places. 

g the hammer fell.] 

. SINGLETON. This question, Mr. Chairman, has been already 
so fully discussed as to make it really unn to say anything 
further upon the subject; but I do wish to put in a word just here. 
Gentlemen seem to take offense at the idea advanced by my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. BLOUNT] that we should not in any manner 
imitate serene 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it altogether proper that we should 
adhere to that principle. Why, sir, the organization of our Govern- 
ment is altogether different from that of European powers. We have 
no titles of nobility; we have no laws of primogeniture. From the 
cradle to the grave all ranks of society are zed by our Govern- 
ment as upon an equality. The road to fortune and fame is a great 
national highway open to every aspirant who has the power to tread 
it. Theson of the lamp-lighter upon your streets may enter the lists 
with the son of the millionaire in the race for distinction. Why, then, 
should we undertake to imitate the manners and customs of European 
nations, more ially since they are to a large extent our creditors. 
They hold our bonds to a large amount, and they expect regularly to 
be paid their interest, and in due time the principle. They will think 
all the more of us when they understand that we are desirous of cur- 
tailing unnecessary expenses that we may pay promptly what we owe, 
our honest and just debts. - 

Sir, it is not with a view to striking down our ministers abroad that 
we take the ground we do. We believe that the salary of $15,000 pro- 

in the case now under consideration is amply sufficient for a 
genteel support of our minister. We do not t that our diplo- 
matic representatives shall go abroad and live in luxury, live as some 
of the foreign embassadors in our country do. 

Why, sir, do gentlemen remember I showed the House the other 
day that our legation at the British Court costs us $27,148.43? There 
is a first secretary of gape and a second secretary of legation, 
and about $1,200 is paid for clerk hire. In our view $15,000 is ample 
5 ai salary of our minister to England. It is as much as we can 

ord to pay. 

As to the idea that upon the salaries here proposed poor men can- 
not afford to hold Government positions, I will say that we can fur- 
nish from my State men of the very first character, gentlemen who 
will not take anything that does not belong to them, gentlemen upon 
whose bond I would go without hesitation, and who would be glad 
to take any of these positions at the salaries we propose. 

Mr. REED. I should judge from the supply of office-seekers who 
have been crowding around our Doorkeeper that gentlemen on the 
other side could supply enough for all the offices of the country. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman 
from Maine, and I would like to know what it was. 

Mr. REED. My remark was that, judging from the description 

iven by the gentleman from Pennsyly: of the crush and rush at 

e Doorkeeper’s office 8 early part of this session, the gen- 
tleman and those who surround him could supply office-seekers enough 
for all the offices to be furnished at any price. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes; and I do not wonder at it, because the 
demoralization that has grown up under the republican has 
extended all over the land. We did not indulge in these sort of 
things before the war, but since then, the republican having 
had control of the country, has inculcated the idea these people have 
the right to live off the country. 


Mr. REED. It is too bad, Mr. Chairman, to charge us with corrupt- 
ing the democratic party. 

Here the hammer fell.) 

. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I feel obliged from a sense of duty 
to vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE 
and for some amendments which will hereafter be moved by him. 
am one of those who look upon the diplomatie part of our govern- 
mental service to a great extent as ornamental; but, sir, it exists; 
there is no attempt on the of our committee or the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to abolish it; and while it does exist I believe it 
is the duty of this House to make such appropriation as will maintain 
it at least with decency. It is a notorious fact that in but rare in- 
stances our present diplomatic representatives are unable to live upon 
the salaries we give them. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SIN- 
GLETON] seems to labor under the belief that the road to fame in this 
country is open alike to all, and therefore in this matter I say to him 
open this road to all the people of the country; open it to the poor 
man of ability as well astotherich man. I hold that the amount we 
pay for diplomatic service is not too large as long as we propose to 
maintain it. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, very different views about our consular serv- 
ice. That is the business part of our foreign service. We tax the 
commerce of the country to keep it up, and I insist the money we 
thus receive is a trust, and that the Con of the United States is 
bound to use it for the advancement of that consular service; that 
we have no right in morals to take any portion of that money and 
apply it to their use. 

f I had my way, looking on this question from a purely business 
stand-point, instead of reducing the number of consuls or withdraw- 
ing any of them, I would increase them so that wherever on this 
broad earth I could by the establishment of a consulate increase the 
growth of our foreign trade I would doit. I would not withdraw 
one anywhere, but on the contrary would increase them wherever 
they would be of benefit to our commerce. Last year, or two years 
ago, we withdrew from the Republic of Bolivia every single representa- 
tive this country had there of any character whatever. While the 
Committee on Appropriations were preparing this bill the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, now absent, received a letter from constituents 
saying they had to pass through the territory of Bolivia to get to a 
certain point where they had undertaken by contract to build a rail- 
road, and to the shame of this country be it said we had not a single 
representative to take care of the interests of those American citizens 
in Bolivia, through which territory they had to pass, Of course as 
soon as the fact was made known that it was a Pennsylvania inter- 
est we made the necessary appropriation in this bill, so that in July 
next we will have a representative of American interests in Bolivia. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I have a word or two to say not 
exactly on the subject of this bill, and I would esteem it a great favor 
to be allowed five or ten minutes, not exceeding ten and possibly only 
five. As I may be interrupted by points of order, I prefer to ask con- 
sent now. ' 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope the gentleman will have ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee cannot give consent beyond five 
minutes; the rules are imperative. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Let the gentleman from Texas go 
on, and when his five minutes have expired we will give him five 
minntes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. Chairman, in the discussion some time back oi 
the joint resolution which had for its object to direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury about the payment of a sum appropriated by an act 
of the last Congress to certain mail contractors, I made a statement 
that the confederacy had never paid those contracts and also that it 
had required the postmasters to return all Soar aes and money 
collected before the 1st of June, 1861, to the United States Govern - 
ment. 

I made that statement upon my recollection of those incidents 
without having seen the laws of the confederacy or my own reports 


since the close of the war. It was disclosed subsequently by refer- 
ence to papers that had been official that I was mi en in the state- 
ment which I made. I do not rise to controvert the fact that it was 


shown I had labored under a mistake, but I want to show the House 

by reference to the first official report which I made the basis I had 

as the statement and the remembrance of that statement which I 
e. 

Ihave no 1 I think it was right that the facts 
should be disclosed by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITS. ] 
And the only complaint I have to make, if any at all, is that the re- 
port which I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be read being accessible 
to him on the same subject was not also presented by him with the 
other rs. If that had been done I would not have had a word to 
say. Isend to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read what I have 
marked on 4 and 5, and on sah and 39, premising that this 
is the report i referred to which not seen for sixieen or seven- 
teen years when this discussion was up. 

The Clerk read as follows, Mr. REAGAN’s time being extended by 
unanimous consent at the expiration of his five minutes : 

Soon after eni on my duties I received letters of inquiry from postmasters, 
mail contractors, and others, as to whether they were to continue to act under their 
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tments and contracts as the officers and contractors of the Government of 
United States, or were to hold themselves responsible to the government of the 
Confederate States. In reply to the inquiries of contractors, I prepared and sent 
them circular letter No. 2, a copy of which is hereto annexed, (marked ape 
D,) advising them that this ent would not interfere with existing con- 
tracts between the contractors and the Government of the United States until it 


was 
then to continue to perform their duti a 
moneys to the Government of the United States which might come into their hands 
as postmasters, until this department should assume entire control of the 


ce. 
These circulars contain a statement of the reasons which induced the department 


render their accounts, and pay over 


' yto 
as to the interest of those of 


uired to assume the control of the its organization and before any 
FFC ing the mails across the frontier. 
And when that policy was determined on it was not known that active hostilities 
would occur; but it was then supposed to be still ble that our separation from 
the United States might be peaceably effected, and that all questions relating to the 
public property and to pecuniary ility between the two countries might be 
Lerdled by negotiations on terms of equality. 
APPENDIX D. 
Circular letter No. 2.] 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, Montgomery, ——, 1861. 


Sm: The government of the Confederate States will not interfere with any exist- 
ing contracts entered into between the Government of the United States and the 


vernments in 
n as to whether the government of the Confederate States will assume 

any liability to present contractors 

affairs involves $ 


re it assumes the control of our 

idea of liability on the part of this ent for the o! liga 
tions of the United States, which be entertained by this wher pee t 
if the Government of the United States should abandon the service in the 
. shall be organized and ready to enter into 
new contracts, I am au to continue existing contracts provisionally, by 
proc „ until new contracts can be entered into. 


Very respectful 
PA 7! JOHN H. REAGAN, 
Postmaster-General. 


The ques 
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POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, Montgomery, ——, 1861, 
Sin: All postmasters and other emp! 
ces of their 


Circular letter No. 3.) 


instruc- 
performing service under the 


States until the 1 hall have issued his 
tinued and is replaced by the new service organ - 
ized under the authority of this government.” 
In order that you may be enabled to comply strictly with the foregoing direction, 
issued in conformity with the 1 conferred by said act, your attention is 
y directed to the regulations of the Post-Office 1 the United 
embraced in cha 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 26 of volume of laws and 
tions issued 15th May, 1859. 
he post-office department of the Confederate States will be organized as soon as 
3 but the causes of delay incident to its organization are such as to place 
t out of my power to determine definitely when the new service will be substi- 
tuted for the old. 
ents in the same service 
or appoin ts of postmasters 
be made by this — . —— nor it receive 
Nepas relating to, ar moneys (erived from, the postal service until it shall assume 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for one moment longer. 

Mr. HAYES. Ob, let him go on. 

Mr. REAGAN. It will be seen that that report and the accompany- 
ing proclamations gave the directions and assumed the position which 
I remembered, that contractors for the mail service should continue 
their service for the United States, and that the confederacy did not 
assume responsibility for their contracts, and that the postmasters 
should continue to perform their duties to the United States Govern- 
ment and pay over all moneys that they might receive until the whole 
service was assumed by the confederacy. 

That was my remembrance. I confess that I had forgotten in the 
lapse of time and in the years of busy struggle in private and public 
life the subsequent legislation of the confederate congress and subse- 
quent reports. I only make this statement for the purpose of show- 
ing to the House that I had that reason for the impression that was 
on my mind. It was perhaps more impressed on my mind because the 
fixing of this policy at the start was the subject of a cabinet consulta- 
tion, and in order that you may see that it was no studied attempt to 
mislead the House. f 

When the law passed in the last Congress, Mr. ATKINS, of Tennes- 
see, or some other member of the committee, showed me the form in 
which they proposed to make this appropriation so as to provide that 
no one should be paid who had N been paid by the confederate 
government. I then made the statement to my friend Mr. ATKINS, or 


whoever it was who spoke to me about it, that that clause was un- 
necessary because no 3 had been made, but that I would not 
consume the time of the House by moving to strike it out, as it conld 
donoharm. The resolution introduced by me this session, which had 
been prepared by another, contained the same clause. It was referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and on confer- 
ence with the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. WADDELL, I who 
is chairman of that committee, I suggested to him to strike out that 
clause as it was useless, because of my recollection that no mts 
had been made by the confederacy, and it was stricken ont on that 
suggestion. 

stated what I then remembered. It is Sopen that my memory 
was at fault. All that I desire is to show that that was what I thought 
had been done. I had forgotten at the time that the action then 
taken by the confederate government had been changed by subse- 
quent acts of legislation and of administration. I present these mat- 
ters for the purpose of showing that I had at least that much reason 
for the error into which I fell, and I hope in view of this fact that I 
shall receive the credit of not attempting to deal unfairly or uncan- 
didly with the House. It has been the object of my life never to 
deal unfairly. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say a word upon this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that this debate is en- 
tirely irrelevant, but inasmuch as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] has been heard, the Chair feels bound to recognize the gen- 
tleman from 7 5 . same topic. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I consider the position in which this 
matter is placed by the discussion here, by the affirmation on my part 
in re to the course pursued by the mail contractors and as- 
ters and the postmaster-general of the confederacy in re; to the 
transferof mail-routes and property of the United Statesto theconfed- 
erate government, the positive and absolute denial of the existence 
of the fact which I c by the gentleman from Texas, and my 
reaffirmation of it, with the reading of the 1 of the 
master-general of the confederacy of the 20th of May, followed up 
as it was by other proclamations and laws, and the action of the 
confederate government, with the fact that this 8 appro- 
priated between three and four hundred thousand do to pay the 
claims that were in question; and with the fact that at this time a 
bill has been presented which evidently and notoriously oven mir 
law of the last session in favor of contractors who have y 
been * by the confederate government to the extent of more than 
$500,000—I say, these facts have been presented to Congress and gone 
forth to the country, and hence it raises this question far above any 
consideration of a personal nature whatever. 

Now, I never have charged any want of good faith on the part of 


be | the gentleman from Texas. I never have said a word personally 


against him. I disclaimed it when I was making these assertions 
relative to the action of the confederacy. I made no personal allu- 
sion to the gentleman ; but he called in question my veracity, and I 
met and overthrew him with his own proclamations. Then he denied 
the validity of the charge and my colleague [Mr. WILLITs] followed 
up that statement by pret that this bill was entirely đifferent and 
was changed from the bill appropriating the money, and changed for 
the express purpose of permitting men to be paid who had perhaps 
already been paid. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to say anything personally about 
the gentleman from Texas. I accept his explanation for whatever he 
may consider it worth. But the c remains unanswered, and I 
feel bound in all kindness to say to gentlemen upon this floor who 
were familiar with the proceedings of the postmaster’s department 
of the South, who were familiar with the legislation of the confed- 
erate congress, I feel that they must have known that over $800,000 
were appropriated publicly and notoriously by the confederate gov- 
ernment to pay mail contractors and other officers of the post-office 
department, who had sworn to be faithful to their government, for 
services which they withdrew from this government and transferred 
willingly to the confederate government. 

I say in all kindness that I cannot be made to believe that many 
gentlemen on that side of the House, who were familiar with the ac- 
tion of the confederate government, did not know and could not help 
knowing what that action was, for it was public action. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CONGER. Not now; I do not desire to be interrupted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish the gentleman would not interrupt me now. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish the gentleman would not interrupt me in 
the middle of a sentence. 

Mr. WOOD. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

. My point of order is that this debate is entirely out 
of order. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam willing the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
ConGER] shall talk abont this question as much as he pleases, after 
I get an answer to my question. 
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point of order. 
sustains it. 


Mr. WOOD. I insist upe m 
The CHAIRMAN. And the 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I want to ask a question. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 
- Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from New York (or. Woop 
will withdraw his point of order; I desire to say something whic | 


upon this subject. i 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Will my friend from Michigan allow me to ask 
him a question? : 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DOUGLAS 


is out of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to ask 

The CHAIRMAN, [rapping with the gavel.] The gentleman from 
Virginia is out of order. 

. DOUGLAS. It is no use to try to rap me down; I want to 

ask the gentleman from Michigan a question. el 

The CHAIRMAN. If order is not preserved, the Chair be com- 
pelled to call upon the Speaker to resume the chair. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will not sit down until the gentleman from 
Michigan says whether he will allow me to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entirely out of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I want to ask a question. 

be CHAIRMAN. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the order of 
the Chair. 

After some time, order being restored, : 

The CHAIRMAN said: The gentleman from Michigan is entitled 
to one minute. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I submit that no truce can be held in this 
House on n question of this kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr, CONGER. What is the limitation of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. One minute. 

Mr. CONGER, On what am I speaking? 

The CHAIRMAN. In reply to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 


Mr. CONGER. Under the five-minute rule ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the five-minute rule, 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Texas did not speak under 
the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. He spoke by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. And I understood that I was to reply to him by 
unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit that question to the com- 
mittee, Is there objection to allowing the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ConGER] to proceed beyond five minutes! 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman from Michigan has not beén attacked, 
and L do not think there is any occasion for him to speak beyond the 

lar time under the rule. 
gia ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 
will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr, EDEN. I shall object to this debate as wholly irrelevant. 

Mr. WOOD, I raised a point of order, and I desire to state the 
grounds upon which I raised it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WOOD. This House is now considering an appropriation bill. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] sought this occasion to 
speak in justification of himself, and to make what he deemed a nec- 
essary explanation of a matter which has already been discussed. 
In doing so he has referred to a matter which is entirely irrelevant 
to and has no connection with the bill now before this committee. 
That has led to an answer by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
CoNGER,] who was himself in no way personally connected with the 
discussion. Now another gentleman on this side has expressed a de- 
sire to reply to the gentleman from Michigan, and another gentleman 
on that side will desire to reply to the gentleman on this side. I raise 
the point of order that this whole dischission is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair sustains that point of order. 

Mr. Se aeni move 1 strike out the ree word of the pend- 
ing paragraph, and will proceed to speak upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 
is recognized for that purpose, subject, of course, to all points of 
order. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know what can be more important in the 
discussion of an appropriation bill for any purpose whatever than for 
this House to know what other appropriations have been made, and 
for what purpose, in order that we may arrive at an aggregate of all 
the appropriations which are proposed. 

In that view I wish to call attention to an appropriation which was 
made last year and which is now proposed to be changed, first, by dis- 
posing of the $375,000 then appropria and also by amendments 
now pending to extend that appropriation perhaps to millions of 
dollars. 

I was saying that I thought and many gentlemen on this side of 
the House thought that when $800,000 had been appropriated by a 
public act of the confederate con, to pay mail contractors and 
others in the employ of the United States Government up to the time 
when they turned the mail-bags and other property of the United 
States and the money in their hands over tò the confederate govern- 
ment, I thought it strange that no gentleman on that side of the 
House should remember those public acts of the confederate congress. 


I thought it wonderful, too, that no gentleman remembered the proc- 
lamations which had been made and the statement of the settlement 
of these claims to the extent of half a million of dollars. Sir, the 
confederate postmaster-general was ted April 5, 1861. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the gentleman allow me, I wish to say that 
in my very first argument on this subject I said that the basis of what 
I said was my first report. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman must not take my time. He has 
had full time himself, 

Mr. LUTTRELL. What has become of the point of order raised 
by the 2 from New York, [Mr. Woop 7] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustained the point of order, and the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] rose under the five-minute 
rule to debate the bill. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Then let him confine his debate to the bill; we 
have heard onea about these southern mail contracts. 

The C 


Does the gentleman raise a point of order? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I do. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the point? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The point of order is that the gentleman must 
confine himself to the question under consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the Chair decide that my remarks about the 
aah so before this House are not relevant to any appropria- 

on 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order that the 
gentleman is speaking to that which does not concern the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit to the ruling of the Chair. I admit that 
the majority can prevent me from saying what I desire to say on this 
git torr I yield now to an overruling power in the Chair. 

e CHAIRMAN, The Chair has not been prompt to call the gen- 


tleman to order. The point of order was not made on the gentleman 


by the Chair, though the Chair is bound to sustain it. 
Mr. CONGER. But the Chair has ruled on the point. 
The C . The Chair could not do otherwise. 


Mr. ATKINS. I am very sorry, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from Michigan was not allowed to proceedin hisown way. It would 
have done no harm—not a particle. On the contrary, a false impres- 
sion is made on the coun 

Mr. REED. Is this in order? I raise a point of order on the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] 
will proceed in order and speak to the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. At a proper time, then, I shall reply to the gentle- 
man from 2 an. 

The C $ 


The Clerk will read the amendment, as it is 
now pendin; 


g. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ithinkit very unkind in the gentleman from Maine 
Lr. eer to make this poni on me. I have a way of paying dobts, 
and probably I shall be able to do so in this case during our intercourse. 
Mr. REED rose. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. ATKINS. Ido not. 

Mr. REED. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. My point of order is this: that the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. LUTTRELL, ] while the gentleman from Michigan was 
addressing the House upon an appropriation bill, raised a point of 
order that it was not proper or suitable for him to discuss the mail- 
contractors bill and the action of the House thereon. That point 
of order was sustained by the Chair; and thereupon the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] proceeded to make remarks npon the 
same subject. As the point of order originally came from the other 
side of the House, it seems to me proper to raise a similar point of 
order on this side, because if it was not admissible for one member 
to discuss that subject it was not for another. Therefore I insist on 
the point of order, which is this: that the gentleman from Tennes- 
ae 2 no more rights than any other member of the House upon 
this floor. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, We do not claim that he has. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that all debate except that 
relative to the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. ATKINS, I have occupied this floor as little as almost any 
other member, and I say that the insinuation of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] is discreditable to his candor. 

Mr. REED. I have made no insinuation whatever. 

Mr. ATKINS. The insinuation of the gentleman from Maine was 
that I thought I had a right to occupy this floor to the exclusion of 
any other member. If he did not mean that, his remark was drivel 
and nonsense. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ATKINS. Now, sir, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
raised the point of order upon the gentleman from Michigan, and the 
Chair sustained it. In defiance of the ruling of the Chair the gen- 
tleman from Michigan proceeded to discuss the question in the very 
same vein in which he had been discussing it by the consent of the 
Honse, until he had nearly exhausted his five minutes, when the 
gentleman from California raised again the point of order and the 
gentleman from Michigan retired almost at the end of his five min- 
utes. That is the truth of this transaction. 
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Mr. CONGER. The gentleman does not wish to be uncandid, I 
resume. 
k Mr. ATKINS. Idonot, sir. No gentleman can accuse me of want 


of candor. I am too candid to be po ` 
Mr. CONGER. The Chair ined the point of order made by the 
gentleman from New York. Then I moved an amendment to the 
pending bill, and on that the Chair gave me five minutes to discuss 
my amendment. 
. ATKINS. Is this coming out of my time? I have not begun 
yet. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman as yielding. 

Mr. CONGER, When the gentleman from California raised his 
point I was not speaking by leave of the House; I was speaking on 
the amendment. 

Mr, ATKINS. The Chair decided the gentleman was speaking by 
leave of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. The Record will show the fact about this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen must confine their remarks to the 

ding amendment. The Chair admonished the committee when 
it gave consent to open this matter it would lead to endless trouble, 
The rule confines debate to the subject-matter pending before the 
committee, and it is a safe rule to adhere to. 

Mr. ATKINS. Lask permission of the House to make a single re- 
mark giving the reason why I desire to say something in regard to 
this matter. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. ATKINS. This is the proper time to do it. Did the House 
give me unanimous consent ? 

Mr. FRYE. I object to any further discussion of mail contracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will therefore 
confine himself to the pending amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. What is the pending amendment !“ 

The CHAIRMAN, It is to strike out the last word. 

Mr. ATKINS. Iam not particular whether the last word is stricken 
out or not. [Laughter.] I 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say I am heartily in favor of the 
proposition as # stands in the bill reducing the salaries of our for- 
eign ministers at the four principal courts of Europe to $15,000 each. 
Formerly, I believe, the salary was $9,000 a year, with an outfit of 
$9,000 and an inflt of $4,500. 

Mr. SINGLETON. But there was no law for it. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from Mississippi informs me there 
was no law for that, but nevertheless such was the fact. They were 
paid to that extent, and it does not matter for the p of this 
argument whether there was a law or not for so doing. Now we pro- 
pose to pay $15,000 in lien of outfit and infit; and we must also re- 
member 5 was, in addition, a contingent fund of over $4,000 at 
the legation to London—$4,002.60, to be exact. That is a fund under 
the control of the minister 

But it has been remarked by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] 
these diplomatic positions are rather ornamental than otherwise, In 
this present age of cables and 
isters as we did in olden times. tters of foreign intercourse can 
be arranged by our Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois.. I rise to a Goins of order. The amend- Cay 


ment is to strike out the last word. ughter.] Now, I do not 
think the gentleman’s remarks, Mr. Chairman, are 
amendment; and I make the point of order in Koe faith, for the 
reason that if the ruling of the Chair is proper that members must 
speak to the pending amendment, then the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee are not in order. 

Tke CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINS. My remarks are germane to the subject-matter be- 
fore the House, and the motion to strike out the last word is a mere 
formal amendment, which under the usage allows debate on the 
ing subject to be continued. Iam only surprised that my friend from 
Illinois should make such a point of order. 

In addition to this contingent fund, Mr. Chairman, I would remark 
that these officers are attended by secretaries of legation and by other 
officials, who assist them in orming the duties of their position. 
Therefore I think, so far as the amount provided in this bill is con- 
cerned, it is amply sufficient. 

ain: when we come to compare the high salaries of these foreign 
ministers with the salaries of the principal functionaries in our own 
country, judges of the Supreme Court and Cabinet ministers, we find 
they are much larger. I undertake to say that the sum appropriated 
for foreign ministers is quite as large in proportion to the needs and 
dignity of their position as the amount appropriated for Supreme 
judges and Cabinet officers. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of 
opposing the bill, but merely to call the attention of the committee 
to some of the delinqnencies on the part of American consuls. My 
friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] yesterday stated that this side of the 
House was disposed to cramp, or, to use his own words, “to pinch” 
our consuls by cutting down theirfees. Now, I propose to show from 
official soporta that our consuls, or a large percentage of them, have 
violated the law which they have sworn to obey. In the Revised 
Statutes, sections 1725 and 1728, American consuls are required to file 


rmane to the 


phs we do not need foreign min- © 


uarterly verified in the De t. By the Fifth 
uditor’s report it be seen Ee . co. 
and twice as many vice-consuls or mercantile agents, In 1845 every 
consul filed his quarterly zepak, as required by law, and in 1860, when 
the consuls were controlled by a democratic administration, there were 
but three who failed to file their quarterly reports, In 1870 there were 
but ten who failed to file their quarterly reports, but in 1877 ninety- 
four were delinquent, having failed to file their quarterly reports, 
which, under the law, it was their duty to send to the Treasury De- 
ent. 

And, Mr. Chairman, we find they have drawn their salaries every 
quarter without complying with the law. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of order. The paragraph under 
discussion relates to salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary. The gentleman is discussing as to consuls. 


The CHAIRMAN. e Chair overrules the point of order. 
Mr. CONGER. I the Chair would overrule it. 
The CHAIRMAN. remarks of the gentleman from California 


ie LUTTRELL] are pertinent to the bill. The gentleman will pro- 


Mr, LUTTRELL. The gentleman from Michigan is very sensitive. 
If he had read the ph attentively he would have known that 
what I am saying is quite pertinent. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] | save we are opposed topay- 
ing consuls. I deny the charge; but I will say we should compel 
them to comply with the laws they have sworn to support and obey. 

I find by reference to the table which I shall ero sup with my 
remarks that in 1845 there were a large number of ports of entry 
where our American consuls collected a amount of fees than 
in 1877; and I also find they have failed to comply with the obliga- 
tions of their oaths in many other respects. 

I wish the committee to explain or tell us why it is we do not col- 
lect the amount of fees now that we did in 1845. 

Our trade and commerce have grown; but it seems the consuls do not 
make the showing we would naturally oF gaa when we take into con- 
sideration the great increase of trade and commerce, 

Inow call your attention to the following table, showing the amount 
of fees collected by American consuls in £845, and also in 1877, show- 
ing that a greater amount of fees were collected at some ports in 1845 
than in 1877. This indicates one of two things, namely, that either 
commerce has declined within the past thirty years, else there have 
been gross delinquencies : 


I now call the attention of the committee to the Auditor's reports 
for 1845, 1860, and 1870 to 1877, showing the delinquencies of consuls 
who have in many instances never filed a report or made a return, 
and others who are delinquent for many quarters: 


Delinquents unden democratic administrations. 


nd- | 1860 


Republican delinquents 
Democratic delinquents. 


From the reports it seems that the party friends of the gentleman 
from Maine have it “by a large PRG 

Now, sir, if we are acting in 8 if we intend to act in good 
faith with the people, we should compel these our representatives 
abroad to make their reports quarterly, as does every other officer of 
the Government. And if the gentleman from Maine intends to sus- 
tain the policy of the President in the matter of civil-service reform 
he should come up and work with the democrats to cramp these con- 
suls, or, using the gentleman’s own phrase, to “pinch” them until we 
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pon them out of office or compel them to make honest reports to the 
overnment. If the epre was acting in his own capacity and 
as an indiviđual and to send out commercial agents to represent 
his house of business, I am sure he would require them to make their 
fa hes at least once a quarter. But acting in an official capacity he 
to agree in this proposition with the democratic party, who for 
many long years had control of the Government and in pe instance 
compelled consuls to make their reports quarterly. I find by refer- 
ence to the report that from the city of Moscow there was no report, 
from Manzanillo there was no ch a the same in reference to 
Monterey, San Blas, and many other prominent ports of the world. 

For this reason I desire the gentleman reporting the bill under con- 
sideration to explain to the committee and the tax-payers why it is 
these delinquencies exist and why they have not been diamissed from 
1 or compelled to make their quarterly reports, as required 

y law. 

These reports are very interesting reading to the tax-paying people 
of the country, and hake no donde they would be very profitable 
ee for the gentlemen on the other side of the House; and before 
they charge that the democratic side of the House is disposed to 
cramp these officers they should read and inform themselves on the 
poy Now let me call your attention to another matter, which 
will take but a moment. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLS obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. LUT- 
TRELL, 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I thank my friend from Texas for the favor. 
Now I want to call the attention of the committee to another thing. 
I find by the reports of the custom house in San Francisco, that in 
1869 14,990 emigrants from the port of joa) wane arrived in San 
Francisco. I find also a letter from Mr. Goulding, United States con- 
sul, stating that each of these ts had been required to pay $2 a 
head. At that rate there should have been paid as consul fees at 
Hong-Kong 829,980. And yet in a report of 1870 I find returned there 
but 90.701 50 of fees, making a difference of $23,218.20, which has 
never been accounted for by the American consul, or at least I am 
unable to find any report accounting for the balance. 

Here is the letter of Hon. C. N. Goulding, United States consul at 
Hong-Kong, China: 

Untren States CONSULATE, 
Hong-Kong, China, November 19, 1869. 
Chinese emigration hence to the 
es are now here mak- 
ing ese laborers, to be taken to the United States, and there 
poe gn for a term of years, I deem it my duty to ask for specific instructions in 


* * * + * * * 

It is the custom established by my immediate predecessor to all vessels, without 
regard to nationality, saili: yat Jor ports in the United wiih Chinese emi- 
grants, a certified list of emigrants. For each certificate to emigrant the consul 
charged 82. 2 * 7 * * * 


Vi , your 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, d. N. GOULDING, 
; United States Consul. 

Hon. HAMILTON FISH, 

Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 

We have here the official letter of Consul Goulding to Secretary 
Fish, that the sum of $2 is by the consul for emigrant. 

I will now call the attention of the committee to the followin 
table, which is prepared from the official reports, namely: Cons 
fees collected at Hong-Kong, also the number of Chinese emigrants 
arriving at the port of San "Francisco, California, from the port of 
Hong-Kong, as per report of Collector Shannon: 


Number of Chi- 


nese immigrants 
who arrived at 
San Francisco. 
L S207 $3, 871 22 2, 242 
WR Sagar ctnscnevencyences<anequcdinacases copes 6, 206 06 4,290 
1868... 7,395 54 11, 081 
1869.. 5,244 48 14, 990 
1870... 6,761 20 10, 870 
1871... 8.028 98 5, 540 
1872.. 9,195 14 9, 770 
o TTT 10, 850 63 17, 073 
11) Ä—:. eer ast 14,505 64 16, 085 
T AA E E E OREN R E T 13, 845 39 18, 031 
CCC 86, 004 29 109, 962 
At §2 per head... ...........2.....---.20. $279, 924 00 
Pf!!! seat densaaaee 86, 004 29 


Will the committee explain this discre 


cy? The tax-payin 
peeve of the country would like some explanation in the matter o 
— discrepancies and delinquencies on the part of many of our con- 
8. 


Now, sir, taking the reports as reported by the of the 
Treasury and the Secretary of State, we find many of these consuls 


to-day are delinquent; that in the last year sixty-seven have failed 
to make a report for two or three quarters and that twenty-seven 
have never filed a rt at all. 

I contend it is the duty of the Representatives on this floor to make 
an amendment to this bill requiring the President, if he intends to 
carry out his principle of civil-service reform, to dismiss each and 
every consul who fails to comply with the law and file a report as 
16 5 58 by the statutes of the country which he is sworn to obey. 

do not wish to antagonize this bill; but I tell you to-day I am 
satisfied there is as much corruption in our cons ps as there is in 
any ee barker of the Government. I do not claim that all are cor- 
rupt; but the reports themselves show there is a delinquency and 
corruption existing there which should be wiped out by the action of 
Con I believe we should abolish the salary system and re-es- 
tablish the old system of fees, and regulate those fees in the interest 
of economy, efficiency, and integrity. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HALE. I hope we will now have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amendment 


which is that offered by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hatz. ] 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 10 amend by striking out “$15,000” and “ $17,500," and by strik- 
ub GON 000 to ene “STO ODOT” so chan i aan only 


‘or salaries of envoys and ministers plenipotentiary to Great 
Britian, France, Germany, and Russia, at $17,500 each, $70,000. 
The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 95, noes, 112. 
Mr. HALE called for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hate and Mr. SINGLETON were ap- 


pointed. 

aoe bri oc again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 88, 
noes 110. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers poten’ to Spai 
Austria, Italy, Brazil, Mexico, Japan, and China, at $10, cach, a ae 

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I move to amend that clause by striking out 
“$70,000” and inserting in lieu thereof $75,000. 

Iam sorry that Spain, Austria, and Italy are placed with Brazil, 
Mexico, Japan, andChina. Japan and China, as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] showed us yesterday, went clear back into the 
centuries, and we obtain, from the history he gave of them, much 
useful information, not only upon the civilization of Japan and these 
other old nations of the Old World, but especially upon the civil- 
service question, and now I desire to introduce and have read a letter 
which was taken from the Tribune, bearing upon this question of 
civil-service reform. ; 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the paragraph. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I rise to a point of order, and I make 
the point of order that the gentleman’s remarks are not pertinent to 
the amendment which he has offered. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. What I propose to have read is on the question 
of civil-service reform. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, under the circumstances, will sub- 
mit the point of order to the committee. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope thatif the Chair has decided a similar point 
before, he will take the responsibility of deciding it again now. 

Mr. REED. What is the point of order, if the Chair pleases? We 
need information upon that point. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The point of order is this—— 

Mr. HAZELTON. Let the Chair state it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The point of order is this: that the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Wisconsin, and the document 
that he submits, are not germane to this bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The gentleman does not know what the docu- 
ment is, and he cannot even guess. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman said that it was in 
relation to civil-service reform. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the duty of the Chair to limit debate upon 
points of order; but the Chair, in view of the character of the letter 
sent tothe desk to be read, will submit the question to the committee. 

tap CONGER. Let us hear the letter read and then we can de- 
cide it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. How can we decide the point of order until we 
hear the letter read? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I ask that it be read so that the committee 
can vote advisedly upon the point of order. 

The CHAIR . Inasmuch as it relates to the present occupant 
of the Chair, the Chair will hold that the point of order is not well 
taken, and the Clerk will read the paper sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

ME. COX CONDONES FRAUD IN 1877. 
From the Tribune of May 4, 1877.] 
WASHINGTON, March 14, 1877. 


My Dran Sm: I have an especial desire to see Colonel George H. Butler recog- 
nized by the administration only so far as the naming of post-office agent to the 
Black He is a nephew of General BUTLER an much of the General’s 
genius, except this, that he is a ready writer, as ready as the General is with the 
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oral. I never met a more 


and 


S. S. COX. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time is out. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Then I move to amend the next paragraph. 
My time was broken up by interruptions and I ask the Chair to rec- 
ognize me on this account. „ 

I rise to a question of personal explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean to make a point of 
order? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. No, sir; I only desire to say that although I 
was cut off in the middle, I shall be here at the end. [Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must understand the proprieties 
of the House after having such a letter as that read. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desired to add that I indorse the letter inas- 
much as it recognizes the President’s title to his office. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I opposed the amendinent, but I do not propose 
to discuss it. 

The question was taken upon the amendment offered by Mr. Hum- 
PHREY; aud it was not a to. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I move to insert at the end of the clause under 
consideration the following amendment: 

Provided, That before an ent shall be made under this a 
the present acting minister to China, tho of the 
accoun 


while acting as consul- general of 
m bato 3 


tion to 


China, or lawfully retained by him and accounted for as fees or salary, shall bo 


personne Erdn eh ded: — bo pat to cal Sete fall or kis anne ba 
r mal su 8 in as 
provided in this bill. 


Mr. HALE. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HALE. By the consular and diplomatic act 
i ne SINGLETON. We cannot hear the gentleman; speak a little 

ouder, 

Mr. HALE. I will make the gentleman hear. By the consular 
and diplomatic act, known as the Orth bill, the salaries of these min- 
isters are fixed arbitrarily ; they are entitled to so much money, and 
to receive it absolutely. It is not connected in any way with any 

offset, by way of fees or disbursements, for that is purely a matter 

of administration. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. MayHAM] proposes to establish a new rule, affecting the 
payment of those salaries, and he does not in any way claim that his 
amendment is in the interest of retrenchment by reducing salaries, 
but it e a new method by which those salaries shall be 
computed. 

Mr. MAYHAM. On the point of order I desire to say a word. I 
submit that this amendment is not new legislation. It is the duty of 
all of these consular officers, all of them from the ministers down 
through the entire series of officers, to render accounts to the home 
Government. It is true that the minister is entitled to a stated sal- 
ary; but while entitled to a stated , there is no rule of law of 
which I am aware that requires the Government for which he acts to 
pay him that in defiance of and without regard to moneys 
which may remain in his hands which are due to the Government. 

The object of my amendment is to institute a system of account- 
ing and accountability between our consular officers, including min- 
isters, and the Government which they assume to represent. The 
law provides that every consular officer must keep and render an 
account—my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] may say that that does 
not embrace ministers—but the law is that every consular officer shall 
account for the fees collected by him. I insist that a fair construc- 
tion of this provision of law requires ministers plenipotentiary as 
well as Sanana, so called, to render such acconnt. Then there is an- 
other provision of law, contained in section 1729 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, requiring every consular officer to return to the home Govern- 
ment verified accounts of all moneys received by him, and this sec- 
tion provides that in making that account he shall particularize each 
item. 

I submit that my amendment can do no injustice to any one; nor 
is it new legislation to require a minister who has heretofore acted 
in the subordinate position of consul-general at Shanghai in the same 
country to account for moneys in his hands belonging to the Govern- 
ment. It is for the purpose of compelling this present minister, but 
late consul-general, to make an account and to state the account with 
the Treasury of the United States that I have offered this amendment. 

It has come to my knowledge officially, as I had occasion to say the 
other day, that these accounts should be investigated. I think it is 
the duty of this Government to investigate the proceedings of the 

resent minister at China but late consul-general at Shanghai. I 
ve the right to say, because it has been made to appear to me asa 
member of a subcommittee by sworn testimony—— 


in not go into the me 


Mr. HALE. I hope that on the point of order the gentleman will 


ts of the 8 
oon CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the point 
of order. 

esis HALE. I desire to say one word in reply upon the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. MayHam] 
is still entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MayHaM] as a member of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the State Department is at liberty to speak of an unfinished investi- 
gation? I insist that the gentleman has no right to speak now con- 
cerning an investigation which has not yet been terminated. 

ae: . The Chair is holding the gentleman to his point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. One point of order is already pending. 

Mr. MAYHAM. So far as any statement of mine is concerned rela- 
tive to any investigation going on before any committee, I will say 
that I am only speaking of knowledge which has come to me as a 
member of this House, and which I have a right to utilize so far as 
my action in this House is concerned. 

r. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. One point of order is already eonig, aba the 


Chair has admonished the gentleman from New York [Mr. MayHam] 
to speak to that point of order. 
Mr. GARFIELD, He may be out of order in speaking on a point 


of order if he violates another rule. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I claim that it is the right of this Government to 
investigate the accounts with all its foreign missions. In providing 
for making that investigation I make no new principle of law, no new 
administration of public affairs,except to make it the duty of the 
disbursing officers of the Government to ascertain, in regard to indi- 
viduals to whom disbursements have been made, that they are the 
creditors of the Government, and not the debtors. I submit that we 
have a right to do that by this amendment, and that it is not a viola- 
tion of any principle of law. 

This officer should, in my judgment, be held to accountability in 
some way, and I know of no better method of investigating his ac- 
counts than by remitting them to the examination of the Secretary 
of the and directing him to adjust the balance, and thus 
pay this officer what is his due after deducting moneys in his hands, 
if any, belonging to the United States. 

Mr. HALE. e gentleman from New York [Mr. MayHam] has 
entirely fortified my point of order, because in what he has jast said 
he has shown (and the Chair must have noticed it) that his amend- 
ment seeks to change the present method of paying the salaries of 
our diplomatic officers by involving with that the consideration of a 
consular office which the same gentleman formerly held. 

When the amendment was read it did not at first strike me as so ob- 
jectionable; but the point is even stronger than I first stated it, because 
the amendment seeks to take two branches of the service which are 
made distinct by law and to offset one with the other, declaring an en- 
tirely new law in fixing pay and in disbursing it. Iam the more in- 
clined to insist on the point, Mr. Chairman, because when a committee 
of the House is investigating this whole matter, a subcommittee hav- 
ing been appointed upon it and engaged in its consideration, it is not 
a good proceeding to undertake to forestall legislation here upon the 
consular and diplomatic bill, which does not attempt to interfere with 
the legislation, which does not attempt to go outside of the existing 
law, but which takes the existing law and makes the appropriations. 
I appeal to the Chair to sustain the general course that we are pur- 
suing on this bill. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the pending paragraph by Being 
out $10,000 and inserting $12,000, which is the present salary. I wi 
announce here that after this vote I shall not further antagonize the 
bill by amendments that may seem useless, but will reserve further 
amendments until we come to the consular service. 

The amendment was not a to. 

The next paragraph of the bill was read, as follows: 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Chili and 
Pern, at $8,000 each, $16,000. pi á 

Mr. SINGLETON. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to offer the following amendment, to come in after the para- 
graph just read: 

For of envoy ex i and minister pleni; to the 
Repeio nud Faraday sad Urada soi. Pon ensn toth Argentine 

Isimply want to say that one minister is now accredited to these 
three countries, the Argentine Republic having been consolidated in 
one diplomatic service with P. ay and Uruguay. We have there- 
fore a aa to the former salary $500. It was $7,500; we propose to 
pay . j 

Nie WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, Mr. Chairman, as yesterday I was 
kindly accorded twenty or thirty minutes in the general debate 
which I voluntarily yielded rather than detain the House, I trast I 
shall be pardoned if I endeavor to compress into the five minutes 
allowed under this order some general remarks upon this bill. 

I cannot quite agree with the, gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] 
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who spoke early this morning, that our diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice is purely ornamental or useless. Mr. Chairman, when I am con- 
src that you can try lawsuits or teach school by telegraph I shall 
believe that all the intricate matters of diplomacy can be conducted 
in the same way. Sir, the very nature of diplomatic intercourse re- 
quires men upon the ground to conduct its details, men who under- 
stand the status of individuals, the modes of thought, the cnstoms 
of the place, and the method of transacting business. y, sir, does 
anybody suppose that the very fundamental policy and principles of 
republicanism, involving its patriotic traditions and running down 
through twenty years of sacrifice, of suffering, and of glorious tri- 
umph, could ever have been changed, remodeled, ized, and 
set upon its legs without the “ Wormley conference?” Sir, the very 
acme and essence of these high matters of state and politics require 
pen conference and personal interview, that understandings may 

had without agreements entered into and inferences drawn, with- 
out trusting conclusions and results to the cold and lasting impres- 


sions of pen and type. 

But, sir, I rose cipally to offer a word in response to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] who complained of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] on yesterday for bringing in here, as 
he claimed, a fictitious issue upon the question of economy as in- 
volved in these numerous southern claims pressed upon this House 
for recognition and payment. If this be a fictitious issue, may we 
not appeal in all candor to 3 on the other side to help us put 
it out of sight forever? Will they net join us in putting it out of the 
power either of the gentleman from Maine here or the republican 
party elsewhere ever to raise it again? On some bright Monday 
afternoon, and as soon as may be, will they not let us introduce and 
have passed here under suspension of the rules a joint resolution to 
so amend the Constitution as to prohibit finally and forever the pay- 
ment of any one of these claims, of whatever name or nature, where 
the claimant was disloyal to the Government? After so much talk 
abont love and conciliation and letting “the dead past bury its dead,” 
may we not in poon faith and in all candor bury this issue so deep 
sg Rabies the Constitution itself that the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] shall never be heard urging it here or elsewhere, but so 
that even the ghosts of it shall never rise to vex us again? 

Mr. Chairman, it is sometimes claimed that from the hour of Appo- 
mattox down to this very moment our southern friends have never 
taken so much as one step toward accepting in good faith the actual 
results of the late war, but that their covert purpose is to ignore and 
virtually neutralize so far as they can the consequences thus forced 
upon them, and to repair by all means in their power the damages they 
sustained, by drafts in every conceivable guise and form upon the pub- 
lic Treasury. 

Now, sir, I repeat, is not this the golden opportunity and this the 
method, by resolution passed without a dissenting voige, of consum- 
mating this crowning act of confidence and good faith, and giving 
the assurance so sorely needed that there is no such d lurking 
in the policy or Lhe! tai of the democratic party? But if gentlemen 
will not do this, if the: oppor by their voices and their votes all such 
resolutions and avowals, then how can they complain of the gentle- 
man from Maine or any one else from raising it here or elsewhere, or 
how can they expect the country to regard it otherwise than one of 
the most vital, insidious, and dangerous issues now confronting the 
American people! 7 

Mr. Chairman, one word in regard to this general matter of eee 
Is it not high time that Congress, the press, and the people should 
begin to teach each other that one of the fundamental fallacies af the 
times is the impression that Congress, by some joint resolution of 
the two Houses, by some bill enacted into law, or by some mysterious 
legislative incantation, can t instantaneous relief to the masses 
of this country? Economy and integrity are the prime conditions 
commendable everywhere, but vital to representative government. 
But when speaking of these things should we not put them in their 
true relation to each other, and to practical results. 

For instance, tlemen have talked about saving $30,000,000, 
$20,000,000, $12,000,000, which it is undonbtedly our bounden duty to 
do if we can do it without crippling the Government. But take the 
medium of $20,000,000 and divide it among the aN Shy million of 
American people. You give each one a little less than fifty cents! 
That might be a convenientsum to have, but would it bring instanta- 
neous and permanent relief to the suffering masses? No, Mr. Chair- 
man, sad to say, the saving of that amount will not bring good times 
and the spending of it will not depress the financial condition of the 
country, because the means is out of all proportion to the end, and 
the pretense that by pinching a few clerks here or a few consuls there 
we can relieve the suffering poor is a sham aud a delusion. 

Then what can we do, sir? We have done one thing in the line of 
soundstatesmenship: we have settled the financial issue practically for 
this session. And there it should remain undisturbed. We can do an- 
other thing. And in my poor judgment we ought to do it before ten 
days roll round. We ought to settle all agitation of the tariff ques- 
tion by resolution or otherwise as finally and effectually as we have 
settled the financial one. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not a new farm fenced, not a field 
plowed, not a shop opened, not a forge lighted, not a store stocked, 
not a ship commissioned, not an interest or an enterprise of any kind 


employing capital or labor but what is paralyzed by the doubt and 
uncertainty engerdered by this tariff agitation. care not how 
sound or judicious it may be in and of itself, project it into this 
whirlpool of discussion, keep it undecided until into the early sum- 
mer as you must, and it hangs like an incubus over all our material 
and industrial enterprises. t the present distress and the distress 
of last season continue through the coming summer without relief 
and Heaven only knows what is to be the result. But you will never 
relieve this condition of things by turning your worthy and faithful 
employés into the streets to beg or starve while you can keep them 
usefully employed. That is not the kind of relief for which the 
masses are longing and praying. 

One yord further and I have done. I will not say that my 
friend from Texas [Mr. SCHLEICHER] the other day stole my thun- 
der but he did appropriate it, for I have had a resolution in my desk 
for weeks hoping that on some Monday afternoon—now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I see the gavel in the air but let it float for a moment. [Laugh- 
7 hoped a ae such a A in my desk, 7 on some Mon- 

ay I ho » have passed under a suspension of the rules, providi: 
that all public buildings already commenced and wide we —— 
finish some time, for this Government is not bankrupt and is not 
ing out of business, should be completed at the earliest practicable 
period ; and why not, Mr. Chairman ? 

Labor and material are cheaper now than at any former time, or 
than they probably will be in the next quarter of a century. Our 
credit is unimpaired; the Government can borrow at a low rate of 
interest. It is paying large annual rentals for the use and oceu 
tion of the buildings of others until its own shall be completed. The 
money already expended in most cases is a dead and useless invest- 
ment until the buildings are completed. Skilled artisans and fam- 
ishing laborers are starving, with waiting bandsto do this work. It 
is judicious, it is wise, it is sound economy, it is mercy. Then, Mr. 
Chairman, if all this talk which we hear uttered here day after day 
about the suffering people means anything, then why in the name 
of God do not we complete these buildings speedily, employ these 
people, and give such relief as we can ? 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, the opposition of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin to this particular amendment was not very clear, 
but such as it was I want to say in reply to him that I not only favor 
this amendment, but that it pas an end to an abuse, and, as I think, 
to one of the most flagrant abuses in connection with the diplomatic 
service of the country which ever existed. The mission to Urnguay 
and Paraguay ought not to pass out of legislation without having the 
attention of the House called to it. I therefore beg the ear of the 
committee while I recapitulate the history of that mission. 

Some time about the year 1870 a place was, I assume, wanted for 
somebody—for I never could find any other reason for the mission— 
and the powers that were proceeded to make it in this way: they 
detached from the Argentine Confederation the petty nationality of 
Uruguay, which lies on the opposite side of the Rio de la Plata, and 
having the same relation to the Argentine Confederation that George- 
town, if you please, sir, has to Washington, and it was determined 
to send a minister there, and then, in order to give more apparent 
consequence to the new mission, the minister to Uruguay was accred- 
ited to Paraguay also. But Paraguay at that time had become an 
extinct nationality. It had been substantially“ wiped out” by the 
great war which had taken place between the Argentine Confedera- 
tion and Brazil. And these two countries, thus connected together 
in one mission, had no relation to each other. One was on the sea- 
board, the other in the interior. They were separated thousands of 
miles from each other by uninhabited plains and forests, and any 
foreign government might exactly as well have sent a minister to 
Georgetown and annexed Alaska to that ancient town to give dig- 
nity to his duties as for this Government to have sent a minister to 
Uruguay and annexed Paraguay to his duties to give dignity to that 

ition. 
Dare this manufactured place, to these insignificant nationalities, or 
rather to this insignificant nationality of Uruguay annexed to this 
other nationality which did not exist at all, Congress gave the high- 
est salary but one paid to any minister in South America! 

Here is the statute of 1871, which was the first appropriation I find 
to this anomalous mission so created, by which it was enacted that 
there should be paid to the minister appointed there a salary of 
$11,250. It was, in my judgment, a naked case of abuse. There wus 
no more need of a minister there than of a minister to be sent to Pata- 
gonia still less of a minister at that price; and yet year after year 

is abuse existed, and when attention was called to it the salary was 
reduced first to 810,000; and, as I notice in this bill, it was proposed to 
be further reduced to $5,000. I intended, sir, to moye to strike out 
thisappropriation, when it was reached, altogether, and am glad to find 
the committee dispensing with the place altogether by annexing it 
to the Argentine Confederation, where it belongs. And I observe they 
rightly estimate the importance of its duties when they provide $500 
as acompensation for the service and traveling expenses, for which 
originally $11,250 were given. Iremember once to have examined 
into the matter and found this minister who received $11,250 a year 
never had been in Paragua; a, Be entire term of office. Indeed, 
I knew one, a gentleman who had himself been minister to Uruguay, 
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who told me that he thought 85 a year would about pay the entire 
necessary duty of a minister to that country, The committee are 
right in putting an end to this abuse and in allo but $500 for this 
service, which formerly was the most highly paid but one in South 
America. But the abuse ought not to be allowed to pass out of sight 
withont attention being called to it, and that is my object in these 
remarks. 2585 

One word more on the general subject of the bill, if I may have a 
moment, and that is this: I with my colieague [Mr. HEWITT] 
in the remarks he made the other day, and with the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] in his remarks this morning, and other gen- 
tlemen who spoke to that effect, This age of railways, this age of 
telegraphs, this age of information, spread all over the earth in ad- 
vance of bearers of dispatches, is not an age requiring many foreign 
ministers. We have, I think, got several that we could well dispense 
with besides this one to Urnguay and Paraguay; and when the time 
comes I mean to vote in that direction. Meanwhile, as regards the 
principal missions that have been retained, I do not believe it to be 
wise economy to reduce the amount of the salaries to be paid to them. 
If ministers to the first-class powers are worth sending at all I should 
say the salaries that have been paid are not too much for the service 
there. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to strike out the last word. I rise to say 
something in regard to the general question of the salaries we are 
paying these foreign embassadors. I do not think myself that the 
amount you pay the embassador is the gauge by which you are to 
regulate his capacity to discharge his duty. I would not advise the 
pursuit of any policy that might be regarded as mean or contemptu- 
ous in any way. Ido not think the time has come that we can dis- 
ense with the diplomatic relations of this country with other coun- 
tries. But I believe the time has come when the number should be 
reduced. I do not think, however, that the salary ought to be reduced 
to a sum that will not support respectably the man who represents 
us at a foreign port. There is another important question involved in 
this. You have pursued the system of economy by deducting 20 p 
cent. from the Government printer. You have made areduction of dif- 
ferent employés of the Government at home. Now, in my judgment it 
should be the policy of Congress when they enter upon the question 
of the reduction of salaries to let it reach the foreign embassadors as 
well as the men who are employed to do duty at home. Unquestion- 
ably in the present condition of this country and of other countries a 
less sum of money will at this time support respectably our foreign 
ministers than would have been the case five years ago. Therefore 
I commend the action of the committee in the reduction of these 
salaries, only that I would have reduced the number and would have 
made the reduction greater. : 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. We have left out five missions. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iwonld have left out still more than five. Iwould 
have reduced the number because the number we have now is un- 
necessary and not required by the interests of the country abroad. 

Mr. ATKINS. Which missions would you have left out ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. All that are surplusage; and I apprehend about 
one-half are surplusage. Does not the gentleman agree to that? 

Mr. ATKINS. I would agree to leaving out all that are surplusage. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman then agrees that half our foreign 
embassies are he pO 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not agree to that. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, have I any more time ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has half a minute. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Very well; I may as well stop here. 

The question being taken on Mr. Singleton’s amendment, it was 


agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph : 
minis at Sweden and Norway, Turkey, V. Hawaiian 
ee ree ek Pi ‘and the United States of Colombia, at $7,500 each, 
$45,000. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I move to strike out the words “ the Argentine 
Republic.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to offer an amendment to this paragraph. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ihave another amendment from the commit- 
tee, on which I ask action before the gentleman from Maine offers his 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21, strike out 543,000,“ and insert in lieu thereof $37,500." 


Mr. SINGLETON. This is to make the bill conform to an amend- 
ment already made, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by inserting after the word “ Nor- 
way,” in line 18, the words “the Netherlands.” 

Mr. HALE. That was the p for which I rose, to offer that 
amendment as representing the minority of the committee. I pro 
as we go along to offer amendments to those parts of the bill to which 
the 80 of the committee do not agree. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make some remarks on my amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let the gentleman's amendment be read. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. CONGER. There is perhaps no one of the small governments 
on the continent more important in its relations to this country than 


J 


the Netherlands. I think it would be considered by that government 
almost an insult to it to have the minister resident there dropped frrm 
the list. The people of that country are very largely, perhaps mcre 
largely than any other people, our creditors. They hold a large num- 
ber of our bonds. They are in very close and intimate commercial 
relations with this country and have always been friendly to the 
United States. The minister at that point is a gentleman well qual- 
ified to perform all the duties of the office for the interests of the 
Government. I do not think, if we were to choose between some of 
these smaller governments where we could spare a minister where the 
relations of those countries to our own were less important, we should 
have selected the Netherlands to have been left without a minister. 

I should like to hear some reasons from the committee why the 
minister at the Hague was left out. I can coneeive of none. I think 
it will be injurious to the interests of the country not to keep a min- 
ister at that point. 

: a HALE. T desire to move to amend the amendment by adding 
Belgium. 

7 ai CONGER. Laccept that, and modify my amendment accord- 
ingly. 

The question bein 
were—ayes 61, noes 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. BRENTANO. I move to amend the pending paragraph by strik- 
ing out in line 18 the word “ Turkey” and inserting “ Greece.” 

. Chairman, as I do not intend to vote for the numerous bills for 
southern claims of which the gentleman from Maine yesterday in- 
formed the House, and as I am in favor of paying our ministers and 
our consuls in such a way that they can live decently abroad and rep- 
resent us in a manner worthy of this great and noble country, I claim 
the privilege of putting myself among those who are for retrenchment 
and economy wherever it can be practiced without detriment to the 
interests of the people, and without detriment to the public service. 

Mr. Chairman, I entirely sympathize and agree with the proposi- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations to drop several minor mis- 
sions to European courts, with perhaps one exception, namely, Greece, 
while I propose instead to drop our minister resident at Constanti- 
nople. vious to the 1st day of July, 1876, we had ministers resi- 
dent, at a salary of $7,500 each, at Is. Copenhagen, Greece, 
Netherlands, Portugal, Sweden, Norway, Switzerland, and Turkey. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. NEAL] who concluded 
the general debate yesterday and who, by his experience as a foreign 
consul, is entitled to belief, in his judgment told us that the business 
of these ministers and chargés d’affaires can be performed by simple 
consuls. I agree with that, and I with what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] so forcibly said, that the necessity of 
maintaining ministers resident at all the courts of . has passed 
away. A perusal of the annual document containing the diplomatic 
correspondence published by the State Department demonstrates that 
by far the larger number of our European ministers have nothing to 
do, and perhaps have sometimes to make up amusing efforts in order 
to find some subject for dispatches. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have the diplomatic correspondence pnb- 
lished by the De t of State for the last two years before me, 
and I propose to show from them the correctness of the statement 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEwrrr.] It is to be pre- 
sumed that only the most important dispatches are published, and 
here is a dispatch from our minister at Greece, dated May 10, 1877, in 
which he acquaints the Department of State that the arms of the 
Venus of Milo have been discovered within a few days on the Island 
of Melos, at a distance of less than . from the place where 
the statue itself was found in 1820, and that the arms are exquisitel 
modeled. This information was puhlished over the whole world. 
Shortly afterward that same minister had to inform the Department 
of State that the whole story about the discovery of the arms of the 
Venus of Milo was nothing but a humbug. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, I hope the Chair will not break up the Venus of 
Milo at this moment. 

Mr. BRENTANO. It is broken up already. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, obtained the floor and yielded his time 
to Mr. BRENTANO. 

Mr. BRENTANO. Now, for such service as that we paid $5,000 for 
maintaining a chargé d’affaires at that place. 

Mr. Chairman, an effort was made to create some sympathy for the 
mission at Switzerland, the only and the oldest republic in Europe. 
The Swiss nation are a matter-of-fact people, not subject to senti- 
mental sympathies, and actuated only by their feelings, even toward 
their great sister Republic on the other side of the Atlantic. They 
do not see any reason why they should maintain here a diplomatic 
representative, and are represented only by a consul-gene Why 
shall we maintain a diplomatic representative at Berne, where eerie | 
of importance is going on? If necessary, the consul at Zurich, whic 
pias is only a couple of miles distant from Berne, can perform all the 

uties of chargé affaires. 

When I look at the latest volume of the diplomatic co ndence 
I find in it two dispatches from our chargé d’affaires at Switzerland, 
each of which contains only six lines. In one of them this functionary 
informs the State Department that he has had the honor to transmit 
to the president of the federal council of Switzerland a circular of the 


taken on the amendment as modified, there 
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State Department, whereby the United States consuls at places where 


Switzerland has no Ly) ph agp ir are authorized to perform the | o 


necessary business for Swiss subjects; and the next dispatch is the 
acknowledgment that the president of the federal conneil of Swit- 
zerland has thankfully received this circular, and for this service we 
pay him $5,000 a year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the result of the late war between Rassia and 
Turkey has made a great change in the map of Europe. Turkey is 
driven back to the last corner in Southeastern Etrope. Turkey by 
the treaty of San Stefano is reduced to a little piece of territory, and 
has ceased to have any importance. Wherefore shall we keep a diplo- 
matic 5 there? Mr. Chairman, we 2 & the register 
that we have a consul-general in Constantinople at a salary of $3,000, 
and a marshal at a salary of $1,000 and fees. If you will look at the 
last column of that report you will find that the fees colleeted at Con- 
stantinople amount to Š r 

Now, I say that all tlie business which has to be transacted between 
this Government and the government of Turkey can be done by the 
consul whom we have at Constantinople. Therefore I haye moved 
to strike out the word “Turkey” and to insert the word “Greece,” 
because of the fact that Greece will be increased in territory to a very 
considerable extent by the new map of Europe. Therefore, in my 
judgment, instead of having a chargé d’affaires for Turkey we ought 
to have one for Greece. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I rise to op the amendment, and simply to 
say that it seems to me we are altogether too far along into the mere 
material view of our foreign relations when we propose to strike out 
consuls here and there and ministers to many places. 

Besides the enormous money value to us of our commercial rela- 
tions with foreign countries, I cannot for a moment consent to strike 
out some of these missions on the gronna that, as in the case just re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BRENTANO, ] there is no 
money value in them. Who would be willing to strike the consul we 
have had at Cyprus, even though it brought no single dollar of value 

to the United States anywhere during the last aey years, when we 
remember the enormous contribution to the archæology of the world 
made by the American consul there, who has developed what the 
whole world recognizes as one of the foremost archæological discov- 
eries of modern times? And that was done because the United States 
kept a consul there who had brains and heart and purpose to do some- 
thing with his time which would give honor to his country. I should 
feel ashamed of this country, and particularly ashamed of the city of 
New York, if they ever allowed to leave this country that most val- 
uable collection of antiquity and art that was gathered by that con- 
sular officer. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Gar- 
FIELD] does not seem to be aware that the city of New York has pur- 
chased and had possession of for three years the Cesnola collection. 
He evidently confounds the Castellani collection, which is now for 
sale, with the Cesnola collection, which has been purchased. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam glad to hear the statement of the gentle- 
man. I want to say further that I hope this-House will not strike 
ont any of our consular officers or our minister to Turkey because 
the “sick man” has been hurt. That does not change the fact that 
all our missionary interests come under the fostering care of the 
American minister in that region of the world. I would not for the 
sake of saving a few dollars withdraw our protection from all the 
interests that gather about the Holy Land. I would not raise the 
e whether the consul at Beyrout or any agent of the United 

tates who is to-day at Jerusalem or any other sacred place in the 
history of mankind shall be governed simply by the question of a 
little money. 

I hope we have not become so materialized that we need to g into 
these sacred places and destroy our interest in them and to declare 
that they are nothing to us, merely for the purpose of saving a little 
money in sig oe a bills. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the pending amendment relates 
to Turkey. Is that one of the sacred places that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] s about? 

Mr. GARFIELD. e government of Turkey controls the sacred 
places, as the gentleman will see if he will only refer to his map. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The consul-general at Constantinople cannot pro- 
tect any interest at Beyrout. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to call the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole back again to the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. BRENTANO, ] which is to substitute “Greece” 
for i Turkey;” to send a minister to Athens instead of to Constanti- 
nople. 

et us look at the commerce and condition of that country and see 
what intercourse we have with it and what interest we can possibly 
have that would justify our sending a minister to Greece. The King 
of Greece, George I, was chosen by Great Britain, France, and Russia, 
and put upon ‘the throne of Greece while he was stilla minor. So 
poor were that people that they were not able to pay him a respecta- 
o sa 
£12,000 in all, $60,000, and gave it to him as a sort of dowry. He is 
to-day upheld on his throne y those nations. 
The annual revenues of Greece for the last year were $6,000,000, 


pulation was 1,457,000, exceedingly mixed, but consisting mostly 
banians. A portion of them are cultivators of the soil, some are 
seamen, Only one-seventh of the territory of Greece is under culti- 
vation. That country imports to the value of $3,000,000; its rts 
amount to $3,500,000. One-half of that commerce is with Great Brit- 
ain, the balance with the following countries, in this order: France, 
Turkey, Austria, Italy, and Russia. The United States, I believe, is 
not represented at all. It will therefore be seen that we have very 
little commercial relations with that country, and what little we do 
have is altogether insignificant in its character. 

The exports from that country consist of currants, olive-oil, and va- 
lonia. The eke are made up of manufactured from Great 
Britain. Of railroads it has seven miles, from Athens to Piræus. The 
have no inland trade, because they have no roads. That is the terri- 
toryot Greece. And yet the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BRENTANO 
would tax this Government to send a minister to Greece, simply, 
suppose, on account of its reputation in the past. I hope we will 
now have a vote. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For minister resident and consul at Bolivia, $5,000. 

Mr. SINGLETON. This is a new mission. After consultation with 
the Secretary of State, and after gathering all the facts and statistics 
we could in relation to it, we believe that this mission should be re- 
established. A Philadelphia company is now undertaking to build 
a railroad in that country, and a large population from the United 
States will probably go there to engage in that work. We have con- 
sented, therefore, to the establishment of a mission at Bolivia which 
was not in the bill of last year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of d'affaires to Porta 
A hex oe gal and to Paraguay and Uruguay, at 

Mr. SINGLETON. In order to perfect the bill in accordance with 
changes heretofore made, I move to strike out this paragraph and in- 
sert the following: 

For salary of chargé d'affaires to Portugal, $5,000. 

Mr. HALE. I move as an amendment to the amendment to add 
after the word “Portugal” the words“ Denmark, Greece, and Switz- 
erland.” This bill proposes to abolish the position of chargé d'af- 
faires to each of these countries. Heretofore the positions have been 
reduced from poy e TA re 3 3 My 8 
ment pro that they s 8 as under the present law at 

000 each. A 


The 
f 


he amendment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. SINGLETON. 

Mr, NEAL. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
“chargé d’affaires” and inserting ‘‘ minister resident.” I propose no 
addition to the salary already named. My reason for offering the 
amendment is simply that the position of minister resident is much 
higher in the estimation of European courts than that of chargé 
d'affaires. If our representative accredited to Portugal occupies the 
position of minister-resident he holds a higher place in the diplo- 
matic corps of that country than he does as chargé d’affaires. It is 
much pleasanter for him and much more ble for Americans 
visiting that country, while there is no additional expense to the 
Government, 

Mr. SINGLETON. I suppose that this amendment might be ex- 
cluded on a point of order. I oppose it upon the ground that the very 
moment we change the title of our representative and call him “min- 
ister” there will be a strike for a higher salary, and we shall be 
annoyed here from year to year until the salary is increased. I think 
this a very good reason for not changing the title of the office. 

Mr. NEAL. In reply to the gentleman from Mississippi, I will say 
that the salary to be paid is a matter which will be entirely within 
control of this House. If we are satisfied that a salary of $5,000 is 
sufficient for our accredited minister at the court of Portugal, then 
no matter what Rocking there may be at our doors for an inerease 
there will not be the slightest danger that this House will ever yield 
to those solicitations. the 5 from Mississippi would go 
abroad and observe for himself he would make no opposition to this 
amendment. 

Ras SINGLETON. Ihave no idea that that would change my mind 
at all. 

Mr. NEAL. It is a matter of far more importance than gentlemen 
here may realize that our representatives abroad should occupy a 
position equal in rank with that of other foreign diplomatists at the 
various courts of Europe. What is the result of our withholding 
the title of minister resident and designating our representatives as 
chargés d'affaires? Almost every other diplomatic personage, though 
he represents the smallest country of Europe or the smallest republic 
of South America, outranks, without reference to salary, the accred- 
ited representative of this Government upon all official occasions. 
There is not the slightest fear that additional salary will be asked ; 
and if it should be we can refuse it. We ought at any rate to make 


| our ministers abroad respectable in their standing if we do nothing 
, and those three governments contributed £4,000 each, or | 


else. 
Our present representative in Portugal is one of the most accom- 
lished men whom we have abroad, a man who is a credit to this 
Governuient in the position he occupies, and would be a credit to 
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any position to which he might be appointed. It is not right that 
he at the court of Po occupy a rank inferior to the 
representative of the little republic of Costa Rica or Guatemala or 
Bolivia, as he does ster y 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ido not wish to put any gentleman in the po- 
sition of having to maintain a reputation as a minister upon a salary 
which, as the gentleman says, is not sufficient. 2 

Mr. NEAL. The gentleman will pardon me; I have not said that 
the salary is insufficient. If it is sufficient for a chargé d’affaires it is 
sufficient for a minister resident, as the duties and obligations of the 
oftice will be no greater in one capacity than in the other. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman says that we ought to make our 
diplomatic and consular representatives abroad respectable. - I think 
that we had better make them respectable before we send them abroad. 
If we select the right sort of men and send them there, they will 
uphold and maintain the dignity of our country; and no gentleman 
need be afraid that the United States will suffer in the estimation of 
any other country as ong we shall have representatives abroad 
competent to discharge the duties of the stations which they are 
called to occupy. f 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word 
in reference to this chargé d’affaires to Portugal. That ésship 
is filled by Mr. Moran, one of the most faithful, able, and intelligent 
representatives this country has ever had abroad. He was 3 
of legation at London during the long period of our civil war. He 
was the most efficient aid our minister there, Mr. Adams, possessed. 
His health broke down. He was sent to Portugal in order to relieve 
him from the onerous duties of his office in London. He is now a 
broken man. He desires no increase of rank, he is satisfied with the 
present rank; but if the gentleman from Ohio wishes to render a 
service to that eminent and useful citizen let him move to give him 
a clerk at a salary of $1,500 a year for the duties he has to perform 
there and which now he has to hire done by taking this sum out of 
his small salary. Then he will have done such a service as will be 
fully appreciated by Mr. Moran. 

I confess I was very anxious to make this amendment, but in the 
general spirit which prevailed in favor of reduction I failed to do so, 
and I acknowledge with some humility I felt I was doing wrong not 
to urge upon the committee in the strongest possible way some relief 
in the shape of clerk hire; for he has no secretary of legation. But 
that is the remedy and service which this House might render. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 97. 

Mr. SINGLETON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. SINGLETON 
and Mr. NEAL. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 84, 
noes 94. 

So the amendment to the amendment was di 

Mr. SINGLETON’s amendment was then adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the agent and consul-general at Cairo, $3,000. 


to. 


Mr. HALE. I move to strike out the word “three” and insert the, 


word “ four.” 

We have now, Mr. Chairman, come to the consular part of this bill. 
The committee has taken twenty-six or twenty-seven consulates and 
reduced their salaries, some of them a thousand and others five hundred 
dollarseach. Thesalaries of allthese consuls, and especially in the ori- 
ental ports, as I explained the other day, are small compared with the 
salaries paid by every other commercial people. The salaries at present 
received do not enable our consuls at these ports to maintain such a 
condition of living, and of comfort even I will say, as other consuls 
paid by other powers. Here is an eastern consulate of the highest or 
the second highest class allowed under the present law, and yet the 
committee have reported in favor of cutting it down $1,000, that is, 
from $4,000 to $3,000. I make the amendment here because I propose 
in the following consulates wherever there has been a reduction to 
restore the salary to the old rate, and even while the Committee of 
the Whole has sustained the Committee on Appropriations in refer- 
ende to the diplomatic part of this bill, I trust in this consular part 
there will be no reduction allowed, but that we will maintain the 
consular system as it is now fixed by law. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Before the committee shall put that salary to 
$4,000 it would be well to look at some of the facts in connection 
with this consulate at Cairo. The heretofore has been $4,000, 
contingent expenses $1,709.04, making $5,709.04. The fees collected 
at Cairo have been 3.02, leaving an unexpended balance against 
the United States to keep up that consulate of $5,483.02. The cost 
is just that much over and above what we receive there in the way 
of fees. Our proposition is to cut it down $1,000. You can live 
cheaper there than in almost any other city on the globe and it is not 
necessary for the amount of service done there to make the salary 
$4,000. These are the facts which I lay before the House, and hope 
the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman ought to see, Mr. Chairman, that the 
question of fees is not the important one in deciding about the serv- 
ice of a consul. The consular service overpays the cost some years 
$150,000. It will be found in the regulation of our commerce there 
are important ports where we need a consul and must maintain one 
although there may not be collected in certain years but a small 
amount of fees. If we maintain this consular system we must keep 


consuls at all ports and pay something near what other people pa 
for like service. And if the Fee t amounts to an 2 
ne it either 8 to * g ent cule my 50 8 e 
consular system entirely, or you re teit by ou haye 
to give the consuls all their fees, which in some cases won amount 
to ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. SINGLETON. We do not propose to make that the rule. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is there not a consular clerk at Cairo: 

Mr. SINGLETON, ‘There is. 

The question being taken on Mr. Hate’s amendment, there were 
ayes 79, noes 101. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

For the consuls- Wat London, Ha and Rio de Ji each 
$5,000, $20,000; and the consul-general 4 Bode Tanio shall o en tan hua 
of secretary of legation without additional compensation. 


Mr. MONROE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In line 63 strike out $5,000 and insert $6,000. 

And further amend the ph by 3 out all after“ 520,000,“ in line 64, 
namely, these words:“ the consul-general at Rio de Janeiro shall peyform the 
duties of secretary of legation without additional compensation. 


Mr. MONROE. I rise, Mr. Chairman, more especially to call the 
attention of the committee to this last clause, which I propose to 
strike out, namely, the clause which makes it the duty of the consul 
at Rio de Janeiro to perform the duties of secretary of legation. I 
also offer an amendment in regard to the salary which I understand 
to be in accord with the policy of the minority of the committee, But 
I do not propose to insist upon that so much, because the policy of 
the House seems to be pretty well established in ird to it, and 
because I wish to leave it to my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] to 
say what he may desire upon that point. 

ask the attention of my friend from oe [Mr. SINGLETON] 
and of the gentlemen on the other side of the House to this very re- 
markable clause which makes it the duty of the United States consul 
at Rio to perform the service of secretary of legation for the min- 
ister there. Why, sir, it is a thing utterly impracticable. I assure 
my friend from Mississippi and the gentlemen of the Committee on 
Appropriations, from 1 knowledge, that it is a thing which 
can never be done and which will never be done; and it is a 
se I undertake to prove to their satisfaction never ought to be 

one. 

In the first pee the consul has not the time to attend to these 
duties and ought not to give his time to them. Why, sir, that is and 
will be one of the most important ports in the world for our commerce, 
whenever our business shall at all revive. The consul at Rio with his 
clerk, who also must be an experienced and industious man, finds it 
necessary to sit e business day of the year from about nine o’clock 
in the morning until four in the afternoon in his office, discharging 
the duties pees to his consulship. He has a vast number of 
causes to hear and to try between masters and seamen. He has a great 
deal of writing to do, He has the municipal authorities to meet. He 
has sometimes to talk with ministers. He has constantly to receive 
his countrymen. And I affirm that the business hours of the longest 
business day observed in our cities are not one minute too much for 
an industrious and faithful consul in the port of Rio to feel, when 
the day is done, that its business is properly performed. 

The consul, then, cannot, for want of time, attempt to discharge 
the duties of secretary of legation. Besides, I assure my friend from 
Mississippi that it is impossible when 1e considered. The 
minister of the United States never lives in the city of Rio. Why? 
Simply because few other ministers live there. The summer court 
residence is at Petropolis, among the cool hills in the vicinity of Rio, 
about forty miles from that city. The foreign ministers generally 
live there. The Emperor stays there during the hot months; and the 
minister who wishes to keep up communication with the government 
of Brazil and with other ministers must live at Petropolis. It takes 
the larger part of a day to fe there from Rio. Three modes of trav- 
eling must be employed. First, there are a dozen or more miles to be 
traveled on a steamer; then about as much more on ashort railway ; 
then about the same on a stage up the mountains; so that it consumes 
most of the day to go there. 

Now I indorse every word that my friend from New York says 
about the importance of the duties this officer has to discharge and 
the thoroughness and fidelity and industry with which he should 
discharge them; and Leey that it is utterly impossible that he should 
be held to this additional duty at the legation. Isay to my friend 
from Mississippi thatif he were to bring before this House a law mak- 
ing it the duty of any man who should accept a position on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in this House to act in addition as private 
secretary to the Secretary of the Interior, that proposition would be 
reason itself in comparison with that which is contained in this bill. 

Here the hammer fell. 
. COX, of Ohio, obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. 
MONROE. 

Mr. MONROE. The Department of the Interior is within a reason- 
able distance of this Capitol and the gentleman from Mississippi 
might ibly.aneet his committee here in the morning and then g 
up to that Department and act as Mr. Schurz’s private secretary for 
a few honrs and perhaps get back here in time to vote for an adjourn- 
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ment. There would be reason, good sense, and statesmanship in that, 
in comparison with the proposition thrust into this bill thaf the con- 
sul-general at one of the first commercial ports of the world, and the 
trade of which we as a nation desire to obtain, shall act as private 


secre to the minister there. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, that is not the true policy; it is not the policy 
of the gentleman from Mississippi himself. It is not the policy of 


the majority on this floor, as I have heard it expressed by them. They 
do not desire to make our consulates mere dependencies of the lega- 
tions. I have heard, and have approved of much that I have heard 
on the other side of the House on this subject. I have heard gentle- 
men say that what the commerce and business of the country wants, 
is good consuls; that we must strengthen our consulates and see that 
the duties belonging to them are properly discharged. But now you 
propose in one of the first ports of the world, with which our trade 
is perhaps $20,000,000 a year, to make the consul-general of the United 
States the minister’s clerk. 

Well, if one of you were to go there as consul and find that you 
had to be the minister's clerk and subject to his call, to go forty miles 
away from your office whenever requested to do so, you would dis- 
cover that the duties of the consul, so far as you could attend to 
them, would be reduced to a very small compass. Oh, no! that is 
not the policy of the Government, and never has been the policy of 
the Government, to make these consulates abroad at the great cities 
of the world mere appendages to the legations. : 

There aré certain political questions on which our consuls are in- 
structed to consult the minister; but as regards the regulation of the 
commerce of the country abroad, the care and protection of its sea- 
men, and the protection of its revenues, the consul is an independent 
officer. He does not report to his minister; he reports to the Depart- 
ment of State; he reports to the Secretary of the Treasury. He is 
responsible only to his Government at home on all these questions. 

It is not sound policy, now that our commercial interests ought to 
be so great, and when they are crying out for protection and devel- 
opment—it is not sound policy to take our commercial agent at one 
of the first ports of the continent and make him the clerk of the lega- 
tion. It is, in my judgment, a very great error, and I confess I was 
surprised to find it in the bill. I can understand the desire of the 
a opposite for reduction of expenses and for economy. I 

ave a deal of sympathy with those views, and I will vote with 
them whenever I can, but when they wish to make a first-class consul 
at a great metropolitan port a minister's clerk, that is a thing which 
I do not understand; and I give notice that if this provision ever 
becomes a law it will never be carried into practice. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman from Ohio Mr. Mon- 
ROE] knows better than any man in this country the duties which 
devolve upon the consul at Rio, and he has not overstated them. I 
wish to relieve the Committee on Appropriations from auy responsi- 
bility in regard to this proposed amendment of the law, for I myself 

sted it. 
would say now that Iam so far convinced by the statement of 
the gentleman from Obio as to the impropriety of making the consul- 
general at that port the secretary of legation that, so far as Lam 
concerned, if the Committee on Appropriations will consent to it, I 
will accept the amendment to strike out that provision. 

Having done this with perfect frankness and in recognition of the 
superior knowledge and forcible manner with which the gentleman 
from Ohio has presented the case, I beg to state to the House the rea- 
sons why I recommended this amendment. 

The secretary of legation at Rio has nothing whatever to do. For 
that statement I have the authority of the late secretary of legation 
himself, who is here in the city of Washington; therefore any provis- 
ion for such a secretary is left out in the bill; but it occurred to me 
that there might be an occasion when the American minister to Brazil 
would have leave of absence and it would be necessary to have some- 
body in temporary charge of the legation. I know that the consul 
is often put in that position, and it occurred to me that by making 
the consul at Rio secretary of legation he would be able to take the 
place as a matter of course, and it was for that purpose, and no other, 
that the provision was introduced into the bill. 

If, as the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. MONROE ] says, there would be 
such a complication of duty as that the commercial interests of the 
country would have to be neglected, in that contingency I will ponp 
ly and frankly assent to that portion of his amendment. At the same 
time I adhere to my proposition that no Shanda should be made for a 
secretary of legation at Rio, because the late secretary of legation 
who has just returned to Washington and who isin high standing with 
the State Department, informs me that there are no services for such 
an officer to render at that place. : 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have no desire to do anything that may be 
wrong in this matter. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MONROE] has 
convinced me that it would be impracticable to carry out the provis- 
ions of the bill as here proposed. If no objection is made to it I will 
accept his amendment. 

_ Mr. one Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr HEWITT, of New York. The amendment as to the secretary of 
legation: not the amendment increasing the salary. 


Mr, SINGLETON. 


That is what I mean. 
Mr. WARD, The bill as reported from the committee imposes upon 
the American consul at Rio Janeiro, in Brazil, the additional duties of 


secretary of legation to the American minister. This requirement is 
impracticable, and virtually impossible. The consul’s sphere of duty 
is at the port of Rio, by the sea, while the minister is at the Emper- 
or’s court, which, for the greater part of the year, is held at Petropo- 
lis, forty miles distant from the seaboard. The consul should be in 
constant attendance at his post daily, almost hourly; and it would 
be as feasible to expect from the British consul at Baltimore or Phila- 
delphia a proper discharge of his duties and at the same time require 
his attendance as secretary to Sir Edward Thornton at Washington. 
I doubt whether Philadelphia is not more accessible to this city than 
Rio is to Petropolis, through our better means of communication. 
Mr. Chairman, the American consular and diplomatic establishment 
with Brazil should be most complete, liberal, and efficient at this time. 
As a matter of national pride and reciprocity, Brazil deserves this. 
No other foreign nation, through its 5 has extended to America 
in such hearty accord the warm right hand of friendship, filled with 
substantial Toon of earnestness, and the he desiré for intimate 
commercial intercourse. A week ago I stood with Councillor Borges, 
the Brazilian minister, in the ship-yard at Chester, and witnessed the 
launch of the American steamship City of Rio, the pioneer of the 


-line—bronght thus far through the efforts of Dom Pedro—with which 


the experiment is to be attempted of giving America an equal foot- 
ing with other nations in trade with Brazil; an enterprise which, if 
met in a corresponding spirit by this Government, through this Con- 
will be lifted out of the vale of experiment into a grand and 
ante success, reflecting renown and material prosperity on both 
nations. 

And, Mr. Chairman, amid the stirring scenes of that magnificent 
spectacle, which betokened the dawning of a new era of commercial 
grandeur, Councilor Borges gave public expression to the sentiment, 
that the greatest gratification to him was derived from the reflection 
that it gave promise of closer, more friendly and permanent relations. 
between his own conntry and the American Republic. Surely, sir, re- 
sponse to these greetings of good-will shall not be by crippling the 
only instrumentalities through which these relations can bé promoted 
and made effective. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the patriotic view is not sufficient, let us 
examine the money-making aspect of the question. Brazil presents 
a most profitable field to be worked up by the consular agency at 
Rio Juneiro. That empire has a population of over twelve million 
people, with no manufactures, and America can supply them with 
every manufactured article they need, whereas we did send them last 

ear in exports only $7,499,118. Brazil has a foreign commerce of 
$50,000,000, and a coasting trade of $50,000,000, and of both these 
America secures less than 000,000. Where, I ask, is there a richer 
prize presented to be secured, not alone by the means of adequate 
earrying facilities but by the additional aid of our efficient consular 
service, to discover and divert this trade into the channels which 
will bring it to our shores. in, the existing commerce is such as 
to bring almost every part of the United States in direct interest with 
Brazil. I will allude to the single item of the coffee trade as exem- 
plitying this view. From a table procured by me from Kirby & Co., 
coftee-brokers at Baltimore, I find that the imports of coffee into the 
United States from Brazil during the last ten years aggregated from 
one million to two millions of bags each year; the largest importa- 
tion being in 1875, of 2,104,859 bags, and the smallest in 1868, of 
1,173,434 bags; and these were distributed among the cities of Balti- 
more, New York, New Orleans, Mobile, Savannah, Charleston, Gal- 
veston, Philadelphia, Richmond, and Boston. 

Again, I ask whether American merchants engaged in a traffic of 
this magnitude with Brazil are not entitled to haye maintained at 
its principal port a consular service in such condition to extend proper 
attention and watchful care over their commercial interests? Can a 
consul, liable to be called forty miles distant at the will of his supe- 
rior officer properly perform such duty ? 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other consideration. The proper RD 
tection of the rights of American citizens forbids thischange. Within 
a few months past the contract for the constraction of a railroad in 
Brazil, awarded by the Emperor to Pennsylvanians, has carried to 
that empire hun of our own countrymen; and many more 
would have already reached it but for the wreck of the ill-fated 
Metropolis. Others will follow, and this new enterprise will attract 
artisans, laborers, merchants, and soon an American population will 
be fonnd there. Among a strange people their persons and property 
must be protected, and their rights adjudicated under, to them, un- 
known laws, administered in a strange language, themselves of the 
humbler classes, they will need, and they ought to have, the most 
ample safeguards. I want to see my fellow-citizen in Brazil, of what- 
ever class, feel that the flag of his Government floats over him for 
his safety ; thatits strong arm is around him, and that its representa- 
tive is ever present, with the ability, the power, and the means to 
give him information at all times, and afford him the fullest measure 
of protection in his need. This efficiency cannot be reached in the 
bill, and I appeal to the committee to make the change in the respect 
indicated. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of Mr. MONROE; which 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1745 


was to strike out “$5,000” and insert ‘$6,000 ;” and also to strike out 
the last clause of the paragraph, as follows: 

And the consul- at Rio de Janeiro shall perform the duties of secretary 
of legation without additional compensation. 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for a division of the question on the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be first taken upon the por- 
tion of the amendment increasing the amount of salaries. 

The amendment was not a to. 

The question was then js agreed to striking out the last clause of 


the 88 ph; and it was a to. 

The Clerk resumed the ing of the bill, and read the following: 

For the consuls-general at Vienna, Frankfort, Rome, and Constantinople, each 
$2,500, $10,000. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I move to strike out the last word of 
the paragraph just read, for the purpose of saying that in the course 
of the debate last Monday I had occasion to allude to the appoint- 
ment of consul at Frankfort. I did not impugn his character or 
qualifications; I merely said that it was a personal appointment, he 
being the late private secretary of the President of the United States, 
I was interrupted by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. JoNEs,] who 
defended the consul, not against anything which I had said, and said 
that he was a man fit to be appointed, which I fully believed. I in- 
quired of him whether Mr. Lee spoke the German language, and he 
replied that he did. I have this morning received a letter from Cyrus 
W. Field in regard to this matter, and I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Riccs Hovsr, Wasnixetox, March 13, 1878. 

Dran Mn. Hewitt: Referring to our conversation of this eter I would state 
that in August last I called on Mr. Lee, consul-general at Frankfort, and spent 
some time with him in his office, and that during my visit he said that he did not 
speak German, but that his wife did a little. 

Mr. Murphy, late consul-general at Frankfort, is now or was a few weeks since 
in New York, and if you write him he will inform you bow ho has acted as inter- 
preter for Mr. Lee. 

Very truly, your friend, 

Hon. A. S. HEWITT, 

Member of Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I wish to pi ad the informal amendment 
for the purpose of saying that when the question came up in regard to 
Captain Lee I answered the gentleman from New York [ Mr. HEWITT] 
instantaneonsly, and I do not desire now to modify my answer except 
to state; I had knowledge of the extent to which Captain Lee had 

iven attention to the German language and to German literature. 
fro translated German readily into English and English into Ger- 
man before he left this country. I had further knowledge of the fact 
that his wife, (as is stated in the letter just read,) speaks German and 
did speak it before she left this country. I knew that Captain Lee 
had studied the German janguage and had given it attention as a mat- 
ter of culture since leaving college. 

I had knowledge of the further fact, that while the question of his 
confirmation was pending, inquiry was made as to whether he could 
speak the German language, and it was brought to the attention of 
his friends here that he translated it readily, that he could translate 
his own dispatches and could interpret for himself. In addition to 
that it was bronght to my knowledge that a letter written by a Ger- 
man in Frankfort, spoke of being agreeably surprised when calling 
upon the consul and his lady to find that they could speak German. 

With that knowledge, I made the response I did to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEwIrr.] I notice this fact in 
regard to the letter just read, that the interview there referred to 
took place eight months ago, and at that time Captain Lee may have 
made the response attributed to him. He is a very modest man and 
would understate rather than overstate his acquirements. He is a 
scholarly gentleman and would not parade his attainments or the 
attainments of his excellent and accomplished wife. 

Being a classical scholar as he is and a student, and having a famil- 
iar knowledge of the German language so that he could read and 
translate it, any gentleman will understand that he could very read- 
ily acquire the ability to speak it since the interview referred to in 
the letter read, which it seems was nearly a year ago. My answer 
was that he can speak the language, that is, speak the language now; 
and it may very probably have been that eight months ago, in his 
modest way, he would state that he did not speak it. Whether he 
gave the gentleman who writes the letter any account of his attain- 
ments in the direction of acquiring the 1 bag Yes not stated. Ido 
not think the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] wished to do 
my friend any injustice, and I have no desire to overstate his accom- 
plishments, but the letter which has been read, taken by itself, cer- 
tainly does him injustice, and indicates that an effort has been made 
to depreciate his merits, I am satisfied the gentleman from New 
25 5 would not depreciate knowingly the qualifications of Captain 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Not the slightest. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. If I had had an ene to speak with 
my friend, I wonld have given him some knowledge of his attain- 
ments that he might not have criticised him unjustly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I did not criticise Captain Lee; I 
did not utter å word in derogation of him; I did not say that he did 
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not speak German. I simply asked the gentleman from Ohio whether | Noyes. 
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he did speak German. I received the gentleman’s reply, and I have 
since received this note. That is all the knowledge 1 have on the 
subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Of course I do not wish to ees the con- 
troversy as to whether the gentleman depreciated Captain Lee im- 
properly or not. I think that the letter just read at the desk detail- 
ing a casual conversation which oce eight months ago does not 
justify any one in representing Captain Lee to the country as a 
gentleman who has no knowledge of the German language, no ac- 
quaintance with German literature. Te draw any such conclusion is 
in my view to do him great injustice. 

Webster once said that if he had none of the spirit which lifts 
mortals to the skies he was thankful that he did not possess the spirit 
that would drag angelsdown. While I free the gentleman from New 
York from the charge, I think there has been an effort to misrepre- 
sent the acquirements of Captain Lee. There are twoclasses of men 
in the world. One class is represented by the giants in the romance 
who take pleasure in contemplating the skeletons of men whose 
bones they have crushed. Another classis represented by the ancient 
orator, Pliny, who never would take a fee for advocating any person’s 
cause, but would always make it a condition that his client should 
retain also some deserving young man—not that he (Pliny) needed 
his assistance, but that he might have the pleasure of introducing 
him to his profession and putting him on the road to eminence. Cap- 
tain Lee has been pursned by detractors who have been clamorous for 
position and anxious to make a pcint against the President; but his 
appointment is most creditable to the administration, and I do not 
hesitate to reaffirm that any generous or just man who has knowledge 
of him, of his scholarship, his culture, his capacity, his integrity, his 
attainments, and his instincts of gentility, will agree that he is fully 
competent to sustain the honor of this country, not only at Frank- 
fort but in any position to which he may be assigned. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, this seems to me a good time to say 
a word in the interest and on behalf of some other distinguished gen- 
tlemen from Ohio who have been assailed, in my opinion unnecessa- 
rily. I wish, however, in the first place to indorse, from a very good 
opportunity to know the truth, what has been said to-day od on a 
former occasion by my colleague [Mr. Jones] in favor of Colonel 
Alfred E. Lee. It does seem to me that because Colonel Lee hap- 
pened to pepe the position of private secretary to Mr. Hayes when 
governor of Ohio, he should not be excluded from taking a position 
which he is well qualified to fill in a foreign country. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. He belongs to the wrong family 
of Lees. [Langhter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I was a little astonished to hear the 
distinguished member from New York [Mr. Hewitt] say that he 
knew nothing or heard nothing of General Comly, of Ohio, now min- 
ister to the Sandwich Islands. Why, sir, General Comly has been a 
distinguished man, not only as a soldier but as a civilian ; and he has 
stood at the head of his profession as a journalist. 

Mr. FINLEY. He was the editor of a paper and the first person 
to suggest Mr. sy . for the Presidency. 

Mr, KEIFER, I do not wish to be interrupted on this occasion, as 
I have a very few minutes. General Comly would do honor to this 
country anywhere. The present occupant of the chair [Mr. Cox, of 
New York] knows him. He is known very well all over this coun- 
try; and it seems to me that the gentleman from New York did not 
do himself justice when he said he did not know him. Because he 
edited a paper at the capital of the State of Ohio, it does not follow 
that he is incompetent to fill such a position as he now holds, I 
might dwell further upon General Comly, who is a man of head and 
heart, but I have not the time. 

General Noyes is also assailed as though he were distinguished for 
but one thing on earth, and that the fact that he stood upon the ros- 
trum in the national republican convention at Cincinnati in 1876 and 
nominated Rutherford B. Hayes for President. I wish to remind the 

entleman from New York that Governor Noyes was a graduate of 

artmouth College. He was a distinguished lawyer in the Queen 
City of the West. He entered the Army early in the beginning of 
the Jate war. He staid there, going through the campaigns of Mis- 
souri down to the capture of Island No. 10. He came over and was 
in the movement upon the capture of Corinth, Mississippi. He was 
in the battle of Inka, under General Rosecrans. He was in the At- 
lanta campaign; and in celebrating the 4th of July, 1864, at Resaca, 
he lost a leg, suffering from the injury two amputations. He has since 
held the position of city solicitor of Cincinnati with great credit. He 
has presided as judge in that city; and certainly it is not to his dis- 
honor that he was governor of Ohio. He has been distinguished as 
a scholar, and he has taken great interest in all public affairs in this 
country. When he was appointed minister to the court of France, 
he was worthy of the position; for there is not a blot or a stain upon 
his record anywhere, his revilers to the contrary notwithstanding. 
He needs no defense; but when I hear him assailed on this floor by 
the member from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] who has charge of 
this bill, and by two distinguished members from the State of New 
York, [Mr. Hewitrand Mr. Cox, II think it quite proper that I should 
say a single word in his behalf. 

hr. HEWITT, of New York. My friend from Ohio has now given 
us a big Onde hid and acenrate account of the services of Governor 

e error into which he has fallen is in supposing I assailed 
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Governor Noyes in any particular. I ask the gentleman to examine 
my remarks when he goes home and he will find I used no word 
derogatory to Governor Noyes. My criticism in his case, as in the 
case of General Comly and the case of Mr. Lee, was simply they were 
the personal friends of the President and were appointed on personal 
grounds, and that was the thing which the President in his inaugural 
address and elsewhere said he would not do—make appointments 
of personal friends. IL have said nothing in derogation of the quali- 
fications of these gentlemen. I was so ignorant as not to know of 
the existence of General Comly until he was appointed minister to 
the Sandwich Islands. I knew nothing of his record but what I 
found in the Ohio journals. My criticism was on an entirely different 
account, and I commend to the gentleman to answer the criticism I 
made and not something I did not say. 

My. KEIFER. Isuppose, perhaps, Mr. Chairman, the severest thin; 
which the gentleman from New York could have said of 
Comly was that he did not know him. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, sir; no such thing was intended. 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not understand him in any other sense than 
that he was such an insignificant man, that he had such a poor record 
that he was beneath the observation of the gentleman from New York. 
In the gentleman’s speech, after his reference, he then goes on to say: 

We now come to another class of appointments, and they are the respectable ones. 

Who are the others? Those who are not respectable was the under- 
sensig I know noother way of construing this language, and there- 
fore I felt it was my duty to offer a word of defense. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Allow me a word there, I intended 
no such antithesis as the gentleman sup The first class were 
personal appointments and the second class were the N ee 
made on the ground of respectability and withont regard to party. 
If he will follow the language he will see that this was not a party 
appointment, that these were not made on party grounds, and there 
was not intended to be such an antithesis. If that is an inference to 
be drawn from it, I wish to correct it promptly. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is entitled to make his own correc- 
tion and to state what he intended. Iwas bound at the time to take 
notice of it and to give it the construction which seemed to be proper. 
Of course I accept the explanation that nothing of the kind was 
intended. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say but one word. 

Mr, JONES, of Ohio. I wish to ask my friend a question. I desire 
to ask my friend from New York whether in his judgment, if the 
President desired to get a suitable man fora position, and had per- 
sonal knowledge among his friends in Ohio of such a man as Mr. 
Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury, or other men, if ho had per- 
sonal knowledge they were well qualified for public place, whether 
that is a reason why he should not appoint them? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will answer my friend by saying 
the President of the United States occupies a position so high that 
when he makes a declaration to the people of the country he should 
stand by it without regard to any personal ties or any consideration 
of what he owes to the State of Ohio. I say that when he put Cap- 
tain Lee in as consul-general at Frankfort he neglected to appoint 
men who had been long in the service, and who were waiting for 
promotion; and I can name the men who had applied for that con- 
sulate, and whose record in the State Department is so Food that I 
had been informed they were fit for any promotion which could be 
accorded to them. My criticism was, instead of carrying out his 
civil-service declarations, instead of promoting the men who had 
been long and faithful in the public service, he took his private per- 
sonal friends and gave them appointments when he had decl on 
all occasions, public and private, he would not make any appoint- 
ments of a personal character. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. One word more. I wish to ask one further 
question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not yield the floor. 

3 ona The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
entucky, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I desire tosay—and I will only 
detain the House a moment—that there are some of uson this side who 
in sympathy at least are with the gentleman from Ohio, and I 
test that he shall not conelude this side of the House is actuated by 
any spirit which makes it necessary for him to defend the right of 
at 2 85 citizen to an appointment at the hands of the President. I 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman will not complain by the time 
Iam done, Linsist the State for which he speaks ought to be fairly 
considered by this House. She has not received justice at the hands 
of the country generally; she stands here with a pauperized and 
limitless list of applicants for offices, and justly complaining of the 
wrong which has been done her in the distribution of offices. 

It is true, I believe, that she has the President of the United States 
to-day under a title that is not patented. She furnishes the General 
of the Army and the Lieutenant-General of the Army. She has the 
Chief-Justice of the United States Supreme Court. She has the min- 
ister to the court of France. She has an associate justice upon the 
supreme bench. She has the gentleman who is charged with the 
functions and duties for which the American people hold he is illy- 
fitted, in the person of the present Secretary of the Treasury. She 
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had a minister appointed who was not able to epa the language of 
the people to whose court he was accredited. But with all this sho 
is left yet at a grievous disadvantage, for it is said that there have 
been a half dozen clerks appointed to service from other States. And 
I claim and I want the country to remember that it was not that side 
of the House that reco the outrage done to the State of Ohio 
and demanded that justice should be accorded to her. It was reserved 
to a democrat to assert her outraged rights. It was reserved to the 
ntleman from Ohio, [Mr. SouTHARD,] who sits on this side of the 
Jhamber, to propose a constitutional amendment providing for three 
Presidents, because Ohio was not content to furnish one. [Great 


E 

ow, Mr. Chairman, if my ree, 25 — does not support the position 
taken by my friend from Ohio, I simply desired to trench upon the 
patience of the House to protest that he and his State and its worthy 
citizens do have my profoundest sympathies. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. 1 am glad that my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN ] enters a disclaimer for his side of the Hou»e—a gentle- 
man beside me suggests river, but I say Honse—in relation to these 
Ohio appointments. But my friend seems to speak somewhat ironi- 
cally when he comes to talk upon the subject, [Laughter.] Ho is 
evidently not in earnest. He would not have the country to believe 
that he was candid, and therefore I do not credit him with being 
candid now. 

The gentleman starts off by saying that Ohio has a General of the 
Army. I have heard so much from that side of the House about civil- 
service reform that I am not a little astonished to hear that remark 
made. It may not be civil-service which made General Sherman the 
General of the Army, but it was military service. There was competi- 
tive examination forthat appointment. [Applause.] It was competi- 
tive examination with those who were in the Union and fighting for 
it; it was competitive examination with those who were trying to get 
out of the Union and fighting against it which made Sherman, the 
son of Ohio, whom we are proud to honor, General of the Army. I 
may take another instance. We are told that we have a Lieutenant- 
General, (Sheridan.) I know he too was born in Ohio in an humble 
station of life. I believe he used to be connected with the most hum- 
ble people of our country. But he went into the competitive exam- 
ination also, and he kept on in his examination, stopping nowhere, 
standing behind no person, except it be General Grant and General 
Sherman, until he became by this same kind of competitive examina- 
tion the Lientenant-General of the Army, a position which General 
Sheridan has well earned and fills well, And if there be any person 
on this floor who thinks he did not fairly earn his place, then I do not 
think such a person fought for the Union. Now let me say one word 
further, We have a President from Ohio, and the people of the United 
States are responsible for that. [Criesof “No!” “No!” And laughter 
from the democratic side.] And let me say, Mr. Chairman, IL heard, with 
some pleasure the other day, the distinguished gentleman from New 
York [ Mr. . hag A he had a perfect title. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman answer a question for me? 

Mr. KEIFER, I will try to do so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did the President, the present Executive of the 
United States, succeed to his office by means of a competitive exam- 
ination, like those other Ohio men? 

Mr. KEIEER. Yes, undoubtedly. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad 
to answer that in the same way, if you gave me time, I know from 
personal knowledge how he acquired his rp Pa Dg, not pit asa 
civilian, but as a soldier. He, too, did his duty in the field, trying to 
uphold its flag and preserve the integrity of his country. I should 
be glad to speak further of the President, and of the distinguished 
men of Ohio to whom reference has been made. N 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 75 strike out $2,500 and insert $3,000. 

Mr, DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I notice by an executive document 
of 1858, which I hold in my hand, that the salary of the consul at 
Constantinople in 1857 was $3,000; and also that the salary of tho 
consul at Frankfort was $3,000, I make this amendment in good 
faith, and in part also in order to call attention to the fees that were 
received in 1857 at some of the more important consulates, and draw 
a Acs comparisons between those received in that year and the year 
1877. 

Thegentleman from California [Mr. LUTTRELL] this morning found 
fault with the returns of the consuls in 1877 because it appeared there 
were no returns from a small number of them, I had a curiosity to 
look at the returns of the consuls in 1858 when the American tonnage 
was upward of five millions of tons, while now it is a little more than 
four millions; when American shipping must have found its way to 
these consular ports very much more freely than during 1877. I wish 
the gentleman from California would note one or two very significant 
facts which I have discovered in this connection, and which may be 
found in the executive document to which I have referred. 

I will take, for instance, the consulate at Havre. Under the dem- 
ocratic administration of Mr. Buchanan, the consul at Havre received 
$5,000. It is now proposed in this bill that ho shall receive a salary 
of 83,000. This is the salary he received in 1877. Take, again, the 
consulate at Lyons. The fees returned by tho consul at Lyons in 
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1857 amounted to $907, while the fees returned by the consul in 1877 
amounted to $8,947.50. 
I now ask attention to the consulate at Paris. The consul there is 


now allowed a salary of $3,000. Under the administration of Presi- 
dent Buchanan he was allowed a salary of 86,092.16. The fees re- 
turned by the consul at Paris in 1877 amounted to $39,622.50, while 
under the administration of Mr. Buchanan, the fees returned by the 
consul at Paris were only $4,148.85, not enough to pay his salary, as 
the genileman from Iowa [Mr. Price] sitting beside me suggests. 

Take the consulate at Frankfort. The consul at that point, under 
Mr. Buchanan’s administration, received a salary of $3,000. It is pro- 
posed now to make the salary $2,600, During the last year the fees 
returned from that port amounted to $2,551, while under Mr. Buchan- 
an's administration only $518 were returned as fees, 

Take the consulate at Hamburg. The fees returned at it in 1858 
amounted to $1,575.17, while the fees returned last year amounted to 


$6,934.65. 
N ow, take Dundee. The fees returned in 1877 amounted to $6,523.11, 
38 under Mr. Buchanan’s administration they only amounted to 
1,1 
Here the hammer w 
r. CLAFLIN obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. DUN- 


NELL. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Take the consulate at Glasgow. The fees in 1857 
4104204 to 52,410, while the fees returned in 1877 amounted to 

10,458.04. 

Take Hong-Kong, and if the aration from California [Mr. LUT- 
TRELL] were now anywhere within the sound of my voice he would 
come to the front, for anything that touches China brings that A ape 
tleman to his feet. The fees returned from the consul at Hong-Kong 
2 710 3 to 84,509.96, While in 1877 they amounted to 

12,756. $ 

Take Kingston. In 1857 the fees amounted to $1,032.89, while in 
1877 they amounted to $3,529.43. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of the committee to the 
consulate at London in 1857, under the democratic administration of 
Mr, Buchanan, when the gentleman from California says the Gov- 
ernment was run not only honestly but economically, there were no 
fees at all returned from that consulate, while last year the consul at 
London returned fees amounting to $36,990.67. Now the fees should 
have been much larger in 1857 than in 1877. 

Take the port of Liverpool. In 1857 the fees returned amounted to 
$11,169.71, while in 1877 the fees returned were $42,172.67, 

Now take Manchester. The fees returned in 1857 amounted to 
$313.80, while the fees returned in 1877 amounted to $14,885.50. 

Take Bordeaux. The fees received in 1857 were $2,157.73, but in 
1877 they were $7,001.80. 

The fees received by the consul at Melbourne in 1857 were $1,597.99, 
but in 1877 they were $2,320.41. 

Take owed The fees in 1857 were $1,995.42, while in 1877 they 
were $3,465.32, 


Take one more case, that of Honolulu. The fees returned in 1857 
amounted to $2,847.96, while in 1877 the fees returned amounted to 
$4,356.75, and all this increase, as the gentleman from New York LMr. 
LAPHAM) near me suggests, has occurred during what has been de- 
nominated the bad administration of the republican party. 

The comparison which I have now made could be extended, but I 
am aware that cruelty isa punishable offense. 

A word more and I will close. In executive document, second 
session, Thirty-fifth Congress, from which I now read, there is a sum- 
mary in relation to the consular system which shows that the total 
amount of salaries paid to our consuls in 1857 at one hundred and 
thirty-three of the principal ports of the world amounted to $251,544.94, 
while the total amount of fees returned amounted to $110,802.89. This 
shows the cost of the consular system in 1857. Now, what is the 
showing under our present system? The fees returned last year, 
and the gentleman from California [Mr. LUTTRELL] says they were 
not comp ve amounted to $603,797.78, while the cost of the service 
was about $370,000, giving us $232,797.72 net profit from our consular 
service ; whereas, as I have said, in 1857 it cost $140,742.05 more than 
the fees returned amounted to. 

Here the hammer fell. 
. SINGLETON. I for a vote. 
The question was taken on the amendment, and it was not 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For the consul at Liverpool, $6,000. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I move to strike out the last word 
of that clause, and I simply do it for the purpose of saying that I 
understood the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON ] in charge 
of this bill to indulge 7 in some criticism upon the consul at 
Liverpool; but he kindly informs me to-day that he intended his re- 
marks simply as a criticism upon the consular system generally, and 
not as an attack upon the consul himself, I cheerfully accept that, 
and will now only say that the consul at Liverpool is the gallant one- 
armed ex-governor of our State, General Fairchild. I think I indulge 
in no extravagance of language when I say that he is the favorite of 
our people, that he was one of the most eficient governors our young 
Commonwealth ever had, that his character is untarnished and his 
integrity unimpugned. 


to. 


I am glad also to be able to say here that of all the Americans who 
have crossed the sea and entered Europe by way of Liverpool, the 
universal testimony comes back bearing witness to the urbanity, the 
efficiency, and the integrity of the consul-general at that place. I 
need not tell any man who ever knew him that no improper fee will 
ever soil his palm or line his pocket; but, as the affairs of that con- 
sulate were employed to illustrate an adverse criticism upon the sys- 
tem itself, I have procured from the Fifth Auditors Office a state- 
ment of the receipts and expenditures at the Liverpool consulate and 
all the correspondence pertaining thereto. I will not detain the 
House to read them, but will insert them in the RECORD by permis- 
sion of the House as a part of my remarks. 

The table which I hold in my hand shows that in four years, from 
1873 to 1877, the receipts accounted for to the Treasury Department 
from that consulate were in excess of expenditures 819,080.06. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish simply to say that I did not attack the 
consul at Liverpool at all. Isup the gentleman wanted to make 
a speech, and I donot object to that. But Idid not make any attack 
on the consul at Liverpool. On the contrary I said that he was the 
only one of the consuls named in the letter which 1 read the other 
day who had made any return of fees received for the shipping and 
discharge of seamen, I will only state that the salary and emolu- 
ments of the consul at Liverpool are $8,000, the contingent expenses 


about $6,000, and clerk hire about $2,500. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I do not know what the gentle- 
man means by insinuating that I wish to make a speech. I’ have 


given up twenty minutes which were allowed me on this bill in 
order not to impede its progress. I say to the gentleman that not 
only did I receive the impression from his reply, when told that con- 
suls did not retain their shipping fee for their “personal use,” “to 
what use is it then applied,” as referring to the consul himself, but 
two other gentlemen on this floor who bave applied for information 
at the Fifth Auditor’s Office received the same impression. 

Mr. SINGLETON. My dear sir, gentlemen both on your side of the 
House and on this side of the Honse, notably Mr. Hewitt, came to 
me and said that I was right the other day in my statements, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment and will let the documents themselves answer: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIFTH Avprron’s OFFICE, 
Washington, March 13, 1878. 

Sm: In accordance with the request in your letter of yesterday, I herewith in- 
close a tabulated statement of the 1 eceipts and disbursements for shipping and dis- 
charging seamen since 1872, together with copies of the correspondence on file in 
this office relative to this subject at the consulate at Liverpool, England. 

I am, yours, res è 
í oe J. B. MANN, 
Acting Auditor. 
Hon. C. G. WILIAMus, M. C., 
House of Representatives. 


Statement showing the receipts for shipping and discharging seamen, and 
the expenditures in discharging the duties imposed by the shipping laws, 
at the United States consulate at Liverpool during the incumbency of 
Lucius Fairchild, consul, exhibited by fiscal years, to June 30, 1877. 


Receipts. | Expenses, 

From December 13, 1872, to June 30, 1873 .. $1, 403 00 $1, 275 02 
From July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1874 ......... 238 7,544 00 3, 372 92 
From July 1, 1474, to June 30, 1875...... eee] 7, 201 00 3. 000 00 
From July 1, 1875, to June 30, 1871666. 8, 413 50 3. 000 00 
From July 1, 1876, to June 30, 1877 8,076 50 3, 000 00 
CCT TTT T T 32, 728 00 13, 647 94 


The excess of receipts over expenditures of $19,080.06 has been duly accounted 
for to the United States Government. 
15 EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 24, 1873. 


No, 37.] DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
Washington, May 24, 1873. 
rtment has had under consideration the — 9 of fees to be col- 
lected by United States consular ofticers for the shipping andidiscbarging of seamen, 
adverted to in your dispatch (No. 33) of the 23th of h last, and more specifically 
pee in your communication of the 14th of April to the consul-general at 
m 


The Department is fully aware of the large increase and onerous character of the 
duties imposed by the act of June 7. 1872, upon the consul at Liverpool, and appre- 
c‘ates tho injustice that must result from requiring him to discharge theso duties 
without compensation and from obli him at the same time to bear out of his 
own purse the expense for extra clerk hire and office rent that must attend their 
performance. It could not have been contemplated that the compensation fixed for 
the consul should be diminished by such charges as those indicated. 

Under the authority granted to the President by the sixteenth section of the act 
of August 18, 1x56, provision may be made for meeting the increased expenses at 
your post wi yy from office rent, extra clerk hire, or otherwise, by bing a 
special tariff 


Sm: The De 


fees for your consulate, It has accordingly been termined to 
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anthorize you, until otherwise instructed, to charge and collect from the masters of 
vessels of the United States the following fees, namel 


N 
1. Ou engaging crew, for each member of crew, (excepting a ces) $2 00 
2. On discharging crew, for each member of crew discharged n.. 1 
You will be allowed also to ap riate out of such fees so collected a sum not 


exceedin 000 in any one year for defraying the extraordinary ses incident 
to such 5 i Y france io take effect from the date of your 
entry upon the duties of the consulate, Yon will keep a careful record of all fees 
collected under the N of this instruction and of all expenses incurred, and 
will make report of them to the Treasury in the same manner as ae uired to 
make report of other fees and expenses collected and incurred in the of 
e 
am, sir, your servan 
J. C. B. DAVIS, 
Assistant 


Lucius FAIRCHILD, Esq., j 
Consul of the United States, Liverpool. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIFTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
August 27, 1874. 
Sm: I have respectfully to inform you that in order to a proper and inte! 
aoinne of the shipping ofice accounts it will be necessary to furnish this office 
th the items and vouchers relating to the You will therefore i paer 


to observe this method in rendering the shipping-office accounts. 
F 
for the fiscal year of 1874. 
r J. H. ELA, Auditor, 
ee eee, Liverpool, England, 
Untrep STATES CoNsUuLATE, 
(Tower W West e e 


Sm: I beg leave to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated August 27, 1874. 

I had not supposed it necessary or required to transmit vouchers for the account 
of shipping-oflice expenses, the amount of fees received at this consulate by the 
Government for shipping and disc seamen being of itself positive proof of 
the extent of the ‘ormed here to carry out the provisions of the act of 
June 7, 1872. Between $5,000 and $6,000 were received here during 1£73 for ship- 
ping and discharging seamen, so that a handsome balance, earned by the discharge 
of extra duties at the consulate imposed by the said act, remains with the Govern- 
ment, after deducting the $3,000 allowance. Every dollar of it was expended, and 
more, too. 

You ask me to specify what portion was expended for rent of rooms since July 
1, 1873. I answer, none of it was so eer Reference to my quarterly returns 
for the third and fourth quarters of 1873 will show that the sum charged as paid 
for rent was $394.18 for the said two quarters. That was for the rent of all the 
rooms occu’ by me for official pu at the rate of about $788.72 per year, 
which you will observe is very much less than 20 per cent. of my then salary, The 
difference is saved by the Government. This year my rent expense is a very few 
dollars more than last. 

Your letter reached me after my returns for the last quarter had been sent for- 
ward, but I will in the future as you direct in your letter send proper vouchers for 
all such expenditures. The expenditures now are for of persons discharg- 
ing the duties pertaining to the 3 I can put in there only the most 
reliable of eg whose honesty 5 75 tegrity and intelligence are undoubted. Such 
men comman wages everywhere. 

Hoping, sir, that these explacations are satisfactory, and that my future returns 
will not * you to di troubled again, 

I T, 0 
ey . LUCIUS FAIRCHILD, 
United States Consul. 
Hon. J. H. ELA. 
Fifth Auditor, Washington, D. C., United States of America. 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and thirteen consular 
clerks, $290,000, namely: 


Class 3: At $3,000 per annum. 
Mr. HALE. I move toamend the paragraph just read by inserting 
before class 3 that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Class 1. Great Britain: Hong-Kong, Hawaiian Islands, Honolulu. 

Class 2. China: Foochow, ow, Canton, Amoy, Chin-Kiang, Tien-Tsin, 
Ningpo, Swatow. 

Mr. HALE. These are the eastern consulates which have been razed 
by the committee. All of the China consulates have been taken from 
class 2 at $3,500 a year and put in class 3 at $3,000 a year. They are 
consulates important to our commerce and of growing and increasin 
importance. The consulates in class 1 have been a thousand dol- 
lars each. My amendment proposes simply to restore class 1 and class 
2, leaving the consulates as they are now by law, 

Mr. SINGLETON, . I would simply state in mp ly to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. HALE] why the committee have made this 
change. At Foochow the fees last year were $835.72; at Hankow, 
$1,040.62; at Canton, $584.81; at Amoy, $2,689.76; at Tien-Tsin, $204.82; 
at . and at Ningpo, $233.99. Gentlemen can see 
very readily that a salary of $3,000 a year is sufficient. 

The amendment of Mr. HALE was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

China: Foochow, Hankow, Canton, Amoy, Tien-Tsin, Chin-Kiang, Ningpo. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out of the paragraph just read 
the words Hankow, Chin-Kiang, and Ningpo.” 

I will state that at Chin-Kiang the fees received during the year 
ending June 30, 1877, were $580; at Hankow there was no report of 
fees at all, and at Ningpo the fees were $234.18. 

These consulates were of more importance a few years ago than they 
are now. There was then a line of American steamers that touched 
at those places and brought some American commerce to and from 
those places. Now they are comparatively of no importance what- 


ever. I have been in correspondence recently with gentlemen who 
have been in China, and one of whom spent from 1845 to 1870 asa 
merchant at Shanghai and at other places in China. He informs mo 
that the consulates I have named can be served equally as well and as 
efficiently by commercial agents as by consuls. Commercial agents 
will cost much less than consuls and will perform every necessary 
service. This is also the opinion of two intelligent witnesses who 
have been before the Committee on Expenditures in the State De- 
partment. All the witnesses before the committee, two or three in 
number, agree that consuls at Chin-Kiang and Ningpo are of no use 
whatever. Iam informed that only one American is now residing 
and doing business there besides the consul, and that no American 
ships touch at the port. The consul’s name is Lord, who, as we sing 
in the old familiar hymn— 2 0 
own terpreter, 
And he will make it plain, 


for a small addition to his salary for this purpose. According to all 
the information that I can obtain, there is no necessity for any con- 
sul at that place. 

The salaries of these three consuls amount to $9,000 a year under 
this bill, to say nothing of the other expenses. All the necessary 
service can be performed by consular agents appointed by the nearest 
consul; and the expense to the Government will be less than $1,500 
for the three places. 

Mr, CALKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion before he sits down. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is it not the fact that under our treaty stipula- 
tions with China all offenses with which any American citizen there 
is ch are triable before our consuls, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. CALKINS. Then is it not perfectly evident that under our 
treaty stipulations a consul is needed at this place? 

Mr. SPRINGER. At one of these places there is only one American 
citizen residing besides the consul, and I understand he is a well-dis- 

ron and not likely to be brought before the consul for trial. 

Mr. CALKINS. But I suppose American citizens often go there ? 

Mr. STEELE. I understand that the amendment of my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER }—he will excuse me for addressing him so 
familiarly—inelndes the striking out of some place or other called 
‘*Han(g)-Kow.” I am in favor of that proposition, for the reason that 
I think it utterly impossible we can have any commercial relations 
with a people having such an outlandish name. They must be bar- 
barians. It is bad enough to hang a human being; but the idea of 
hanging a cow is absolutely preposterous in this age of civilization. 
(Lavghter.] I think the amendment is very proper. 

Mr. BUNDY. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to be placed on tho 
subcommittee on expenditures in the State Department, which sub- 
committee was charged with the duty of taking evidence, among other 
things, as to the importance of the several Chinese consnlates. Sev- 
eral witnesses who have resided at different times in various parts of 
China have been before the subcommittee, and we sought to arrive 
at some conclusion concerning the importance of these consulates by 
asking the several witnesses as to the amounts which were in their 
judgment received as fees at these different consulates. One of the 
witnesses testified that he thought the fees at Hankow would not 
exceed $200 or $250. Another witness (and pig er seemed credible) 
testified that he thought the fees must be 81,000. 

Now, I find by a letter from the Secretary of State, dated December 
11, 1877, transmitting, in obedience to law, a statement of fees col- 
lected and accounted for by diplomatic officers of the United States 
during the year 1876, that the fees at Hankow, as reported by the 
Secretary of State, were $1,274 98. And it is proper for me to 227 
here that the witness who testified that there were but $200 ora little 
over afterward to me personally corrected his statement. 

Now, I observe that the Committee on Appropriations has dropped 
three or four consulates, which the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. ee 
2 to cover by an amendment which has been voted down. 
think that the subcommittee were agreed in favor of dropping the 
consulates at Ningpo and Chin-Kiang; but no member of the sub- 
committee has intimated that the consulate at Hankow should be 
dispensed with. I hope that upon reflection the gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] will modify his amendment by omitting the 
consulate at Hankow. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will accept the gentleman's suggestion and 
omit Hankow; but I must insist upon the amendment as to Chin- 
Kiang and Ningpo. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope that the amendment will not prevail. 
We are attempting to cultivate commercial relations with China, one 
of the richest and most powerful nations of the earth. We soon ex- 
po or at least hope, to build the Southern Pacific or Texas Pacific 

ilroad, which will bring our Atlantic seaboard into very close con- 
nection with that part of the world. We have already reduced a 
number of our consulates there from the second to the third class, 
making a reduction in salary of $500 in each case. We think that 
this is as far as we ought to go. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated that I had received a communication 
from an American citizen who was for twenty-five years a merchant 
in China and is now a resident of the city of Boston, having retired 
from business, I refer to Mr. Edward Cunningham. In this letter 
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he states that consular agencies at these places will answer every pur- 
pose that our business requires. I will state further that Ningpo is 
virtually abandoned as a business place for Americans. According to 
the evidence before our committee there is but one American citizen 
residing there besides the consul. No business is transacted there 
which cannot be done as well by a commercial agent; no arrests are 
likely to be made; no consular court is needed. It is utterly unnec- 
essary to maintain a consul there at $3,000 a year together with all 
the other incidental expenses. 

I offer this amendment because I have paid some attention to the 
investigation of these subjects recently, and I believe it is in the in- 
terest of economy this amendment should pass. It will not damage 
the service in the least. 

Mr. SPRINGER’s amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Great Britain: Manchester, Glasgow, Bradford, Demerara, Hong-Kong. 

Mr. NEAL. _ I move to strike out “Hong-Kong.” 


Mr. Chairman, in the debate on Monday the gentleman from Cali- | 86,000 


fornia [Mr. LUTTRELL] made the following remarks: 


I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but I find from a letter of the American 
consul at Hong-Kong that he there cha and receives a two-dollar fee for each 
emigrant to the United States. Now, the statistics of tho custom-house at San 
Francisco sho thousand Chinese 


fees 8 $400,000, and I want to know if any report has been made 
showing that fees have been paid into the Treasury. 

I wish, in answer to that remark of the gentleman from 8 
to say that no consul has ever charged $2 on each emigrant. In 
the r Laess of the United States passed a law requiring before any 
American vessel could take emigrants from China tò this country 
they should receive a certificate from the consul that the emigration 
was voluntary in its character. The consul at Hong-Kong, Mr. Isaac 
A. Allen, charged the sum of fifty cents for each emigrant and he in- 
cluded in his certificate just as many emi ts as there might be on 
the vessel. He put into his pocket the difference between what he re- 
ceived and $2 which he credited to the Government. Mr. T. H. Bailey, 
who was appointed to succeed him, when he arrived out there, wrote 
to the State Department and made it acquainted with the facts. He 
said it was impossible to disc’ the duties of the office in that way 
and asked the privilege of employing new inspectors, one American 
and one Chinese, to examine dias emi, ts to ascertain whether 
they were voluntary emigrants or were being transported as coolies 
had been in times gone by. The State Department authorized this 
to be done, and since that time Mr. Bailey has charged the sum of 

. twenty-five cents for each emigrant and has carried every single cent 
to the credit of the Government save what was to pay the 
two inspectors. His accounts show that state of facts. 

Then again, instead of two hundred thousand Chinese the average 
is only from eight thousand to ten thousand a year since Mr. Bailey 
went there. He ry oF twenty-five cents for each emigrant and 
every dollar received been put into the United States Treasury 

except, as I have already said, what has been necessary to pay the 


inspectors whom he was authorized to em 4 
r. HEWITT, of New York. I simp] re to confirm the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio as to Mr. Bailey. He has collected 


twenty-five cents a head and returned it to the Treasury, and per- 
formed his duty. I investigated the matter myself. 

Mr.NEAL. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following amendment: 


This simply restores the old classification. I ask for a vote, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I find in bill under“ Honduras” the consulate at 
Omoa. The title of that consulate has been changed by a bill passed 
at this session, and instead of Omoait should be Ruatan. I move 
that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


k SCHEDULE B. 

San Juan del Norte: 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, $42,600, as follows : 

For the consul-general at Havana and the consul at a. each a sum not 
exceeding the rate of $3,000 for any one year; and tothe general at London, 
Paris, and Shanghai, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $2,000 for any one year; 
to the consuls-general at Berlin, Vienna, Frankfort, and Montreal, and to the con- 
snls at Hamburg, Bremen, Leipsic, Lyons, Manchester, Belfast, Birmingham, 
Bradford, Chemnitz, Shettield, Sonneberg, Dresden, Havre, Marseilles, Fayal, 
Nurem „ Leith, Naples, Stuttgart, Mannheim, and Tunstall, each a sum not 
exceding $1,500 for any one year; Provided, That the total sum expended in any 
one year shall not excced the amount herein appropriated. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to move in line 237 to strike out “Naples” and 
in lien thereof to insert“ Singapore.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move in line 237 after the word “Singapore” to 
insert“ Leeds.” My design is to have that consulate inserted as one 
of the places entitled to clerk hire. I find on examining the report 
of the Fifth Anditor that the consul at Dresden receives $3,000; at 
Bremon, $3,000; at Marseilles, $3,200; at Sonneberg, $4,000; at Shef- 


field, $4,000, and at Nuremberg $4,000; and all these places have 


clerks while Leeds is not allowed clerk hire. I do not see why the 
consal at Leeds should not have a clerk as well as these other places. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. There is no reason in the world why 
the consul at Leeds should be allowed a clerk. He has two subor- 
dinate consulates, one at Huddersfield and the other at Hull, from 
each of which he derives the fees in excess of $1,000. From one of 
them he gets $740 and from the other he gets $749.51 in addition to 
his salary; and out of that if he needs a clerk he can perfectly well 
afford to employ one. 

The amendment of Mr. VANCE was not to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. By direction of the committee I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk, to come in at the close of 
the ph ending with line 241. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. 
Belfast, and Ham 1 allotted as may een aa to the Secretary of State, 

: Provided, That the fees collected at these s for shipping and discharg- 
papani iater pe Ppke Sako ts asarini orria law. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I desire to y just one word in ex- 
planation of the amendment, Those are the five ports at which the 
allowance of $? per head for shipping and fifty cents a head for dis- 
charging seamen has been made under the executive order, and with 
the exception of the congulate at Liverpool, referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, the whole of the fees bave been, contrary to 
law, taken by the consuls and put into their own pockets. This ap- 
propriation of money will allow them to re eat sufficient clerks and 
a surplus will go into the Treasury of $4,000 and probably $6,000 by 
the arrangement. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEWITT, of 
New York, there were ayes 101, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was a to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For . . A 8 N irda 83 such as 8 book- 

arms o an t. 
And other necessary miscellaneous matiere, including loos by exchange, 4115 000, 

Mr. HUBBELL. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
the paragraph just read: 

Add the following at line 267: 

And it shall be tho duty of consuls to make to the Secretary of State a quarterly 
statement of exports from and imports to the different places to which they are 
accredited, giving as near as may be the market price of the varions articles of ex- 
ports and imports, the duty and port charges, if any, on the articles imported or 
exported, together with such general information as they may be able to obtain, as 
to , Where, and through what channels a market may be opened for 
products and manufactures. 2 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LATHROP, I offer the following amendment to come in at 
the end of the pending paragraph: 

In addition to the daties now im by law it shall be the duty of consuls and 
commercial ts of the United States annually to procure and transmit to the 
Department of State as far as ticable information respecting the rate of wages 
paid for skilled and unskilled within their respective jurisdiction. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I will accept that amendment. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with the amendments, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the ending Jane 30, 1879, 
and for otber purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr, SINGLETON. I move that the House concur in the amend- 
ments, and upon that I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the amendments were to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
a snes being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. $ s 
Me SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BENNETT'S POLAR EXPEDITION, 


Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent to go to the Speaker's table 
for the pu of taking therefrom and disposing of a particular bill. 

Mr. NA. To what bill does the gentleman refer. 

Mr. WOOD. The bill of the Senate proposing to authorize Me. 
Bennett to fit out a polar expedition at his own expense. 

Mr. KENNA. At the proper time I shail move to refer that bill to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

The SPEAKER. That will be the right of the gentleman if tho 
bill is taken up. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bn (S. No. 876) in aid of a polar expedition designed by James Gordon Den- 

n 


Mr. KENNA. I object. 


l, London, Cardiff, 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the bill being taken 
from the Speaker’s table ? 

Mr. KENNA. Ido not object to taking the bill up. But I object 
to the disposition of it until a motion is made to refer it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 


ropa t 

. DUNNELL. Iwill move to refer the bill to the Committee on 

Commerce. 

1 SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill is before the 
ouse. 
There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 

table and read a first and second time. 

5 5 WOOD. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 
ui. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated to the gentleman from West 
ee that he would recognize a motion to commit the bill. 

r. KENNA. It was only on that assurance that I agreed the bill 
should be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New York 
can test the sense of the House as well on the motion to commit. 

Mr. WOOD. I understand the question before the House to be what 
disposition the House will agree to make of the bill. 

. CONGER. The failure to object to the bill was on the ground 
that it was stated the question would be on its commitment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that no injustice is done to 
any gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair stated it was for commitment. 

The SPEAKER, No, sir; the Chair did not state that. The Chair 
stated he would recognize the gentleman from West Virginia tomake 
that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the bill was to be taken from the 
Speaker’s table for commitment only. I had risen to object if that 
was not the e 

Mr. WOOD. This is a bill to authorize a gentleman of New York 
to fit ont an expedition at his own expense for the purpose of endeav- 
oring to discover the North Pole. Now, I think a proposition of so 
intelligent a character and so patriotically connected with our own 

ambition as the foremost maritime nation of the world is such that 
no gentleman can afford to object to it. I hope there will be no ref- 
erence of this bill. The sul ject is a very simple one, and if the House 
will hear the bill read I am sure the obiection will be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask a question before the bill is read, 
and Stns is, whether there is now a motion pending to commit the 
bi 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House, and the Chair has 
giveu assurances and has asked the gentleman from New York to 
allow a motion to commit the bill to be made. 

Mr. WOOD. Lam quite willing to test the sense of the House upon 
such a motion. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is the bill open to amendment at this stage? 

The SPEAKER, It will be open to amendment unless the motion 
to commit prevails, 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to make a brief statement in connection with 
this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt that the gentleman from 
New York will allow the gentleman from West Virginia to do so, but 
at present the bill will be read. 

he bill was read. The preamble recites that James Gordon Ben- 
nett, a citizen of the United States, has purchased in Great Britain 

a vessel sup to be specially adapted to arctic expeditions, and 
proposes, at his own cost, to fit ont and man the vessel, and to devote 
Ee to efforts to solve the polar problem; and that it is deemed desir- 
able that the vessel, while so engaged, shall carry the American flag 
and be officered by American naval officers. The bill therefore pro- 
poses to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an American 
register to the vessel by the name of Jeannette, and to authorize the 
President of the United States to detail, with their own consent, 
commissioned, warrant, and petty officers of the Navy, not to exceed 
ten in number, to act as officers of the vessel during her first voyage 
to the arctic seas; but the detail shall be made of such officers only 
as the President is satisfied can be absent from their regular duties 
without detriment to the public service. 
am WOOD. I yield to the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. 

Na. 

Mr. CON GER. Is not this bill 7 ah to a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. In what respect 

Mr. CONGER. It involves an appropriation. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that the bill does not make any appro- 
priation, and I desire to make a very brief statement in relation to 
my motion to commit it. 

r. CONGER, I insist upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Michigan be kind enough 
to oins out the appropriation in this bill. 

r. CONGER, It provides for withholding the duties on the regis- 
tering of the vessel. 

Mr. KENNA. That same point of order was made a short time a 
in reference to another bill of similar character. It was decided by 
the Chair adversely to the position taken by the gentleman. It is 
hardly worth while to renew it now. 


i hig SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is not well 
aken. 

Mr. KENNA, If Iam permitted, I now desire to say a very few 
words upon the subject of the reference. I do not wish to be under- 
stood as at present antagonizing the bill, but I desire to have an 
opportunity to investigate and understand it, and I desire that iho 

onse, throngh its appropriate agency, the Committee on Commerce, 
shall have an equal opportunity. 

It will be remembered by the House that a short time ago a bill 
was introduced and referred to that committee—a bill intended to 
recognize the Woodruff scientific expedition around the world. That 
bill provided for ting an American register to a foreign-built 
vessel, as this bill does. It also provided for a detail of officers from 
the Army and Navy to e. the expedition without cost to the 
Government, as this one does. That bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. The committee reported back to the House a sub- 
stitute striking out that part of the original bill which provided for 
a detail of officers and recommended that it was inexpedient to pro- 
vide by law for such detail. 

I have before me the RECORD showing the vote which was taken 
in the Honse on the proposition to adopt the substitute for the ori 
bill. It is unnecessary for me to state to the House, fresh as it is in 
its recollection of what occurred, that the majority for the adoption 
of the substitute was 8 

The bill was then passed by the Honse as a simple proposition to 
give an American register to a foreign-built vessel, 

But to that proposition, designed as it was to promote scientific 
investigation and the pursuit of knowledge without the expenditure 
of a dollar by the Government, there was strong opposition on the 
part of the gentleman [Mr. Woop] who to-day urges the passage of 
this measure in this hasty manner without opportunity on the part 
of the committee, or of the House itself, to investigate and under- 
stand its merits. It establishes a precedent in direct antagonism to 
the action of the House only a few weeks ago. Such precedent ought 
not to be established without thorough investigation and the fullest 
understanding of the subject. 

With this brief statement of the action of the House upon a former 
bill of similar import, but which did not go so far as this does, I do 
not think I am asking too much when I make, on the part of the 
Committee on Commerce, a motion to refer this bill to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. POTTER. With leave to report at any time. 

Mr. KENNA. I am quite willing to agree to that. My object, as I 
have indicated, is not to delay the bill, and I do not know that at the 
proper time I shall oppose its passage. 

r. WOOD. The gentleman from West Virginia confounds two 
yery distinct and separate expeditions. The Woodruff expedition 
was in no sense of a character like the present. There was grave 
doubt in the minds of many members of the House whether the Gov- 
ernment could in any way give its countenance and sanction to that 
expedition, Itwasin the interest rather of profit to the persons who 
got up the expedition than of the pursuit of science at the expense 
of the persons who Pi ey it. 

1 ALKINS, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. WOOD. No, sir; not at this time. 

That proposition was cuy this: that a private individual should 
get up an expedition around the world, as it was alleged, in the pur- 
suit of science, and they were to charge $2,500 to each person who 
should pe on that expedition, and what finally would become of them 


God only knows. 
Mr. A. Who knows what will become of the men who will 
go in search of the north pole? 4 


Mr. WOOD. That was a scheme for which the countenance and 
indorsement of Congress was asked, and it went further than that, 
and wanted the Secretary of the Navy to detail certain officers of the 
Navy for the perpos of that expedition. 

Now, sir, what is this? It is the proposition of a public-spirited, 
enterprising citizen of the United States to vindicate the honor of 
his country by undertaking at his own expense what the European 

vernments have failed to do. Those 1 gir have expended 

undreds of thousands and perhaps millions of dollars for the pur- 
pose of making the discoveries which Mr. Bennett proposes individ- 
ually to prosecute at his own expense. 

I hold that when he asks that this Government will give an Amer- 
ican register to the ship that he proposes to send on this expedition, 
and in addition thereto to allow such officers of the Navy as may vol- 
unteer to go upon it in pursnit of this kind of knowledge, we should 
not stop one moment before granting his request. I hope, therefore, 
the House will refuse to delay this bill by referring it to a committee, 
and will respond to the action of the Senate by ing it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I Boge this House will not hesitate one moment 
to pass a bill which can have no other object than the promotion of 
science. The gentleman who pro to fit out this expedition, a 
few years ago, in connection with the proprietors of a London journal, 
at their own expense, fitted out an expedition of the most important 
character for explorations in the interior of Africa. That genron 
has proved to be the most important that was ever put on foot in that 
country or perhaps any other. Mr. Stanley, the person sent out by 
the New York Herald and the London Telegraph for explorations in 
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the interior of Africa, has recently returned, having accomplished the 
most important results to commerce, civilization, and science that 
have been achieved by any expedition in modern times. 

This is another expedition perhaps of equal importance to science; 
we caunot now tell what its results may be. It is proposed bya public- 
spirited citizen to fit out this 1 at his own expense, and all 
he asks of the Congress of the United States is that he may have an 
American register for his vessel, so that it may bear the flag of this 
country instead of the flag of Great Britain. Can we hesitate a moment 
in granting this small request for so laudable a purpose? Can we 
hesitate about passing this bill? It seems to me that every gentle- 
man in this House should be willing to vote for this bill without any 
further discussion and without reference to a committee. If we should 
refer the bill to the Committee on Commerce, its ge might be 
delayed so long that it would be impossible for the ships to sail dur- 
ing this year. Vessels bound for the frozen seas of the North must 
sail early in the season or not at all. Let us put no obstructions in 
2 way of individual efforts and enterprises for scientific explora- 

ons, 

Mr. KENNA. I would like to ask the gentleman why it is that the 
Woodruff scientific expedition bill, got up solely for the purpose of 
scientific investigation, a private enterprise at private expense, went 
to the Senate two or three months ago and has laid upon the table 
there from that time to this. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is a different expedition from this one. 
That was simply a private school on the high seas; this an expedi- 
tion solely in the interest of science, the whole expense to be borne 
by Mr. Bennett himself, without pecuniary advantage or remunera- 
tion of any kind. 

Mr. WOOD. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. WOOD. I will do so. 

Mr. CALKINS. I had intended at the proper time to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill, and I only want now to put on record why I shall 
not offer it. My amendment was to insert the provisions of the Wood- 
ruff expedition bill in place of this; but upon taking the advice of 
gentlemen on the floor who are more skilled in parliamentary law, I 
am now of the opinion that it would not be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can read Rule 48. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will not antagonize this bill, because I believe 
this bill and the Woodruff bill ought to pass. 

ued e question was then seconded and the main question 
ordered; which was upon the motion of Mr. KENNA to refer the bill 
to the Committee on Commerce, with leave to report at any time. 

15 question was taken; and on a division were —ayes 51, 
noes 98. 

Before the result of this vote was anounced, 

Mr. KENNA said: Mr. § er, there has been a misunderstanding 

in this part of the House in regard to the question upon which the 
vote is now being taken, and I will therefore ask for the yeas and 
nays. : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair stated distinctly that the qnestion was 
upon the motion of the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. Kenna,] 
that this bill be refe to the Committee on Commerce, with leave 
to report at any time. 

Mr. KENNA. I will not call for the yeas and nays, but I will call 
for tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers; and there were 32 in the 

tive. : 

So (the affirmative being one-fifth of a quorum) tellers were or- 
dered ; and Mr. Kenna and Mr. Woop were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 47, noes 89. 

So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

D Dis then ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and p > 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


TRANSFER OF THE INDIAN BUREAU TO THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. SCALES. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday next, the 
19th instant, I shall move to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
papo of taking up and considering the bill to transfer the Indian 

ureau to the War Department. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Camp, for two days, on account of important business; 

To Mr. RAINEY, from to-morrow, for the remainder of the week, on 
account of sickness in his family ; 

To Mr. GARFIELD, for two days; and 

To Mr. MANNING, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WAIT asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of An- 
drew D. Cook & Co., referred originally to the Committee of Claims; 
uo adverse report. 
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Mr. BUNDY asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with - 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of T. 
Schultze and others; no adverse report. j 

Mr. HENDEE asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers in the case of Mrs. John 
H. Peck ; no adverse report. 

BARKER, WILLIAMS & BANGS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secre of War, transmitting a report on House bill 
No. 2878, for the relief of Barker, Williams & Bangs; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

EMPLOYÉS IN QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a statement of civilians, clerks, and enlisted 
men in the Quartermaster’s Department on June 30, ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MERCHANTS’ NATIONAL BANK OF WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Comp- 
troller of the Currency in relation to the recovery of $46,878.52 in a 
suit brought in the name of the United States against Bayne and 
others to recover money lost by the failure of the Merchants’ National 
Bank of Washington; which was referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

DREDGE-BOAT M’ALESTER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of Captain Howell, of the Engi- 
neer Corps, as to the 8 of the dredge boat McAlester; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

OFFICES OF SURVEYORS-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting an estimate of additional appro- 
priations required for offices of surveyors-general for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office explanatory thereof; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRINTING AND BINDING DEFICIENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a communication from the Public 
Printer in relation to a deficiency in the appropriation for printing 
and binding; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRISONERS SENTENCED BY NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, inclosing a copy of a communication from the 
Attorney-General relative to the expenses of prisoners sentenced by 
naval courts-martial to confinement in the penitentiary; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse an attested copy of a 
resolution of the board of directors of the Maritime Association of the 

rt of New York, relative to the transfer of the life-saving service 

m the control of the to the Navy Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
: MILITARY POST AT EL PASO, TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a letter from the commanding-general of 
the Department of Missouri recommending that $40,000 be appropri- - 
ated for a military post in the vicinity of El Paso, Texas; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, SAN FRANCISCO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of the 7th instant, a copy of the reportof the special agent 
of the Department who examined certain e against Samuel 
McCullough, late superintendent of public buildings at San Fran- 
cisco; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

LAND TITLES IN KANSAS. 

Mr, TOWNSEND, of New York, in accordance with leave previ- 
ously granted, presented the views of a minority of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs upon House bill No. 2153, in relation to paying Messrs. 
Black, Shannon, and others for professional services as lawyers in 
certain actions brought by the United States against the Leaven- 
worth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad Company for the purpose 
of ascertaining in whom the title to certain lands within the State of 
Kansas vested; which were ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

AMENDMENT OF CUSTOMS LAWS. 

Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3828) to amend section 23 of the act approved June 22, 1874, entitled 
“An act to amend the customs-revenue laws and repeal moieties ;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Nee and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and ten 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: s 

By Mr. BOYD: Tho petition of Charles P. Chouteau and William 
A. Steele, for relief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of J. H. Bartholomew and 55 
other citizens of Michigan, that the name of Parker H. Bolt be re- 
stored to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of the Rosario and Carmen Mining 
Company of San Francisco, California, for some provision for the 
investigation and settlement of their claim inst the government 
of Mexico for injuries to their property and interests in Mexico in 
1864—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. EAMES: The petition of J. M. Kimball, Edward P. Taft, 
and others, of Providence, Rhode Island, against any measure reviv- 
ing the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARTH: The petition of citizens of Jackson County, Ala- 
bama, in regard to the distribution of the proceeds of the sale of the 
public lands among the several States for educational purposes—to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Sumter 
County, Alabama, of similar import—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


By Mr. HUNTON: The petitions of George W. Tyler, Walker C. 
Shackleford, James W. Walker, and Calvin and Louisa Garmany, for 
compensation for stores, supplies, and other property taken by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of F. W. Sanborn, late acting 
ensign United States Navy, for an increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The 13 of C. B. Miller, that a pension 
be granted the children of Benjamin T. Eisenhower to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of Mackellar, Smiths & Jordan 
and others, of Philadelphia and New York, against the removal of 
the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLIVER: The petition of W. J. Romick and other citizens 
of Iowa, against the reduction of the tariff on any of the productions 
of the West—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, against the enactment of any law proposing in any way to 
restore the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of 200 citizens and business firms 
of Cincinnati, against the revival of the income tax to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. STEWART: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, for 
the extension of the grant of lands to aid in the construction of the 
Southern Minnesota Railroad—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of J. H. Green, for compensation for 
carrying United States mails in 1876—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petitions of John W. Havens, 
J. L. Carter, and others, and of S. Warren Day, L. M. Homes, and 
others, that bounties be paid to soldiers discharged for disease con- 
tracted in the service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WREN : The petition of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 185, 
Virginia City, Nevada, in relation to the hours of labor and pay of 
laborers in the United States—to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 14, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of H. O. Ritten- 
honse, master United States Navy, praying that he may be advanced 
to his proper rank in the Navy; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I present the petition of Laura E. Campbell, of 
North Carolina, in which she sets forth that she is the widow of Will- 
iam H. Campbell, who was a private in pean og A, Second Regi- 
ment Maryland Volunteers, in the service of the United States dur- 
ing the late civil war; that her husband, William H. Campbell, died 
in the service of the United States during the war; that has her 
pension eee . under the 5 of ae roy of 
Congress app uly to receive pay at the rate o 
month, Ke. She says Rider ta she was not aware that she — — 
entitled to a pension until 1868, her husband having died in 1862. 
As she did not apply within five years for the pension, she believes 
that she is now barred by statute from receiving the arrearages, She 
says that she is indigent and poor, and prays that she may be allowed 
the orrearages, and to that end pra e p: of a special act for 
relief in her behalf. I move the reference of this petition to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, on the western shore of 
Lake Michigan, at the beantiful village of Evanston, which is about 
ten miles from Chicago, the Northwestern University is located ; and 
upon the grounds of that institution a life-saving station has been 
located. The president and faculty of the college, as well as the 
friends of the institution gosal believe that a transfer of the 
life-saving service to the Navy wou d be a great detriment to the in- 
stitution. The lot npon which this station is situated formed a part 
of the college campus, and was leased by the university to the Gov- 
ernment for a period of twenty-one years at a nominal rental of a 
dollar a year. It was represented to the authorities of the college 
that students would make good and better surfmen than could be 
ordinarily secured. This representation was accepted by the institu- 
tion asa sort of guarantee that students would always be trained and 
employed for this business, In consequence of this the lease was 
made at this nominal rental. It is proper to state that ever since the 
station has been established students have been trained and em- 

loyed for this p , and have given excellent satisfaction, It is 
lieved by the col authorities that to exchange them and have 
the station manned by marines would introduce an element of per- 
plexity into the government of the college and demoralize the insti- 
tution very much. They have treated this understanding, which was 
received from the agent of the Government who selected the site, as 
a part of the contract, and they therefore wish that in any legislation 
on this subject which may be adopted this particular life-saving 
service may be excluded. resent their memorial to that effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, e paper will He on the table, the sub- 
ject-matter being before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I present the petition of Mrs. Agatha 
O’Brien, widow of Major J. E O’Brien, late of Fourth Re; t 
United States Artillery, praying for a pension from the Government; 
and I ask for this petition the careful consideration of the committee 
to which it shall be referred. Mrs. O’Brien is the widow of the late 
Major O’Brien of the United States Artillery, who was conspicuous 
for his gallantry at the battle of Buena Vista. His record at the 
Department and the correspondence there will show his high char- 
acter and the services he rendered. Mrs. O’Brien is now in a state of 
extreme destitution, having to live upon the charity of her friends. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of John Payne and others, 
workingmen of Huntingdon County, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against any chenge in the present tariff laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, in favor of an extension for fonr years of the grant of lands 
to that State to aid in the construction of the S uthern Minnesota 
Railroad ; which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of the Legislature of Missouri, 
in favor of a further appropriation for the improvement of the Osage 
River. This memorial refers to a subject-matter of great interest to 
the State which I in part represent on this floor. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREERY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Kentucky, in favor of the re) of the resumption act, and in favor 
of making silver equal to gold in the payment of all debts, public 
and private; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of R. S. Thomas and others, 
citizens of Brownsville, Tennessee, praying that John Clinton, post- 
master at that place, be relieved from liability for certain money 
stolen from his office without fault of his; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. * 

Mr. KERNAN Si og ig the memorial of W, A. Hall and others, 
citizens of New York City, remonstrating against the passage of any 
law imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of W. W. Barton and 11 others, 
citizens of Leland, Michigan, remonstrating against the transfer of 
the life-saving service from the T. to the Navy Department ; 
which was ordered to lie upon the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 120) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the to issue an American register to the Canadian-built 
propeller East by the name of Kent, reported it without amendment. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. WITHERS. On the 4th of February I reported the bill (S. No. 
323) granting a pension to the widow of the late Commodore Benjamin 
T. Totten, United States Navy, adversely and it was indefinitely post- 
poned. Some additional papers have been filed, and I move that tho 
vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered and 
that it be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, (by request,) asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 910) for the better ad- 
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ministration of justice in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BECK (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 920) for the relief of Robert Lang- 
ston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 921) for the relief of John C. Smith and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 922) to establish a post-route in the State of Ore- 
gon; which was read twice sf its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post- 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 923) providing for the payment of all cus- 
toms duties and all other debts due to the United States in legal- 
tender notes at par, except in cases where it is otherwise expressly 
stipulated in the face of the obligation or contract ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. Y asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 924) for the relief of William Longnecher ; 
weer was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 925) to ue passenger fares and freight 
traffic on the Denver Pacific and Kansas Pacific Railways; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 926) for the sale of timber lands in the States 
of California and Oregon and in Washington Territory ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GORDON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introdace a bill (S. No. 927) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a narrow-gauge railroad from Bismarck to the Black Hills; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Railroads. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 928) to fix the rank and pay of retired medi- 
cal purveyors of the United States Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REVENUE CUTTER CORWIN. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the Sen. 
atoa copy of the report of J. F. Evans, in relation to the claims of laborers and 
material. men arising out of the construction of the revenue cutter Corwin, porey 
built at Albina, Oregon, together with such recommendations as he may deem ad- 
visable in referenco to tbe payment of such claims. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. INGALLS. If there is no other business of the morning hour, 
I ask the consideration of a few private pension bills on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first inquire if there are 
any resolutions on the Calendar to be moved in the morning hour. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Serate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 287) pastors nsion to John C. Hughes, 
late private in Company H, ine err United States Volun- 
teers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Hughes, late a 
private in Company H, Marine Regiment, United States Volunteers. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to add at the end of the bill: 


And pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


The amendment was a, to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third eee peer 

Mr. ING. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 663) granting a pension to William H. H. Buck. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of William H. H. Buck, 
First Regiment Vermont Cavalry, at $6 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 305) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca C. 
Maxwell, widow of the late Colonel O. C. well, One hundred and 
ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Iuterior to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Rebecca C. Max- 
well, widow of the late Colonel O. C. Maxwell, One hundred and 
nitfety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Louise 
Roy, widow of J.P. Roy, late lieutenant-colonel United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Kate L. Roy, widow 
of Lieutenant-Colonel J. P. Roy, deceased, late of the United States 
Army, at the rate of $30 per month, the same as is allowed by law for 
the rank of her husband at the time of his death. t. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 869) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Wilkes, 
widow of the late Admiral Charles Wilkes, United States Navy. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs, Mary Wilkes, widow of the late Admiral 
Charles Wilkes, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 870) ting a pension to Rebecca and Au- 
gusta Miller, daughters of Brigadier-General James Miller, of the 
war of 1812. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the names of Rebecca and Au- 
gusta Miller, daughters of James Miller, a brigadier-general in the 
war of 1812, at $15 each per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 871) granting & poe to William Emerson. 

The motion was agreed to; and nate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of William Emerson, late a private in 
Company A, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, at the rate of 
$24 55 month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 872) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann W. Steele. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll Mrs. Ann W. Steele, widow of 
Charles Steele, of Captain Dangerfield’s Company, Virginia militia, 
war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 873) granting a pension to Hannah Streets. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Itdirects the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannah Streets, 
widow of John W. Streets, late of Company B, One hundred and 
seventeenth Regiment United States Colored Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 874) granting a on to Alfred Richardson, 
late of Company A, Twelfth Indiana Volunteers. ‘ 

The motion was a to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Alfred Richardson, 
late of Company A, Twelfth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 535) granting an increase of pension to Theo- 
dore Gardner. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of tho 
Interior to place on the peusion-roll the name of Theodore Gardner, 
late sergeant First Battery Kansas Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 2584) ganang a pension to Margaret R. 
Colony, widow of the late Major Josiah B. Colony, First Maryland 
Infantry Volunteers. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret R. Col- 
ony, and to pay her a pension as the rank of major, in lieu of the pen- 
sion now received. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM B. WHITING. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 647) granting a pension to William B. Whiting. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of William B. Whiting, 
on the retired list of officers of the Navy as lieutenant, but commis- 
sioned as commodore, United States Navy, and to pay him such pen- 
sion as the law directs, 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the aar We the report in that case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WITH- 
ERS, February 4: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial of Lieutenant 
3 B. Whiting, United States Navy, with the papers accompanying, report as 
lollows : 

That the said Whiting entered the naval service of the United Statesin the year 
1229 as midshipman; was promoted to be a lievtenant on the sth day of Septem- 
ber, 1841, and was placed on the reserved list, as a lientenant, under the act of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1855, in consequence of physical ce bel | for which he now asks a pension. 
That, though be has eu ently barn promot {o the various ranks of commander, 
captain, and commodore, he receives no additional pay in consequence of such pro- 
motion. That the injury received was under the following circumstances: W 
residing in Wasbington, in 1852, then holding the 1ank of first lieutenant in the 
Navy, he was notified by the Secretary of the Navy, 1n persee, that he bad been 
selected sae gy ag a tothe hs gis tion, then being ized under Com- 
modore Perry. That be received a verbal permit to visit New York and other 

to arrange his business preparatory to leaving, with directions to report to 
im at Annapolis as soon as his arrangements were perfected. Havi rag, 5 
these arrangements, and while on bis return, in obedience to these orders, ho re- 
ceived an injury of the spine by the accidental upsetting of a carriage or stage, 
which prevented bis joining his vessel; and though subsequently able to jom 
another vessel of his squadron, he was not able to act as hydrographer, and, his dis- 
ability 8 increasing 3 caused his ment from active serv- 
ice by the action of a naval board of ing T . 

Since February 5, 1872, he bas been unable to stand on his feet; has to be lifted 
from his bed to a chair, and requires the constant attendance of a third person. 

Two questions present themselves for decision: First. Can an officer on the re- 
tired list, drawing the pay of his rank, be entitled to a pension as an invalid? Sec- 
tion 4724, Revised Statutes, declares that no person draw both a pension as 
an invalid and the pay of his rank or station, unless the disability for which the 
pension is granted be such as to occasion his employment in a lower grade, or in the 
civil branch of the service.“ 

This officer, though promoted to be a commander from the 2ist of July, 1861, was 
employed as a Heutenant and paid as a lieutenant only from that date to February 
19, 1863. in consequence of the for which he asks a pension; and though pro- 
moted to be a commodore from t d day of April, 1870, was for the same cause 
employed and 4 only as a captain from that date to October 1, 1871, since which 
time he has not been employed at all ; . been incapable 
rier ges and consequently receives only the pay of a lieutenant on the re- 


This history of the case seems to your committee to bring it within the provis- 
ions of the law above quoted, which brings us to the second question: Was this 
injury received “in the line of duty!“ 

Commissioner of Pensions says it was not so but when the officer 
was on leave,” attending to bis own private affairs. The evidence, however, 
establishes the fact that this bus neas was 2 and that the applicant was 
5 his way, in 8 to the verbal orders of the Secretary of the Navy, when the 

ury was received. 
1 — 4694, Revised Statutes United States, thus defines the “line of duty:“ 

“At the time borne on the books of some shipor other vessel of the United States, 
at sea or in harbor, actnally in commission, or was at some naval station, or on his 
way, by direction of competent authority, to the United States, or to some other 
vessel or naval station, or ital.” 

This officer claims to have “on his way ” to join the Japan squadron, by 
orders of competent authority, to wit, the Secretary of the Navy and the commander- 
adden to thi in 1873, the Navy Department, in carrying into effect the law 

n tion to this, e Na ent, in carrying into e 0 
of Congress, ving e ee of D fot sen service 
of the grade they held when retired, to such as were retired at their own 


or on account of age or length oe See ee a eet uries sustained in the line of 
duty and incidental to such duty, but withholding it from those retired for wees 
contracted from other canses, held that the es for which Lieutenant ting 


was retired occurred in the line of duty, were incid 


thus adjudicating this ion in favor of the ee pen E EN 
us on vor D 

Tho VWWVVCG0TV the accompanying bill for 
the relief of the petitioner. à 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senate should understand that this bill is the 
first instance of an attempt to give a pension to a person who is re- 
ceiving l pay upon the retired list of the Navy. It is a startling 
departure anything heretofore done by Congress. For the first 
time we propose to give a person who on account of disabilities has 
been put upon the retired list, and is now receiving about $2,000 a 

ear out of the Treasury of the United States, rendering no equiva- 
ent therefor, a pension. In order to do this the statutes should be 
clear and plain, showing the right of the person to such relief. On 
the contrary, I say that the statutes do not show anything of that 
kind. One of the misfortunes of the Revised Statutes is that it takes 
provisions of law passed a great many years ago which have fallen 
into desuetude in fact, and revives them into an apparent form of 
| spirat: Jaw. By that process, unless a great many provisions of the 
vised Statutes are taken together, there is danger that a commit- 
tee may, as I think it has done in this instance, come to the conclu- 
sion that a right is conferred by the Revised Statutes which all the 
provisions construed together show not to be the case. 

The law quoted by the committee in their report dates away back 
to the fifth volume of the statutes of the United States. Observe 
that these laws were passed before there was any retired list of the 
Navy. There was no provision made under the statutes by which a 
person disabled in the service would be maintained in comparative 
comfort with two-thirds of his sea pay, the highest pay known in 


the service, during his entire life; and in view of that fact it was 
provided in certain instances that a pension might be allowed to the 
party. The committee overlooks the fact in effect that since that 
time a retired list has been created with this enormous pension, for 
that is just what it amounts to—an enormous pension to a person 
performing no service whatever, because still another statute provides 
that any person upon the retired list shall not be employed in the 
service of the United States. 

Mr. WITHERS. Will the Senator cite the statute. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will cite it before I conclude. 

Mr. WITHERS. I desire that, because there are some qualifications 


in it. 

Mr. SARGENT. There are none at all touching this principle; 
there are no such qualifications either in the statutes or in the prac- 
tice. Perhaps I had better refer to the statute at once, in order to 
satisfy my friend that I am correct: 

No officer on the retired list of the Navy shall be ed on active duty, ex- 
cept in time of war. H mkt 1 

Mr. WITHERS, Exactly; that is a qualification. 

Mr. SARGENT, It is no qualification affecting this case. 

Mr. WITHERS. I think it does affect it. 

Mr. SARGENT. If it were in time of war now that this pension 
is to be given to the man, let it be put on that ground. His employ- 
ment in the active service, however, would give him the full pay of 
his grade, which is still another reason why he should not have a 
pension, and the strongest reason in the world, if that be so, why he 
should not. 

The point I was making, however, is that this is a mere gratuity ; 
that in a time of peace, when he is rendering no service whatever to 
the Government and is receiving an enormous pay, conferred on the 
very idea of a pension and a mere substitute for one, it is proposed 
to as and add thereto a titular pension. 

MERRIMON. The Senator says the bill virtually gives him a 
pension. 


Mr. SARGENT. I do, while he is still to have the enormous, ample 
pension which is provided for a person on the retired list. 

Mr. WITHERS. That is not a pension. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a pension to all intents and purposes. 

Mr. WITHERS. It is not a pension in name. 

Mr. SARGENT. My ment is that it isa pension. I care not 
for the name. I say that is the effect of it. What is pension? It 
is a sum of money allowed by the Government to a n who has 
received disabilities in its service, and not for any service that he 
may then render, or may thereafter render, but on account of past 
service. The pay received on the retired list is an amount paid to a 
person in consideration of his having heretofore been in the service 
and being disabled and rendering services no longer. That is the 
kind of pay. The moment he begins to render active qaty in, timo 
of war then this kind of pension ceases and he receives the pay of 
his grade on the active list. The two go together, and nowhere do 
you find the policy of the law to be that a person shall receive the 
pay of his eand a —— atthe same time. The whole retired 
ist is a pension list and nothing else, and there is no obligation on 
the pas of the Secretary of the Navy or anybody else, even in view 
of this exception, to employ such a person in time of war if he is so 
disabled that he cannot render any service. 

I make the point upon this report that it is confused in its state- 
ments of facts. The report says: 

That the said Whiting entered the naval service of the United States in the year 
1829 as mi ; was ted to be a lieutenant on the 8th day of September, 
1841, and was placed on reserved list, as a lieutenant, under the act of Febru- 
ure 1855, in consequence of physical injury, for which he now asks a pension. 

t though he has — Megs romoted to the various ranks of com- 
—— captain, and commodore, — mi no additional pay in consequence of 


What a child-like statement that is! He has been promoted from 
lieutenant up to commodore and has received no additional pay for 
such promotion, when he was e on the retired list, on the re- 
tired list merely, and as a condition of such promotion in the statute 
originally passed souon enn romotions on the retired list it was 
provided that a person shoul ve no in on account of 
such promotion. As this report reads it would ap as if he were 
entitled to additional pay and that this promotion was on the active 
list, which would carry pay with it! t 

erent Were these promotions made after he was re- 
ti 

Mr. SARGENT. Les, sir; made long after he was retired and after 
the law was passed authorizing by way of mere compliment to officers 
that they pris aby up in grades on the retired lists. Here were men 
who had rendered service and found themselves out of active duty 
on the retired list, who had obtained the grade of captain, some of 
them up to commodore, and they came before Congress—I remember 
very distinctly the discussion in the Committee on Naval Affairs on 
the matter—and said, “ Now let us be promoted; men who entered 
the service at the same time that we did, but who were not wounded 
or otherwise disabled, have gone up and are now admirals; let us 
now have the title of admiral and we will ask no pay and no other 
privilege; let it be accorded to us merely as a recognition of the serv- 

ces we have rendered the country; allow promotion on the retired 
list.“ On that principle precisely we declared that there should be 
no pay accompanying such promotions, and they were allowed to De 
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made. But we find now it is a matter of complaint that this person 
being thus complimented and promoted as a matter of favor (whether 
or not he deserved the compliment 1 do not know) does not get in- 
creased pay. And that is an argument why he should have apen- 
sion, that he does not get additional pay, nor does he get the pay of 
the grade to which he is promoted! 

Now are Senators aware of the immense amount that has been paid 
to this person since the time he was put upon the reserved list years ago? 
I admit that he was employed during of the time after he went 
upon this reserved list and before the law prohibited him and others 
being on the retired list from being employed; I admit that he was 
employed in some light service about the Hydrographic Office. It 
would seem as if a very kindly consideration had been extended in 
his case that he was allowed to be employed in some clerical duties 
or others not very fatiguing about the Hydrographic Office, although 
as the testimony before the court which retired him showed, he was 
somewhat “confused in his head.” Still it was thought he could ren- 
der some duties about the Hydrographic Office and he was employed 
in that bureau, the advantage of which was that he received the full 

y during that time of an active officer, and just as much too as if 
fe had been an able-bodied officer. 

I have here a statement from the Navy Department showing that 
from the time he was placed on the reserved list September 3, 1855, 
down to ot ginger 1876, over a year ago, he had been paid out of the 
2 of the United States $45,663.96, and since that time he has 
been paid about $3,000 more, a little less than 52,000 being now his 
annual pay or pension. 

Mr. COCK I.. What is his pay now? 


Mr. SARGENT. It is three-fourths of the sea-grade pay. I thought 


I had a memorandum of the exact amount. It is r o an 
82,000 per annum. I see by my memoranda that it is $1,950 per an- 
num, 


Mr. WITHERS. The pay of that grade? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir; on the retired list. 

Now, of this amount he received between $15,000 and $16,000 when 
he was on no duty at all, rendering nothing as an equivalent; and I 
do not complain of that; the law is very liberal, very generous to 
these parties. The rest of the time he received the pay of the retired 
grade; and thus, by this mercy of the Department allowing him to 
be employed about light things that it was supposed he could do, he 
received a balance, making the enormous sum of somewhere about 
$45,000 to $49,000 to the present time. Since he was retired he cer- 
tainly has not been harshly dealt with by the Government of the 
United States. 

But there is an additional fact with reference to this matter as 
shown by the proceedings of the court that put him on the reserved 
list. When he was so treated he was put on sa pay, a lower 
pay than some others were put on, implying by his being put on that 

wer pay that he was not entitled to as much consideration as some 
other officers. Subsequently, however, on his application, on a re- 
view some years afterward, that was changed so that he was put up 
to his full pay as if the board had not found some fault or defect in 
his conduct leading them to put him at a lower rate; and that fault 
and defect was this, that he being under orders to join his ship to go 
to Japan, there was no evidence before that board and there is none 
at the peper oins, for I have had particular inquiry made therefor, 
and I doubt if this committee had any evidence, that he obeyed that 
order, but he went off to New York and on his return from New York 
he was iyned by the upsetting of a stage coach in which he was 
riding and was injured, and his disability came from that. He was 
not ordered to go to New York but to Annapolis. He was to go from 
the place where he received his orders to the place where his vessel 


Was. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where was he when he received the orders? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think he was at Washington; certainly his 
course did not take him to New York. It is alleged now post factum, 
long after the fact, that he received a leave of absence during that 
time before he was to he join his vessel. If so, the record of it 
cannot be found at the Department; but take it at its best, whether 
he was on leave of absence or on his own business, not the business 
of the Government, he received by the upsetting of a stage coach an 
injury which caused him to be put upon the retired list, and he was 
put at lower pay, and the inference is Irresistible that in the opinion 
of the court which, when the thing was fresh, passed upon the mat- 
ter, his was a Jess meritorious case than those for whom the retired 
list was ordinarily intended, and they put him at the lowest grade of 
pay. Subsequently, through that same mercy which was shown in 
employing him about light labors and paying him the full pay of an 
active naval officer, he succeeded in getting see up to the highest 
pay allowed on the retired list, and that he has enjoyed year after 
years and when we have increased the pay of officers of the Navy, 

e received an increase in his allowances, until finally he gets the 
large sum which is the three-fourths of the full pay of a lientenant 
on the active list. 

I had a telegram at my desk from the Secretary of the Navy, in 
which he expresses the opinion of the Department that a person is 
not entitled to receive a pension and retired pay at the same time. I 
regret that I cannot at the moment put my finger on it. 

I tind the only thing bearing upon this matter in the way of a de- 


cision, an opinion of the Attorney-General in the fourteenth volume 
of Opinions. It refers to the act of August 16, 1841, providing: 


That no officer, seaman, or marine, entitled to a pension from the Navy 
fund, who receives pay from the public Treasury, shall receive more from 


nsion 
e said 
fund than is sufficient to make the whole amount received from both the above- 
named sources equal to the pay fixed by law for the grade to which the officer, sea- 
man, or marine may belong as an officer in the services in which he may be engaged 
during the year, so that no officer shall reecive pay at the same time both as a pen- 
sioner and an officer in service. R 

That is an act found in 5 statutes, page 440, Congress obviously 
meaning, in fact plainly stating at that time, that a person should 
not receive pay both as a pensioner and an officer in the service. Of 
course a man is an officer in the service whether on the retired list or 
on the active list. At that time there was no retired list; at that 
time there was not even a reserved list, and the meaning is the same 
in both cases unless it can be said that an admiral on the retired list 
is not an officer of the Navy, and that, I think, will not be contended. 
The opinion also refers to this proviso to the act of April 30, 1844, 
modifying the first act to this extent: 

That no in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall be allowed to draw 
both a eed wid as an invalid aud the pen of his rank or station in the sented unless 
the alleged disability for which the pension was granted be such as to have ocea- 
sioned his employment in a lower grade or in some civil branch of the service. 

Now this man is not employed in a lower grade and is not 8 
in any branch of the civil service, and has not been. The Hy 
graphic Office is not a civil branch of the service in any senso what- 
ever. You have got to go entirely out of the Army and Navy to get 
into a civil branch of the service of the United States. The Hydro- 

phic Office, the Observatory, all these things are of the sery- 
ice of the Navy Department conducted by naval officers, and are in 
no sense part of the civil service of the be 

Mr. WITHERS. What does the Senator define to be the civil 
branch of the naval service ? Ñ 

Mr. SARGENT. There is no civil branch of the naval service. 

Mr. WITHERS. Then the law commits a solecism in so designat- 


ing it. 

Sir. SARGENT. I think not. I think it means the service of the 
United States and refers to service in the Interior Department, the 
Treasury Department, or somewhere else. In view of the statnte 
which provides that no person on the retired list shall be employed 
in the service at all except in time of war, this man cannot be entitled 
toapension. That statute cuts itoff. Ifit be said this man was em- 
ployed in another branch of the naval service, then I deny that, be- 
cause he was employed as a lieutenant; the only rank he held. He 
was not employed in any lower rank than lieutenant. He was em- 
33 and could receive the full pay of lieutenant during all the time 

e was in the Hy hic Office. 

Mr. WITHERS. He held a higher rank. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, he did not. He was promoted on the retired 
list and was entitled to no more PR He received tho full pay of 
his rank, all he was entitled to. he to receive a pa because 
out of mercy they allowed him to do some figuring about the Hydro- 

phie Office, light work, and to receive the full pay of his grade? Is 

e to receive a pension for that satis because he was so employed 
when if he had not been so employed his pay would have been redu 
by a third or a half? That would be a singular argument. He was 
employed to the highest extent of his rank, and when, subsequently, 
merely as a matter of compliment, not intended to affect 8 
laws, not intended to be a draft on the Treasury of the United States, 
he was promoted on the retired list captain, commodore, and so on, 
and by and by will be to admiral, that is no reason why a pension 
shonld be granted to him, no argument in its favor whatever. 

What did Congress mean by providing that no pay whatever, no 
privilege, should accompany a promotion on tho ret list? To 
qualify a man to draw pay out of the Navy in another capacity and 
also a pension? I think the statutes should be construed with regard 
to the interests of the United States sometimes. Certainly there is 
no equity in this matter, no equity for a man receiving about $2,000 
a year—for that is really a pension—that he should be allowed 
another pension in addition to that. If there is any equity at all it 
should be in favor of the Government which gave him this compli- 
ment, and which said it was a mere compliment, and that it should 
not carry any pay or any advantages whatever except a compliment. 
The equity is that that shall be construed in favor of the Government 
and to protect the Treasury of the United States. 

The opinion of the Attorney-General to which I have alluded says: 

The object of the proviso in the act of 1844 was to prohibit the payment to any 
one serving in the Anny, Navy, or Marine Corps of both pay and pension— 

The Attorney General says that is the object of the proviso— 


except when the disability for which the pension is allowed is such as to have 
occasioned his employment in a lower grade, or in some civil branch of the service, 


This lan 
some civil branch of the service” of the 


The fifth section of the act of 1862 was designed to regulate the commencement 
of pensions granted under that act. The former enactment operates only when a 
case arises which does not fall within either of the exceptions named; and its 
effect in such case, as it would seem, is not to avoid the panaon altogether, vnt to 
prevent the pensioner from receiving it for and — ne time he remains in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, and receives the pay of his station in the service. 


This person is in the Navy and receives the pay of his station in 


age goes exactly with my interpretation of that proviso, 
nited States. 
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the service, the full pay allowed by law, the full pay allowed to a 
retired lieutenant, and it is provided that when he goes to a higher 
rank as a mere matter of compliment it should not carry more pay. 


Now the Attorney-General says that while this condition existed he 


was not entitled to a pension, even under the proviso which is quoted 
by the committee as the sole authority for it: 

The latter enactment being directed to an entirely distinct subject-matter, name- 
ly, the period at which a pension granted shall commence, does not necessarily 
interfere with or restrain the operation of the other in the cases to which it prop- 
erly applies. 

I do not wish to take up the whole morning hour. I certainly have 
no desire to talk gaye time. I only want to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that avery Sangone 3 is going to be 
set if this bill is passed, that every body on retired list will have 
a right to come forw: men receiving $4,500 a year among others, 
and to have a pension in addition; a perfect right unless they are 
retired for mere age, Any one retired for disability received in the 
service is entitled to come in here and no matter how large a pension he 
receives in the shape of pey on the retired list, he can come in with 
just the same reason and that he receive additional pay in the 
form of a pension. How much money this is to take out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States I do not know; but it will take thousands 
and thousands of dollars at the present time. I say the equities are 
in favor of the Government of the United States and against any 
such pretension as that set up by this > . 

Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, I have but a few moments left of 
the morning bour, during which it will probably not be in my power 
to answer seriatim the long argument of the Senator from California. 
I will state, however, by way of premise that in deciding upon this 
case the Committee on Pensions were influenced by considerations of 
what the law requires. We conceive that we have to administer the 
law as it exists. It is a very convenient arrangement of the Senator 
from California to whistle down the provision of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and say that is not law, and because we must construe it in 
connection with other provisions of law we must disregard the pro- 
visions of the statute under which this report was made and this 
pension allowed; we must consider that a dead letter. Why should 
that constraction be put upon it? 

The whole question is confined to two points: first, whether under 
the provisions of the existing law as embodied in the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States this man is or is not entitled to a pension. 
I have nothing to do nor has the committee anything to do with the 
question as to the amount of money he receives as a retired officer, 
or as to the aggregate that he has received from the time he was 
retired, or any other consideration, except whether the provisions 
of the existing law entitle him to the pension which he asks. The 
objections which have been made resolve themselves at last into two 
considerations: One is the denial by the Senator from California that 
under avy circumstances whatever does the law authorize the pay- 
ment of a pension to any officer upon the retired list. That is his 
allegation, In response to it, I will quote the language of the law 
itself: 

No person in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps shall be allowed to draw both a 
pension as an invalid and the pay of his rank or station in the service, unless the 
alleged disability for which the pension was granted be such as to have occasioned 
his employment in a lower grade or in some civil branch of the service. 

The Senator from California seeks to evade the force of the last 
qualification by saying that it means the civil branch of the United 
States service somewhere else, in some other Department. I believe, 
and I think I am justified by the constructions which have been 

laced on all such laws, that the law ting the pay of the 

avy, when it prescribes that an officer on the retired list shall re- 
ceive no pension unless he is employed in a lower grade of the service 
than his rank requires or in the civil branch of the service, must 
mean a civil branch of the naval service, because it is the naval serv- 
ice which is the subject-matter under consideration. It is admitted 
by the Senator from California that this officer was employed at the 
hydrographic department, which, according to my construction of 
the law, is a civil branch of the naval service; that he was employed 
there at the time he held the rank of commodore, but received the 
pay of lientenant only. Therefore, in consequence of the disability 
under which he suffered, he was ee the pay of a lower grade of 
service than that which he actually held, and he was in addition 
receiving employment in the civil branch of the service, which brings 
him exactly and completely under the provisions of the existing law. 

The other point in the case is this: The Senator contends that the 
injury which this officer received was not received in the line of duty. 
If that were true, he would not be entitled to a pension; but I affirm 
that the history of the case and the evidence filed with it show that 
this man, when he received orders to join the Japan squadron, asked 
for temporary leave of absence to arrange his private affairs, and he 
received that leave from the commodore himself in command of the 
expedition, with orders as soon as this business was concluded to re- 
join his vessel at Annapolis; and the evidence goes to show conclu- 
sively, and it does show, that after he had completed his arran 
ments for his family during his absence, on his return to Annapoli 
to rejoin his ship under those orders, the injury was received. 

But I contend that the whole question, so far as regards this injury, 
the time of its reception, and the status of the officer, has been settled 


conclusively by the re of the naval court of inquiry, Which 
placed this man on the retired list; because, under the provisions of 
the law, no man could be placed on the retired list for an injury re- 
ceived unless such inja was received in the line of duty. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima question. 
I understand the Senator to hold that under the law this person is 
entitled to his pension ? 

Mr. WITHERS. That is my position. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then where is the use of our passing a special 
bill? If the law gives him this right, why does he not get it? 

Mr. WITHERS. Simply beeause the Commissioner of Pensions, 
who under the law is the primary arbiter of these matters, has taken 
the position that he is not entitled to a pepsion, not because he ison 
the retired list, but because he conceives that at the time the injury 
was received he was not strictly in the line of duty, but was attend- 
ing to his own private affairs. 

e VICE-P. IDENT. The morning hourhasexpired. TheSen- 
ate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, which is 
Senate bill No, 15, and on which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Mar- 
THEWS] is entitled to the floor. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Ohio to give way to me 


for a few moments while I call up a little bill. 


Mr. WITHERS. I appeal to the Senator from Ohio to let us have 
a few moments to see if we cannot any be of the Whiting case. 

a ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I fear if I yield to the request of my friend 
from Yirginis; and also to the request of my friend from Nebraska, 
there will be no opportunity for going on with the business that has 
come over from yesterday. 

Mr. WITHERS. Very well, then; I give notice that I shall ask 
that this case be taken up and disposed of at the first opportunity. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should not ask the Senator from Ohio to give 
way if I thought the bill to which I refer would consume any of his 
time worth speaking of. It is a bill which ought to pass at once, if 
it atall. It relates to an amendment to the present timber- 
culture law, and sape to be passed early enough for settlers to take 

e sprin, 


arenes of it in ha 
Mr. MATTHEWS, Iam willing to give way for a little while for 
me ee that is Important, as à matter of course, but for any that 

ill excite discussion I cannot afford to yield. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I have no desire to interfere with the intention 
of the Senator from Ohio to proceed with his argument, but I wish 
to call attention to the fact that the bill (S. No. 178) to remove all 
restrictions now existing in to enlistments of the colored cit- 
izen in any arm of the United States Army was made the special 
order for this day at one o’clock. Now, if it is to be displaced—and I 
am quite willing it should be—I should like to have some day named, 
say to-morrow at one o’clock, when the bill will be considered. I 
shall not detain the Senate over ten minutes, and perhaps not over 
five minutes, with what I have to say on the subject; but I do not 
care to press it now if I can have an opportunity of presenting tho 
bill to-morrow with a few remarks not certainly exceeding ten min- 


utes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that the bill referred to by him be 
made the special order for to-morrow at one o'clock. The Chair hears 
no objection, and that order will be entered. 

r. ALLISON. I ask unanimons consent to take up the bill (S. 
No. 706) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to make certain 
negotiations with the Ute Indians. It is a local bill relating to Col- 
orado and I think will lead to no debate. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I cannot yield to anything, because if I do in 
one instance I am bound to do it in every other. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
No. 876) in aid of a Polar expedition designed by James Gordon Bon- 
nett. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
15 BEE in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1879, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3181) limiting the compensation of clerks of the 
district and circuit courts when one person holds both offices; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3835) repealing section 363 of the Revised Statutes 


of the United States and the substitution of another section in lieu 
thereof. i 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 912) to make ms charged with crimes and 
offenses competent witnesses in the United States and territorial 
courts; and 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. Hammond, late 
Surgeon-General of thé Army. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1879, and for other purposess, was read twice by its title, and, on 
notion of Mr. SARGENT, referred tothe Committee on Appropriations. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, in pursuance of the instructions 
of the Committee on Railroads I had the honor to report a few days 
since Senate bill No. 512, which had been referred to that committee, 
a bill in relation to the Pacific Railroads, back to the Senate, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, which, by common consent 
at the time, it was understood should be treated as the original bill, 
as in the case of the substitute offered by the Senator from Ohio, my 
colleague, [Mr. THURMAN, ] reporting from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary in the like manner Senate bill No. 15. The two bills cover pre 
cisely the same ground ; they relate to the same subject and dispose 
of it each in its own way, One necessarily excludes the other, so 
that it is impossible to discuss either without understanding and 
examining both; and in order that the Senate may be brought to 
the orderly and proper consideration of the parliamentary questions 
involved in the two bills, it is my purpose on taking my seat to move 
that the bill reported from the Railroad Committee shall be substi- 
tuted for the bill reported by the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

In order that the Senate may exactly understand what the pro 
sitions are which are contained in this bill, I will explain it section 
by section. 

The first section provides for the foundation of a sinking fund, 
which, when it has accumulated for a certain period, shall operate to 
dise to the extent of its amount the sum which at that period 
shall be found and ascertained to be due to the Government of the 
United States from the two railroad companies which are embraced 
in the provisions of the bill, the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
and the Union Pacific Railroad Company; and for the purpose of es- 
tablishing the fonndation of that sinking fund it takes the amount of 
money which shall be found due from the Government to those roads, 
cy ried up to and including the 31st day of March, 1878. There 
will then be due from the Government to the railroad companies an 
unascertained amount on account of the carriage and transportation 
of mails, troops, munitions of war, supplies, and public stores. This 
refers to that half of the transportation account which by the terms of 
the present law the Government would be bound to pay over to the 
companies, and it does not refer to that other half which by the terms 
of the present law the Government has a right to retain for its own 
use as a payment, a credit on the amount of the principal and inter- 
est of the debt due on the bonds or on account of the bonds from the 
railroad companies to the Government. 

The Senate will remember that by the terms of the existing laws, 
to which I shall have occasion hereafter more specifically to refer, 
there are two sources from which the companies are expected either 
in whole or in part to reimburse to the Government its advances on 
account of the principal and interest of these bonds, One of those 
sources is this transportation account, and the right of the Govern- 
ment in reference to that is to retain one-half only of the sums accru- 
ing on that account together with 5 per cent. upon the net earnin 
of the roads from the time of their completion. Whatever may 
due from the companies to the Government under the existing law 
on those two accounts up to March 31, 1878, remains untouched by 
this bill and is to be paid and accounted for as if no other legislation 
existed except that which is now in force. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me understand my colleague. Does he say 
that, if the Railroad Committee’s bill passes the half transportation- 
eg the 5 per cent. will still be payable to the Government 
as now 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Up to the 31st of March, 1878. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not after? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Certainly not, and on that day the other half 

of the transportation account then due from the Government to the 
companies is to be retained by the Government as the beginuing and 
foundation of the sinking fund provided by this bill. 
I say that that sum is now unascertained and it is unascertainable 
at present. It will, in the opinion of the committee, amount to some- 
thing considerably more than $1,000,000 from each company; but if 
less, the companies by the first section of the bill are bound to con- 
tribute such amount as may in addition be sufficient and required to 
make it equal to that sum of $1,000,000 for each; so that we com- 
mence the sinking fund on the 31st of March, 1878, with a capital of 
not less than $2,000,000. It will probably amount to a much larger 
sum. 


By the second section of the bill the companies are required to con- 
tribute to that sinking fund annually the sum of $1,000,000 each— 

In equal semi-annual installments on the Ist day of April and October in each 
year, commencing on the Ist day of October, 1878, ard continuing such payments 
until the ist day of October, in the year 1900. Interest on all sums Nase to the 
credit of the sinking fund shall be eredited and added thereto semi-annually at tho 
rate of 6 per cent. per annum, 


On the Ist day of October, 1900, the account between the United 
States and the tworailroad companies must be stated ard the balance 
ascertained. The bonds which the Government has advanced and 
which by their terms were payable in thirty years from their date 
will then all have matured; the average date of their maturity, I 
believe, is July 1898; some not falling due until the year 1000. What- 
ever interest in addition to that represented by the coupons payable 
and paid by the Government is to be calculated and added after the 
average maturity of the debt 5 this period fixed for the termina- 
tion of the sinking fund, October 1, 1900. This amounts to about 
twenty-seven months’ interest on the whole amount of the indebted- 
ness, Then the sinking fund, with all its accumulations, is to be sub- 
tracted from the amount thus found due, and that remaining and 
unpaid principal sum is then to be extended as to the term of its pay- 
ment for the period of twenty-five years from that date, being payable 
semi-annually in equal installments, fifty in nuniber, each represent- 
ing that much principal, and the interest also payable each six months 
upon the entire unpaid principal sum. 

These payments, by the terms of the third section of the bill, are 
to be in lien of all payments required from the companies under the 
existing law, so that after March 31, 1878, the Government will have 
no longer its present right to retain one-half of the sums becoming 
due from it from time to time to the companies on account of trans- 
portation, and will cease to have a right to require the companies to 
account to the Government annually for 5 per cent. of their net earn- 
ings, and we receive from each company the sinking fund and the 

ayments contributed to that every six months in lien of and in sat- 
isfaction of every other money demand under the law in respect to 
the reimbursement to the Government of the principal or interest 
advanced by it on account of these bonds. In order more perfectly 
to secure to the Government its rights, as thus modified and rendered 
certain under this bill in conjunction with the statutes which then 
may remain in force so far as they are unmodified by it, it is pro- 
vided in the second section of the bill— 


That on the failure or refusal of said companies, or either of them, to make any 
payment in accordance with the provisions of this act for the period of six months, 
then the provisions hereof in regard to the liquidation of said bonds and interest 
shall thenceforth, at the er of the United States, become inoperatixo as to such 
defaulting company; and the rights and powers of the United States in relation 
thereto, under the acts to which this is amendatory, shall be in full force and effect 
as if this act had not been passed, except as hereinafter provided. Or— 


In the alternative— 
Or the United States may, in case of default aforesaid, retain as geste on ac- 
count thereof to the credit of said sinking fund any sum or sums tha may accrues 
to said company so in default on account of the carriage and transportation of the 
mails, igen munitions of war, supplies, and public stores until said default is 
remoy 


This gives to the Government in that event the right to withhold 
the payment of anything whatever on account of what may acerue 
from the Government from time to time to these companies on account 
of public transportation until the default is extinguished. 

In order to extend that security it is provided in the fourth section 
of the bill— 

That the mortgage of the Government created by the fifth section of the act of 
July 1, 1862, amended by the act of July 2, 1864, shall not be in any way im 
or released by the operations of this act until the whole amount of the principal 
of said bonds, with the interest thereon paid by the United States as aforesaid, 
shall be fully paid; but said mortgage shall remain in full forse and virtue, and 
upon tho failure of either of said companies to perform the obligations imposed 
upon them by this act, said mortgage may also be enforced agaiust such defaulting 
company for any such default. 


So that the lien and security of the existing mortgage, the present 
statutory lien created by and existing under the two acts now in 
force and referred to in this section, continues and remains in force, 
not only for the purpose of enforcing all the conditions of that mort- 
gaze as they were prescribed by the original acts creating the lien, 

ut the provisions of that mortgage by this act are extended so as 
to embrace as one of tho conditions the breach of which woukl 
create a forfeiture of right under that mortgage a failure on the part 
or wa FO poni or either of them to make any payments required 

this bill. 

The fifth section of the bill declares— 

That this act shall take effect upon its acceptance by said railroad companies, or, 
if accepted by only one of said companies, then as to the company so accepting the 
same, which acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the Treasury within 
four months from the passage of this act, and shall show that said company or said 
companies have agreed to the same at a mecting of stockholders. 


And it also provides: 

And if said anes rece shall make punctaal Sag ego of the sums herein provided 
for and ‘orm all the conditions hereof, act shail be deemed and construed 
to be a final settlement between the Government and the company or companies so 
performing the same, in reference to all matters relating to a reimbursement to 
ihe Government by said companies; but in case of failure so to do- 


And this furnishes an additional security in the hands of the 
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Government for the performance of the conditions prescribed by this 
bill— 

Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act as to such company 80 
making defaalt. 


Such, Mr. President, is, I believe, an accurate statement of the pro- 
visions of the bill. y 

Mr, THURMAN. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him 
tight there if it does not disturb him ? 

. MATTHEWS. Certainly. SPERN, 

Mr. THURMAN, Do I understand that the purpose of his bill is to 
take from the Government any right to alter, amend, or repeal these 
acts, unless the company shall make default as stated in his bill? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. My answer to that is that it takes or is intended 
to take from the Government no right whatever to alter, amend, or 
repeal this or either of the two preceding acts, so far as the Govern- 
ment has any such right to alter, amend, or repeal ; that the specific 
object of the reservation here is to declare in express terms a right 
which in my opinion would not otherwise exist, in order to enable 
the Government, by modifications of the statute, if it should be 

into the form of a statute, to enforce the performance of the 

obligations of the statute. M colleague will understand better what 
my precise views are upon the point to which his interrogatory is 
directed when he shall have me further in my argument upon 
the- point made and declared by him and more fully argued by his 
1 N00 colleague in the committee, the Senator from Illinois 


LMr. Davis] in reference to which I purpose to enlarge presently. 
Mr. HO Mr. President, before the Senator from Ohio passes 
from the point in regard to the fifth section, I desire to inquire of him 


whether it was the p of this bill to postpone for one year at 
least all exercise of the authority of the Government to enforce its 
rights against these railroad companies at their election. The fifth 
section seems to provide that the act shall take effect only upon its 
acceptance by the railroad companies, which acceptance may be made 
at any time within four months. The effect of that section therefore 
would be, if I correctly understand it, simply a postponement of all 
legislation upon this subject until the next session of leg i in 
regard to any railroad company that does not agree to this bill. I 
inquire if that was the intention of the act? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The intention of the act in that respect is pre- 
cisely what the words of the act import. This bill contains a propo- 
sition and an offer from the Government of the United States ad- 
dressed to these two companies severally. It is an offer which takes 
effect as a contract and a binding obligation upon both companies 
and Government when the companies shall in the manner pointed 
out in the bill have signified their assent to its provisions. As mg as 
it stands upon its terms as an unaccepted offer, it binds no one; but 
if accepted within the time limited by the act in case it should pass, 
then it relates back and makes a contract according to its terms. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I understand ihe Senator from Ohio to answer 
in substance the question proposed to him, in the affirmative, that it 
is the purpose of this bill to postpone any exercise of the authority 
of the Government over these railroads for twelve months. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. There may be many exercises of authority on 
the part of the Government over these roads that it may have, entirely 
untouched by this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. In this respect, I mean ; on this point. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. But so far as the enforcement of provisions for 
the collection of money, that is by this bill applied to the payment 
of the indebtedness of the companies to the Government, the Govern- 
ment by the bill, if it is eee into a law, gives the companies four 
months’ time in which to consider and either accept or reject, and it 
stands, therefore, precisely as every other case between individual, 
persons, in respect to an offer proposed as the basis of a con- 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Allow me to ask the Senator one question: 
Is it the intention of this bill that the act shall go for nothing if the 
companies do not Serer it? > 

Mr. MATTHEWS. ‘The bill is based on the theory I have already 
stated, Mr. President, that it becomes binding only in the event of 
acceptance. 

Mr. THURMAN. If we pass it they will accept it. You need not 
be alarmed abont that. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. As to that the gentleman may be better in- 
formed; or speak by higher and more direct authority than Iam able 
to do. 

Mr. THURMAN. Simply by the authority of common sense. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. In that respect of course the Senator is amply 
armed with authority to speak Iam not authorized to speak on 
behalf of the companies. Ido not represent them. I represent a 
committee of the Donate constituted for the purpose of considerin 
questions relating to the connection between the Government an 
railroad corporations created or authorized to operate their roads 
under its authority. 

The bill does not embody the propositions which were urged as the 
offer of the companies. That offer embraced other and large con- 
cessions to be made by the Government to the corporations, which 
the committee did not think were just and commendable; but it is 
based, as I have already more than once stated and as I shall under- 
take to prove it ought to be based, as all legislation on this subject 


between these parties having reference to this subject-matter onght 
to be based, on the consent of the party without whose consent it is 
my deliberate conviction that we have no authority of law, that we 
have no right as a government to insist upon exactions which violate 
the existing and established contract between the parties; for lam not 
one of those who believe that this Government differs from the State 
governments in being unrestrained in reference to its right to violate 
its own contracts. 1 believe it is so n a body, it has so high 
and supreme a power that it can effectually bind itself so that itself 
cannot unloose itself. It is the essence of liberty, of freedom, of 
sovereign power, that the party in which it resides, while it is free 
from external restraint, from power imposed ab extra, from without, 
nevertheless by the mere function and exercise of independent and 
sovereign power can bind itself. 

And now, Mr. President, allow me briefly to point out the essential 
differences between the bill of the Railroad Committee and the bill 
of the Judiciary Committee. The matter just observed upon is per- 
haps the most striking and essential distinction. The one proposes 
to alter a contract by a contract; the other is an act of power and 
nothing else. It either denies the existence of a contract, or it ignores 
it, or admitting it nevertheless asserts . power which can be 
legitimately exerted for the ie of holding one party to his con- 
tract, requiring strict, literal, full ‘ormance, and add to its obliga- 
tions any 3 whatever without accountability and without 
com on. 

The next difference is that one is asettlement which is complete and 
final and puts an end to controversy and litigation. It contemplates 
nothing further in the way of legislation, as it contemplates no fur- 
ther necessity for legislation, whereas the bill promoted by my dis- 
tinguished colleague from the Judiciary Committee in pursuance of 
its original idea of being dependent on nothing but the mere will of the 
Government does not even pretend to be a fulland final settlement; its 
language is most express and particular in describing it as an amend- 
ment to the act of 1802 and to the act of 1864 as the exercise of that 
power and right of amendment and as not excluding the idea of fur- 
ther amendment and continual and perpetual control of the Govern- 
ment over this whole subject at its pleasure without limitation of law, 
without limitations of contract, without any other limitation than 
the mere will of the majority in Congress, So that the original stip- 
ulations under which millions of private capital have been invested 
in works of great importance are now sought to be changed and 
moneys which expressly were not the subject of exaction are exacted, 
required to be paid without reference to the consent of the parties; 
and so as to be open to a succeeding Congress to come in and declare 
that not only the act of 1862 and the act of 1864 shall not stand in 
the way of any judgment and execution which Congress may see fit 
to render and issue against these corporations, but that the act of 
1878 shall not, if passed, stand in the way at all, and that they may 
by subsequent legislation pursue the idea of confiscation embodied in 
the bill and d that money which by law is now not due until 
1895 and 1900, may become presently due, and require that the whole 
corporate property shall be delivered up to a new judgment and a 
new execution. And gentlemen who think that society is founded 
upon Jaw, that one of its institutions prior in logical order, if not ir 
point of time, is that which springs naturally and necessarily out of 
the very instinct of human nature itself, argue as though it rested 
not upon those instincts, not upon the nature of man, but on the will 
of the majority. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The instincts of human nature do not apply 
to a majority. ' 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No; man and human nature would exist if 
there were but one; for the whole of human nature is in every man. 
What belongs to the individual person and the rights which he has, 
which belong to him as such, governments were ordained and framed 
to apse and to preserve, not to deny and herpes ; and I assert that 
if the doctrine on which alone the proposed bill o the Judiciary Com- 
mittee can be justified receives the assent of Congress and becomes 
a law, it is the most deliberate ‘attack, in my judgment, upon the very 
idea and institutions of property and of contract that I know of in the 
annals of legislation in this country. 

The bill of the Judiciary Committee, then, Mr. President, is not 
framed to compose the strife between these companies and the Gov- 
ernment, for it carefully reserves plenary power to frame and pass 
any additional legislation of the same character or of any other char- 
acter that any future Congress may be inspired to adopt. 

Another difference between the bills is in reference to the rate of 
interest Anonai apon tho accumulations of the sinking fund. The 
bill af the Rai Committee allows at the rate of 6 per cent. per 
annum; the bill of the Judiciary Committee allows but 5 per cent. 
It need not have allowed anything; but upon the theory that we are 
trying to do something that the companies will accept, upon the 
theory that in a business-like way we are addressing ourselves to the 
amicable settlement of an important litigation, involving not only 
public interests otherwise affected, but millions of money to become 
dne, it considers as one of the elements to be considered in that con- 
nection that if for our own better security we are asking these com- 
pos to pay into our hands semi-annually each $500,000, to be held 

y us for the purpose of being made ultimately to meet, in whole or 
in part, a sum to become duo and not yet due from those companies 
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to us, that if we propose to them that we shall become, in advance 
of our legal right, the custodians of their property for our benefit, 
in order that in the mean time it may be held free from the contin- 
gencies and casualties of individual responsibility or probable sol- 
vency, we ought, I say, to take into consideration as an element to 
determine the reasonableness of the proposition that if these com- 

ies, pursuing this same line of policy, intent on heaping up secur- 
ity and money against the day of payment, were to do so according 
to their own discretion and make investments under their own con- 
trol, they would be able safely and securely to themselves to make 
their money earn at least that amount of interest which they are 
required to pay; they would be able to accumulate it at compound 
interest at a rate which is in fact below the ordinary average of 
investments which they are able to make. 

It is said or may be that injustice is done to the Government by 
compounding this sum, while it is allowed not even simple interest 
ou the interest which it advances. There is really no reason for com- 
paring the two. The Government is not allowed interest on its ad- 
vances of interest simply because that is the contract. It agreed, as 
an inducement, as a consideration for the continuation of these works, 
that the money that it advanced by way of interest should not be 
payable by the companies back again until the maturity of the prin- 
cipal of the bonds; and, as interest only accrues by virtue of express 
terms of a contract or by law for the forbearance of a debt after-due, 
there is no interest due from the companies to the Government on any 
of the advances made by the Government to the companies. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there, if it does not disturb him? I understand that my 
colleague advocates his bill on the theory that we are making a new 
contract with these railroad companies; that this thing ought to be 
done by contract, and not, as a celebrated Chief-Justice would say, by 
main foree. I submit to him, therefore, as a business man and as rep- 
resenting the interests of the Goveroment, whether, if we are to 
make a new contract with these people, it would not be advisable to 
make a better contract than for us to pay compound interest and 
they pay simple interest? 

Mr. TTHEWS. Although not a Yankee in the sense in which 
that word is sometimes used, implying particular sharpness in the 
making of bargains, I beg to say in answer to my colleague that I 
believe it to be the duty of the Government, standing to-day just 
where it is, to make the path best bargain attainable; but I will re- 
mind my distinguished colleague of a maxim which he must have 
forgotten, I think, when he drew his bill, and that is that it takes 
two to make a bargain. The question is not what we would like to 
get, but it is what we can get, taking into consideration as one of 
the elements for answering that question what it is we can get our 
adversary to agree to give. 

But in reference to this sinking fund as between the two bills, there 
is one striking difference in which I think my colleague cannot charge 
the Railroad Committee with having been neglectful of the interests 
of the Government as contrasted with the greater astuteness in that 

t of the Committee on the Judiciary. While we were limited 

and restrained by the circumstances in getting all we wanted by the 
necessity of having to ask the assent of those with whom we were 
dealing, we have, nevertheless, gone upon the principle that what- 
ever we did get we should get for the benefit of the Government. 
Every dollar that is paid into the sinking fund, under the bill which 
I am urging on behalf of the Railroad Committee, goes into the Treas- 
ury of t nited States as the money of the United States, becomes, 
eo instanti, its Property, subject to appropriation and application pre- 
cisely as it sees tit. No one else can make any claim to it. On the 
other hand, all this cana ge power on the part of Congress as em- 
bodied in the bill from the Judiciary Committee, results presently, 
so far as this act of legislation is concerned, in establishing a sinking 
fund in the Treasury of the United States, to be cared for by the 
United States, to be invested by the United States, for which the 
United States is to be responsible, not for the benefit of the Govern- 
ment, but for the benefit of the fortunhte holders of prior liens, first- 
mortgage bondholders, in respect to whom we are not legislating, in 
respect to whom we are not called upon to legislate, who are making 
no complaint, who are asking for no favors, who are asserting no 
rights, who are receiving their interest regularly, and who, if not, 
have their security in the shape of a first mortgage upon the same 
property which is held as our security, and which they can enforce 
according to their own will whenever a default occurs. 
. By the provisions of the bill of the Judiciary Committee this sum 
of money, including the very amoupts still preserved to the Gov- 
ernment, which, by the present law, belong to the Government and 
no one free from the first mortgage of the bondholders, is re- 
leased by the Government, not to the companies but to the first-mort- 
gage bondholders and to any other holders of bonds or other claims 
against the companies which may be prior equitably in point of lien 
to the security of the Government. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend state that prince again ; for, 
if I understood him, he is certainly mistaken 

Mr. MATTHEWS. My statement, as I understand it, is this, that 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee instead of collecting a sinkin 
fund for the sole and exclusive use of the Government of the Unite 
States in order to extinguish the claim which the United States shall 
have against these railroad companies at the maturity of its bonds, 


carefully collects a sinking fund in respect to which, at that time, 
the United States will have no lien whatever, except subject to the 
prior rights of the first-mortgage bondholders. 

Mr. THURMAN. I understood my colleague—perhaps I misunder- 
stood him—to say that we pok money into the sin ing fund, to which 
the United States has a right under the existing law. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. So I understand the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then my colleague is entirely mistaken. We do 
not put one dollar into the sinking fund, to which the Government 
has a right under the existing law; not one dollar. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Let me inquire of my learned colleague whether 
thesinking fund created by his bill does not consist, first, of the amount 
that would otherwise be due from the Government to the railroad 
companies on accountof publictransportation; second, what would be 
due from the companies to the Government under the existing laws 
on account of the 5 per cent. on the net earnings, to which is to be 
added in the one case, $850,000, in the other case 81, 200, 000, unless it 
shall go to the extent of 25 per cent. of the net earnings! 

Mr. THURMAN. My colleague certainly cannot have read the bill 
with his usual care, and certainly not the report. The bill is clear 
enough. Not one dollar of the 5 percent. into the sinking fund 
under the Judiciary Committee bill, and not one cent of the half-trans- 

rtation account which the Government is now authorized to retain 

y existing law goes into the sinking fund. The sinking fund is con- 
stituted of two items, of the half-transportation account, which under 
existing law the Government is bound to pay over to the companies, 
and of an additional sum to be paid by each company, $250,000 annu- 
ally by the Union Pacific and $1,200,000 annually by the Central 
Pacific. Every dollar that under the existing law these companies 
are bound to pay to the Government, and which under existing law 
the Government has a right to immediately apply toward reimburs- 
ing itself the interest it has paid—every single cent of that remains 
under the existing law. Not one cent of it goes into the sinking fund. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Then the only error into which I have fallen 
is as to the constitution of the sinking fund under the bill of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, and not as to the application of the sinking fund 
which is actually constituted by it. ‘ 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him, if 
it does not disturb him too much? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. 3 

Mr. THURMAN. Undoubtedly the sinking fund under our bill is 
to be marshaled and applied precisely as a chancellor would apply 
it, and any other spphoaton of it would be a violation of the rights 
of those who have liens prior to ours. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. In other words, it is literally true, as I stated, 
that the sinking fund established by the bill reported by the Rail- 
road Committee goes to the exclusive benefit of the Government of 
the United States, and is intended and can only be applied to the pay- 
ment of the debt due to the United States when it matures, whereas 
the sinking fund specifically created by the bill reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary is not to go primarily or exclusively to the 
benefit of the United States, but is to be applied to the payment of 
the debts of the company in the order of priority of their liens, as 
appears by the eighth section of the bill of the Judiciary Committeo, 
which declares— 

That said sinking fund so established and accumulated shall, according to the 
interest and proportion of said ae Ha eee therein, be held for the 
tection, security, and benefit of the lawfal an d jast holders of any mortgage or 
debts of such com respectively, lawfully paramount to the rights of the 
United States, and for the ims of other creditors, if any, lawfully chargeablo 
upon the fands so required to be paid into said sinking fund, according to their 
GG.. 
fund may be entitled thereto in due ener x re £ 


Therefore, Mr. President, in my 5 it is a legitimate - 
ment against the merit of the bill of the Judiciary Committee that 
this sinking fund so carefully ordered and provided in excess of ue 
present legal obligations of the company, is to be accumulated for 
the benefit of others first than the United States itself, whereas tho 
bill of the Railroad Committee deals with the question before Con- 

namely, a settlement of an existing controversy, and a provis- 
ion for security in the fature in respect to the rights of the United 
States to the exclusion of all other obligations of these companies in 
respect to their indebtedness. : 

Mr. President, having now pointed out the differences between the 
two propositions, I purpose to discuss questions arising upon both. 

Mr. THURMAN. Before my colleague. proceeds to that, will he 
allow me to call his attention to one thing? He speaks of the sink- 
ing fund as provided by the Judiciary Committee bill as if it were 
solely for the benefit of the first-mortgage bondholders. Bopposo it 
should be absorbed in the payment of the first-mortgage bondholders, 
what, then, is the remedy but to make the Government lien the first 
mortgage and to make the Government secure first! 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Yes; and with an accumulation in the mean- 
time that makes that Government debt warth more than any possible 
pe that can now be fixed upon that entire property. It will then 

invested, no doubt, with fall power to legislate over what nobody 
else will see fit to make any claim of interest in. 

The object that the Railroad Committee kept steadily in view was to 
diminish the amount and burden of this debt now from time to time 
so that it should not at the time of its maturity be unmanageable, so 
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that it should not be excessive, so that it would not be beyond the 
reach and compass of the power of the debtor to pay in some reason- 
able way, and not allow it to accumulate in such a way, the company 
itself during the intervening time reaping all the results of the profit- 
able tions of the road and at the time of the maturity of these 
debts having no longer any interest whateverremaining in the property 
other than to surrender it bodily as it might then be to be quarreled 
over and litigated about and devoured by its unsatisfied creditors. 
Suppose that the managers of these corporations could g on and 
accumulate a sinking fund in their own hands to be applied accordin 
to their own discretion until the date of the maturity of this debt an 
should then say we have been allowed to do this in our own right 
and according to our own discretion, and in our own hands, as we 
had the legal right to do, for as yet we owe no man anything which 
by law he can require and exact the pernas of. 

Now, then, having accumulated $100,000,000 in this way, we pay to 
ourselves our capital stock with all the dividends in the mean time 
that we have received, and so we pay ourselves out, and the first-mort- 
gage bondholders and the second-mortgage bordholders and other 
creditors, secured and unsecured, cing Aix nto a court of 1 ges and 
have the carcass of these roads marshaled, as the language is, in equity, 
according to the principles of chancery, and pay them in the order of 
the priority of their liens. That is the feast to which we are invited. 
I remember reading years of one like it, I believe it was on the 
island of Barataria, where the table was spread with delicacies from 


every clime that could tempt the appetite or satisfy the longings of | good 


hunger. ‘Course after course was brought on by obsequious waiters ; 
the viands smoked and the tempting fragrance tickled the nostrils of 
the waiting guest; but as fast as he reached ont, the same waiters 
with the politest bow swept the dishes away, bringing on new ones, 
and so on until finally from mere exhaustion, without anything, with- 
ont even the fragments of an ordinary meal, he was sent away with 
an empty and a crying stomach. So our astute and learned lawyers 
on the Judiciary Committee, with high-sounding claims and preten- 
sions of absolute power to do whatever the interests of the Govern- 
ment might require, have put forth this bill to extort from these com- 

nies this sum, which at the time of its payment is to be handed over 

y the Government to some other waiting creditor who has a prior 
right, the Government being left to retain its debt and what it can 
make out of the property. 

I say, Mr. President, that whatever merit as a legal proposition 
may be embodied in the proposition of the Judiciary Committee as a 
business proposition, as an ordinary and legitimate operation between 
parties dealing with each other upon the basis of mutual rights and 
mutual interests, the proposition embodied in the bill of the Com- 
mittee on Railroads commends itself to that which the Senator from 
Ohio, my distinguished colleague, a little while ago referred to as the 
stand and the measure for trying them all, namely, the average 
common sense of mankind. 

These very considerations, Mr. President, themselves referred to 
by my distinguished colleague in his argument the other day, furnish 
the ground and the necessity for legislation at all on this point. He 
referred to the peril incurred by the Government in allowing this 
matter to go on without making suitable provision. The necessity 
of making some suitable business provision for the future has been 
urged upon Congress time and again from the Executive Department 
in charge of this matter, and I notice that in the report made by the 
Government directors in the Union Pacifie Railroad to the Secretary 
of the Interior and communicated to this present Congress at this 
session there is to be found this recommendation. They say: 

If no definite plan for a permanent and final adjustment of the relations existing 
between the Government and company, relative to the full reimbursement of the 
former on account of the subsidy bonds issned to the latter, be adopted, then the 
Government directors would respectfully apa that Congress be recommended 
to pass an act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to receive from the com- 
pany, from time to time, such sums as it may elect to pay into his hands, for the 
establishment of a sinking fund for the extinguishment of the liability of the com- 
pany to the Government on account of said bonds. It is believed that the compan 
would at once, upon the determination of the 5 percent, suit, avail itself of suc 
a provision of law and commence payments under it for the purpose named. Such 
a plan would be a great improvement on the present want of one, and would be 
ee tothe establishment of a voluntary sinking fund, with its funds remain- 

g in the hands of the company and subject to its control. 

There is one other very important consideration which presents 
itself to the mind of every thoughtful person who considers this ques- 
tion. If in the long run the Government gets all that it could reason- 
ably expect, gets back what it has advanced or shall have to advance 
and in the mean time has that reasonably well secured, so that there 
is to the apprehension of a business mind no real expectation of actual 
and absolute loss, but that some time or other, whether in a longer time 
or a shorter time the Government will get back the money that 
it has put in this enterprise, of what consequence is it really to the 
Government of the United States whether it is done in ten years, or 
in twenty years, or thirty years? Of what conseqnence is it whether 
it shall come in one payment, or whether it shall come in smaller 
payments at lesser intervals of time, spread over a longer period? I 
tell Senators one difference it makes. Has it occurred to those who 
have taken this matter into consideration who it is that is to pay 
this money? I have spoken of it as an illegal exaction from cor- 

rations created by the Government and authorized to operate under 
Its laws, and it may be that a popular estimation of the rights of cor- 
porate bodies may make it appear as if any one earnestly urging len- 


iency to debtors of that description are in some way betraying the 
rights of the Government and the people represented by the Govern- 
ment. $ 

But I return to my interrogatory, who is to pay this money to be 
exacted from these corporations? Is it to come out of the body of 
their property? By no theory. That property is to be used, is to be 
kept in use, is to be preserved, maintained, operated, enlarged even, 
for a great public use, to be intact as to its capital and bodily form, 
Whence, then, out of what fund, out of what revenue, out of what 
income, are these annual burdens to be made? Out of the daily earn- 
ings of these roads? Out of the semi-annual profits of these com- 

anies? Mr. President, where do the companies get their money? 

ow do they create revenue? How do they make income? Where B 
do they and how earn any money to pay over to the Government! 
From whom does it come? It comes from every man, woman, and 
child who travels as a passenger on the line of those roads, It comes 
from every pound of freight that is transported over their length, 
either in whole or in part. It comes from the business of the country. 
In other words, the amount of money levied by this bill, whichever 
passes, isa tax levied by Congress upon the commerce of the country 
that passes by way of transportation over these lines, 

Suppose you make the payment large, frequent, excessive, burden- 
some, the companies must simply en! their rates, increase their 
tariff, magnify their own exactions on the private and the public in- 
terests which they were created to promote and to subserve. Is this 
policy? Is this in the interest of the public? Is it for the ben- 
efit of the Government? If the amount of money which has been 
advanced by the Government to invest in the construction of these 
works could be entirely released in such a way as to inure exclusively 
and wholly to the benefit of the public interests created by and sub- 
served by them, so as to Jessen the tax otherwise necessarily imposed 
on the persons and property which over them, it would be good 
policy for the Government to abandon the claim and to release the 
debt. What interest has this Government distinguished from and 
outside of the interest of the public whom it represents? 

Now, Mr. President, I propose to discuss what certainly is an essen- 
tial preliminary question if it be not the main question for the con- 
sideration of the Senate, for I attack the bill proposed by the Judi- 
sop! | Committee of the Senate on the ground that it is an invasion 
of the right of property and of contract, that it is not competent for 
the Government of the United States consistently with the constitu- 
tional Lohan ip according to which its action ought to be guided to 
pa any such act. The right to pass it is urged on several grounds. 

y distinguished colleague alleged in his argument that if in the act 
of 1662 and the act of 1864 there had been no reservation of the right 
of alteration, amendment, or repeal, still the power inherently ex- 
isting in Congress would justify such an exercise of it, but that the 
terms and language of the reservation in the act of 1862 were snffi- 
cient to show the intention of Congress to make that right and its 
reservation one of the conditions on which all other rights under it 
were dependent, or if that were not so, then that the broader and 
more general Janguage of the reservation of the right of repeal as 
contained in the act of 1864 being applied by a canon of interpreta- 
tion to the act of 1862 as well, plainly shows such an intention. 

These se itions I desire now to consider. I desire to consider 
them in the light of adjudged cases as well as of general principle, 
and I shall maintain, certainly with the greatest possible respect to 
the ter learning and wider experience of all the gentlemen on 
the Judiciary Committee coinciding in that report, that none of their 
propositions are well founded. My view of the nature of the law, 
an 8 finds its limitations in its nature; are expressed by 
that great political philosopher, the greatest in my opinion of his 
age, equal to that of any age, all the greater as a lawyer becauso he 
was not one professionally, Edmund Burke, who in oue of his tracts 
on popery laws used these words: 

It would be hard to point out any error more truly subversive of all the order aud 
beauty, of all the peace and happiness of human society, than the tion that any 
body of men have a right to make what laws they please; or that laws can derive 
auy authority whatey: r from their institution merely, and independent of the qnal- 
ity of their subject-matter. * * All human Jaws are, p rly speaking, only 
declaratory. They may alter the mode and application, Var bave no power over 
the substance of original justice,—Tracts on Popery Laws, chapter 3, part 1. 

And that most illustrious of jurists known in our jurisprudence, 
who has illuminated not only its annals but the history of the country 
itself by his sublime reason, his magnificent power of judgment, 
Chief-Justice Marshall, in one of his earliest decisions, Marbury rs. 
Madison, describing (and no man understood it better) the quality of 
our own National Government, said : 

The Government of the United States has been emphatically termed a Govern- 
ment of laws, and not of men. It will certainly cease to deserve this high appella- 
tion if the laws furnish no remedy for the violation of a vested right. 

And added that— 

The question whether a right has vested or not is, in its 
must ve tried by the judicial Sathoritys Oranch, 105 e 

It is said, and was said by my learned colleague, that the very 
principle of sovereignty which could not be parted with, which must 
always be reserved and preserved, needed no aid from any express 
reservations of power over any of the laws which it enacted, and by 
consequence, according to the logic of his argument, over the rights 
which vested in individuals under those laws, Now let us see ugain 
what the Supreme Court of the United States in tho great caso of 
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Fletcher vs. Peck, in 1 Cranch, lays down as the right doctrine on 
that subject. Chief-Justice Marshall there said: 

asserted is that Legisla is t to repeal act 
whieh 2 . ae t le AERA IDA ons Leginlatare coanos 
abridge the powers of a succeeding ature. 


be controverted an done under a law a succeeding s can- 
not undo it. p ra deparan aarep asihin pee peer rA pat Conveyances 
have been m con vested legal estates, and, if those estates 


ade. veyances have 
may be seized by the enang authority, still, that they originally vested is a fact, 
aud fact. 


When, the a ture a contract, when absolute rights have vested 
a law is na a w absolute rights have 

vindee thie coh a of the law cannot divest those rights; and the act 
of annulling them, if f ate, is rend 


lered so by a power applicable to the case 
of every individual in 


It may well be doubted whether Te nature of socicty and of government does 
not be some limits to the legislative power; and, if any be prescribed, where 
are tbey to be found, if 9 individual, fairly and hcnestly acquired, 


mn th Mature all legte is ted; but the question whether 
o the ve er is granted; w 
the act of transferring the property ie hs individual to the public be in the nature 


of the legislative power is well worthy of serious reflection —6 Crunch, 135. 


The extract which I have just read is applicable to the powers 
vested by the Constitution of the United States in the Government 
of the United States, for it contains the general argument made by 
the Chief-Justice in that case before he proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the question whether the act of the Legislature in question 
in that case was void by reason of being in contravention of that 
clause of the Constitution which forbade any State from passing any 
law 7] gue | the obligation of a contract. 

I will now read an extract from the opinion of another most illus- 
trious judge in Massachusetts, Chief Justice Shaw, in the case of The 
Commonwealth rs. The Essex Company, 15 Gray’s Reports, 253. He 
says: 

Does this come within the power of the ture toamend or alter! It seems 
to us that this er must have some limit, h it is difficult to define it. Sup- 
pose an authority has been given by law PED ARET RA 
of land for purposes connected with its 
a third could 


corporation t 
petty, A thn TALATA prohibit tas CAPT frm MAAA #3 
t e e com g 
in whom should it vest; cr conld the Le * direct 


or escheat to the public; or how o 


Perhaps from th 

for extreme cases are allowed to test a ran ee n be extracted is 

this: that where, under power in a charter, rights have been acquired and become 

vested, no amendment or alteration of the charter can take away the property or 

rights which have become vested under alegitimate exercise of the powers granted. 
So, in the case of Miller rs. The State, decided by the Supreme 

Court of the United States, in 15 Wallace, 498: 


vate cor- 


he stockholders and of creditors, and forthe r disposition of the assets. Such 
a reservation, it is held, will not warrant the Legislature 

the coutrol of an institution from one 
of the donors to any new use inconsistent with the intent and purpose of the char- 
ter, or tocompel acacia to the stock whose subscription is conditional to waive 
any of the conditions of their contract. 


So in the case of Holyoke Company rs. Lyman, in the same volume, 
page 519, the Supreme Court say: 

Vested ri it is conceded, cannot be destroyed or im und h 
served Barah it is nicer thar the may be ex of, andl $0 shoes airy 
extent, to carry into eflect the purposes of the grant and to protect the 
pi etar the public, and of the corporators, or to promote the due 
the affairs of the corporation. 


And on page 522, in the same case: 

Power to legislate, founded upon such a reservation, is certainly not withont 
limit, but it may safely be affirmed that it reserves to the Legislature the i 
to mako any alteration or amendment in a charter granted, subject to it, that 
not defeat or greg: Age the object of the grant, or any rights which have 
vested under it, which Legislature may deem necessary to secure either the 
object of the grant or any other public right not expressly granted away by the 


These expressions constitute the best judgments attainable in our 
decisions upon this question, and I have quoted them because they 
constitute the common ground of our ment, as they are relied 
upon not only by myself but by the distinguished member of the Ja- 

ciary Committee who specially ed this question. The difference 
between us, then, is not so much what constitutes a true expression of 
constitutional law on this poia as whether it is rightly applied in 
this case in the bill reported by the Committee on the Jndiviary. The 
citations which I have made all agree, all assert that whatever rights 
have vested in the corporation by the legitimate exercise of the pow- 
ers granted by the charter, although that charter contains the broad- 
est and the most express reservation of the powerof alteration, amend- 
ment, or repeal, are sacred rights and they cannot lawfully be touched. 
I havo one case in my mind, the report of which I have not tly 
by me, a Massachusetts case, where under the poor laws of that State 
a man was supported as a panper, and afterward became able to pay 
and was sued to recover the price of his board and lodgings. It was 
a case where a statute had been passed to authorize the suit, but after 
the event, and it was held that no retrospective legislation could im- 
pose upon a man a legal obligation without his consent arising out of 
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isters to 


a consideration which at the time when it passed did not create any 
such obligation. 

The question then recurs, what is the nature of this corporation, 
what are the circumstances in this case to which it is sought to apply 
this principle? The nature of this corporation has been passed ae 
judicially more than once, and by the highest tribunal in the land, in 
the case of the Railroad Company rs. Peuiston, reported in the eight- 
eenth volume of Wallace’s Reports. I shall read from page 31. The 
ease was one where the Legislature of the State of Nebraska had im- 
posed taxes upon the body of the property of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and the 1 sought to evade the payment of 
these taxes on the and that they were merely an gr of the 
Government of the Gnited States exercising powers and functions 
conferred upon them by the United States to that end, and that upon 
the principle on which the bonds of the United States were held to 
be exempt from State taxation and on which it was early decided 
that the franchise of the Bank of the United States could not be 
taxed by State anthority, it was argued and claimed that the charac- 
ter of this corporation was such as to withdraw it from the exercise 
of State power in that respect, because it was laying a burden upon 
one of the functions and instrumentalities of the Federal Government 
in the exercise of Federal power for the purpose of carrying into 
effect Federal p s. In deciding the case adversely to the claim 
of the company, the court say: 

It is insisted on behalf of the plaintiffs that the tax of which they complain has 
been laid upon an agent ef the General 


an instrument to carry into effect the 
Constitution, and it is claimed that 


That the Union Pacific Railroad y was created to su ©, in part at leas 
the lawful purposes of the National ernment; that it was aw to con- 
struct and maintain a rai bed route, and 


ed. 
Such are the plain provisions of its charter. So it was ded that in caso of 
4 . 


W. 

reasury, the road, with all the rights, functions, immunities, and appurtenances 
therennto belon and also all lands ted to the company by the United States 
which at the time of the default shoul vant of the company. 
might be taken possession of by the Secretary of the Treasury for the use and 
benefit of the United States. also contains other 8 looking 
eee control of the road and ph line, with the avowed pur- 
securing to the Government the use and t thereof for postal and mili- 

ary purposes. It is unnecessary to mention . aey RoK toa 
m to secure an cy competen: under ga! . 

orm F Notwithstanding this, the Al. 
road and the telegraph line are neither in whole nor in part the property of the Goy- 
ernment. Tho ownership is in the complainants, a private co though ex- 
isting for the performance of public duties. The Government owns none of its 
stock, and though it myth point two of the directors, the right thus to appoint 
is pla of enabling the enforcement of the engage- 
ments which the company the engagements to which we have alrealy 

alluded.— Railroad Company vs. Peniston, 18 Wallace, pages 31, 32. 


So that the company exists, according to this decision, for certain 


a 
reserved for the sole 


und | public uses, for certain public purposes, and, to enable it to accom- 
x bres ob, 


plish those purposes, to effect t jects, to subserve those public 
interests, it is constituted by the acts of Congress under which it ex- 
ists with certain corporate powers and certain corporate privileges 
and with the right to i to enable it to serve the pub- 
lic according to the terms of its en ment, which terms are pro- 
scribed in the acts of Congress and which cannot be en by Con- 
grees without the assent of the company. But so far as it performs 

ose p accomplishes those a serves those ends, and min- 
e wants and uses of the Government—lI say, as long as it 
fulfills these functions, it is accomplishing every p for which 
it was organized and authorized to exist, and as long as it is in the per- 
formance of those public duties, it is not to be touched even by that 
hand of irresistible power which created it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like very much, if it would not be disagree- 
able to the Senator from Ohio, to ask him a question with view of 
understanding the exaet position of the committee and himself in 
this matter, which has been a matter of a good deal of reflection with 
me. I desire to ask the Senator if he claims that it is not in the 
power of the Government of the United States, either under the gen- 
eral power of the Government over the class of corporations which 
it has itself created or under the reserved power to alter, amend, or 
repeal a charter, to require of the national banks of the country that 
they shall provide from their earnings asinking fund for the security 
either of general creditors or of some partic kind of creditors, 
such as bill-holders, for example, or any other, and provide that that 
sinking fund shall be committed to asafo custody, either the custody 
of the k or some other. In other words, conceding to the fullest 
extent that the prohibition against impairing contracts is binding 
upon the Government of the United States, either by the Constitu- 
tion or by its constraint on the consciences of legislators, which we 
should regard as an equally strong obligation; and, conceding that 
this corporation has by contract vested rights, is it not within the 
ordinary functions of government to require of corporations, in whose 
solvency and power in the future to continue to discharge the func- 
tions for which they were created the Government is interested, that 
they shall make a certain provision out of their earnings for the pay- 
ment of future debts which shall insure their solvency? If I make 


1762 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcy 14, 


my point clear, I should like ve 


much at his own time in his speech 
that the Senator from Ohio would state his views upon it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I am inclined to suspect my dis- 
tinguished friend, the Senator from Massachusetts, of perpetrating a 


little pleasantry upon me. He might as well have asked me if I did 
not believe that in this case Congress would have a right to do that 
which I am arguing they have not the right todo. He simply makes 
an illustration by substituting the national banks for Pacific 
railroad companies. Now, I am arguing the question in reference 
to the Pacific railroad companies in view of general principles and 
the particular provisions of the acts of Congress applicable to those 
institutions. hat the power of Congress may be over the national 
banks is a question to be determined by the terms of the acts of Con- 
gress creating them, the uses for which they were created, and the 
particulars in reference to which it is proposed to make the amend- 
ment or the change. I can answer the question of the Senator from 
Massachusetts so far as it is pointed out by way of application to my 
present argument in this way, that I deny utterly the power of Con- 
gress to declare that a debt not due is due, and to make the debtor 
pay it before it is payable. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator does not precisely understand the 
purpose or the extent of my question. I desired by putting the ques- 
tion, not to ask whether he meant to admit what he 21 denying, 
but to see whether his argument went to the full length of denying 
that proposition. I suppose it to be true that a debt is due in the 
future and not in the present; and conceding that the obligation or 
burden of that debt cannot be affected, does the Senator deny that it 
is within the ordinary just power of Government, either under this 
clause reserving the power to alter, amend, or repeal the charter, or 
without it, to provide that that debt, yable in the future, shall be 
(in the case of a corporation whose solvency in the future the Gov- 
ernment has the right to require it to keep up and provide for,) shall 
be secured by the corporation setting apart a certain portion of its 
ane in a safe place to provide in the future for the payment of 
the debt. Suppose, to use the illustration of the national banks, the 
charters of the national banks were contracts with the Government: 
would not the Government have a right to require that out of the 
net earnings of every national bank in this country there should 
be set apart a sinking fund, secured in the Treasury or elsewhere, 
which would secure the bill-holders against loss? That is this case 


exactly. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. If in the original constitution of the bank the 
Government had agreed with it that its net earnings should not be 
required for such a purpose but might be devoted at the discretion of 
the bank to any other purpose, then I answer the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts emphatically in the negative, for the plain reason that 
3 Government nor the other party to the contract has a right 
to b it. 

Mr. HOAR. Now suppose, if I do not disturb the Senator 

Mr. MATTHEWS. He has not thus far. I do not know what the 
Senator may do if he keeps on; but I am not disturbed so far. 

Mr, HOAR. I do not wish to 7 7 Now suppose the contract 
was this: that a certain portion of the net earnings should be annu- 
ally set aside and that the Government might amend, alter, or repeal 
that provision at its election, could it not, not increasing the burden 
of debt but simply changing the extent of the security for the ulti- 
mate payment of the debt, alter the proportion of the net earnings 
which it required to be set aside? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I shall show—which is more pertinent to the 
present discussion—before I get through that the Supreme Court of 
the United States, by a necessary implication if not in express terms, 
has decided the very question I am discussing in reference to the rail- 
road companies in the very particular on which this discussion hinges, 
against the view of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

I was going on to amplify, Mr. President, the view of the nature 
of this corporation as decided by the Supreme Court in the case from 
which I read the extract, the Railroad mpany ts. Peniston, thatit 
was a person in law, a corporate body, which had in the first place 
certain vital functions belonging toit as such, its existence and those 
rights which were necessarily incident to that existence as a corpo- 
ration, the right to acquire property; but that over and above all 
these there were invested in this corporation, ingrafted into it, su- 
perim upon it, certain public characteristics, obligations to the 
public coupled with power to fulfill them, functions characteristic of 
those servi san meget be pedis channels in Sopa ce should 
operate, that in respect to these public purposes, so as they were 
designated by the statute, the rights acquired under the statute be- 
longed to it for those purposes, and that it had all the properties of 
a private person besides. In other words, the status and condition of 
this 8 before the Senate are not affected one whit by the fact 
that these parties are corporations. J 

Suppose they were natural persons, as they are only with a name ; 
they are natural persons associated together. But suppose it was 
one single individual, natural person, who had entered into the com- 
pact in the acts of 1£62 and 1864, whereby he had engaged to render 
certain publie services to the Governmént in consideration of certain 
rights and privileges, and that in the exercise of them he had acquired 
a certain estate and was in the ion of a certain income, and 
had committed no violation of the conditions of his existence, and 
was in no default in the performance of his duty; eould it be claimed 


that, under any disguise of being in furtherance of justice or of the 
public interest or of purposes to be promoted by the original desig- 
nation in the law of these characteristics, that individual, natural 
23 could be stripped of his property and have it put into the 

ands of the Government or a trustee, to work it out in any other 
way that the Government chose to s 7 

Suppose it were a mail contractor carrying the mail from Fort 
Worth to Fort Yuma or anywhere else across the pres who had 
invested hundreds of thousands of dollars in stock and stage-coaches, 
under a written contract, with express stipulations defining his obli- 
tions and his rights, a contract for twenty years or for one hun- 

red years, I care not, and Con should come in and say “ We 
suspect that at the end of a period of twenty years you may be dead 
or insolvent, or you may lose your faculty and power of performing 
the terms and stipulations of the contract, and now in advance we 
will require you to give additional and other security entirely beyond 
the original exaction in the contract; not only that, but we will take 
from you, from your ion, from your control, the very property 
which you have acquired for the ponme of enabling you to execute 
this contract, and as a matter of abundant caution we will put it into 
the hands of a receiver or a trustee, but we will let you go on and 
perform your work, use your property, but all your net earnings, with 
which you intended to replace the estate which you have invested in 
this enterprise, we will keep until the termination of the contract, to 
see whether or not you have 1 7 9 it W Di 

Mr. President, the identical thing which the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate are asking Congress now to do—I mean identical in 
species—twice before the Dongre of the United States has done and 
failed in. They have und en to exert this very power; they have 
undertaken to occupy this very jurisdiction; they have assumed this 
very control over these institutions under this power, this general 
power or else this ific power reserved in this reservation of the 
a to alter, amend, or repeal. Twice they have met the resistance 
of the companies. In one case the controversy has gone in its suc- 
cessive stages until it was decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States against the claim of Congress, and the other case is pending 
there to-day on an appeal on the part of the Government from an 
adverse decision of one of the judges of that court. Let me recur to 
the latter case first. I refer to that litigation which sprang up under 
the special act in reference to the Credit Mobilier. I propose to read 
an extract from the opinion of Mr. Justice Hunt in the case of The 
United States vs. The Union Pacific Railroad Company and others. 
The report which I have is contained in the eighth volume of the 
American Law Review, page 360. In this case Mr. Justice Hunt 
says: 

The United States is the plaintiff in this suit, and the question arises, Is there 
a right of action in the United States for the causes thus specified, or can a right 
to recover for such cause of action be given to the United States by an act of Con- 
gress? Congress may well authorize its Attorney-General to institate snits to re- 
cover damages due to the United States, to redress wrongs which are legally wrongs 
to the United States; but its action can 1 such damages or cause acts 
to be thie r. tothe United States which are, in their nature, wrongs to another. 
‘The United States cannot convert to itself the property of another by its own dec- 
laration or its own authority; nor can it maintain an action in its own name against 
A to recover a debt which he may owe to B. Moneys recovered by the United 
States in such an action, like its other funda, will gointo its general ry, and 
from a part of its resources, e eee bad wb 

So if any individual has committed a breach of trust or been guilty of fraud in 
discharging his duties as an agent of the Union Pacific Railroad y the cause 
of action to redreas such — be to recover damages therefor, ‘and the 
themselves when recovered, belong to the ion. The suit for such redress 
must bein the name of the corporation as tiff. As a general rule and under 
ordinary circumstances, no other can be such plaintiff; and an authority by 
Congress to the Attorney-G to commence such action in the name of tho 


United States is valueless. Congress cannot thus appropriate to itself what belongs 


toanother. To give effect to such an act would bo to e one of his property 
without 83 ot law. I do not doubt the power of 1 5 — over the remedy 
to redress alleged injuries; in other words, its power to the conduct of 
suits or to prescribe the form of actions; but it cannot, under the form of regu- 
lating the remedy, impair contracts or d of rights of property. It cannot 

adjudge that moneys are due to the United States, al . by such judgment 
give au ty for their collection —United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and others; American Law Review, 1873-74, volume 8, page 360. 

The statute which was there declared by that judge to be uncon- 
stitutional was passed under om such an argument as that made for 
the passage of the present bill. It was done for the purpose of pro- 
moting the ee pu of the corporation, of securing the rights 
of the stockholders pe the creditors, of advancing the public inter- 
ests involved in the original creation of the corporation. It met with 
that rebuff. What better success it will have on the appeal, remains 
yet to be seen. But if the logical co uences of what the Supreme 
Court of the United States has already decided are to be consistently 
applied, there can be but one answer to the question, what will be 
the result there. And I now intend to show, if I can, as I believe 
that I can, from the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States as rendered by a very learned and distiuguished justice then 
on the bench who the day before yesterday argued the other way, 
that the very exertion of authority proposed to this bill is illegal and 
void. I refer to the well-known case of the United States rs. The 
Union Pacific Company, in 1 Otto, page 72. I want first to call the 
attention of the Senate to the terms of the statute under which that 
suit was brought, the act of March 3, 1873. The second section of 
that statute provides— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to withhold all payments to any 
railroad company and its assigns, on account of freights or transportation, over 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1763 


ir respeotive roads, of kind, to the amount of payments made by the United 
— for eee u bonds ar due Gaited States 3 to hax tok company; 
and which shall not have been reimbursed together with the 5 per cent. of net earn- 
ings due and spelt roy as provided by law; and any such company may bring suit 
in the Court of Claims to recover the price of such ht and trans tion ; and 
in such suit the right of such company to recover the same u law and the 
facts of the case determined and also the rights of the United States upon 
the merits of all the points presented by it in answer thereto by them and either 
party to such suit may appeal to the eect and both said courts shall 
give uch cause or causes precedence of all other business. 

Now, mark it, the claim is made that the Congress of the United 
States, either by virtue of a general principle or by virtue of a special 
specific reservation of power, had authority to compel the companies 
to pay into the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury money—money 
not due by the original acts of 1862 and 1864. By those acts only 
one-half of the amount accruing on account of Government trans- 
portation could be retained by the Government; but the gentlemen 
argue that the Government can require the companies to pay all, and 
that is what they do require by this bill, and that is what was re- 
quired by this act of March 3, 1873, 8 eee It was 
to be retained by the Secretary of the „the object being to 
apply it on account of the interest paid by the Government on its 
bonds advanced to the companies, 

The argument was that the Congress of the United States had 
authority todo that thing. Itis argued here to-day; and a bill to 
require the companies to do that is pending here, not differing in 

rinciple, not differing in effect one whit from this act of Marc y 
1878. That act required that the Secretary of the Tre: shoul 
withhold, not half as the original act contemplated, but all of the 

yments otherwise due on account of freight or transportation; and 
in order to test the question whether the Government had a right to 
do that thing the companies were authorized to institute this suit in 
the Court of Claims, and in the suit the very right of the matter was 
to be adjudged or the merits of every point upon the law and the 
facts, and this act of March 3, 1873, was part of the law of the case. 
That was litigated through the Court of Claims. That court ad- 
judged against the claim of the Government. It was appara to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. It was argued there on 
the grounds, first, that by the necessary 8 of the acts of 1862 
and 1864 every time the Government made an advance on account of 
interest there arose an obligation on the part of the companies to 
repay it presently, and that it thereupon became a debt due instanter, 
and that being so the Government bad, in the exercise of its ordinary 
right, to recoup and set off any amount coming from it to the other 
party, withhold payment, and so to that extent extinguish the cor- 
responding obligation and debt on the other side, 

Second, it was ed that if that right was not secured to the Gov- 
ernment by the original acts of 1862 and 1864, yet because by those 
acts Congress had reserved to itself the right to alter, amend, or re- 
peal those acts, and because by the act of March 3, 1873, it had modi- 
fied them, it had amended them by conferring on the Secretary of the 
Treasury the express authority and power and given him in so many 
words the actual direction to withhold these payments, if not Jawful 
before this withholding had thereby become lawful, and consequently 
the court must adjudge in favor of the Government. 

The court at great length dispose of the first proposition by prov- 
ing, from the circumstances of the time, the nature of the enterprise, 
and the language of the law, that it was not the intention on the 
part of Congress in the acts of 1862 and 1864 to create as against the 
corporations a debt for the repayment of the current interest until 
the maturity of the principal sum named in the bond; and then their 
answer to the ent of the Attorney-General on the other point 
was this; I read from page 91: 

Another act was su uently passed by virtue of which this suit was instituted 
by the appellee, act of h 3, 1873, 17 statutes, 508, section 2. It is contended 

at this act that portion of the charter of the company which contains the 

we have discussed. But, manifestly, its pu was very different. 
Although it directs the Secretary of the to withhold all payments to the 
companies on account of freights and tion, it at the same time author- 
izes any company thus affected to bring suit in the Court of Claims for “such freight 
and transportation ;” and in such suit “tbe right of such oa to recover the 
same upon the law and the facts shall be determined, and also the rights of the 
United States upon the merits of all the points presented by it in answer thereto 
by them.” This means 2 more or less than the remission to ee 
tribunals of the question, whether this company, and others similarly ated, 
have the right to recover from the Government one- of w they earned by 
tran ; and this question is to be determined upon its merits. 

The merits of such a question are determined when effect of the charter is 
ascertained and declared. It is hardly necessary to say that it would have been 
idle to authorize a suit, had Con, intended to repeal the provision on which 
alone it could be maintained.—1 „91. 

That is the answer, and the sole answer, made by the court to this 
argument of the Attorney-General. That is, in substance, that it does 
not appear that Congress in the passage of the act of March 3, 1873, 
intended to amend or alter the provisions of the original acts of 1862 
and 1864. But, Mr. President, what is the necessary implication ? 
Whether Congress formed the express conception in its mind of mak- 
ing a formal amendment to the original charter contained in the acts 
of 1862 and 1864, it is absolutely certain that what Congress did in 
the act of 1873 was to make legal, as far as Congress by that act could 
make legal, the withholding, by the Secretary of the Treasury, of 
funds which under the original act would have belonged to the com- 


ny. 
E HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to make a state- 
ment? I drew the act of 1873 to which he refers, although I did not 


draw the particular clause which he is now discussing, which was 
put in by a Senate amendment, but I am very familiar with its his- 
tory. Nothing is more certain than that Congress did not intend, as 
will appear from the debates, rom the whole purpose of the commit- 
tee that had the subject in e to affect in the least the rights of 
the Pacific Railroad Companies in reference to this question, whether 
they were bound to pay over the interest promptly or at the end of the 
thirty years; but on the contrary the provision of the act of March, 
1873, was a mope mode of raising the question. The Secretary of 
the Treasury had been by the previous act of 1871 ordered to pay this 
over, yielding to the companies’ construction. It was claimed that 
that act had ba obtained by improper practices on the part of the 
Pacific railroad companies, and this clause was simply a mode. of 
raising the question. It said to the Secretary, “Do not you pay; but 
a suit may be brought by the companies in the Court of Cla with 
the power of ap to the Supreme Court of the United States, by 
which the question can be raised ;” and that, if I understand the de- 
cision given by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Davis, ] was the inter- 
pretation which the Supreme Court put upon the act: that it did not 
bye to assert any power in Congress over the matter one way or 
the other, but it merely provided a method of raising the question. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I am arguing this case on the 
face and the terms of the law and the decision of the Supreme Court 
made under the Jaw, and not upon the secret purposes and the private 
intentions of any member of Con who at the time had a handin 
framing its provisions. Neither is the gentleman at liberty, I will 
remind him, for the p of settling a judicial question, a question 
of the construction of a law after it is for the purpose of 
determining private or public rights, to refer to the opinions of those 
who took in the de on its p I assert that, whatever 
Congress intended to do outside of the act itself, the act of March 3, 
1873, was an exercise of power and authority on its part, and the 
legal consequences of that are to follow from it by the logic of the 
law, no matter what it professed or what it intended. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator from Obio understand that the 
Supreme Court decided that the act itself did not constitute an exer- 
cise of power, but merely a method of raising the question, and that 
the Supreme Court construed the act directly opposite from the con- 
struction he puts upon it ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I have read to the Senate all that the Supreme 
Court of the United States said on that question, and every Senator 
is as competent to make his inferences and draw his deductions as to 
what the meaning of that tribunal is as myself. I am ing from 
the law and from the decision. Here was a statute, an act of Con 
making it lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury to withhold eer- 
tain money from these corporations. It was claimed, to be sure, that 
under the prior law as it stood at the time of this enactment, it was 
his right and his duty to do that same thing. But whether that was 
so or not, and whether with the intent, certainly with the effect of 
removing any doubt upon that point, Congress said in express terms 
to the Secretary of the Treasury“ You shall withhold this money.” 
Now, then, did that make it lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury 
to withhold it? If Congress had power to order him to do it, then 
it was lawful; otherwise, not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my colleague allow me 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN, Is it not perfectly plain to him that the with- 
holding of that money by the act of 1473 was simply to enable a case 
to be made, in order to determine what was the meaning of the acts 
of 1862 and 1864? 1 do not wish to take up the time of my colleague 


if it is di ble to him. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. On the contrary, the interruption is quite agree- 
able, for it gives me an Ae of reposing. 

. THURMAN. The history of this business is this: The Attor- 
ney-General, Mr. Ackerman, insisted that the Government had a right 
to retain the half- rtation account, other than that half-trans- 
portation account which is 5 payable to the Government as 
an offset against the amount of interest which the Government paid 
for these companies semi-annually, They came to Congress; they 
petitioned Congress that that money might be paid to them, denyin 
this opinion of the Attorney-General. The Judiciary Committee o 
the Senate, and the Judiciary Committee of the House, considered 
that.question ; and the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, with but 
one dissenting voice, held that under the law as it then stood, the act 
of 1862 as amended by the act of 1864, the Government was bound to 
pay the half-transportation account to the companies, and that the 

vernment could not retain it as an offset against the interest paid 
by the Government. 

That was their view upon the statutes as they stood. The House 
Committee on the Judiciary made a similar report, and the conse- 
quence was that the act of 1871 was passed directing that half-trans- 
portation account to be paid to the companies. Some dissatisfaction 
arose ; a deal of feeling in fact sprang up. My then colleague, 
now the Secretary of the Treasury, strongly combated the conclu- 
sion at which these two judiciary committees had arrived. The 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate also dissented 
from that opinion. There was dissent inthe House. Theresult was 
that, in order to raise the question whether or not the acts of 1802 
and 1864 had been interpreted correctly, the act of 1873 was intro- 
duced and passed; and the whole effect of that act was simply a 
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declaration of Congress 1 in order to make a case, the Secretary 
of the Treasury should withhold this money; the companies could 
sue for it; and then the courts shonld decide according to the acts of 
1862 and 1864, and if they decided that under those acts the Govern- 
ment had no right to withhold this money, then it would be paid. 
There never was the slightest idea that the act of 1873 was an ex- 
ercise of the power to alter, amend, or repeal the charter, and the 
Supreme Court expressly so decided in this very case. 
r. HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio read the last sentence! 

Mr. THURMAN. The court say: 

Another act was subsequentl by virtue of which this suit was instituted 
by the appellee, act of March 3, 1873, 17 statutes, 508, section 2. It is contended 

t this act repeals that portion of the charter of the company which contains the 
provisions we have discussed. But, manifestly, its purpose was very different. 

That is, it was not intended as a repeal. 

Although it directs the 8 the e! to witbhold all payments to 
the companies on account of frei and transportation, it at the same time anthor- 
izes any company thus affected to being soit in the Court of Claims for “such 
freight and transportation; and in such suit “the right of such company to re- 
cover the same u the law and the facts shall be determined, and the 
rights of the United States upon the merits of all the peara presented by it in 
answer o by them.“ This means nothing more or less than the remission to 
the jndicial tribunals of the question whether this company, ard others similarly 
situated, have the right to recover from the Government one-half of what they 
earned by transportation ; and this question is to be determined upon its merits. 

That is, it is to be determined upon the law as it stood before that 
act was pasen, 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I am not at all responsible for 
the private reasons or the assigned reasons which actuated any mem- 
ber of Congress at that time in voting for the act of March 3, 1873. 
Neither was I unmindful of the terms in which the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the opinion I have referred to disposed of the 
argument raised by the Attorney-General upon that statute, for I 
read the whole of what was said by the court upon that point. What 
I assert, what I maintain, what I insist upon, is that if the reason of 
the Senator from Ohio, my distinguished colleague, and of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] in support of the bill 
from the Judiciary Committee is right, then the necessary implica- 
tion from this decision of the Supreme Court makes it an adverse au- 
shoni against them, for whatever were the unexpressed and unas- 
Bigne pu of Congress here was an act of Congress which was a 
law, and if it was a legitimate exercise of legislative power whatever 
it N authorized was legal and not illegal. Can that proposi- 
tion be denied? The Supreme Court of the United States solemnly 
and not inadvertently decided two propositions; one was that the 
money did belong to the corporation and that it was not lawful for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to withhold it. How could they de- 
cide that without 8 it was not competent for Congress to 
make 1 lawful for the etary of the Treasury to withhold the 
money 

It is not essential to an amendatory law that it should express that 
it is by way of amendment. In acase which I have very well reason 
to remember and to know, in the case of the State of Ohio on the 
relation of some one against the Cincinnati Gas-Light and Coke Com- 
pany, reported I think in the eighteenth volume of Ohio State Re- 
ports, there was a special charter granted years and years ago to that 
corporation with the clause giving to the es capa of Ohio the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal, Subsequently a eral act was 

assed not referring to this charter at all, but conferring upon munic- 

pal authorities in which gas-light and coke companies were in exist- 
ence the right to regulate the price of t was held against 
argument that that general law could not be construed as an amend- 
ment to the charter that if nevertheless operated to have that effect. 
So here one of two 1 7 it seems to me is clear enough from the 
face of this statute of March 3, 1873, either Congress intended to 
change the terms of the acts of 1862 and 1864 or else they intended to 
put upon those statutes a construction ; and if they had power to alter 
amend, or repeal, then they had power to put an interpretation an 
construction on these statutes which would be conclusive as matter 
of law. So that the ratio decidendi of this case rests necessarily upon 
the postulate that in the particular named, to wit, the conferring 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury the authority and right to with- 
hold the moneys of this corporation belonging to it by virtue of the 
acts of 1862 and 1864, was an unlawful exercise of authority, What 
are the terms in which this power is reserved? The eighteenth sec- 
tion of the act of 1862 in the sentence in which the reservation occurs 
provides as follows: 

And the better to acccomplish the object of this namely, to te the pub- 
lic interest and welfare by The . 5 — of K E and telegraph line apd 
7 the same in working order, and to secure to the Government at all times 
(but particularly in time of war) the use and benefits of the same for 8 


A urposes, 0 time, having d 

ri lape yore ye nn ene ed, gered mg Ae py ter, amend, th 833 rove 

It is said that all those words in that long sentence except the final 
five are without meaning, are empty and void; that it is as if they 
were not, and had not been used, that they are surplusage, verbiage, 
purposeless, without legal significance, operating neither as restraints 
nor conditions ; and yet in the same breath it is argued that the naked 
words used in the act of 1864 enlarged the power. The twenty-sec- 
ond section, being the final section of the act of 1864, is: 

That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

Mr. President, I respectfully submit that according to the plain, 


obvious, and popular meanin 
eenth section of the act of 1 

to give notice to the private persons who were expec 
capital in this enterprise that they held whatever they chose to in- 
vest in it at the caprice of any future National Legislature, but it was 
simply intended to say that this A vag gba) and all the money put into 


of these terms, as used in the eight- 
„it was not contemplated by Congress 
to invest 


it be dedicated forever to the uses and pe s named in the 
statute, and that as long as they were held faithfully to those uses, 
as long as they were successfully devoted to those pur, Congress 
would do nothing to impair the investment as to its value or weaken 
it as to its title; and that whatever else it might do to improve it, to 
enlarge it, to increase it, to render it more valuable and effective, it 
might do; but nothing outside of and beyond the preservation of the 
investment for the great public purposes for which it was created ; 
that in all it should attempt it would never disregard the rights even 
of the corporations themselves. 

As stated by the Supreme Court in the decision in 1 Otto, and as 
repeated by the learned Senator from Illinois the other day, it was 
found that even the liberal provisions of the act of 1462 were found 
not to be sufficient. As much as Con had done and as much as 
Congress had promised to do under that statute still they had neither 
done nor promised enough, and so the act of 1864 was passed releas- 
ing rights of the Government as defined under the act of 1862 and 
enlarging the privileges of the corporation. It is said, and in that I 

, that the twenty-second section of the act of 1864, which con- 
tains the naked reservation of the right of alteration, amendment, or 
repeal, is to be construed in conjunction with and not separately from 
a similar reservation of the act of 1862; because the two statutes bein 
in pari materia, relating to the same subject, must be construed as i 
they were the same act. That being so, the effect necessarily is to 
attach to the naked power in the twenty-second section of the act of 
1864 the conditions and qualifications of the eighteenth section of the 
act of 1862; for, by that means, bringing them together in the same 
company, in the same statute, being powers of the same kind, the 
description ef that power which is contained in the original act is 
made to rs fe that power which is more summarily described in 
the act of , intended only to amendit. Look at the provisions 
of the act, look at the nature of the statute, and let us see what toa 
mind of ordinary comprehension would be the irresistible inference 
as to its meaning. It is argued as if this conferred upon Congress 
the absolute power to change the terms on which this corporation 
held its rights. 

Some of them are in their very nature irrepcalable or else contain 
limitations in the grant which are inconsistent with the existence of 
this unconditional right in Congress. For instance, in the very eight- 
eenth section of the act of 1862, in which is the reservation of the 
right toamend. Of course that is a reservation also on the part of 
the company: 

That whenever it appears that the net earnings of the entire road and telegra 
including the amount allowed for services rendered for the United States, after 
deducting all e itu including repairs and the furnishing, running, and 
managing of said road, shall exceed 10 per cent. upon its cost, exclusive of the 5 
per cent. to be paid to the United States, Co: . rate Ligation gy Saga 
thereon, if unreasonable in amount, and may fix and blish the same by law. 

Lask the Judiciary Committee whether, before the event has hap- 
pened on which the right in Congress to make that reduction has 
arisen, Congress may, nevertheless, reduce it. If their ar, nt is 
good for anything, it is good for that, and Congress e tor wait 
until the net earrings of this company have arrived at the limit fixed 
in this grant to interpose to get them down to any amount reasonable 
or unreasonable that they may see fit in their discretion to establish; 
and yet is it possible that men have gone on under that possible con- 
struction of their rights, and Congress has gone on under that actual 
interpretation of its power, when it was so easy to wipe it all out, to 
blot out every condition, every restraint, every qualification, by a 
simple fiat of Congress. If they cannot reduce the rates until the 
time arrives and the event has happened which constitute the contin- 
gency on which expressly Congress alone reserved the right of inter- 

ering, by what authority can they take those net earnings, thus so 
sedulously devoted to the private and N uses of the corpora- 
tion as its own pro , and impound them in the Treasury of the 
United States for the benefit of the creditors of the corporations ! 
Does the greater include the less? If it does not, then the power of 
repeal as claimed exists; but if it does then that ope declaration 
of a limit in that particular dissipates the entire fabric of the argu- 
ment reared on the other side. 

This bill goes on to define what net earnings shall be, and puts a 
construction on that act, althongh they have no more right to do 
that than they have to confiscate them all, for you can just as easily 
confiscate them by a definition as you can by an open robbery. You 
can say that the net earnings shall be all that is left after Congress 
has helped itself. 

That makes it so because Congress declares it so. But in the vital 
point of possible profit on the private capital to be invested upon 
this congressional invitation that they shall be allowed a compensa- 
tion for its risk and its use to earn enough in addition to the 5 per 
cent. to be given to the Government to put 10 per cent. into their own 
pockets, the Judiciary Committee comes forward now and says: “We 
will take 25 per cent. out for ourselves unless perchance the 75 per 
cent, remaining should not be sufficient to pay the interest on your 
other debts; and if you can establish to the satisfaction of the Sec- 
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retary of the Treasury for the time being that the 75 per cent. of the 
net earnings after we have defined them and taken 25 per cent. away 
will not enable you to operate your roads and pay interest on 
your other debts, then we will reduce our exactions so that the bal- 
ance which may remain to you shall be exactly nothing.” That, in 
the face of a statutory declaration co-existent with this alleged 
right of re standing side by side with it, ay, having precedence 
over it, being the first clause of the section itself, subordinate to 
which, and subject to which the right of repeal is added on! There 
is the high authority and guarantce of the Congress of the United 
States that in spite of whatever else there is or may be in that 
statute or any act made by way of amendment the fixed and irrever- 
sible pledge to every pan capitalist that he shall be allowed to 
operate this road until he may be able out of these net earnings to 
receive for his own individual use 10 per cent. net on his money. 
Under the guise of patriotic duty and a sensitive regard for the 
public interest, this right, as sacred as law itself, is struck down in 
the very stronghold of law itself. I will venture to say, without 
having been a careful student of the debates in Congress at that 
time, but only from a general knowledge and recollection of the char- 
acter of the circumstances that surrounded this legislation and what 
has been done under it, that the idea that the Congress of the United 
States either had the right or would ever seek to exert it to modify 
the terms and conditions on which alone this investment could ever 
have been made, never entered the minds or hearts of the men who 
conceived and passed it. It is an after-thought. It is conceived by 
those who have forgotten apparently and temporarily the exigencies 
of the occasion, and who at least, I most respectfully submit but most 
earnestly protest, are oblivious, for the time being only I trust, of 
the essential principle on which every right of property or person, 
private or corporate, must rest for its integrity. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ANTHONY, (during the course of Mr. Marrnxws's speech.) 
With the assent of the Senator from Ohio, who yields for that 9 8 
I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday 


next. z 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. THURMAN. I believe it is in order to say a word on that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 


Mr. THURMAN. Ithink a motion to adjourn over in that way is. 


debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not under the rules. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment. The chairman of the Judiciary Committee, [Mr. EDMUNDS, ] 
who takes much interest in the Te bill, and which he desires 
to be heard about, is unwell, and I believe it will be very much to his 
gratification if he should have until Monday to speak. I do not want 
the bill to lose its place as unfinished business, for I hope that the 
Senate will be pleased to come to a determination on this bill some 
time before the close of next week. Under these circumstances I 
shall vote for the motion, but I hope my colleague will be allowed to 
conclude his remarks to-day before we adjourn over. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Can I be permitted to make a remark? The bill 
which I spoke of this morning was made the special order for to-mor- 
row at one o’clock; but if we adjourn over I should like to have it 
understood that the bill shall be the special order for Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. n 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 41, noes 16. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; only six Senators rising to 
second the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MATTHEWS haying concluded— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. . President, I propose to address the Sen- 
ate upon the questions alluded to by the Senator from Ohio, but as 
it is already late, and in order that I may have the floor on Monday, 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. GORDON. I hope we shall have an executive session. There 
are some executive matters that ought to be considered. 

Mr. FERRY. I appeal to my colleague to modify his motion into a 
motion to go into executive session. 

Mr. CONKLING. IL hope not. I venture to express that hope, if 
I may be indulged, because here is a note from one Senator who is 
ill, and I have a from another who is ill, begging that the 
executive business which is first in order if we go into executive ses- 
sion, may be deferred, as they will not be here. Unless the Senator 
has some special wish, I hope we may adjourn. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I will further say that the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. THURMAN ] has just left the Senate Chamber to accompany 
his family to the train, who are leaving for France ; and he will not 
be in this afternoon. 

Mr. FERRY. Under the circumstances I withdraw my request. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Will the Senator from Michigan withdraw his 
motion to adjourn for a moment? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If it can be understood that I can have the 
floor to renew it. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to call up for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate House bill No. 2371, relating to the assessment of taxes in this 


District. The bill has already passed the House, and as the time is 
short it is very desirable that it should pass the Senate at once. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I shall make no objection to its considera- 
tion if it be understood that I can have the floor immediately after 
it is concluded. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act for the support of the government for the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, and others objected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan renews his 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I appeal to the Senator from West Virginia to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This is entirely too important a 
bill to be passed in such haste. As I understand it from the reading 
at the desk, it changes the taxing condition of the District entirely. 
It proposes a radical change as to the condition of property in this 
District as to taxation. The Senator cannot expect at this time, 
when the Senate is ready to adjourn, that such a bill can be con- 
sidered properly. Ido not know that I have any objection to the 
bill when a proper hearing can be given to it; but now is not the 
time to take up such a measure. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire an opportunity to make a statement if the 
Senate will indulge me just one minute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill cannot go through this evening. There 
will be twenty objections made to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has gone over. The Senator 
from Michigan holds the floor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Task the Senator from Michigan to give way to 
me while I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 396. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. For the purpose of allowing the 


‘Senator from New Hampshire to make his statement I withdraw the 


objection. I had not Er e floor. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Michigan is holding 
the floor all this time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Michi holds the floor and 
yields to me for the purpose of asking the Senate to take up a bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 396) to amend section 2464 
35 ths Revised Statutes, relating to cultivation of timber on the pub- 
le domain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. ROLLINS. I object. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill will lead to debate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from California will let me say 
one word about it 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly, with pleasure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire is the 
objecting Senator recognized by the Chair. 

r. PADDOCK. I ask my friend to yield for a moment. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am a very -natured man. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the bill leads to discussion, I will drop it. 

Mr. McDONALD. If the Senator from Michigan—— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. In order to put an end to this discussion, I 
insist on my motion. 

Mr. McDONALD. I ask the Senator from Michi 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on 
Senator from Michigan, that the Senate adjourn. 

The question being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to 
prevail; and a division was called for. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I withdraw all objection to the bill of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A division is called for on the motion to 


adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 
23; so the Senate refused to adjourn. í 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask for the yeas and nays on the motion to ad- 


: asl PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Iowa to withdraw his re- 
u z 
a The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of order. 
Mr. CONKLING. I wish to know who is entitled to the floor. 
eine 1 The Senator from Michigan was entitled 
the floor. 
Mr. CONKLING. But he lost it by insisting on his motion to ad- 
journ. Now who has the floor? 
„5 The Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. PAD- 
DOCK. 
Mr. CONKLING. Then I ask that we proceed in order. Let us 
hear what the Senator from Nebraska has to say. 


n— 
e motion of the 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the object and scope of this bill is 
simply to change one section of the law under which settlers who 
undertake to procure one hundred and sixty acres of land in accord- 
ance with the provisions of that law are required to cultivate forty 
acres of timber upon such one hundred and sixty acres of land in 
rows twelve feet apart each way, so that the area shall be reduced 
from forty acres to ten acres with the requirement that the rows of 
trees be only four feet apart each way. This bill has been so 
prepared under the advice of a committee of the American Forest 
Association, who waited upon the Committees on Agriculture of bot 
Houses of Congress and requested that such a bill should be passed. 
It will result in producing more trees, as the area under the law as it 
now stands is so great that the cultivation of trees has not been and 
will not be a success. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will my friend allow me a moment? I do not 
see under that bill as it is read at the desk how any person is to be 
prevented from taking as many one hundred and sixty acres as he 
sees fit to plant ten acres of trees on. 

Mr. PADDOCK.: I will inform the Senator from California that 
this is an amendment of only a single section of a law which has 
several sections. It interferes with no part of the law but that one 
section, and does not remove the present limitation of one hundred 
and sixty acres to any one settler. 

Mr. SARGENT. Those sections ought to be read; and, as I say, 
the bill will lead to considerable debate, I should like to look at the 
original law and see how this amends it. 

. PADDOCK. All the restrictions the Senator speaks of are in 
the law as it stands. It simply amends the law in respect to the area 
required to be planted in trees. 

r. SARGENT. I think there is an absolute necessity for reading 
the original statute in connection with this bill in order to see whether 
this really does in connection with the original statute give a right 
to a person by planting ten acres to have as many one hundred and 
sixty acres as he chooses. 

o VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to 3 consid- 
eration of the bill named by the Senator from Neb 7 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3835) repealing section 363 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and the substitution of another section in 
lien thereof, and the bill (H. R. No. 3181) limiting the compensation 
of clerks of the district and circuit courts when one person holds both 
offices, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

WOODRUFF SCIENTIFIC EXPEDITION. 


Mr. CONKLING addressed the Chair, and was recognized. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. For what purpose does the Senator rise? 

Mr. McDONALD. For the purpose of asking the present consid- 
eration of House bill No. 2887. 

Mr. CONKLING. I yield to the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks for the 
consideration at this time of the bill (H. R. No. 2887) to authorize 
the granting of an American register to a foreign-built ship for the 

urpose of the Woodruff scientific expedition around the world. The 
fin is rted with an amendment, in the nature of a substitute, 
which will be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

That tho Secretary of the be, and he is , authorized and empow- 
ork ts genit APOIO ts ATOS uilt steamship, for the sole purpose of the use 

owner thereof, for a scientific expedition around the world: 
Woodruff shall, wi four months after the of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I think it is an important bill and ought to go 


over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island objects. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire how can a single Senator object 
to the Senate voting upon a motion to take up-a bill which was re- 
ported on a day before this 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asked unani- 
mous consent, the Chair understood. 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir; but the Senator has a right to submit 
his motion, I Sn ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If he puts the motion in that form, the 
Chair will submit it. 

Mr. McDONALD. I do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana moves that 
the Senate now take up for consideration the bill just read by the 
Secretary. The question is upon that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to say one word in reference to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce. It makes no 
substantial change in the original bill, and I do not understand that 
they propose to insist pm the amendment. Placing it upon the bill 
at stage will send it back again to the House, and in all proba- 


bility defeat the — of the act entirely. I therefore hope the 
amendment will not be insisted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Dea motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 15, 
noes 29, 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I desire to n that I have received some papers 
from some of my constituents with reference to this very bill, Pam 
not absolutely sure that I shall oppose it; but until I am better sat- 
isfied than I am now of the nature of the bill I cannot vote for it. I 
do not think it is the fair thing to rush a bill of this kind throngh 
the Senate in this way without some chance of investigation. There 
are very strong objections to it stated in some papers which are at my 
house or in my drawer here, probably at my house. I wish to exam- 
ine carefully those papers. I do not know what influence they will 
have on me; but I want to investigate the matter, and I know that 
Iam op to rushing a bill throngh at this time of the afternoon 
of the last legislative day of the week without giving a Senator a 
chance to make up his mind how he will vote. I k it is onl 
right and fair that we should have until Monday to consider this 
matter. For that reason, I protest against precipitate legislation in 

way. 

Mr. McDONALD. I shall not insist against such a request. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Ido not mean to say that I am absolutely op- 

to the bill, because I may finally vote for it after I have exam- 
ined the question, but I certainly want to investigate it. 

Mr. McDONALD. As it will come up first on Monday I will not 
insist farther on proceeding with the bill now. 

Mr. McMILLAN, This bill comes from the Committee on Com- 
merce, and the members of that committee did not all assent to this 
report. I think the records of the Senate will show that two of the 
members dissented; and there are some serious objections to passing 
this bill. It is a matter, it seems to me, that should receive attention 
upon the part of the Senate. It is more than a mere question of 
whether an American may shall be granted to a foreign ship. It 
is something involving the honor of the Government perhaps to a 
greater degree than might appear on the first view. For myself, if 
this bill is to be considered to-night I shall desire to make some fur- 
ther remarks upao it; bnt if it is to go over— 

Mr. MCDONALD. I have already said that if the Senator from 
Rhode Island desired time to consider the bill it might stand over 
until Monday. It stands first in order. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I am much obliged to the Senator from Indiana 
because the promoters of this bill are my personal friends, and I cer- 
tainly do not want to antagonize the bill; but I want to do what is 
right, and I desire an S g aipin to examine the question, 

ho pon Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for a 
minute . 

Mr. McDONALD. Will this bill be the unfinished business for Mon- 
day, Mr. President? 

- EA: Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for a 
momen 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Indiana does not hear 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Indiana has asked a question 
of the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The general understanding of the Senate 
was, that the railroad bill went over as the unfinished business; but 
if the Senate adjourns on this bill it will be the unfinished business, 

Mr. McDONALD. This will be the unfinished business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the rule. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What question is before the Senate, may I ask? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. None at present. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It will be remembered that I yielded only to 
some formal matters. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to give way 
for a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 34, noes not counted ; and (at four 
o’clock and thirty-two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, March 14, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
HENRY OSTERHELD. 


Mr. VEEDER, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 3829) for the relief of Henry Osterheld, late first lien- 
tenant of the Sixty-eighth Regiment of New York Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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ROSE A. CAMERON, 

Mr. VEEDER also, (by request,) by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 3830) for the relief of Rose A. Cameron, admin- 
istratrix, &¢., of the estate of David A. Cameron, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENLARGEMENT OF UNITED STATES MINT. 

Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures : 


NATIONAL-BANK RESERVE FUND, 


Mr. HARDENBERGH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 3831) regulating the reserve fund of national banks; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

GAME LAW FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. REILLY, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 3832) for the preservation of game and protection of birds 
in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DOG TAX, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. REILLY also, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 3833) to create revenue in the District of Columbia 
by levying a tax upon all dogs therein, and to make such dogs per- 
sonal property and to insure their protection as other property is pro- 
tected in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, presented the following me- 
morial, which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD : 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


Whereas certain measures are now pending before the Congress of the United 
States, which propose to raise from sale of 2 lands and other sources a 
fund to be distributed among the several States in aid of . and 
Whereas these measures de that this distribution shall be made for a term 
of mace the basis of and afterwards upon the basis of school pop- 


of the State of Mississippi does most heartily 
onal legislation which shall embody 
e Lame! at set forth in the Tregaeg preamble. 


R That we respectfully ask the immediate attention of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to the objects herein referred to, and request them to 
P61. a BOORIS OANE SS rag 

Passed resentatives 

© house of rep: ruary 26, W, A. PERC . 
Speaker ouse. 

Passed the senate March 4, 1878. 

WM. H. SIMS, 

Approved March 5, 1878. acti: 

i J. M. STONE, 
Governor. 

7 OFFICE or SECRETARY OF Stare, 
Jackson, Mississippi. 


I. Kinloch Falconer, secretary of state, do certify the memorial hereto attached, 
entitled Memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress Sane, ee 5, 1878, is a true and correct copy of the orig- 
. nd the great seal of the State of Mississippi hereunto 

ven under m an 0 
affixed this 9th Y 


day of March, 1878. 
[SEAL] 7 KINLOCH FALCONER, 
Secretary of State. 


REMOVAL OF ROCKS IN THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of a report from the Committee on Commerce, which will 
occupy but a moment of the time of the House. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back favorably the following resolution : 

Re That the Secretary of War be, and he ig hereb: nested to ascertain 
the probable cost of the remeval of 8 in the channel of the Potsmas River 
between Georgeta District of Columbia, and tho new outlet locks on the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal above said Georgetown, and report the same before the close 
of the present session of Congress. 

I wig Mexia to say, Mr. S er, that information is in 
of the Department and can 
whatever. 

The resolution was adopted. 


FRESH WATER, FORT YUMA DESERT. 
Mr. GAUSE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, (as a substitute for House bill No. 1153,) reported a bill (H. 


R. No. 3834) to encourage the introduction of a supply of fresh water 
on the desert west of Fort Yuma; which was a rst and second 


on 
furnished without any additional cost 


time, recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed, not to be brought back 


by a motion to reconsider. 


MORNING HOUR. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I demand the ar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour now begins at twenty minutes past twelve o’clock, and the 
of committees for reports rests with the Committee on 


CLERKS OF DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS. 


Mr. DURHAM, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
men of Justice, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the 
bill (H. R. No. 3181) limiting the compensation of clerks of the district 
and circuit courts when one person holds both offices. 

The bill, which was read, provides that whenever the same person 
holds both the office of clerk of the district and clerk of the cirenit 
court of the United States, his whole compensation shall not exceed 
the sum of $3,500, after the payment of all his necessary expenses, as 
is now provided by law; and re all acts in conflict with the act. 

Mr. DURHAM. I can explain this bill in a very few words. 

The law now provides that one person may act as clerk of the dis- 
trict and clerk of the circuit court also. Whero one person acts sim- 
py in one capacity he is entitled to $3,500, after the payment of all 

is expenses. Where he holds both offices he is entitled to his ex- 
penses ; and the committee are of opinion that he ought to be limited 
to the maximum amount of compensation of $3,500, after the payment 
of his expenses. 

Mr. HANNA. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether or not 
there isa Angers in m 2 287 ae the fees a beth acne anther 
to more than will pay his and expenses he requ 
to cover the excess into the Treasury ? 

Mr. DURHAM. The law requires that outside the bill. This sim- 
ply limits the amount of compensation. It does not interfere with 
the covering the excess back into the A 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 

read the third time, and le 


being 1 N. it was accordi passed 
Mr. DURHAM moved to seed | er the vote by which the bill was 
3 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 490) sup- 
plementary to an act entitled “An act in relation to the Hot Springs 
reservation in the State of Arkansas,” approved March 3, 1877; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. . 

The message further announced that the Senate had pareo with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. No. 912) to make persons charged with 
crimes and offenses competent witnesses in the United States and 
territorial courts. 
further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
the bill (H. R. No. 2501) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for 


other purposes, : 
ASSISTANTS TO DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. DURHAM also, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 
1377, a bill = R. No. 3835) repealing section 363 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and the substitution of another section in 
lieu thereof; which was read a first and second time. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do., That section 363 of the Revised Statutes of the United 8. 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and in licu thereof the following is enac 


y: > 

Sec. 363. In cases whero amounts are involved, in which the United States 
i eee in cases of the United States individuals for 
high crimes or misdemeanors, where the judge of the district or circuit where said 
cases are pending shall state, in writing, to the Attorney-General of the United 
States, that in his opinion the public interest requires that the district attorney of 
the United States should have assistance in the prosecution or defense of said cases, 
then the Attorney-General may, with the consent of the head of the Department 
which may havo control of the subject-matter in litigation, employ and a 
the service of the United States, attorneys and law to assist the dis- 
trict attorneys in the discharge of their duties; but in no instance shall he empl 
more than one attorney or firm of attorneys in any one case; and said attorney 
make out and swear to an account of the nature and character of the services ren- 
dered by him, and file the same in the court where such services were rendered, 
and send a copy of the same to the Attorney-General; and the said judge before 
a Cuties oF canst were tried shall ttorn: tbat 
General sh: usation for said services, provided the 
sum fixed in any one case shall not ex: the sum of $2,000. ts 


ar HOOKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky introduce this 

Mr. DURHAM. I reportit from the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Justice, and I do so also on the recommendation 
of the Attorney-General in his annual report. 

The House is aware of the very exorbitant fees that have been 
charged in some cases for services rendered the United States. I do 
not intend to refer to certain cases for the p of reflecting upon 
the attorneys who made out those charges. I simply refer to some 
noted whisky cases which occurred in some of the western cities, 
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where one distinguished attorney of the United States made out a 
eh for services rendered in less than six months an account against 
the Government for $26,000. I understand from the Attorney-General 
that those claims were compromised by him by the payment of $10,000. 
Now he desires to be limited, and that section 363 of the Revised Stat- 
utes shall be so changed as to limit him in any discretion he may have 
in that matter. 

Mr. HALE. Has this bill been printed ? 

Mr. DURHAM. The original bill referred to the committee is 
printed, but the substitute is not printed. The substitute is the same 
as the printed bill, with the exception of a slight modification ordered 
by the committee after the bill was referred to them. 

Mr. HALE. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. DURHAM. The number of the original bill is 1377. Now, for 
the purpose of limiting the Attorney-General in the number of attor- 
neys that he shall employ in any case and thereby, I might say, bring- 
ing about eivil-service reform in one regard in requiring that better 
district attorneys shall be appointed t have been appointed in 
many instances, we pro in this bill to limit the number of attor- 
neys that shall be employed in any one case to one attorney or one 
firm of attorneys. It was believed by the committee from which I 
report that one attorney or one firm of attorneys was ample for the 
purpose of assisting the regular United States attorney in the dis- 
charge of his duties, and we were furthermore of the opinion that a 
limit of wie was ample in any one particular case for that assistance. 
That I believe is about the e ee and the only explanation I 
have to make of the bill. It is for the papos of limiting the author- 
ity of the Attorney-Generalin the employment of assistant attorneys, 
and of fixing the amouift of fees or rather the maximum amount that 
shall be = in any case. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, if he will 
yield to me for that purpose. 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDEN. The Attorney-General fixes the amount of the com- 
pensation, as I understand it, of these extra attorneys upon vouchers 
sent up from the court only, and, while that amount may be $2,000, 
it may be less. 

Mr. DURHAM. I understand that; but perhaps I did not explain 
the provision sufficiently. The bill requires that the attorney em- 
ployed must make out and swear to his account, and that the certifi- 
cate of the judas where the service is rendered shall be sent up, and 
upon that the Attorney-General determines the fee; but in no case is 
it to exceed the sum of $2,000. 

Mr. SAPP. I did not hear the reading of the substitute distinctly. 
I would ask the gentleman upon whose application these extra attor- 
neys are appointed ? 

M . DURHAM. Span the application of the judge before whom 
the case is to be tried. 

A I did not hear the reading of the bill. 
Mr. DURHAM. The jndgo before whom the causo is tried must 
certify to the Attorney: eral that an assistant is necessary to tho 
district attorney, and the bill of the assistant who is appointed must 
come to the Treasury Department, or to the Assistant Treasurer. 

Mr. SAPP. Does the bill provide for the employment of assistant 
counsel in cases of defense as well as cases of prosecution? 

Mr. DURHAM. It provides for assistants in any case where the 
United States interests are involved. 

Mr. FRYE. I would inquire whether or not assistants are not more 
liable to be called for, especially in the large cities like New York, 
Saint Louis, &. 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not know; but it is said that it is in the large 
eities where these cases arise. 

Mr. FRYE. Does not the history of the past show that the assist- 
ants employed have been employed principally in the large cities? 

Mr. DURHAM. I believe tliat is so; at least in regard to the whisky 
cases. They generally arose in the large cities. 

Mr. FRYE. Aud has not the employment of assistants been made 
even where the district attorneys are regarded as good lawyers and 
selected on account of their ability? 

Mr. DURHAM. I think that is so in many instances, 

Mr. FRYE. Then does not the employment of the assistants on the 
order of the judge necessarily imply that the case is of importance to 
the Government ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I think so, and that is provided for in this bill. 

Mr. FRYE, Then does the gentleman that the best lawyers 
in the large cities of this country can be employed in any case for 
the Government of the United States for a fee of $2,0007 

er DURHAM. I have only this to say, that I think that they 
ought. 

Ur. FRYE. But does Tg nore think, from what he knows of 
the large cities, that any leading lawyer taking a case occupying per- 
poe a Tai p ten days, or a fortnight, would accept for his services 
a fee o g 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not know. I do not live in any of these large 
cities; but I know that when these lawyers from the large cities come 
into the raral districts to lord over our country lawyers we generally 
throw them. I will now yield to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hanna, ] but I will ask him first how much time he desires. 

Mr. H A. About five minutes. 

Mr. DURHAM. I yield to the gentleman five minutes’ time, 


Mr. HANNA. I am opposed to the substitute and oppaat to the 
general principle of employing attorneys to assist United States dis- 
trict attorneys. Ihave had some little experience as a United States 
district attorney, and it seems to me that, so far as I know, competent 
persons are employed as district attorneys, and that there is no ne- 
cessity under heaven of employing assistance, except to put money 
into some lawyer's pocket. 

It so happened that I was the district attorney of the State of Indi- 
ana during the war, and during that period no such thing as assist- 
ant district attorneys was known to the law. You have now an 
assistant district attorney. The practice has been in my d ment 
to pay to the assistant $2,000, Iundertake to say, asa rule, that there 
is no more necessity for an assistant district attorney than there is 
for a fifth wheel to a wagon. It seems to me that the time has come 
when the Executive in the selection of officers of this class should 
select men perfectly competent to attend to the business of their dis- 
tricts and represent the interests of the United States without the 
employment of gentlemen for the large sum spoken of by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. DURHAM. } 

There ought not to be any authority either of a judge or district 
attorney to . counsel at this exorbitant fee. And the endy 
and the true remedy will be found in the selection of competent offi- 
cials. We have got to come to that. We ought, and this Congress 
5 as to cut off this whole thing of assistant district attorneys. I 
undertake to say that there is not a district in the United States where 
if you select a competent lawyer to manage the business of the United 
States he could not successfully, efficiently, and promptly discharge 
all the duties incumbent upon him so far as the interests of the United 
States are concerned. 

I know that a short time since we had a sort of whisky row. out 
West, in which at Saint Louis, at Indianapolis, my own city, at Cin- 
cinnati, and elsewhere, eminent counsel were employed to assist the 
United States attorneys. I do not undertake tosay that they did not 
earn the amount they charged; but I do undertake to say that if at 
those points the district attorneys of the United States had promptly 
and laboriously and efficiently discharged their duties there would 
have been no necessity for the ae 7 ment of assistant counsel, We 
ought to stop it, and to stop it by law. If under the present stat- 
ute authority is given to district attorneys or to judges to omploy 
assistant counsel, that statute should be absolutely repealed and no 
substitute passed in place of it. I do not care whether you call that 
civil service reform or net I call it good common sense. 

Mr. EDEN, I would call the attention of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Hanna] to the fact that this bill does not deal with regu- 
lar assistant district attorneys, but simply with — attorneys. 

Mr. HANNA. This bill, as I understand it, authorizes the employ- 
ment of assistant attorneys; not assistant district attorneys, but 
attorneys to assist the district attorney ; whose compensation is to 
be limited to $2,000 each. 

Mr. EDEN. There is a law already authorizing their employment. 
This bill simply limits that law. 

Mr. HANNA. Well, the whole thing ought to be repealed ; that is 
the truth abont it. There is no necessity for it. It ought to be dug 
up eA the roots, and the roots hung up on the fence to dry; that is 
the fact about it. 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose there is but one district attorney for a dis- 
trict, and there are regular terms of court to be holden ; suppose the 
district attorney for the district is taken sick during the progress of 
the trial, or sup that in the district a court is in session and mis- 
fortune of any kind happens so that the district attorney cannot 
attend to the case which the Government has intrusted to him: 
does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HANNA] desire to cut off en- 
tirely the judge of the court or the Attorney-General of the United 
States from having any authority to employ any one to fill the place 
of that district attorney in the mean time? 

Mr. HANNA. In answer to the gentleman I will say that if the 
district attorney is temporarily sick, thero is a spirit of courtesy 
among legal gentlemen which will lead them to consent to a temporary 
postponement of the case, so that the interest of the Government will 
not suffer. I have never yet seen a prominent respectable lawyer at 
the bar who, when sickness or any affliction overtook him, did not 
receive the courtesy of opposing counsel consenting to a postpone- 
ment of the case. 

ee FEYS, Suppose ħe happens to be interested in the event of 
the suit. 

Mr. HANNA. Then he ought to resign. 

Mr. FRYE. That is 3 absurd. 2 

Mr. HANNA. Let it be absurd. No district attorney ought to 

ractice in a court where he is interested in the result of the suit. If 
© has any connection with the whisky ring let him step aside. 

Mr. FRYE. He may be a witness in the case itself; he may have 
a relative who is being tried and thus he will be re ed as inter- 
ested in the result of the suit. There are a thousand ways in which 
he may be interested in the event of a suit. 

Mr. HANNA. It very seldom happens in the West that a lawyer 
practices law and at the same time swears in the case he is carrying 
on. 
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Mr. FIELD, I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. FIELD. Does the gentleman think that the business in the 
southern district of New York, or in the district of Massachusetts, can 
be carried on by one district attorney, without any assistance at all? 

Mr. HANNA. If you will empoy a competent district attorney I 
bave no doubt about it at all. By the law which you have made you 
can have a district attorney. A district attorney receives a salary 
of $6,000. Now, Mr. Speaker, if he will only practice the same kind 
of care and presence that you and 1 would practice in our own af- 
fairs, if perchance a suit of any magnitude comes upon his hands re- 
quiring assistance, it would be no great sacrifice to him to call to his 
aid, and to pay the expense out of his own salary, sufficient assistance 
to carry on the case. 

Mr. O'NEILL, What district attorney receives a salary of 86,000. 

Mr. HANNA. He receives $6,000 a year, because the law requires 
him to pay into the Treasury all the fees he receives over $6,000. 
Nearly every year while I was district attorney I paid into the Treas- 
ury fees in excess of $6,000, 

Mr, O'NEILL, Fees are not salary, 

Ar np ae The fees go to make up his compensation together 
with his salary. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] 
to yield to me. : 

Mr. DURHAM. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes, 

Mr. BUTLER, I desire to attention to the state of the law 
and to the change with which I had something to do some time ago. 
A short time ago, four or five years, we had one Attorney-General 
with EAEE 6 ae e e evil ee e eee to mit 
gress that large fees to id out to distinguis lawyers to 
sree in see when vast 3 of the United States were in- 
volv 

Now to remedy that we created a new officer, to be called the Solic- 
itor-General of the United States; we gave him a large salary and 
made it bis duty to go into any part of the United States where the 
district attorney of the United States wanted an able lawyer to as- 
sist him to represent the interest of the Government. We made pro- 
vision, which was put into the Revised Statutes, [looking at the 
volume of the Revised Statutes before him,]—I find that the law was 

in 1870, longer than I thought. We made provision, 
which was put into the United States statutes, that whenever the 
Solicitor-General went on that business he should receive fees to the 
amount of his expenses, so that it should not cost him any more to 
go out of Washington than it would to remain here, That was done 
with the understanding and with the intent that the Solicitor-Gen- 
eral should be what his name imports, a solicitor of causes in the 
United States whenever the Attorney-General wanted assistance. 

I have no complaint to make of the very able and excellent gentle- 
man who is now Solicitor-General of the Department of Justice. But 
I do complain of the system which grew up before he came into office 
of making the Solicitor-General only a superior assistant of the Attor- 
ney-General here at Washington. 

here is no need of appointing ef Pee to assist the Attorney- 
General or the district attorney. We have now a Solicitor-General, 
an officer of the United States, whose business itis by law to go into 
any part of the United States and assist any district attorney who 
is in need of assistance, and provision is made for his expenses in 
addition to his salary. 

Upon the question of assistant district attorneys to which my 
friend from Indiana [ Mr. Hanna] has spoken, I would say that there 
are cities where the work cannot be done by one district attorney, 
and I will state the reason, In Boston and in New York—I speak 
only whereof I do know—there are two courts sitting at the same 
time for at least one-third of the year, and in one of the cities per- 
haps for more of the time ; and in those courts United States causes 
are being tried. The circuit, court of the United States and the dis- 
trict court of the United States which may or may not be a criminal 
court, are sitting at the same time, In the district criminal court 
the United States is represented sometimes by the district attorneys, 
and sometimes by assistants, according to the magnitnde of the causes. 
That it would be well enough to Jet alone, if there were care and discre- 
tion exercised by the appointing power in selecting those assistants. 

Where assistance is to be sent to a district attorney in a given case, 
the Solicitor-General is the officer to be sent and to do the work. He 
is paid for doing it, and he ought to do it, and to do nothing else if 
that takes up all his time, for he has no other duties imposed upon 
him by law. Now, to aid the district attorney the Solicitor-General 
or any officer of the Department of Justice may be sent by the Attor- 
ney-General to any State or district in the United States to attend to 
the interests of the United States in any suit pending in any of the 
courts of the United States or in the court of any State. That is the 
law. That is the purpose for which the office of Solicitor-General 
was created; that is his duty. 

The practice grew up before either the, present Attorney-General or 
the present Solfeitor-General came into office, of allowing the Solici- 
tor-General to remain here in Washington, sometimes to argue a cause 
for the United States, but principally to attend to the duty of writing 
out opinions and dealing with matters solely in Washington. Of 
course that is less laborious and less uncomfortable than to go outside 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman and more has expired. 
Mr. BUTLER. I would like to have two or three minutes more, 
Mr. DURHAM. I will yield to the gentleman for two minutes 


longer. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am content if the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Departinent of Justice will limit the appointment altogether, and 
enforce by positive statute the duty of the Solicitor-General. I have 
no doubt the present Solicitor-General will with pleasure perform all 
this duty. I want to say one word to see if I understand my friend 
from Kentucky. I understood him to say that the Attorney-General 
wanted to be limited by positive law in his diseretion in the payment 
of fees, limited in his discretion in selecting and sending out counsel, 
That is what I understood the gentleman to say ; 1 hope I misunder- 
stood him. 

Mr. DURHAM. I say that the views of the Attorney-General are 
expressed in the bill as reported by the committee with the exception 
of the amount; I ought to reserve that point. But he does approve 
the general object and scope of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. Now my difficulty with the scope of 
the bill is this: I do not like to limit the discretion of any oflicer, 
because if we have an officer not fit to exercise discretion on a sub- 
ject of this sort we had better get one. Let me state a case to the 
gentleman for a moment. Take the Union Pacific Railroad case— 
with millions depending, and with a brief which ought to have taken 
a man months of labor, with counsel on the other side to whom the 
railroad, I have no doubt, will pay $25,000 or $30,000—turned over to 
a two-thonsand-dollar lawyer. Not that a mam who might get only 
$2,000 is not just as good, and if he lives in the country—I live in the 
country—a little better. CLanghter. } That is not the point; but 
the point is to defend the interest of the United States; and here in 
that case you will have a two-thousand-dollar lawyer sent ont to 
meet Mr. Bartlett, Mr. Evarts, Mr. Black, and Mr. Tilden, for I re- 
member he was one of the lawyers, and one of the ablest for that 
company. You send out a two-thousand-dollar lawyer, From my 
ig aac you would have to send out West a good way to get him, 
if he will come for that, and if he comes here or to the city of New 
York and puts up anywhere except at a three-bed hotel [laughter] 
he will find his fees are not much when he gets through trying the 
case. There is no provision made for expenses. If you are going 
simply to send out some one to act as a detective to hunt up witnesses 
for the district attorney, $2,000 will do; but if you are going to send 
a lawyer to compete with the great lawyers of the country you had 
better pay them, and save money to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time bas expired. 

Mr. BUTLER, One word further, and that is this: it was a great 
while ago I took $2,000 from the United States. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DURHAM, I yield five minutes now to the gentleman from 
ERTER IA 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the reading of this bill. 
I do not know how this system of employing attorneys by the De- 
partment of Justice may have developed itself in the older States of 
the North, but I have seen, and especially since the war, its practical 
operation in my own region of the country. There are district at- 
torneys and assistant district attorneys, for by law now assistant 
district attorneys are appointed, and what is a very singular feature 
of the present statute is, the assistant district attorney draws a 
larger salary than the district attorney himself. You have now by 
statute a district attorney appointed in every district where the 
United States courts sit and an assistant district attorney. It is so 
in my own region of the country and J presume everywhere else. The 
history in Mississippi has been whenever the Government has had 
a case of importance the district attorney, usually—not now, I am 
glad to say, but usually—an incompetent and incapable man, stands 
aside and the money of the people is taken from the Treasury of the 
United States to do that which the Government ought primarily to 
have done, and that is appoint a competent man. If the salary now 
fixed for district attorneys and assistant district attorneys will not 
command the service of competent men, then I respectfully suggest 
the true remedy would be to raise that salary until you can command 
the service of competent officers. 

I respectfully suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the operation of the bill 
of my friend from 83 so far from effecting the purpose which 
he says he has in view, namely, to limit the discretion of the Attorney- 
General and restrain his power of employing counsel—so far from 
e Seeger that end will, I think, be found in a large majority of 
cases that the district attorney will urge upon the judge or court that 
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he requires aid in any case of any magnitude and then you will have 
claims upon the Treasury in every case in which the Government is 
concerned. In almost all cases of importance which have occurred 
since the war in my country the district attorney has been made to 
stand aside. 

I remember, Mr. Speaker, in a series of cases which occurred in the 
circuit court of the United States not many years ago two of the most 
prominent lawyers of that region of the country were employed in 
the prosecation. One opened the case and the other concluded it, 
and the district attorney stood by asa sort of witness of the proced- 
ure while at the same time he was drawing the salary the Govern- 
ment was paying him. In nine cases out of ten, in those cases these 
prominent attorneys who had large salaries were employed under the 
unlimited discretion with which the Department of Justice seems 
invested. In nine cases out of ten they are employed, and then you 
have an officer paid a salary and another officer paid an additional 
salary, while you have taken from the pockets of the 125 of the 
country the money necessary to employ such aid for the district attor- 
ney and assistant district attorney, who, under the existing laws, are 
paid for ee that very service. 

I suspect, therefore, that so far from this bill effecting the object 
which my friend from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] and the committee 
whom he represents seem to have in view, the result on the Sater d 
will be that in every case of any ones bade some two-thousand-dol- 
lar attorney, as the gentleman from husetts says, will be rec- 
ommended by the district attorney and appointed by the judge in order 
to aid these incompetent gentlemen in the performance of their duties. 

I agree with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HANNA] that this 
whole system ought to be abolished. Ihave no doubt that there have 
been and will be again cases of magnitude in which it may be neces- 
sary for the Government to secure the services of other counsel than 
the district attorneys ; but such cases occur at rare intervals. Ordi- 
narily the duty of managing suits on the part of the United States 
ought to be performed by the officer who is invested with the com- 
mission and paid the salary which the law provides. 

Let the law make provision for specific instances which may ocenr ; 
let the bills for counsel fees in such cases be presented and passed upon 
by the Department of Justice, or if necessary let an act be passed for 
the se of compensating counsel in such instances according to 
the magnitude of the case and the amount of money involved. 

I say that by such a measure as is now presented, so far from effect- 
ing economy you will in every instance offer a temptation to employ 
additional counsel to aid the incompetent attorneys of the Govern- 
ment. Thus you will have numerous bills presented from the De- 
partment of Justice, no one in amount very large, for this bill fixes 
the limit at $2,000, but which in multitude and number will swell the 
expense far beyond what would arise under the existing law. 

n support of the view that there are already a sufficient number 
of assistant attorneys to aid the Attorney-General in the prosecution 
of all suits by the Government not only at the capital but elsewhere 
where the Government may have important suits, I cite the following 
sections from the Revised Statutes: 

Src. H6. There shall be at the seat of Government an Executive gon e to 
VVV Who shall be 

Src. 347. Thero shall be in the Department of Justice an officer, learned in the 
law, to assist the Attorney-General in the of his dutjes, called the 
Solicitor-General, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and shall be entitled to a salary of $7,500 a year. In 
case of a vacancy in the office of Attorney-General, or of his absence or 
the Solicitor-General shall have power to exercise all the duties of that office. 

Sec. 348. There shall be in the Department of Justice three officers, learned in 
the law, called the Assistant Attorneys-Gen who shall be e- by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and si | assist the 
Attorney-General and Solicitor-General in the performance of their duties. Each 
of them is entitled to a salary of $5,000 a year. 

Sec. 349. There shall be in the Department of Justice a solicitor of the Treasury, 
an assistant solicitor of the Treasury, a solicitor of internal revenue, a naval solicitor, 
and an examiner of claims for the Department cf State, who shall be sppelated b 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and be enti- 
tled to the loving salaries: The solicitor of the Treasury to $4,000 a year, the 
assistant solicitor of tho Treasury to $3,000 a year, the solicitor of in revenne 
to $5,000 a year, the naval solicitor to $3,000 a year, and the examiner for 


the Department of State $4,000 a year. 
Sec. 350. The officers named inthe preced section shall exercise their fune- 


tions under the supervision and control of the head of the Department of Justice. 
Sec. 390. There shall be re in the Post-Office Department one Assistant 
who shall be appointed by the Postmaster-General, and shall be 


A 
entitled to a salary of $4,000 a year 

Mr. DURHAM. - I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. FIELD.] 

Mr. FIELD. Mr. Speaker, my only excuse for occupying a moment 
on this matter is that I have had some experience both in the office 
of distriet attorney and in the office of the Attorney-General of the 
United States. It is true that in Boston it occasionally happens in a 
very important cause that additional counsel is needed by the United 
States, and when needed the cause is so important that $2,000 would 
be inadequate compensation. Within the last four years there have 
been at least two such cases, one resulting iu a forfeiture of $400,000; 
the other in a judgment against the United States of over a million 
and a half of dollars. To act as assistant counsel in either of those 
cases must have taken from three to six months of such counsel’s 
time. 

It is also true that the act of 1870, establishing the Department of 


Justice, did create the office of Solicitor-General in order to provide 


an officer to go about the country and assist district attorneys. But 
the business of the office of the Attorney-General is so great that all 
the time and services of the Solicitor-General are needed in that 
office. Surely every man at all familiar with that office must know 
that it would be economy to apena more money for competent per- 
sons in that office here in Washington fhan is now spent. 

Of abuses which may exist in connection with this matter I can- 
not speak; but that it sometimes may be necessary in some of the 
districts to employ additional counsel for whose services more than 
$2,000 should be paid in a single case is certain. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas, [ Mr. HASKELL. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Speaker, upon the qnestion of fees of assist- 
ant counsel in suits wherein the United States is plaintiff or defend- 
ant, I desire to call attention to a case that was settled as lately as 
1876, in which a million of acres of land were in controversy, being 
claimed by tworailroad corporations, the Missouri, Kansas and Texas 
Railroad, and the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad, 
backed by the combined force of a set of capitalists that could and 
did command the best legal talent in the United States. If there had 
been no authority to employ other counsel than the district attorney 
of the United States, those men with their vast legal lore would have 
been confronted by a young man—a brilliant and able attorney, a 
splendid representative of the United States in ordinary cases; but 
@ young man hardly five years at the bar would have been called on 
to meet entirely alone half a dozen of the best counsel that could be 
employed in the United States. The settlers in that case employed 
Judge Jeremiah S. Black of Pennsylvania, Judge Lawrence of Ohio, 
Messrs. McComas and MeKeighan of Saint Louis, and Governor Wil- 
son Shannon of Kansas. The settlers believed that it was necessary 
to have in that case counsel of the greatest legal ability. The result 
was that a million acres were secured to the United States Treasury 
and to the Indians, whereas before these eminent lawyers took hold 
of the case that whole tract of a million acres of land had by a decis- 
ion of the Secretary of the Interior been handed over to those cor- 
porations. 

Mr. Speaker, I have now pending before the Judiciary Committee 
of this House a resolution asking that the United States prosecute a 
suit to test the title to thirty-four thousand acres of land ; and if the 
Government is not to be allowed to employ assistant counsel in that 
case, then this same district attorney, an able man and one of the 
best lawyers in our State, but a young man, entirely alone in the 
case, must be confronted by such lawyers as Matt Carpenter, of Wis- 
consin, and a half dozen gentlemen of like character and legal attain- 
ments. Sir, it is only a matter of the wisest economy in these great 
suits which are springing up all over that western country, testing 
the title to vast bodies of land, to allow the Government to be repre- 
sented in the courts by the best legal talent that can be secured. 

Mr. DURHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble, Mr. Speaker, with the a: ent for tak- 
ing away the limitation as to compensation is that it Foa upon the 
exceptional cases which are very few. The number of cases in any 
court of any magnitude where the work is all done by the prosecuting 
officer and the case is all prepared and got ready for trial, and where 
more than $2,000 is needed for outside counsel, will be very few. They 
will be so few in number, including only great public cases, that if the 
compensation of $2,000 does not meet the case special legislation by 
Congress will always be attainable to cover them. But the large 
majority of cases, almost all such as may be legislated for here in a gen- 
eral bill, will be below the $2,000. That is the answer to those who are 
ba apa to this bill on the ground that there should be no limitation. 

n the oiher hand it is undoubtedly the fact that in many districts 
cases will arise where some kind of outside help is required. They can- 
not run without it. Everybody admits that itis needed. And I sup- 
pose the committee here in looking over the ground have arrived at 
what they believed would be in almost*all cases an ample compensa- 
tion; and it seems to me it will be. Two thousand dollars e paid 
hy the Government, not waited for, not charged on your books to your 
client, not discounted, not wrestled over in a controversy as to what 

ou shall have, is a great deal of money for even a good and great 

wyer to get out of one case where somebody else has done the work ; 

and ante aes cases out of a hundred it appears to me it will be 
enoug 

Mr. DURHAM. I have but a very few minutes, and I want to get 
a vote on this bill to-day. Still I feel it incumbent upon me, having 
charge of the bill, to reply to some of the things which have been 
said in re; to it. I want to bring back the House to the point at 
issue. It is not whether you shall have regular assistant district at- 
torne That is not the point. The point now is whether under 
the hundred and sixty-third section of the Revised Statutes 
the Attorney-General shall have unlimited power to employ as many 
attorneys as he wants and pay them exactly what he wants. That 
is the point. k 

Mr. HANNA. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman interrupted me before. I would 
prefer being allowed to proceed. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentleman right 
upon that point, ’ 
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Mr. DURHAM. Very well. 

Mr. HANNA. I submit whether it would not be better simply to 
repeal the section of the Revised Statutes as contemplated by the 
original bill than to adopt the substitute. 

r. DURHAM. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that 


the original bill did not propose simply to repeal the section. It pro- 
posed to repeal it and to enact a substitute in lieu of it. I will get 
to that in a minute if the gentleman will permit me to go on. 

I say this thing of employing special attorneys has been grossly and 
outrageously abused, and the instances I gave in explaining the bill 
go to prove what I said, that an attorney will render services which 

id not require his attention to the case more than three or four weeks 
and yet will bring in a bill against the Government of the United 
States for $26,000, 

But let me say a word in response to my distinguished friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] who said the only fee he had ever taken 
on behalf of the Government was $2,000, but that was a long timo 
ago. And he took as illustrations the Union Pacific and cases of that 
kind; and yet with all the legal talent the Government had in its 
suit with the Union Pacific Railroad they did not succeed. Perhaps 
if they had had one of our western scrub lawyers, as they are called, 
they would have won the case, I do not say they would, but I do 
undertake to say, and I affirm it, that $2,000 is enough in any one 
single case. Why, sir, there never has been a case in which the Gov- 
ernment was a party requiring more than three months’ active service 
on the part of the attorneys employed in any one suit. Now you 
give your Attorney-General $3,000 a year, and yet you propose for the 
trial of one case requiring ten or fifteen days to take a man who ought 
not to have a higher standing than the Attorney-General, because 
the Attorney-General ought to stand higher in his profession than 
anybody, and pay him at a much higher rate than the e e 
eral receives. If your Attorney-General’s services are worth only 
$8,000 a year he must work three months in order to earn $2,000 ; and 
no man who has ever served the Government as an attorney has 
worked that long in any one particular case. 

I have heard of gentlemen that got $25,000 in a particular case. I 
have heard of them getting perhaps more than that. I have heard 
of lawyers getting $5,000 to give an opinion. It does not follow, how- 
ever, that it is worth that much because they have got it. I am talk- 
ing about the quantum meruit; and I undertake to say that there is 
no lawyer, commencing with the one I believe to be the best lawyer 
in the United States—I will not call his name, because some gentle- 
men might take exception to my opinion, but I will commence with 
the Attorney-General himself, if he was not filling that office, and I 
undertake to say, without in any way degrading my own . 
that there is not a lawyer whose services are worth more than $2,000 
for two months’ service. No case that is ever tried either in 
or inst the Government occupies more than that time, and not 
talking about cases where a single lawyer finds a man in distress, 
ground down and bound down, and he will take advantage of him 
and rake the last dollar out of his Tk but I am arguing on quan- 
tum meruit. I stand by what I said, that no man’s services are worth 
more than the amount we propose to allow. 

Now the question before the House at this time is whether you will 
limit the Attorney-General in the ig fees of counsel, and that 
is the only question before the House. Under section 363 of the Re- 
vised Statutes he can bry eed a dozen counsel and pay them a hun- 
dred thousand dollars if he chooses, provided that there is an appro- 

riation made out of the i e simple question is Will you 

imit the amount that he may pay ? not whether you will abolish the 
office of assistant district attorney. This bill o y proposes to limit 
the discretion which you have placed in the hands of the Attorney- 
General so far as the employment of special counsel is concerned. 

If my friend from Indiana [Mr. HANNA] proposes to repeal alto- 
gether section 363 of the Revised Statutes, f can only say that I am 
not prepared to yote for that motion, for the reason that at the pres- 
ent time it cannot be helped that incompetent district attorneys will 
be appointed in some districts, and when large amounts are involved 
in which the Government is interested you must necessarily employ 
some assistant attorneys to help them. That being the state of the 
case, I say again that I am unwilling to repeal section 363 of the 
Revised Statutes; but abuses have grown up under it, and per- 
mit me here to say that during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, 
the last year, there were nearly $100,000 paid as fees to special coun- 
sel. That is too much, and the evil cannot be obviated except by 
the passage of a bill such as this. 

I am not surprised that the pen Attorney-General desires to be 
limited and circumscribed, and I state here now that he approved of 
the general scope of this bill, with the exception, as I frankly stated, 
that he thought the sum ot $2,000 was not enough; that was the 
only difference between the committee and the Attorney-General, and 
we consulted with bim. 

Mr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion 
to him about this bill? 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes sir. 

Mr. HOUSE. I understand that you limit by this bill both the num- 
ber of counsel who may be employed and the amount to be paid in 
a single case. 

Mr. DURHAM. We do. 

Mr. HOUSE. Why not limit the amount to $2,000, but do not.con- 


fine the Attorney-General to the employment of a single attorney or 
a single firm? for he might get two attorneys belonging to different 
firms for that amount. ; 
` Mr. DURHAM. Well, my friends upon the other side of the House 
say that you cannot get one attorney for $2,000, and hence the com- 
mittee were unanimously of the opinion that it was better to have 
“ers attorney of one firm of lawyers rather than to enlarge the num- 
T. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH. Did the Attorney-General state what was his 
opinion as to the amount that ought to be allowed? 

Mr. DURHAM. I did not ask him. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. But did he state it? 

Mr. DURHAM. He said that it was not enongh, and that is all I 
can say about it on that subject. If I knew what the Attorney-Gen- 
er thought, I would tell the gentleman what his views were upon 
that point. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Why in the world did not you find ont? 

Mr. DURHAM. Well, I thought the committee upon that sort of 


thing $ 

Me ELLSWORTH. Knew as well as the Attorney-General. 

Mr. DURHAM. Just so. 

My time has nearly expired and I must hasten to a close. Here is 
the question in a nut-shell: Will you let the three hundred and sixty- 
third seetion of the Revised Statutes stand or will you limit the num- 
ber of special attorneys or limit the fees that shall be paid. I call 
for es ote question, 

Mr. HOOKER. I would ask a from Kentucky, before 
he resumes his seat, what is the existing law 

Mr. DURHAM. I have already read f and I cannot yield further, 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
the question being upon the substitute reported by the committee for 
the original bill. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of 

e bi 
j The yeas and nays were not ordered ; only 12 members voting there- 

or. 

The question was then taken on the passage of the bill; and on a 
division there were—ayes 148, noes 37. 

So the bill was 8 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ror and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr, DURHAM. Is the morning hour out ? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ELAM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
No, 2108) for the relief of William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General 
of the Army; when the Speaker signed the same. 


CAMP CRITTENDEN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House alet- 
ter from the Secre of War, transmitting a report of the Adjutant- 
General on House bill No. 3249, relative to Camp Crittenden military 
35 which was referred to the Committee on Military 

irs, 
IMPROVEMENT OF OCONEE RIVER, GEORGIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of Assistant-Engineer Frobel, con- 
cerning the proposed improvement of the Oconee River, Georgia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. SAYLER. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. I make this motion for the 
purpose of having considered the joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) 
which I had the honor to report on Monday last from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to prescribe the time for the payment of tax on 
distilled spirits, and for other purposes. Pending the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole, I move that all general debate in committee 
on this resolution be limited to one hour. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will extend the time to two 
hours. This is a very important subject. 

Mr. SAYLER. I would like to know how much time the gentleman 
from Michigan | Mr. CONGER] wants for himself. I would cheerfull 
extend the time, but gentlemen whoare anxious to take upa contested- 
election case seem unwilling that more than one hour shall be occupied 
in debate on this subject. I will agree to give the gentleman from 
Michigan forty minutes of the hour. 

Mr. CONGER. With the understanding that I shall have forty 
minutes for myself or to distribute among gentlemen opposed to the 
joint resolution, I have no objection to the gentleman’s proposition. 

The motion of Mr. SAYLER to limit debate in Committee of the 
Whole was a to. 

Mr. SAYLER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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The question recurring on the motion of Mr. SAYLER, that the House | 2 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, it was to. 

The House 5 resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. CRITTENDEN in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration 
of business on the public calendar. 

Mr. SAYLER. In order that we may reach without delay the poe 
resolution for the consideration of which the House has resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, I ask unanimons consent that all bills 
upon the Calendar be passed over until we reach House joint resolu- 
tion No. 133. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Committee of the Whole then proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) to 1 the time for the 
payment of the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House 5 the United States of America 
in „„ That the ak fe distilled spirits hereafter 8 for de- 


; visi 
on 3293 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall be conditioned 
for the payania: the tax on the spirits as specified in the entry and the interest on 
the tax, if any has 


in distillery warehouses are 

Ppp raed hraka any ee 
3 resolu upon the en 

visions of section 3293 


duly executed by a and sureties in the bond, and acknowledged by 
— ot them before a collector or e eee internal revenue, or ae other 


acknowledgment aforesaid, that an additional or new warebousing bond, with 
sureties to the collector, shall be given. 
Sec. 3. That in case of the non-payment of tho tax on any distilled spirits within 
ono year from the date of the warehousing bond for such spirits, interest 
accrue upon said tax at the rate of 5 r annum from and after the 
expiration of said year until the tax shall b paid. Such interest shall be collected 
approval al af the Secretary of the Treasury, shali „55 
0 
er 4. That the of this resolution Chall not apply to brandy 
warehoused under the provisions of an act entitled “An act relating tthe prodne- 
pe 6 to punish frauds connected wi 


Mr.SAYLER. My time is necessarily very limited in the presentation 
of the subject embodied in this joint resolution; and 1 will state as 
briefly as possible its purpose. The object of the first section is to 
extend the bonded N 8 5 of Whisky to three years instead of one 
year, as now provided by law; or in other words to give to alcoholic 
spirits manufactured in this country the same privileges that are 

iven to liquors imported from Europe and put in the bonded ware- 

ouses of the United States. 

The second section provides with reference to whisky already in 
bond, that the period dhall be extended two additional years or three 
years from the of entry upon all whisky placed in bond within 
the past year; and it makes such provision with regard to the bond 
given in these cases as entirely to secure the interests of the Govern- 
ment, 

The third section presides that if whisky shall be permitted to 
remain in bond beyond the period of one year the holder of the whisky 
shall be compelled to pay thereon to the United States interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum for the length of time after one year 
that the whisky remains in bond. The p of this provision is 
to indemnify the Government against any risks which may possibly 
be incurred from fire by permitting liquor to remain in bond for this 


longer period. 

The only purpose of the fourth section is to exclude from the oper- 
ation of the 5 per cent. provision just referred to the brandies manu- 
7 5 5 California, with reference to which we passed a special 

win í 

This resolution, as originally drawn, was submitted to the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, to whom I made a precise statement 
of what we desired to accomplish. The resolution in its present 
form, 5 somewhat the oy resolution pre by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, has been framed by the Commissioner 
of paias Revenue. Iask that his communication on this subject 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF ISTERNAL REVESUE, 
Washington, March 8, 1878. 
e e 


on distilled s 

I bave the honor of herewith a dranght of aresolution which I think 
covers all the points of which you gave me a memorandum. 

First. To extend the 8 the tax on distilled spirits now in distillery 
warehouse or bereafter to be entered three years from the date of such entry. 

To secure the payment of the tax upon the amount as o! entered 

into the warehouse, and to continue the lien of the Government for its tax. 

Third. To for the collection of interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per an- 


ith the same,” approved 


ts have remained in distillery warehouse one year, the interest to 


um, after spiri 
be collected with ihe tax. 

Fourth. Resulting the Pape and sureties on warehouse bonds now in force 
on for 


to file a stipulation © continuance in force of warehouse bonds as a condition- 
ent to the extension of time. 

I did not gather from your statement last evening whether it was the intention 
of the committee to change the grape-brandy act of Mareh 3, 1877, so as to require 
the distiller to pay interest after one year. If that is the intention, then the fourth 
section of the in dranght of resolution should be amended accordingly. 


Very respectfally, 
2 7 GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. Mitton SAyYLER, M. C., 
Of Committee of Waya and Means, House of Representatives. 

Mr. SAYLER. I addressed another letter of inquiry to the Com- 
missioner on this subject, and received in response a note, which I 
ask may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From Treasury Department.] 
> Washington, D. C., March 8, 1878. 
AT Lave your dlopatch of this date, and in reply will atate that Í inion th 
of this s nm; on 
condition of the . trade is such that thers is great danger of ple is ery ful. 
ures of those holding large quantities of spirits. I think the resolution is a measure 
of relief, and if placed upon the statute-book will not work prejudicially to the in- 


terests of the Gov: 
GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner. 


Mr. SAYLER. I desire only to add that the action proposed in 
this resolution is rendered necessary by two or three causes: first, 
oo depression of business, which has stopped the sale of these 
products. It may be said that this consideration pertains alike to all 
branches of business. That is very true; but the difficulty in this 


case has beeu greatly enhanced by the agitation of the question of a 


be | reduction of tax, which has prevented the sale of whiskies and their 


distribution throughont the country. 

Besides, the United States Government occupies a peculiar relation 
to whisky. The article is worth about fifteen cents per gallon; but 
in every gallon the United States has an interest of ninety cents as 
tax. Therefore this business does not occupy the same relation to the 
General Government that the ordinary branches of manufacturing 
and production in ourcountry do. While this business is stopped the 
operation of the law goes on; and ninety cents per gallon month by 
mouth is required from those engaged in this manufacture, makin 
nearly $40 per barrel to be Hap ip at the beginning of every bath 
while there is yet no sale for the product. The result of it is that 
wide-spread disaster is threatened throughout the country. > 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will not take any more time. I have oceupied 
seven minutes of my time, and I yield forty minutes to be disposed of 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WORTH. Will the gentleman answer me a question. 

ae SAYLER. I cannot answer any question which comes out of 
my time. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I recognize this resolution as having 
been here before. [Laughter.] Its face is familiar and its objects 
have been presented to this House as earnestly and as industriously, 
and as carefully as the togenatty. not only of my friend from Ohio, 
who has spoken briefly to this resolution to-day, could suggest, aided 
as he has been by many other distinguished gentlemen on this floor, 

At the time the former proposition was introduced the principal 
claim was the expectation of change in the internal-revenue tax 
upon whisky had disarranged the whole distilling business, and 
threatened those who were engaged in it with loss and bankruptcy. 
The whole effort of gentlemen went to that point. The whole tenor 
of their remarks was because there was danger or probability of 
change of tax, therefore the business was distarbed. Now, this House 
very promptly and very decidedly met those propositions by passing 
as the judgment of this House a resolution which was by a 
large majority, declaring not only to these distillers but to the people 
of the United States it was the solemn judgment of this House that 
it was inexpedient to change the tax on whisky. They met the de- 
mand then promptly; they met the threatened danger then promptly, 
and they declared as the unanimous opinion of this House it was in- 
expedient to change the tax on whisky. That seemed to be satisfac- 


tory. 

Soe this bill has come up again. It bas come up in exactly the 
form in which the other bill was presented, with the addition of a 
new section. What is that new section? There is no pretense now 
the danger of a change of the tax has disarranged the business. 
What does this new section propose? It would seem as if those who 
introduced this bill and advocate it here are strengthened and stimu- 
lated by the stimulating power of four-year-old whisky, [laughter, ] 
to presume to come here in this House and ask it to extend the time 
for paying their taxes into the Treasury, not three months as the 
other bill proposed, but they are strengthened in some unaccountable 
manner, made co s in some unaccountable manner, to come 
and — this House to extend the time three years instead of three 
mont! 

I cannot account for the boldness with which men come and ask 
what was denied them for three little months be continued for three 
long years. Is it true what gentlemen on the other side hæve said, 
that we must have all the money which can possibly come into the 

from taxation and tariff duties to run the Government? Is 
it true we must cut down expenses every where, in every department 
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of the Government, and that we must stop making appropriations be- 
cause under the present rate of taxation we cannot gather into the 
Treasury money enongh to run the Government, and can we then 
afford to postpone for three years the collection of taxation upon dis- 
tilled spirits ? 

But the gentlemen say, and that is the only addition to this bill, 
that, for fear the Government might suffer for want of money and 
for fear it might suffer from a depleted Treasury, after one year they 
shall pay 5 per cent. of the tax. I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
or some other advocate of this bill will show the payment of 5 per 
cent. at the end of three years, when these distilled spirits are taken 
from the bonded warehouses, will fill the Treasury with the money 
due to it each and every day from now during that three years. 

Mr. Chairman, I make this remark for the benefit of the committee. 
I have found in nine years’ service in this House every industry of 
this country, when attacked by a tariff bill to withdraw duties on 
foreign importation which were to protect the different interests of 
the country, has been met by the representatives of these whisky- 
making districts almost uniformly and continuously with a vote in 
favor of that withdrawal and reduction of protective duties. Let 
any gentleman here deny that if he can. When the tariff bill comes 
here to protest agriculturists we will find every one, I think I may 
state without exception, of the gentlemen who represent whisky-mak- 
ing districts of the United States voting for the reduction of duties 
on wool as they have done heretofore, voting for the reduction of 
duties on lumber as they have uniformly done before, voting as they 
did to take the duty entirely off the article of salt, and as they will 
do in a few days when the commit tee's bill comes here to put salt on 
the free list. 

Mr. SAYLER. The gentleman is mistaken. The Committee of 
‘Ways and Means propose to put a duty on salt. 

r. CONGER. I venture tosay that in Southern Ohio and through 
all Kentucky and in Missouri and in all the whisky-making regions 
of the country there has been but one 8 of those regions or 
there have been but two productions of those regions which have had 
the support of gentlemen who are now asking for a delay in paying 
this tax ; which have had any support from those gentlemen to keep a 
1 tariff on the industries of the country; and that is upon 

emp and ee flax and the products of hemp and flax raised in those 
regions, With that I for one will not join and I leave it to 
gentlemen whose interests are assailed here, I leave it for gentlemen 
whose constituencies are threatened with bankruptcy by the impend- 
ing tariff bill, concocted in secret in yonder corner of this wing of the 
Capitol by a committee which forbids approach to it with a ing 
sword which keeps out all information and all men that can bring 
information to them; I leave it to those whose constituencies are at- 
tacked by the impending tariff bill to say whether they will rush to 
the rescue of the whisky manufacturers of the country; and knowing 
as they do and must, if they look over the facts of the case, that 
scarcely one of those gentlemen who advocate this protection to 
whisky-makers will assist them in protecting the interests of their 
constituents, 

Sir, there seems to be a marvelous tenderness for whisky in this 
House. There seems to be implied on the part of men who present 
such a bill as that to the House, after it has been thrown aside igno- 
miniously only a few days ago, an opinion that it is safe to appeal to 
this Congress to favor the manufacture of whisky and to destroy all 
other productive industries of the country. Ido not wish to dwell 
npon this. Each gentleman must respond to his own constituency 
for the zeal with which he will stand by a particular interest, and 
that not as I believe entitled to the highest consideration in this 
House, while there is concocting a scheme which will receive the 
pe aed? of those same gentlemen, I believe, to destroy the interests 
of the State which I represent and the interests of the States which 
many other gentlemen in this House representin all their productions. 

I asked a little time to speak upon this subject because I wished 
to call the attention of the committee to it. Sir, I have no idea that 
this bill can pass. I have no idea a majority of the members of this 
House can vote for postponing the payment of the tax on whisky 
three years while they know that every other pursuit in the coun- 
try, and those engaged in every other pursuit in this country, are 
trembling, as parha these men are, upon the verge of bankruptcy. 
Sir, I know t the proposed amendment of the tariff reducing 
the duty on lumber from $2 to $1 has shaken the credit and the 
standing of every lumberman in every lumber State in this Union. 
I know that already the threat of placing salt on the free list has 
shaken the credit of every man engaged in the mannfacture of salt. 
I know that the threat of reducing the tariff on wool and on woolen 
goods has alarmed the farmers of every district where sheep are 
raised and where wool is manufactured or sold in the United States. 
I know, sir, that almost every industry of the country is tremblin 
to-day in view of the approaching attack upon it, concocted, as 1 
have said, in secret in one of the committee rooms of this House, con- 
cocted by a committee which have changed all rules which were ever 
applied to a committee and forbidden the representatives of the in- 
dustries of the country to Approach their secret precincts. 

Ay, sir; were it not that ieve if the question of a general re- 
vision of, the tariff could be properly presented to this House a ma- 
jority of the members of this House would, upon the first presenta- 
tion of it, vote that a general revision of the tariff at this time was 


inexpedient, I should tremble for my constituents and for the whole 
country more than I do to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lask the gentleman to yield me a few minutes. 

Ro CONGER. Iyield fiye minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand this bill thoroughly, as I think; and 
its general object as a measure. of relief I am quite willing to ps 
to, to wit: that the United States shall lend at 5 per cent. for three 
years the amount of money equal to the tax on whisky, because we 
can borrow for 4, and we gain 1 per cent, That is all there is of it. 
But I am opposed to anything that looks like ion in connec- 
tion with this, and if the movers of this bill do not mean it they will 
agree to my amendment, which I Will offer to the third section, to add 
this proviso: 

Provided, That the tax or du d distilled spiri 
withdrawn, shall be the ee iy duty — tax hick en 
paid when such distilled spirits were put in bond. 

Mr. SAYLER. That is the provision of the bill now. The tax is 
assessed on the whisky as put in bond, not as withdrawn, but is paid 
when it is taken out. f 

Mr. BUTLER. I have read the joint resolution very carefully, and 
I did not come to that. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Icall the attention of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to the provision in the first section for the payment “of 
the tax on the spirits as specified in the entry.” That is intended to 
cover the point made by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. That section provides for the payment “of the tax 
on the spirits as specified in the entry ;” but suppose in the mean 
time the rate of duty on distilled spirits is altered by law, what then : 
Have yon not altered the contract by law? If the first section means 
what gentlemen say, then there is no objection to my amendment. 
If that is not what it means, then my amendment is n 7 

Mr.SAYLER. I have no 3 to the gentleman's amendment, 
only it seems to me to be surplusage. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it is all right, and I am with you. 

Mr. CON GER. I have stated my objections to a proposition like 
this. Ihave assumed that the House which has refused the proposi- 
tion once will not be tempted by the 5 per cent. interest payable not 
during the three years, but at the end of the three years, if the spirits 
remain in bond so long. I have assumed that this committee and the 
members of the House will not be tempted by that little, paltry sum 
of 5 per cent. interest to change their judgment as expressed a few 
weeks ago upon this subject. 

But there are other objections to this bill. There is a provision 
here that says: 

But such extension shall not be made in any case unless there shall be indorsed 
upon or a ded to the warehousing bond a written request therefor and an 
— —— of their liability, under the terms of said bond, for the iod for 
which the extension is granted, as if the same were in the body of said 
bond, to be duly executed by the principal and sureties in the bond, &c. 

Now, I venture to say that a statutory bond, a bond required by 
law to be given as this warehousing bond is required to be given, 
cannot bo made a good and substantial bond by the indorsement upon 
it of any such thing. I say that that defeats not only the bond as it 
was before, but renders it useless as a bond for the future. I call the 
attention of the committee to that and ask them whether such a con- 
dition Upon a statutory bond would not be useless and unavailing. 

It is the opinion of lawyers in this House, with whom I have con- 
versed, that such condition indorsed upon a statutory bond, especial 
bond, hasno binding effect. There is not even a provision here that 
anew bond shall be executed, but only that there shall be an in- 
dorsement on the old one. That is one objection to this bill, if we 
are to go into details upon it. 

But, sir, I do not consider that it is necessary for me, unless some 
other gentleman desires to occupy a portion of my time, to occupy 
any further the time of the committee in an effort to defeat this 
measure. We have acted upon it once. We have defeated it once. 
We have given to these whisky distillers what they asked, the assur- 
ance that there shall be no change in the tax. And, sir, I will ven- 
ture to say that no Representative on this floor can vote for extending 
this unusual, pars Be pT relief to those who distill whisky and re- 
fuse the same kind of relief to all other equally suffering industries 
of the country and face his constituency for one hour. It is for gen- 
tlemen to settle that for themselves. It is enough for me that I have 
called the attention of the committee to what I consider a repetition 
of the old demand, a repetition of this call of the distillers for a relief 
that we cannot give to the rest of the country, which must await the 
revival of busi the restoration of confidence, which we hope for 
this and all other kinds of business of the country. 

I will say nothing further now, but will reserve the rest of my 
time in case I should wish to answer anything that may be said. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to say one word in reply to the 
gentleman from Michigan. I have listened to him with great inter- 
est; but I have not been enabled to find a single reason given by him 
why this joint resolution should not pass. He has criticised it, he 
has criticised the distillers—— 

Mr. SAYLER. I rise to a question of order. Iunderstand that the 
gentleman from 8 [Mr. Harris] is now talking in the time of 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER. ] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No, sir; I am talking in my own time. 


when the same are 
d have been paid if 
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Mr. SAXLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I hold the floor, and 
have thirteen minutes left after the gentleman from Michigan shall 
have controlled it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I yield very gracefully to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. SAYLER. 

Mr. SAYLER. I yielded forty minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan, and have but thirteen minutes remaining. I will not be 
outdone in courtesy by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. HARRIS, 
and I will give him the three minutes to close, which I had rese 
for myself, and I have promised the residue of the time to another 
senteman. But I insist that the gentleman from Michigan shall 

rst take his time. 

Mr. CONGER. How much tima have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirteen minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish to occupy the time myself, and I will 
yield seven minutes to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. LAPHAM. ] 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Chairman, this proposition to postpone the pay- 
ment of tax on distilled spirits for a period of two years longer than 
is now provided by law, is simply a proposition for this Goyernment 
to loan to the distillers of this country for a period of two years the 
vast revenues which they pay into the Treasury at 5 per cent. interest. 
It is nothing more nor less that. At a period when our revenues 
ee e a period when we are advised that it will be difficult 
to balance the books at the end of the year, at a period when gentlemen 
on the other side of the House are crying “economy,” “ economy,” 
“reform,” “reform,” there comes in this proposition to take one of the 
largest interests of the country, one which pays a large share of the 
revenues of the country into the Treasury, and to stop that payment 
for a period of two years, and the excuse for it is a promise on the 
part of the distillers to pay 5 per cent. interest upon the loan thus 
made them. Now, it is useless to amplify this proposition, If this 
House proposes to loan to the distillers of the United States at 5 per 
cent. interest for two years the revenue derived from that source, 
then they can vote to do it; but it does not meet my approval. 

Mr. CONGER, 1 yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. PRIDE- 
ie two minutes. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. I would not say a word upon this subject ex- 
cept that it is very likely I shall vote differently from the majority 
of my friends. I cannot vote to put those who are en in the 
manufacture of whisky in a situation where they will be in a better 
attitude than producers of tobacco and others who are engaged in 
important interests that we are representing here, 

there is any interest that would benefit the country by suffering 
from the delay of legislation it is the interest of whisky. I regret 
exceedingly that I have to vote against this proposition, coming as it 
does from among my friends. But I have hitherto opposed this class 
of legislation in every instance. I do not believe that we should pro- 
vide special legislation for any interest in this country. I do not 
believe that the heaviest industries of the country should come here 
and ask a favor at our hands when every other smaller interest is suf- 
fering equally, 

I desire to wait until the Committee of Ways and Means shall bring 
in their bill, and then we can, so to even the interests of all our 
manufacturing and producing classes. Why should we now be called 
upon to embarrass the action of the Committee of Ways and Means 
and of this Congress by taking a step in advance of the bill which 
that committee may report? I understand this joint resolution it 
proposes to make the warehouses of the United States Government 
the deposi of whisky for three years, if the manufacturer shall 
so desire, without payment of tax. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CONGER. I will yield one minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr. PRIDEMORE. I thank the gentleman; I am under obligation 
to him. I say I shall vote against this proposition, because in my 
opinion it will embarrass our action hereafter. It will embarrass other 
interests, because if favors are extended tothe whisky interest it fol- 
lows,asamatterof course, that we must collect additional revenue from 
other sources. Suppose the whisky interest shall, by concerted action, 
refuse to take their whisky out of bond for three years. Where will we 
obtain the large amount of revenue which now comes to us from that 
source? It must be obtained from other sources. Gentlemen say that 
this whisky will be withdrawn from the warehouses so as not mate- 
rially to afiect the revenue. I have no confidence in this class of trade 
doing anything that is not for its own interest. And if it shall ap- 
pear to be for their interest to lock up this whisky in the warehouses 
of the United States in order to force up prices, this joint resolation, 
if it shall become a law, will give them the opportunity to do so. 

Mr. CONGER. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Fort. ] 

Mr. FORT. As I understand it this is a simple proposition to loan 
to those who are engaged in manufacturing whisky the amount of 
the tax which they are now required by Jaw to pay; to loan it for 
two years at 5 per cent. per annum. Now, if this shall become a law, 
I would thank gentlemen to tell us why we should not apply the same 
ee le to those who are engaged in the manufacture of tobacco. 

y should they not be allowed two years more in which to pay their 
taxes at 5 percent. interest? Why should not those who are engaged 
in importing goods into the country also be allowed two years more 
in which to pay the duties upon them ? 


To cut the matter short, why in fact should we not provide that all 
those who pay any taxes whatever may be allowed two years more 
in which to pay it at 5 percent. interest? It occurs to me that there 
should be no difference between the treatment which the various man- 
ufacturing and tax-paying interests in the United States receiveat the 
hands of this Congress. 

I very much fear that the object of this joint resolution is to give 
two years’ time to those who are engaged in distilling spirits to apply 
for and procure such legislation as will reduce the tax on distilled 
spirits. My friend at my side [Mr. PALMER] very properly suggests 
that it would be well, if this principle is app ied in this case, to have 
a stay law for every species of taxation. For my part I can see no 
reason why we should not, if this joint resolution shall become a law. 

Mr. CONGER. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Harrison.] 

Mr. HARRISON. Because of the urgency of the 
favor this joint resolution, I 1 exceedingly that I shall be com- 
pelled to vote against it. While it is wrong to legislate for a class, 
it seems to me that it is still worse to legislate for a special class of 
a class. This proposed legislation is for the benefit of one class 
of whisky, that class of whisky that improves by age. 

I doubt very much whether it will benefit directly the distiller. 
Bourbon whiskies are purchased from the distillers by the speculator, 
and the speculator can leave it in a special bonded warehouse for 
three years. The manufacturers of that class of whiskies, however, 
who return the largest revenue to this Government, and who in my 
own city pay nearly $9,000,000 per annum more than is paid by the 
whole State that represents the Bourbon whiskies, do not consider 
that this joint resolution would be proper; they consider that it would 
be extremely 3 When there were special warehouses in the 

t, we know that whiskies were stored in some of them, and in one 
instance when such a warehouse was burned, one barrel which escaped 
the conflagration was found to contain nothing but water, no whisky, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HARRISON. Has my time expired ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. HARRISON, It was very short. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] 
has four minutes and a half of his time remaining. 

Mr. CONGER. Inaddition to what has been said by gentlemen on 
this floor, I must state that virtually this joint resolution pro to 
make the United States the insurer of this whisky in bond against loss 
by fire for three years instead of for one year as now. My friend from 
Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] shakes his venerable head at me; but he will 
admit the truth of my remark when he remembers the multitude of 
bills which have been presented in Con during the last ten years 
to remit entirely the tax upon all spirits destroyed while in bond. 
It seems to be just and proper that when spirits in bond in United 
States warehouses are destroyed by fire the Government should remit 
the tax. The parties have received no benefit from them; they have 
never sold them. They come here to Con and I bave never 
known this House to refuse to pass a bill remitting the tax under 
those circumstances, Therefore virtually the Government is the in- 
surer of whisky. We submit to that now for one year; that is now 
the law. And it seems to me that it is leeway enough in such a case 


as this. 

But, sir, as was remarked by the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. HAR- 
RISON] who spoke last, this bill is for the relief only or mainly of 
those who manufacture whisky or distilled spirits for use as a bever- 
age—for drinking popoek not for the benetit of those who distill it 
for manufacturing and commercial e Though gentlemen have 
85 out of this resolution table Whisky yet practically the purpose is 
the same, 

1 Is the gentleman particularly interested in table 
whisky 

Mr. CONGER. Iam not so much interested for myself, being a 
teototaler; but my friend from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL,] or any 
other gentleman who feels interested in this particular branch of the 
distillation of corn, is entitled in my judgment to some considera- 
tion. 

I expected to hear many men on this floor op the paoar of 
this resolution. I expect still to see a majority of this House follow 
the same rule which they followed when substantially the same res- 
olution was presented a few weeks ago and defeated. I expect to 
see a majority of this House vote down this proposition. I consider 
it a far worse measure, more prejudicial to the Treasury, more ob- 
jectionable asspecial legislation in favor of a particular interest, than 
the bill which was defeated a few weeks ago. 

[Here the hainmer fell.] 

Mr. SAYLER, I yield eight minutes of my time to the gentleman , 
from Illinois, [Mr. BURCHARD, ] my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Chairman, if I supposed that this joint reso- 
lution would tend to 8 b Se of tax on cme at I shove 
0 its passage. Lopposed the former resolution, both in commit- 
Es balota it was presented to the House and in the House. Ifavored, 
both in committee and in the House, the proposition presented by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. posna would not consent to any 
reduction of the tax; for I believe that it is not yet up to.the reve- 
nue point; that this product would bear a higher rate of taxation. If 
I considered merely the selfish interests of the people in Illinois who 


mtlemen who 
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are engaged in the distillation of spirits, I do not know that I should 
favor this joint resolution. There is some force in the statement 
made by my colleague from the Chicago district, [Mr. Harrison. ] 
Rectifiers, and distillers of spirits that require rectification before 
being ey upon the market, are not to be benefited by this resolution. 

But I base my support of this proposition on the general principle 
which I think altogether defensible, that the producer of an article 
should not be compelled to pay tax until he puts the article on the 
market for consumption or sale. That is the general principle on 
which all our taxation is based. It is the provision of law in regard 
to the taxation of fermented liquors. The producer of such liquors 
has unlimited time within which he may keep them in his warehouse 
or brewery without paring tax before he puts them on the market. 

Mr. AIKEN. Iwould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BURCHARD. My time isso brief that I cannot yield. The 
law is the same in regard to tobacco. Tobacco may remain untaxed 
in the establishment of the manufacturer until it is put upon the 
market for consumption or sale. I refer gentlemen to the sections 
of the Revised Statutes on this subject—section 3368, in regard to to- 
bacco; section 3339, in re; to beer; section 3430, in regard to all 
other articles subject to interaal-revenue tax. 

The law is the same in regard to commodities ae ey from foreign 
countries, They pay the tax when they are withdrawn for consump- 
tion. There is, to be sure, in that instance a requirement that the tax 
must be paid within one year, but the goods may remain in bond for 
two years more upon the payment of an additional amount of 10 per 
cent, on duty and ¢ k 

We apply the same principle to the taxation on distilled spirits. 
In determining whether this general principle which I consider defen- 
sible as a fundamental roposition in taxation should be applied to 
distiiled spirits, the only question with me was whether it would 

jeopardize the revenue. On that point the subcommittee who had 
the matter in charge consulted with the officers of internal revenue, 
who said that the provisions of the law could be perfectly guarded in 
this respect. I agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Butter] in thinking it a most important point. This question was 
alsosubmitted to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Isuggested 
that we should see that the tax was required to be paid at the rate 
imposed when the spirits were entered in bond, The law in regard 
to the entry provides in section 3293 that— 

iy entry Gain eenn * kind 9 the 2 number of Kr eal ee 
and serial num o num of gau or wine gallons roof - 
and the amount of tax on the spirits contained in thea, 

In this bill we provide for a bond conditioned for the payment of 
the tax on the spirits as specified in the entry. If that is not suffi- 
cient, I have no objection to any amendment that will make it more 
specific and definite. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is only provided in the bill that that shall be 
the condition of the bond; but if we pass a law reducing the tax, 
will not that operate on the condition of the bond! 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not think it will, as the bond will require 
the tax to be paid specified in the entry. This joint resolution is not 
in the interest of the distiller more than it is in the interest of the 
revenue, which is benefited by stability in production and the sol- 
vency of those engaged in manufacturing spirits. I admit that it 
will benefit those who are producing fine table whiskies in Kentucky 
and other regions of the ee A not those who are producing spirits 
which require rectification. The producers of fine whiskies will, 
under this resolution, avail themselves of the extension of time be- 
fore withdrawing the spirits, but in order to obtain this extension 
they must pay additional tax to the Government. If they pay for 
this extension, and if the revenue is secure, what harm can there be 
in giving them an extension such as is given to importers of foreign 
liquors, which are allowed to remain three years in bond? 

Here the hammer ſell.] 

Mr. SAYLER, I now yield the remainder of my time to my col- 

1 from Ohio, [Mr. FosTer.] 
. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I opposed a similar bill to this when 
it was brought in here some six weeks ago. That bill, however, I 
opposed because I thoughtit was in the interest of a reduction of the 
tax on may This proposition I conceive to be based on a correct 
rinciple, and that —_ o has been stated by my friend from Illinois, 
Fur. BURCHARD, ] that the tax should be paid at the time of consump- 
tion. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, we are treating whisky to-day as 
we are treating no other article we tax. We allow an importer two 
years on the condition stated by my friend from Illinois to pay his 
tax, and hence it now happens a man may import a barrel of whisky 
from a foreign country and hold it in bond three years, while the 
man who makes it here must pay the tax in one year. The man who 
manufactures tobacco lias a right to hold it in bond until he is pre- 
pared to put it on the market. So with the man who mannfactures 
r. Why apply a different principle to whisky from that applied 
to other articles? I repeat that the man who manufactures tobacco 
until he is prepared to withdraw it for consumption is not required 
to pay a cent of tax, nor is he compelled to pay even this 5 per cent. 
interest. 

I advocate this proposition in the interest of sound principle. Ido 
not advocate it, Mr. Chairman, so much because people are in dis- 
tress and as a measure of relief, but because it is a measure based on 
ound principle, 


My friend from Michigan has stated it reduces the revenue. That 
is utterly fallacious, for it cannot reduce the revenue as the revenue 
comes from consumption and not the amount in bond. It may pos- 
sibly cause a temporary reduction of receipts but in the end we will 
get the tax on all whisky consumed. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, has received the careful consideration of 
the Committee of Ways and Means. It has received its unanimous 
indorsement and the indorsement of my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] who sits before me, who is as much in the interest of 


e the other great interests of the country as my friend from 
sotgan possibly can be. Ithas then this indorsement after 
an ex It has the support 


austive discussion here a few weeks ago. 

of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Tt has the support of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is based on sound principles, For 
these reasons, therefore, Mr. Chairman, I advocate it and hope it will 


pass. 

Mr. SAYLER. The hour allotted to general debate having expired, 
I ask the Clerk to read the bill by sections for amendment. 

No amendment was proposed to the first section and the Clerk read 
the second section, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the time within which distilled spirits heretofore entered for de- 
posit in distillery warehouses are required to be withdrawn therefrom pursuant to 
the conditions sey warehousing bond, taken within ono year prior to the pas- 
sage of this resolution, npon tho entry of such spirits into such warehouse under 
the provisions of section of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
on written request wary Borage as herein specified, be extended for a period n 
exceeding three years the date of the entry of such spirits into the ware- 
house; but such extension shall not be made in any case unless there shall be in- 
dorsed upon, or appended to, the warehousing bond a written request therefor, aud 
an acknowledgment of their liability, under the terms of said bond, for the period 
for which the extension is ted, as if the same were inserted in the body of said 
bond, to be duly executed by the principal and sureties in the bond, and acknowl- 
edged by each of them before a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue, 
or some other officer an by law to take the acknowledgment of deeds: 
Provided, That the sureties on said are, at the time of such request, satisfac- 
tory to tho collector, and, if not sa: , or if the sureties shall refuse to make 
the request and acknowledgment aforesaid, that an additional or new warehousing 
bond, with sureties satisfac! to the collector, shall be given. 

Mr. SAYLER. I do not regard the amendment I now move as im- 
e but I do it in order to satisfy the gentleman who has sug- 
gested it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15, after the word “ granted,” insert together with interest on the tax, 
if any has accrued under the provisions of this resolution.” 

Mr. SAYLER. That makes the second section correspond exactly 
with the wortling of the first section, which I supposed would also be 
ern to apply to the second section. There can be no objection 
to it. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The third section was read, as follows: 

Seo. 3. That in case of the non-payment of the tax on ey Aee spirits within 
one ns from the date of the original bond for such spirits, interest 
shall accrue upon said tax at the rate of 5 per cen r annum from and after the 
expiration of said year until the tax shall bo paid. Such interest shall be collected 
with the tax in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move this amendinent to come in at the end of the 
third section: 

Provided, That the tax or duty on all distilled spi when the same are with- 
drawn, shall be the amount of duty and tax which would have been paid if paid 
when such distilled spirits were placed in bond, with such accrued interest thereon. 

Mr. SAYLER. I have no objection to that, as that is the purpose 
of the resolution. I think itis y embodied in it, but, if the gen- 
tleman thinks out of abundant caution these words should be added, 
I have no objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out “5 per cent.,” and in lieu thereof 


to insert “7 per cent.” i 
Mr. BLACKBURN. While the Government bonds only run at 4? 
Mr. SAYLER. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to by the 

House, as 5 per cent. corresponds with the duties on imported liquors, 

and I do not think the gentleman should insist on his amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was not to. 

Mr. CONGER. I now move to amend by striking out “5” and in- 
inserting “6;” so that it will read “6 per cent. per annum.” The 
Government of the United States is paying upon a large portion of 
its indebtedness 6 per cent. interest. I know no reason why this tax 
if it be not paid into the Treasury to extinguish the indebtedness o 
the Government which is paying 6 per cent., should not pay the same 
rate of interest with the other indebtedness of the United States. 
This is an indebtedness to the United States. The United States is 
paying upon its own indebtedness 6 per cent. to a very large amount. 

thi ere can be no reason given why the usual rate of interest 
of the Government should not be paid to it. 

Mr. SAYLER. I only want to say a word in response to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan. The Government of the 
United States to-day is refunding its bonded debt at the rate of 4 per 
cent. This is 1 per cent. more than the Government is paying on its 
bonds that it is now issning or proposes to pay. 

In addition to that I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that this whisky is a very peculiar article in the productions of 
the country. It is the only article in the history of any country I 
ever heard of in which the Government had six times the interest 
which the owner and maker of the article himself had. The article 
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itself being worth fifteen cents per gallon, the Government of the 
United States has a pecuniary interest in it of ninety cents a gallon, 
or six times the original cost. Now I undertake to say an article of 
this kind, contributing so largely to the revenues of the country, 
should be treated by the House with at least some little generosity. 

And let me say also that it is not on the value of the product which 
belongs to the owner, the fifteen cents, that this 5 per cent. interest 
is to be paid; but it is on the six times that value which is the prop- 
erty of the Government, so that it amounts really to 30 per cent. in- 
terest upon the value of the article itself. I think the amendment 
should not be adopted. 

The question being taken on Mr. Concrr’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 71, noes Í 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading and read the fourth and last sec- 


tion of the joint resolution. YEAS—118. 
Mr. SAYLER. I move that the committee rise and report the joint | Atkins, Davis, Joseph J. Hooker, Robbins, 
resolution and the amendments to the House. 0 . Dickey, Hunton, Roberts, 
Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman if he will permit a vote in the | Bel . poao; rears weaned ee 
House on the amendment increasing the tax to 6 per cent. Blackburn, Eickhoff, Kimmel, Schleicher, 
Mr. SAYLER. I cannot do it. Bliss, Elam, Knott, Sexton, 
Mog emp that the 9 as was serena to. e Blount, zis Landers, rani 
the committee rose; and the Speaker having resu chair, etree 
Mr. CRITTENDEN 0 5 75 that the Committee of the Whole on the Bright, Evins Jobn H yeas? „ za 
Arne 1 d var ane 3 the er ag e —.— 2 pera = ee 
2 0. to preseribe the time for the nt of the tax on roc on, 
istilled spirits, and for other purposes, and had directed him to report 8 W. Forney eee tanga ea aha 
the same with sundry amendments. Candler, Foster, MoMahon, Turney, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments | Chalmers, Franklin, Metcalfe, Vance, 
re by the Committee of the Whole. eet ARI: mr 3 Waddell, 
. CONGER. I move to amend the third section by striking out | Cart dt Missouri, Gites, vor wae 
the word “five,” in the fourth line, and inserting the word “six.” | Clarke of Kentucky, Giddings, Muldrow, Wigginton, 
And on that I call the previous question. Cobb, Glover, Maller, ~ Williams, A, 8. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is not recognized Collins . onse eer banat 
for that purpose. The Chair is stating the question. The first ques- | Covert. Harris, Henry k. Patterson, T. M. Willis Albert B. 
tion will be on the amendments in gross, reported by the Committee | Cox, Jacob D. Harris, John T Phel Wilson, 
of the Whole, unless a separate vote is asked for. Cox, Samuel 8. Hartridgo, Po ood, 
Mr. CONGER. The Chair gave the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Crittenden, Herbert, Potter, . ad 
SAYLER] sufficient time to move the previous question. He did not | Culberson, Hewitt, Abram 8. 
do so, and I insist that Iam now entitled to be recognized by the | Davidson, Hewitt, G. W. Reilly, 
Chair to move my amendment. NAYS—us. 
Mr. SAYLER. The Chair was stating the question in the usual | Aiken, Cutler. Riddle, 
way, and until that was done the gentleman from Ohio did not inter- | Aldrich, Danfor Hubbell, Robinson, George D. 
to move the previous question. Bacon, Davis, Horace Humphrey Robinson, Milton 8. 
Mr.CONGER. The gentleman did not interpose before I mado my | Baker, Jobn H. n. Be Hungerford, iil 
motion. 4 ` \ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan perfectly well un- | Bayn Donel Some 0757 Shallenberger, 
derstands that in all parliamentary practice the eee who has Benedict, Dwight, Keifer, gloton, 
2 1 V him, has Piebes cae dees Binniokson, 
e right to the first recognition. Blair. Evans, I. Newton Lathrop," 
Mr. CON GER. But he must assert his right. Bouck, Tad, Lindsey, en 
The perce ga The time had not arrived for the gentleman to | Boyd, shi F rpc Sons John w. 
assert his t. . ' r A 
Mr.CONGER. Tdi not suppose the Chair would await that action Pewee Kals aes 5 
on the of the gentleman from Ohio any length of time. Brogden, Monroe, Thornburgh, 
Mr. SAYLER. The Speaker was merely making the statement of Bante Hardenbergh, Neal, Tipton, 
the question, that it was on the amendments reported by the com- | Falz. Harris, Benj. W. onan ä 
mittee, and now I demand the previous question. Caldwell, W. P. Í tterson, G. W. Wai 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan himself, if he had | Calkins, Hartzell, Peddie, Ward 
been in the place of the gentleman from Onio; would have character- | Campbell, 1 A ips, 8 
ized as most unwarranted any other proceeding on the part of tho | Carvery Hazelton, Price, Whithorn. 
Chair than the recognition of himself under similar circumstances. laflin, Hendee, Pridemore, Williams, C. 
Mr. CONGER. The Chair will do me the justice to say that I | Clark, Rush Henderson, Randolph, Williams, Richard 
waited for some moments Genet: Henry * Ban w Willits, 
oe SPEAKER. The Chair has no reflection to make on the gen- | uimmings, * sob iron ee Peeled 
eman. G—58 
Mr. CONGER. I waited some moments for the gentleman from | Acklen, Gardner, Manning, Stenger, 
Ohio to make his motion for the previous question. . 8 Aenne 8 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan can reach his Bland, Hatcher, Thompson, 
object in the usual way, if a majority of the House concur with him, | Briggs, Hunter, Morgan, Townsend, Amos 
by voting down the demand for the previous question. Sell r 8 Tarao, 
Mr. SAYLER. It has always been the rule of the House to vote | Gan Keightley, Pan Walker 
upon the amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole, and | Carlisle, Kelley, ney, Watson; 
I pro when that was done to demand the previous question. I | Clymer, Kenna, Reagan, White, 
now demand the previous question on the bill and amendments. 98 2 ö Willis Behar A. 
Mr. CON GER. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to let the sense of Douglas, a, Rosa, Young. 
the House be tested on the amendment. Freeman, Lockwood, Southard, 
Mr. SAYLER. I must decline. The sense of the House was tested | Fuller, Mackey, Sparks, 
on it in the committee, and by a large majority it was voted down. So the bill was passed. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman to let the House make its 
record upon it. 

Mr. SAYLER. I must decline doing so. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be on 3 to the 
amendwents in rted by the Committee of the Whole, on 
which the gentleman from Ohio demands the preyious question, and 
isoon the joint resolution. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 116, noes 65. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered’; and under the operation thereof 
tì o amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. SAYLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and 
ira! third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 

ird time. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move the previous question on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

The 8 question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 116, not 
voting 58; as follows: 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr.HUNTON. Mycoll Mr. CABELL, is paired with Mr. PUGH, 
of New Jersey. If present, he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. Ross, is paired with Mr. 
Wurrx, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McCOOK. Iam paired with Mr. Souruarp, who has been 
called away by sickness and death in his family. If he were here, he 
would vote “ay” and Ishould vote “ no.” 

Mr. POWERS. I am paired upon this question with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, Mr. CARLISLE. If he were present, he would vote 
“ay” and I should vote “no.” 


Mr. CRAPO. I am paired upon this question with the gentleman 
from Texas, Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I am paired on all political questions with my col- 
league, Mr. BEEBE. This seems to have assu that shape, and there- 
fore I decline to vote. If he were here, I presume he would vote in 
favor of the bill; I should vote against it. 

Mr. KEIGHTLEY. On all political questions I am paired with Mr. 
MANNING, of 1 This question seems to have assumed 
form, and therefore I decline to vote. : 

Mr. MACKEY. Iam paired with Mr. OVERTON. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to state that I am paired generally with Mr. 
HUNTER, of Indiana; but, following the example of other members 
who were paired g e political questions, I decline to vote. If 
Mr. HUNTER were here, I should vote“ ay.“ 

Mr. McGOWAN. Iam paired with Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. If 
he were here, he would vote “ ay ” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. GOODE. I am requested to state that my colleague, Mr. 
WALKER, is necessarily detained from the House by important busi- 


ness, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
S and also move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 8 

Mr. CONGER. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The y agane was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 105, not 
voting 65; as follows: 
YEAS—122. 
A Dickey, House, Sayler, 
Atkins, Darham, Hunton, es, 
Dan aw 3 ones, James T. Schleicher, 
g. ickhoff, orgensen, í 
Bell, Elam, Kimmel, Shelley, 
Blackburn, Ellis, Knott, 
Blount, Errett, Landers, jen 
Boone, Evans, James L. Ligon, Smith, William E. 
Bragos; Evins, John I. Luttrell, Springer, 
Bright, Ewing, Lynde, Steel 
woe, ton, ish, Throc 
Burchard, x Finley, Martin, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, John W. Forney, McKenzie, Tacker, 
Caldwell, W. P. Foster, McMahon, Turnoy, 
Sandler, Fran Metcalfe, Vance, 
mers, ~ Money, Voeder, 
Clark, Alvah A. Garth, . Waddeil, 
Clark of Missouri, Ganse, Morse, Walsh, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Gibson, Mu'drow, Welch, 
Cobb, Glover, Muller, W ton. 
Col e. Oliver, Wi A. . 
Collins, Hamil Patterson, T.M. Williams, James 
Covert, Harris, R. Phel Williams. Jere N. 
Cox, Jacob D Harris, John T. Polla: Willis, Albert 8. 
Gon = 0 Henk! Guinn, Wie M 
vi 
8 Merit 5 Reill Wanit, 
Davidson, Howitt, Abram 8. Riddle, cates. 
Davis, Joseph J. Hewitt, G. W. Robbins, 
Dil ker, Roberts, 
NAYS—105. 
Aldrich, Davis, Horace Ittner, 
Bacon, Deering, Jones, John 8. Sapp, 
Baker, John H. Joyce, 2 berger, 
Baker, William H. Dunnell, Keifer, Sinnickson, 
Delisea; wight, Killinger, 8 
Benedict, es, Lathrop, Smith, A. Herr 
Bicknell, Elisw Lindsey, 
Bisbee, Evans, I. Newton Loring, wart, 
Blair, Field, Marsh, Stone, John W. 
Boyd, Fort, McKinley, Joseph 
Bragg, Frye, Mitchell, Strait, 
oo Gunter, Nr i 
wer, Hale, 
Brogden, Hauna, Norcross, Townsend. M. I. 
n Hardenbergh, O'Neill, Van Vorhes, 
Burdick, Harmer, Patterson, G. W. pte 
Cai Harris, Benj. W. Peddie, W. 
Hartzell, Phili arner, 
Camp! Haskell, P White, Michael D. 
Cannon, Tiayes, Price, 
Caswell, Hazelton, Pridemore, Williams, C. G. 
laflin, Hendee, Randolph, Williams, Richard 
Clark, Rush Henderson, Reed, illita, 
Conger, Hiscock, Rice, Wiliam W. Wren. 
cutee = 2 Robinson, Milten 8. 
er, ump 
Hungerford, Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—65. 
Acklen, Douglas, Leonard, 
Bagley, -= Lockwood, t 
Bayne, 8 Mackey, Sparks, 
Beebe, G a, Manning, Stenger, 
— Giddings, vs ham, p 
D wann, ` 
Bouc McGowan, Thompson, 
Briggs, Mills, Townsend, Amos 
Buckner, Hunter, Morgan, Turner, 
Butler, James, Overton, Walker, 
bell, Jones, Frank W 
Camp, Keightley, Powers, White, 
Carli Kelley, gl Wiliams, Andrew 
Chittenden, Kenna, Rainey, Young. 
Clymer, Ketcham, g 
Cook, Knapp, tice, Americus V, 
Crapo, FAHA to 
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So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

apes: the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. A. I repeat that Iam paired upon all political questions 

with Mr. HUNTER. I understand if he were here he would vote 

“Me EDEN. T deire to hat league, Mr. SPARKS, 
EDEN. esire to state that my co 8 18 

detained from the House by illness. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. CAR- 
LISLE, is paired with Mr. Powers, of Maine. 

Mr. KEIGHTLEY. I desire to state that, as I have before an- 
nounced, I am paired upon all political question with Mr. MANNING 
of Mississippi. As this seems to be regarded by some as a political 
question, I decline to vote. ` 

Mr. McCOOK. Iam pai Sa this question with Mr. SOUTHARD. 

Mr. LAPHAM. As I have before stated, I am paired upon all polit- 
ical questions with m a 0 Mr. BEEBE. 

Mr. HARDENB. H. colleague, Mr. Ross, is paired with 
Mr. W. of Pennsylvania. 

The of the vote was then announced, as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sxursox, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 305) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca C. Max- 
well, widow of the late Colonel O. C. Maxwell, One hundred and 
ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill oa R. No. 2584) ting a pension to P. Collony, 
widow of the late Major Josiah B. Collony, First land Infantry 
Volunteers; and k 

A bill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Louise Roy, 
widow of J. P. Roy, late lieutenant-colonel, United States Army. 

The message farther ann unced that the Senate had and 

nested the concurrence of the House in bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (S. No. 287 nting a pension to John C. Hughes, late pri- 
vate in Company Ne United States Volunteers; 

A bill (S. No. 535) granting a pension to Theodore Gardner; 

1 5 0 8 50 — 50 granting a penson to 2 ae sag 

No. ng a on to 3 ilkes, widow 
of the late Admiral Eharles Wilkes, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 870) granting a pension to Rebecca and Augusta Mik 
ler, daughters of Brigadier-General James Miller, of the war of 1812; 
A bill (8. No. 871) granting a pension to William Emerson ; 

A bill (S. No. 872) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann W. Steele; 

A bill 8 No. 895 granting a pension to Hannah Streets; and 

A bill (S. No. 874) granting a pension to Albert Richardson, late of 
Company A, Twelfth Indiana Volunteers, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the § er signed the same : 

A bill (H. R. No. 912) to è oo cha with crimes and 
offenses competent witnesses in United and territorial 


courts. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted by unanimous consent as follows: 
To Mr. ACKLEN, an extension for ten days, on account of sickness; 


and 
To Mr. PRIDEMORE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DURHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 2507, making appropriations for the bon peh 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and 
for other pu be now taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to the Committee on Te 

There was no objection; and the bill, with the Senate amendments, 
was accordingly taken from the 8 er’s table and referred to the 
Coinmittee on Appropriations. 


TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN ILLINOIS. 

Mr, TIPTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3836) to authorize the holding of terms of the United States circuit 
and district courts in the southern district of Illinois at Blooming- 
ton, in said district ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, 

Mr. TIPTON also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3837) to authorize the distribution to public libraries of books 
and documents published by the Government for distribution ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION. 

Mr. GOODE. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor at this time, with an amendment, 
House bill No. 3542, to apply the proceeds of sales of public lands to 
the education of the people. And I ask that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the public calendar and made the 
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special order of the day for the 10th day of April next, not to inter- 
fere with appropriation bills, j 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the reporting of the 
bill or to its being made a special order! 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I object to the reporting of the bill; I object toit 
in all its ry ert 

The SP Objection being made, the bill is not before the 


House, 


BRANCH MINT AT COLUMBUS, OHIO. 

Mr. EWING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (II. R. No. 
3838) to establish a branch mint at Columbus, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURKE, 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3839) 
for the relief of John Burke, of Knox County, Indiana; which was 
road a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHIPPEWAS OF LAKE SUPERIOR AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. STEWART, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the of the Treasury be requested to furnish to the Com- 
` mittee on Indian House an itemized statement of account with the 
Chippewas of Lake Superior and rape sean 9 under the ninth article of the treaty 

e with those Indians on the 30th day of September, 1854. 

Mr. STEWART moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COAST SURVEY REPORTS, 

Mr. BALLOU. I am directed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
port adversely upon the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolutions were read as follows: 
ives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 

rinted 3,500 extra of the re) of tho Superintendent of the United States 
t Survey for 1874, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,500 for 
the use of the Honse and 1,000 for the nse of the Superintendent. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 

uted 3,500 copies of the report of the Superintendent of the United States Coast 

ey for 1875, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Seuate, 1,500 for the use 
of the House, and 1,000 for the use of the Saperintendent. 

Mr. CONGER. Does this relate to a reprint of those reports ? 

Mr. BALLOU. It does. I move that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of these resolutions, and that they be 
laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPII J. BELL, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (II. R. No. 3840) for the relief of Joseph J. Bell, of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET BEYMER. 

Mr. ALDRICH, by age age aig A 3 : bill 57 he No. 
3841) granting a pension to Margaret Beymer, o icago, llinois ; 
which was pat a tirst and eee edel referred to the Committee ou 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTHER MACHEMER. 

Mr. KILLINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R 
No. 3842) granting a pension to Esther Machemer; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS IN OREGON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3843) making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Coquette River, in the 
State of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3844) making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the navigation of Rogue River, in the State 
of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS C. CLARK. 

Mr. WARNER, by ungnimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3845) for the reljef of Cyrus C. Clark, paymaster in the Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT FUND, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. FOSTER, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations a bill (H. R. No. 3846) to 33 for a deticienc 
in the miscellaneous fund of the House of Representatives; whic 
was read a first and second time, 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask the immediate consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read. It apprope ats $30,000 to meet the miscella- 
noous expenses of the House of Representatives, to be disbursed by 
the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. CON GER. Is this to pay “experts?” 


Resolved by the House of 


to the 
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Mr. FORT. I ask that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] ex- 


Marca 14, 


plain this bill, so that we may know what these deticiencies arc. 

Mr. FOSTER. This is to provide for the contingent fund of the 
House, which is now wholly exhausted. There are e s for attend- 
ance of witnesses and other items, for which warrants are out which 
the Clerk is unable to pay. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 

ng engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
77052 ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

able. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTION CONTEST—DEAN VS. FIELD. 7 


Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to call up for consideration at the present 
time the contested-election case from the third congressional district 
of Massachusetts. 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
this motion by the rules have preference over the continuing special 
order, the business from the District of Columbia Committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The question of the right of a member to a seat 
is a matter of the highest privilege known to the rules of the House 
except the election of a Speaker. 

e Is it competent to raise the question of consider - 
ation 

The SPEAKER. It is always competent to raise the question of 
consideration, so that the House may determine by a majority vote 
what class of business it will take up. The Chair will remark, how- 
ever, that as to to-morrow the rules provide that on Friday a motion 
looking to the transaction of private business shall have preference, 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether he ex- 
pects to continue the discussion of this question to-morrow. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I prefer that each day’s business shall take care 
of itself. I have no programme for to-morrow. I will leave the 
House to determine to-morrow whether it will proceed with the con- 
sideration of this case or the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENDEE. 1 wish to 17 ii further how long the gentleman 
propm that the discussion of this question shall occupy or when 

e ig ons to call the previous question. 

r. SPRINGER, That also depends upon the wish of the House. 
I am ready to vote now. Whenever the House is ready to vote I 
shall move the previons question. I cannot say when that will be; 
but at least three or four hours’ discussion will be allowed. 

Mr. HENDEE. If this case is not to take a longer time than that, 
I shall not 1 757 510 its consideration now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At least three or four hours will be occupied in 
the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions reported by the majority of the 
Committee of Elections will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Walbridge A. Field is not entitled to n seat in this House as a 
Representative from the third congressional district of the State of Massaclm- 


setts. 
mjamin Dean is entitled to a seat in this House as the Repre- 


Resolved, That 
sentative from the congressional district of the State of Massachusetts. 


The SPEAKER. The resolutions appended to the views of the 
minority will also be read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the third congressional district of 
Massachusetts consists of ten wards, wholly within the city of Boston. 
The majority of the Committee of Elections have repo in favor of 
seating the contestant, Mr. Dean, while the minority of the committee 
submit resolutions in favor of the sitting member, Mr. Field. The 
election in Massachusetts for members of Congress was held on the 
7th day of November, 1876, at the same time that the presidential 
election was held. One poll was opened in each of the wards of the 
city of Boston composing this district. The election officers consisted 
of three inspectors, elected by the people, three appointed by the mayor 
of the city, one warden, and a clerk, making eight in all for each vot- 
ing place. There were also appointed under the law of Congress two 
supervisors of election by the United States circuit court for the 
on in which the city of Boston 8 1 

e supervisors were present at the wards an Y, ther 
with the ward officers, constituted election officers Bn heras 
for each parage of that city. Under the laws of Massachusetts 
the counting of the ballots begins within half an hour after the polls 
are opened and continnes during ihe day; so that when the an- 
nonncement is made that the polls are closed the election officers are 
enabled to announce the result on every candidate, This counting is 
donè in open view, behind the railing, in the presence of the electors, 
so that every proceeding can be seen and scrutinized not only by the 
election officers but by all the electors who may be present or who 
may come near where the voting is being done. The announcement 
is publicly made at the close of the poll of the number of votes re- 
ceived by each candidate upon the respective tickets. The ballots 
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are then put into the ballot-boxes, sealed up, and sent by a constable 
to the city clerk of the city of Boston. 

It appears by the evidence in this case that every step, from the 
registration of the voters to the counting of the ballots, was perfectly 
regular in every respect. There is no allegation in this record that 
a fraudulent or illegal vote was cast in the whole district unless it be 
that there was some dispute as to two voters. There is no allegation 
that one of the election officers was incompetent or acted otherwise 
than in the strict line of his duty during the whole day. The elec- 
tion officers were not only active and vigilant but they were admit- 


ted to be ites Date and honest. 
That they discharged their duties faithfully with reference to their 
nsibility under their oaths of office and to their respective po- 


litical friends there cannot be the slightest question, and their mo- 
tives and abilities have never been impugned. It is also admitted 
that the election officers in the various wards consisted of ns 
who belonged to the respective political parties. In some wards there 
may have been a majority of democrats, but this fact does not appear. 
In nearly all the wards the majority of the election officers were mem- 
bers of the same political party as the sitting member. There was a 
full board of election officers in all the wards, and they were compe- 
tent and honest officials. 

When they had completed their count and announced the result of 
the election, each ward for itself, and that result was taken to the 
city headquarters, it was found the contestant in this case had been 
elected by 5 majority. That was a fair count, a count by members of 
both political parties, where those at each polling-place could not 
have known and did not know what was done in the other polling- 
places or what the result was in other parts of the district. It was 
a count and canvass under the ordinary machinery of the State and 
local officers, made in the presence of the friends of the contestant 
and the sitting member, in the presence of the people, by competent, 
faithful, and honest officials, each precinct not knowing what was 
being done in the other. It was in pursuance of a count made under 
these circumstances that the contestant was declared elected by 5 


majority. , 

rgen APN to say, Mr. Speaker, that an election and canvass so 
free, so perfectly free from every charge of fraud, from every suspi- 
cion of improper motive, so fairly and honestly and honorably con- 
ducted as this, have never been set aside by this House or by any other 


N body in this country. 
here were also present at each of the polls of the city, in addition 
to the ward officers, two su isors appointed under the law of Con- 


p 
one at the instance of the political friends of the contestant and 
he other at the instance of the political friends of the sitting mem- 
ber, appointed with especial reference to their fitness to supervise one 
of the most important elections ever held in that city. The persons 
who performed this important duty under these circumstances were 
selected with great care and with peculiar reference to their fitness 
to 8 scrutinize, and to canvass the returns of the election. 
bose did count the ballots; they were present at every one of the 
pollin Zoid in the wards of the city, one a democrat and the other 
a republican; they watched every ballot, they counted every ballo! 
they scrutized opens Paes and their counts agree with the counts o 
the ward officers. eir counts were separate counts; they counted 
for themselves, and each supervisor counted for himself, and not one 
for another. When the ward officers had completed their counts they 
handed the ballots over to the supervisors, as appears by the evidence, 
and then thesesupervisors, each for himself, went through the list, look- 
ing only to the member of Congress, and each carefully counted, and 
they both certified the result in returns made to the chief supervisor, 
as required by law, and the instructions issued to them. 

The supervisors’ count corresponded with the count of the ward 

' officers. While the counting was going on the election was pro, 
ing. The clerk and warden, I believe, generally counted the ballots 
for the ward officers. When any discrepancy appeared they went 
over the count again, carefully examined and kept looking until they 
found the error and corrected it. 

Now, here are two counts conducted in open day-light, with eve 
opportunity of scrutiny by members of all political parties in full 
view of the electors by competent and careful officers, each count 
agreeing with the other and both electing the contestant in this case 
by 5 majority. It is in evidence that after they had all completed 

eir counts and had agreed as to what the result was in any ward, 
they then took the ots, sealed them up, put them in envelopes or 
boxes, sealed them up, and sent them by the constables to the cit 
office. These two counts of competent, faithful, and honest officials 
are the counts upon which the contestant relies for his title to a seat 
upon this floor. 

Let us now consider the sitting member's title. He claims his right 
to a seat upon this floor by virtue of a recount of all the wards in the 
district made by three aldermen of the city of Boston, under the pre- 
tended authority conferred by a law of the State of Massachusetts. 

The following is the law of that State under which it is claimed 
the aldermen derived their authority to recount the votes. It is sec- 
tion 4 of the election law of that State, approved April 26, 1876: 


Sec. 4. If within three days next following the day of any election ten or more 
qnalitied voters of any ward shall file with the city clerk à statement in writing 
that they have reasons to believo that the returns of the ward officers are errone- 
ous, specifying wherein they deem them in error, said city clerk shall forthwith 
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transmit such statement to the board of aldermen or the committeo thereof ap- 
pointed to examine the returns of said election. The board of aldermen, or the 
committee, shall thereupon, and within five days, Sunday exce; 
the day of election, open the en and examine the ballots 
and determine the questions ; they shall then again 

with the seal of the city or a seal provided for the purpose, and shall 


said envelope a certificate that the same has been and again sealed by them 
in conformity to law; and the envelope, sealed as aforesaid, be returned to the 
city clerk. d city clerk, upon the certificate of the board of aldermen 


committee, shall alter and amend such ward returns as have been proved to 
erroneous, and such amended returns shall stand as the true returns of the ward, 

Now what is the object of this statute? The word “count” does 
not appear in itanywhere. Mark the language of the statute: 
22 tee mar tiation, open tab mm volope, ead exer 

ex nex! 0 0 en and e: 
ine the ballote thrown la aid werd, amid determine the questions Ta 

The questions raised—where? In the petition; in the specification 
of the errors that these electors may desire to have corrected. There 
is no authority under this section nor under any other Jaw of the 
State of Massachusetts for the board of aldermen to act as counting 
officers of ballots. This law creates a tribunal of special jurisdic- 
tion to examine certain ballots and determine the questions raised by 
the petition. The aldermen can only determine such questions as 
may be raised in the petition; and that is to be done by an exami- 
nation of the ballots concerning which irregularity may have been 
alleged by the petition itself. 

Let us examine the petitions which were filed in this case. I will 
read the one filed from the thirteenth ward. The others were pre- 
cisely the same, except the number of the ward and the signatures: 
To the City Clerk of the City of Boston : 

The undersigned, qualified voters of ward 13, in the third ional district, 
hereby state that they have reason to believe that the returns of the ward-oflicers 
of said ward for member of Congress in said congressional district, at the election 
of November 7, 1876, are erroneous, in that all the ballots cast for Walbridge A. 
Field as member of Congress were not counted and credited to him, and that more 
ballots were credited to Benjamin Dean as member of Congress than were cast for 
him; and they ask for a recount of the vote of said ward for member of Congress, 
V of chapter 183 of the acts of the y 

(Signed by fifteen voters of the ward) 

These petitioners ask for that which the law did not authorize. 
The petitioners were not authorized by the statute to ask for a re- 
count. They were merely authorized to specify any error in the count 
of any particular ballots and thus raise questions upon those ballots 
which the aldermen could determine, and nothing e 

Mr. TIPTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TIPTON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he demurs to 
the request in this petition, and says that the words in it were not 
sufficient to confer jurisdiction ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do, and I will show wherein the petitions are 
insufficient. 

Mr. FRYE. May I interrupt the gentleman for a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman from Maine for a 
question. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to understand the gentleman’s position exactly. 
I understand the gentleman to say that under the law of Massachu- 
setts neither the board of aldermen nor any committee in their behalf 
had the right to recount; that the only right that was given them 
by the law was to examine, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes,sir. Toexamine the ballots and to determine 
the question raised in the petition, 

Mr. FRYE. And under no circumstances to recount ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were to examine the ballots against which 
allegations of error had been made and determine the questions raised 
upon those ballots and upon no other, It is possible that allegations 
might be so numerous and specific as to require every ballot cast to 
be examined in order to determine the questions raised. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose in one precinct the issue had been made that 
the votes counted for Mr. Field, for instance, numbered one hundred, 
when, in fact, they should have numbered, if correctly counted, two 
hundred; does the gentleman mean to be understood that under the 
law allowing an examination this board of aldermen had no right to 
recount in that precinct and determine whether or not the count 
actually was two hundred ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. My construction of the section is that under 
on general allegation they would have no right to recount all the 


ots. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield to me 


for one question? 
Mr. SPRINGER. As soon as I answer fully the question of the 
gentleman from I will. 


I donot know what construction has been placed upon the law from 
time to time in the State of Massachusetts, but I know what language 
means when I read it. No power is conferred upon the board of alder- 
men to recount the ballots returned by the officers of the election ; 
but they are simply required to examine such ballots, and such only 
us may have been specified as erroneously counted by the ward officers. 

Mr. FRYE. What does the gentleman do with the language of 
section 5 of the law, which reads as follows: 

The board of alderman shall not declare the result of an election until the time 
specified in the preceding section for a request for a recount of ballots shall 
have expired, or in case of such request having been made, until the said ballots 
have been examined and the returns amended, if found erroneoas, any provisions 
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LS diva ted of any city or in any act in amendment thereof to the contrary not- 
wit ng. 

What does the gentleman say as to the use of the word “recount” 
and the further use of the language to amend the returns if found 
erroneous ? 

Mr. BANKS. The word “examine” is nsed in the same sense as 
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Mr. SPRINGER. It does not; in that case under the Pennsylvania 
statute the certificate of election had been issued, and in this case 
the sitting member obtained the certificate of election. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Had he the certificate when there 
was a recount? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There had not been at that timo any certificate 


the word “recount.” Recount and examine are equivalent to cach f issued. 


other. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That section does not confer any jurisdiction upon 
the aldermen. The sole authority to act in the premises is derived 
from the preceding section. The section just read merely provides 
that the board of aldermen shall not declare the result of an election 
until the time ified for “a recount of ballots shall have expired.” 
What ballots? ifestly the ballots specified as erroneously counted 
by the ward officers. The subsequent language of the section leaves 
no doubt upon this point“ until the said ballots have been exam- 
ined” (not counted) “ and the returns amended if found erroneous.” 
As to the ballots specified as erroneously counted, it is a recount. 
After the errors have been proven by an examination of the ballots 
specified, and the returns amended aceordingly, this amended return 
may be called a recount, and it would be a recount in the sense in 
which it is used there, because it is another count after the errors 
made by the ward officers have been corrected by the board of alder- 
men or their committee. It becomes a recount to the extent of the 
correction of the errors and no farther. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer your question now with pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Suppose the only specification 
made by the 10 voters who asked for the re-examination is that there 
has been a mistake in the count, I would ask the gentleman how the 
board could decide that question withont a recount ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill answer that question. It would bring the 
petition within the rule laid down repeatedly by the State of Penn- 
sylvania in a number of litigated cases in that State, to which I now 
desire to call the attention of members of the House. In the State 
of Pennsylvania—and I am sorry that the distinguished gentleman 
from Philadelpia [Mr. KELLEY] is not here, because he was a member 
of the court when this decision was rendered—there was an act passed 
in 1839 providing that “the returns of election in this State shall be 
subject to the inquiry, determination, and judgment of the court of 
common pleas, in the propér county, upon complaint in writing of 
one or more of the qualified voters of such county of the undue elec- 
tion or return of any such officer, two of whom shall take or subscribe 
an oath or affirmation to the facts set forth in such complaint, and 
judges of said courts shall proceed upon the merits thereof and deter- 
mine finally concerning the same according to the laws of this Com- 
monwealth.” 

A number of cases were brought before the court of common pleas, 
under that section, and I want the Honse to observe the close analogy 
of the law of Pennsylvania in regard to reviewing the returns of 
election with the Massachusetts law, which is cited in this case as 
3 for the aldermanic count, In the case of Skerrett the court 

ecided : 

Where the petition states mere irregularities and want of conformity to the pro- 
visions of the election law, that are merely directory, the court for that reason will 


not set aside an election when there is no allegation of fraad or mistake thereby. of 


So if a petition states that the contestant was duly clected, as by counting the 
ballots voted by the 8 voters will appear and 2475 inquiry and 5 11 
tion into the election, it is too vague and unprecise. The petition should state the 
error in the count of the tickets voted, if there was one. If there was a mistake, 
it must be pointed out. If fraudulent votes were received, the number of fraudu- 
lent votes must be stated. 

That was the decision of the court of common pleas in the State of 
Pennsylvania in Skerrett’s case, which is reported in the second vol- 
ume of Parson’s select cases, on page 509. 

Mr. S, of Massachusetts. I would ask the gentleman if he 
intends that as a reply to my question ? 

f ee SPRINGER. I do, in part. But I have other authorities to 
cite. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I ask the gentleman whether or 
not the cases to which he refers were not cases which arose after the 
election had been completed and the certificate had been given, and 
not in cases of a recount during the process provided for by law for 
holding elections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were contested-election cases, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: This is, as I understand it, the 
case of a recount while the process which the statute of the State had 
pointed out was being executed. The gentleman has cited cases in 
which the recount was asked for after the election was determined 
and the certificate issned. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Time is not “of the essence” in the matter of 
construction of statutes, ‘ 

Mr. CANDLER. Did tho gentleman jn quoting from the statute 
read the statute itself! 

Mr. SPRINGER. I read it as it was quoted by the conrt, 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Does the statute say anywhere that the an- 
nouncement of the result shall be withbeld until after time shall be 
given for these complaints as in this law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That makes no difference, 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Well, but dogs jt? 


counted for him than were cast at the election is too va 


ned. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, And by tho law there could not 
have been. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, And the recount is provided for 
by law to be before the certificate can be issued. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. No; in Massachusetts. Is not the 
very recount you now complain of the one provided for by law which 
ager ress if at all, before the certificate can issue? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If at all? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Yes; if at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; I would like to know whether a statute is 
to be construed one way to-day and another way to-morrow ; whether 
the law is to be construed differently before the election from what 
it is after the election. I would like to know whether it makes any 
difference in the construction of a statute if a person has a prima 
Jacie certificate or not. In the case to which I have called the atten- 
tion of the House the court further sets forth the law governing such 

and I desire to call attention to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would ask the gentleman a question if he will 
allow me. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does not that statute provide for in effect really 

trying the title to the office? And is not the only question decided 
in those cases to which onal oat gs refers, that the complaint must 
allege facts which if proved would change title to the office and give 
it to the contestant? And in that respect is not the statute of Penn- 
sylvania like the statute of Massachusetts? 
Mr. SPRINGER. The difference is simply this and nothing more: 
in the one you are trying the prima facie right and in the other the 
absolute right, If there is any difference in the construction of tho 
PANS under these circumstances, I wish gentlemen would point it 
ou 

The court of Pennsylvania in Carpenters case, 2 Parsons’ Select 
Cases, 539, made this statement: : 

Before enterin the consideration of this su it is to 
remark that we Sanus the question settled by former 4 This court. 

Very soon after the P reaper of the law giving this court authority to hear and 
adjudge upon the validity of the election o bop ee ee eee 
acter presented themselves to our attention. We saw and felt that we were called 
to assume a new and delicate jurisdiction ; which, if not exercised with prudence 
and circumspection, would involve the court in the heat and excitement of ev 
sooth: lopo pevcondlagn VCC 
s return, preciseness and exactitude of allegation ; refusing to recognise 


another experiment 
thing in it which might affect its validity. We required that a petition contesti. 
an e r be a thing complete and perfect in itself, on fi 

preciso allegations, and containing all necessary statements to show, that if such 


course be vacated. 
+ * * * * 


* 
Hence we demanded, as is always demanded when the actions and doings of 
judicial or semi-judicial officers are im even for informality, much more 
for fraud, that those who make such an assault must be prepared not only to state 
in what exact way these officers have violated their duty, but that th ve vio- 
lated such duty in a manner so as to nullify the election of the individual appar- 
ently chosen by the people, 

If a different rule were allowed the court held that it“ would in- 
vite unprincipled partisans to commit such offenses in order to defeat 
an honest majority by indirect which they could not overcome by 
direct means.“ 


I desire also to call the attention of the House to the decision of 
the same court in the Deal and Lelar case, page 549. In that case 
one allegation of the petition was precisely similar to the allegation 
in this case. It was stated in that case that “the votes were incor- 
rectly counted, and that if they had been correctly counted Lelar 
would have had fewer votes and Deal would have had more votes.” 
That was the allegation in the Lelar case, which the supreme court 
of Pennsylvania said was a conclusion of law, not the citation of a 
fact upon which the court could try the case. 

The decision of the Pennsylvania case just cited is responsive to 
the question asked me by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Harris.] An allegation in the petition that there was a mistake in 
the count or that one person had more and the other fewer votes 
e. It raises 
no question upon which a court could adjudicate. The petition in 
Lelar’s case making such an ser et was quashed by the court. It 
was not sufficient to authorize the court to proceed further. And so 
with the general tion of the ten electors in each of the wards 
in the third congressional district of Massachusetts. 

I will alsg cite another case of a similar character reported in the 
same yolnme—the case of Kneass, on page 554; and to the same case, 
page 572. On the last-named page the court says: 

The authority given to ns by law is to inquire into the “ undue clection and false 
return” of po electiv eee Phe retpins of such election, made by the 


as if it had never taken 
them neither force nor efficiency. Ought not he who desires to search into a bal- 
lot-box to give other reasons therefor than his mere wish to do so in the hope of 
something that may inuro to his own advantage? Surely the answers to 


these tions t themselves to a calm and unbiased mind the mo- 
ment are stated. And must not the answers be that the sworn returns are 
the official ression of the gs of each and every election poll, and that the 


TOMES sa * * * * * 

No more mode could be devised to invite fraud than such looseness of 
procedure, once established a flood of evil would 8 rush in which 
those the most acute foresight can y estimate the extent of. All this 


ld first say, on oath, precisely what he ex- 
pects to find in each of them inoverpatible with the returns predicated upos them. 

From the foregoing authorities it will be seen that in order to au- 
thorize a recount of votes or ballots by a tribunal DETE statutory 
jurisdiction the jurisdictional fact must appear before the tribunal 
can proceed. In tho Pennsylvania cases law required a peti- 
tion of thirty citizens, setting forth the facts upon which the court 
could determine whether there had been an undue election. The 
court was also required to decide these cases upon their merits, but 
there could be no eee the court upon the merits of the case 
until the court had obtained jurisdietion in the manner pointed out 
by the statute. In the cases cited in Pennsylvania there were many 

legations of irregularities and general c of fraud. In the 
Skerrett case there was an allegation that the officers of the election 
returned Skerrett when in truth and in fact Sloanaker was elected; 
that the election was an undue election and false and fraudulent; 
that the returns thereof that Skerrett was elected were false and 
fraudulent returns; “hat many ill and fraudulent votes were re- 
ceived and counteu for the said Skerrett, and that it was by these 
illegal and fraudulent votes and by the illegal mode of counting the 
tickets and other irregularities and illegalities that a majority had 
been made to appear in favor of said Skerrett; and lastly, it was al- 
leged that Sloanaker was duly elected, and that this fact would ap- 
pear by recounting the tickets or ballots voted by the duly qualified 
electors, and by an inquiry into the said election and the rejection of 
the illegal and fraudulent tickets irregularly and illegally received. 
The court proceeded to consider each of these ifications and held 
that the cations were too vague, that they were wanting in 
that precision and directness which ought to enter into such a com- 
plaint. The court further held that the allegations did not point out 


the extent of the mistake, whether it amounted to one hundred or | ch 


to a thousand; it does not say where the mistake occurred, whether 
in some particular district or in the summing up by the return judges 
of boy aggregate vote given in all the districts. The court further 
said: 


. district, through fraud or mistake, have mis- 
counted the votes given to any candidate—if the return judges have so miscounted 
tho aggregate vote—if the ju of any r di have received illegal 
votes or rejected legal votes—if the tion of all or any such omissions 
or commissions, has changed the true result of the election, it is to say s0, des- 
ignating where and how they have been 8 But it would be intolerable 

nt, im ing in a sweeping denun- 


if this or yo ep should entertain a comp! 
ciation all acts and doings of a whole county n without containing any 
intimation as to when, where, how, and by whom, such malversations have 
8 At the election we are called to disturb on this agos complaint forty 
onsand freemen deposited their 8 It was conducted by about three hun- 
dred sworn officers, chosen by tho people for this purpose, 8 gentlemen 
Ae Saip 8. Surely before we stir in such a business, a complaint, 
recise in its terms, definite in its Sannes, and adequate in its generai character, 
proved to vacato the election, should be before us. 


Notwithstanding the numerous allegations contained in Skerrett’s 
case, the court were unanimously of the opinion they were vague. 
argumentative, and theoretic imputations, and did not authorize the 
court to proceed farther in the case, and the complaint was quashed. 
The ruling in Skerrett’s case has been observed in that court in all 
subsequent decisions on the same subjéct. The judicial constructions 
given to the Pennsylvania statutes apply with equal force in the con- 
struction of the fourth section of the Massachusetts election law. 
In both cases, the tribunal, clothed with authority, could only act 
within the scope of its statutory jurisdiction. It may be said that 
the aldermen were only passing upon the prima facie right to the 
office, and that they were not bound by the same rules of construc- 
tion as a court passing upon the final right to an office. This objec- 
tion is not good. The statute must be construed upon the same prin- 
ciples in either case. 

n this connection I desire to call the attention of the House to a 
number of cases decided by the Legislature of Massachusetts involv- 
ing a recount of the ballots. The reports of the committees of the 
Massachusetts Legislature are printed in the record beginning on 
page 78. Irefer particularly to the cases of Morse vs. Leouncrgan, 
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78; Scribner vs. Keyes, page 85; Garity va, Crossman, page 91; 
— 55 te. Edron, page 94; Austin re. Sweet, page 98; Burt vs. Bab- 
bitt, page 102; Thomas R. Green, page 103, and Stimpson rvs. Breed, 
110, 


By an examination of these cases it will be seen that the rule 
followed by the Massachusetts Legislature in referenco to recounting 
the ballots is as follows: “That in the absence of any evidence of 
fraud in the manner of calling, holding, or conducting the meeting 
at which the election is held, or in the manner of ascertaining the 
result of the election, or unless the petitioner shows a reasonable 
ground for supposing an error in the count other than the mere close- 
ness of the vote, the committee will not recount the ballots.” 

In the case of Davis vs. Murphy, page 106 of the record, the legis- 
lative committee, February 14, 1872, reported against the validity of 
an aldermanic count in the Essex district, on the ground that the 
aldermen had acted i ly, and that the ballots had not been 
transmitted to the city clerk in the manner pointed out in the statute. 
That committee in its report used the following language: 

U the evidence before your committee it appeared that the ballots from 
nearly all the wards of the city of Lawrence were returned by the clerks of the 
wards, or some other unauthorized person, and that from all the wards the ward 
seals were returned with the ballots to the city clerk. No evidence was introduced 
to show fraud or that the ballots had been tam with previous to the recount 

the aldermen ; but your committee wero of the opinion that if they overlooked 

violation of the law and jodeed that the aldermen had a right to recount 
the ballots, it would be establishing a dan us precedent, tending to uncertainty 
and frand in elections. Therefore believing t that the recount by the aldermen was 


illegal, and it was tampering with the ballots, your committee are of the opinion 


that it Soild be DAIM HIERE GF ust to take the recount by the aldermen as the 
correct result of the election; nei would it be right or just to take the ballots 
as they now are, 1 were tast at the last State 
ru in the third Representative district, and count them at the present 


In this case the house of representatives of Massachusetts disre- 
garded entirely an aldermanie count, merely from the fact that cer- 
tain 1 of the statute, which were only directory, were not 
complied with. How much greater reason is there for this House to 
reject the aldermanic count in this case, when the aldermen who 
made the count had no jurisdiction whatever in the premises! 

Let me, in this connection, before wering this branch of the case, 
call the attention of the House to the opinion of the city solicitor of 
Lynn, which will be found on pages 92 and 93 of the record. Mr. 
Howland, the solicitor, in giving an official opinion to the board of 
aldermen, advised them as follows in reference to a petition for a 
recount of votes, I will not read it at length, but will have it printed 
in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. The opinion is as follows: 

LYNN, November 13, 1876. 
Hon. Jacon M. Lewis, Mayor : 
Sm: You have requested me to state in writing what action, if any, can, in my 
be taken by the board of aldermen upon the petition of Benjamin Proctor 
and others for a recount of votes for Representatives in ward 6 in Lynn, at the 


late election. 
The petition in question is in these words : 


To his honor the mayor and board of aldermen : 


“ GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, do petition honorable body for a ro- 
count of votes for Representative in lise Geventh Mth wand 4; yun, Mason: 


“ LYNN, November 8, 1876. 


msetts. 
„N. B. Believing the returns to be erroneous, as we learn that three or four 
counts were made and no two agreed.” 

This petition, I understand, was filed with the city clerk within three days after 
the day of the election, and by him transmitted to the board of mayor and alder- 


men. 

The provisions of the statutes of this Commonwealth relating to such a recount 
as stated is found in section 4 of chapter 188 of the acts of 1476, and is as follows: 

“If within three days next following the day of any election ten or more qualified 
voters of any ward file with the city clerk a statement in writing that they 
have reason to belicve that the returns of the ward officers are erroncous, i 
wherein they deem them in error, said city clerk shall forthwith 
statement to the board of aldermen or the committee thereof a) ted to examine 
the returns of said election.” ‘Tho section further provides the aldermen or 
committee of the board shall then within the time limited “ open the envelope, exam- 
ine the ballots thrown in said ward. and determine the question raised.” 

e to mo, and I respectfully submit, that until anch a statement as is de- 
scribed in the statute is filed and transmitted the board of aldermen bas no author- 
ity to act, and therefore the only question is, is this such a statement? 

I observe, in the first place, that there is no allegation that the signers are quali- 
fied voters of ward 6 in Lynn. The general rule is that every document of this nat- 
ure should allege all that is necessary to give jurisdiction to the board which is to 
pas upon it, but as tho samo strictures should not perhaps be here required as 

game cases, and as by the records in tho city hall it can easily be ascertained 
whether the signers are such voters, I should hesitate to reject the petition upon 
what might perhap be deemed a technicality; but I submit that there are two. 
respects in which the paper in question fails to meet the requirements of tho stat- 


ute, 
1. There is no allegation that the signers have any reason to believe that the ro- 
turns are erroneous ; and 
2. They have wholly failed to specify wherein they deem them in error; and in 
want of such a ion there is no question for the aldermen or com- 
mittee to determine. 

I should the more regret the conclusion to which I am forced to come if the ro- 
jection of the petition could have the effect to ny eid any person of his rights or 


of the evidence upon which those rights must fina! red os determined ; but by the con- 


8 
t such 


stitution of husetts the house of representatives is the judge of the returns, 
election, and qualification of its own members, and the statute before cited, in its 
second i for the preservation of the ballots thrown, subject to the- 
order of the to which any person claims to be elected, upon the proper notice 


being given of bis claims; s that a failure to recount by the aldermen or a com- 
mittee can work no injustice to any one, while on the other hand a recount of he 
ballots u this petition would, in my opinion, be wholly unauthorized, and any 
eee return made ou the basis of such recount might, and probably would, be 
rejected. 
Very respectfully, 
keane WILLIAM HOWLAND, 
City Solicitor, 


1782. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 14, 


This opinion is valuable as giving the construction of a State off- 
cial of a statute with which he is presumed to be familiar. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. If it will not disturb the gentle- 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not at all. 

Mr. aenor Sa Massachusetts. I will ask whom he calls return- 
ing officers in the city of Boston? Or, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I will Were the question in another form: Are there any other re- 
turning officers in a case of this kind than the city clork and the 
board of aldermen? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will come to that. J 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I do not understand that ward 
officers are returning officers. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will turn to the report of the 
committee, on pago 10 he will find the sections of the law of Massa- 
chusetts providing for the making of returns. In that State—I de- 
sire to the attention of members to this fact—there are no coun 
canvassing officers as there are in nearly all the other States of the 
Union. The towns and cities return their votes directly to the gov- 
ernor and his-council, who are the only returning officers known to 
the law of Massachusetts, unless the returns are submitted to the 
board of aldermen or their committee, under the provisions of this 
special law for special cases as embodied in section 4, to which I 
have referred. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Do I understand the gentleman 
to claim that the ward officers who at the close of an election make 
their return to the city clerk, are returning officers, or that their 
returns ever go farther than the city clerk’s office. 

Mr. SP ER. Their returns are entered at length upon the city 
clerk’s records forthwith. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; 
there is no such requirement in the law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And copies of those returns are certified to the 
governor and council. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I ask the gentleman to hear me 
a moment, because I think he is making an error. The law nowhere 
says that the ward returns shall be entered at oe in the city 
records. It simply declares that the ward clerk shall enter them at 
length and make certified copies thereof forthwith to the city clerk. 
Now, the report of the majority of the committee seems to assume 
that the returns which go up from the city clerk are simply copies of 
the ward returns. I do not understand that to be the law; and I 
want to call the gentleman’s attention to it now. In other words, I 
claim that no ward return from any city in the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts was ever seen in the chamber of the governor and 
council. It is first entered upon the city clerk’s record ; and the ci 
clerk makes a transcript from his record whatever it may be, whic 
goes to the governor and council. The ward returns are never even 
copied into the city records. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr.8 er, I do not know what is done by the 
election officers in Massachusetts. Judging from the irregular peo 
ceedings of the board of aldermen, their committee, and the clerk in 
this case, it would not surprise me to be informed that they did almost 
anything that one can conceive men might do in reference to an elec- 
tion. But I do know what the law is, and it is to be presumed that 
they followed the law. Section 15 of the election law of that State 
provides that— 

The ward clerks shall forthwith deliver to the city clerks certified copies of such 
records, who shall forthwith enter the same in the city records. 


I per then, that if the ward officers send the returns to the city 
clerk and it is his duty to enter them forthwith in the records of the 
city, the returns thus sent up will be a part of the records in that 
office as soon as they have been entered there. Copies of these records 
would be copies of the ward returns, as they appear of record in the 
city clerk’s office. 

Section 17 of the same law will show the duty of other canvassing 
officers: 

Src. 17. City and town clerks shall, within ten days from the day of an election 
for governor, lieutenant-governor, councilors, senators, secretary, treasurer and re- 
ceiver-general, auditor, attorney-gencral, Representatives in Congress, commis- 
sioners of insolvency, sheriffs, registers of probate and insolvency, district attorneys, 
or clerks of transmit copies of the records of the votes, attested by them, 
certified by the mayor and aldermen or selectmen, and sealed up, to the secretary 
of the Commonwealth. 


If these citations do not sustain what I have stated then I am in- 
capable of understanding the plainest language of a statute. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, after thus answering the numerous questions 
which have been submitted, I desire to resume the argument of the 
case at the point where I was quoting from the decisions of the court 
of common 9 56 in Pennsylvania. I hold, under the authority ree- 
ognized in the Pennsylvania cases, that the petition, assuming to be 
based Lanon the fourth section of the Massachusetts law, conferred 
no jurisdiction upon this board of aldermen or their committee to do 
what they did in the premises. What did they do? In each of the 
wards of the city of n petitions precisely similar to the one I 
have quoted were circulated for names. These petitions originated 
in the headquartersof the sitting member’s political committee. They 
were all alike. The chairman of the committec testified in this case 
that when those petitions were circulated he did not know that there 
was any error in the returns from any part of the city; that he had 
no knowledge of any error. He only knew that the sitting member 


was not elected; he knew that the majority against him was very 
small—only 5; that he could lose nothing by a recount. Therefore 
he sent various committees of his partisans into the several wards to 
obtain names to his machine petitions. Partisan committees went 
about looking for frauds and finding none. It was a mere speculative 


expedition. sitting member was not elected by the returns as 
forwarded to the city clerk. He knew that no allegation of fraud 
or even irregularity in any part of the district was made by any of 
his political friends; but his political campaign committee was equal 


to the emergency. They found ten petitioners in each ward, who, 
while ignorant of errors, were 2 to allege that they had reason 
to believe the returns erroneous, These petitioners allege generally 
that all the ballots cast for Mr. Field were not counted and credited 
to him ; that more had been counted for Mr. Dean than were cast for 
him. This was the ification of errors, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I put this question to every gentleman on this 


ty | floor: Suppose no such provision as this fourth section was contained 


in the law of Massachusetts ; sup an election had been held there 
under the circumstances I have described ; sup the defeated can- 
didate desired to contest that election before this House, and should 
come here and say that he had reason to believe that there were 
errors in the election in his district; that he thought the precinct 
officers had counted fewer votes for him than he ac received 
and more for his opponent than he actually received, and that he 
thought a recount might elect him. I undertake to say no Congress, 
no legislative body having the right to judge of the election, returns, 
and . of its own members, ever listened to a petition of 
that kind, mach less considered it fora moment. A recount upon 
such a vague allegation of errors is the basis of the sitting member's 
title to a seat in this House. The aldermen making the recount went 
on a fishing expedition. 

The State authorities and the authorities of the United States, one 
of the supervisors in each ward having been appointed at the instance 
of the sitting member himself, had upon their oaths returned that he 
was not elected. By all the rules of evidence the sitting member is 
rigid from denying the trath of the count made by the men whom 
he selected. 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the object of all counts is to deter- 
mine who was elected. Ballots ought to elect, and not the connts of 
skillful manipulations of canvassers and doubtful constructions of 
law. It is universally conceded that those counts which take place 
immediately upon the close of the polls, when it is not known at one 

lling-place what the result is at the other polling-places, have a 
her 1 of merit than other and subsequent counts. 

es OCK. Do you claim there was any count made at the 
close of the polls? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have stated what was the fact. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you state as a fact that there was a canvass 
made at the close of the polls? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have stated that half an hour after the polls 
were opened the counting began and continued from morning until 
night as the election progressed, and at the conclusion of the day's 
election the result was announced as to each candidate on the re- 
spective tickets and public proclamation made thereof, and that an- 
nouncement and that result elected the contestant in this case by 5 
majority. Am I correct? 

Mr. HISCOCK nodded assent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was stating, when interrupted, that counts 
made on the ppo% before there was any opportunity whatever for the 
ballots to be changed or tampered with, imported a higher degree of 
truth than those made subsequently. Upon this point, the rule is 
thus laid down by Mr. McCrary, in his work on the American Law of 
Elections, (section 287 :) 

Before the ballots should be allowed, in evidence, to overturn the official count 
and return, it should appear affirmatively that they have been safely kept by the 


props of the law; that they have not been to the public or 
dled er. persons, and that no eee been given for tam - 
pering with them. If this is believed to be a rule founded the presumption 


u 
that s fraud or a crime has been committed, the answer is that the rule does no 
more than to make choice ight two presumptions of law, which in this instance 


the stronger, the more reasonable, and the safer presumption 
the ballots are counted by the board of canyassers, immediately upon the closin; 
of the polls, and generally before there has been an opportunity for tampering, an 
when it cannot be known that the changing of a few votes will change the result, 
and in most cases by a board com of friends of each of the competing candi- 
dates, it is believed that in the ce of all proof, in case of a conflict between 
the tally-sheets and returns on one side and the ts as they are found to be at 
some period after the election is over, and after the state of the vote as returned 
Ha DAA DAIO AROA EDE OSAT PAO COANA vier ORIGINAS PONIAN SATIS 
made by sworn oflicers at the time of the election, should be presumed. 


I quote from the report of the committee in this case: 


Fron na oeod authority it will be seen that in order to sustain a reconnt 
the seeking the benefit of it must prove conclusively that between the time 
of the first and second counts there was no opportunity given for tampering with 
the ballots, It is not in this case for the contestant to show that the ballots might 
been tampered with, but the contestee, who relies upon the recount, must 
establish affirmatively that the ballots had been safely kept, and that they had not 
been exposed to the public or handled by unauthorized persons. These facts do 
not 45 affirmatively in the record, but, on the contrary, the proof is conclusive 
that the ballots were so placed as to render it possible for them to be handled and 
with, and it is farther shown by the evidence that by the use of pasters 
it was not only possible, Unt probable, that important changes were made in the 
ballots by the falling off of these pasters. This theory of the case may be assumed 
without impeaching the integrity of the aldermen who made the recount, for the: 
not only counted the votes under their official respousibility but submitted deposi- 
tions in the contest to the effect that they had counted the ballots correctly as they 
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found them. We may assume their count to be true, and that oo did not per- 
— ae to toe ballata belag tampered with, bus the endlspate 
9838 e ots were cast and counted by the ward officers, which did 
not appear in the count made by the 

The ward officers found in the wards 1 vote for Samuel D. Smith 
for Representative in Co This ballot was returned with the 
others, but the aldermen did not find it. The ward officers reported 
1 vote cast for A. Field, and 1 for —— Field. And these were all the 
scattering votes returned. Yet the aldermen found 1 vote for Will- 
iam A. Field, 3 votes for —— Field, 1 for Leopold Morse, 3 for Rufus 
S. Frost, and 1 for Francis M. Weld. Messrs. Morse and Frost were 
candidates for Congress in the fourth district, and the recount of bal- 
lots in certain w. in that district was going on at the same place, 
and during a part of the time. The ballots evidently got mixed up in 
recounting, and this fact discredits the aldermanic count and renders 
it wholly worthless as a true result of the votes actually cast in the 
district. 

I find in the official proceedings of the board of aldermen of the 
city of Boston an explanation by Alderman Stebbins, one of the com- 
mittee who made the aldermanie count in this case, which explana- 
tion throws much light upon the recount. Alderman Stebbins said: 

Whenever a name e ticket was covered by a paster in such a manner 
FE gt yb on gen ame oi seen by the committee, it was treated by 
the committee as a blank vote and not counted. 

This explanation, stated in different words, is this: wherever a 

r by accident covered the greater portion of the letters on 
the ticket designating the office, the aldermen regarded the 5 
tion of the office as erased and returned the ballot as a blank. Just 
how many ballots were found in this condition is not stated by the 
alderman in that connection; but on pages 184-7 of the record will 
be found Alderman Stebbins’s minutes or tally sheets kept during his 
aldermanic count. A careful examination of the tally lists will show 
that the aldermanic committee found forty-four ballots which they 
returned as blank as to a candidate for Congress. Just how many of 
these blanks appeared on democratic tickets does not appear; but it 
is in evidence that Mr. Dean’s friends used a po number of pasters 
during the election, and the differences which the aldermen make in 
the count can be explained upon this hypothesis more ee than in 
any other way. The ward officers evidently counted the ballots so as 
to give effect to the intention of the voters, and where Mr. Dean's 
name was found pasted over the place on a republican ticket where 
the office of Congressman was designated, even if the greater portion 
of the designation of the office should be obscured by the paster, the 
ballot must doubtless have been counted for Mr. Dean. But the alder- 
manic committee, in counting the same ballot according to the rule 
laid down by Mr. Stebbins, would return such a ballot as a blank. 
Here we have a partial explanation of the differences of the respect- 
ive counts, and if we are to give effect to the intentions of the voters, 
the ward officers’ count and the count of the United States supervis- 
ors, made before the result of the election could be known, is entitled 
to the greater weight. 

In view of the law and the facts in this case, I hold, Mr. Speaker, 
the count made by the aldermen is not only without authority of law 
but is unreliable and furnishes no guide in arriving at the true result 
of the election; that u no hypothesis can there be any validity 
given to this pretended recount by the board of aldermen. If I had 
time I could point out many, very many departures from the stat- 
ute of Massachnsstts. The law states that the board of aldermen 
or a committee thereof should make an examination of this matter 
and the board of aldermen or the committee thereof should make 
return to the city clerk. Here was a special jurisdiction conferred 
upon a certain number of pas a jurisdiction they did not have 
otherwise. By the rules of law this tribunal of limited jurisdiction 
should pursue strictly the letter of the law which brought it into 
existence. 


By the letter of the law they were to examine the ballots—not to | mad 


count, but to examine the ballots and determine the question raised 
by the petition. The jurisdiction was special and was conferred upon 
two bodies, first upon the board of aldermen or secondly upon a com- 
mittee thereof. Now, whenever either of these, the board or the 
committee, took jurisdiction of this case, the other had no jurisdiction. 
The aldermen under that law were not acting as part of the board 
of aldermen or responsible to it, but they were acting under the law 
which gave them special jurisdiction and they could not depart from 
it. And when the committee took jurisdiction of the case it was 
their jurisdiction and not that of the aldermen. And how did the 
committee of aldermen exercise their jurisdiction? When they com- 
pleted this count the majority of the committee made one return and 
the 0 À made another return. To whom? To the city clerk? 
No, but to the board of aldermen, and the board of aldermen actually 
reversed the decision of the majority of the committee and decided 
the case in favor of the minority. And this board of aldermen never 
looked at the ballots. They never had jurisdiction in the case. The 

never examined a ballot to determine the question raised, nor did 
they pretend to count them. They were without jurisdiction utterly, 
and yet they reversed the judgment of the committee authorized by 
law to examine into the ballots and sent the city clerk a different 
return from that found by the majority of the committee. And this 
pretended return by the committee of the board of aldermen, acting 
without jurisdiction in the first instance, and of the board of alder- 


men acting without jurisdiction in the second instance, was certified 
to the clerk. And what did he do withit? Does he correct the ward 
returns in accordance therewith? Not at all. But these aldermen 
actually make out a certificate and direct the city clerk to send it to 
the governor and council independently of the ward returns which 
were no further mentioned after that time. 

The whole proceeding, Mr. Speaker, from the time these returns 
reached the city clerk’s office, the whole of the proceedings on the 
part of the aldermanic committee, on the part of the board of alder- 
men, on the part of the city clerk, were without jurisdiction and in 
violation of the letter of the State law of Massachusetts. 

Now, this aldermanic count is the basis upon which the sitting mem- 
ber claims his title to the office of Representative in Congress. Under 
the law of Congress, section 5522 of the Revised Statutes, the board 
of aldermen and these committees, who undertook to count these re- 
turns without the presence of the supervisors of the United States, 
may have made themselves amenable to law and liable to be pun- 
ished therefor. Idesire to call your attention to that section. It pro- 
vides that: 

whether with or without any anthority, power, or or pre- 
tended authority, Loder or p — of any Siate, Territory, ee . who ob: 
assaults, or > 1 jon, or otherwise, 
rely pervisors dect them 


or prevents the su of election or either of 
From being present— 
where any such or election or canvass of votes, or of making any 


returns or certificates thereof, may be had, * * * shall be punished by impris- 
onment not more than two years, or by a fine of not more than 83,000. 

These aldermen took charge of these election returns, including 
the ballots, after the ward officers had completed their count. The 
United States supervisors had performed their duties under the law. 
They had remained with the ballot-boxes, as required by the statute, 
until the election was completed, the canvass of the votes made, 
and the certificates of it made out, and everything in connection 
with that election wholly completed. The count of the aldermen was 
had three or four days after the election—and at whattime? In the 
night-time, in part; at which were present only the three aldermen. 
The United States supervisors were not notified of it. They were 
not there, It may be said they were not prevented or hindered from 
being present by force; and this might save those aldermen, if they 
were indicted under this section of the law. The verdict of the jury 
might perhaps be to the same effect as a verdict which I once heard 
of a jury bringing in, that the prisoner was not guilty, but he must 
not do so any more. 

But the law having required the supervisor to be present at the 
election, at the counting of the votes, at the making of all the cer- 
tificates, they ought to have been invited by the State officers or the 
aldermen to be present at that count. The law passed by the United 
States providing for the appointment of two supervisors of election 
isa of the law of Massachusetts. As soon as it became the law 
of the land it was a part of the election law of the State of Massa- 
chusetts and the State laws must correspond with that law, and when 
election officers depart from it they act without authority of law. I 
will not at this sae into a discussion of the merits of the super- 
re lw, It is cient for this case to say that it is the law of 
the land. 

Mr. CRAPO. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAPO. By what process could the attendance of the United 
States supervisors have been secured at the count before the board of 
somes ? [understand the gentleman to say they should have been 
there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They could have been invited tu be there or could 
have been notified of it. 

Mr. CRAPO. By Jaw or simply as a matter of courtesy ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were entitled to be present at every place 
where votes were counted for members of Congress and certificates 


e. 
Mr. CRAPO. But had they not at that time made their returns 
and completed their duty? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They sup they had; but the gentleman’s 
argument is this: I understand him to say that after the supervisors 
had made their returns their functions ceased, and that the State had 
the right to take charge of these ballots and do what they pleased 
with them. Is that the gentleman’s position? 

Mr. CRAPO. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I understand the gentleman’s position is 
this: that the State of Louisiana, or Massachusetts, or any other State 
may, by its Legislature, pass a law which would in effect say to Con- 
gress, ‘‘ Pass all the laws you please on the subject of elections; pass 
all the laws you please about counting votes and making out certifi- 
cates, andsend your supervisors when you please and where you please; 
and when you are done let us take ch of the ballots and we will 
count them ourselves, and that count will be the legal count, and no- 
body can question the truth of it. Go on, then, and make your Federal 
laws as you like; let the States have the last count, and we do not 
care how many officers you may appoint or how many counts of the 


votes you may make 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. - 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Does not the whole law of 1871, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 14, 


throughout all its paragraphs and all its secti rovide for scruti- 
mite an election under the State law ? 82570 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does. 

Mr. of Massachusetts. And is not that the entire purpose 


Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; not the entire purpose of it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the 8 turn to an 
section which declares that a machinery pori ed by the State 
not have its full and complete execution 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was not the gentleman’s question, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Itis mine, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The machinery provided by the State must be in 
accordance with the Federal law. it is not in accordance with the 
Federal law it is void, to the extent that it departs from the Federal 
law or prevents that law from having its full force and effect. 


Mr. IS, of Massachusetts. it undertakes simply to enforce 
the State law and to provide penalties for the violation of it, I ask if 
it repeals the State law. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The State law must conform to the national law. 

Mr. 1 ey Massachusetts. That is not the proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the proposition before the House involved 
in this case. I ask the le of Massachusetts to make their laws 
conform to the Federal laws; I ask the Representatives of Massa- 
chusetts upon this floor to so vote in this case as to require the law 
of Massachusetts to conform to the laws of the land. 

Will it be contended that after the Federal supervisors have scru- 
tinized one State election and one State count it is competent for the 
State to set aside its own election and count, where the Federal offi- 
cers were present, and then go off into some secret hiding-place under 
the re of State rights, and hold another election and make 
another count in disregard of the Federal law ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman please turn 
toany section of the statnte he has referred to which repeals the law 
of any State or changes it in any regard ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is not necessary. The Federal law neces- 
sarily repeals a State law that comes in conflict with it. It repeals 
it by virtue of its own existence as the law of the land. 

. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Is there anything in the statute in 
conflict with the State law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The State law which does not make any provision 
by which the Federal supervisors can be present at all counts of votes 
for members of Congress, or which institutes another election or an- 
other count after the election and the count recognized by Congress, 
is in conflict with the Federal law. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that all laws passed 
by Congress under the Constitution are the supreme law ; supreme in 
Louisiana, supreme in raven yess ee | and supreme everywhere 
througbout the broad extent of our lan 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him if the law 
of Massachusetts in relation to recounts was not passed subsequently 
to the law of Congress? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was; in 1876. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. The laws were codified then, but | ber. 


this same law has existed since 1863. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is srg fy believe; but I do not know how 
it is. I know that the laws of Massachusetts were codified in 1876, 
and when the people of Massachusetts through their Legislature un- 
dertook to revise their State laws they should have done so with 
special reference to the existence of the Federal laws then on the 
statute-book, and they should have made their laws conform thereto. 

Mr, ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Did I understand the gentle- 
man to say that, under the statute which he has cited, after a count 
has been made in the . of the United States supervisors there 
can be no recount in absence of those supervisors 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say that in regard to the election of members 
of Congress that is the Federal law, but it applies only to the election 
of members of Con The Congress of the United States has pro- 
vided that United States supervisors shall be present at all times and 
at all places for the registration, voting, counting, canvassing, and 
making the returns of the election, and a State law which makes pro- 
vision for recounting the ballots, in disregard of the Federal law, is 
not in accordance with the law of tho land, and is therefore void. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Then the gentleman holds that 
if a recount is made in the absence of the United States supervisors 
that recount is invalid? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not necessarily invalid. The Federal super- 
visors might refuse or fail to attend. Their illegal acts could not in- 
validate the election otherwise legal. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. But you say it is invalid if the 
United States supervisors are not present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; their voluntary absence could not invalidate 
an election or a count. 

The statute to which I have referred makes it a penal offense to 
obstruct, hinder, or by bribery, solicitation, or otherwise to interfere 

with or prevent the United States supervisors from being pee at 
such count, and any person who thus hinders or prevents them from 
discharging their duties is made liable to punishment of two years 
in the penitenti and a fine of $3,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. If that is so, I wish to call the 
geutleman’s attention to Iberville Parish, in Louisiana. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I cannot go into the Lonisiana case, 
entre of Massachusetts. Do you decline to answer my 
uestion 

Arbe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from IIlinois has ex- 


ired. 
z Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will allow me afew minutes longer 
I will answer the question of the gentleman from Massachusetts and 
will bring my remarks to a close as soon as possible. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. My question is whether it is 
not a fact that the counting of the votes for Representative to Con- 
gress in Louisiana was made first in the presence of the United States 
supervisors and that afterward, under the Louisiana State law, in tho 
absence of the United States su rs, the State officers proceeded 
to recount the votes in Iberville Parish, and whether that recount 
was not ized by the House in the seating of Mr. ACKLEN and 
exclusion of Mr. Darrall ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer that question. All laws upon the 
subject of elections are to be construed as in materia, The law 
upon the subject of contesting elections authorizes any person who 
may deem himself wronged by the decision of election or canvassing 
officers to institute proceedings and have the ballots examined or 
counted as provided in that law. Under that law the ballots in the 
Iberville Parish were recounted, and recounted in pursuance of a law 
of Congress; and they could not have been recounted except in pur- 
seance of that law, or in pursuance of a contest instituted under that 

aw. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman point to 
the section of the Revised Statutes that authorized that recount in 
the Iberville Parish of Louisiana? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will refer you to chapter 8 of the Revised 
Statutes, pages 17, 18, 19, and 20, and particularly to sections 120, 
requiring the attendance of witnesses, and 123, requiring the produc- 
tion of papers—any and all papers pertaining to the election. The 
authority is ample to require the production of ballot-boxes, tally- 
sheets, ballots, poll-lists, registration books, precinct or ward re- 
turns. Witnesses may be required to testify in reference to these 
papers, ballots, or returns. That is what was done in the Lonisiana 
case. The recount was had in pursuance of that law, and the com- 
mittee reported to the House the result of the recount. I hope that 
answer is satisfactory. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. The question is, was not the 
recount in the Iberville Parish made by the State authorities in the 
absence of the su isors ? 

Mr. SPRING It was made under the provision of the law of 
Congress in relation to contested elections, and took placo soveral 
months after the election. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Allow me to ask one question: 
whether or not the instructions from the chief supervisor at the 
election of 1876 in Boston was not to the effect that they should 
make their returns to him on the day following the election ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That may have been the fact but J donot romem- 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. If that was true, and they did 
05 15 returns, what further service could they perform under 
the law 

Mr. SPRINGER. They could perform the service which the minor- 
ity of the committee say they were authorized to orm and no 
other; that is, to witness the fairness of every transaction which took 
place in regard to counting the ballots for member of Congress. That 
was their privilege, at least. They were to be present at all times 
and places and see that everything was fairly and properly done. 

Mr. AIKEN, I desire to ask one question, because my mind is not 
quite made up. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. ` 

Mr. AIKEN. Did the supervisors manipulate the ballots in their 
counting, and is that ae rains by law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill state what the provisions of law require 
the supervisors to do. I will read: 
of elections are authorized and required to attond 

legates in 


any vote 


and remain where the ballot· bo 
polls are until every vote cast at such time and place has 
canvass of all e n hi completed, and the proper and requisite certifi- 
cates or returns e, whether the certificates or returns be required under any 
law of the United States, or any State, territorial, or — law, and to per- 
m time to time and at all times, on the da: 4 
samo are re- 


th boo hether 
— rl by 5 States, or any State, territorial, or municipal law, 
are 


Sec. 2018. To the end that each candidate for the office of Represontativo or Dele- 
gate in Congress may obtain the benefit of every vote for him cast, the 
of election are, and each of them 


be 
be found, &. 

Mr. AIKEN, I desire to ask one further question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. AIKEN, I understood the 5 in the outset of his re- 
marks to say that the majority of the managers of the ward polls 
were fricnds of the sitting member. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. That I understand to be the fact. The ward 
officers in wards 16 and 18 were—at least a majority were—republic- 
ans, and one of the United States supervisors in each ward was 
spp at the instance of the sitting member. 

. AIKEN. If that be the case, then all I have to say is, that 
if the republicans of Massachusetts are like the sample of republic- 


ans sent from Massachusetts to my State, [South Carolina, I am 
pre to believe that Mr. Dean received 500 majority instead of 5. 
r. SPRINGER. That is very likely. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I will ask the gentleman whether 
the evidence shows that the supervisors in the ten wards did in fact 
count all the votes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The evidence shows that they were not exam- 
ined as witnesses in the contest except as to two of the wards. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. t is all the evidence about if. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But in the other wards they made the returns 
they were by law required to make, and we have the right to assume, 
and I do assume, that every election officer discharged his sworn 
duty. If the N says they did not, then the burden of proof 
is on him to show that fact. I assume that every officer did what 
the law required him to do. In two of the of the city the 
officers were called in this contest, and swore that they did what the 
law oy FCF them to do. 

Mr. CALKINS. . Allow me to ask a question at this point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly, if it is not taken out of my time. 

Mr. BUTLER. You will have all the time necessary to answer 

nestions. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understood that the United States su rs 
excluded 25 votes, which were afterward counted for Mr, d, as 
l wrong 8 on the ballots. 

A 7 PRINGER. They made return in accordance with facts, as 
ollows: 

For Walbridge A. Fiel. 410; for 579. Twenty-five addi- 
tional votes cast for Walbridge A. Meld of fourth district, not counted; left for 
decision of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. CALKINS. Suppose that these su isors were evidently mis- 
taken in the law. Does the gentleman claim that their return is bind- 
teupa this House ? 

. SPRINGER. The supervisors did not pretend to decide upon 
uestions of law. They merely reported the Fata, and in this they 
owed their fitness for the offices they held. 

Mr. EDEN. Is it not true that Mr. Dean got the 25755 of the 
votes by the count which gives the 25 votes to Mr. Field? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly, by the ward and supervisor's count. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is to say, upon the aggregate as you now 


make it up. ; 
There is no difference of opinion anywhere on 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
that point. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understand that in the aggregate of the vote as 
made up it does give Mr. Field the majority. 

Mr. SPRING The aldermanic count gives Mr. Field 5 sig hag 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. And the ward vote gives 5 
majority, counting the 25 for Field? 

Mr, CALKINS. The gentleman does not hold that the return of 
the 3 is conclusive; that it may not be inquired into? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have never contended that any return by any- 
body cannot be inquired into. The su isors in ward 18 stated on 
the face of the returns that they did not count the 25 votes, but 
referred that to the decision of the aldermen. 

Mr. CALKINS. But suppose they had counted them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would not bave changed the facts, for the 
Committee of Elections are all of the opinion that the 25 votes should 
be counted for Mr. Field and do count them for him. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand the majority of the committee to hold 
that where the ward officers or the aldermanic board make one return 
and the supervising inspectors another, the report of the latter officers 
should control the case, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no! that question is not involved in this case. 
We hold in this case that the ward officers’ and the United States 
supervisors’ count should control as gopr the aldermanic count. 

. CONGER. I was about to say that if I read the report aright 
I should almost be willing to lose a member of Congress for the sake 
of future cases from the Sonth, if the committee determine, as I think 
they do, that the return of the supervising inspectors shall be the 
controlling return. 
. Mr. SPRINGER. I have always had great hopes that my friend 
from Michigan would come to sée the law of this case as we see it. 

If we were considering the question as to which of the two counts 
had the greater probability of being trae—if we were not bound to 
recognize any particular count as the legal count, but were merely to 
take into consideration a count by citizens qualified by their intelli- 
gence to make a count, thongh without any legal character—if we 
were considering the case upon that basis, I would hold that a count 
made by sane officials of the city of Boston (a majority of whom 
were republi 
whom were republicans, had more probability of being true than a 
count made by three aldermen in secret and y in the night-time. 
I would hold that the count of one hund men, all agreeing, was 
entitled to greater weight with everybody desirous to know and to 
pursue the truth, than the count of any three persons would haye. 


icans) and twenty United States officials, one-half of | li 


But if these three persons were authorized by law to make the count 
and the others were not—if the count of those one hundred persons 
was not made in pursuance of law and the evidence of that fact was 
not brought here in the election contest, we would be obliged to fol- 
low the count of the legal authorities as against all others, 

Mr. CONGER. That does not answer the question. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will state his question again, I 
will try to answer it. 

Mr. CONGER. The majority of the committee in their report de- 
clare, as I understand, that the tarning-point of this case is upon the 
correctness of the return of the supervising inspectors. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not so understand. The turning-point in 
this case is that the ward officers of the State of Massachusetts 
with the duty of holding this election did hold it, did perform all 
their duties, (eighty officers in all being 8777 F in the ten wards,) 
and did declare upon their official oaths that Mr. Dean was elected. 
The United States supervisors also counted the votes, and their 
count agrees with that of the ward officers. I hold, therefore, that 
the aldermen who afterward declared a different result, in the manner 
Ihave pointed out, acted without authority of law, and that their 
action is utterly null and void. Further, I hold that the United States 
supervisors being present under the law of Congress at each of the 
wardsof that city, and having, in pursuance of United States law and 
under their oficial oaths, counted the votes and certified the results, 
and as their count agrees in all particulars with the ward count, 
that the ward count is so far corroborated that it should be sustained 
by this House and by all the courts of the land, unless proven to be 
fraudulent or erroneous by evidence taken under a contest, 

Mr. CONGER. All the importance that the gentleman gives to the 
return of the United States supervisors in favor of the correctness of 
their count I desire may be remembered in all these cases, those that 
are past and those that are to come, becanse it has been denied that 
the returns of the supervising inspectors have any weight in this 
House whatever. 

Mr. EDEN. Has my friend from Michigan refused heretofore to 
give weight to those returns in his determination of these cases? 

Mr. CONGER. Not that I know of. I did not have to. The ma- 
jority of the democracy, the gentleman himself included, have re- 
fused heretofore to give any weight to such returns. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That question is not in issne; but I do not re- 
member a case in which we have refused to give any weight to super- 
visors’ returns. 

Mr. FIELD. I would like to inquire of the gentleman whether 
there is any evidence in the case as to how many ward officers were 

ublicans and how many democrats? 

„SPRINGER. As to wards 16 and 18 there is evidence, and in 
the other wards I presume the facts were about the same as it ap- 
peared in wards 16 and 18, At least I have this information outside 
of the record. 

Mr. FIELD. Is it not the fact that three of the inspectors were 
appointed by the mayor, who was a democrat, and the other inspect- 
ors elected by the wards? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; that is true, 

Mr. FIELD. And, though there is no evidence upon the point, the 
probability is that a democratic ward would elect democratic inspect- 
ors and a republican ward would elect republican inspectors; but 
there is no evidence showing how many of the officers were of one 

y or the other in any ward or in all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Except as to wards 16 and 18, 

Mr. FIELD. Is there any evidence of that kind'as to those wards? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; as to wards 16 and 18 there is evidence 
as to the political complexion of the inspectors and the warden and 
the clerk; but it is also in evidence, and it is in accordance with the 
requirement of the law, that the supervisors in all cases were com- 
posed of one member of each political party. There is no allegation 
anywhere of any unfairness, undue isauship, incompetency, or 
fraud on the part of any election officer, and therefore, whether dem- 
ocrats or republicans, they are unimpeached as counting-officers. I 
presume, however, from the 8 complexion of the city, that a 
majority of them were re ublicans. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one further point and I have done. In wards 
16 and 18 the evidence taken in the contest goes behind the returns; 
and if we are to take the supervisors for saying, if they are 
for anything, they are certainly good as official witnesses to testify 
under oath as to what they know. They were introduced as wit- 
nesses in this contest. They were competent then as official wit- 
nesses. In wards 16 and 18 they were introduced as witnesses and 
they testified. I wish to call the attention of the House to that tes- 
timony on pages 13 to 20 of the report of the committee. They tes- 
tified that they counted each separately and for himself; that if an 
error eee they kept on counting until the error was corrected; 
that the returns they made were true returns, They were asked if 
there was any possibility of error. Mr. Bailey, of ward 16, a repub- 

ican supervisor and an official of the republican PN (na I am suro 
a man, or he would not be allowed to hold a in the post- 
ofice at Boston) testified that he had no doubt whatever but they 
had truly counted the ballots in that ward, and certified accordingly. 
So with ward 18. In ward 16 we have the testimony of one inspector 
and the clerk. We have also the testimony of Mr. Babson, an unofli- 
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cial n, and all testifying that the result of that election as found 
by the ward officers was the true result—of what? Of the election 
in those wards. 

Now, these witnesses are unimpeached and unimpeachable; their 
intelligence is not 8 they are of both parties, and they all 
swear to the same facts. One or two good witnesses would be suffi- 
cient to convict any member of this House, however high his char- 
acter, before any jury of this land,of a felony, and yet it is held not 
to be sufficient to prove how many votes were cast in a ward of the 
city of Boston, as if that was a matter so fraught with difficulty that 
there were but few men who could find it ont. Yet if 425 take the 
aldermanic count as to all the wards except wards 16 and 18, in which 
it is proven erroneous, Mr. Dean would be elected by 15 instead of 5 
majority. Take the case any way, from any stand point—take the 
aldermanic count except where disproved by testimony unimpeached 
and unimpeachable, and it appears the contestant has been elected. 

But it is said outside that we must decide this case against the con- 
testant, who is a democrat, because the preceding cases have been de- 
cided in favor of democrats. This is an ment not worth consid- 
ering. It is as if you should say to a court,“ You have decided, may 
it please the court, three cases in favor of the plaintiff, and now to 
be fair you ought to decide this case for the defendant.” What kind 
of argument would that be if addressed to a court of justice? What 
is it worth here? The proper course is to apply the law to all cases 
alike; apply the same principle of law to this as to all other cases, 
and if it puts the sitting member out and seats the contestant it is 
not our fault—it is the law that does it. It is the law which should 
govern and the law must have full force and effect. It should gov- 
ern in this case. It should be maintained not only in this House but 
everywhere else. The law and the facts seat the contestant. Tech- 
nically and upon the merits he is elected, and it would be a wrong 
to him and to the people of Massachusetts to deprive him of his seat 
in this House. 

In conclusion, let me briefly reeapitulate: Upon the law of the 
case I have shown that the aldermen acted without jurisdiction in 
the first place, and thereafter in disregard of every provision of the 
State law under which they assumed to act; and that the law of 
Congress requiring United States supervisors to be present at all 
times and places where the votes are cast and counted, and returns 
or certificates made out, was evaded, if not openly violated, 

Upon the merits of the case, I have shown that one hundred elec- 
tion officers of the city of Boston, representing all political parties, 
ten of whom were appointed at the instance of the hee, member to 
be his own witnesses, conducted the election fairly, legally, and hon- 
estly, and upon their official oaths have certified Mr. Dean to this 
House as the duly elected Representative to Congress from the third 
congressional district of Massachusetts; while but three persons of 
all those who ever counted the ballots, and they a committee of alder- 
men, acting without jurisdiction, have certified to the election of the 
sitting member. The ward officers and United States supervisors 
counted at their leisure, and had ample time for comparing their 
counts and correcting all errors. But the aldermen counted nearly 
20,000 votes in less than twenty hours, which would require them 
to examine, count, and tally a thousand ballots an hour. Was this 
possible, consistent with accuracy and reliability? The ward offi- 
cers did not know the result in any other wards, when they certi- 
fied their own count. But the aldermen knew j how many changes 
it would require to produce a different result. The ward officers 
counted the ballots actually cast, beyond all dispute or possibility of 
doubt. The aldermen counted the ballots after opportunity for tam- 
pering with them, after pasters had fallen off, and under new and 
extremely technical rules, laid down by themselves, with a view to 

roduce a different result. The ward officers’ count is corroborated 

y the United States supervisors of election and by all the circum- 
stances which usually secure fairness, The aldermen’s count is 
corroborated by nobody else, and has all the . which 
usually characterize error and give opportunity for fraud. The ward 
count was made in open daylight, in the presence of the electors in 
open ward meeting. The aldermen counted in secret and certified at 
a late and unusual hour of the night-time. The ward count gives a 
title directly from the people, the aldermanie, from a returning board. 
Which will this House recognize? We have certainly had enough 
of returning boards and technical decisions, which regard facts and 
the truth as aliunde. 

This House in judging of the election, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members is bound by no returns or technical rules of 
pleading. It is the truth alone that binds us. When we find it we 
must preserve it and give it effect. There is no course so safe, no 
position so firm, as “ the standing upon the vantage-ground of truth.” 


AUDITING DISTRICT CLAIMS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimons consent, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, as a substitute for House bill No. 2917, re- 

rted a bill (H. R. No. 3847) to authorize the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to avdit certain claims against the District and 
for funding the same; which was read a first and second time, or- 
dered to be printed, and recommitted, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BURCHARD, (at five o’clock and thirty- 
five minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BAKER, of New York: The petition of the publisher of the 
Cazenovia (New York) e e for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 64 citizens of Canastota, New York, for the 
repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUCK: petition of the publisher of the Appleton 
(Wisconsin) Volksfreund, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of one-legged and one-armed soldiers of Wiscon- 
sin, for an increase of Pose nite the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK, of New men fi Resolutions of the Legislature of 
New Jersey, opposing the transfer of the life-saving service to the 
Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of the ee fe of Saint Louis, Missouri, 
relative to improvements in the Mississippi River opposite the city of 
Saint Lonis, in Cahokia Chute—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DANFORD: The petition of G. W. Hervey and 107 other 
citizens, of Jefferson County, Ohio, against changing the tariff—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr, DAVIS, of California: The petition of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, favoring the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1462) relating to 
the fees of registers and receivers in land oflices—to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: A peper relating to the establishment of a post 
route from Cookville, via Brown’s Mills, Calf Killer; and Mrs. Jobn- 
son’s, to Crossville, Tennessee—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

H Mr. DUNNELL: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
asking for an extension of time in the t of land to aid the con- 
struction of the Southern Minnesota Railroad—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of 108 citizens of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, against the reimposition of the income tax—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EWING: The petitions of the publishers of the Columbus 
(Ohio) Gazette; of the Co mdent, Portsmouth, Ohio; of the Co- 
lumbus (Ohio) Dispatch ; of the Christian Union Witness, McArthur, 
Ohio; and of the McArthur (Ohio) Enquirer, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Edward George and 41 others; of William 
Howells and 43 others ; of O. A. Poland and 40 others; and of William 
Ward and 40 others, citizens of Columbus, Ohio, against reductions in 
the tariff—to the same committee, 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of H. P. Bradbury and others, against 
transferring the life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of citizens of Jersey City, 
New Jersey, that said city be made a port of entry—to the same com- 
mittee. : 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, opposing the 
transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers relating to the claim of W. D. Bibb—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of citizens of Rushford, New 
York, for payment of bounty in certain cases—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIDDER: A paper relating to the establishment of certain 
peo in the Territory of Dakota—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of George Braune and others, for the establish- 

ment of a land office at Jamestown, Dakota Territory—to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petitions of Benjamin Estis and 30 others, 
and of Edward Brunson, John J. Hanna, and 90 others, citizens of 
Ontario County, New York, against a change of the tariff on wool— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of A. H. Sa 
amendment of the law granting bounty to soldiers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY. Resolutions of the Mahoning County (Ohio) 
Council of Patrons of Husbandry, against any reduction of the tariff 
3 wool or other American products—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of spice importers and dealers, for 
the passage of the bill to prevent adulteration of spices—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PEDDIE: The petition of cigar and tobacco manufacturers, 
jobbers, and dealers of Newark, New Jersey, for the reduction of the 
tax on tobacco, and for a drawback in case the tax is reduced—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REILLY: The petitions of Catharine Walter and of 
Thomas Lloyd, that their names be placed on the pension-roll—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts: The petition of J. H. South- 
worth and others, of Massachusetts, against the re-enactment of the 
income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Meane. 


er and others, for the 
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By Mr. RYAN: The petition of the publishers of the Phone 
named papers in Kansas: the Harvey County News; the Sanepan - 
ent, McPherson; the News, Hutchinson; the Register, Great Bend; 
the Walnut Valley Tim l Dorado; the Sumner County Press; the 
Chronicle, Burlingame; the Courant-Ledger, Howard; and the Chau- 
tanqua News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas State Horticultural Society, favor- 
ing the establishment of a national department of commerce—to the 
Committee on 9 i 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of post-routes from Lar- 
ned to Livingston, Kansas, and from Haynesville to Iuka, Kansas— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of the trustees of Howard College, 
Marion, Alabama, for compensation for the use and occupation of 


their college buildings from May to September, 1865, and for damages 
i the same by the United States Army—to the Committee on War 
aims. 


By Mr. SMITH, of Georgia: The petition of citizens of Mitchell 
County, Georgia, for an appropriation for the improvement of Flint 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of J. V. Brower, for relief of all 
registers and receivers of 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Ph. Sinsz, of Baltimore, Mary- 
land, relating to the importation of diamonds—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of citizens of 
North Argyle, New York, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNEY: The petitions of workingmen of Southside, West- 
moreland County, Pennsylvania, and of citizens of Sarimer Station, 
in the same county, against any reduction of the present duties on 
foreign goods—to the Committee of Ways and Meaus. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The 
citizens of Roxbury, Ohio, an 
citizens of the same county, against any reduction or change in the 
tariff—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William G. Woodford and 33 other citizens 
of Washington County, Ohio; of Jacob Bohl and 14 others, of the 
same county; and of Henry McGreer and 14 others, of the same 
county, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of D. Devol, A. J. Cook, and 60 other citizens of 
Eaglesport, Ohio, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of M. N. Killebre 
& Son, manufacturers at Newton, Alabama, that tariff duties remain 
bare se until thoroughly investigated—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the establishment of a post- route from El 
Alabama, to Euchee Anna, Florida, via McLean’s Mills, Old Town, an 
J. M. Smith’s, Alabama, and Alford’s Mills, Henry Laird’s, and John 
8 enid Florida—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the State of New York, in relation to the automatic sig- 
nal-bnoy—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of the publisher of the Tecumseh 
(Michigan) Herald, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, March 15, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent that 
to-morrow be devoted to private bills in lien of to-day, in order that 
the House may proceed with the consideration of the Massachusetts 
contested-election case. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not to-morrow private-bill day? 

The SPEAKER. Saturday is not private-bill day. It was, but the 
rule has been changed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope there will be no objection for setting to- 
morrow apart instead of to-day for the consideration of private bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not clear whether nished busi- 
ness coming over from yesterday, and involving a question of the 
highest privilege, would not to-day interfere with the consideration 
of the private business until disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That certainly is the case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the question to the House if 
n . Is there objection to the proposition of the gentleman 
fron: Illinois that to-morrow instead of to-day be devoted to the 
consideration of private bills? 


tition of T. D. Ball and 13 other | the Go 
of Henry Blackman and 36 other | $ 


Mr. BRIGHT. I wish it to be distinctly understood by the House 
that if to-morrow is substituted for to-day for the purpose of going 
on with private business there shall be a session to-morrow, and that 
we shall not be disappointed in a session by any motion to adjourn 
over until Monday. 

The SPEAKER. That would be for the House to determine. 
poe WADDELL Mr. Speaker, would not this change a rule of the 

ouse 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for the House to make the ar- 
8 by unanimous consent. 

. WADDELL, Mr. MILLS, and Mr. HUNTON objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the re order to-day is the elec- 
tion case, coming over as unfinished business from yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will repeat that he will submit the 
question to the House. The unfinished business being the election 
case, and therefore of the highest privilege, it is not clear whether 
it would not come up in preference to other business under the rule. 
The Chair, however, is willing to submit the question to the House, 
and it can be by raising the question of consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. LI raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the House will consent to assign to-morrow, 
to the exclusion of all other business, to the consideration of private 


nited States district land offices—to the | bills. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to know, and could not re- 
peat if he did know, the motives of gentlemen who made the objec- 
tion. 

CUSTOMS AND APPRAISER’S BUILDING IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California. I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
resolution which I send to the desk for present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the H. Representatives, That the honorable the Secretary of th: 
As kans thts House as to the use now being made of the eustom-house and 


old appraiser's store in the city of San 8 the use proposed to be mado 
erec P 


or 


Mr. MILLS. I object to the present consideration of anything but 
the Private Calendar. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman in charge of the election case 

8 to test the sense of the House as to proceeding with it? 
r. CANDLER. Les, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am myself indifferent whether the House pro- 
ceeds now with the election case or not; but the gentleman from 
Georgia [ Mr. CANDLER] who now has the floor desires to speak to-day, 
as he must leave the city to-night, and I hope he will be permitted to 
do so. And I desire to-morrow shall be set apart as private-bill day 
in lien of to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That has been objected to. The two propositions 
cannot be coupled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House shall decide to give priority to-day 
to the election case, I shall then ask that to-morrow we shall take 
up private bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CANDLER] 
must test the sense of the House by moving to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. CANDLER. I make that mo ion. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that this day is set apart 
by the rules for the consideration of private business. 

The SPEAKER. So it is; but the question of consideration can 
be raised, and it is for the House to determine and not the Chair. This 
is the mode in which to test the sense of the House on that question. 
Those who wish to go on with the consideration of reports from com- 
mittees of a private nature and of the Private Calendar will vote in 
the negative. Those who desire to proceed with the election case 
will vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Would it be in order to move an amendment to 
the pending proposition, that private business be gone on with to- 
morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

The question being taken on Mr. CANDLER’s motion; there were— 
ayes 110, noes 51. 

So the House resolved to resume the consideration of the election 
case of Dean vs. Field, from the third congressional district of Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask unanimous consent that to-morrow be 
assi as private-bill day instead of to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Will not the election case run over till to-morrow ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will be disposed of to-day. I propose to move 
the previous question in time to dispose of it to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois EA SPRINGER] 
asks unanimous consent that to-morrow’s session be devoted to pri- 
vate business. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURCHARD. To be considered as rp e day? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; the same as y. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I rose to interpose an objection ; and I 
think the Chair did not hear me. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman say that he objected in time? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wished to make an objection in the 
form of an inquiry, whether it was understood that private business 
would be taken up to-morrow to the exclusion of the election case, if 
it should not be finished to-day ? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make a modified objection 
in that way. The gentleman in charge of the election case stated his 
pu to have it 8 of to-day. P 

. SPRINGER. I think there is no doubt we will finish the case 
to-day. 

Mr CONGER. The order just made to devote the session of to- 
morrow to private business having been made by unanimous consent, 
I wish to inquire of the Chair if a motion to reconsider and lay on the 
table is necessary. If it is, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The effect, really, of the unanimous consent is a 
suspension of the rules, and a motion to reconsider is not necessary. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MOBILE HARBOR, 


Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to this House the 
report made by the board consisting of General Joseph E. Totten, Chief of — 5 
neers ; Professor A. D. . Coast and er 
Charles Henry Davis, and submitted to the harbor commisssioners, upon the im- 
provement of the harbor and bay of Mobile, under date of February 21, 1860, and 
referred to in the report of J. II. Simpson, colonel of Engineers, to General A. A. 
Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, under date of December 26, 1970. 

Mr. SHELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUNDING OF THE NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. ROBBINS.. I ask unanimons consent to report back the bill 
H. R. No. 3356, with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and 
to ask that it be committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that Thursday of next week be set apart for 
its consideration. A 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Is this the regular order? If not 
I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROBBINS. This is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. If the regular order be insisted upon, the House 
must resume the consideration of the unfinished business of yester- 
day, which was the contested-election case from the third district of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I understand that the matter which 
the e pee from North Carolina desires to bring before the House 
is of considerable importance, and therefore I withdraw my call for 
the ar order. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee of Ways and Means, re 
as a substitute for House bill No. 3356, a bill (H. R. No. 3848) to pro- 
mote the deposit of savings in the Treasury and the refunding of the 
national debt; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I now move that the substitute be printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that next Thursday be set for the day fcr its consideration after 
the morning hour and from day to day until dis of. 

Mr. BLO . I objectif it is to interfere with the reports from 
the Committee of Appropriations. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I will agree that it shall not antagonize the bills 
of the Committee of Appropriations. 

at HEWITT, of Alabama. I object to making it a special order, 
anyhow. 

e SPEAKER. It is not allowable to make conditional objec- 


ons. 
The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. WADDELL. I wish to give notice to the House that on Tues- 
ay next I propose to report from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads the general post-route bill, and I ask the gentlemen 
to get their routes in before that time, 

APPOINTMENT OF CADETS. ) 
: — O'NEILL. Task unanimous consent to offer the following reso- 
ution: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be ested to inf 
this House whether, in his opinion, the sypointments as eran oF ten cadets aa 
nually each to the United States e Academy and the United States Naval 
Seer ea ry canes orca oars ee ar 

wor * 
has bean eapposed to givo moh power of — — ps 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I now call for the regular order. 

ELECTION CONTEST—DEAN VS. FIELD. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the House 
resumes the consideration of the unfinished business of yesterday, 
being the election contest from the third district of Massachusetts, 
of Dean rs. Field. 

The pending question was upon the resolutions reported by the 
majority and minority of the Committee of Elections. 


The resolutions reported by the majority of the committee are as 


follows: i 
Resolved, That W. A. Field is not entitled to a seat in this House as a 
resentative from the con; district of the State of Massachusetts. 
That Dean is entitled to a seat in the House of Representa- 
tives from the third i district of the State of Massachusetts. 


The resolutions reported by the minority of the committee are as 
follows: i 


Resolved, That Walbridge A. Field is entitled to a seat in this House as a Repre- 
sentative in the Forty-fifth Congress from the third district of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That Dean is not entitled to a seat in this House as a Repre- 
sentative in the Forty-fifth Congress from the third congressional district of 
sachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CaNDLER] is 
entitled to the floor upon this question. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, if it were desirable, time would not 
permit me to go into matters that are not necessarily connected with 
this case. I will only stop to say that there is nothing in the evi- 
dence in this case which would even raise a suspicion that any per- 
son connected with any of the several counts that have been made 
of the votes cast at this election had been gul of any fraud or lias 
desired to do anything that was wrong. The been no counting 
of the votes in this case in the dark, or in secret, or with anybody 
excluded therefrom. There has been no skillful . of the 
votes by anybody. The case does not depend upon facts that may 
sj ie discovered by the examination of contradictory evidence. 

ere are some undisputed matters of fact, there are some disputed 
8 of law, and that is all there is in the case. Walbridge A. 
ield holds his seat upon the floor of this House upon a certificate of 
the governor of Massachusetts, 3 upon a return that shows 
that he received 9,320 votes and that Benjamin Dean received 9,315 
votes. The law of Massachusetts is that the person receiving in any 
election the highest number of votes cast is the person elected. Field 
having had by this return, upon which the certificate was predicated, 
the highest number of votes cast at this election was elected a mem- 
ber of Congress and is entitled to his seat, if that is the result that 
was ascertained in the manner prescribed by law or unless that re- 
turn, by evidence outside of it, is shown not to speak the truth. 

There are then just these two questions in this case: one is a ques- 
tion of law and the other a question of fact, undisputed, unquestioned 
by any one, as to whether this result that I havo named was the re- 
sult that had been ascertained in the manner 8 by law fof 
holding an election for member of Congress. The other question is 
whether that result was the true result of the election held in this 
manner; and there is nothing else in the case. 

If there be any member here who is willing to decide or has decided 
this case upon the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. PERTOT WON I follow, that one of these parties was a demo- 
crat and the other a republican—if there are men upon either side of 
this House who will decide the question upon such a statement of 
facts, to him I have nothing to say. I take it that a large number of 
. upon both sides of the House desire to know what 
is the truth in this case, as Representatives sworn under tho Consti- 
tution of the United States to judge of the election, qualification, and 


returns of its members; to determine the truth, and who have the 


manhood to assert it when they shall have discovered it. 

I trust that I have no other desire, and have the ability to ascertain 
and determine that truth. 

This return is here, and upon it rests the claim of the sitting mem- 
ber. Unless the return can be avoided in some way, unless it can be 
shown that it does not state the true result of the election, then the 
sitting member is entitled to remain here, and it is the duty ot Repre- 
sentatives so to declare. 

How has that result been ascertained ? Elections in Massachusetts 
for Representatives in Congress are held under a system of law pro- 
vided by the Legislature of Massachusetts. They are held in the . 
towns or in the wards of cities. Where the district, as is the case 
with the third congressional district, is entirely in a city, the election 
is held only in wards. In each ward there are six in: tors of elec- 
tion, three appointed by the mayor of the city and three elected by 
the qualified voters of the wards respectively; and there is also a 
warden and a clerk foreach ward. No other persons are connected 
with the holding of the election. There are no clerks provided or 
authorized to be there. The inspectors, the warden, and the clerk of 
the ward hold the election. 

After the counting of the votes the warden declares the result of 
the election held in that ward, making the declaration in open ward 
meeting. After the votes are counted, the ballots are sealed up and 
transmitted to the city clerk, not by the ward clerk, but by a con- 
stable who is in attendance upon the ward election. They are sealed 
up with a seal provided for each ward, the seal being retained by the 
clerk of the ward. The constable takes and delivers the sealed bal- 
lots to the clerk of the city. In the same way the check list is sealed 
5 0 in a separate envelope and that is delivered to the city clerk. 
Then the clerk of the ward delivers the return of the ward election 

rson to the city clerk. 

here are no returns that go up from the wards to the governor 
and council; no ward return ever does go to the governor and council. 
They know nothing, and can kuow nothing, of what has been the 
special results in the wards, But now and for years past the ward 


in 
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returns are consolidated to make up a city return, and that is certi- 
fied by the board of aldermen and attested by the clerk of the city 
and transmitted under seal to the secretary of the commonwealth. 
That is afterward opened by the governor and council, and they de- 
termine, from the return that is made by the board of aldermen, who 
has been elected. It is the duty of the board of aldermen in all cases 
to examine the returns made from the wards, with a view to discover 
if there are any errors in the ward returns. If there be any, then it 
is their duty to require a correction of the ward returns by the ward 
ofiicers holding the election. They embody in their consolidated re- 
turn to the governorthe amended returns by the ward officers together 
with the original returns. 

In the counting of the votes npon these returns, or in the making 
up of the result from the several returns, they are prohibited from 
rejecting any ward return when they can ascertain for whom the 
votes have been cast. Since 1863 they have had this provision in 
substance: that whenever a certain number of voters (the number 
now is ten) asked for a recount of the ballots cast and the votes given 
in any ward that recount shall be had. The board of aldormen are 
be piesa bag’ have been since 1863, to open the ballot-boxes, in which 
are nothing but the ballots, and go into an examination of the ballots 
in each ward from which there comes such an application for a re- 
count, in order to determine whether the return made by the ward 
officers is true or not. Upon discovering any error in the return of 
the votes they are to correct that return, to amend it, and the amended 
return is entered upon record in the city records as the true return of 
the ward, so declared by the statute of the State. 

It has been een that these State statutes have no application 
to a congressional election. It has been stated in the so-called ma- 
jority report of the Committee of Elections that this act authorizing 
a recount upon a mane for the recount by voters of the ward has 
no application at all to a congressional election. I believe the same 
declaration has been made by the author of that so-called majority 
report upon the floor of this House. 

And in passing I desire to say that if there be merit in this claim 
or nt, then the author of the so-called majority report, the gen- 
tleman who preceded me in this discussion, is entitled to havea copy- 
right for the published opinion. So far as the evidence which we have 
here goes, he is the first man, whether in Massachusetts or anywhere 
else, who ever suggested it. It does not come here from the contest- 
ant in this case, because as early as the 7th day of December, 1876, 
he asked the clerks of the city of Boston to retain the ballots cast in 
the congressional election under this act of 1876, in order that here- 
after the result might be determined. I read his application: 


BOSTON, December 7, 1876. 
Dear Sm: I claim that at the election held on the Tth of November lant I was 
elected Representative in for the third district, and intend to controvert 
the election of Wulbridge A. Field, esq., who has or may receive a certificate of 
election for the same. I therefore desire you to retain the envelope containing the 
Lallots thrown at said clection in said district until such election shall have Bii 
docided by the authority competent to detormine the same, as provided in chapter 


188 of — 1 ad this Commonwealth, pasagi in the year 1876, 
, your o ser van 
x BENJAMIN DEAN, 
S. F. McCreary, 
Clerk of the City of Boston. 


It was not discovered by the distinguished counsel who appeared 
for this contestant. When he appeared before the board of aldermen 
ho raised but one single question in this case, which was as to the 
right of the board of aldermen to count certain votes for Mr. Field 
which had upon them “fourth district” when they should have had 
“third district.” There was no question that these aldermen had no 
right to recount and that they were not acting in pursuance of law. 

The only claim was that they had no judicial power; that they could 
not determine a question requiring the introduction of evidence pro 
and con; that they could only open the ballot-boxes and count the 
votes and see whether the return made by the ward officers was a cor- 
rect return of the votes cast. 

There has not been an election for a member of Congress held in 
the State of Massachusetts from the time of the passage of these acts 
to the present where any portion of the district was embraced within 
a city, when there has not been, if request has been made, a recount 
of the ballots by the aldermen of that city. I believe that in the elec- 
tion of every member on this floor from the State of Massachusetts 
who represents any portion of a city, the votes have been recounted 
by the aldermen wherever a request has been made, 

In a contested-election case decided by the Forty-fourth Con 
the Committee of Elections having then the same distinguished chair- 
man, [Mr, Harris, of Virginia,] the case of Abbott vs. Frost, it ap- 

by the record that a count had been made by the aldermen 
upon a N made on the part of the friends of the contestant, 
Judge Abbott. A recount was made by the aldermen of the city of 
Chelsea, and I hold in my hand one of t 
which was filed in that case, and under w 

read it: 
SAMUEL BASSETT, Esq., 
City Clerk to the City of Chelsea: 


We, the undersigned, being ten legal voters of ward 1 of the city of — 
hereby porty you, the city clerk of said Chel that the returns of the wa 

olllcers of said ward are erroneous in that the said returns give too large number 
of votes for Rufus S. Frost as Representative to Congress for the fourth district, 
and too few votes for Josiah G. Abbott as Representative to Congress from the 


1 for a recount, 
hich a recount took place, 


1 5 ype district, and they demand a recount of said votes and an examination 
0 returns. 
(Signed by ten qualified voters of ward 1, in the city of Chelsea.) 


It will be observed that in this application there is no statement of 
any error having been committed, other than the simple statement 
that too many votes have been counted for Frost and too few votes 
for Abbott, with a demand for a recount. 

I now come to the law itself. The act of April 13, 1863, “An act 
concerning elections in cities,” provides 

hall be for United States oficera, far State, county, city, or ward ofloers 1t Wal 
8! or Uni 0 county, or w 
be the duty of the warden, Renn ay 

Tread this act to show that it expressly covers all elections in cities 
for all officers, whether national, rni or ward. In all such 
elections it is provided that the votes go through this exact 
process of a recount. 

The act of 1874 which enlarges the act to which I have just re- 
ferred is “an act relating to elections,” the fortieth section of which 
provides— 

T7777 
county, or u en or 
— — all the ballots, — * dr 
to be ed and transmitted in the way I have mentioned, and 
that ey be recounted npa the request of ten citizens of any ward 
by the aldermen of the city. 

I now come to the act of 1876, a portion of which is embodied in 
the so-called majority report from the Committee of Elections. This 
is “an act in addition to an act relating to elections.” I will state 
the difference between this act and those of 1863 and 1874. Under the 
act of 1863 it was provided that the recount should take place in all 
cities whether the election was for United States officers, State, 
county, town, or ward officers. But there was no limitation as to the 
time within which applications should be made. Applications were 
to be mado upon the part of the citizens of a ward; and the ballots 
were to be preserved for sixty daysonly. Provision was made under 
the act of 1863 for sending up the ballots from the wards to the city 
clerk, by whom they should be preserved for sixty days; and if with- 
in the time given to the aldermen to declare the result of an election 
an application Seat by ten or more citizens should come up, it was 
made tho duty of the aldermen to open the ballot-boxes, examine the 
ballots, and determine whether the return of votes from the wards 
spoke the truth or not. The act of 1874 in addition to providing for 
a return of ballots and for their preservation for sixty days provided 
further that the check lists should be preserved and sent up from the 
wards. But in the mean time the aldermen might have gone on and 
declared the result without waiting for the requests to come up. 

Therefore the act of 1876 provided three things: first, that the re- 
quest should be made within three days from the election ; second, 
that it should be a request from ten voters, not merely ten citizens 
of a ward; and third, that the board of aldermen should not declare 
the result of an election until the time allowed for requesting a ro- 
count had expired. I now read the fourth section of the act of 1876: 

Src. 4. If within three days next following the days of any election ten or more 
qualified voters of any ward shall file with the city clerk a statement in writing 
that they bave reason to believe that the returns of the ward officers are erroneous, 
specifying wherein they deem them in error, said city clerk shall forthwith trans- 
mit such statement to the board of aldermen or the committee thereof appointed 
to examine the returns of said election. The board of aldermen, or their commit- 
tee, shall thereupon, aud within five days, Sunday excepted, next following the 
day of election, open the envelope— 

By the envelope is meant simply the box— 
and examine the ballots thrown in said ward, and determine the questions rai 
they shall then again seal the envelope, either with the seal of the city or a 
provided for the purpose, and shall indorse u 


said envelope a certificate that 
the 3 has been opened and again sealed by them in conformity to law; aud the 
envelo 


sealed as aforesaid, shall be returned to the city clerk. Said city clerk. 
upon the certificate of the board of aldermen or their committee, shall alter and 
amend such ward returns as have been proved to be erroneous, and sach amended 
returns shall stand as the true returns of the ward. 


This act, it will be observed, does not require, as stated in the so- 
called majority report, that there shall be an examination merely of 
the ballots specified in the request. “Examine the ballots thrown in 
said ward and determine the questions raised.” That is to determine 
the correctness of the return of the votes. There is nothing buta 
return of the number of votes, the person voted for, and the office for 
which he was designated. It was to examine the ballots in order to 
determine the question raised of the number of votes given for the 
candidates, and nothing else. It is to determine the question raised, 
and then it is farther provided they shall then again send the envel- 
ope there with the of the city or a seal provided for the purpose. 

Now, sir, what is not in this report, but whatis in this act is what 
the gentleman whom I follow said with the utmost confidence could 
not be found anywhere in these laws, that it was ridiculous to assert 
it, that there was no such word as “recount” or a single word which 
would lead any one to believe there was anything else but an exam- 
ination of ballots. I read section 5: 

Sec. 5. The board of aldermen shall not declare the result of an election until the 
time specified in the preceding section for filing a request for a recount of ballots 
shall have expired, or in case of such request havin made, until the said bal- 
lots have been examined and the returns amended, if found erroneous, any provis- 
ion in the charter of any city or in any act in amendment thereof to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


Section 35 of tlie act of 1874, by which a request for a recount could 
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be had, by which the ballots were to be returned, by which the check- 
lists were to be returned, had this provision that— 


In all returns of elections the whole number of ballots given in shall be — 
stated in words at — ap and blank pieces of paper shall not be counted as bal - 
lots: Provided, That omission to state the whole number of ballots shall not 
make the return invalid in any case in which the true result of the election can be 
ascertained from the other parts of the return, or by a recount made in conformity 
with the provisions of law. 

By section 8 of the act of 1878 that section was amended by addin 
thereto at the end thereof “or by a recount made in conformity wi 
the provisions of law.” 

Am I not right, therefore, when I say these statutes apply in express 
terms to congressional elections? Am I not right when I say. in 
express terms they provided for a recount and for a request for the 
recount made within three days from any ward by ten voters of the 
ward—not any attack on the action of the officers—no complaint of 
fraud, but a statement by persons disconnected with the election 
except as voters that the return of their votes had not been correctly 
made, that the return had not been made as required by law, but 
that there was an error in the return, an error in the count of yo 
and they desired to have a recount. Upon that, what is the duty o 
these aldermen? Not to examine the ret not to examine any- 
thing which has been done, but to go to one place where there is 
nothing else but ballots; to go into the sealed boxes which, under 
the oaths of these ward officers, contained nothing but the ballots 
which had been cast and examine only what is there—ballots,—in 
order to determine—what? Whether the return that was made, 
saying Field and Dean received each a certain number of votes, was 
true or not. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that since 1863 no count in Massachusetts or 
elsewhere down to the drafting of this report ever questioned the duty 
of the aldermen to count the votes—to recount the ballots upon a 
request coming up in that way. There has hardly been an election 
where it has not done. Within the last four years in the city of 
Boston there have been thirty-eight official recounts by the of 
aldermen on requests no more specific than the requests coming up 
in this case. In four years in this one city such has been the case, and 
yet the gentleman whom I follow has said that a recount by the alder- 
men has never been heard of or authorized. 

I want to say another thing. There never has been a recount made 
by the aldermen that has not shown mistakes made in the wards, 
sometimes one way and sometimes the other, so it had got to be the 
language of reports that ward counts were but rough counts. Some- 
times they were written on the blackboard so the men who came into 
the ward meeting pa pe read them. 

In the wards the oflicers were required to commence the count early 
so that immediately upon the close of the polls announcement could 
be made of the result. Nobody ever considered those ward counts so 
reliable that upon them title could be derived to any office. I may 
as well in this connection refer to a case in Massachusetts occurring 
before the passage of any of these acts. In 1863—it may have been 
the suggestion for these acts—in a case decided in this House where 
Sleeper contested the seat of Alexander H. Rice from the city of Bos- 
ton there were counts made in the wards and the returns were then 
sent up to the board of aldermen. They did not then have these 
statutes, which make it the duty of the board of aldermen to go into 
the boxes and count the votes, but the same provision of law made 
them examine the returns and correct them if they were not right. 
‘There were then no ward returns made to the governor and the coun- 
cil. In this case there was a mistake made which elected Sleeper by 
29 votes. 

There was a mistake in one of the wards, ward No. 12; a mistake 
made by not counting certain ballots. The result was declared in 
the several wards, and was sent up to the board of aldermen, Sleeper 
being elected by a majority, I believe, of 29 votes. The clerk of thi 
wack: No. 12, instead of transmitting the ballots had taken the bal- 
lots to his own house, locked them up, and put them in the attic of 
his house, and kept them there for seven days figuring over them him- 
self, He found there was a mistake and went ont through the ward, 
hunted up the ward officers, assembled them together, showed they 
had made a mistake and they corrected the mistake; and they made 
a return seven days after that election to the board of-aldermen, and 
upon that corrected return made seven days after the election, when 
the ballots had been in the hands of the clerk locked up and he had 
discovered a mistake, it was held in this House without a division in 
the vote that there was a mistake, that the original count of the ward 
was not right, and they seated Rice according to amended return. 

I read from that case to show what was the form in which the city 
return was made. It is complained in this case that no copy of the 
recorded return from the ward has been transmitted by the of 
aldermen to the council of the State of Massachusetts. There never 
was such a thing done in the State of Massachusetts; and whatever 
other Sings the industry and ingennity of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois have discovered they have been insufficient to find 
this, Here is the form: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS: 


Ata legal meeting of the inhabitants of the city of Boston, in the county of Suffolk 
and Commonwealth of Massachusetts, qualitied by tho constitution to vote for civil 
officers, holden in their several wards on the4th day of November, being the Tuesday 
after the first Dee dey said month, in the year of our Lord 1862, for tho pu 
of giving in their votes for a Representative in the congressional district No. i of 


said Commonwealth, it appears from the several returns made to. the board of al- 
dermen, and by them examined according to law, that the whole number of votes 
given in were sorted, counted, recorded, and declaration thereof made, as by the 
constitution is directed, and were for the followin 8: 

John 8. Nes of Roxbury, 3,629; Alexander If Rice, of Boston, 3,717; Alexan- 
der H. Rice, of Roxbury, 8; Lysander Spooner, of Boston, 1; —— Rice, 1; Will- 
iam Whitney, 1; Henry Croker, 1. 

SAMUEL R, SPINNEY, 
THOMAS P. RICH, 
JOS. L. HENSHAW, 


E. T. WILSON 
THOMAS C. AMORY, JR., 
OTIS NORCROSS, 


Wr Aldermen of the City of Boston. 
SAMUEL F. McCreary, 
City Uler 


And now in this case we have the exact form which was used in 
1862. It is as follows: 
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS: 

At a legal meeting of the inhabitants of the city of Boston, in th of Suf- 
om, qualified, as ` the constitution 5 b vote for civil off nema he on 


er next after the first Monday in November, being the 7th day of said 
month, in the year 1876, for the giving in their votes for a member of 
the Forty-fifth Congress for the third district of the commonwealth, all the ballots 
given therefor were sorted, counted, and recorded, and m thereof ma 

as by the constitution is directed, and having been duly certified to the board o 
aldermen of said city, were found to be as follows: 

Walbridge A. F of Boston, 9,320 ; 25 of which were headed ward 18, and read 
as follows: “ For Representativo to Congress, fourth district, Walbridge A. Field, 
of Boston.” 8 Dean, of Boston, 9,315; William A. Field, 1 Field, 
3: Leopold Morse, 1; Rufus S. Frost, 3; Nei Wt 1. 


— 


LINTON VIL 
II. O. BIGELOW, 
GEO. T. SAMPSON, 
THOS. J. WHIDDEN, 
CHOATE BURNHAM, 
Aldermen of the City of Boston. 
Attest: 
S. F. MOCLEARY, 
City Clerk, 

The very same form is used. And I say to gentlemen who state 
that they are willing to accept reports that come from the Commit- 
tee of Elections, I say to them in the interest of truth that there has 
never been a ward return upon which the governor issued his certifi- 
cate of election in the State of Massachusetts sent up in a different way. 

What are the facts of the case? These elections were held and 
there was nothing wron intentionally on the part of anybody con- 
nected therewith. No election officer in this case wanted to deprive— 
or at least there is no evidence of it—any man of a vote. It docs not 
appear what were the politics of most of the ward officials. But it 
does appear from the evidence that the count by the aldermen was 
made by democrats. It was made by a committee of aldermen com- 

of three members, two of whom were democrats and one a repub- 
ican. That is a fact which nobody questions. And while I will not 
claim that democrats are any better than other people, yet I am sat- 
istied, according to my raising and education, they are Saat as good 
as other people. And the men here, who being democrats, discovered 
that the greatest number of votes were given for the republicans, 
were not milk-and-cider democrats either; they were men that upon 
all occasions voted and acted and insisted upon whatever contributed 
to the success of the democratic party. 

These three gentlemen, a committee appointed by the democratic 
mayor of the city of Boston, one of these democrats being a resident 
of the congressional district, counted these votes within the time that 
they were required so to do. They counted them within the five days; 
counted them, not in secret; counted them, commeneing at the very 
time they were required to commence, and continuing to count in the 
day-time and in the night-time until they completed the count; they 
counted the ballots from each one of these wards, the contents of one 
box at a time; counting in the presence of the clerk; in the public 
city hall; in the presence of the assistant city clerk ; in the presence 
of the clerks of these commissioners; with the knowledge on the 
part of the parties in this case; in the very time the law says they 
shall count; at the very place the law says they shall count; in the 
very manner the law says they shall count. There is no evidence 
that anybody was excluded—either the candidates, the supervisors, 
the friends of the parties, their lawyers or anybudy else. 

If may be said the supervisors were not there; but they knew when 
the count was to take place; and you canno more say that this was 
a secret count from which anybody was excluded than you can say 
that your Committee of Elections which passed upon a question here 
where both parties are represented and where anybody can go who 
may choose to go there and does not attempt to interrupt the proceed- 
ings, is asecret conclave of skillful manip rs of ballots. And they 
made declaration of the vote and have reported it to the board of 
aldermen, and these ties and their attorneys were informed of it, 
and a day was fixed for them to appear before the board of aldermen 
in order to discuss the questions that were before them. And they are 
there, the parties to this contest, with their counsel, with briefs, and 
with arguments. 

They were there then with these parties present before there had 
been a final declaration; before there had been a record of the result 
found by them. The board of aldermen met, with these parties ond 
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their counsel invited there, and the opinion of the district attorney of 
the city of Boston was invoked upon the only question then made in 
the case. 

I will read from the proceedings before the board of aldermen. 
Judge Abbott, the counsel for Mr. Dean, is alawyer of t eminence 
and through his associate counsel put before the board the point, and 
it was the only one, that it was not competent for the board of alder- 
men to decide upon what was the intention of the voters who cast 
those 25 votes for member to Congress from the fourth district. That 
was the only question submitted to the district attorney of Boston. 
The argument of Judge Abbott was that it was not within the power 
of the board of aldermen to pass upon a question of that kind, becanse 
the law did not confer upon them that power. But I will read from 
Judge Abbott’s argument : 

All that Mr. Stackpole had said was to induce the board to say that the intention 
of the 1 voters was different from the intention they expressed. It might 
as well be that the intent of certain other voters was entirely different from 
their intentions as expressed. He would not argue the question of intent, for it 
was not ly before the board, and if the board F 
. To-day he is here to ask the board to certify to the 
governor and council, not their opinion, but the facts just as given and just as they 
appeared from the ballot-box. He defied the connsel on the other side to present a 
single case of a board whose duty is to examine the ballot-box and ie hah ade 
found where it has been beld that such a board has the right to inquire in 
anything. Could the ward officers hear evidence as to tho intent of voters? They 
are to count the votes, make return to the city clerk of what tho votes show. They 
do their duty if they give what appears in the ballot-box. Then if ten voters of a 
ward think there has an error on the certificate of the ward officers, they can 
appeal to the board, not to hear evidence, but to ascertain whether there has 
a mistake in the return of the ward officers. 


The board of aldermen had before them the ten ballot-boxes from 
this district. They examined the ballots in them, sometimes in the 
day and sometimes even at night, and were continuously working 
upon them in the presence of the officers of the board. They foun 
that 9,320 votes had been cast for Mr. Field and 9,315 votes for Mr. 
Dean. They found further that of these 9,320 votes cast for Mr, 
Fiod 8 12 them bore upon them the words “ fourth district ” instead 
of the third. 

Judge Abbott, Mr. Dean’s counsel, and Mr, Dean said, “ Count the 
votes just as you find them in the ballot-boxes, and do not you deter- 
mine whether these voters who voted on a ticket headed fourth dis- 
trict intended to vote for Walbridge A. Field or for somebody else.“ 

That is all there was in this case. No other complaint was made, 
There were just 25 of these votes, and if they are not counted for Mr, 
Field then Mr. Dean is elected. they are counted for Mr, Field, he 
(Mr. Field) is elected. 

Up to that day it had never entered into the mind of this contestant 
or of his counsel or anybody else, so far as the evidence shows, that 
the board of aldermen had no right to recount the ballots. When did 
they count? What did they count? Ie was exactly upon the day 
which the law prescribed, and they counted the returns made to them 
by the ward officers ; they acted npon exactly the same sort of returns 
that my friend before me [Mr. MoRsE] had, and his certificate was 
founded upon the returns from certain wards in the city of Boston, 
which had been recounted by the aldermen and showed him elected. 
The certificate given to him is exactly the same as Mr. Field received. 
Those returns as amended by the board of aldermen stand as the true 
returns of the wards and the only evidence to the governor of Mas- 
sachusetts that he had been elected. 

It never entered into the mind of the contestant, when he gave his 
notice of contest and went into evidence under that notice, that there 
was anything else in the case except what appeared from the several 
counts. When he introduced his evidence and closed his case all that 
was in the case was that there had been supervisors appointed by the 
Federal Government; that there had been counts and return of votes 
by them, election held and votes counted by the ward officers and re- 
turn made from the wards to the city clerk, and a recount of the 
votes cast by the aldermen; and that they had certified to a certain 
result, upon which the certificate of the governor was issued. 

The only question was whether the recount made by the board of 
aldermen was a recount of the same ballots which had been counted 
in the presence of the supervisors of the United States. The con- 
testant claimed that it was not a true count, because they did not re- 
count the ballots actually cast in the different wards. Now, that is 
a matter easy to determine. 

Every clerk of the several wards, some of them democrats and some 
republicans, were sworn in this case, and they testified that they had 
examined the seals on the several ballot-boxes and that they had 
examined the certificates put there by themselves and the inspectors, 
over the seals, and they were exactly in the same condition that tliey 
were in when they left the wards. i 

The ward clerks all swore that the boxes when brought before the 
board of aldermen had the seals unbroken they had placed upon them 
with the number of the ward upon the seal. 

The city clerk swore that the constables in attendance upon the 
election in the wards brought to him the ballot-boxes, and that they 
were received upon the evening of the election from the hands of the 
constable by whom by law they must be transmitted from the wards 
yo the city clerk. He swore that the boxes were received at the right 
siwe, from the right person; that he kept them in his custody until 
ty delivered them one at a time to the board of aldermen. 

1 will not take time to read his testimony. If I am incorrect in a 


single statement of fact, I wish to be corrected. The clerk swore 
that he received the ballot-boxes and handed them over to the board 
of aldermen, first from thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth wards, 


and afterward as the other wards were called for by the board of 
aldermen, who continued counting the contents of the boxes until they 
were finished. They examined only one box at a time, and every seal 
upon those boxes was unbroken at the time they were received by 
them. There is not a particle of evidence thatshows there had been 
any tampering with the boxes or their contents. 

The sworn certificates of the ward officers are required by law to 
be put upon these boxes, in which they certify that a certain vote 
was cast, that such officers were voted for, that the box contains all 
the ballots that were cast and none other. 

The aldermen in that way commenced and went through the count, 
They found that there were 32 more votes for member of Con, 
than were returned by the ward officers ; that is, the aldermen counted 
32 ballots more than were returned by the ward officers. 

In one of the wards there were found 25 more votes for Benjamin 
Dean than were counted for him by the ward officers; just a packa 
of 25 ballots. During the count by the ward officers they wou 
make up the ballots in packages of 25 each and string them. In that 
box there were found by the aldermen 1,100 votes for Dean, and by 
the ward officers there were returned 1,075 votes. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CHALMERS.) The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Georgia [ Mr. PANER) be allowed further time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I would be very happy to hear my friend 
talk as long as he chooses, But the intimation was made here this 
morning that the debate was to be closed to-day; and as there are 
some eight or ten who desire to speak it will be very late before the 
debate will close, even if there be no extension of time. Gentlemen 
all around me here say that they want an hour each. Iam 8 
willing to extend the time of the gentleman from Georgia, and will 
make no objection if the House will postpone the vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The time will be ee divided; and if the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. CANDLER] desires to take any portion of 
the hour of some other gentleman who is to speak upon this ques- 
tion there can be no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. The time for the debate has not yet been limited. 
It has been usual to allow gentlemen to conclude their remarks, 

Mr. GARFIELD. When is it proposed to take the vote in this case? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I have been frequently asked whether 
the vote will be taken on this case to-day or not. I have not been in 
favor of taking it to-day, because I did not think we could reach it 
in due time. That, however, seemed to have been the understanding 
of members this morning. 

Mr. CONGER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] was extended yesterday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In reply to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] in regard to the time when the vote would be taken, I will 
say that I do not propose to move the previous question before five 
o'clock. If at that time there are other gentlemen Who desire to 
speak on this case I will not seek to cut off a reasonable amount of 
discussion. If the case shall go over to-day gentlemen must under- 
stand that it will go over until Monday next, because the House has 
already ordered that to-morrow shall be for private business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let this case be discussed, and, if necessary, let it 
go over. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to bp gris tho 
5 — of the gentleman from Georgia? [After a pause. ] There is no 
objection. 

Mr. CANDLER. I thank the House for this courtesy. As I was 
saying, there were found upon the recount 32 ballots more in all the 
wards of this district than was stated in the ward returns, 

I have already shown that there was no opportune for anybody 
to put ballots in the boxes after they were scaled. There is no evi- 
dence in the case that there was anybody who wanted to put any 
more in them. So far as the evidence is concerned, there is nothing 
to show that there was a bad man in the city of Boston. The evi- 
dence is, that from the time these boxes were closed by the ward 
officers up to the time when they were opened by the aldermen no 
unauthorized person had touched them. They were under seal, and 
the seal was in the custody of one person and the ballots were in that 
of another, yet there were found 32 more ballots than were returned 
by the officers. 

I submit it now to any liberal-minded man whether outside of any 
question of law he will say that somebody played the rascal and put 
into those boxes ballots which were not cast by the voters, that some- 
body swore falsely that they had counted ballots which were not in 
there; will he not rather say that it is right to believe that during 
the count made by the different ward officers, sometimes by one in- 
spector and sometimes by another, in order that there might be an 
carly announcement made to the public, there was a package of 25 
votes which were omitted to be counted for the contestant? Is it 
not more reasonable to believe that they failed to count a single 
package of ballots of 25 in the face of a history that goes back tif- 
teen years and shows that there never has been a ward return which 
corresponded exactly with the count made by the aldermen. 
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It has been stated here that there was a system of stickers or 
pasters that would account for this; that they would paste a piece 
of r with the name of Dean upon a ballot over the name of Field, 
Ba that in some cases this sticker had come off. Even if that was 
the case it would not change the number of the ballots, though it 
might change the result by giving one vote more or less as the sticker 
came off or remained on. But here is an increase of votes; some- 
2 the increase is for Dean; and sometimes the increase is for 

e 
But this matter is not left to supposition. Every one of these 
officers who were engaged in the recount, Mr. Viles on peg 137 of 
the testimony in this case, Mr. O'Brien on page 151, and Mr. Stebbins 
on page 133—each one of these officers testify that they looked care- 
fully into the boxes for these stickers and none were to be found. 
There is nothing in the evidence here to show that there were any 
pasted ballots even voted, except in the lower wards of the district, 
and in wards 16 and 18. 

It is argued that in ward 21 they might have used pasters which 
came off, because in that ward there was a change in the result upon 
the recount, increasing the vote of Field to extent of lessening that 
of Dean; but there is no evidence that pasters were used in ward 21— 
not one. And here is the evidence of the counting aldermen that 
they searched diligently for pasters of ballots for member of Con- 

and that none were found. Two of these were democrats, if 
there is anybody here that thinks the oath of a democrat is better 
than of any other man; then it is democrats who looked for pasters 
and could not find them. You cannot account for the change of results 
upon the theory of 

What else, then, is the matter with this count? Here is a result 
that has been found in cee of the laws of Massachusetts regu- 
lating the manner in which elections for members of Con shall 
be held, Congress has the power either to make or to alter these regu- 
lations. Where is any act of Congress modifying the law of Massa- 
chusetts in this respect? Can any one show me an act of Congress 
1 with any one of these regulations, as to the e ety 
of these elections, the persons who shall vote, how they shall vote, 
Ce. Is there any regulation of Congress upon this subject except as 
to the time of holding the election and that provision of the act of 
1871 which says that the electors shall vote by ballot? Where is any 
legislation of Congress saying that anybody in the State of Massa- 
chusetts other than her own officers shall receive votes or decide upon 
their reception, shall count the votes with the view of jon bang 
the result, determining how many have been cast and for whom cast 
Not one line of eee of that kind by Congress can be found. 

But it is said that by the act of 1870 and 1871, providing for the 
appoint of supervisors in cities and in counties, the election law 
of the State of Massachusetts has been altered. Sir, the act of 1870 
is an act to enforce the right of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States; and the first section of this act declares that 
any State law made to abridge or to deny the right of the citizen to 
vote, because of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, shall 
be void. The object of these acts was to protect the right of citizens 
to vote as 7 . 5 any wrongful interference by officers of the State 
or by individuals around the polls. 

These supervisors appointed under the act of Con are, as their 
name implies, appointed for the purpose of overlooking an election 
managed by somebody else, They are not appointed for all congres- 
sional elections, but only when ten citizens in any city having twenty 
thousand inhabitants shall say, not that they want votes counted or 
an election managed, but that nse" Bra ae an election managed by 
other persons, managed by State oflicials “guarded and scrutinized 
by these United States officers. 

The law therefore provides that they shall be present at the polls, 
taking such position in reference to the ballot-boxes and the voters 
that they may challenge votes, that they may protect voters against 
any wrong that may be attempted by State officers or others. And 
in order that each candidate shall have the benefit of every vote that 
may be cast for him, it is made the duty of each supervisor person- 
ally to do, what? To scrutinize, to examine the votes cast and to 
make return not of all the votes cast but of such votes as the chief 
supervisor may direct and require. No other construction has ever 
been put upon this act from its down to the present time. 
When the bill came up for discussion here, democrats upon this floor 
pronounced it a monstrosity under the Constitution. Every demo- 
crat in this House denonnced it in the severest language as unconsti- 
tutional and void and as absolutely atrocious. ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
question. He speaks of the t particularity with which this last 
count was made. I ask him to tell the House whether in the first 
count both commissioners did not find one vote cast for Samuel D. 
Smith, and whether the aldermanic board found any such name in 
the ballot-box at all. 

Mr. CANDLER. I am very glad the gentleman has mentioned this 

voint. The supervisors, who you say counted at the same time with 
ese ward managers, never found that vote for Samuel D. Smith. 

Mr. SPRING The supervisors returned no scattering votes any- 


where. 

Mr. CANDLER. That is true; but in ward 21, in which this vote 
for Samuel D. Smith was found, it appears by positive evidence the 
supervisors did count every ballot that was cast. It is not the fact, 


as has been stated here, that there was a count in all the wards by 
the supervisors; for the evidence is that in wards 13, 15, 17, and 19 
those officers never counted the votes at all. But in ward 21 they 
did make a count, and the name of Samuel D. Smith was not found 
by them, though it was returned by the ward officers. The effort 
was made to out Samuel D. Smith. Who is Samuel D. Smith? 
Nobody ever heard of any such man. ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of 3 Does the gentleman believe that tho 
officers who made the first count willfully lied in making a return of 
ai euh of Samuel D. Smith when there was no such name in the 

xX 

Mr. CANDLER. Ihave no idea that they did. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Then it was there, was it not? 

Mr. CANDLER. No, sir; I do not think it was certainly there. 
The officers may possibly have made a mistake. They conducted the 
count in a public town meeting, with fifteen hun voters around 
them; and in counting up the tickets, there being near thirty officers 
voted for—governor, councilor, senators, clerks, &c.—they happened 
to return one vote for Samuel D. Smith. I think it very likely that 
hey made a mistake. The supervisors did not find any such vote. 

r. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman does not intend to misrep- 
resent the fact. The supervisors in no case returned the scattering 
votes cast for members of Con Tn all cases they returned the 
votes between Dean and the sitting member, and no other votes; but 
it does not follow they did not see the scattering votes. 

Mr. CANDLER. That is all right; it is just as my friend always 
gets it—jast a part of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, what is the truth? 

Mr. CANDLER. In the eighteenth ward they returned 25 votes 
not counted for Walbridge A. Field, fourth district.. * 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were not scattering votes; they were cast 
for Walbridge A. Field for member of Con fourth district. 

Mr. CANDLER. They were not the only scattering votes found. 
Sometimes they were for Field. In ward 19 there was one for 
A. Field, and there was also one for Field, There were no 
scattering votes unless these 25 in ward 18 returned were such. 

ery SPRINGER. They returned no scattering votes at all in any 
wa 

Mr. CANDLER. The fact is in their returns there were none. 
They hardly returned anything but for Dean and Field. For instance, 
here is a return. They do not say what they did: 


Ward 19.—Return of votes for Representatives in Congress. 
Benjamin Dean, 1,126. 
Walbridge A. Field, 614. 


H. C. PICKERING. 
THOMAS REILLY. 


It does not appear what Pickering and Reilly did or how they 
found the result. As one of these witnesses said, they were just this 
sort of men, they were there as supervisors, they were looking on, 
they were in and out, and, as one witness in the eighteenth ward said, 
“they did the heavy standing round.” [Laughter.] That is what 
3 were E 

r. SPRING Those very supervisors testified they counted the 
vote in that ward notwithstanding the gentleman says they did the 
“ heavy standing round.” 

Mr. CANDLER. That witness who said they did the “heavy stand- 
ing round” was a democratic tor. He said they did not do it; 
that they did nothing but look on. They did not all tell it in the 
same way. As the ward officers got through they gave them a pack- 
age at a time which was then counted by the supervisors. 

But I have not time and will not abuse the patience of the House 
by going into the question as to the right of the supervisors to count. 
But I do say, if what is contended by the gentleman from Illinois is 
correct, that these supervisors are managers of election, that there 
can be no election for member of Congress where they are not pres- 
ent, there can be no count of votes except the Federal supervisors 
are present, then there would never be found a man, whether repub- 
lican or democrat, who would have said that the act under which they 
are appointed was constitutional. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman does not desire to misrep- 
resent me. I have not stated there could be no legal election in tho 
absence of these supervisors. I have stated the supervisors had the 
tight under the Federal law to be there and that if they were pro- 
hibited from being there either by violence or otherwise, the persons 
who prohibited them were liable to indictment under the Federal 
law and to punishment by fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. CANDLER. If that is the position of the gentleman ho is 
left without any sort of evidence to sustainhim. There is nota par- 
ticle of evidence that any person, alderman or other officer, objected 
to the supervisors being present. There is not a particle of evidenco 
thatany supervisor wanted to be present. There is not a particle of 
evidence that anybody else wanted a supervisor to be present. There 
is not a particle of evidence that sny supervisor was present at any 
recount ever made by the board of aldermen in the city of Boston. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me one word? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman does not desire to misrepresent 
the facts in the case of course, but in the manner in which he states 
them members would be led to believe this was an opon canvass of 
these votes by the aldermen. On the contrary, they did sit in secret; 
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on the contrary, they were there without the presence of the Federal 
officers, without notice to contestant or conteStee in the case, without 
their presence or the presence of attorneys representing them. They 
were hot represented in any way at this meeting of aldermen, and the 
counting was done partly in the night-time. That is all I have said 
about it and that is the fact. There was no notice given to the super- 
visors to be there. : 
Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman always starts out with one thing 
and ends with another. first proposition was that these super- 
visors were prohibited from being present and that this count was 
made in secret. I say the evidence shows it was not made in secret; 


that it was made in obedience to the law, in a publie place, in the | 


presence of the city clerk and assistant clerk part of the time, and in 
the presence of the city attorney; that it was made at the time the 
law required it should be made. Í have not time to read it, but here 
are the very pages where the whole thing may be found: Stebbins, 
pages 147, 134; McCleary, pages 120, 131; mentioning the names of 
the persons that were pomt ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman still evades this point. I stated 
that the supervisors of the election were not there; neither was the 
contestant nor the sitting member there, by invitation or otherwise ; 
that this was entirely without the knowl of these Force And 
I stated that the officers of the Government the right to be there; 
that under the law of Congress they had the right to be present at 
all times and all places where the votes for Representatives in Con- 
gress were counted or certificates made in reference to them; and they 
were not there. 

Mr. CANDLER. Now if the gentleman is through I submit whether 
he has not evaded the point. His first proposition was that these 
supervisors were prohibited from being present. Now he says the 


fact is they were not present. 
‘Where did I state they were prohibited from 


Mr, SPRINGER. 
being present ? 

Mr. GANDLER: The gentleman stated it a little while ago. I do 
not want to misrepresent the peenaa I declared as plainly as I 
could they were not present, but I deny they were prohibited from 
being present. It is not in evidence that they wanted to be present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can apply the same rule to the 
Louisiana returning boa They had an open board and another ses- 
sion; and you cannot find they prohibited anybody from being there. 
But the truth is, they were there by themselves. That is all I contend 


for. 

Mr. CANDLER. I will get to the case of Louisiana at another 
place. But nowhere has it been said by anybody except my distin- 
guished colleague on the committee that these su rs shall be 
present at a final canvass of the votes or that they count the votes. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Does not the Federal statute pro- 
vide that these commissioners shall be present at all counts? Is not 
that the lan o of the statute? 

Mr. CAND. . No, sir; I think the gentleman construes it wrong. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Is it not said that the supervisors 
shall be present at all counts? Is not that the cry 594 

Mr. C LER. It is that they shall be present at all places where 
two things concur: the place where the votes are received and the 
place where the votes are counted; at all places where there is regis- 
tration of voters and at all places where votes are received and count- 
ing takes place. That is it. 
dare B ES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I wish to ask whether the tally-list was returned 
to the aldermen with the ballots ; the check-list or tally-list. 

Mr. CANDLER. Those are returned in a se envelope. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I want to know whether that check-list was ex- 
amined at the time the ballots were examined by the aldermen. 

Mr. CANDLER. There is no evidence that it was. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Is it not the duty implied in the law requiring 
them to count ballots that they shall refer to the check-list and see i 
the ballots with the check-list ? 

Mr. CANDLER. No, sir. 

Mr. BRIDGES, Is not that the right way to ascertain the true re- 
sult of an election? 

Mr. CANDLER. It is not the way in this case. They do that in 
the wards. The names of the voters are marked off on the check-list 
as aig PA, but it does not show for whom their votes are counted. 

Mr. BRIDGES. In Pennsylvania the check-lists are returned and 
in case of contest are examined, which I think is the fairest way of 
ascertaining the result of an election. 

Mr CANDLER. The statute regulates that in Massachusetts. The 
check-list does not show for whom or for what offices the vote is 
given. It does not show whether the voters whose names are marked 
on the check-list yoted for President, governor, or anybody else. 

It would be an abuse of the indulgence of this House extended to 
me if I were to occupy much more of its time. I desire now to pre- 
sent just one other consideration. I want to present it to the demo- 
cratic side of this House. The very last contested-election case that 
was passed upon in this House, with every single democrat here vot- 
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ing in one way, was the case from the State of Louisiana, in which 
there had been counts in the wards of a parish—counts by supervisors 
and counts by the State officers ing the elections; and the 
State cfficers swearing and the supervisors swearing, after they had 
made the count, how they made it and that they believed they made 
it correctly and counted the ballots as they were cast. It wasa count, 
as has already been said here by the gentleman from Illinois, which 
was made more than four months after the election and official count. 
There was a question as to whom the ballots were cast for. Although 
I think the proof was they had not been tampered with, yet there 
was a possibility for such a thing. These ballots were counted and 
changed the result by nearly 800 votes, electing Mr. Acklen. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
wish to call his attention to the statute I referred to a moment ago. 
It is section 2017 and provides that 

laced for holding clections of Roprescotatives or Delogatee ix Congrtas, nod for 
01 ns ves or on r 
the pare} cast at such elections. 

They are required to attend at all times and places for counting the 
votes cast at such elections. 

Mr. CANDLER. I have not time to read the whole section at this 
moment; but I do not agree with the construction the gentleman puts 
upon it. The statutes always treat places of election as being the 
same with places of counting. 

The recount in the Acklen case was made four months after the 
1 count, and not three oe 

. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Suppose the law of a State provides 
that after the ballot-boxes are closed on the evening of the election 
before the same shall be opened or counted by some officer, they shall 
be returned to the city and that clerk shall count the votes 
cast and the return made up; would not the supervisors of the United 
States have the right to go there and witness the count by the State 
officers, and would this count in the absence of United States super- 
visors 2 under the laws of the United States! 

Mr. C LER. There isa difference between right and obligation. 

Mr. HARRIS, of gale Would not the United States supervis- 
ors have a right to be there under the laws of the United States ? 

Mr. CANDLER. I very much question whether they would have 
a right to be there. They are not required to go there, and if they 
were not there it would not invalidate the count made in the manner 
directed by the State law. But what will gentlemen say who talk 
about a recount made three days after the election, under the law of 
the State that required that recount to be made by officers sworn to 
make a correct count, because the identical ballots may not have 
been counted, when they voted not long since to seat Mr. ACKLEN from 
the State of Louisiana, and in so voting voted rightly upon a recount 
made four months after the sean return, that recount making a 
change in the original return of the supervisor of the wires of nearly 
eight hundred votes? I think it was right, and right because the 
evidence showed in that case that the recount spoke the truth. Strip 
this case of all technicalities ; strip the case down to the naked ques- 
tion: who received the most votes in this election ? 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CANDLER. I will yield. 

Mr. EDEN, Is there anything in the evidence in this case except 
the counts themselves that goes to show that one count is better than 
the other, or that the recount is better than the original count? 

Mr. CANDLER. I think not. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask the question for the purpose of seeing whether 
this case is parallel with the Lonisiana case. 

Mr. C LER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] says 
that as to two wards there was this outside evidence, that the United 
States supervisors who had made the original count swore that that 
count was correct and he says that evidence is outside of and 
behind the count. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has said that these United States 
supervisors were not canvassing officers under the law and that they 
had no right to make a canvass of the return. Now, if they are net 
canvassers you must take them as witnesses, and they certainly are 
ae ile eau to testify to what the count was that they supervised 
and made. 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentlemen is not correcting anything that I 
said, but is making another speech of the same character that he has 
been reiterating for months past. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will you say that they are not competent wit- 
nesses to prove the return that they su 7 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman has saying that for months, 
and that is the question that I am going to discuss. I say that he 
has no more evidence here that goes behind the count of the super- 
visors than you have in the caso of an auditor who comes into court 
and swears that the return he has made is correct. That is exactly 
similar to this case. There is not a particle of evidence 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman means to say that the United 
States supervisors are neither competent witnesses nor counting offi- 


cers. 
Mr. CANDLER. I cannot be interrupted by the gentleman merely 
for the purpose of making more speeches. supervisors are like 
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other witnesses, they can only testify to what they have seen. They 
are not incompetent witnesses, but their evidence is entitled to no 
weight more than that of other competent witnesses. 

. SPRINGER. They are, as to their own acts and as to what 
they had seen and know. 

.CANDLER. Oh! the gentleman has been saying that for a 
month. The gentleman can see it himself, but he cannot make others 


see it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are the witnesses that the sitting member 
caused to be present, and he wanted them to be witnesses upon his side 
and he is estopped from impeaching his own witnesses. 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman from Illinois bas not the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know I have not the floor, but I ask the gen- 
tleman to state the case correctly. 

Mr. CANDLER. That is exactly what was said here yesterday by 
the gentleman from Illinois, that as to two wards the supervisor of the 
United States testified to the vote cast. But that is not evidence to 
prove what was the truth. The gentleman claims to have introduced 
that. evidence in rebuttal to prove the correctness of this count made 
in the presence of the United States supervisors as against the count 
of the aldermen. They testified also as to the count and they certi- 
fied under their hands that their count was right. 

Now, sir, this count was made in obedience to the law of 1851 and 
was made as it was authorized to be made bythe law. We seated 
upon the principle I advocate here a democrat from Louisiana the 
other day, but here comes up a republican and it has been discovered 
by the democrats who counted the votes returned for him in obedi- 
ence to the mandate of the law of the State, about which there is no 
question, that he was not elected. The only question is whether the 
aldermanic committee had a right to recount the vote, and you pro- 
pose to set their recount aside with the only evidence that goes be- 

ind the recount evidence of these United States supervisors in two 
wards, who swear that they made no error in the origos! count, 

We aro here, sir, only to determine the question whether the 
pe of a portion of the State of Massachusetts in the way prescribed 

y her own Jaws have elected one or the other of these men and have 
sent up a return made in pursuance of the laws of the State, Weare 
here to pass upon that return and upon its regularity and truth in 
order to judge as to which of the parties the people of that district 
elected, and it seems to me that there can be no question that the 
sitting member was elected from that district. 

Now, if we are not as sworn Representatives to joase of the fact, 
buf as voters to express our preference as to who shall represent the 
people of a portion of the State of Massachusetts ; if we are to be con- 
trolled by our preferences, then it may be that my easier and that 
of my friends would be in favor of Mr. Benjamin But by any 
other rule Mr. Field is the elected Representative in this House from 
the ge i in district of the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. B I have forborne to yey the gentleman because 
I do not like to be interrupted myself, and I do not like to aap 
a As the gentleman seems to be through his argument, I would 

ike te ask him a question. 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr, BUTLER. Does the gentleman believe that the supervisors 
law 7 the United States was passed by constitutional power of Con- 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not know that my opinion upon that question 
is worth anything. I say that it is not necessary to decide that ques- 
tion in order to determine who has been elected in this case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the system of elections 
in the State of Massachusetts is somewhat elaborate, but it is designed 
to secure absolute correctness in the ee ee of the popular will. 
In the wards of-vities there are eight officers at every A Segre place: 
one warden, one clerk, three inspectors appointed by the ere and 
board of aldermen, and three inspectors elected by the qualified voters 
of the ward. The voters also elect the clerk and warden. These all 
have duties imposed and defined by law. Section 9 of an act relating 
to ward officers in the city of Boston is this: 


Sec. 9. It shall be the duty of the warden and inspectors to receive, sort, and 
count, and of the warden to declare, all votes at any election within such ward; 
and the clerk may assist in assorting and counting the votes. 


This act, which became a law on the 28th of April, 1876, relates | ces 


only to ward officers in the city of Boston, but it is of course concur- 
rent with the general law of the State in all things pertaining to 
5 elections in that city. Section 12 of the same act is as fol- 
OWS: 

Sec. 12. The registrars of voters of said city shall for each ward therein 
a sufficient nember of suitable ballot-boxes. No shall be received at any 
election until the full number of ward officers as . has been 
completed, nor unless the warden, clerk, and at least two of the appointed in. 


‘tors and two of the elected inspectors are present, nor until each 
8 examination that the 


inspectors, one 
tors, during the whol 


Sections 40 and 41, chapter 376, act of 1874, are in these words: 


Sec. 40. In all elections in cities, whether the same shall be for United States, 
Sta FFF 
presi canse all ballots which shall have been given in by the quali- 


SEC. 41. The warden, or other presiding officer, shall forthwith transmit the bal- 
lots, sealed as aforesaid, to the city clerk, by the constable in attendance at said 
election, or by one of the ward officers other than the clerk; and the clerk shall 
retain the custody of the seal, and deliver the same, together with the records of 
the ward and other documents, to his successor in office. 


I have quoted these sections as some of the safeguards of elections 
in the State of Massachusetts. An election honestly and openly con- 
ducted under such provisions of law must be the most reliable expres- 
sion of choice by ballot. 

In this election, first and last, there were three counts of the ballots, 
one by the ward officers, another by a committee of the board of alder- 
men of the city, and another by United States supervisors. The elec- 
tion was held in common with the State and Presidential elections, 
when the two great political parties of the country were engaged in 
ad te struggle. Either side was extremely jealous AAA watch- 
ful of the other. The third congressional district is entirely within 
the limits of the city of Boston, comprising ten wards. The incum- 
bent claims and holds the disputed seat by virtue of a recount made 
by the committee of aldermen. The contestant claims it under the 
count of the ward officers and that of the Federal supervisors. 

While the election was to a Federal office it was a State election 
and under State authority; and the machinery provided by State 
legislation for holding and determining the same was paramount 
and exclusive if it had not been displaced nor modified by Federal 
enactment. To determine correctly the questions involved a careful 
consideration of both the law and the facts will be necessary, as there 
is not only difference of opinion but room for such difference. 

The law of the State . that proper officials shall make a com- 
plete tion of such persons as are entitled to vote, and the 
registration list, arranged in alphabetical order, must be kept for 
ready use at every voting-place. When a voter appears at the pols 
the list is examined, and if it shows that he was duly registered his 
ballot is received and his name is checked off. 

; Section 15, chapter 7, of the general statutes of the State is as fol- 
ows: 


Sna vani certified copies of such records, who C 
c 8 su Ww enter same 
the city records. 


It will be seen that this section provides for the public declaration 
of an election in open ward meeting after the votes have been “re- 
ceived, sorted, and counted.” It provides also for the making of a 
complete record of the election, and for the speedy delivery of a copy 
of that record to the city clerk and his immediate entry of the same 
in the city records. The law thus requires a double record of the same 
election. Section 17 of the same chapter is this: 


Sec. 17. City and town clerks shall, within ten days from the day of an election 
for ernor, lieutenant-governor, councilors, . secretary, treasurer, and 
auditor, attorney-general, tatives in Co: 


sinners oie of cairia, trnem? copies of the 


Here we have the channel through which the vote fora Represen- 
tative in Congress reaches the secretary of the commonwealth. Cop- 
ies of the original ward records attested by the city clerk and certi- 
fied by the mayor and aldermen, are forwarded to the secretary as 
the legal and official certificates of an election. 

I quote now section 22 of the same chapter of general statutes : 


Sec. 22. The secretary, upon receiving such returned copies, shall transmit them 
as received, with their seals unbroken, to the governor and council; and the gov- 
shall, as soon as rag figs bere yg them; 


and he oson to the offi. 


Ors, ' 
senators; and to such persons as a to 
of insolvency, sheriffs, ters of 
and clerks of the courts, he shall forth- 


ch 
probate and insolven 
signed by the governor and counter- 


with transmit a cert 
signed by the secretary. 


This section completes the process, and invests the person elected 
with the evidence of his title. 

Observe that nowhere in the law, as thus far cited, have the mayor 
and board of aldermen anything to do with the election of a Repre- 
sentative in Congress, except to certify attested oopios of the ward 
records from the hands of the city clerk. This certificate is not based 
upon any examination of ballots or returns, for the mayor and alder- 
men have no authority under the sections read to examine either. 
They are not in possession of the ballots or returns, nor have they any 
right to dispute the copies as produced and attested a Nose clerk. 
Their action, as I understand it, is gcd an official certification of 
the official authority and signature of the clerk. No declaration of 
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the election of a Representative is made, in the sense of the 


word, until the governor of the State issues his certificate. There is 
no intermediate point between the balloting at the wards and the 


final examination by the governor and council, at which an election 
for this high office can be determined or declared. 

The mayor and aldermen, then, play but a limited part in elections 
for Con unless they have power and authority under some 
other provision of the law. Whether they have or not is an impor- 
tant inquiry in this case. Sections 4 and 5 of the act of 1876 relatin 
to elections are as follow: 


Sec. 4. If within three 


that 


examine the returns of said election. The board of aldermen, or their committee, 
shall thereupon, and within five days, Sunday excepted, next following the day of 
O- 


erroneo 
eh 5. The eee aldermen shall 3 the z = an pouin pan 

0 N e preceding section for a request for a recoun - 
lots shall have expired, orin — such request eee made, until the said 
ballots have been examined and the returns amended, if found erroneous, any pro- 
vision in the charter of any city or in any act in amendment thereof to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 


I quote the two together because section 5 seems to limit and in 
some sense to explain the powers conferred in section 4. If the board 
of aldermen have nowhere in the law any authority to “declare the 
result” of an election for Con how can we inclnde such an elec- 
tion in the provisions of section 4, and then allow any meaning to 
section 5? tion ih serpy the board from declaring an election 
“until the time specified in the preceding section for filing a request 
for a recount of ballots shall have expired,” thus showing that the 
authority given in section 4 is limited to elections in which a decla- 
ration is to be made by the board. We have already seen that in an 
election for a member of Congress the board of aldermen can make 
no declaration in any event. Section 4 seems to be general in its 
terms, but section 5 is equally so; and the prohibition Sa psi in 
the latter section is as broad as the gan of authority in the former. 
These are mandatory statutes, and they must be strictly construed. 
We can infer . we can supply nothing, but the letter of the 
law must be our guide. 

But if the board has authority under section 4 to overhaul the 
votes cast in an election for Congress, let us see specifically what its 
powers are. Upon a proper statement in writing by “ten or more 
qualified voters of any ward” the “board of aldermen, or their com- 
mittee,” shall “open the envelope and examine the ballots thrown in 
said ward, and determine the questions raised.” The next duty is to 
seal the envelope and indorse upon it a certificate “that the same has 
been opened and again sealed by them in conformity with law.” 

These requirements are plain and compulsory. This indorsed cer- 
tificate can contain nothing more nor anything less than the fact that 
the envelope has been opened and sealed again in conformity to law. 
The section then on to say: “Said city clerk, upon the certificate 
of the board of aldermen, or their committee, shall alter and amend 
such ward returns as have been proved to be erroneous, and such 
amended returns shall stand as the true returns of the ward.” This 
is all. There is no direction as to what this other certificate shall 
contain, nor as to any item of proof. The powers of the board are 
thus briefly defined and limited by the law. Let it be remembered, 
too, that revisory action over a ward election must be had by the 
board, “or their committee.” One or the other must act, and when 
one proceeds the other is excluded. When we come to an examina- 
tion of the facts we shall see that both the board ard committee had 
a hand in this matter, and we shall see further how far both failed 
dh heed the law. But I remit for the present any discussion of the 

ts. 

If I am wrong in my opinion of the law as thus far 
remains another consideration inst the claim of the contestee 
which I think is a serious one, I the board of aldermen is a quasi- 
appellate court, with power to revise the ward elections in certain 
a 1 7 it acquire the necessary jurisdiction to make a recount in 

case 


ressed, there 


Courts of special, limited, statutory powers are known as courts of 
inferior jurisdiction, and their jurisdiction must affirmatively appear 
on the face of their proceedings. If it does not so appear it does not 
exist, and their decrees are void. 

Speaking to a body of lawyers, I need not dwell at this point nor 
cite authorities. In the light of pleadings, is there a judge in the land 
who would not have sustained a demurrer to the petition for a re- 
count in this case? 

I quote the petition from ward 13. The others are precisely the 
same, except that each petition expresses the number of the ward 
from which it comes: 

To the City Clerk of the City of Boston: 
‘The un qualified voters of ward 13, in the third congressional district, 


hereby state that they have reason to believe that the returns 
ward for member of Congress in said con, ional 

are erroneous, in that all the ballots cast for 
Field as member of Congress were not counted and credited to hi 
ballots were to Benjamin as member of Congress than were cast for 
him; and they ask for a recount of the vote of said ward for member of Congress, 
e with the provisions of section 4 of chapter 188 of the acts of the year 


ALFRED H. SAMSON. 
JOSEPH BUCKLEY. 
DANIEL E. CONNOR. 
CHAS. EVERBECK. 
The FFCTCCCCCCCCCCC ad nal Reesor baa Oo 
Soene; the city clerk of said city on the 9th day of November, 


S. F. McCLEARY, 
City Clerk. 


the foregoing, and duly signed, was filed with the 
3 of said city, on the said 9th day of November, 1874, from each of the 
wing wards, being all of the W. comprising said congressional 


district, viz: wards 14, 15, 16, 17, 18.15 2 80 and 24 d all of said noti 
: 5 5 , and 24; an o notices were 
i of the board of 


y aldermen appointed to examine 
the returns of the election held November 7, 1876. 
S. F. McCLEARY, 
City Olerk, 


An equivalent averment in a civil action or count in an indictment 
would be disposed of without argument in any court of record. The 
petition states conclusions without givin g facts. Itspecifies nothing, 
and the action had upon it was without support in law. 

McCrary, on American Law of Elections, section 280, says: 


An application for a recount of ballots cast at an election will not be granted 
unless some c mistake or fraud be pointed out ia the particular box to be ex- 
amined. Such recount will not be ordered upon a general allegation of errors in 
the count of all and giving particulars as to none of the boxes. 


This is the prevailing rule. 

The committee on elections in the Massachusetts house of repre- 
sentatives on the 19th of January, 1877, thus answered a petition for 
a recount in a contest: 


governed in their decision in this case by the rule 

former committees on elections, and which rule has been indorsed by 

i t of tatives. miten heip t npe thatin the absence 
manner 


electicn, or unless the 
in the count other than the mere closeness of the 
recount the ballots, 


The same rule is expressed in substance in a number of other cases, 
but it is unnecessary to quote further. There can be no dispute 
about a settled rule. 

But, if I am wrong still ; if the board or committee had the author- 
ity of law to make this recount ; and if its jurisdiction was well ascer- 
tained, then comes the question, was the recount a correct one. 

There is nothing in the situation, character, or power of this board 
that can fortify error. Its judgment, both of law and fact, is now 
under review in the tribunal of final resort. 

Let us now come to facts. As already stated, there were six in- 

tors, one clerk, and one warden at every ward in the district on 

e day of the election. It was the business of these officers to re- 
ceive, sort, and count the votes, and to make public declaration of the 
result in open ward meeting. To these must be added two United 
States supervisors, appointed for every ward by authority of Federal 
statute. The special business of these two was toscrutinize and count 
the votes cast for Representative in Congress. They had nothing to 
do with the balance of the election. 

There were thus ten officers at every voting-place; men of both 

litical parties, all sworn, and all informed as to their respective 
inte, am now putting the count made by these ten men in con- 
trast with the recount made by the committee of aldermen, and I 
invite attention to the evidence. 


Pre mr P. 8 sree on behalf of 8 are n L 
y sworn, in answer errogatories proposed by Š esq., 
Ini e ae 15 3 7 he d occupati 
terroga’ Please give your name, age, residence, an on. 
Answer. Danicl P. Sullivan; twenty-seven ; ward 18, Northampton street, Boston, 
Massachusetts: carver. 
Int. 2. What did you hold in ward 18 on the 7th day of November, 1876? 
A. United States supervisor, on behalf of democratic A 
Int. 3. Will you describe as fully as you can the manner in which the votes cast 
in that ward for member of on November 7, 1876, were counted by you 
and the other officers in that t 
the warden, clerk, and one of the rs did the couùt- 


A. The system inspecto: 
Si clerk were present at the counting of each lot taken as 


ing. The warden 


and the inspector was absent when one lot was being counted. After they count 
all the ballots for all the candidates on the tickets, they tied the ballots er: 
they had the republican ballots in one lot and the demoeratic in another and the 
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Maron 15, 


each ona the for Mr. Dean and for Mr. Field; then they were 
handed to supervisors, Mr. Swinson and myself. Mr. Swinson would count 
the ballots and watch him, and after he got through he would hand them 


over to me and he would watch me counting. 
two or three different times to see if the figures compared with the ward officers’ 


y 
tain are of the of the returns made by you and Mr, Swinson as super- 
visors, aa br the ward officers? 


su 
party were the ward officers of ward 18, and how care- 
fully y did they count the ballots? . 

A. Mr. Thomas, one of the inspectors, calls himself a democrat. 5 
named who was one of the tors, is a sound democrat. ere was 
who talked a little like a democrat. I don't know what 
his creed was. that Mr. Field was not entitled to those twenty-five votes 
for fourth district. Neither of these had anything to do with counting the ballots į 

ey were; 


they they fought pretty well for Mr. Field. 
I don't know how carefully they counted T know their tally always apan van 
Mr. Swinson's and eretar I should say th ward offi- 
cers as I ever saw. 


Cross-examination by William G. Russell, esq., of counsel for the incumbent : 

Cross-inte: 1. Do you mean to say that after finding your connt of any 

one rat ballots page with thas of ited that same 
again and again and still found it to agree with the ward connt? : 

A. In some cases, yes, sir; where the would bea © bundle; where 

ber counted and we didn’t count 


Cross. int. 2. In how many cases did you so recount them 

A. I don't know as I could state the exact number of cases; I know we did it a 
number of times. 

Cross. int. 3. Did you in no case find that your count differed from that of Swin 
son or that of the ward-officers ! 

A. No, sir, in no case; always agreed. 


This witness was subjected to a lengthy cross examination, but his 
evidence as already given was not materially affected. 


Patrick M. Dexox, a witness for Benjamin Dean, the nontestant, being first duly 
sworn, in answer to in es pro by S. A. B. Abbott, esq., of counsel 
on behalf of the contestant, testified as follows, namely: 

Interrogatory 1, Please give your name, residence, and occupation. 

Answer. Patrick M. Denon; thirty-nine; 104 Dover street, ward 16, Boston, Massa- 
chusetts; furniture and carpet dealer. 

ree s What office, if any, did you hold in ward 16 on November 7, 1874? 

s r. 

Int. 3. Were you e at the polls during the day, and did you attend to your 
Ae e eo there from the time they opened until they closed, and 

. Yes, sir; I was there from the time the; until the ani a 
thing was counted and sealed aid delivered to the man to he carried to city hall, 

Int. 4. How many of the ward officers in ward 16 were republicans and how many 


ts? 

A. Two tors and clerk were democrats, and the warden and four inspect- 
ors were republicans. I think there were four, two appointed and two chosen. 

Int. 5. How long have you lived in the district which now forms ward 16? 

A. About fifteen or sixteen years, I should judge. 

Int. 6, What political party had control of said ward prior to November 7, 18761 

A. Republicans always since I have voted or had g to do with ties. 

~~ 7. What party obtained control of that ward on November 7, 1876 


0. 

Int. 8. State whether or not there was a vigorous contest between tho democrats 
and . on November 7, 1876, for the control of said ward. 

A. Yes, sir, there was; very much 80. 

3 hwy! was the election conducted on November 7, 1876, by the ward officers 
W. 

A. Very straight, honorable, and correct, as far as I could see; each party 
bole Ge ang other very closely, and I haven't heard of any dishonest action on 

er side. 

Int. 10. Have you ever heard of any error having been made in that ward in the 
count of votes for any candidate voted for? 

A. I heard a rumor since election day ofan error being made. I understood that 
Mr. Dean's vote didn't d with the check-list and ballots in the ward room 
> pang counted by the aldermen; that it wasn't correct as we made it out at 

6 time. 

Int. 11. Before the recount was made by the aldermen did you hear or know of 
any error being made in the count of votes in ward 10 

A. After they bad counted the ballots and the ins the check-list there 
was à variation of one or two votes them, and wo counted the ballots two 
or three times—I did myself and others—to see if we could discover the error, and 
afterward the clerk and warden told us they had discovered the error and corrected 
it. This was after the polls were closed and before they had made up their ac- 
counts. 


This witness is mistaken in reference to the check-lists. Neither 
the committee nor board compared the ballots with the check-lists, 
They did not even have the check-lists in their possession. 


WILLIAM SWINSON, a witness for Benjamin Dean, the contestant, being first dul 
sworn, in answer to p by S. A. B. Abbott, esq., of counse 
8 1 Pie — state your Mage residence, and tion 

nterrogatory 1. Please s name, ence, ocen) 9 
eee Wuliam Swinson; fifty- nine; we Nutland street, ward 18; merchant; 
am out of business now. 3 

Int. 2. What office, if any, did you hold on November 7, pl 

A. United States rn rin ward 18, to represent th bhcan party. I 
had lived in the ward y-five years; have been warden Poy yor 
was old ward 11; bave not been much of a politician since the old whi 8 

Int. 3. Did you attend at the polls on that day, November 7, 1876, an 
your 2 t 

A. Š 

Int. 4. Did you carefully count the ballots cast for resentative to 
55 555 

Int. 5. Did Mr. Sullivan, the other United States supervisor, also carefully count 
the same ballots? 


A. I think he counted a part, or was there present most of tho time. 
5 eee J have an — that 


Int. 6. What ward officers counted the ballots for member of Con 7 

A. The warden—I think only one person at a time, with the sosletence of the 
clerk—they kept a very correct method, a regular debit and credit account, so that 

was no ce for mistakes. One inspector also counted, and as they were 

counted they were passed to our table and we counted. Tho whole counting was 
done DANA sapiens at a timo; the others were attending at the boxes. 

Int. 7. Did the counts by you and Mr. Sullivan agree with that made by 
the ward officers? 


A. They did. 

Int. 8. How long have the warden and clerk been ward officers in ward 18 

A. Syn haar wine ad erect I think three years. 

Int. 9. Were they or no persons fitted for performing the duties required of a 
warden and a clerk? 

A. I think they were; have no doubt of it. 

Int. 10. Have you or not ever heard of any error or mistakes being made by 
8 by the supervisors, on November 7, 18761 

A. No; [have not. 


F e Aroan e ee first 
y sworn, answer interrogatories proposed A. B. Abbott, „ of 
counsel for contestant, testified a3 follows, panty: 4 = 


Interrogatory 1. Please state your nam residence, and ti 
à Answer. Abrabam John Lamb; thirty-two, 3 37 Seneca 1 


Int. 2. What office, if any, did you hold in ward 16 on November 7, 1876? 
A. United States su r of election, sage wedge hre democratic 
Int. 3. Did you attend at the polls on that day faithfully 

— 5 —_ supervisor? 


Int. 4. Did you count the ballots cast for member of Congress carefully and make 
a true return of the number cast for each candidate to the chief — fane 


A. Yea, sir. 
rey 5 er Mr. Daly, the republican supervisor, also count the same ballots ? 
. He did. 
Int. 6. Have you any doubt that you ceunted for Mr. Dean and Mr. Field all the 
respectively? 


8 


ballots actually cast for them 
A. Thave none. 
Int. 7. Did you know of any error or mistake being made in this ward on Novem- 
ber 7, 1876, in the count and return of votes cast for member of Congress! 
A. No, sir; I did not, 
Cross-examination by William G. Russell, „ of counsel for Mr. Fiel 
the incumbent: si Pa: . a 
Cross-int. 1. Did you discover any error in the count of the warden and clerk? 


A. No, sir. 

VCC 
es, sir, 

Cross. int 3. Did and Mr. Daly put them into the boxes 

A. We did. * g 


e 
Cross. int. 4. All at one time, or from time to time as you counted them? 
A. All at one time. 
Cross- int. 5. Did you put in all that you counted, and no others 
A. We both supervised putting them in; he put in and I put in. We put in 
those that we counted, and no others. 


John F. Daly, Uuited States supervisor at ward 16, says: 


Int. 3. Did you attend at the polls in ward 16 on November 7, 1876, and faithfully 
your duties as United States 7 
A. To the best of my knowledge and ability I did. 
Int. 4. Did you count the ballots cast for member 5565 and 
make a truo return of the number cast for each candidate to chief supervisor ? 
A. To the best of my knowledge and belief I made an accurate count and re- 
the same to the commissioner, the f 
3 + aS TK RS NPR NEEE BAE ONIES NOA KANTIR, 
0 
Int. 6. Have you any donbt that you counted for Mr. Field all the ballots actu- 
ally cast for him? 
None whatever. 


eee of the same, intentionall ther wise ! 
ots or or o 36 
A. None at all orsi Beba It was one of tho 


that 


who had 

Fitzgerald's case. 
Wrams H. Tnouxs, a witness for contestant, being first duly sworn, in answer 

to interrogatories proposed by S. A. B. Abbott, esq., of counsel for contestant, 

testified as follows, namely: 

name, age, residence, 


Interrogatory 1. Please state your d occupation, 
Answer. Wiliam H. Thomes; fifty-two; residence, ton, Massachusetts, 
ward 18; publisher. 


u 

Int. 2. What office, if any, did you hold in ward 18 on November 7, 1876? 

A. Inspector of elections. 

what party were you elected to that office! 

A. Unanimous vote of both parties. I belong to the democratic . 
why el te you attend at the polls on November 7, 1876, and ly discharge 

your dui 


! 
A. Iwas careful in the discharge of all those duties. 
Int. 5. To what political party did the warden and clerk of ward 18 belong ? 


Were they competent for their tive tions, and did the: 
Weberge thar duties oa November? f L ee 

A. The republican. I should say they were perfectly competent, reliable per- 
sons; they very carefully discharged their duties that day. 


The foregoing is but a part of the proof in reference to the conduct 
of the election and the count of the votes. To cite it all would take 
too much time. Enough has been shown to satisfy any reasonable 
man that the election was fairly and honestly managed. Indeed, 
fraud is not anywhere charged. Some vaguely hinted error or mis- 
take is the mountain in the way of the contestant’s right. 

Let us now turn to the work of the committee and board of alder- 
men. The committee had been appointed before the election. When 
the petition for a recount was filed, the clerk delivered the sealed 
envelopes containing the ballots to the committee and that body went 


1878. 
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some of the time, at night. 
this result: 


NOVEMBER 13, 1878. 


to work. They counted in secret an 
On the 13th of November they exhibi 


in this ci leave to report that they received applications in the usual form 
from 8 voters ee ee comprising the third congressional 
district, asking for a recount of the original ballots cast 


a member of 1 
in that district, They accordingly attended to that duty, and report the ts as 


555 in the table hereto annexed, from which it appear that there were 
— + 

Third district. 
„„ O APE E E E E EEA S T TE E T A 9, 315 ballots. 
Wii r e oe sc pas acewcwrn tuple cn daccnssanhasnaoe-nas 9, 295 ballots. 


Walbridge A. Field, “for member of Congress for the fourth dis- 


by each member of the commistes who all arrived at the same result. 
Acting under the advice of the solicitor, who had grave doubts as to the 
right of the committee to credit such ts to Mr. Field, the committee, without 
g any course to be submit the facts and the whole subject 


to the judgment and decision of the board 
© ani . 
S. B. STEBBINS 

: HUGH O'BRIEN, 

CLINTON VILES, 


This was not a certificate of error to the city clerk upon which that 
officer could amend the returns as req by the section 4 under 
which the recount was had, but it was a report submitted to the 
board of aldermen. And it is well to remember that this is all that 
was ever done by the committee. 

The board, which had no authority in the matter, took the follow- 
ing action: 

Read, and on motion of Alderman Stebbins the further consideration of the sub- 
ject was =e to Wednesday next at four o clock p. m., at which time Mr. Dean 
eee invited to appear, either personally or by counsel, to present 
Resolved, That in the opinion of this board the 25 ballots cast in the eighteenth 
ward of this city on the 7th instant, for Walbridge A. Field, of Boston, for mem- 
ber of Congress from the fourth district,” were in e oly Dye 
of Boston, who was nominated and voted for as a member of Congress for the t 
district. Itis therefore 

Ordered, That in the certificate to be sent to the secretary of the Commonwealth 
the number of ballots for Mr. Field be returned as follows: 

Walbridge A. Field, of Boston, had 9,320, 25 of which were headed ward 18, and 
ei 5 ows: ‘For Representative to Congress, fourth district, Walbridge A. 

of Boston.” 

Read, and, on motion of Alderman Stebbins, assigned for consideration on Wednes- 
day next at four o clock p. m. 

8 O'Brien submitted to the board the er order: 

Ordered, That the city solicitor be requested to give his opinion to this board on 
the following question: Is the board of aldermen authorized to so amend the return 
of the ward Sfilcers of the eighteenth ward 


ton, a candidate for 


were 


member of Congress from the third 0 
25 ballots cast in said ward for Walbridge A. Field, 7 for member of Con- 
and di the board to certify 


from the fourth district,” or is it en a owa 
Simply to the secretary of the Commonw the result of election as found by 
the returns of the ward officers or by the inspection of the ballots, as the case may 


? 
Read twice and passed. 


Here we have not only a failure by the committee to do what the 
law required at their hands, but a surrender by them of the whole 
matter to another body, the board of aldermen. And the board, in 
the fullness of assumed powers, proceeded to dictate the certificate to 
be sent by the city clerk to the secretary of the Commonwealth. But 
12 5 is N end. The city solicitor delivers his legal opinion in 
these words: 


The decision of the question whether the 25 ballots cast in the third con 
sional district for Mr. Field “for member of Congre from the fourth di +” 
on in the third district hea 
The board are not judges 
the election or qualification of the persons voted for, but aro ng Pd retarning- 
officers. Their whole duty in the premises is discharged, 1 thin en 
a return of the certificates of the ward officers, with such ‘amendments thereto as 
their own examination and count of the ballots show are necessary to give the cor- 
rect statement of the voting. 


This opinion, though sought, was not at all satisfactory, and the 
board go into business further, as follows: 


The question then being on the acceptance of the report and the of the 
resolve and order submitted at the last meeting and recorded on 122274 
Alderman Thompson moved that 88 o 
set forth, bo ted, and that a certifi in accordance therewith be sent to the 
secretary of the Commonwealth. 
The yeas and nays being taken on this motion, were as follows: 
Yeas—Aldermen O'Brien, Thom Viles—3. 
Nays—Aldermen Bigelow, , Burrage, Clark, Hull, Pope, Sampson, Steb- 
ins, Whidden—9. 
So said motion did not Hp 
Alderman Thompson moved to reconsider the vote by which a public hear- 
my, Pages granted to the es in interest to-day. 
yeas and nays taken on this motion, were as follows: 
Yeas—Aldermen Burnham, O'Brien, Thompson, Viles—4, 
Nays—Aldermen Bigelow, Burrage, Clark, Mall Pope, Sampson, Stebbins, Whid- 


8. 
So said motion did not prevail, and the proposed hearing took place. 


Messrs. J. Lewis Stackpole and William G. Russell a red in behalf of Wal- 
A. Field, and Messrs, S. A. B. and J. G. Abbott for Mr. Benjamin Dean. 
hearing the arguments of the e connsel in the case the board en- 
tered upon the consideration of the of the said report and the passage 
of the said resolve and order, which were finally the following vote: 
Belge: ry ay Bigelow, Burnham, Burrage, Clark, Hull, Pope, Sampson, Steb- 
Nays—Aldermen O'Brien, Thompson, Viles—3. 
i to the secretary of the Commonwealth was made and signed 
acco $ 


By what stretch or refinement of charitable construction can these 
proceedings be regarded as a compliance with the mandatory elec- 
tion law of Massachusetts? 

The means through which this election was brought before the 
board, and warped away from its proper ascertainment by the ward 
officers and Federal supervisors are not calculated to command much 
respect. The petition for the recount was drawn up by the chairman 
of the republican executive committee, a zealous political friend of 
the incumbent. He knew of no fraud nor did he undertake to charge 
any. He could not specify a mistake even. He frankly admits that 
without a eee eee could not be sate son een 
up a paper for a gene ip sion: expedition ugh the ballots o 
32 whole district. Here is E he says on cross-examination in 

case: 


Cross. interrogatory 1. As far as you know was not the election in question in 
eee wae ang area by “fair and free teat 
Answer. I answer, unequivocal]; mean by * an from p 
the same as I do. Tikink there were wviatakise mado in the counting the votes 
the ward officers, but farther than that I have never heard or had reason to sus 
there was pr ats e election: In making this answer I refer to the 
conduct of the election and what took place on election day, but I do not refer to 
the registration, for Ihave my doubts whether that was en onest. 
officers did not do 


Cross-int. 2. Do you know of any instance in which the 

their duty on that day in that district! ’ 

he Bes TOATA ve t the mistakes made in the count by them were honest 
en 

Cross- int. 3. Do you know of any mistake being made except those supposed to 
10 6 bees discovered by means of the recount? 

Jo. ; 

Cross-int. 4. Did before the recount, know of any specific instance of a mis- 
taka inode by any vied omen? z ‘ 

A. No; but from what I have known of other elections, and that it has seldom 
happened that a recount of votes in a ward has tallied cor ee 
the ward officers, it seemed to me more than likely that the total result for member 
of Congress in our might be varied by a recount. : 

Cross-int. 5. Had you any other cause than that just stated to believe that a mis- 
take had been made by the ward officers? 

A. No; I thought a recount was quite likely to show that Mr. Field had received 

been for him by the 


0 
more votes than coun ward officers, and the result 
. Mr. Dean also, on the recount, got more votes than the ward officers 


reason to believe so, only a general belief that it might 


Cross-int. 7. That is, after it was apparent from the returns of the ward officers 
you believed that Mr. Field might bo benefited by a 
not possibly be hurt by such recount! 


Cross-int. 8. You therefore signed a petition as a citizen of ward 18, requesting 
had reason to believe that the ward returns were erro- 


of the petition is taken from section 4 of chapter 188 of 
erga: of 1876, the petition was drawn in conformity with the provisions of 
ion. 

Cross- int. 9. All the petitions for a recount of the ballots cast in the several 
wards were drawn up under your direction and at your office, were they not? 

A. Yes; that duty devolved upon me as chairman, after consultation with the 
other members of the district committee. I had nothing to do, however, with ob- 
taining names upon any of the petitions. 

Cross-int. 10. Did you or not decide upon the persons who should be requested 
to sign any of the D agen 

A. No; I gave the petitions to the members of the district committee for the 
several w: and they obtained the signatures, I suppose. 

Cross-int. 11. Did you or not have any consultation with any member of the 
board of aldermen in respect to counting the twenty-five votes cast in ward 18 “for 
member of C fourth district, Walbridge A. Field, of Boston,” before the 
meeting of the of aldermen on Monday p. m., November 13, 18767 


A. No. 
Cross-int. 12. Did you have any communication with any one of them before that 


* ? 
A. None whatever, that I remember. 
M. F. DICKINSON, In. 


It was nothing more nor less than a Poe appeal for official 
experiment, and it certainly found a willing judge in the person of 
Alderman Stebbins. 

But this recount, on the i aioe of correctness, is without a single 
fact to entitle it to preponderance over the count made at the wards. 
It was not made by better men, nor under circumstances more favor- 
able to the ascertainment of the actual vote. It was never compared 
with the check-lists, which were the best pues as to the number of 
ballots cast. The name of every man that yoted was marked or 
“checked off,” and the lists could have been procured by the com- 
mittee. But this safe and means of getting at the truth was 
not adopted. The committee did their work in secret, undisturbed 
by jealous guardians of party interests and unwatched by the people. 

t special immunity had they against the chance of error? 
They took five of the envelopes on Friday after the election and five 
on Saturday. They re several ballots that were unknown at 
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the w: 


count e by the aldermen: 


and failed to report others that had been received. I produce here the count made and proclaimed at the wards and the re- 


Walbridge At 


Crry or Bosrox, March 1, 1877. 


The above is a true copy of the table referred to in the report of the committee 
ted to examine the returns of votes for a member of from the third 
setts district, which report was made to the board of aldermen Novem- 
ber 13, 1876. The original table, of eee oh Does Lh on file with the 


S. F. McCLEARY, 
City Clerk. 


The vote for Samuel D. Smith in the ward 21 was not manufactured 
by the ward officers, for there was no possible inducement to do such 
a thing. It was duly cast and reported, yet we see nothing of it in 
the count made by the committee. This one fact is enough to shake 
our confidence in the professed correctness of this committee’s doings. 
The so-called “ official returns” show several ballots that were not 
reported from the wards, but this difference is susceptible of an ex- 
planation that will increase rather than weaken our faith in the ward 
returns. At or about the time of the recount of this election for Con- 


gress, there were recounts of the same ballots by the same committee 
or others en, by them for other offices. Here is a part of the 
evidence of Alderman O’Brien, who was a member of the committee: 


Interrogatory 10, Can you state when the ballots in the wards numbered 9, 10, 11, 
12, in the fourth district, and wards numbered 19, 20, 21, in the third district, were 
counted by comm for State senator, and when the ballots in ward 1. in 
uth RENER won WANS 13, 14, and 19, in district, were counted by your 
committee for member of the 


Answer. I was not on that count. When the committee found the work was so 
extensive they called in assist and these assistants counted, according to m 
recollection, the ballots enum: I couldn't say in what order they counted. 
We commenced counting on Friday, and they commencedon Saturday, I think. I 
couldn't say whether 88 counted that evening. Should say it 
would be an im bility to count all those ballots in one evening. 

Int. 11. Whe or not were all these wards counted before Monday, the 13th of 


November. 
A. Ita from the records here that the votes of fourth and seventh sena- 
torial cts were counted previous to that Monday. The remarks made by 
Alderman Stebbins, as rted in that 
Monday. There is some i 
than Icould. Under instructions from city clerk, or somehow, Mr. Stebbins made 
the remark. I do not think these votes been then counted. It is a mys- 
tery to me; and I don't mean to say anybody instructed Mr. Stebbins. I here by 
offer a printed report of p of board of aldermen upon November 
(The same is hereto annexed, marked W. W.—19.”) 
Int. 12. What wards com the fourth and seventh senatorial districts, and 
— 1 0 thirteen urteenth, and nineteenth Suffolk representative dis- 
cts 


ional district; 
Fach representative district consists of 
gressional district. 


Int. 14. Who were the candidates for Representative to Congress in the fourth 
district at the election held November 7, 1876! 
A. LEOPOLD MORSE and S. Frost. 


The fourth senatorial district comprises portions of the third and 
fourth congressional districts. The seventh senatorial district is in 
the fourth congressional district. There were recounts of the sena- 
torial elections in both of these senatorial districts. LEOPOLD MORSE 
and Rufus S. Frost were candidates for Congress in the fourth con- 

ional district. In these various recounts about the same time, 
in the same room, and by the same committee or their assistants, the 
reported ballots for Frost and Morse got mixed with those of the 
third co ional district, and the ballot for Samuel D. Smith was 
lost. There is nothing strained in this conclusion. Such a result is 
not only possible but altogether probable. 


573) 1,125 | 1,035 
1.413 614 801 


Let me state here some of the evidence of the city clerk, Samuel F. 
McCleary: 


can, interrogatory 16. When did they begin to count on the day you were pres- 
en 
Answer. I don't remember that. 
Cross-int. 17. Give your best recollection. 
A. This requested me and the other 8 
assist a vote for 


e clerk of commit- 
tor for the sev- 


district. 
A. The ballots for wards 13 and 14 were recounted November 14, to determine 


elections for representatives in these wards. 
3 2 ere not the votes for ward 19 recounted for representative to the 


. Yes, sir; at the same time as for senator, the same day, while the box was 


open. 

Cross- int. 40. When were the votes for Mr. Denny's senatorial district counted 

A. Ishould have tolook atone of my boxes not here to determine. I have ascer- 
tained that they were recounted on the 11th of November. 

Cross-int. 41. Was it not fang te counting of the ballots for Representative to 
Congress from the third district 

A. It must have been, because the committee had not finished their count. 

Cross- int. 42. And in the same room : 

A. Yes, sir; in the same room. 

Cross. int. 43. Were not the ballots for some of the wards of the fourth con 
— piens for Representative to Congress counted at the same time, — by 
w 

A. Yes, the ballots for Representative to Congress for the fourth district for wards 
1, 2, 6, and 12 were recounted during the od occupied by the committee in count- 
ing the ballots for the third district; the ballots were counted by other parties than 
the committee, but under their direction. 


Alderman O’Brien, on another examination, says: 


Interrogatory 17. State whether while the boxes were open for counting for mem- 
ber of Congress in any of the any recount was made for State officers, and 
by whom and in what wards such recount was made. 

Answer. There was a recount for State officers. I couldn't say what wards. I 
know that a recount for State officers was made of some few of the boxes by the 
clerk of committee, the assistant clerk, and the assistant city clerk. I it 
was for State senator; Sleeper’s district, I think. 

Int. 18. Whether or not recount of ballots for State officers was made before 
or after the same ballots had been counted by you for member of Congress and the 
recount recorded by you! 

A. Made after. 

Then of course there was opportunity for confusion of ballots; in- 
deed it must have been difficult to avoid. After the recount of the 
election for Con had been finished, the same ballots were re- 
counted for certain State offices, the districts of which were located 
some within and some without the third 5 district, and 
one in both the third and fourth congressional districts. And the re- 
counting for the State offices was done (some of it least) by a differ- 
ent set of men. Who did the work of gathering up the ballots be- 
longing to the third congressional district and putting them into the 
envelopes after these various recounts for State offices were com- 
pleted, the evidence does not disclose. 

But no matter who did it, the end of this remarkable business would 
have been surprising indeed if some of the ballots had not been mis- 
placed. Oneof the aldermen swears that when the committee counted 
they had but one envelope opened at a time and that the ballots were 
rep before another was opened; but there is no evidence show- 
ing that this course was pursued by the three persons that recounted 
the ballots for the State offices. For aught that we know to the con- 
trary, they may have had all the envelopes from the special district 
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for which they were counting open and before them at the same time, 
Who knows that they were sworn even? And yet it is insisted, in the 
face of all these things, that we shall accept the decision of the board 
of aldermen as the true declaration of the election. It is demanded 
that we must set aside the count of the ballots made on the spot where 
they were received, in the presence of the people, under the vigilance 
of the two great political parties, and by ten competent and honest 
men. I am not willing todoit. The lawand the evidence forbid it. 
The board of aldermen has nothing more than ministerial duties to 
discharge in connection with elections; yet in this case we find that 
body in solemn session hearing ent, adopting or erg res- 
olutions, and disposing of the rights of the people with all the sanc- 
tion of deliberative form and 8 gre 

There is but one other feature of the case that I care to mention, 
and that is the position and authority of the United States super- 
visors. Federal supervisors of State elections are the outgro of 
vicious legislation in recent years. They were unknown until the old 
ways and old methods, under the laws of the States and the Consti- 
tution of the Government, were found insufficient for the reckless 
will of party power. 

The provision of the Constitution is this: 

Sec. 4. The times places and manner of holding elections for Senators and 

oe re be ti la mabe — tend ——. — lien the 
ma; an me w o or su ex 
bans ary y d y time by 

Time, place, and manner are of the essentials of an election. These, 
in the holding of elections for Senators and Representatives, are not 
only left to the States, but the mandate of the Constitution is that 
they “shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof.” 
The power of Congress to “ make or alter such regulations“ is merely 

issive. This clause of the Federal Constitution must have been 
inserted as a measure of precaution. Some State might fail or refuse 
to provide for the election of Senators and Representatives, and 
proper regulations by action of Congress might become necessary for 
the right representation of such State. Or the provision made by 
State fegislation might be defective, and in such event Congress could 
either make new provision, or “ alter” that already made. 

It certainly was not intended to authorize Congress to displace the 
State regulations where the same are complete and effective. Such 
a construction would place these important elections too much at the 
will of a dominant majority here and leave the States powerless in 
the matter of their representation. The framers of the Constitution 
sought to guard and fortify for all time the rights of the States as 
unders in that early day, nor did they dream of subjecting these 
inestimable rights to the will of N Federal power. The 
legislation that manufactured these supervisors was not under the 
section of the Constitution quoted. It was not designed to provide 
the “times, places and manner of holding elections, for these were 
already provided. I doubt if it was intended to “alter” the ma- 
chinery that was in use in Massachusetts, for no special reference is 
made to that State. If it altered the existing regulations of any 
State, then no election for Representative in such State could be 
complete without the presence and action of Federal su isors. 
But who will pretend that this election in Massachusetts would have 
been void in the absence of these supervisors? 

Certain duties and authority are prescribed for the supervisors in 
the following sections of the Revised Statutes: 

Sec. 2011. Whenever, in any city or town having upward of twenty thousand 
inhabitants, there are two cit s thereof, or whenever, in any county or parish, 
in any congressional district, there are ten citizens thereof, of good — who, 
poe to any registration of voters for an election for Representative or Delegate 

the Congress of the United States, or prior to any election at which a re- 
sentative or Delegate in Congress is to be voted for, may make known, in writing, 
to the judge of the circuit court of the United States for the circuit wherein s 
city or town, county or parish, is sitnated, their desire to have such i 


registration, 
or such election, or both, guanled and scrutinized, the judge, within not less than 


ten days prior to the registration, if one there be, or, if no registration be required, 
within not less than ten days prior to the election, shall open the circuit court at 
the most convenient point in the circuit. 

Sec. 2012. The court, when so opened by the judge, shall proceed to appoint and 
commission, from day to day and from time to time, and under the hand of the 
jadge, and under the seal of the court, for each election district or voting precinct 

such city or town, or for such election district or voting precinct in the con- 

as may have applied in the manner hereinbefore prescribed, 

and to revoke, change, or renew such appointment from time to timo, two citizens, 

residents of the city or town, or of the election district or voting ct in the 

eee eee. 

g and w. vn an as supervisors 
of election. (See §§ 5521, 5522.) 

SEC. 2013. The circuit court, when by the judge as required in the two 
88 sections, shall therefrom an ter, and up to and including the day 

liowing the day of election, be always open for the transaction of business under 
this title, and the powers and jurisdiction hereb ted and conferred shall be 
exercised as well in vacation as in term time; and a judge sitting at chambers shall 
have the same powers and jurisdiction, including the power of keeping order and 
of punishing any contempt of his authority, as when sitting in court. 

Sec. 2014. Whenever, any cause, the judge of the circuit court in any judi- 
cial circuit is unable to ‘orm and discharge the duties herein imposed, he is re- 

uired to select and assign to the performance thereof, in his place, such one of 

© judges of the dist: ict courts within his circuit as he may deem best; and u 
such selection and ass ent being made, the district Alke so designated shall 
perform and discharge, in the place of the circuit ju dge, all E anire phn and 
obligations im and conferred upon the circuit judge by the provisions hereof. 

SEC. 2015. The preceding section sball be construed to authorize each of the 

judges of the circuit courts of the United States to designate one or more of the 

Len rhe the district courts within his cireuit to discharge the duties arising under 
o. 

Src. 2016. The supervisors of elections so appointed are authorized and required 


— by hostile enactments of Con 
t 


to attend at all times and fixed forthe registration of voters wh: 
istered. dol tee 


10, bein 
ote fora we or Delegate in Cengtomn 


„55. fal removal 
ſudgmen an e improper or wrongful remo 
addition — of any name. 5 


therefrom, 


Sec. 2017. The su rs of election are authorized and required to attend at 
all times and places for ps eee of Re tatives or ites in Con- 
gress, and for counting the votes cast at such elections; to any vote or- 
fered by any person w. 1 qualifications the su or ej of them, 


ance until every vote cast at such time and place has been counted, the 
canvass of all votes gars wholly ee and the prope aaa 1 certifi- 
er 


cates or returns made, whether the cates or returns 
law of the United States, or any S or municipal law, and to person 
d i from time to time, and at all times, on the day of elec- 


8 the same, or an 
of the United States, or of any 
— once hich the supervisors be of electi either af th 

ion and canvass, which the e or either af them, ma; 
desire to make or attach, or which should Menieg p valera giae ngia A 
tached, in order Gust the tacts may become known. 

Sec. 2019. The better to enable the of election to their 


votin on the day of 
— to be chal Sinn ts ae of election, to take, occupy, and remain 
5 or behind 


i lace 

of engaging in the work of 
as will enable them to fully perform the duties in respect 
to such canvass provided herein, and shall there remain until aie ene owas ay 
to such canvass, certificates, returns, and statements has been wholly completed. 


It is not the purpose of these sections to oi {gs or supersede the 
State lations. The latter provide for the complete ascertain- 
ment and final declaration of an election, while the former fall far 
short of that result. The supervisors make report to the chief super- 
visor such as he may require, and there the matter of return ends. 
There is no law authorizing him to declare the result of an election or 
to transmit returns to the secretary of the Commonwealth. Such 
certificates and returns as he may have received stop with him. This 
whole thing is a sort of legislative fungus fastened upon the State 
in 1871-72. But when 

e supervisor fills the place in which the law puts him he wields an 
exe Schr part in elections for Congress and his evidence becomes 
valuable. 

I will not further protract the discussion of these questions. I 
give to the supervisors in this election the position of official witnesses 
and nothing more. They wero in a situation to see and know what 
was done, and they testify of their own knowledge. Adding theirs 
to the testimony of the ward officers, the proof is conclusive in sup- 
port of the first count of the ballots. 

Go through this whole matter as we may ; consider it how we will, 
the question must at last be determined whether we will take a 
count made without fraud by Federal officials and by the immediate 
agents of the people on one hand, a count made in the presence of 
the people by men of antagonistic political parties, guarded, watch- 
ful, and jealons iù every act; or whether, on the other, we will adopt 
a later and different result, reached under doubtful circumstances, 
to say the least, and unsupported by law. With full confidence in 
the correctness of my conclusions I prefer the former, and I shall 
vote to seat the contestant. N 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DURHAM. By instruction of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 2507 224 1 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, together with the 
Senate amendments duly numbered in their order, be printed for the 
use of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. s 


ELECTION CONTEST—DEAN VS. FIELD. 


The House resumed the consideration of the contested-election case 
of Dean vs. Field, from the third congressional district of the State 
of Massachusetts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, a careful examination of the election 
laws of the State of Massachusetts discovers the fact her law-mak- 
ing power has most carefully guarded the elective franchise within 
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her eee one Ree votes Se oreo aa protection 
t 

In the cities, where the criminal class is the more numerous and 
where current history records ballot-box-stuffing is the more commo: 
Massachusetts has provided for a second canvass, and, until it shall 
have transpired, most carefully for the preservation of the ballots. 

This House and all courts, whenever the question has been pre- 
sented, have held the ballots, if kept inviolate, must override the 
result as declared by official canvassers. They may have been non- 
partisan, of the highest character, and under the obligations of oath, 
and have most diligently and conscientiously discharged their duty ; 
nevertheless, if the ballots cast are produced and are proven to have 
been kept untampered with, they override the official canvass, 

It is doubtless the policy of the Massachusetts election law to re- 
move the final counting of the votes in crowded localities from the 
partisan heat of the election, and to the end opportunity for frand 
may not be afforded the immediate representatives of the electors; 
and therefore it is under its provisions, from time to time as the 
election Pe Apa the votes are counted (but no result pipe. 
and placed in convenient packages and carefully preserved: and 
desire this fact to be borne in mind, that the votes are counted Soy 
half hour or hour during the day, and thus the opportunity for bal- 
lot-box-stuffing removed: following this the law provides for an- 
other count, e the “aldermanic count.“ Thus you see the ward 
officers make their canvass under conditions that insure against fraud, 
but nevertheless with the full knowledge theirs is subordinate, sub- 
ject to correction by the aldermanic canvass; a fact, I submit, not 
inspiring to the highest degree of diligence and exactness. 

In the third congressional district of Massachusetts, wholly in the 
city of Boston, the recanvass of the votes cast for Representative in 
Co was had by the board of aldermen, and it gives the sitting 
member, Mr. Field, the seat; whereas an aggrega on of the can- 
vasses in all the wards in the said congressional district, as declared 
and returned by the several ward election officers, gives the seat to 
Mr. Dean, the contestant. 

The vote was very close; the majority for Dean, by ward officers’ 
count, over Field was, I believe, 5 only, and the majority for Field 
over Dean by the aldermanic count, 5. 

An inspection and comparison of the official count and ward returns 
show the verity of the former, and the fairness of the committee, as 
regards both candidates. The following table tabulates the count- 
ing: 


ins in six—thirteenth, sixteenth, 
eighteenth, nineteenth, twenty-first, and twenty-fourth; and Dean 
in four—the fourteenth, fifteenth, seventeenth, and twentieth. The 


Thus out of ten wards Field 


t in is Deau's of 25 in the fourteenth ward, and the 
ion sgt a is also Dean’s, of 14, in the same ward. As the 
whole result of the official count, Mr. Dean gains 7 over the ward re- 
turns, and Mr. Field gains either 21 or 19 as the imperfect names are 
or are not counted for him. 

And, Mr. Speaker, the first question presented is, has Massachusetts 
the lawful right to provide such recount, and by it correct the returns 
of the ward canvassers? All legislative bodies recount in trying the 
title of its members to their seats. This House at this session has 

ustified and adopted a canvass made months aftey the election. In 

ennsylvania, in theory at least, the same system at one time existed. 
There isnothing in the constitution of the State, or of the United States, 
against it. I did not understand the learned gentleman who pre- 
sented the contestant’s case to the committee to question that power 
in the absence of Federal restrictions upon it. 

I present the question as one of power in the State. Assuming the 
ballots safely kept, may she lawfully appeal to them the second 
time before she gives title to the office? Ido not understand the 
proposition has been questioned directly by any one. I understand 
a majority, I do not know but every member, of your committee con- 
ad it, and yet, sir, the report in effect arrays the first cavass against 

© last. 

Upon the presentment of the case to the subcommittee it was ex- 
pressly agreed both boards of canvassers acted honestly and every 
officer connected with the ballots from the time they were deposited 
by the voters respectively intended to do hisduty; and more than that, 
there has been a failure to point out any omission in that respect. 
And therefore I say the single question is which of the two canvasses is 
paramount, which the superior. And when you have nted the 
right of the State to provide the second in review of the first you 
have answered the question. 

Suppose, sir, it had been provided the ballots should be carried, as 


for a moment that 


court. 


in the State of Pennsylvania, before the highest legal tribunal of the 
county or city and by it counted and the judgment of the court had 
been entered, correcting the ward returns, would | ees stand 
here and array those returns against that judgment? The same prin- 
ciple is involved; it does not matter what authority has this power to 
rabbis if it exists anywhere and is honestly executed its result must 
con 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is granted on all sides your Committee of 
Elections had the right, if requested to by the parties to this contest, 
or even on its own motion, to count the ballots cast for Representa- 
tive to Congress in the third con ional district of Massachusetts. 
The case shows they have been kept inviolate, and for months they 
have been up stairs in the committee-room. Suppose, sir, the com- 
mittee had made a canvass and reported it here to this House, would 
either party to the contest, would any member upon this floor, be at 
liberty to array either of the State canvasses against it? Well, sir, 
that iso question is presented as between the two State canvasses. 

It is not for us to consider how many men were engaged in the 
ward count, nor how honest they were. Granting, as has been done 
in this case, both counts were honest, the only question is, which is 
the superior, which under the laws of the State of Massachusetts 
ag 1 the henes degree of verity. 

hope, sir, the real question will not be lost sight of. It has seemed 

to me those having the other side in charge have attempted to ob- 
scure it. 


ton. 
it is not a question that should elicit encomiums or abuse. And 
we, sir, e with the high duty of a count under all the obliga- 
tions im upon any of the inferior officers whose actions we are 
now reviewing, should disdain to be thus operated upon. 

And it is proper in this connection I should say something of the 
attempt to prejudice the contestee’s case, by calling attention to 
alleged neglects of duty of certain ministerial officers, mainly of the 
clerk of the board of aldermen. It is a very serious question if he 
was guilty of a neglect of duty; if he was, it consisted in his defer- 
ring the ing up of a record. It is not claimed the result of the 
canvass has been affected thereby; but this neglect, if it was one, has 
been seized hold of, marshaled with the ward canvass, and precipi- 
tated upon the canvass in review. An official labor has been chàr- 
acterized as done in secret simply because no one chose to witness it. 
The simple meaning of all this is the contestant’s case is weak and 
the law is against him. 

It is to be regretted, sir, that in a case like this, where the facts are 
undisputed, the only question being of law, that any one will assume 
is House of Representatives of a great Govern- 
ment may be influenced by arguments the poorest and yet the braas- 
iest lawyer among us would lack the assurance to present to a pevty 


I say the report of the majority is too partisan in its statement, 


too 
weak in its reasons, to do credit to its author. And I congratulate 


3. 
„the chairman of the committee [Mr. Harris] and the very able gen- 


tleman from Alabama [Mr. WILLIAMS] that they did not commit them- 
selves to either. Mr. HARRIS says: 

Without indorsing the argument of this report, I concur in the conclusion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS says: 

Without at this time assenting to all the tions Iconcur in the con- 
4 8 propositions made, 

The case was, Mr. Speaker, for a long time pending before your 
committee. Ihave no doubt the report presents the best reasons 
available for unseating Mr. Field, and the able gentlemen I have 
named were not satisfied with them. They have recommended the 
unseating, giving no reason. It remains to be seen if a majority of 
this House are prepared to adopt the recommendation with these 
strong men by their report saying “ Do it; we cannot tell you why; 
we cannot give you a good reason therefor, yet do it.“ I, for one, hope 
and trust the Honse will not make such a record. 

I now pass to the question, Has the State of Massachusetts pro- 
vided for the aldermanic count had in this case? The contestant 
has never denied it, through counsel or otherwise. Your committee, 
or rather the subcommitee thereof, listened to some ten hours of argu- 
ment, aud most able and versatile counsel upon either side failed to 
suggest a doubt of it. [understand the point has not been discovered 
until lately. Some thirty-five aldermanic canvasses have been had 
in the city of Boston, and no member of her brilliant bar is to have 
the credit of having notified his State and the nation they were with- 
out warrant of law, and let us gather cautiously around this new 
discovery and carefully examine it. 

And I will read the statute: 

Spo. 4. If within three days next following the day of any election ten or more 
. voters of any ward shall file with the ay clerk a statement in writing 

ey have reason to believe that tho returns of the ward officers are crrone- 
ous, specifying wherein they deem them in error, said city clerk shall forthwith 
transmit such statement to the board of aldermen or the committee thereof a 


ei determine the questions raised; hey shall then again seal ie envelope, either 


with the seal of the city ora seal provided for the purpose, and shall indorse upon 
said en a ficate that the same has been opened and n seal them 
in conformity to law; and the envelope, sealed as aforesaid, be re to 
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the city clerk. Said i Ree Se ee ee aldermen or | Indorsed: Ward 4, Petition of C. D. Tutein and others for arecount of the votes 
their committee, shall alter and amend such ward returns as have been to be | for to in ward four. In board of mayor and aldermen, 
and such amended shall stand as the true returns of the ward. | November 5, 1874, recei and referred to the Comunitsee on Riections. 
Sec. 5. The board of not declare the result of an election SAML BASSETT, 
in the tion for filing a request for a recount of ty Clerk. 
lots shall have expired, or in case of such est made, until the said | COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS: 


TAIA hare been GEANAIL and the reeurontamsd if found erroneous, any pro- 
vision in the charter of any city or in any actin ent thereof to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

Does any one discover any doubtful lan, e in the provision? 
Any election” are the words employed in describing the jurisdiction. 
There is no limitation to State, city, or county elections. And where- 
fore do learned gentlemen exclude from its operations congressional 
elections? The language of the report is: 


This provision of the State law could not have been intended to apply to the 
election of Representatives in Co There is but one district in the State as 
now apportioned in which it could hove been sande applicable, and that is the dis- 
trict in question. It is who the city of and 


lly within the limits of Boston, 
hence the machinery of the ‘4 ap ed te it by mere accident. It cannot be 


presumed that a law would have been by the Legislature of Massachusetts 


for a review of the counts of votes cast for tatives in j 
ich lag could not posetbl sppiyunleos ale voting precincts aboald be within 
the limits of a single city. For reason, if for no the section quoted has 
no application to congressional elections. 


The gentlemen entirely misstate the object of the act. It was spe- 
cial legislation for cities and was intended to apply to the wards of 
all cities, and there is no in the law rendering it non-operative 
for a con, ional district. perchance said district is comprised 
in part of a city and in part of towns, it operates in that district in 
so far as it is of the city. Ihave already discussed the object of this 
feature of the election law of Massachusetts. And as well may you 
say of the numerous laws of the States and of the United States ap- 

licable to cities alone, they do not apply to co ional elections. 
e same reasoning would avoid the whole effect claimed by the other 
side for the “enforcement act.” 

But I will not spend time upon this question. Iam most profoundly 
impressed the “discovery” will bring neither glory to its father nor 
profit to the contestant. 

I will now address myself to the position. The a to the board 
of aldermen was not in form to give jurisdiction. e law reads: 

Sezo. 4. If within three da: ee ee of election ten or more 

nalified voters of any ward shall file with r writing 


eee 
they have reasons to believe that the return of the ward officers are 


The point is made, the “statement filed” does not sufficiently, dis- 
tinctly point out the error complained of. I will now read the state- 
ment, 

To the city clerk of the City of Boston: 

The unde! ualified voters of ward 1 . 
hereb: sate that they have reason to Wahlers that the returns of the ward pr ee 
of said ward for member of Congress in said con onal district, at the election 
of November 7, 1 are erroneous, in that all ballots cast for Walbridge A. 
Field as member of were not counted and credited to him, and that more 
ballots were credited to Dean as member of than were cast for 
him; and they ask for a recount of the vote of said ward 6 
tp seconds ce with the provisions of section 4 of chapter 188 of the acta of the 
a: (Signed by 15 voters of the ward.) 

Now, upon this question, Iam happy to state, we are not without 
authority; authority, sir, that will be unquestioned, and the author- 
ity applies to the proposition, the law for the aldermanie count applies 
to con ional elections; and it also applies to a question I shall 
invite attention to further on in the discussion, the great question of 
this case, whether the “enforcement act” in effect annuls the Massa- 
chusetts statute one for the “ aldermanic count.” 

The authority I refer to is none other than Hon. Josiah G. Abbott, 
a gentleman not unknown to fame, and who has had charge of the 
contestant’s case, a former member of this House, a gentleman, I have 
assumed, of great learning, a Boston lawyer. 

The records of this House show this gentleman had a contested- 
election case of his own before it. And, sir, it a „despite the 
enforcement act, and assuming the law for an aldermanic canvass 
applied to cities, he procured this same aldermanic canvass, to be had 
in his case. And, sir, I have the statement filed in the case of Abbott 
vs, Frost, and will now read it: 

To SAMUEL BASSETT, Esq., 
City Clerk of the City of Chelsea: 

The undersigned, being ten voters of Ward four (4) of the 
hereby hotif 7 te thy clone of mid. Chelsea, that the returns of the 

cers o our are erroneous, in 8 id returns, 
large a number of votes for Rufus S. Frost, as — ai Deseret the 


be verge Me 

fourth district, and too few votes for Josiah G. Abbott as Representative to Con- 
gress for the said fourth district ; and they demand a recount of said votes, and 
an 


tion of said returns. 
Signed: C. D. Tutein, Wilbur E. Everdean, E. O. Moody, Oscar F. Colby, Fred'k 
John Harvey, J. A. 


y, 
P. Carl H. T. Holmes, D. P. Cook, E. G. Tu 
a leton, Henry tein, 


| 


one it ie cs 

0 

Witness my hand and the seal of the city. 
SEAL. 


CHELSEA, February 14, 1878. 

It will bo remarked it is in its description of the error complained 
of more loose than the one in the pending case. It expresses the 
same idea doubtless. 

I do not claim the honorable Mr. Abbott might not have committed 
an error. It is not very likely, however. Perhaps I am not justified 
in introducing the “authority” and claiming for it so great weight; 
yet, sir, I think I am, when you take into account the question in- 
volved and the serious way it is pressed. 

Thave read over the statement and I cannot conceive how the paper 
could be more properly drawn. And, since this case is to be an au- 
thority for the future guidance of this House, it would have been 
very proper for the majority report to give us a form; the error com- 
plained of was, the votes had not been correctly counted; and I ask 
any defender of tho majority to inform me how such an error 
ah, be more clearly and certainly described. 

he majority report has referred us to “authorities” when this House 
would count the ballots. But, sir, we are construing astatute of Mas- 
sachusetts. 5 Congress had passed a law at variance with the 
rule cited, and which has obtained here by common consent, would 
you cite that rale against the statute? 

Cases in Pennsylvania have been referred to. They all arose under 
a statute, in effect, a proceeding in the nature of a quo warranto, to 
try the title to the office; and the authorities cited simply hold the 
paper appealing to the court for a count of the ballots must set 
out facts that would change the result as returned by the board of 
canvassers. If fraud was complained of, it must be pointed out dis- 
tinctly. If a wrong count, it must not only be alleged, but alleged 
5 e as to show, if corrected, the returned result would be 
changed. 

The Massachusetts statute contemplates a recanvass whether the 
returned result is changed or not. Unlike the Pennsylvania 8 
the proceeding is for a review of each petty board, Sap trees 
other petty boards and independent of the effect upon their aggre- 


a true copy 


that the epg T NA a 


ereon now on file 
SAML BASSETT, 
City Olerk. 


gate results. 
The cases under the Pennsylvania statute do not seem to me to bear 
at all upon the question. e language in the statement is: 


All the ballots cast for Walbridge A. Field as member of C were not 
counted and credited to him, and more ballots were credited to Dean, as 
member of Congress, than were cast for him. 

If such was the fact, it was an erroneous count; and how could you 
more = rly state it? 

Mr. ARR , of Virginia. I should like to ask my friend a ques- 
tion on that point. À 

Mr, HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, Incase a State statute provides certain 
things shall be done on probable cause would a declaration or indict- 
ment or any other pl seh good which simply nar probable 
e e e setting forth the facts which constituted that proba- 

© cause 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir; I answer the gentleman precisely as he 
wants reference to it. But that is not the question hero. The lan- 
guage of the statute is, the statement shall point ont the error com- 
plained of, and you come back again to the question is it an error 
they have neglected to count for one party all the votes cast for him ? 
That is the question and the only question. It is not a question of 
intent. Itis nota Cesc of what the parties intended to do. It is 
not a question whether their allegation is true or not. That does not 
affect the case. The only and single question, as I said before, is 
whether that statement if true would of itself be an error which 
would defeat any canvass? I say there can be no question with ref- 
erence to it. I say by all rules of pleading the statement is sufficient. 

It has been urged as if material that “statements” in the same 
form were filed attacking the canvass of each ward, but that is no 
oo ground of objection. I most confidently assert without fear of 

ing disputed by any lawyer careful of his reputation that if the 
statement filed is good directed against one voting precinct, it is not 
rendered insufficient or invalid because the same form is employed in 
“statements” against the canvass of each voting precinct in the con- 


gressional district. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My understanding of the law is this: 
it contemplates the ies who seek a recount shall have some rea- 


sonable belief there been mistake in a particular ballot, and that 
they shall set forth that mistake so as to be understood by everybody. 
The law does not mean a man shall go into his closet and write down 
a mistake and apply it to every single ballot-box as was done in this 
case. In this case the chairman of the republican committee went 
to his room and sat down and wrote an application to be signed by 
every other ward, and that from every other ward was signed in pre- 
cisely the same lan as the first, thereby showing they knew no 
error in any ward, but that it was simply a fishing excursion made by 
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the chairman of the republican party to try and catch something by 
chance. That is correct and you cannot deny it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not deny it. I accept the situation and the 
facts as the gentleman has stated them. There is nothing in the 
statute which declares that this statement shall be under oath. 
There is nothing in the statute which declares this statement shall 
be true. Itis the right of ten voters, if they file that statement, 
to have the aldermanic canvass. It is no question of the verity 
of the statement. As I have said before, the only question is, if ten 
men, voters of that precinct, see fit to have that canvass and sign 
that statement, it is as much a matter of right for them as to cast 
their ballots on the day of election. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Sign what statement! 

Mr. HISCOCK. Sign the statement which is to be presented de- 
manding a recauvass by the aldermanie board. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. For what reasons? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Any reasons. It may be their imagination, if you 

lease. They have it asa matter of right based upon the election 

wof Massachusetts. I will put this case as illustrating it: A man 
may see fit to appeal from a judgment which has been entered against 
him. He cay bees no ground of appeal. Still he serves his appeal 
and he states in it the grounds of it. He has a right to that appeal; 
and you cannot go into the question of his intent. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. But if the grounds for the appeal are 
oot es it will be refused. Just so in this case. The grounds set 
forth for the recount were not good, and therefore the recount ought 
to have been refused and was void. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam rised at such a statement as that from 

surp. 
my learned associate on the committee. In the case I have supposed, 
of a man taking an appeal, if the grounds are not well taken on his 
appeal he will be beaten on it. But I ask the gentleman if he has 
ever known a case in which the court has gone back and inquired 
into the motives of a man in bringing his appeal. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If it is a question not of right but of 
discretion. There are certain cases where the law ave appeal as of 
right, and-the court has no right to inquire. But if it be a question 
of discretion with the court and the appeal shows no cause for it, 
the court will refuse it and will take no cognizance of the case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is precisely what 1 say with reference to this 
case. If the paper shows on its face cause. That is the only ques- 
tion. It is not a question of intent on the part of the person who 
brought the appeal. His ap may have been vexatious, if you 
please. The question is whether the papers on their face give juris- 
diction to the court to which the appeal is ad And that is 
the question here. Does the statement on its face give to the alder- 
manic board the jurisdiction to canvass these votes 

I repeat, the same error may or may not exist in every ward, and 
the question of intent can never beinquired into. It is a question of 
sistas hs statutes to the letter. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Will the gentleman allow me a question as to the 
construction of this statute? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The statute says these parties shall state that 
eg believe these returns are erroneous. 

r. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Then I ask, if the gentleman’s view is correct as 
to the construction of this statute, are not the words specifying the 
grounds of error perfectly superfluous ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say this: if the statute makes it incumbent 
they should state them, then they must be stated. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will ask the gentleman further: is anything 
more said when you state that Mr. Field did not get all the votes he 
was entitled to and the other man got more? Is that any more than 
you have just stated, that there was error in the returns? Does it 

ive any more light? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It gives this additional light in reference to it, per- 
haps, that it points out the error was in the count, Error may have 
been with reference to the state of some ballots, with reference to 
some parties having their votes deposited there under some statute 
of Massachusetts; their votes perhaps being void. I do not know 
whether there are such regulations in the State of Massachusetts as 


would avoid ballots or not. There are in some States. But it points out 
distinctly, “we complain you have not properly counted the votes,” 
and I say with reference to it, that there is no other lan which 


can be employed which would more properly point it out than the 
statement does in this case. 

Now, I am surprised at the special pesama made in reference to 
this election case. I may say with reference to it, and I think that 
I am justified in saying it by the record, and Lap to my colleague 
the chairman of the committee, if lam wrong, this question wasr: 
not by the contestant but by the committee. The question was not 
raised otherwise. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I did not exactly hear what the gentle- 


man said. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The question I asked was whether this question 
as to whether the statute gave jurisdiction to the board of aldermen 
to recount the vote was not raised by the committee, and not by the 
contestant. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. It is a question that necessarily grows 
out of the record of the case. I was not amember of the subcommit- 


tee which investigated this case, and did not hear tho arguments in 
behalf either of the contestant or contestee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. With reference to that I remember now distinctly 
what are the facts. This point was made for the first time in the 
addresses of counsel. I have no recollection of it having been made 
in the record. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, My friend asks me if upon the point of 
the insufficiency of the application for a recount, raised before the 
committee, as I have already stated, I did not hear the arguments 
before the subcommittee; but I hold in my hand the printed argu- 
ment of Mr. Abbott, in behalf of the contestant, before the commit- 
tee, and Iam satisfied that the gentleman from New York was not 
present when that argument was made; if he was there his head 
was turned in another direction. 

I read from the argument of Mr. Abbott: 

Now, under that provision of the law, Mr. Dickinson, chairman of my friend's 
committee, testifies that without one particle of information or intimation that 
there was any error in the ward returns whatever, and without . to 
specify any error, this re-examination was asked for, and the only d he 
could assign for it was simply that Mr. Field was not elected by tie count of the 
want officers or th supervisors, and he thought that a recount certainly could not 
do him harm, and t do him good. There was nothing in the application, under 
the provisions of the statute, to justify even an examination of the ballots, and I 
assert that there is not a compliance with the law, and the committee of the board 
of aldermen had no authority to recount the votes. 


There was nothing in the application of Mr. Dean’s counsel, as the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WILLIAus] has said to-day, to show 
that there is anything in the statute that justified the re-examination 
of the ballots and it was not in compliance with law. I think that 
the committee of the board of aldermen had no authority to count 
the votes, 

Mr. HISCOCK. If my friend, the chairman of the committee, in- 
stead of looking up this brief had listened to my argument, he would 
have heard me declare distinctly that this point was made in the argu- 
ment; but not in the notice of contest. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I understood the gentleman to say that 
it was made for the first time in the report of the committee, and he 
did so state. 

. 1 agd at the outset what I have stated now, sub- 
stanti in the same lan $ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. ben if the gentleman corrected him- 
self there is no issue between us. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman himself must have been looking 
at something else and did not understand what I said. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I certainly did not hear you retract it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will concede that when they came to the disens- 
sion of the case this point was putin it. But whatIsay is that when 
these men were preparing their case with great care, with delibera- 
tion, and under the advice of counsel, within the pleadings which were 
framed, so far as I remember them, this point was not made. 

The pay justin report alludes to action on the part of a committee 
of the aldermen in the first instance and subsequent action by the 
full board, and argues the committee having taken jurisdiction, the 
subsequent proceedings by the board were void. I understand the 
law to provide for the full board acting through a committee, subject 
to disc eat any time and the resumption of the powers delegated 
it by the full board. The question, however, is not here, since every 
member of the committee participated in and concurred in the sub- 

uent proceedings, 
r. Speaker, I will now briefly discuss the main question involved, 
a question, sir, upon which I believe a majority of your committee 
agree with the minority report. 

Has Congress, by the provisions of the enforcement act, in effect 

practically repealed the statutes of Massachusetts providing the 


aldermanic court? R 
It is said in the minerity report: 
These provisions of law— 
Referring to the enforcement act— 

were not enacted by in pursuance of its constitutional power to make or 


alter regulations as to the pte OF holding elections for Representatives. 

The report, it has been urged, strikes at the constitutionality of the 
“enforcement act.” I deny, sir, the report contains a single word 
against its constitutionality. I had supposed, I suppose now, the 
warrant for that legislation by Congress may be found in the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution; but, sir, the 
minority report does not limit you to them for the authority; it does 
not indicate where it may or may not be found ; it does not declare it 
may not be found in section 4 of the first article of the Constitution 
declaring— 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Representa- 
tives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof, but Congress 
may at any time by law make or alter such regulations except as to the places of 
choosing Senators. 

The report says, and only says: 

When Congress enacted the enforcement act it was not intending to execute its 
power to make or alter regulations as to the times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for Representatives. 

It may be as an incident to that reserved eee Congress might 
provide a police force to watch the State offlcers or join with them 
in insuring to the voter full and complete protection. What the 
minority report claims is that is all Congress has attempted to do, and 
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gentlemen may find the authority for it as pleases them best in the 
section of the Constitution I have read, or in the fourteenth or fif- 
teenth amendments. 

I stand here maintaining that Congress has never attempted, under 
any of the provisions of the Constitution “to provide the places and 
manner of holding elections of Representatives.” 

I shall not deem it n to quote in full the Federal law upon 
which the other side relies, and will content myself with calling atten- 
tion to certain omissions therein that would not exist had Congress 
intended to execute her reserved power: ; 

First. Any supervision of the election is dependent upon the option 
of a certain number of citizens. 

Second. The supervisors appointed have no power to reject or re- 
ceive ballots or apply the tests which determine the right of the indi- 
vidual to vote. l 

Third. No return of results is made obligatory upon any officer. 

Fourth. The law does not provide the canvass of the supervisors 
shall be the basis of the certificate given by the State officers to the 
Representatives-elect, or any method by which State officers may 

uire knowledge of such canvass, . 
ifth. The returns of the supervisors are not made evidence to 
establish any fact, and do not verify their own statements. 

The contestant must successfully maintain the enforcement act 
either takes control of the congressional elections and the returns of 
the supervisors are our proper title to our seats, or else that the elec- 
tion law of Massachusetts in respect to the aldermanic canvass and 
the provisions of the enforcement act are repugnant toeach other. I 
have said all I desire to upon the first proposition, and of the second 
it is only necessary to say read the provisions of the two statutes and 
you will fail to find wherein they are not in harmony. Both may 
concurrently be executed in spirit and in letter. The majority report 
has failed, gentlemen upon the other side have failed, to point out 
any repugnancy. 

it would not be a difficult task to frame a law which would “ regu- 
late” congressional elections, and when it is done we shall all know 
it. If any Congress had heretofore done it, it would not have de- 

nded upon the chance of a contested election to become known to 
Donerem even and the nation. 

It is now proper I should call attention to certain statements con- 
tained in the majority report, as I charge unsustained, unsuggested 
even, by the evidence. It affirms: 

The count made by the aldermen was made in secret, three or four days after 
the election, partly in the night-time, and the United States supervisors and all 
other persons except the three aldermen were excluded from the room, and were 
not permitted to see what was done. A count made under such circum- 
stances is in derogation of the acts of Congress and is of no validity whatever. 

In the language of the minority I say: 


There is no evidence that there was any exclusion of any person, supervisor or 
candidate, from the count. The count was made by the committee in one of the 
rooms of the city hall, and with the aid of the assistant city clerk and the clerk and 
assistant clerk of committees of the board of aldermen. At times during the count 
the city clerk and city attorney were present. The door of the room in which the 
count was made was not kept locked. The count required the larger part of two 
days, and both parties knew it was to be made. 


The majority have pictured three bad men invading the sanctity of 
those ballot-boxes. o of those men were leading democrats of the 
city of Boston, appointed to their task by a democratic mayor of 
Boston. It is affirmed the work was done in the night-time partly. 
I pro to classify it with deeds of violence—cruel, secret crimes. 

Sat you: sir, all Massachusetts was watching the count, and every 
step taken in that aldermanic canvass was bulletined. The press 
chronicled the progress. Field watched, Dean watched, their respect- 
ive counsel watched, and the political adherents of either watched. 
You have imagined for you three men, criminal in their intents and 
purposes, secretly at the work. They are described as plotters of 
theft, murder, or arson would be by the highly imaginative individ- 
ual that drafted the majority report. It has been reserved for that 
report to question the integrity of that committee. At the time, the 
press of neither of the political parties of Boston did it. Mr. Dean, 
the contestant, has never done it, neither has his counsel. Their can- 
vass was not made in “a corner,” and when 8 e the ballots yet 
remained, and are now in the custody of the House, to verify that 
committee’s work. The contestant has failed to appeal to them, and 
I say it is wrong for your Committee of Elections to abuse the 
ue when it at hand the evidence that will justify or con- 

emn. 

A little while ago this House seated the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ACKLEN] upon a count of the ballots made four months after the 
election. I ask gentlemen to contrast the manner of the preserva- 
tion of the ballots in the two cases and then determine if you so soon 
will repudiate your own decision. 

I say, sir, upon the law and the facts of this case it seems as unjust 
to unseat Mr. Field as any other member of this House, and I trust 
this election case may be treated other than as a party question. 

I yield the remainder of my time to my coll e, [Mr. POTTER. ] 

e SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CHALMERS in the chair.) The gen- 
tleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr.Speaker, the State of Massachusetts had power 
under the Constitution to make regulations in respect of the manner 
of conducting her elections for Representatives in Congress and of 
counting the votes cast at such elections. 
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Congress, by virtue of its paramount power, has made provision for 
certain supervisors of such elections. In my judgment, the duty of 
those supervisors is to supervise; and I cannot admit that either their 
presence or their participation is necessary to any recount of such 
vote authorized by the laws of that State. Indeed I am not sure that 
any member of the Committee of Elections claims that this is nec- 


essary. 

Now, the laws of the State of Massachusetts have for many years 
past provided for a recount of votes, or what my colleague [Mr. Hrs- 
COCK ] has called a second canvass, and have provided also that this 
second count shall be controlling. Undoubtedly in the case of the 
election of a member of this House we have the power to inquire into 
that recount; to inquire, in the first place, whether the recount was 
a valid one under the law, and in the next place to inquire whether 
it was in fact accurately made. 

It has been said that the recount relied upon in this case was not 
valid because the proper notice was not given to justify a recount. 
But the notice given was that the votes which had been returned for 
the republican candidate had been undercounted and the votes which 
had been given for the democratic candidate had been overcounted. 
That is to say, it was a notice of arithmetical inaccuracy ; and since 
arithmetical inaccuracy was one of the grounds provided by law for 
the recount, Iam unable to see in what respect that notice was defect- 
ive so as to be considered invalid. 

It is said there are precedents in Massachusetts which hold that 
specification of defects or of frauds on the first count must be made 
before the recount will be ordered. But those precedents relate to 
legislative recounts, not to the statutory onein question. It would be 
obviously proper for the Legislature to refuse to exercise its discre- 
tion in regard to a recount without 8 cause pointed out either 
in respect of fraud or other defect. But the Legislature acts at dis- 
cretion under its general power, and 8 requires allegations of 
probabit cause before it will act. Here the recount is statutory, not 

iscretional ; directory, not permissive. And if the statutory notice 
is piyon more may not be insisted upon. 
then, this was a valid recount, the question remains was it an ac- 
curate one? The officers who conducted it testify that it was, and 
we are furnished with no direct evidence that it was not. If I un- 
derstand the debate, it is argued that the recount was not a correct 
one, hecause it differs in result from the two preceding counts, and 
that these preceding counts were conducted under circumstances 
which might be properly rded as making them more reliable than 
the final count. For myself I must say that I cannot adopt so dan- 
gerous a doctrine. 

When a State declares that a recount shall by its laws be control- 
ling, be preferred to the first count, I am poa to submit to that 
recount unless it is directly impeached. t does not seem to me that 
it would be either safe or wise, because the recount differs from the 
preceding counts, for that reason alone or for that reason inconnection 
with any circumstances which appear in this case, to say that the re- 
count may be rejected and that we would stand by the previous 
counts. 

My colleague made an illustration which seemed to me very per- 
tinent in that regard. Assume we had a rule here by which ballots 
when: certainly preserved intact should in a disputed case be re- 
counted by our committee, and that in such a case our committee 
should report unanimously to us that they found ten, twenty, or fifty 
majority for Mr. A, when that report came in here would we refuse 
to adopt it merely because it happened to differ from the precedin 
count, whether one or more, unless some inaccuracy in the count o 
our committee conld be pointed out tous? Surely I think not, and 
so because there is no inaccuracy pointed out in this recount in Massa- 
chusetts, I am compelled to think it is and ought to be controlling. 

4 oe SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. POTTER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How would you point out an inaccuracy in a 
return by officers ; would it not be by the oaths of one or more wit- 


nesses f 

Mr. POTTER. And does the gentleman say any witnesses have 
pointed ont any inaccuracy in this recount by the officers of Massa- 
chuset 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say three witnesses in each of the sixteenth 
and eighteenth wards swore they counted every one of these ballots, 
and found the result as ascertained by the ward officers was the true 
count of the votes actually cast in those wards, and those were off- 
cers selected by the sitting member as well as by the contestant, and 
sA are witnesses whose testimony is unimpeached and unimpeach- 
able. 

Mr. POTTER. That is exactly as I understand it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is not that sufficient to go behind a return and 
prove it to be false? 

Mr. POTTER. The ofticers who conducted the original count which 
showed a majority for Mr. Dean say they counted accurately, and the 
United States supervisors who stood by say the same thing, but when 
we come to the statutory recount, to that which the law of the State 
provides should be the higher authority, the controlling count, and 
which cannot be impeached in that State except by legal proceedings, 
then we find that the officers who pret ieee | that recount say they 
also counted accurately and that their return in favor of Mr. Field is 
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the correct return. Thatis the evidence as I understand it, and that 
is not directly but only inferentially to impeach the recount. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ow me one-further question. The gentleman 
says this is the controlling count in Massachusetts. I call his atten- 
tion to the case of Davis against Morphy where the Legislature of 
Massachusetts set aside a recount by the board of aldermen: 

In that case, in the third Essex district, decided in 1872, the legis- 
lative committee unanimously reported inst the count made by 
the aldermen in Essex on the ground and for the sole reason that the 
box was carried from the voting precinct by the clerk of the ward 
instead of by a constable. Non-compliance with this merely directory 
provision the legislative committee declared was sufficient in itself 
to vitiate that count by the aldermen. 

Mr. CANDLER. ow me to answer the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. POTTER. I would rather answer the gentleman from Illinois 


to sit there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And this House. 

Mr. POTTER. Just as this House determines and finally deter- 
mines the right of its members to sit here. And as to the right of 
this House to finally decide upon its own members no power on the 
face of the earth can control it, which is the more reason why it 
should act justly and wisely. When I used the words “ controlling 
count,” I meant controlling count as regards previous counts; not 
as controlling the action of this House; just as one court which is 
appellate from another controls the first tribunal. But there may be 
a yet higher court of appeal which can control both. Now we are 
the higher court of appeal in the case of an election to this House, 
and if we have got evidence that this count by the aldermanic body 
in Massachusetts, which by the law of that State overrides the count 
of the ward officers, was erroneous we have a right to reject it; but 
in the absence of evidence directly impeachi is aldermanic count, 
I do not think we are at liberty to infer that the aldermen were 
wrong because they differed from the previous count. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that is not the question. Witnesses were 
sworn who counted the ballots and they say they counted a different 
result. And that is going behind the aldermen. Further the alder- 
manic report b 1 vote for Morse, 3 for Frost, and 1 for Weld. 
These were candidates running in the fourth district, and this showed 
the tickets became so mixed up in counting by the aldermen that they 
got the tickets for the fourth district into the boxes of the third dis- 
trict. And hence this count is inaccurate on its face. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion at this point? 

Mr. PO I prefer just now not to yield to any questions but 
those of the gentleman from Illinois. I leave some other gentleman 
to answer as to the inaccuracy last suggested by that gentleman 
more familiar with that branch of the case than I am. 

But, speaking to the general subject, I say you have not, as I think, 
helped Mr. Dean’s case when you bring in the men who conducted 
the 1 count and have them swear that they meant to and think 
they did do their duty accurately in the first so long as you 
cannot impeach the second count; and therefore I come back to 
this: that without some evidence of inaccuracy on the part of this 
aldermanic count I do not see how it can be safely disregarded. It 
is the policy of Massachusetts that when the first and second canvass 
differ the second canvass shall be regarded as the more reliable one. 
Unless, therefore, that second canvass be shown to be inaccurate it 
ought to control. To bring the officers that conducted the first can- 
vass to swear that they counted accurately avails nothing against 
the second canvass so long as the aldermen testify that they also 
counted accurately and there is no other evidence, unless it be some 
minor probabilities, to determine what is the fact; for the Massa- 
chusetts law gives to the recount the higher value and authority; 
treats the action of the aldermen as to be preferred to the action of 
the ward officers ; for which reason, unless there be something beyond 
the testimony and count of the ward officers against the aldermanic 
action, we ought also to prefer it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me one word further? 

Mr. POTTER. I cannot yield now any more. Let me say one word 
further about this whole subject of recounts. I think they are dan- 

us petn and open to abuse. But I stood here the other 
> bisa supported a recount where I thought the evidence made it 
clear that a mistake had been made in the first count. There we had 
the very condition of things we have in this case. We had the ofi- 
cers and supervisors who conducted the first count swearing they 
counted the vote for Darrall accurately and that he had a clear ma- 
jority. And yet it was patent to any man who saw the ballots and 
understood the circumstances that those officers had made a mistake 
of some hundreds of votes. And we seated the contestant on the re- 
count because it eee to be accurate, and we did not treat the 
assertions of the officers who conducted the first count, that the first 
count was accurate, as impeaching the second count. But because 
the evidence showed the second count was accurate and that the 
officers on the first count might easily have been mistaken we assumed 
they were mistaken. I think we ought to apply the same rule now. 


It is true we have no evidence indicating a mistake in the first count, 
as we had in the Louisiana case; but we do have, instead, the pre- 


sumption of law the first count and in favor of the recount 
created by the statute of Massachusetts. 

Recounts are dangerous; but thelaw of Massachusetts favors them 
and has done so for many years. We must assume, then, that such 
a law is favorable to the community which establishes and maintains 
it, and we ought therefore not to disre it. 

The Massachusetts board of recount has declared that Mr. Field is 
entitled to his seat. We can indeed go behind that declaration, but 
without aironi . —— to 8 rea it seems to me a dan- 
gerous thing to it. as a general rule knows 
what is best for ett dae 1 = 


Mr. Speaker, I served in three republican Con and saw t 
abuses trated in election sae by the vies of 5 
the other side—abuses that made my blood boil then, and that still 
excite my indignation when I think of them. But I do not pro- 
pose to get even with the republicans by doing injustice in election 
cases in our turn now; or to do anything else in these cases than I 
believe to be exact 5 They are judicial cases and they ought 
to be determined judicially. They are not cases which are merely 
personal or to be determined by preference, They involve 
rights and create 8 And I am confident that if this House, 
this democratic House, lays down the doctrine that without direct 
proof it can reject the revisory count authorized by a State, and de- 
termine a case in defiance of that count without evidence impeaching 
it, the time will come when we shall have occasion to re our action. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure I wish I could come to some other conclusion 
and one favorable to the estimable gentleman of my own political 
faith who claims this seat, but I have not been able to do so. 


DEATH OF HON. JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it his duty, and it is a very sad 
one, to present to the House a communication which will now be read 
by the Clerk, which he has received from the State Department. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, D. O., March 15, 1878. 
received from the United States con- 


h to be embalmed, an 
of the deceased be informed. He also requests instractions. 
WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 


Hon. Secretary of State. 


SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam sure, sir, that the announcement which has just 
fallen from your lips will sincere regret to every heart which 
beats here, and that to those who knew Judge LEONARD well, those 
who had the opportunity to meet him socially, this announcement 
will carry very great ess. 

It is not my 8 now, sir, to enter into any detailed aceount of 
his life and public services or to eulogize those shining virtues which 
bound him to those who knew him well, virtues not only of the head, 
but virtues of the heart. At another and more fitting occasion it 
will be my duty to pay a proper tribute to my deceased colleague, 
and I therefore content myself now by moving that out of respect 
to the memory of Judge LEONARD the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to unanimously; and accordingly (at four 
o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
ee against the passage of any measure looking to a revival of 

e income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAGLEY: The petition of citizens of Wilna, New York, for 
m n of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of 50 firms and citizens of Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania, against the reimposition of the income tax— 
to the Committee of Waysand Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, favoring the 
passage of a law for the relief of the pensioners of the late war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOONE: The petition of William Marble and others, citi- 
zens of Caldwell County, Kentucky, against the removal of the 
United States court from Paducah, Kentucky—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, that lands 
3 ted soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Public 


By Mr. BREWER: The petition of William Golden, relating to the 
tariff duty on malt—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRIDGES: The petition of citizens of Allentown, Penn- 
sylvania, against the revival af the income tax—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. CUTLER : Resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
against the transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina : The petition of Jacob Sorrell, 
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of North Carolina, fora rehearing of his war claim—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of Everett K. Dexter and 54 others, 
against the revival of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of Andrew Diekson and 39 others, 
of Crawford County, Ohio, against changing the tariff on wool—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The eo of R. F. Newton and other citizens 
sf Saint Clair County, Alabama, for the creation of a national educa- 
tional fund for distribution among the seyeral States—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of F. Gorton and others of Rochester, 
New York, against reviving the income tax—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Rochester (New York) 
daily and weekly Beobachter, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENDEE: The petition of 8. R. Parker and 26 other citi- 
zens of Richford, Vermont, for a change in the pension laws—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Papers relating to the claim of John Hatfield— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of the publishers of the Religious 
Herald, Hartford, Connecticut, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Papers relating to the claim of Newton S. Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of the publisher of the Stark 
County (Ohio) Democrat, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of J. H. Warner and others ; of 
George Studybaker and others, of Darke County, Ohio; and of John 
Matchett and many farmers of Montgomery County, Ohio, against 
the reduction of the tariff on and linseed-oil—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of G. W. Thompson, of Marshfield, 
Missouri, regarding the prosecution of suits by the San Francisco and 
Saint Louis Railroad Company against settlers upon lands claimed by 
said railway 8 aa See the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of merchants of Boston, Massachu- 
sotia, against any tax on incomes—to the Committeé of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Lot Davis and 38 other citizens of 


Jackson County, Ohio, against any change in the tariff—to the same 
committee. 
Also, the petition of Edward Rooney and 30 others, of John B. 


Hastings and 12 others, of Peter Rogers and 12 others, of William 
Gibson and 12 others, of D. T. Miles and 6 others, of Thomas Will- 
iams and 10 others, of James M. Davis and 28 others, of Elias Nigh 
and 17 others, of R. B. Rogers and 18 others, of J. Davidson and 
others, of Mark S. Bartram and 30 others, of Henry Davis and 33 
others, of William Fillgrove and 33 others, of Mark Walls and 30 
others, of Benjamin Parker and 20 others, of John T. Higgins and 
10 others, of S. C. Johnson and 10 others, and of Isaac S. Thomas 
and 12 others,of Ironton, Ohio, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Peters and 9 others, and of A. R. Me- 
Intosh and 400 others, citizens of Lawrence County, Ohio, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, against the passage in any form of any kind of an income- 
tax law—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: The petition of the publisher of the Dispatch, 
Hiawatha, Kansas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of members of the bar of Clinton 
County, Iowa, that terms of the United States court be held at 
sip i in Towa—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRIDEMORE: The petition of the publisher of the Lee 
County (Virginia) Sentinel and others for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of the publisher of the North Caro- 
lina Argus, Wadesioneas, North Carolina, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. STONE, of Michigan: The petition of N. D. Emmons and 
100 other citizens of Kent County, Michigan, against the reduction 
of the duty on wool—to the same committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of Martin 
and 175 other citizens of Grasse Point, Michigan, for the enactment 
of laws for the better preservation of the food fishes of the great 
lakes and connecting straits—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILL , of New York: The petition of W. D. Capron, 
E. J. Barker, and others, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ By Mr. YEATES: The petition of William E. Bond, late collector of 
internal revenue, first district.of North Carolina, for relief—to the 
Committee of Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 16, 1878. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
APPOINTMENT OF CADETS. 
Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of 3 States be requested to inform 


the House of Representatives whether in the annual appointment of 
ten cadets at large made by the Presi y, tothe Military Academ 
and Naval Aca . ce of law or by custom, and, 


by castas; how long it has been continued as establishing such power ofappoint- 
men 
DEVASTATION BY GRASSHOPPERS. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture a bill for the relief of certain destitute persons 
in Taos County, New Mexico. I ask to have a Jetter read from the 
district judge of that county, and then hope to be allowed to occupy 
a few moments in eap ining the necessity of this bill. It is asu 
stitute for two other bills which were referred to the committee. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object, 

Mr. GARFIELD, I think that if the gentleman knew the nature 
of this case he would not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must recognize the objection. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


Mr. GAUSE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
desk the bill (S. No. 490) supplementary to an act entitled “An act 
in relation to the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas,” 
approved March 3, 1877 ; move that the same be referred to the 
ot, EDEN. Was that bill originally reported by the Commi 

: . as that bi igi re ommittee 
on Public Lands? 4 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. GAUSE. The original bill was reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands and they have had charge of the whole subject. 

Mr. BURDICK. I object to the bill being taken from the Speaker's 
table ont of its order. 


MINT AT INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA. 


Mr. HANNA, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3849) to establish a mint for the coinage of gold and silver at Indian- 
apolis, in the State of Indiana, and appropriating certain Government 
grounds and buildings for the use of the same, as also money for the 
purchase of the necessary machinery; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF CREEK INDIANS, 


Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back the bill = R. No. 3513) prone a the 
payment of awards made to Creek Indians who enlisted in the Fed- 
eral Army, loyal refugees, and freedmen; and moved that the same, 
with the accompanying memorial, be recommitted to the committee, 
and ordered to be printed. k 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY, 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, reported from 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures the testimony 
iven by Dr. H. R. Linderman, Director of the Mint, and Hon. John 
erman, Secretary of the Treasury; and the same was ordered to be 
printed and recommi 
PORT ROYAL, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SMALLS, by unanimons consent, submitted the following; 
which was ordered to be printed in the Recor, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Concurrent resolution instructin, ee prp ont Deval Ussher — 
conceal eda aah wil DARES a bill to declare Port al Harbor a naval sta- 


e ee eee T gen of the State of South Caro- 
lina now met sitting in General Assembly, and by the authority of the same: 
Section 1. That whereas the United States naval authorities have for the past 
three years made the harbor of Port Royal, South Carolina, a naval anchorage for 
their vessels of war; Rae te Deneneg in De eee Bae op Pee T o 
partment, Washington, District of Columbia, and from 3 special naval 
P 5 . 
uated for a naval rende vous, refitting coaling station, and a station where 
the enervating climate of the alokly 


Whereas the intervals on our northern coast between naval stations is not over 
two hundred and fifty miles, while on the southern coast there is an interval of 
fourteen hundred and forty miles between Norfolk and Pensacola, and nearer to 
the West Indies by four hundred and eighty miles than Pensacola. The depth of 
the water on the at the entrance is one of the most remarkable features of 
this harbor. Vessels of the d t of water can enter at any stage of the 

i light-houses, or range-beacons, and many of the 
FF A — — 5 5 — For 
these other good reasons a partmen 8 deem mu- 
jee — and economical to have Port Royal Harbor declared a naval station by 

gress. b 
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Resolved, That our Senators are hereby instructed, and our Representative re- 
eee eee tall making Port Royal Harbor A permanent naval 
D. SIMPSON, 
President of the Senate. 
J. C. S PARD, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
T. Srono FARROW, 
x of Senate. 
JOHN T. SLOAN, 


CLASSIFICATION OF MAIL-ROUTES. 


Mr. WADDELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3850) providing 
for the classification of mail matter and the rates of postage thereon ; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, an 
recommitted to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


VICKSBURGH AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3851) for the relief of the Vicksburgh and Meridian Railroad 
Company from taxes Sag ie i paid; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, bills introduced and referred by 
unanimous consent cannot be brought back into the House on a mo- 
tion to reconsider, s 

JAMES MONROE. 

Mr. GOODE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
Sag for the relief of the legal representatives of the late James Mon- 
roe, lieutenant-colonel, Virginia State Line, war of the Revolution, 
and President of the United States ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. VAN VORHES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 305) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca C. Max- 
well, widow of the late Colonel O. C. Maxwell, One hundred and 
ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2584) granting a pension to Margaret P. Collony, 
widow of the late Major Josiah B. Collony, First Maryland Infantry 
Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Louise Roy, 
_ widow of J. P. Roy, late lieutenant-colonel, United States Army. 


WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from 
the Speaker's table for consideration at this time a bill (S. No. 528) to 
authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Company to 
extend its road into the Territory of Dakota to the village of Sioux 
Falls. This is a bill for the construction of a railroad fifteen miles 
long. The same bill was before the House about two weeks ago and 
objected to by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EpEN.] The features 
to which he then objected have been stricken out of the bill. It has 
been thoroughly discusséd in the Senate, does not ask for a dollar 
from the Government, nor an acre of land. 

Mr. PAGE, I object, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then I ask that the bill be taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider. } 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 2 

The SPEAKER, The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour now begins at twenty minutes past twelve o’clock; and the first 
business in order is the call of committees for reports of a private 
nature. 

T. AND J. W. GAFF & CO. 

Mr. BURCHARD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 2818) for the relief 
of T. and J. W. Gaff & Co., of the city of Aurora, Indiana. 

The bill authorizes the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to per- 
mit T. and J. W. Gaif & Co., distillers, of the city of Aurora, Indiana, 
to carry on the business of rectification and redistillation of spirits in 
a certain building heretofore erected by them in said city; provided 
said building is not less than six hundred feet by any available nor 
less than five hundred feet by a direct line from the distillery prem- 
ises of the said T. and J. W. Gaff & Co.; and provided further that 
said T. and J. W. Gaff & Co. comply with all other laws now in force 
in relation to the distillation and rectification of spirits. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee of Ways and Means, to whom was referred House bill No. 2818, 
for the relief of T. and J. W. Gaff & Co., of Aurora, Indiana, submit the follow- 


inf Potions 3259 and 3980, Revised Statutes, it is that it shall not be 
lawicl for any person engaged in the business of to carry on the business 


eee ts on any premises within less than six hundred in 
3 e, from the distillery. x see 


The Messrs. Gaff are distillers at Aurora, Indiana, and have a building, which 
they have heretofore occupied for other pı but which they desire to convert 
into a g establishment. By any available or possible route this building 
is distant six hundred and ninety feet from the nearest point of the distillery prem- 
ises, but in a direct line it is but five hundred and sixty feet. The intervening 
space between this building and the distillery, in the direct line, is covered by 
brick buildings two and three stories high and all occupied for business purposes. 
The direct line for three-fourths of the whole distance passes diagonally through 
these business houses. This line, in the opinion of the committee, is an impossible 
one. The available line is along a public street of the city. It may be observed, 
also, that from the door of the cistern-room or from any other opening in the dis- 
ara Ain which spirits could be transported the intervening distance, in a direct 
line, is over six hundred feet. 

‘The bill simply gives the Commissioner of Internal Revenue the power, in his 
discretion, to permit these distillers to carry on the business of rectification in the 
building designated. 

The committee submit, as a part of its report, the Sagana eee and 
the correspondence between these distillers and the i r of Internal 
Revenue in relation to this subject. 

Seane as this bill is, the committee believe the relief provided for should be 


The committee recommend that the title to the bill be amended, so as to read as 
follows: “A bill to authorize T. and J. W. Gaff & Co. to use a certain building in 
the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification of distilled spirits therein.” 

When so amended the passage of the bill is recommended. 

Mr. BURCHARD. As the report just read explains this whole 
matter I will ask the previous question, unless some gentleman de- 
sires to make some inquiry. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be en 
for a third ing. Being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time. 0 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. 5 is the necessity for these parties to come to 
gon giess for authority to enter into the business they propose to con- 

uct 

Mr. BURCHARD. The sections of the Revised Statutes to which 
the report refers forbid the occupation of any building for the recti- 
fication of distilled — within six hundred feet of any distillery. 
The building which this bill authorizes to be used by the parties for 
the oe of rectifying distilled spirits is more than six hundred 
feet by any available route from their distillery, but in a direct line 
from the corner of one building to the corner of the other the dis- 
tance is a little less than six hundred feet. The intervening space, 
however, is occupied by brick buildings with solid walls, and the 
direct line would run across an alley separating even these buildings. 

Now it was first proposed to ask the Committee of Ways and Means 
to make a general 8 for an exception in such cases. We 
thought, however, that this case might well be left to the discretion 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. We therefore in this bill 
propone to give him the authority in this case to make an exception 
to the law. Whenever he may believe that the interests of the rev- 
enue require it he can reyoke the permission. We leave the question 
ey to him. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman’s explanation is satisfactory. The 
reading of the report could not be heard in this part of the Hall, 

Mr. BRIGHT. Is this bill reported by the unanimous consent of 
the committee ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. The report received the votes of all the mem- 
bers of the committee who were present at the time of its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. BURCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
— nee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The amendment proposed by the committee to the title was read, 
as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read : 

A bill to authorize T. and J. W. Gaff & Co, to use a certain building in the city 
of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification of distilled spirits therein. 

Mr. BURCHARD. This amendment is designed simply to show by 
= une the exact purpose of the bill and that it is not an ordinary 
relie: 5 

The amendment was adopted; and the title, as amended, was agreed 
to. 


ST. MICHAEL’S CHURCH, CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1660) for 
the relief of St. Michael’s church, Charleston, South Carolina; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Committee of Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the following ; which were respect- 
ively referred as indicated, not to be bronght back on a motion to 
reconsider : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3193) to provide for the payment of the indem- 
nity claim for swamp and overflowed lands in the counties of Rich- 
land, Saline, Jefferson, Hamilton, and Hardin, Illinois—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2338) to provide for the payment in money of the 
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indemnity claim for swamp and overflowed lands in White County, 
Tllinois—to the same committee. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3192) to provide for the a ge in money of the 
indemnity claim for swamp and overflowed lands in Gallatin County, 
Illinois—to the same committee. 

A bill (H. R. No. 1917) for the relief of Perry P. Wilson, postmaster 
at Putnam, Connecticut—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Petition of James T. White, of Kentucky, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Papers relative to the claim of Dr. Charles E. Tapper, of Putnam 
County, Ohio—to the same committee. - 

Petition of Eliza H. Owens, for relief—to the same committee. 

Petition of Samuel Ceas, for compensation for the occupation of 
property by United States troops and destruction of crops—to the 
same committee 3 

A bill (H. R. No. 3036) for the relief of J. M. Meicle, of Clarksville, 
Tennessee—to the same committee. 

A bill 1585 R. No. 3187) for the relief of He 
County, Indiana—to the Committee on Naval 

WILLIAM F: WHEELER. 


Mr. WARNER, from the Committee of Claims, reported back favor- 
ably, as a substitute for House bill No. 800, a bill (H. R. No. 3853) for 
the relief of William F. Wheeler; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN TWEEDY. 

Mr. WARNER also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3854) for the relief of John Tweedy, postmaster at Danbury, in 
the State of Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. MANN. 

Mr. WARNER also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3855) for the relief of William A. Mann; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


Garrett, of Wayne 
airs. 


CHAMPE CARTER, JR. 


Mr. WARNER also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the petition of Champe Carter, jr.; which was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the petition 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

Tho latter motion was agreed to. 

H. H. LEMON. 

Mr. HENRY, from the Committee of 1 rted back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 2421) for the relief of H. H. Lemon, member 
of the joy aie police force, for injuries received while in the dis- 
charge of his duty in the year 1870; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

T. A. KENDIG. 

Mr. HENRY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 3856) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT WARNER. 
Mr. HENRY also, from the same committee, reported back a bill 
H. R. No. 3857) for the relief of Robert Warner; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
3 Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 
WILLIAM HEDGPETH. 

Mr. HENRY also, from the same committee, reported back favora- 
bly a bill (H. R. No. 967) for the relief cf William Hedgpeth, of Pauld- 
ing County, Georgia; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM 8. BURGESS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HENRY also, from the same committee, reported back, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 414, a bill (H. R. No. ) for the relief 
of William S. Burgess and others, of Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN VAN COTT AND SAMUEL MALIN. 


Mr. HENRY also, from the same For Jahn d. reported back adversely 
a bill (H. R. No, 788) for the relief of John Van Cott and Samuel Ma- 
lin, of the Territory of Utah; which was laid upon the table, and the 
Air. ERE report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
WILLIAM H. MERRITT. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee of Claims, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3257) for the relief of William H. Merritt; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


M. F. CLARK. 


Mr. CUMMINGS also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2848) for the relief of M. F. Clark; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

$ PAUL M’CORMICK, 

Mr. CUMMINGS also, from the same committee, rted back a 

bill (H. R. No. 799) for the relief of Paul McCormick; which was 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL J. BENNER. 


Mr, LINDSEY, from the Committee of Claims, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No, 135) for the relief of Daniel J. Benner, of Get- 
tysburgh, Pennsylvania, and asked for its present consideration. 

The bill, which wasread, authorizes and directs the pro r account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department to settle an adjust the ac- 
counts of Daniel J. Benner, late first lieutenant Fifteenth IIIinois 
Volunteers, and acting commissary of subsistence, in which the vouch- 
ers have been lost, upon equitable principles, and allow such credits 
as shall seem just and reasonable from the best evidence the nature 
of the case will admit; provided that the sum so allowed shall not 
exceed the sum of $417.80, by reason of the loss of his vouchers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en d, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LINDSEY moved to reconsiler the vote by which the bill was 
pars and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SILAS M. NORTON. 4 


Mr. LINDSEY also, from the Committee of Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 37, a bill (H. R. No. 3859) for the relief of 
Bilas M. Norton, of Bristol, Connecticut; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. LINDSEY. Iask for the present consideration of the substi- 
tute. 

The substitute was read. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to place to the credit of the Post-Office fund the sum of $187.70, and 
directs the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department 
to credit Silas M. Norton $187.70 in his account as tex at Bris- 
tol, Connecticut, being the amount of money-orders paid by him and 
ier SA by fire when his office was burned, April 13, 1873. 

Mr. EDEN. Is not that bill subject to the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The bill proposes to give a credit. The Chair 
thinks it is not within the rule. But un the gentleman from 
Maine demands the previous question the Chair will recognize a mo- 
tion to send the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. i 

Mr. EDEN. The practice is to refer all that class of bills to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSEY. Ithink after the reading of the report there can 
be no objection to the of the bill. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee of Claims, to which was referred the bill (H. R. No. 37) for the 
Tee — 1 —— Bristol, Connecticut, have had the same under consider - 

eee the claimant: 


To the Congress of the United States, first session of the Forty. third Congress: 


nectiont, reepeotiully represents that on the ih day of April; A; 1873, tho 
cu! on D. 
block in which was located the oe ta ead town of l was consumed 


fire. The fire was first discovered about two o'clock in the morning of said A; 
JJVSVVVCVVVCVChr!!!!! ra ODAS; KAE ARE IO weg le poe Gy 
C to save anything, either in the post-office 
or any other room in the block. With the p T 
wers not less than 8 been paid by me the 
week ended April 12, 1873, said orders amounting in all to the sum of $578.53, as 
nearly as the sum can be ascertained. I have been able to obtain receipts from the 
111... rg irene i Say beer beer PAREA WOLD 
of seven or more orders, 
to the sum of pe which I have ani ero iad 
yy 1 0 gress to re 
the said sum of 185.70 20 paid by me on said money-orders, Sad for which I have 


been unable to obtain the necessary vouchers, so that the same could be allowed 
by the Auditor. 


Respectfally submitted. 


"County or HARTFORD, 
State of Connecticut, 28: 


SILAS M. NORTON, Postmaster. 


BRISTOL, December 8, 1873. 
being dul , deposes and that 
true in 3 ani DALE tO the 
the subscriber, a notary public in and 


JAMES SHEPARD, 
Notary Public. 


S. M. N. si, 
we trap maton fe seat od 
— 221 ledge and belief. 
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Your committee present as part of this report the following letter from the Post- | referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 


Office Department relating to the loss: 
A OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
For THE Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 6, 1874. 

Sm: Your letter of May 19 last, T 
to the petition of Silas M. Norton, 8 at Bristol, Connecticut, having 
referred to this office, I would oy. reply that it a from the money-order 
statement of the postmaster at Bristol for April 1873, that he had on hand 
before the fire destroyed his office on the morning of the following 13th a bal- 
ance due the United States of $312.70; but it seems from his first money-order state- 
ment sul ment to the said fire, that of April 19, that he had remaining from the 
above-named balance but $125, so that there appears to have been a loss of $187.70, 
which loss was probably caused by the destruction, through the fire, of money- 
orders paid by Mr. Norton previous to the fire, and of which he could obtain no 
trace, nor, consequently, was he able to furnish any vouchers therefor. 


Very respectfully, 
fail aoe J.J. MARTIN, Auditor. 


After an examination of all the evidence in the case, the committee are of the 
opinion that Mr. Norton, the postmaster, sustained the loss as set forth in his afti- 
davit, and is entitled to reimbursement therefor. agi d therefore epas the bill 
back, with a substitute therefor, and recommend that the substitute do pass, 


Mr. JOYCE. I must object to the consideration of this bill. Our 
committee is waiting to report. 

The SPEAKER. what ground does the gentleman object? This 
is a report from a committee, and the gentleman from Maine has a 
right to have it considered. 

. JOYCE. It should go to the Private Calendar. I understand 
it calls for an Sopro riation of money. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. JOYCE. Ithought it did. 

The SPEAKER. It allows a credit; but it is not within the terms 
of the rule, unfortunately. It should be. 

Mr. EDEN. I think this should go to the Private Calendar. I think 
these cases should all go there for two reasons: First, that the House 
should have an 4 4 to consider them; and, second, that other 
committees should have an opportunity to report. 

Mr. LINDSEY. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. t is the decision of the Chair on 
the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not within the terms of the rule. It 
allows a credit. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to make one remark. I 
wish to know what is the distinction between allowing a credit and 
making an i rg to pay the amount. 

The SP R. The Chair thinks that properly there is none; 
but the rule makes it. If the Chair had the power under the rule he 
would decide that the bill should go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, I think it is within the spirit of the 
rule that such bills should go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, It certainly is within the spirit of the rule. 

Mr. FRYE. If gentlemen listened to the report they would find it 
simply involves a credit of $187, which the postmaster shows by his 
report was absolutely lost without any fault or neglect of his. Surely 
the House does not want to consider this in Committee of the Whole 
or delay it any further. The committee unanimously report the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If I understand the report it was 
based entirely upon the affidavit of the postmaster, unsupported by 
any other evidence. 

veral members called for the regular order. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under 8 thereof the bill was ord to be e 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LINDSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES C. REYNOLDS. 

_ Mr. LINDSEY also, from the Committee of Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3860) for the relief of Charles C. Reynolds; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD JOSEPH. 

Mr. LINDSEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 3861) to reimburse Richard Joseph for money paid on forged 
vouchers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and,withthe accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

E. B. HEAD. 

Mr. LINDSEY also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 341, a bill (H. R. No. 3862) for the relief 
of E. B. Head r at Harrodsb Kentucky; which was 
read a first and 3 referred to the 9 of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

E. H. LIVELY. 

Mr. LINDSEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 184) for the relief 
of E. H. Lively, postmaster at Williamsburgh, Virginia; which was 


the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
NATHANIEL G. SMITH. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee of Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 853, a bill (H. R. No. 3863) for the 
relief of Nathaniel G. Smith, late postmaster at Flemington, New Jer- 
sey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on fhe Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

; Il. G. BOARDMAN. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a fayorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 18) for the 
relief of H. G. Boardman, postmaster at Milton, Vermont; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN s. BRAXTON. 


Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3864) for the relief of John S. Braxton, collector of cus- 
toms at Norfolk, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM s. MORRIS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same_committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3865) for the relief of William S. Morris, Charles A. Oat- 
man, Union Transfer 8 of Philadelphia, Union Transfer Com- 
pany of Baltimore, and John R. Graham, late of Philadelphia and 
now of Washington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calender, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 

MERRITT BARBER. 


Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2918 for the 
relief of Merritt Barber, first lieutenant United States Infantry; 
and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. O. F. SHORT. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1176) for the relief of Mrs. O. F. Short, 
of Kansas; and the same was laid on the table, and, with the accom- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDE N moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT T. FAUCET & co. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 2252) for the relief of Robert T. Faucet 
& Co., of North Carolina; and the same was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM r. BLACKWELL & CO. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 2253) for the relief of William T. Black- 
well & Co., of North Carolina; and the same was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bills were laid on the table; and also move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the reconsideration of the vote by which 
these bills, reported upon adversely, are laid upon the table on the first 
day on which they are reported, because it is better for the public 
interest that time be allowed for gentlemen to examine into these 
cases. I have known one or two cases in which I was interested, 
where an adverse report was made, and a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was laid u the table prevailed, and hence I 
found it iret to get a hearing on the bills. Y 

The SP. . If the gentleman desires that the bills reported 
adversely shall be sent to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, they may be brought back on a motion to reconsider, and 
thereby interrupt the whole business of the House; but if any gen- 
tleman desires that a bill adversely reported shall be considered by 
the House, then his remedy is to move that the adverse report be 
placed upon the Private Calendar or the Public Calendar, as the case 


may be. 

Mr. CONGER. That may be so, if the gentleman interested in the 
case were present when the adverse report was made. 

The SP. The Chair asks that when a bill has once been 
considered during a session by a committee of the House, and that 
3 reports adversely upon it, why not reconsider and lay upon 

e e 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave known cases in which bills reported on ad- 
versely were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and on consideration were passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remedy is to move to refer the 
bill adversely reported upon to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 
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F. A. PERRIN, 


Mr. ELLSWORTH, from the Committee of Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3866) for the relief of F. A. Perrin, of Clyde, Ohio; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

O. N. FELTON. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1156) for the 
relief of C. N. Felton, late assistant treasurer of the United States at 
San Francisco, California; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

PHILEMON B. HAWKINS. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1563) for the 
relief of Philemon B. Hawkins; and the same was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. DAHLER. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with amendments and a fayorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
No. 798) for the relief of Charles L. Dahler; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT c. MURPHY. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1214) for the 
relief of Robert C. Murphy, of Washington, istrict of Columbia, late 
United States consul at Shanghai, China; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. CAMPBELL, 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1395) for the 
relief of John G. Campbell, of Clinton, Indiana; and the same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HENRY P. RALFE. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 2688) for the 
relief of Henry P. Ralfe, late United States attorney for the district of 
New Hampshire; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES ROBERTS AND OTHERS, 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 3867) for the relief of James Roberts, of North Carolina, 
and Noah Roberts, of Mississippi; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ARABELLA RILEY. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1285) for the relief of Arabella Riley 
executrix of the late Brigadier-General Bennett Riley; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was laid on the table; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN A. REA. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported ad- 
versely on the memorial of John A, Rea, of Newburgh, Cumberland 
County, Pennsylvania, for the return of certain taxes to the Govern- 
ment; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
memorial was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SALLY HARDEMOND. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1321) for the relief of Salley Harde- 
mond; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was laid upon the table; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERTISING MAIL LETTINGS. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report 
pers the Committee on Printing to regulate the advertising of mail 

ettings. 

Mr. EDEN. That is not a private bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to-day, if objection be made. 

Mr EDEN. I object. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I withdraw the report. 
UNITED STATES ENTOMOLOGICAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. SINGLETON reported back from the Committee on Printing 
a concurrent resolution of the House providing for the printing of 
10,000 copies of the report of the United States entomological com- 
mission, 6,000 copies for tho use of the House, 3,000 for the use of 
the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the commission, with the follow- 
ing substitute: 

0 tives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 

e 500% pe aay ik er the Uaioe States ee cal commission, 

1.000 es for the use of the House, 1,500 for the use of the Senate, and 500 for the 
use of the commission. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the yote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES DREDGE-BOAT M’ALESTER. 


Mr. REAGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
which has a 117 75 to report on this subject at any time, to report 
back a bill (H. R. No. 3714) for the relief of the families of the men 
who perished on the United States dredge-boat McAlester, and I move 
it be put on its passage at this time, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I make the point of order that the bill involves 
an appropriation and must have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me say a word before the gentleman makes his 
objection. I have before me a statement of precedents of like char- 
acter which were acted on without reference to the Committee on 
Commerce. This has been referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and I have been directed to report it back favorably. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I insist on my point of order. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The morning hour has expired and I 
demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and pending that motion I 
move that all debate on the pending billin the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN, I wish to give notice that the report just made from 
the Committee on Commerce is not to count against that committee 
in the morning hour, as it had the right on that bill to report at any 
time. Therefore, the Committee 8 will be the next com- 
mittee called and will be entitled under the rule to two hours. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt the gentleman from Texas 
is correct. 

REFUND OF NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. ROBBINS. I rise to a privileged question. I desire to enter 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 3848) to 
promote the refunding of the national debt and the loan of savings 
to the United States for that p was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; and I do it for the purpose 
of fixing a time for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded and the 
gentleman has accomplished his purpose by entering the motion to 
reconsider, He can call up the motion to reconsider at any time for 
the pu he states. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will yield to the gentleman from North Carolina 
for the p he ts, 

Mr. ROBBINS. I only desire to fix the time for its consideration. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The bill indicated by the gentleman from North 
Carolina is a report from the Committee of Ways and Means, and it 
is important some time should be fixed for its consideration so mem- 
bers may not be taken unawares. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I suggest the bill be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I am willing to agree to that. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Say next Thursday, or any other day, after the 
morning hour, not to antagonize appropriation bills or pension bills. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. This really has no place here to- 
day, as it is a public bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. We do not want to consider it to-day, but merely 
to fix a time when it shall be considered. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I withdraw my call for the regular order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. As I understand the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina it is this: that the bill be made the special 
order for some time acceptable to the House and to be considered 
from day to u, not to antagonize appropriation or pension bills. 

Mr. ROBBINS. That is my purpose, and I will say next Thursday 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. BURCHARD. There are already cognate questions which gen- 
tlemen desire to have considered, and I understand those interested 
in this proposition have no objection that the bill shall be fully con- 
sidered and open to amendments to be voted on. 

Mr. ROBBINS. It is a substitute for House bill No. 3356, but on 
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the Calendar it is House bill No. 3848 and is entitled a bill to pro- 
mote the refunding of the national debt and the loan of savings to 
the United States for that purpose. My motion is to reconsider the 
vote by which it was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. I ask by unanimous consent that Thursday next 
after the morning hour be fixed for the consideration of the bill. 


Mr. EAMES. I object unless 

The SPEAKER. e Chair cannot entertain a conditional objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BURC HARD. Let the gentleman suggest what modification 
he desires. 

Mr. EAMES. I want the bill considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have no objection to that; that is what I asked, 


that the bill be considered in Committee of the Whole after the morn- | Bri 


ag not to interfere with appropriation bills or pending pension 
i 


Mr. BANNING. If this bill is not finished on that day and goes | Chal: 


over to the next day will it interfere with other measures 

The SPEAKER. It will if it is made a continuing order from day 
to day until di of. 

Mr. WADDE If this is the Burchard bill, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


Mr. ROBBINS. This is the Ways and Means bill. I hope the gen- Cul 


tleman from North Carolina [Mr. WADDELL] will not antagonize me 
upon this measure. 
$ ee WADDELL. If it is known by the name of the Burchard 

Mr. ROBBINS. It is not known by that name. 

The SPEAKER. Members have no right to object conditionally ; 
Sy must object without condition, if at all. 

r. WADDELL, I object positively. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understood. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have entered the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has been entered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I now insist upon my motion that the rules be sus- 
pended and the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and pending that motion I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate upon the pending unfinished business be closed 
in ten minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the unfinished business? 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is the southern mail contractor bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to limiting debate to ten minutes. 

Mr. BRIGHT. How much time does the gentleman want? 


C 
Mr. CONGER. We do not want to limit the time at present; the | Cole, 


committee can rise at pume for the p of limiting debate. 

The SPEAKER. The House has the right to limit debate, the bill 
having been once considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the P die gree from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BRIGHT] to ask unanimous consent that the debate be limited to ten 
minutes; it was to that I objected. 

Mr. WADDELL. When we go into Committee of the Whole I will 
ask that the committee rise for the purpose of reporting this bill to 
the House in order that it may be recommitted to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONGER, I know the gentleman will make that motion. 
There are gentlemen here who wish to speak upon the bill before it 
is recommitted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that all debate upon the pending unfinished 
business in Committee of the Whole be limited to ten minutes, 

Mr. HANNA. I move to amend so as to make it one hour. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no necessity for that much debate. 

Mr. HANNA. Very well; I would not object to thirty minutes, 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken upon limiting de- 
bate to one hour. 

The motion to limit debate to one hour was not a to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mtr. BRIGHT, I to limit debate to ten minutes. 

1 question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes S, 
noes 87. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. BRIGHT called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. I want to see who are 
in favor of disposing of this bill without further discussion. 

The pepe was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 50 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It seems to me that we might save the time 
which would be consumed in calling the roll for the yeas and nays 
if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] will consent to a 
compromise of twenty minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON. We do not want any compromise. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the roll on the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT, ] that 
debate be limited upon the pending joint resolution in Committee of 
the Whole to ten minutes. 


eral | WHITE. - 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I desire to announce that I am paired 
with my colleague, Mr. RICE. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 106, not 
voting 74; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 
Aiken, Durham, House, Schleicher, 
Atkins, Eden, Jones, James T. Shelley, 
Bacon, Eickhoff, Kimmel, Slemons, 
Baker, John H. Elam, Knott, malls, 
Bell, Ellis, Ligon, Smith, William E. 
FF 
ey, 
Blackburn, 4 Maish, Si T, 
Bliss, Martin, Stephens, 
Boone, Garth, Mayham, Throckmorton, 
Bouck, Gibson, Mekenzie, Townshend, R. W. 
Bı Giddings, Morgan, Tucker, 
Glover, Morrison, Vance, 
Bright, Goode, Morse, Veeder, 
Caldwell, John W. Gunter, Muldrow, Waddell, 
Caldwell, W. P. Hamilton, a ma Walker, 
mers, Hardenbergh, tterson, T. W. 
Clark of Missouri, Harris, Henry R. Phelps, Warner, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Harris, John T. Potter, Whitthorne, 
Cobb, oo Williams, A 8. 
Hartri Williams, James 
Cook, ay Williams, Jere N. 
Cox, Samuel 8. Henkle, Keilly, Willis, A. 8. 
Cravens, Henry, Riddle, Wilson, 
Crittenden, erbert, Robbins, Wood, 
berson, Hewitt, Abram S. berts, Wright, 
Davidson, Hewitt, G. W. Sayler, Yeates, 
Hooker, * Young. 
NAYS—106, 
Aldrich, Cutler, Keifer, Robinson, Milton S. 
Bagley, Danford, Keightley, Robinson, George D. 
er, William H. Davis, Horace Kelley, Ryan, 
Ballou, Deering, Lapham, Sampson, 
Ba; Denison, Lathrop, Sapp, 
Bis Dunnell, Lindsey, Sexton, 
Brentano, Dwight, Loring, berger, 
Brewer, Eames, 13 Sinnic ý 
Briggs, Errett, McCook, Smith, A. Herr 
Browne, Evans, James L. 5 D, 
Bundy, Fort, McKinley, § 
Burchard, Foster, Mitchell, Stone, Joseph C. 
Burdick, Frye, oney, Stone, Jobn W. 
Butler, Gardner, Monroe, Thompson, 
Cain, Garfield, Neal, Thornburgh, 
Cal orcross, Tipton, 
Camp, Harris, Benj.W. Oliver, Townsend, M. I. 
Campbell, Haskell, Neill, Wait, 
Hayes, Watson, 
Casw Hazelton, G. Welch, 
Chittenden, Henderson, Phillips, White, Michael D 
Hubbell, 0 W. 0. G. 
Clark. Rush Hungerford, Pound, Will 
Ittner, ce, Willits, 
4 James, Randolph, Wren. 
Cox, Jacob D. Jones, John S. 
oyce, Rice, William W. 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Acklen, Douglas, Jorgensen, Robertson, 
Banks, - Ellsworth. Ross, 
Banning, Evans, I. Newton Ketcham, Singleton, 
Beebe, Evins, John H. illinger, Sou 
Blair, Field, P: Sparks, 
Bland, Finley, Landers, Strait, 
Blount, Lockwood, Swann, 
Boy: Fuller, eee ‘Townsend, Amos 
Gause, ming. „ 
Bue 4 Hale, McMahon, ey, 
Cabell, Harmer, Metcalfe, Van Vorhes, 
Candler, S Mills, W: 
> e. Hatcher, Overton, White, Harry 
Clark, Alvah A Hendee, Peddie, Wigginton, 
Clymer, Powers, W. Andrew 
Covert, Hunter, Pridemore, Willis, Benjamin A. 
Cra Hunton, Pu 
Davis, Joseph J. Humpbrey, Rain 5 
y, Jones, Frank Rice, 5 5 


So the motion to limit debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
unfinished business to teu minutes was agreed to. 

Agi on roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. Ross, of New Jersey, is 
paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I desire to announce that my colleague, 
Mr. MIIIS, is detained at home by sickness in his family. 

Mr. LANDERS. As this appears to be regarded as a Party question 
I desire to state that on all political questions I am paired with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. BLAIR. 

Mr. STRAIT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. CLARK. If he were here, I should vote “no.” I do not know 
how he would vote. 

Mr, LAPHAM. I am paired on all political questions with my col- 
league, Mr. BEEBE. But as this bill seems to be excepted from that 
category, I am at liberty to vote. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. My colleague, Mr. WIGGINTON, is detained at 
home on account of sickness. If he were present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BANNING. Supposing this not to be a political question I have 
voted ; but I find that it has taken that turn; therefore I withdraw 
my vote as I anı paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
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Mr. PUGH. On this question I am paired with the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. CABELL, If he were present, I should vote“ no.” 

Mr. TUCKER. Idesire to announce that my colleague, Mr. CABELL, 
is detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. VAN VORHES. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. SOUTH- 
ARD, who is absent on account of the death of his father-in-law, re- 
cently a member of this House. : 

Mr. BOYD. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. Knapp. If he were 
present, I should vote“ no.” 

Mr. POWERS.: I am paired with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. CARLISLE. If he were present, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I am paired on many questions 
with the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. HUNTON, who is absent on 
important business; but it was agreed that this question should be 
reserved unless certain amendments should be carried. 

Mr. KENNA. Not regarding this as a puaa question, I voted ; 
but on such questions I am paired with the gentleman from Indiana, 
Mr. Hus and I desire to withdraw my vote. 

g A EDEN. My colleague, Mr. Sparks, is detained from the House 
y illness. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I ain paired with the gentleman from North 

Carolina, Mr. Davis. When I voted a few moments ago I did not 

know that he had left. I withdraw my vote. If he were here I 

should vote “ no.“ 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. BRIGHT, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
the Private Calendar, the motion was agreed to. 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the untinished business on the Private Calendar, being joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 20) to apply the amount appropriated by the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain southern mail con- 
tractors. 

Mr. EDEN. I move to strike out the resolving clause of this joint 
resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that the motion is not in order until the 
time allowed by the House for debate has been exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point made by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. The House has ordered that debate on this 
question shall run for ten minutes. 

Mr. WADDELL. Mr. Chairman, I did not contemplate 2 rari 
upon this question to-day. I had 2 755 there would be no objection 
to permitting the Committee of the Whole to rise and report the reso- 
lution to the House for the purpose of having it recommitted to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, by whom it might be 

rfected, and any objections which have been raised to it obviated. 

do not now intend to occupy more than a few minutes, but I want 
to call attention to one or two statements which have been made, 
and to the facts in the case. 

It will be remembered, Mr, Chairman, that the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads have never had any claims before them; 
that the only matter before the committee was this joint resolution 
directory to the Secretary of the Treasury as to the disposition of an 
appropriation made one year ago. The phraseology of the original 
resolution was altered in the way it was 

Mr. MONEY. Not by the committee. 

Mr. WADDELL. Not by the committee; but of course the com- 
mittee was responsible for the phraseology technically. The proviso 
in the original law was left out on the recommendation, as I stated, of 
the gentleman from Texas himself, upon his assurance that this would 
not affect the law as it existed in any degree, because the Govern- 
ment of the United States had kept up this mail service until the 
Zlst of May, 1861, and the Confederate States had not undertaken it 
till that time. Upon that representation, and supposing it would 
make no difference in the law—and it is the opinion of persons com- 

tent to judge that it does not now make any change iu the law and 
Kaes not affect the proviso in the original law—the resolution was 
reported in the form in which it was reported to the House. 

he original resolution making the appropriation was framed last 
year by a gentleman on this floor, the eee of the Committee on 
Appropriations, who had himself been a member of the confederate 
con and had no knowledge of the existence of these statutes or 
proclamations which have been read, as none of us had. 

And the statement made, I respectfully submit, on yesterday week 
by the gentleman from Michigan that we, on this side of the House, 
must have recollected the contents of a confederate statute passed in 
1862 relative to postal affairs was a most unreasonable proposition. 
The gentleman’s own fellow-citizens, in hisown part of the country, 
where the statutes are published year by year and are on the shelves 
of all the public institutions, will not say they will undertake to rec- 
ollect a statute fifteen years ago on a purely civil matter of 
postal affairs. It was quite unreasonable for the gentleman to say 
that we must have known, and actually did know, the contents of 
those statutes. This resolution having been reported to the House 
while the gentleman from Michigan did not make a direct charge as 


to the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
or the committee itself, and was addressing his remarks to the gen- 
tleman from Texas, still I thought at the time it would be necessary 
for me to rise to a personal explanation ; but I concluded afterward 
not to do so. 

Now, in regard to these confederate records which have been spoken 
of, the assertion has been made that they have been open to anybody 
who wanted to see them. In disproof of that I packs 55 the Clerk's 
desk to be read a correspondence between Governor Vance, of North 
Carolina, and the late Secretary of War, J. D. CAMERON. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a question of order. Does the gentleman 
wish to ocenpy the whole of the ten minutes? 

Mr. WADDELL. I wish to occupy the floor till what I have sent 
to the desk is read. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to know if not even a moment is to be 
allowed to this side? 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not wish to treat the gentleman with any 
discourtesy, and am quite willing he should be heard. I have no dis- 
position to cut off any debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that according toall parliamentary usage 
in this House, when debate is limited, halt the time is given to the 


. 
r. WADDELL. That is a matter which rests with the House; I 
have no control of it. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has assumed the control of the time 
allowed for debate. 

Mr. WADDELL. As far as I am individually concerned, the gen- 
tleman shall have all the time he wants when the document which I 
send to the desk has been read. 

Mr. CONGER. It will oceupy the whole time. 

1 08 cae If it unfortunately takes up all the time I can- 
not help it. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that the time ought to be divided equally 
between the two sides of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no control of that. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the country will take notice who occupied 
the whole time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the New York Herald, March N.] 


DON CAMERON AND GOVERNOR VANCE. 
WASHINGTON, March 26, 1877. 
The followin, pery bit of correspondence between Don CAMERON, the Ex-Sec- 
_— of War to Governor Vance of North Carolina throws some light on tho 
presidential campaign as it was conducted in the latter State: 


Wak DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 26, 1877. 
Sin: I res; uest that you will farnish this Department with a com- 
lete set of the re of the adjutant-general of your State fur the years 1°01-"66, 
nelusive, for use in connection with the official records of the war of the rebellion 
for publication. Express charges for the same will be paid by the Department. 


Iam your obedient servan 
J. D. CAMERON, 
Secretary of War, 
To the GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
. Raleigh, February 5, 1877. 

Stn: Your letter asking me to furnish you with a complete set of the reports of 
the adjutant-general of this State for the years 1861-'66, inclusive, has been received, 

It would afford me pleasure to comply with the request if avy mutuality 
could be infused into the transaction. In 1865, ono month after General Sherman 
had issued his proclamation announcing the cessation of hostilities and forbidding 
the further seizure of property in North Carolina, the lctter-books of the execu- 
tive of this State were seized at Greensborough aud placed in the War Department 
at Washington, where they now remain. 

Permission has been asked and again to1eturn them or to obtain copies for 
the State archives, which has been persistently refused. My predecessor, Gov- 
ernor Worth, on one occasion sent a special messenger to Washington with an 
urgent 8 to be permitted to make a copy of a letter from those books, to be 
used in a lawsuit pending in our courts wherein the State was interested, which 
reasonable request was refused. In 1871, while I was in Washin secking ad- 
mission to my seat in the United States Senate, a slanderous article appeared in 
the Daily Chronicle charging me with cruelty toward the Federal prisoners confined 
at Salisbury. The refutation of this calumny was contained in certain official let- 
ters recorded in those books. I went in person to the War Department, stated my 
object, and asked permission to copy two letters which contained my full vindica- 
tion, and was refused on the ground, as was assigned, that no copies would be given 
without the authority of Congress. 

And yet, last spring when I met my competitor, Judge Settle, who was the re- 
publican candidate for Governor, I found him supplied with an armful of garbled 
and mutilated copies of these same official letters, ccrtified as true copies by your- 
self as Secre of War, with the t seal duly attached. 


Lapplied to Congress, believing that body would feel it beneath the dignity of a 
great Reeputiie to suppress the truth in order to oppress so humble an individual 
as m . A resolution which would have effect 


my object was promptl Lage 
by 5 House of Representatives and was as — Nd on the table the 
a 


Under this state of things, therefore, I should deem myself wanting both in self- 
respect and in appreciation of the office which I have the honor to fill were I to 
comply with your request. 

ere it otherwise, I should most gladly furnish you the required 3 
first, because it would afford me leasure to extend this or any other oi 
courtesy, and, secondly, because I would be yono for the world to know how fzith- 
fully and nobly the people of North Caro struggled to maintain the cause, 
eee right or wrong, in which they considered their rights and honor to be 

vol . 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


To Hon. J. D. CAMEROX, 
Secretary of War. 


The CHAIRMAN. The ten minutes allowed for general debate 
have expired. 


Z. B. VANCE. 
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Mr. WADDELL. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will be 
allowed five minutes. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to renew my motion to strike out the enact- 
ing clause, but I am entirely willing that some time be allowed to 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan being allowed to 7 

Objection was made by several members. 

Mr. EDEN. I move to strike out the enacting clause of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that when the House limited 
the debate to ten minutes it was with the understanding that half 
of that time should be given to each side. That has not been done. 
More than the ten minutes allowed were consumed by the other side. 
Now, usual courtesy would 2 8 the Chair to recognize me—if the 
committee cannot permit further debate—at least to offer an amend- 
ment that I might gain the time to say what I choose to say on this 
proposition. I rose and addressed the Chair for that purpose, and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] has no more business with 
this bill than I haye. I rose for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment, and the Chair declined to recognize me and recognized the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. f 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan please state 


his point of order agent 
. CONGER. point of order is: when I rose and addressed the 
Chair before any other gentleman I was entitled to be recognized. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
aes is on the motion of the gentleman from 
t 


inois, to strike out 

e enacting clause of the bill. 
Mr. BURCHARD. I ask my sacs a) (Mr. EpEN] to withdraw 
his een until the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] can be 


he 
Mr. EDEN. When I made the motion I stated that I was LAER a 
if unanimous consent were given, to allow the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CONGER] five or ten minutes. 

Mr. BURCHARD. My colleague made the motion originally at a 
time when it would have cut off all debate. He yielded, and now I 
say that it is only fair that he should allow my friend from Michigan 
[Mr. CoNGER] to be heard. 

Mr. EDEN. When I made the motion originally the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] himself made the point of order on me, 
and it is his fault that the question upon it was not then taken. 

The question was taken on Mr. EpEN’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next bill upon the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I make the point of order that when the com- 
mittee strikes out the enacting clanse of a bill it must rise immedi- 
ately and report that fact to the House. 

The C 
rated of the committee to rise at once without a motion. The rule is 
this: 

The motion to strike ont the enacting words of a bill shall hfve pı ence of a 
motion to amend; and, if carried, be considered equivalent to its rejection. 
Whenever a bill is reported from a Committee of the Whole, with a recommenda- 


tion to strike out the enacting words, and such recommendation is disagreed to by 
the House, the bill shall recommitted to the said committee without further 
action by the House. 


The committee then rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar had under consideration joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 20) to apply the annual appropriation by the act of Con- 
gress 1 March 3, 1877, to pay certain southern mail contract- 
ors, an instructed him to report it back to the House with the 
recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

Mr. EDEN. I demand the previous question upon concurring with 
the recommendation of the committee. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. WADDELL. I move that the joint resolution be recommitted 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order after the main question has 
been ordered. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The only question is whether the House will 
agree with the Committee of the Whole; if it does not, then the joint 
resolution goes back at once to the Committee of the Whole under 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 123, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tion to strike out the e and such recommendation is disagreed to by 

the House, the bill shall stan the without farthe 

action by the House, But before the question of concurrence is gu 

ordor to entertain a motion to refer the bill to any committee, with or without in- 

structions, and when the same is reported to the House, it shall be referred 

bt et 8 of the Whole without debate, and resume its original place on 
endar. 


Mr.EDEN. After the previous question shall have exhausted itself 
gs the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WADDELL] can make 
s motion. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


HAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state that it was the | C 


Maron 16, 


Mr. WADDELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ord 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WADDELL. My motion is the regular order, I make the 
motion because the Chair has ruled that my motion to recommit was 
not in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. WADDELL’s motion; and on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 68, noes 113. 

Mr. ELAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were 8 


The | Snore was taken; and there. were—yeas 78, nays 131, not 
voting 82; as follows: 
YEAS—78. 
Aiken, Elam, Hewitt, G. W. Schleicher, 
Atkins, Ellis, Hooker, Shelley, 
Bell, Ewing, House, Smith; William E. 
Blackburn, Felton, Jones, James T. Springer, 
Bliss, Pantin, Kimmel, Steele, 
Knott, Thornburgh, 
Bridges, Garth, Ligon, ‘Throckmorton, 
Brogden, Gause, Martin, Tucker, 
Caldwell, John W. Gibson, McKenzie, ance, 
Giddings, Money, Waddell, 
Chalmers, Glover, Morgan, Walker, 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Goode, Morrison, Walsh, 
Lor IS. Fars, n si eles Williams, Sere N 
ue en i ere 
Cravens, Harris, John T. . 1 Willis, Albert S. 
Critten Harrison, Reagan, Wilson, 
Culberson, Hartridge, Riddle, Yeates, 
Dibrell, Henkle, Robbins, Young. 
Durham, Henry, Roberts, 
Eden, 
NAYS-131. 
Aldrich, Cutler, Joyce, Reilly, 
Danford, Keifer, Rice, William W. 
Bagley, Davis, Horace 2 Robinson, George D. 
er, John H. Deering, K 8 Robinson, Milion 8. 
Baker, William Denison, Landers, Ryan, 
Ballou, Dunnell, Lapham, Sampson, 
Bayne, Dwight, Lathrop, Sap 
Benedict, Eames, Lindsey, Shallenberger, 
Bicknell, Errett, Loring, Sinnickson, 
Bisbee, Evans James L. Maish, Smalls, 
Bouck, Finley, Marsh, Smith, A. Horr 
Boyd, Fort, 3 Slariu, 
Bragg, Foster, McCook, Stenger, 
z a McGowan, Stewart, 
Brewer, er, McKinley, Stone, John W. 
Gardner, Mahon, Stone, Joseph U. 
Browne, Garfield, Mitchell, Thompson, 
Bundy, Hamilton, Monroe, Tipton, 
Hardenbergh, eal, Townshend, R. W. 
Burdick, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Veeder, 
Cain, Hart, liver, ait, 
Came at, Haba on eil, 8 
amp atson, 
Cannon, Hayes, 8 G. W. Welch, 
Caswell, Patterson, T. M White, Michael D. 
laflin, Henderson, Phelps, Williams, A. 8. 
Clark, Rush Berit Abram S. Phillips, Williams, C. G. 
Cobb, Hub ollard. Williams, James 
Cole, Humphrey, Potter, Williams, Richard 
Collins, Hungerford, ‘ound, Willits, 
Conger, Ittner, ce, Wren, 
Cox, Jacob D. James, Randolph, Wright, 
Cummings, Jones, John 8. 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Acklen, Davis, Joseph J. i Sexton, 
Banks, Dickey, rae PP, Singleton, 
Banning, Bolten Lockwood, Slemons, 
Beebe, Eickho Lattrell, Southard, 
Blair, Ellsworth, apes Sparks, 
Bland, Evans, I. Newton key, Stephens, 
Blount, Had. John H. ee Rusk 
t, i otcalfe, wann, 
. — Freeman, Mills, Townsend, Amos 
Butler, Hale, Morse, Townsend, M. I. 
Cabell, Hanna, Muller, Turner, 
Calkins, Harmer, Overton, warn 
Candler, Hatcher, Peddie, Van Vorhes, 
Carlisl Hendee, Powers, 
Chittenden, Hiscock, Pridemore, White, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hunter, Pugh, Wigginton, 
Clark of Missouri, Hunton, Rainey, Williams, Andrew 
Clymer, Jones, Frank Rice, Americus V. Willis, Benjamin A. 
Jorgensen, Ro! n, Wood. 
Crapo, 
Da Ketcham, Sayler, 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 

Daring the vote the following announcements were made: 

Mr. DENBERGH. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
Ross, is paired on all questions with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to announce again that I am paired, gener- 
ally, with Mr. HUNTER, of Indiana. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I desire to announce that my colleague, 


r | Mr. MILLS, is detained from the House by sickness. 


Mr. HANNA. Iam paired with Mr. Davipson, of Florida, If he 
were present I should vote “no.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Upon this question I am paired 
with Mr. HUNTON. If he were here, he would vote “ay” and I should 
vote “no. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Iam paired apo this question with 
my colleague, Mr, Rice. If he were here, I should vote “no,” 
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Mr.ELLSWORTH. Iam paired upon this question with Mr. Davis, 
of North Carolina. If he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. POWERS. I am paired with Mr. CARLISLE. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. KETCHAM. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Covert. If 
he were present, I should vote “no.” Ido not know how he would vote. 

Mr. VAN VORHES. On this question I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. SOUTHARD. 

r. McGOWAN. I am paired on political questions with the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, Mr. TURNER. Understanding this not to be 
a political question I vote “ no.” 

Mr. STRAIT. I am paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘ no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The question then recurring on the motion of Mr. EDEN, that the 
House concur in the report of the Committee of the Whole, the mo- 


tion was apzog to. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. P, 

Mr. MONEY. Irise to a question of personal 1 I did not 
. to make any remarks upon the resolution which has just been 
acted on—— 

Mr. CONGER. I object tothe gentleman proceeding and call for a 
vote on the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MONEY. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects, 

Mr. MONEY. He is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he is not too late. 

Mr. MONEY. He did not make any objection until I was recognized 
and stated the purpose for which I had sought the floor. 

The SPE. R. The Chair will say that the, gentleman can be 
recognized any other time. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not think that the “ other time” will ever come. 
I prefer to go on now. I will not occupy more than five minutes; 
probably less. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman limits himself to that time I will 
not object. I merely wish to get into the Committee of the Whole 
again that we may work upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONEY. I think, Mr. Speaker, it is only due to myself as a 
confederate, a southern man, and a member of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads who voted to report this resolution favor- 
ably, that I should rise to this explanation; and I would not have 
done so but for the reflection of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
CONGER,] who stated in debate the other day that he could not be 
made to believe that there were not gentlemen on this side of the 
House who were familiar with the legislation quoted by the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. WILLITS,] and that this was an attempt to 
— — the repayment of claims that had already been paid, a re- 

ection which involved the honor of every ex-confederate on that 
committee as I understand. 

Now I desire to state for myself that Song tbe whole period cov- 
ered by the transactions alluded to by Mr. WILIIrs I was in camp 
where newspapers never reached; and until the facts were brought 
to the knowledge of this House by the gentleman from Michigan 
LMr. WII IIS] I never had any intimation that there had ever been 
any enactment by the confederate congress or any report of the poer 
ain aes of the confederacy in favor of the payment of these 
0 5 

I will state also, with all respect to the House, that if the gentle- 
man from Michigan includes me in the number of those on this side 
who should have known these facts and who brought this resolution 
here in order to perpetrate a fraud upon the Government and to pro- 
eure the repayment of claims already paid, any such declaration, 
statement, assertion, intimation, or insinuation on the part of that 
geienian, if he refers to me, is totally false and slanderous. 


—ͤ—ͤ—k!m j —— — 
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GER. I ask a moment to reply to the gentleman from 


RIE [Mr. Moxxx.] Mr. S er, when the gentleman com- 
menced his remarks and refe to me I supposed he did it with 
some serious intent; but when he closed with that long-continued 
string of adjectives which we used to find sometimes in the old Eng- 
lish indictments, I took it as merely intended for effect, 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman may take it any way he pleases. 

Mr. CONGER. I should have done that at er rate. 

Now, sir, if I remember my remarks of the other day, (I have not 
the RECORD here,) I said that it did seem strange to me that a law 
appropriating ,000 passed by the confederate 8 and a 
public report printed by the postmaster-general of that government 
saring Sa he had appropriated over half a million dollars of that 
$800,000 to the payment of postmasters for services prior to May 31, 
1861, could have existed without coming within the knowledge or 
memory of my friend, the late postmaster-general of the confederacy, 
or of gentlemen who were then members of the confederate congress. 
I understand there are gentlemen here who were members of that 
congress when that law was passed, and it did seem to me strange 
that the enactment and report could so far have escaped their memory 
as not to have been awakened by the discussion of this subject-mat- 
ter. That is what Isaid. The gentleman’s denial that he remembers 
such a law or such a report is the denial of one man; but the circum- 
stance is still just as strange, just as unaccountable. And when we 
find that fourteen of the eighteen claims audited by the auditor of 
the confederacy and paid by the postmaster-general of the confed- 
eracy out of the $800,000 appropriated by that government—when I 
find that fourteen of those claims (I have a list of them here and will 
have it printed with my remarks) are now on file in the Auditor’s De- 
partment of this Government claiming payment, and are among the 
very class of claims which this resolution proposes to pay, having 
been paid once by the confederate government, it does seem to me 
that I was justified in saying that, with all the intelligence and 
knowledge and memory and vigorous intellect of my friends on 
the other side of the House, there ought to have been some one of 
them ready to call the attention of this Congress to this matter and 
to have corrected any error into which we might have fallen. I do 
not say that there is anybody here who has sought to have a claim 
paid twice. I make no 8 of that kind; but I present fourteen 
claims that have once been paid by the confederate government and 
are now pressed for payment again in the Auditor's Office of this 
Government. Does not this require some explanation? At least, 
some inquiry! $ 

Mr. GAN. The gentleman will allow me to say that this very 
resolution provides that these payments shall be made under the 
previous law, which itself declared that no one who had already been 
paid should be paid again. 5 

Mr. CONGER. But in this resolution that limitation is stricken out. 

Mr. REAGAN. But the resolution directs payment to be made 
under the law already passed. 

Mr. CONGER. The 2 agreement of these contractors whose 
names I have here provided that if they could get this money from 
the United States, they should pay it back to the confederate govern- 
ment, and therefore it is a duty for them to follow into the Govern- 
ment of the United States their claim, and recover it from the United 
States again according to their contract, in order that they may pay 
it back to the lost cause, or some one else. [Laughter.] 

I do not blame the contractors, for they pl themselves to the 
confederate government that if it paid out the „000 to them they 
would get it again out of the United States and pay it back. They 
are acting honorably. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. That is high-toned—clear up. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Under the law passed last year, which provided that 
these claimants should not-be paid if they had already been paid, these 
claims were presented and filed for payment by our Government, and 
they had to swear that they had not been once paid. Here are the 
papers to which I have referred, and which I wish to make part of my 
remarks. I hear no objection. 

The papers are as follows: 


-| W. H. Beck, attorney. 
W. H. Beck, attorney. 
k E Enn B Tyson, G.M tto 
H. g. B. Tyson, G. Moyers, attorneys. 
Account settled to May 31, 1861. 
-| H. King, attorney. 
No claim. 
No claim. 
W. W. Boyce and W. H. Beck, attorneys. 


B. Tyson, attorney. 
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OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., 187 . 
eee eee e eee a riations 
vil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1878, 


ated to pay the amount 
States of Listen Arkansas, Fiorida, Georgia, Kentucky, Lo j Mississippi, 
Missouri, North Carolina, Sonth Carolina, Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, and Wes 
Virginia, in the — 1859, 1860, 1861, and before said States Er engaged 
in war against the United States; and the provisions of 3480 of Statutes 
of the United States shall not be icable to the — 1 therein authorized: 
Provided, That any such claims which have been paid by the Confederate States 
government shall not be again paid.” 

This clause of the act was submitted to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury 
for instructions as to the date to which payments can be 1 y made. His con- 
struction of the law is contained in the following extract his letter dated 


March 26, 1877: 

I inclose a copy of the opinion of the Solicitor of the ho ect eee 
approval, that a State can be said to engage in war only when the le of the 
State, in convention, decide to engage in a war by some sete act done by them. 

“This act in the States in question by which, in the language of the 
— 4 in war against the United States, was the act of secession of each State. 
The date of this act of secession, therefore, is the date to which payment can be 
made under the provisions of this statute. 

“ Your attention is called to the limitation of the appropriation to ‘$375,000 or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

“The appropriation should not be drawn upon in excess of accounts stated in 
your office and payable under the bee the law, nor should any money be 
d out of this appropriation until the whole of the claims are received and ad- 
usted, and if the appropriation is insufficient they should then be paid pro rata.” 

All persons having claims for mail service covered by the provisions of the act 
and its construction above K will be governed in the preparation and filing 
of their claims by the following rules: 

1. A certificate from the Second Assistant Postmaster-General covering the time 
of service for which payment is claimed to the date of the passage of the ordinance 
of secession by the in which service was performed must be filed in this office. 
All correspondence and evidence as ‘o the performance of service must be addressed 
to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

2. All collection orders and Auditor's drafts sent to the claimant must be returned 
to this office. or satisfactorily accounted for. 

3. An affidavit setting forth that no part of the service for which payment is 
claimed has been paid by the Confederate States government, accompanied by the 
certificate of two credible witnesses as to the claimant's identity and his character 
for truth and veracity, must be filed in this office. Affidavits to be taken before any 
judge or oflicer authorized to administer oaths having an official seal, who must cer- 
tify to the credibility of the affiants. If proof is made beforea justice of the peace, 
his official character and re must be certified to by the clerk of a court of 
record of the county in which the justice of the peace resides, or by other officer 
(having an official seal) 3 y law so to certify. 

4. In case of the death of the contractor, certified copies of letters of administra- 
tion must be filed, and the proof that the claim has not been paid by the Confed- 
erate States government must be furnished by the administrator. 

5. Under the direction of the of the Treasury, no payments will be made 
until all claims for mail service cov by the provisions of the above act, and pre- 
pared strictly in accordance with these rules, shall have been received and adjusted. 

Respectfully, — eee, 


Auditor. 


There is the list of “the twice-told tales of what came so near being 
“ the twi id claims.” 

There is the circular of our Government, quoting both the law 
of Congress and the opinion of the Solicitor of the Treasury, and in 
addition the rules of the De ent respecting these very claims, 
and yet these claims are filed, sworn to and payment demanded. 1 
have said enough. The matter tells its own ye 

Mr. YOUNG. I rise, Mr. S er, to a point of order. The under- 
standing was when the gentleman took the floor that it was for the 
pripon of replying to the gentleman from Mississippi. 


ONGER. That is what I have been doing most effectually. 
051 
Mr. YOUNG. vou have done enough of it, and I insist on the point 
of order. 


The SPEAKER. This proceeding has been by unanimous consent. 

Mr. YOUNG. I have no desire to object, but if the gentleman is 
satisfied with his reply to the gentleman from Mississippi he should 
be content unless other gentlemen who desire to say something on 
this subject shall have an opportunity to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi has ocenpied the 
same length of time occupied by the gentleman from Mississippi, and 
the Chair will therefore consider the debate under the consent of the 
House to be closed. 

Mr. CONGER. It seems to me I have never yet attempted to speak 
on this subject without a point of order or an objection being inter- 
posed, so that I have been compelled to stop before I had concluded 
what I had to say. It makes me think, Mr. Speaker, that what I 
have to say is somewhat damaging. [Laughter. 

Mr. YOUNG. I wish to say to the gentleman from 1 8 that 
if I can have an opportunity to be heard by this House in reply I will 
very cheerfully give him a whole day to discuss the question if he 
desires to do it. I only wish to be heard in reply if this discussion 
is to go on. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair recollects correctly, a few moments 
ago the gentleman from Michigan ol peer the wish to go into the 
Committee of the Whole in order to take np and act upon the bills on 
the Private Calendar, 

Mr. YOUNG. It was on his motion that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi was limited to five minutes and he has had the same time to 


reply. 

— CONGER. The Chair will see that it is no part of the point 
of order to refer to some remark made by me a long time ago. 
[Laughter.] 


The SPEAKER. The Chair very often feels prompted to remember 
the gentleman’s statements when good and to eschew them when bad. 
[Renewed laughter. ] ; 

5 . Has the time of the gentlemen from Michigan ex- 
pi 

The SPEAKER. Under what seems to be the understanding of 
the House the time has expired. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. There has been five minutes on each side. 

Mr. ATKINS. And that is sufficient. I hope we will now go into 
committee and take up the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONEY. I object to the papers referred to by the gentleman 
from Michigan being printed as of his speech. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. They will give the people some 
of that information which the gentleman was denied, Raughter.] 

Mr. MONEY. I am ready to allow the gentleman from Michigan 
a week if necessary to discuss this question, if I can get an oppor- 
tunity to 17 8 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman from Mississippi objected to the sta- 
tisties referred to by the gentleman from Michigan being made part 
of the RECORD. 

_The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Mississippi object at the 
time the gentleman from Michigan asked consent ! 

Mr. FINLEY. He objected immediately on the request being made. 

Mr. MONEY. I did object. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Mississippi objected at 
the time the gentleman from Michigan asked to make the papers part 
of his A e and so states, the papers cannot be printed in the 
RECORD, not having been read. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will with- 
draw his oo agp 

Mr. MONEY. I do not insist on the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Michigan has consent 
to print ae as part of his remarks. 

Mr. ATKINS. I now ask for a vote on my motion. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, (Mr. 
Cox, of New York, in the chair.) 


BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF INDIANA. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. No. 
1894) for the relief of the Bartholomew County Agricultural Society 
of the State of Indiana. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates the sum of $1,500, to be paid 
to the Bartholomew County Agricultural Society, in full payment and 
satisfaction for the use and occupation of the fair grounds of said 
society for 1 purposes, from September, 1863, to June, 1865. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the tion of the Bar- 
tholomew County (Indiana) Agricultural Society, having had the same under con- 
sidecation, submit the report: 

The claim is as follows: 

June 1, 1865. For occupation of ground for military purposes from Septem- 

ber 1, 1863, to date, as per contract herewit h. 5 n 

to buildings, fences, &., as set forth in affidavit herewith. .... 


March 1, 1864. By cash on account of ren 


It is shown by the evidence that the grounds were ied under a written 
lease for military from September, 1864 to June, 1865, The lease on the 
part of the United States was executed by Thomas O. Wilson, first lieutenant and 
quartermaster for third congressional district Indiana Volunteers, and on the 
cf the be l its president, treasurer, and secre: . The rent was to be 8100 
per month. Upon the recommendation of the Provost-Marshal-General, $536.66 of 
the rent was paid on the 24th day of February, 1265: On the ist of January, 1872, 
8 ment of the Lakes referred the residue of the 
claim to the Adjutant-General, who, on the 4th of April, 1872, decided that his De- 
pans could not entertain the demand for damages, at the same time remarki 

at Con alone could afford relief. He further says that the matter of dam- 
ages had considered with the claim for rent, and that Colonel Stansifer, the 
provost-marshal for that district, had in 1865 that $100, as agreed upon for 
the use of the ground, was intended to cover all claims for No such re- 
port from Colonel Stansifer is found among the papers. Colonel Stansifer is one 
of thy — witnesses supporting the — tee unpaid balance of rent and 
damages. There is no evidence that when $536.66 was paid on the rent the matter 
of damages was included, estimated, or considered. 

On the con it clearly a; that sach could not have been the for 
that sum was paid for the use of the ground from October 25, 1863, (the date of the 
lease,) to ‘Apri 6. 1+64, a period of fiye months and eleven days, and was the exact 
. to pay the rent for that period at the rate of $100 per 
month. 

The lease contains a clause which 5 that the United States shall repair all 
dam that may be occasioned to the grounds or buildings while so used and oc- 
Sa It is claimed by the Adjutant-General that this clause has been inserted 
since the execution of instrument, and in proof of this, in addition to the a 
pearance of the lease itself, ho produces a copy of the same containing no — 
words, made out and vertiſled to as a true copy on the 4th cayo October, . 
James B. M: Iky, then provost-marshal of that district. In this connection itis 

to state that Lientenant Wilson, who executed the lease on behalf of the United 
States, testifies on behalf of the society very fully, and clearing sustaining the claim 
for rent and damages, and in his affidavit he makes special mention (as if he re- 
garded the same valid and binding) of the clause about damages. Assuming that 
this provision was not in the lease originally, nor afterward inserted with the con- 


sent of an 22 competent to bind the Government, still it would seem that the 
latter w be required by the law to restore the grounds to the society as they 
were when was taken, making reasonable allowance for wear and decay. 


The Adjutant-General says nothing more should be paid forrent. He says that 
the claim for $536.66, and a claim for #1 Octo’ 
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claim for $123.23, which was never paid, were both for only such periods of time as 
3 were occupied for the rendezvous and organization of the One hun- 
and fortieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, prior to complete o! tion 
and muster. The society had the right to believe, and probably did believe, from 
an opinion which had been expressed by the Quartermaster ral (as appears 
from papers on file) that a distinction should kept up between the times the 
were used for collecting, organizing, and driling volunteers and other 
periods for which they may have been otherwise used. 
At Bec peona — ery 8 ware hac ig a ova 9 7 2 
repo ‘avorably upon claim and reported a appropriating 81. pay- 
ment thereof, and at the first session of the Forty-fourch Con; pipi a similar 
and re a bill appropriating $1,500 in full satisfaction of said claim. 
our commitiee find from the evidence that the society should be allowed the 
sum of $1,500 for unpaid rent, and accordingly report the accompanying bill appro- 


priating that sum in full payment and satisfaction of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state for the information of 
the committee that this bill was objected to when it was last reached 
in Committee of the Whole. And under Rule 129 when a bill has 
been objected to and is again reached after having been once objected 
to the committee shall consider and dispose of it unless it shall again 
be objected to by at least five members. This is the day when objec- 
tion may be made by five members. 

Mr. BICKNELL. This is not objection day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the question; is there objec- 
tion by five members ? 

Objection was made by more than five members. 

The C More than five gentlemen having risen to ob- 
ject, the bill will be passed over. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. On the 
next private-bill day when this bill is reached will it then be consid- 
ered as a matter of course under the rule, or will it be subject to 
further objection ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled that the bill shall be passed 
over; when it is po reached it will be for consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. Unless it is objection ye U 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. This ee 
objection ~~ can the objection of five members set aside the consid- 
eration of a bill? 


This bill would have been laid aside to be re- 
poraa favorably but for the objection of five members. It is now 
fore the committee for consideration. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to make a parliamen inquiry. I wish 
to know whether the Chair decides that this bill is passed over on 
account of the objection of five members or that it is now before the 
committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that the bill not having been 
laid aside to be favorably reported by reason of objection of five mem- 
bers, is now before the committee for consideration. The Chair 
believes that has been the usual practice. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. As I 
understand the status of the bill, it was reached on a previous occa- 
sion in Committee of the Whole and on the objection of one member 
went over. But it has not been objected to the second time or by 
five members. Is it now in order to make that objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. Five members have objected, and the bill there- 
fore cannot be laid aside for favorable report under the objection 
rule. It is now before the committee for consideration. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
Rule 129, according to which this bill having now been reached the 
second time has to be over if it is objected to by five mem- 
bers. The latter part of the rule reads: 

But when a bill is again reached 

That is to-day— 
after ha been once objected to, the committee shall consider and dispose 
7... ba STAC te by ar tone ase KALTAS si 

Now to-day it is again reached. It does not matter whether this 
is objection day or not. It cannot be again reached on objection day 
until all bills haye been considered and you begin again at the be- 

nning of the Calendar. Hence this is the first time the bill has 

n“ n reached.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee that the 
Clerk informs him now after re-examination that this bill never has 
been objected to in Committee of the Whole until to-day. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. I understand that this 
is not objection day. My inquiry is, if it is not objection day and the 
bill has been reached in its regular order, is it not now before the 
committee for consideration ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask the Chair to allow me oue moment to correct 
what the Chair has said. This bill came before the Committee of 
the Whole some time since, and I personally made the objection aud 
it went over on my objection. Some how or other it was reported to 
the House and the ppor of the House was about to put the ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill, when I made the statement that th had 
objected to it in committee and that it was not in the House, and the 
Speaker so ruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only take the statement of the 
Se and the Clerk informs the Chair that this bill has not been 
obj to. 


e CHAIRMAN. There is no record kept in Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no journal in Committee of the Whole, 
but there is a record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot take any statement except 
that of the Clerk. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to serena Degi statement of any clerk 
against the statement of several members of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for that day will 
show what is the fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only record of what took place is on the 
back of the bill which the Clerk has shown to the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. The proceedings in Committee of the Whole are 
of course reported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. FINLEY. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
there are any number of gentlemen who recollect the transaction I 
speak of, and that I objected to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. This bill was on the Calendar on 
the 4th December, and has remained there till to-day. It could not 
have stood there on the Calendar and been passed over and not re- 
ported to the Honse except for objection. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to make a brief statement which I think 
will explain this matter. The report of this: bill was made by the 

tleman from Alabama, [Mr. SHELLEY,] and when it came up in 

ommittee of the Whole he was absent, as I was informed; and I 
think if you refer to the RECORD it will perhaps show that on my 
objection the bill was laid aside or passed over until the gentleman 
from Alabama should be here in person to represent the claim. I 


think I stated that it was a claim from my own State, but that I was 
not conversant with the facts, 
Mr. THOMPSON. The gentleman refers to an entirely different 


bill. 

Mr. HANNA. No; this is the same bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now has the RECORD before him, and 
will have the proceedings read in relation to this bill. 

Mr. HANNA. Yon will find in the Recorp the statement which I 
then made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the RECORD of Feb- 
ruary 2, 1878. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Ketrer. I rise to a question of order. I submit that the Clerk should call 
the first bill on the Calendar, the bill C 
Bartholomew County Agrienu Society of the State of Indiana. As I under- 
stand, when that bil FC 

The CHAlnuax. The Chair understands that that bill was objected to, and the 
committee has now reached 1 farther on in the Calendar. 

Mr. Fister. The bill to which the gentleman from Ohio refers (H. R. No. 1894) 

the last objection day, and was objected to. I make the point that 
it cannot be read now. 

The Cuainman. The Chair has so decided. 

Mr. HANNA. Now, if the Chair will turn back to the record of 
the first day’s proceedings, the first day’s consideration of the bill, 
he will find that the bill was passed over on account of the absence 
of Mr. SHELLEY. It was stated to me that he was not present, and 
upon my request or su tion it was passed over. I do not know 

gentleman, or whether he be present now or not. 

Mr. SHELLEY, Iam here. I understand that the bill was passed 
over on account of my absence. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The bill has already been passed over under 
the objection of five members, and another bill is ner 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was right in his first ruling. He 
understood that the bill had once been objected to and called for five 
objectors, and five objections having been made the bill went over. 
The Chair was led into 8 error by the Clerk’s statement; 
but the record now rectities it and the bill having been objected to 
by five members it over, 

Mr. POTTER. Under what rule does it go over? 

Mr. FINLEY. Under one of the rules of the House, I suppose. 


COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY, VIRGINIA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
159) to reimburse the College of William and Mary, in Virginia, for 
p rty destroyed during the late war. 

. CONGER. I — to the consideration of that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, e Chair is informed that objection to this 
bill has been made heretofore. 

Mr. THOMPSON, One objection has been made and it now re- 
quires five members to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now put the question to the 
committee and see how many members object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. [Afteracount.] More than five members having 
risen to object, the bill is laid aside. 

FRANCIS B. THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the petition of 
Francis B. Thompson, of Illinois, late of the Fifty-sixth Illinois Vol- 
anteers, for relief. 

The . The Chair would state that this is an adverse 


report. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I desire that there shall be a 
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hearing of this case before any vote is taken uponit. If there be 
any objection to it, let it go over. 
‘he CHAIR . The Chair is informed that it has never been 
objected to. Does the gentleman desire the 5 the report? 
ir. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I call for the ing of the report. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Francis 
B. Thompson, for compensation as late me iy in the sixth Illinois Volun- 
teers, have had the same under consideration, and report it back to the House 
"ihe tion shi ‘aa ee in the organization of the Fifty- 

m shows T. om n serv: e on - 
sixth hints Volunteers, as s 3 appointment from the colonel of said reg- 
iment, which appointment was it the 20th day of December, 1861, until the 27th 
day td my? 1862, when he seems to have been regularly mustered into the 
service of the United States as surgeon, &. It is further shown to your commit- 
tee by the official letter of the Adjutant-General of the United States Army, dated 
November 8, 1877, herewith that Dr. Thompson was duly mustered in as 
surgeon with the field and staff, on the a by muster-in of said regiment, 
F 27, 1862, under the provisions of War Department General Orders No. 
61, 1861, which order prohibits the muster-in of a surgeon until the completion, by 
muster-in, of the ment for which commissioned. 

While your committee admit the patriotism and perhaps the valuable services 
of the doctor, they do not deem it expedient at this time to open the doors to this 
class of claimants for services prior to muster-in to the service of the United States. 
The order referred to was published faves 19, 1861, and its purport and require- 
ment should have been fully known to the doctor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will say this in regard to this case: 
that in my judgment the claim is a proper one and the bill for the 
relief of this gentleman should be . Itis the honest claim of 
an honest man, who faithfully served his country in three wars. The 
circumstances are simply these: Dr. Thompson was appointed by the 
colonel as surgeon of the Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers 
while the regiment was in camp at Shawneetown, Illinois, in Decem- 
ber, 1862, and was on duty there in December, 1862, and remained at 
his post, treating the sick in that regiment, away from his home and 
his practice, but was not commissioned until in February, 1863, when 
he was commissioned as surgeon of that regiment. His commission 
dated only from February, as shown in the petition, and, for the rea- 
son that his commission was not dated back to the day when he was 
originally appointed, his claim for pay was rejected at the War De- 
partment. 

It seems to me that there is no good reason why this claim should 
not beallowed. It is only a claim for two months’ pay, from m- 
ber, 1862, to February, 1863. He disch the duties as shown by 
proofs here before us. I have the certificate here from the colonel of 
the regiment who was authorized to appoint him, and he states that 
the doctor faithfully performed the duties assigned to him. I think 
he certainly should be paid for his services. I have nothing further 
to say upon the case at this time, further than thatit is a meritorious 
and just claim for services actually performed by a soldier in the line 
of his duty, and that the bill for his relief should be passed. 

Mr. HAYES. As this is an adverse report I move that it be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. STRAIT. I would say that this is a unanimons report from 
the Committee of Military Affairs and is an adverse report. 

The C The question is on concurring in the adverse 
report. 

6 question was taken, and the report was concurred in, 


ESTATE OF SAMUEL P. FEARON. 


Ths next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2138) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Mary Fearon 
and Jessie Crossin, executrices of Samuel P. Fearon, deceased, for 
certain registered United States bonds redeemed by the Government 
on forged assignments and power of attorney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of 3 is bere- 
by, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the not other- 
Wise appropriated, to Mif Fearon and Jessie Crossin, as executrices of Samuel P. 


. the 
interest which would have accrued thereon from the date of the ee 
of interest to the legal personal representatives of said Samuel P. Fearon, deceased. 
upon the following certificates of registered stock of the United States, redeemed 
or assigned u 0 power of attorney and fo assignment, to wit, namber 
2081, act of March 3, 1864, for $1,000, and numbers 3424, 3425, 3426, 3427, 3428, and 
3429, act of February 23, 1802, for $500 each, the p rty of said estate; the said 
panna of principal and interest to be mado accordi g to the terms and stipula- 

ons of the said original certificates. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I object to this bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. This is not a sduthern claim. It comes from the 
City of Brotherly Love. I hope there will be no objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Members objecting to the consideration of this 
bill will rise and stand until counted. [After a count.] More than 
five members having risen to object, the bill will be passed over. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I rise to a point of order. I was not in the Halla 
few minutes ago when the Chair made his ruling upon Rules 128 and 
129. Rule 128 declares that 


Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private bills and 
rivate business, in preference to any other, unless otherwise determined by a ma- 
Jority of the House. 

Rule 129 provides that— 

On the first and fourth Friday of each month, the Calendar of private bills shall 
be called over, (the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House commenci 
the call where he left off the previous day,) and the bills to the of whic 
no objection shall then be made shall be first considered and disposed of. —January 


25, 1839. But when a bill is reached, after having been once objected to, the 
pAr Tiav onesies eek tegunset ins coms orien taal coe te tone 
to by at least five members. 7 


Now, I wish to call attention to the point that Rule 129 is applica- 
ble only to the first and fourth Fridays in each month, which are 
known as “objection days ;” and the construction of the rule hereto- 
fore, as I understand, has been that when first objected to, the billis 
carried over on the Private Calendar, and when reached again upon 
another “objection day” it is to be considered and reported to the 
House, unless five members shall then object. But this not being 
“objection day,” that rule does not apply. As I understand the rules 
and the practice, whenever a bill is reached on the call to-day, it 
comes up for consideration. No member is permitted under this call 
to object to its consideration, because this is not “objection day,” but 
consideration day, and the question whether there is objection or not 
has no application on this day. For this reason I insist that the call 
for objections to the bill now pending, as well as any others that may 
be reached upon the Calendar, is not p: r, but that every bill when 
reached is to be considered and disposed of. ; 

Mr. POTTER. If I may be allowed I wish to say a single word on 
this question, which is one of considerable importance as regards the 
business of the Committee of the Whole. T think the mistake to 
which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] calls attention 
has arisen from treating the amendment to the rule as if it were a 
separate and independent provision. The words “on any day” I take 
to be qualified by the subject to which the rule relates, and to clearly 
mean on any day for objections. The history of the rule is that in 
order to expedite business the House first determined that it would 
consider the Private Calendar on Fridays and Saturdays, and that on 
the third and fourth weeks the Calendar should be first called for 
objections, and the bills to which there were no objections be reported 
finally. Subsequently it was determined to strike out “Saturdays” 
and to provide for a second call of the Calendar for the purpose of 
seeing if five members objected. There were then to be two calls of 
the Calendar, one on which preference should be given to business 
to which there should be no objection ; on the other, the second call, 
on which preference was to be given to bills to which not more than 
four members objected. Originally those two calls took place on the 
same day; but when there was not time for both calls on the same 
day, then of course the second call for objections was made on the 
next day devoted to the same class of business; that is, the next ob- 
jection day. 

If gentlemen will examine the rule they will see that the last pro- 
vision is not a distinct rule but an addition to the first clause, an 
amendment incorporated when Saturday was stricken out as private- 
bill day. The purpose of the rule is that on the third and fourth Fri- 
days in every month in the first place business shall go through to 
which no member objects, and on the next that business shall go 
throngh to which only five members object. If you adopt any other 
construction and hold that on any other than these objection days the 
consideration of bills reached on the Calendar may be defeated b 
calling for objections to ascertain whether there be other bills to whic 
no five members object, although N objected to by one, you 
will never get any business on the Private Calendar up for consider- 
ation at all, but will have the whole of every day set apart for the 
Private Calendar absorbed in reading reports and ealling for objec- 
tions, and will have no time whatever reserved for the consideration 
of any measure on the Calendar to which five gentlemen may object. 
This would be to defeat, not expedite, business, and would be so to 
construe a rule meant to facilitate the passage of bills to which there 
was no objection that no other private bills could be passed at all. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the sense of the rule is to confine the 
second call for objections to objection day. I understand the Chair 
to say that the construction of the rule now given by the Chair has 
been heretofore held by the committee. If so, it has not been within 
my time here ; and I am satisfied that such is not the reasonable con- 
struction of the rule taking in view the purpose for which the rule 
was made; that is, the dispatch of business. If the ruling has been 
heretofore as the Chair states, I trust the Committee of the Whole 
will take early action to return to what I believe was the original 
practice, so that we may te able to proceed with the consideration 
of each bill as it may be reached upon consideration day, even if 
objected to by five members. 

e CHAIRMAN. The ruling of the Chair on that point is in con- 
formity with rulings heretofore made, though there has been a diver- 
sity of practice on this point. . 

Mr. POTTER. If there has been a diversity of practice, now is the 


time to set it right. 

The CHAIRMAN. There seems to be a hiatus in the language of 
the rule 

When a bill is again reached. 

Reached when? Whenever and however it may be reached. 

Mr. POTTER. No, sir; on the first and fourth Fridays of each 
month. 

The CHAIRMAN. In order to facilitate the passage of bills on 
objection day it is further provided that five objections shall be 
required in order to pass over a bill upon the second call. According 
to the understanding of the Chair, the intention of the rule was that 
whenever a bill is reached on the Calendar after having been once 
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objected to, the Committee of the Whole shall consider it and dis- 
pose of it unless it be objected to by five members. 

This is the ruling given to it by the gentleman from Ohio, [Me. 
SAYLER.] It is the last ruling in the committee; it is the uniform 
rulingexcept during the last session ; and unless the committee chooses 
to take charge of it and overrule the Chair the Chair will adhere to it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iwish to call the attention of the Chair to the lan- 
guage of the rule, The Chair will see by the language of the rule 
that it is exclusive ; limited to the first and fourth Fridays of each 
month. The whole collocation of the rule has reference to those two 
days. It relates alone to objection day. If it were otherwise, as al- 
ready argued by the gentleman from New York, it would defeat the 
consideration of every claim which might be on the Calendar by an 
objection of five votes. No member, on a consideration day, nor any 
five have a right to object to the consideration of a bill when the 
rule says it shall be considered. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The opinion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
would be correct were the words to be found in the rule “ when a bill 
is again reached on objection day,” but the rule does not so state, but 


“when it is again reached.” 
Mr. POTTER. That is an amendment to the rule in reference to 
objection days. 


r. BURCHARD. No matter, itis general in its operation. It does 
not say when again reached on objection day, but when it is again 
reached on the Calendar. I think the language of the rule sustains 
the Chair in his position. 

Mr. CONGER. Whenever a bill was reached on objection day one 
objection carried it over; but whenever reached on any other day five 
objections carried it over, and when that is . it must take 
its place on consideration day. That has been the uniform ruling for 
many years, without exception being taken to it, and I think that is 
the onl e rule which will facilitate the business of the committee. 

Mr. HAYES. I think the gentleman from Tennessee is correct in his 
interpretation of the rule and that the gentleman from Illinois is not. 
But when the bill is again reached is the question. Reached when? 
On the first and fourth Fridays of each month. It seems that would 
settle the whole question, and that the gentleman from Tennessee is 
correct. But when a bill is reached to-day, it not being objection 
day, we are bound to consider it. i 

We can only object to bills on the first and fourth Fridays of each 
month, but when a bill is again reached the word “when” simply 
refers to objection days, the first and fourth Fridays. The whole tenor 
of the rule is in regard to bills which come up on the first and fourth 
Fridays of each month. That is the time to which this relates, and it 
can mean nothing else. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next bill if the gentle- 
man does not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I do insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Merely for the purpose of having the sense of the 
committee, I take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit the point of order comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair prefers to have the question decided 
by the committee. Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee ? 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 116, noes 24. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. Five objections having been made to the bill, it 
is passed over, and the Clerk will read the next bill on the Calendar. 
JAMES J. WARING. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. No. 
251) for the relief of James J. Waring. 

The bill, which was read, anthorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to refund to James J. Waring, of Savannah, Georgia, 
the sum of 8890, in gold, and one cent, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, on account of 
said amount having been paid by the said James J. Waring on a 
portion of the steam-plow machinery imported by which was 
ordered when the same was duty free, but a portion of which did not 
arrive in the United States until after duty was established on the 
same. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee of Ways and Mi to whom w: 
for the relief of J: hase J 8 Waring, of Savannah, Gone peste (ho following 


report: 
Te is a bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund to James J. War- 
ae sum of $890.01, gold. 
i — 8 find, a careful 8 of the case, that Mr. W. went 
o Europe to examine there certain steam. plow machinery used for the cultivation. 
of the soil, with a view of importing the same to this country, should he find it to 


P Tn 1872 Congress parsed a law (U: S. Sta that, 
on a law (C. S. Stat. at e, p. 273, sec. for a term 
of two years from date, steam · plow 363 the Bid cmos of the 


acted, Mr. pi 
to his address at Savannah. The manufacturers completed part of his order 
5 it to him, which Mr. War ing received and catered free 2 9 rai 


The committee are therefore of the opinion that the relief asked for should be 
granted, and that the bill (H. R. No. 251) authorizing such relief should be passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia. This bill was reported unanimously by 
the Committee of Ways and Means in the Forty-fourth Congress on 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. This report is 
also a unanimous report in favor of the claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill having formerly been objected to by 
Mr. OLIVER, of Iowa, is again before the committee subject to be 
passed over on the objection of five members. 

Mr. EDEN. No objection has been interposed, and I apprehend it 
would be too late to make it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is about to submit the question 
whether there is objection by five members. 

Mr. EDEN. Unless some one objects, has the Chair any right to 
call for an objection? If this was ak Agni day and no one rose to 
object, the bill after being read would be laid aside to be reported 
favorably ; and I think unless some one rises now to object it may be 
considered that the right to object is waived. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has no means of ascertaining whether 
it is objected to except by calling for objections. Those who object 
to the present consideration of the bill will rise. 

Objection not being made by five members, the bill was laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 


EXECUTOR OF JOHN HEATER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2139) making appropriations for the piyan to Richard Heater, ex- 
ecutor of John Heater, deceased, late of Loudoun County, Virginia, 
of the sum therein named for value of stores and supplies taken and 
used by the United States Army; reported from the Committee on 
War Claims by Mr. Kerrer. : 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The roe was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair now calls for objections, if any. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is a singular case. There is no other like itin 
the United States, and I hope 7 inte will not be made. 

Objection was made by more than five members. é 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that this bill having been objected to 
by one member was again reached and was objected to by five mem- 


The CHAIRMAN. It has never been reached before to-day except 
once, and it was then objected to by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
Foster. Objection having been made by more than five members, 
the bill will be passed over. 

HEIRS OF BRIGADIER-GENERAL WILLIAM THOMPSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
934) for the relief of the heirs of Brigadier-General William Thomp- 
son, of the revolutionary army; reported, with amendments, by Mr. 
Mackey, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. MACKEY. The report accompanying this bill is a very lon 
one, containing two favorable reports by the Senate committee an 
one by the House committee. A portion of the report, aBout one- 
fourth of it, which I have marked, contains a full history of the case. 
I suggest that the reading of that will be sufficient. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Then let the material part of the report 


be read. 
Mr. EDEN. It will take half an hour or more to read the whole 


report. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, only that part of the 
report indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MACKEY ] 
will be read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I object to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen who object to the bill will rise. 

More than five members having risen to object, the bill was passed 
over. 

HEIRS OF SAMUEL P. TODD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2160) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel P. Todd, deceased, late a 
purser in the United States Navy. 

The bill was read. 

Objection being made by more than five members, the bill was 
passed over. 

M. G. HARMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2161) for the relief of M. G. Harman, of Virginia, reported from the 
Committee on War Claims by Mr. EDEN. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury, out of any money not otherwise a, Ade ers to pay M. G. 
Harman, of Virginia, the sum of $354 for the rent, by contract, of 
stables at Fredericksburgh, Virginia, for the use of the Union Army. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The proofs show that M. G. Harman, on the 18th day of September, 1855, by con- 
tract with Major H. F. Gerrish, acting quartermaster, leased a stable in Freder- 
icksburgh, Virginia, to the United States for $45 per month. It appears from the 
evidence that the stable was held and occupied by the United States forces under 
said lease from the 18th day of 


tember, 1865, to the 19th day of May, 1866, beng 
eight months and two days, which, at the rate of 845 per month, makes a total o 
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$363 due to said M. G, Harman. 99 1866, Major H. F. Ger- 


rish, acting quartermaster, (with whom the contract was made.) was succeeded by 
Colonel G. I. Higbee, acting assistant quartermaster, there due M. G. Har- 
man at the time, rent for said stable for four months and thirteen days, who issued 
s ee 3 to the Quartermaster's Department for 
„ disallowed, for the reason that the decisions of the War 1 nar aa 
prohibited the payment of rent in States proclaimed to be in rebellion previous to 
the lamation of the President in ap J. 1866," 

uding voucher, for the sum of $354 before 
officers, who disallowed the same, by reason of the act of 
A. 1867, forbidding the payment of such claims.” 
ittee, a careful examination of the claim, are fully satisfied that 
thero is due and unpaid M. G. Harman, the claimant, the sum of for rent of 
said 1 the time the claim accrued hostilities had actually ceased 
though e eee Your committee therefore report the 
accompanying bill for his relief and recommend its passage. 

Mr. CONGER. Nothing is said in the report about the loyalty of 
this claimant; and the report shows that the war continued up to 
the time when the claim accrued. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I know my friend from Michigan does 
not want to make a captious objection. 

Mr.CONGER. Not at all; the report says“ the war had not closed.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The report shows that at the time the 
claim accrued hostilities had actually ceased. When the Federal 
troops went down there after pone was declared it is well known that 

ericksburgh consisted only of private residences, and there were 
no stables in which to put the horses of the Government. This citi- 
zen gave his stables to the Government. The acting quartermaster 
made a contract to pay him and gave him the vouchers for 1865 and 
1866. When he came to the Treasury to get his money he would have 
got it but for the reason that the Berd. es of the War Department 
prohibited the payment of rent accruing previous to the proclama- 
tion of the President in April, 1866. 

Mr. LATHROP. I wish to ask the e, from Virginia wh 
it is that this claim, as reported by the committee, is for so muc 
more than the voucher given by the proper officer ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The report states that the officer on 
the 31st January, 1000 garo a voucher for the rent due to that date. 
The claimant afterward filed his claim for the whole amount before 
the proper accounting officers, and the evidence produced in support 
of it was satisfactory. It was shown that the Government occupied 
tbe premises during the whole time. 

eC called for objections. 

Objection not being made by five members, the bill was laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. WADDELL. I move that the committee rise, 

The motion was to. 

The committee 8 rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and had 
directed him to 5 sundry bills favorably and a petition with an 
adverse recommendation. 


JAMES J. WARING. 


rted 88 ſrom the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. No. 251) for the relief of James J. Waring, of Sa- 
vannah, Georgia. 


The biĦ was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pama ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


M. G. HARMAN, 


The next bill reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. No. 2161) for the relief of M. G. Harman, of Vir- 


inia. 
z The bill was ordered to be sa. yen and read a third time; and 
being en „it was accordingly read the third time, and pa $ 
Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paana and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS B. THOMPSON. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the petition of Francis B. Thompson, of Illinois, late of the Fifty- 
Sixth Illinois Volunteers, for relief, reported from the committee with 
the recommendation that the adverse report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs be concurred in, 

The question was taken ; and the report of the committee was con- 
curred in, and the petition was laid on the table. 

Mr. EDEN moyed to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
concurred in ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUNDING OF THE NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. WADDELL. I desire to withdraw the objection I made this 
morning to the request of my colleague [Mr. RoBBINS] on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to an assignment of a day for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3848) to promote the refunding of 


f 


The first bill re 


the national debt, and the loan of savings to the United States for 
that p I withdraw that objection. 

The SPEAKER. What is the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. RohRINSs 7] 

Mr. ROBBINS. My motion is that the bill be set for consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for Thurs- 
day next, after the morning hour, and from day to day until disposed 
of, not to interfere with appropriation bills or witn any special orders 
heretofore made, 

Mr. EAMES. And open for amendment. 

Mr. ROBBINS, Oh, certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question and will then 
listen to any member who has any suggestion to make in reference 
toit. The tleman from North Carolina moves that the House 
make the bill the title of which has just been read a special order for 
Thursday next, not to interfere with appropriation bills, to be open 
for amendment, and to be considered in Committee of the Whole 
after the morning hour, Is there objection? 

Mr. FORT, I desire to make a suggestion. There are several other 
bills in relation to this subject matured. The Committee on Banking 
and Currency have a bill matured upon this very subject, and I under- 
stand that there are one or two other bills on the same subject now 
ready for the action of the House. Now, I suggest that in all fairness 
these several bills poate to be considered at the same time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 1 must object to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina because it may interfere with a special 
order in which I am interested. 

Mr. ROBBINS. The gentleman from Alabama agreed to withdraw 
his objection on the ground that his bill would not be displaced by 
my motion, 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. But I understand that the gentleman’s 
segua as stated, would displace = bill. 

. BLACKBURN. I desire to a question. If no objection be 
made to the proposition of the gentleman from North Carolina will 
the session of the day named for the consideration of that bill asa 
special order interfere with prior and existing special orders? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair omitted to state some of the reserva- 
tions. The Chair would state again the qualifications under which 
the gentleman from North Carolina.makes the proposition, He asks 
that the bill the title of which has been read, and which was reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, shall be made the 
special order for next Thursday in Committee of the Whole after the 
morning hour, and open to amendment; not to interfere with the 
appropriation bills and to be subordinate to any special order already 
existing, and considered from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I will state that any other committees having ma- 
tured bills upon this subject will have a fair chance for a hearing. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to ask the 8 from North 
Carolina if his colleague has withdrawn the objection he made this 


morning. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Yes, sir. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ropsins’s motion; and it 
was to. 

Mr. ROBBINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POLICE COURT, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 135) 
relative to the leasing of the Unitarian church by the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia for police-court purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, recommitted to the committee, and, with 
the accompanying report in writing, ordered to be printed, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was to; and ac- 
cordingly the House (at four o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) adjourned 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of Thomas H. H, Presson, James Ar- 
Gold, jr., and many other citizens of Benton County, Tennessee, for 
the repeal of the resumption act, the repeal of the national banking 
system, and for the unlimited free coinage of silver and the observ- 
ance of all contracts made by the Government of the United Stetes— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BRIDGES: The petition of citizens of Allentown, Pennsyl- 
vania, against a revival of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee: Papers relating to the claim of 
John R. Watkins, administrator of Matilda W. Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. t 

By Mr. CANNON, of Utah: The petition of the publishers of the 
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Utah Skandinav, Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, for the abolition 
of the duty Et ie the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CO TT: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
rout from Fort Laramie, Wyoming Territory, to Camp Clark, Ne- 
braska—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of certain post-routes 
in the Territory of Wyoming—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DANFORD: The petition of D. F. Branigar and 70 other sol- 
diers, citizens of Ohio, for the equalization of bountios—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Independent, Quaker City, 
Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. l 

By Mr. DURHAM: Ap relating to the establishment of a 
route from Columbia by way of Plumb Point to Casey’s Creek, Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. EDEN: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac Gammon—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petitions of James Laughlin and 55 others, 
and of A. A. Byers & Co. and 120 others, citizens of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, against the reimposition of the income tax—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 52 citizens of Pittsburgh, Pen 
aid in establishing American steamship mail service—to 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, favoring the 
dating of the pensions of soldiers from the time of their discharge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EWING: The petition of Crafts J. Wright, for a pension— 

e same committee. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of William H. Brackett and 43 others, 
against the reimposition of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. FORNEY: Two petitions from citizens of Blount and Tal- 
ladega Counties, Alabama, for the creation of a national educational 
fund for distribution among the several States by the sale of public 
lands and from other sources—to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

By Mr. FOSTER: hana? ee of citizens of Seneca County, Ohio, 
that a pension be granted Abram Diller—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARTH: The petition of citizens of Lawrence County, Ala- 
bama, relative to the distribution of em pee the sales of pub- 
lic lands among the several States for educational purposes—to the 
Committee on cation and Labor. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of George W. Blunt and 
others of New York, for an appropriation for the purchase of Courte- 
mare automatic buoys—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

y Mr. HOOKER: Papers relating to the claim of William Hawes 
Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, JONES, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of Ohio, against 
1 reduction of the duty on wool—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. McCOOK: Resolutions of the Shi Association of 
New York, favoring the transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy 
Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. MONEY: The petition of the publisher of the Yazoo Valley 
Flag, Greenwood, Mississippi, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The 1 of the publisher of the Tele- 
graph, Alton, 15 a similar import —to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylyania, against the enactment of any law proposing in any way to 
restore the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POLLARD: The petition of S. M. Wayman and others, con- 
cerning a fund for common schools—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of J. W. Williams and 37 other citi- 
zens of North Carolina, against abolishing the western judicial dis- 
trict of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of D. A. Bullard and others of Sara- 
ee Springs, New York, for additional bounty—to the Committee on 

ilitary irs. 

Also, the petition of the 8 of the Standard and Times, Glo- 
versville, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: Memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Atlanta, Georgia, asking for the establishment of a branch 
mint in Atlanta, Georgia—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, f 

By Mr. THOMPSON : The petition of 470 citizens of Stoneborough, 
Pennsylvania, against any change in the tariff—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 700 citizens of Sharon, Pennsylvania, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TIPTON : The petition of citizens of New York, for an ap- 
propriation for the purchase of Courtenay’s automatic buoys—to the 
Committee on 2 7 riations. 

By Mr. WAL. : lutions of the Legislature of Virginia, favor- 


lyania, for 
e Commit- 


to 


ing the pensioning the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensians. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of bankers, manufacturers, and ship- 
owners, of Erie, Pennsylvania, against the transfer of the life-saving 
service to the Mary Department—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of citizens of Nebraska, that the 
present duty on flaxseed and linseed-oil remain unchanged—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Indiana: The petitions of the publishers of the 
Crawfordsville (Indiana) Star, of the Frankfort (Indiana) Crescent, 
and of the Frankfort (Indiana) Banner, for the abolition of the duty 
on to the same committee. 

ay r. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Sarah W. Jones— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 18, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

5 — Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution ef the 
Senate of the 4th instant, a report of the Chief of Engineers concern- 
ing the data from which the positions of the troops were added to 
the engineer maps of Gettysburgh battle-field recently published; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the ee 
of Minnesota, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the erec- 
tion of a light-honse on Grand Marais is Bay, north shore of Lake 
Superior, in that State; which was refi to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

Mr. 1 resented a memorial — — H. 5 eee and 
others, citizens o io, remonstrating aga e passage of any 
act poing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of C. E. Speaks and others, citizens 
of Perry County, Ohio; a memorial of John Forsythe and others, 
citizens of Perry County, Ohio, and a memorial of M. W. Higgins 
and others, citizens of Reading, Hamilton County, Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against any Shanka in the Teens tarif on wools and woolens, 
33 as the tariff of 1876; which were referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the 
construction of a harbor at Kewaunee, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of W. H. Brackett and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, and a memorial of J. W. Hill and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the passage of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Peter Buschen, of Massachusetts, 
praying for an amendment to the fifteenth section of the act to revise, 
consolidate, and md the laws relating to pensions, approved March 
3, 1873, extending the time of limitation for obtaining arrears of pen- 
sion until the 4th day of July, 1880; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of John A. Parker and 38 others, 
one-legged and one-armed ex-soldiers, praying for such legislation as 
will secure to them and those depending on them pensions adequate 
to their support; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of William Anderson and 125 others, 
citizens of Decatur, Michigan, in favor of the pree of the bill ap- 
pointing a commission to inquire into the alcoholic liquor traffic ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of N. Edmunds, chairman, and 
George W. Kingsbury, secretary, of a meeting of citizens of Yankton 
County, Dakota Territory, remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill providing for the creation of a Territory of Lincoln by a division 
of the Territory of Dakota upon the one hundredth meridian ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of Taman Kellogg and 28 others, 
mail-ronte agents in the State of Michigan, praying for an increase 
of appropriation for their salaries; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a memorial of D. M. 
McFarland and others, citizens of Westchester, Pennsylvania; a me- 
morial of Lindley Smyth and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania; a memorial of William H. Loyd and others, citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and a memorial of George Hubley and 
others, citizens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
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the passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Frank Nelson and others, 
citizens of Knox County, Nebraska, praying Congress to enact a law 
for the removal of the Santee Sioux Indians from that county to the 
Sioux reservation in Todd County, Dakota Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of Crafts J. Wright, 
late colonel of the Thirteenth Regiment of Missouri Volunteers, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, in favor of an appropriation by Con, for the erection of a 
light-house at Grand Marais Bay, north shore of Lake Superior, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WINDOM presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota, in favor of the passage of au act by Con to compel 
the Indians in the State of Minnesota to remain on their reservations ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES presented a memorial of Everett K. Dexter and others 
citizens of Massachusetts; a memorial of L. F. Gardner and others 
citizens of Massachusetts; and a memorial of George Whitney and 
others, citizens of Massachusetts, . against . 
of any law imposing a tax upon incomes; which were refe: to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of G. F. Sargent and others, citi- 
zens of Boston, Massachusetts, remonstrating against the Big tae 
transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy 
Department ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

o also presented a petition of William H. Snow and others, citi- 
zens of Becket, Berkshire County, Massachusetts, praying for an 
amendment of the pension laws so that soldiers who were disc ed 
on account.of diseases contracted in the service of the United States 
and in the line of their duty shall be paid the same bounty that they 
would be entitled to were they disc on account of wounds; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of P. D. Sullivan and others, 
invalid ex-soldiers of the State of Illinois, praying for an amendment 
to the pension laws granting arrearages of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the Chicago 
Union Veteran Club, in favor of an amendment to the pension laws 
granting arrearages ; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. THURMAN presented a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Ohio, in favor of the pa of a bill granting pensions tosur- 
viving soldiers and to widows of deceased soldiers of the Mexican 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURMAN. I present a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Ohio relating to the repeal of the resumption act. I ask 
that it may be read and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read in the absence of objec- 
tion. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 


Joint resolution relating to the repeal of the resumption act. 


Whereas the pro 
commerce, and public improvements 
at the expense of labor and farni 
property and labor of epee gl of the poopie of this country : Therefore, 

pl ayty fre mar the General Assembly of State of Ohio, That our Senators in 
Congress be, and they are hereby, 8 and our Representatives requested, 
to urge upon Congress the necessity of its immediate repeal, and to use all honor- 
able means to bring about at the earliest practicable time the of said act. 

Sere TOM r governor be re © Serene th a copy of this 
resolu’ each of our Senators presentatives in Con, 

JAMES E. NEAL, 


Speaker of the Hi Representatives. 
* jane? W. FITCH, 
President of the Senate. 


Mr. McCREERY. I present a memorial protesting against the re- 
vival of the income tax, very numerously signed by very respectable 
gentlemen of Kentucky. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial of A. M. Goodwin and 70 others, 
workingmen, citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, engaged in the man- 
ufacture of sheet-iron, remonstrating against the reduction of duties 
on mannfactured articles and the reimposition of the war tax on tea 
and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LAMAR presented a memorial and joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of Mississippi, in favor of a renewal of the land grant to the 
Gulf and Ship Island Railroad and the amin op prt Ripley and Ken- 
tucky Railroad; which were referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
New Jersey, against the proposed transfer of the life-saving service 
from the 3 to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of the national convention of 
the United States export in, unanimously approved by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the city of Memphis, Tennessee, in favor of en- 
couraging the building of American lines of ocean steamers by liberal 
compensation for postal service and for the improvement of the navi- 

tion of the t water-ways of the United States; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of J. M. Hall and 212 others, 
citizens of Vermilion County, Illinois, praying for the repeal of the 
resumption act; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. presented a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Virginia, in favor of the passage of an act by Congress grant- 
ing pensions to the survivors of the Mexican war and their widows ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of A. M. Davis, of Lynchburgh, Vir- 
ginia, praying that the postal route from Forest Depot by ‘ord 

. that State, be changed; which was re- 
fe to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present five petitions in favor of granting ar- 
rears of pensions. I move their reference to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present also sundry papers in support of the 
claim of Mrs. Hadlock, now pending before the Committee on Claims. 
I move their reference to that committee. 


The motion was to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Francis Knapp, late of 
Company D, Sixth Regiment of Vermont Volunteers, praying for ar- 


rears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of the Baptist church of Sheldon- 
ville, Massachusetts, signed by the pastor, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic finans 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of William B. Webb, administrator 
of James Le Caze, deceased, surviving partner of Le Caze & Mallet, 
praying payment of balance claimed to be due the estate of the de- 
cedent on account of advances made and supplies furnished to the 
United States during the revolutionary war; which was referred to 
the Committee on ms. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of South Carolina instructing the Senators and requesting 
the Representatives of that State in Congress to urge the establish- 
ment of a permanent naval station at Port Royal Harbor, South Caro- 
lina; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. At the request of Edwin De. Leon, late United 
States consul-general in Egypt, I present his petition praying com- 
pensation for judicial services rendered while acting as consul-gen- 
eral, as provided by the act of Congress of August 10, 1848. I move 
that the petition and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorials of W. P. Adair and D. H. 
Ross, of the Cherokee EE ES in the nature of a protest against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 230 and House bill No. 255 authorizing 
the eastern band of the Cherokees to sue the Cherokee Nation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had the following 
bills and joint resolution ; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 135) for the relief of Daniel J. Benner, of Gettys- 
burgh, Pennsylvania ; 

ka 15 5 (H. R. No. 251) for the relief of James J. Waring, of Savan- 
nah, Georgia; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2161) for the relief of M. G. Harman, of Vir- 


ginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2818) to authorize T. and J. W. Gaff & Co. to use 
a certain building in the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification 
of distilled spirits therein ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for a deficiency in the miscella- 
neous fund of the House of Representatives ; 

A bill a R. No. 3859) for the relief of Silas M. Norton, postmaster 
at Bristol, Connecticut; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) to prescribe the time for the pay- 
ment of the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion for the printing of 5,000 copies of the report of the United States 
entomological commission; in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was req i 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The mengs further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President : 

A bill (S. No. 876) in aid of a polar expedition designed by James 
Gordon Bennett ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 305) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca C. Max- 
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well, widow of the late Colonel O. C. Maxwell, One hundred and 
ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2584) eg nsion to Margaret P. Colony, 
widow of the late Major Josiah B. Coley, First Maryland Infantry 
Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Lonise Roy, 
widow of J. P. Roy, late lieutenant-colonel, United States Army. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1077) to relieve cer- 
tain legal disabilities of women, as the title of the bill is, together 
with a petition on that subject, to report the same back adversely. 
The provision of the bill simply is “that any woman who shall have 
been a member of the bar of the highest court of any State or Terri- 
tory, or of the supreme court of the District of ese gees ao the 
space of three years, and shall have maintained a good standing be- 
fore such court,” &c., shall, on motion, and the production of such 
record, be admitted to practice before the Supreme Court of the 
United States.“ The ground of our adverse report is that by the law 
as it has existed ever since the foundation of the Government the 
Supreme Court of the United States, as every other United States 
court, is authorized to make its own rules regulating the admission 
of persons to practice; so that there is now no obstacle of law what- 
ever to the admission of a woman to practice in those courts. It de- 

nds in each of the Federal courts in the States and in the Supreme 

ourt of the United States entirely upon those regulations which the 
discretion of the court may think fit to adopt respecting such admis- 
sions. The committee think that this bill would make a distinction 
in favor of women, instead of 1 phn s isability. There is no dis- 
ability now whatever. It all depends upon the discretion of the 
court, and the bill commands the court to admit women under cir- 
cumstances where the courts would not be bound to admit men. We 
are of the opinion, therefore, that no legislation is required. I sug- 
gest that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask that the bill go on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Maria J. Streeter, widow of Henry R. Streeter, 
a private in the Eighty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, praying 
that she be granted a pension, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 367) for the relief of Louisa Albertson, of Dallas, Texas, asked 
to be discharged from its farther consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 221) granting a pension of $50 a month to Mary Kirby 
Smith during her widowhood, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, sa rh gaan ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Sarah B. F. Mayo, widow of Isaac Mayo, deceased, formerly a 
captain in the Navy, praying to be placed on the pension-roll from 
the date of her husband’s death, submitted an adverse report there- 
on; which was ordered to be printea, and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2516) granting a pension to Fannie B. Records, widow of 
Albert B. Records, late & private in Company G, Fifteenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteers, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 467) restoring the name of Thomas Crawford, a soldier of 
the Mexican war, to the pension-roll, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GROVER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 520) to authorize the claimants to 
certain lands in Santa Barbara County, California, to submit their 
claim to the United States district court for that State for adjudica- 
tion, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 753) to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of 
New Mexico, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 261) for the enforcement of judgments aud 
decrees in other States than those where rendered or made, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 687) granting a pension to William H. Bagley, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 989) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza A. Semple, submitted 
an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. - 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 712) granting a pension to William Loudon, reported it with- 


— 


out amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of 50 citizens of Plana, Kendall County, Illinois, 
in favor of granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Lowe, wife of Captain 
John H. Lowe, reported adversely thereon, and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Hiram M. Howard, praying to be allowed a pension, reported 
a bill (S. No. 929) granting a pension to Hiram Howard; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Sh or shee the same soumita, to 8 was referred bet pi 

. No. 641) granting a pension to James M. Carpenter, repo - 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 547) granting a pension to Caroline M. Egbert, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mary B. Marsh, widow of Wells R. Marsh, late 
surgeon of the Second Iowa Infantry, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion, submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. No. 930) 
granting a pension to Mary B. Marsh. 

5 1 was read twice by its title; and the report was ordered to 
rinted. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of James Shields, late brigadier-general, United States Army, 
praying an increase of pesin, submitted a report thereon, accom- 
panied 15 bill (S. No. 1) granting a pension to James Shields. 
here > was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 76) granting a pension to Mary Ann McFarland, reported it 
without amendment; and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. G D, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 19) in reference to the disap- 
proval of an act of the Territory of Arizona, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropriation 
for the same; also making appropriations for detecting trespass on 
patio lands, and for bringing into market public 1 in certain 

tates, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 134) making further appropriations for continuing the im- 
provements of Galveston Harbor, and for continuing the work in Gal- 
veston Bay, State of Texas, asked to be di from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce; 


which was agreed to, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 932) gran ing a pension to Cornelius Le Roy; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1 55 to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to d a certain tax errone- 
ously collected; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columb 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 934) for the relief of H. M. Billingsly; which 
was road twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 935) for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of James C. Pickett, ; which was read twice by 
its title, and, together with the papers on the files relating to the 
case, referred to the Committee on ‘oreign Relations. 

Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 936) ting the compensation of the 
reporter of the decisions of the opreme Court, and providing for 
the printing of the reports at the Government Printing Office and 
selling the same at the Government price; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 937) to recognize and pay certain claims due 
by the State of West Virginia to citizens the for services rendered 


in patter y the late rebellion and which are Properly ch ble 
to the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EATON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (S. No. 938) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 939) for the relief of H. M. Jones; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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Mr. EUSTIS asked, and 
introduce a bill (S. No. 940) to authorize the States to impose a ton- 
nage tax, charge, or duty on vessels to maintain eee which 


unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
merce, 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 941) to regulate the hours of labor; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. KERNAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claims of certain northern creditors be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HEREFORD, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the State of West Virginia 
for expenses incurred g and equipping troops for the soppaa of 
oniy «onde es of the Senate, be referred to the Com: ttee on Mili- 


ommittee on Com- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the petitioner have leave to withdraw 
the papers in the case of Major Chandler, of one of the Vermont regi- 
ments, respecting whose record in the War Department a petition 
and sundry papers and books were filed a session or two ago. The 
matter is now under consideration by the War Department under 
existing laws; and the persons interested in favor of Major Chand- 
ler, who is now dead, desire that the papers may be withdrawn for 


use there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be granted under the 
condition imposed by the rales, 

NORTH CAROLINA COAST. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 

present consideration: 
That the Secretary of the Trea be instructed to to the Sen- 

e eee = as he . EA ob * regard to the eee for br = 


pedi of erecting beacon-lights to mark the channel of the line of inland navi- 
pina 8 North 3 Currituck Sound, and North River, in North 
aro! 


i ane Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina that 
commanding the head of a Department to obtain information is going 
a little further than I think we have power to go. The Senator 


reach everything that the Secretary can get, undoubtedly, by asking | condi 


him to report the information in possession of his Department. 

Mr. MERRIMON. My objectin putting in that provision was to get 
information that might be in the possession of some of his subordi- 
e I expect all the information is in the possession of the Chief 

ngineer. 

. EDMUNDS. All the information that is in possession of any of 


the Secretary’s subordinates would come under the first head. 
i Mr, ON. Ihave no objection, then, to modifying the reso- 
ation. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will modi 

Mr. MERRIMON. I move to strike out the wo 
tion is taken, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the words “or can obtain.” 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As thus modified, the question is on 


ing to the resolution. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will pass, Mr. President, for it is a wery 
important matter that ought to be looked into. 
he resolution was agreed to. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. MCCREERY. I wish to inquire of the chairman what progress 
the Judiciary Committee is making in the consideration of the bill to 
repeal the bankrupt law, which was referred to that committee five 


months 5 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am glad to be able to inform my 
honorable friend from Kentucky that the Judiciary Committee is 


making progress, and I hope there will be a report upon the subject 
very soon. 


it. 
to which excep- 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 373) to amend an act to provide for the sale 
of a portion of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria 
and the Sac and Fox of the Missouri tribes of Indians in the States 
of Kansas and Nebraska; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the bill (S. No. 925) to regulate passenger fares and freight 
traffic on the Denver Pacific Railway and Kansas Pacific Railway; 
e wan referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 

printed. 

Mr. SPENCER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatie service of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Comm ttee n Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AS SURETIES. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 851) to prohibit members of Congress from 
becoming sureties in certain bonds. The Committee on the Judiciary 
have reported the bill with one amendment, striking out all after the 
enacting clause and inserting the matter which follows and amending 
the title, and as thus amended they unanimously recommend the pas- 


of the bill. 
“The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lien 
thereof to insert: 


That sections 3739, 3740, 3741, and 3742 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States shall be, and the same hereby are, amended so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 3739. No Member of or Delegate to Congress shall, directly or indirectly, 
himself, or by any other person in trust for him, or for his use or benefit, or on his 
account, either as principal or surety, undertake, execute, hold, or enjoy. in whole or 
in part, any bond, covenant, obligation, lease, contract, or ent, made ur entered 
into, to the United States or any Department or oficer of the Government thereof, 
or on behalf of the United States by any officer or person authorized to make con- 
tracts or take bonds, covenants, or obligations on behalf of the United States, All 
bonds, covenants, re or agreements made in violation of this 
section shall be void. And whenever any sum of money is advanced or paid on the 

of the United States in consideration of any such bond, covenant, obliga- 

contract, or agreement, it shall be forthwith repaid ; and in case of refusal or 
delay to repay the samo la y. reirte arene on Reed penat of the Uui 16 
e so refusing or 4 er W surety or sure 8 
fable b be, and shall be ele uted by due e law for the recov- 
ery of any such sum of so advanced or paid. Every person who knowingly 
violates this section in any case in which he shall be a principal shall, on con 
thereof, be imprisoned not exceeding one year, and be fined not exceeding $3,000, 

Sec. 3740. Nothing contained in the preceding section shall be construed to pre- 
vent any incorporated company from making, entering into, or accepting any such 
bond, covenant, obligation, contract, or agreement, although such Member of Con- 


on 


y, nor 
Tof 


be a pi 
United 


of such covenant, contract, or agreement, or an 


Sec. 3742. Every officer who, on behalf of the United States, directly or indi- 
rectly, makes or enters into or rp sete Ayre bond, obligation, covenant, con- 
tract, or agreement, in writing or other than such as are hereinbefore 
ner ee ee any Member of Congress or Delegate, shall be deemed guilty of a 
mis „and shall, on conviction thereof, be imprisoned not more than one 
year and fined not more than $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend sections 
3739, 3740, 3741, and 3742 of the Revised Statutes of the United States.” 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 2686) making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and for other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 


The motion was ag to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. WINDOM. This bill is precisely as the fortification bill passed 


att year. The Senate committee propose no amendments to the House 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 706) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to make certain negotiations with the Ute Indians, in the State of 
Colorado. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to enter into negotiations with the Ute Indians, in the 
State of Colorado, for the consolidation of all the bands into one 
agency, to be located on the White River, or near that river, and for 
the extinguishment of their right to the southern portion of their 
reservation in that State; and to report his proceedings to Congress 
for its consideration and approval. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire whether these bands that 
are referred to are organized Indian tribes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; they are organized. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then 1 should be glad to know where Congress 
gets the power to authorize anybody but the President of the United 

tates to make a negotiation or a treaty with those Indians. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Nor well. I move to amend by striking out the 
words “Secretary of the Interior” and inserting “ President of the 
United States ;” so as to read: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to enter into negotiations with the Ute Indians, &. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I want to suggest to my friend that I should 
like to know where in the Constitution we have the power to have a 
treaty made with these Indians reported to Congress instead of to the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very considerable question, upon the dis- 
cussion of which I do not care now to enter. I will say, however, 
that it is done here because Se polioy may be regarded as settled that 
these matters shall be submitted to Congress, and not to the Senate, 
Congress having passed a law some years ago that all arran nts 
or a ents with Indians should be in the form of law, and not in 
the form of treaty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know there is such an act of Congress relating 
to arrangements, as they are called. Whether that means a trea 
or not, I do not know, but I feel quite confident (I should ony that 
knew but for the fact that my friend from Iowa seems to think other- 
wise) that nothing is better settled in this country in point of law 
than that the relation of the United States to an o ized tribe of 
Indians is a treaty relation and is not a relation of Jaw, and cannot 
be under the Constitution and the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States; so that it appears to me that this requiring the 
President of the United States to submit this negotiation (which im- 

lies a treaty that disposes of the tribal rights of these tri ) to the 

ongress of the United States is in the face of the Constitution. 
Therefore I hope my friend will move to insert, instead of submitting 
it to Con „a provision that the President is requested to submit 
it to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not feel at urd to make that motion, from 
the fact that the policy of Congress for the last six or seven years has 
been otherwise. is is rather an important matter with reference to 
these Ute Indians, and I think cally it will make no real differ- 
ence whether the acrangement to submitted to both Houses or to one 
House. I would prefer that the question should be raised upon some 
otber bill. We have had precedents for congressional action now for 
the last five or six years. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to see the precedent that would cover | j 


a case s0 broad as this is. The difficulty about raising the question 
on some other bill is the fact that it appears to me—I may be wrong— 
that this bill is as plainly unconstitutional in requiring what is in 
essence and substance a treaty which it is pro to negotiate and 
make to be submitted to the two Houses of Congress, as anything can 
be; and therefore, however worthy and the object to be 
accomplished may be, I do not see how we can attain that object by 
unconstitutional means. The Supreme Court has decided, if I cor- 
rectly understand their decisions, over and over again that matters 
of this kind between the United States and an organized tribe of In- 
dians are matters of treaty, and that we cannot negotiate with them 
and make treaties with them in any other way than in the constitu- 
tional way of making a treaty, and that is by the President and the 
Senate. A bill, therefore, which calls upon the President of the United 
States to negotiate a treaty and then to submit it to the two Houses 
of Con as it seems to me would be plainly unconstitutional, 
what would the result be, supposing the President should take the 
view of my friend, if my friend has that view, which I doubt; he 
has not stated that he has. If the President should negotiate such a 
treaty and submit it to the two Houses of Congress, where should 
we be then in respect of rights that were disposed of by an uncon- 
stitutional act of legislation? The rights would be exactly where 
they were before, and the courts of the United States would be bound 
to protect them. I cannot see the necessity of taking a step of this 


character, which, if we are to believe anything in respect of what is 
settled law, is plainly in the face of our constitutional powers. 

Mr. SARG IT. I should like to inquire if the phrase in this bill 
is “treaty. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The phrase is “negotiation.” 
Mr. SARGENT. I do not believe that these tribes are nations, and 
I do not think that the Supreme Court has ever said that under the 
present condition of Sninga in this country, these former Indian na- 
tions being all broken up into little tribes, these fragments of former 
nations can be dealt with by the Government of the United States 
only by means of treaties. I know that Congress most decidedly has 
ut its foot by legislation upon any such idea. It is true that away 
k seventy-five or eighty years ago, upon a 3 of some prop 
erty rights in Georgia acquired from the Indians by treaties, the 
Supreme Court did say that a treaty was made and could be made 
with the Indians at that time, and that property rights existing under 
that treaty should be upheld because they were sustained by a treaty. 
At the time, it was considered, if we may judge by contemporary 
writings, to have been a very doubtful decision on the part of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Since that time, however, the 
circumstances have entirely changed. We have absorbed nearly all 
the Indians of the United States; and those t nations which ex- 
isted at that time upon American soil, making it policy to treat with 


them, have now become broken up so that they are small and feeble 


and have none of the attributes of a nation. The idea of still treat- 
ing with the few that remain in some of these tribes, as though ay 
were independent nations though occupying our soil almost by suf- 
ferance, is a solecism. 

Furthermore, the old system led to extreme corruption. The most 
extravagant and outrageous treaties that were ever put upon our 
books, such as would at once have been rejectéd if made with for- 
eign nations, were allowed to pass by an inattentive Senate and to 
become the supreme law of the land. Who ever heard of a nation 
like this, powerful and strong in all its attributes, agreeing to pay 
tribute to a foreign nation in order that we might have peace within 
its borders or beyond its borders? And yet this was interwoven 
through these treaties in numberless instances. Furthermore, the 
most ridiculous articles were to be given to them and perpetual an- 
nuities for doubtful services rendered by Indians against their inter- 
ests. In these old treaties it was sometimes provided that a person 
for betraying his tribe—that is what it amounted to—for using his 
influencé to induce the tribe to give away its lands, should have an 
annuity from the Government of the United States, and this was pro- 
vided Ré secret article of the treaty; and it ran thrcugh our stat- 
ute-books here for years that per secret article of such a treaty such 
an Indian is to receive so many hundred dollars or so many thousand 
dollars a year. Iremember I myself called the attention of the House 
of Representatives to that disgraceful fact, and we struck out that 
feature from the appropriation bills, placed there in obedience to those 
secret articles of treaties which gave bribes to men for their ques- 
tionable conduct in negotiating treaties on behalf of Indians with the 
Government of the United States. There was scarcely an enormit: 
which could exist with which those treaties were not stuffed ful 
The system was honestly and righteously broken up, and I do not be- 
lieve that the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
are to be brought in here to overawe Congrese and prevent it making 
a fair contract, where both parties can be heard, where everything 
shall be in the light of day, and where there shall be no bribes to 
Indians to betray their tribes. 

Furthermore, there agns to be supervision of both Houses of Con- 
gress over contracts of this kind, because frequently the Treasury is 
very heavily involved, and both Houses of Congress ought to see 
whether the Indians are being unrighteously cheated out of their 
lands, as was certainly done in — cases under the old treaties, 
and whether we are paying speculative prices for questionable ob- 


ects. 
Mr. HEREFORD. I wish to a eet a question to the Senator 
from Vermont in this connection. I understand the Senator from 
Vermont to say that the proposition of the Senator from Iowa is un- 
constitutional in this, that the power to make treaties is vested in 
the President and in the Senate, two-thirds of the Senate concurring. 
The question I desire to propound is this: If that power be vested in 
the President and Senate, and if a treaty be made with any power, 
has Congress authority by a simple law to annul or to repeal that 
treaty? I understand—doubtless the Senator from Vermont under- 
stands ita deal better than I do—that the Supreme Court of 
the United 3 dg mare in orgy 3 es 
gress may, by a simple law, re override, or a treaty a 
any time it may please, without the consent of the Indians in any 
way whatever. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is true also of fo treaties, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I answer the question of the Senator from West 
Virginia in the affirmative. There is no doubt at all of the power of 
Con to annul a treaty by panin a law that is in violation of it. 
It annuls a treaty every time it dec war against a nation with 
whom we have a treaty of peace. There is no doubt about that. 
But I take it that does not prove that Congress may therefore make 
a treaty with a nation against whom it may declare war. I fail to 
see the sequitur of that logical proposition myself. Perhaps it is be- 
cause I am a little dull this morning. ‘ 

Now, Mr. President, as to what the Senator from California has said, 
I wish to say that I do not understand in the first place that because 
an e community with whom the Supreme Court has said we 
can only negotiate and make contracts by treaty has become weak 
and small, we may then make them by law. I do not believe that 
proposition is a sound one. As long as an Indian tribe is an Indian 
tribe in the sense of the Constitution and of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, so long it must be dealt with under the Constitution 
as an Indian tribe, whether it be t or small. An Indian tribe is 
not subject to our civil or our mili laws; it is not entitled to par- 
tici in the Government; it has its own laws, executes its own 
justice upon its members, according to its own methods, and the United 
States does not undertake to interfere at all. I do not deny the power 
of the United States to take possession of any land that has belonged 
to the Indians from the time this country was discovered and to expel 
them from it, just as the United States has the power probably to 
take possession of some of the 1 that are just outside 
of our borders, and to draw their bitants under the jurisdiction 
of our laws and to expel the governments that exist there. That is 
one thing. That does not touch the question that we now have to 
deal with; and that is whether, so long as a tribe exists as a tribe, 
the members of which are uot like citizens of the United States en- 
titled to participate in the Government or subject to its laws, because 
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the tribe has come to be small we can set at defiance the decisions of 
the Supreme Court and proceed to negotiate and treat with them 
under the authority of a statute, and with the assent of the two 
Houses of Con instead of the assent of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. If I understood the Senator, he stated that they 
governed themselves and that we had no right to interfere and did 
not interfere. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not know 
that by law we prohibit the sale of liquor among these very Indian 
tribes; that in the Indian Territory, exclusively under the control of 
Indians, if any Territory is, if an Indian commits murder, we arrest 
him, take him down to Fort Smith, try him, and if found guilty hang 
him by the neck until dead? If the United States laws can be so 
pervading among these Indian tribes, I ask whether they can prop- 
erly be deemed independent nations with whom we must contract by 
treaty? We in fact treat them as the wards of the nation, having 
certain 1 rights, but responsible to our laws, both civil and 


criminal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, I do not understand that to be 
the law, though it might be, because a law is a command and it ex- 
ercises its own force; and you may make a law that will cover a for- 
eign territory, if you choose to make it, and if you can only enforce 
it, it will have the force of Jaw; but it will require power to do it. 
The Jaw about liquor is a law to prevent liquor being introduced into 
the Indian Territory and applies to the citizens of the United States. 
And in respect of the crime of murder, I think the law—I may be mis- 
taken—applies only tothe murder of a white man in order tomake the 
crime subject to the civil jurisdiction.of the United States, the mur- 
dered man being a citizen of the United States whose life and whose 
pro the United States is bound to protect. We then make for- 
cible extradition, so to , of the Indian who commits this crime 
from his own organization and try him in ours. That is another 
thing. But here the proposition is, not to exercise the power of the 
law, but to make what is in substance and effect a treaty and 51 
else. I do not think that can be constitutionally done. My frien 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] says it has been done. My friend from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has pointed me to an instance which does 
appear to be an instance according to my cursory reading—I do not 
remember ever to have heard of it before 

Mr. ALLISON. With this very tribe we made just such an agree- 
ment in 1873 and we made one last year with the Sioux Indians, and 
so we have with a great many others. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely. That does not help me at all in re- 
spect to what the constitutional duty is. 

. ALLISON. I know; but that has been the settled policy of 
the Government. since 1871, when Con the Senate of course 
uniting, agreed that hereafter no treaty should be made with Indian 
tribes ; and that is the law to-day. So there cannot be a treaty made. 
We can make an ement, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I doubt the power of Congress to say that the 
President and the Senate shall not make a treaty with a body of 
individuals who upon the aoe of public law are a body of 

rsons with whom under the Constitution a treaty may be made, 

use I do not understand yet the power of Congress to trench in 
the least degree upon the constitutional powers that are reposed in 
the President and the Senate. But if that were so, which my friend 
will hardly contend I take it, then this very bill, if you strike out 
the clause requiring a report to the House of Representatives and 
provide for a report to the Senate, will for this purpose repeal pro 
tanto the act to which my friend refers, and therefore there can be no 
difficulty about it. 

My friend from California has said that Indian treaties had come 
to be corrupt. Some of them had through the inattention, or some- 
thing worse, of the Senate. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired and this 
discussion proceeds by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senate will allow a vote to be taken 
on this bill. 
1 EDMUNDS. If the Senator will be kind enough to let me 
Mr. ALLISON. I was alluding to the Senator who had the floor 
of course. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Curistrancy] has the 
floor on the other bill. oa was that he and others would 
consent to let us vote on this bill. 

Mr, TELLER, I understand the Senator from Michigan consents 
that we may go on a few minutes. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, the considera- 
tion of the bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from California says that Indian 
treaties had become corrupt. I was replying that undoubtedly some 
of them had. Some foreign treaties have been corrupt, a good many, 
toomany. There is too much corruption everywhere; and the man 
who thinks that he is going to escape from the corruption that is in- 
cident to this world, in government or anything else, by requiring 
that a treaty with Indians shall be submitted to the two Houses in- 
stead of one, will in the end very likely find himself, sometimes at 
least, mistaken. That will not help us at all. Certainly it does not 
change the Constitution; it does not change the long standing pro- 
priety of the exercise by this Government of its constitutional powers 
with bodies of men who are recognized as nations, be they small or 
great. If Congress, as it appears it has in one or two instances re- 


cently, has adopted a different course, I wish for one to make my 
protest against proceeding in what I believe to be that unconstitu- 
tional direction any more. 

I move to strike out the words which require a report to the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, and make the bill read “ report to 
the Senate.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 01 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, in 1871, whatever might have been 
the practice before, Congress by an act determined to depart from 
that practice. Since that time there have been a number of agree- 
ments made, not treaties, with the different Indian tribes, and arene 


others there has been an ment made with this confederate ban 
of Ute Indians, made in the fall of 1873, reported to Congress and 
ratified in 1874 


Mr. McDONALD. If this question occupies any time I shall have 
to call for the regular order. 

„ Not more than five minutes, as far as I am con- 
cern 


Mr. INGALLS. The Senator only for himself, I su 
Mr. TELLER. So far as I am pe Decoy phy ae 

Mr. McDONALD. I understand this measure cannot be disposed of 
this morning, and I think we should go on with the unfinished busi- 
ness. 


Mr. INGALLS. It certainly cannot be disposed of in five minutes. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Colorado will be entitled to the 
floor when it comes up again. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will then announce the un- 
finished business; but before doing so will present some bills from 
the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles and referred as 
indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 135) for the relief of Daniel J. Benner, of Gettys- 
burgh, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. No. 251) for the relief of James J. Waring, of Savan- 
nah, e ae the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2161) for the relief of M. G. Harman, of Virginia 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2818) to authorize T. and J. W. Gaff & Co. to use 
a certain building in the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification 
of distilled spirits therein—to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for a deficiency in the miscella- 
neous fund of the House of Representatives—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

A bill (H. R. No. 3859) for the relief of Silas M. Norton, of Bristol, 
Connecticut—to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- . 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) to prescribe the time for the pay- 
ment of the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Finance. 


REPORT OF ENTOMOLOGICAL COMMISSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
printed 5, the Tinted States entomological commission, 


000 copies for the use af the Mouse, 1,900 for the use of the Senses and 200 for th 
es use use o ani e 
* 


LIFE-SAVING AND COAST-GUARD SERVICE. 


Mr. SARGENT. Senate bill No. 777, relating to the transfer of the 
life-saving service to the Navy Department, was introduced some time 
since, and referred to the Naval Committee, and was reported back 
favorably. I submit some amendments to that bill of my own, and 
I move that they be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 


WOODRUFF SCIENTIFIC EXPEDITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the bill (H. 
R. No. 2887) to authorize the granting of an American register to a 
foreign-built ship for the purposes of the Woodruff scientilic expedi- 
tion around the world, 

The bill was 1 bý the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following: 

That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, authorized and empow- 
ered to grant a er to a foreign-built steamship, for the sole purpose of the use 
of the ogee | e owner thereof, for a scientific expedition around the world: 
Provided, That James O. Woodruff shall, within four months after the passage of 
this act, a ip, and obtain from the Secretary of the Navy his cer- 
tificate the same is, in opinion, suitable in all respects for such an expedi. 
tion, 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to state that this amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Commerce makes no substantial change in the 
bill as it came from the House, and the only effect of it will be delay, 
and delay that would robably defeat the purpose of the bill by 
sending it back to the Honse. I do not understand that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce seriously insist upon the amendment, and I hope 
it will not be adopted. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the bill read with the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr, President, is this bel ote order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is the hed business of the 
last session of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. How did it become the unfinished business in the 
place of the railroad bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That lost its position by the Senate tak- 
ing cognizance of this under the rules. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill and the proposed substitute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice that the Senator who reported this bill, 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. GoRDON,] is not in his seat, and the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. CONKLING] is not in 
his seat. I hope the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MCDONALD] will not 
press the rejection of this amendment in the absence of both those 
gentlemen. The amendment, it will be noticed, in substance and 
effect requires that this purchase shall be made within four months. 
The bill as it passed the House makes no limitation at all, and if the 
ship is purchased within ten years or twenty years, any time when 
somebody wishes to get up an expedition if it is not got up now, here 
will be a standing authority for the purchase of a foreign-built steam- 
ship and her getting an American register. I suppose the committee 
thought that was not quite the thing to do, that there ought to be 
some limitation in point of time. I hope, therefore, the Senator from 
a will not press the bill in the absence of the gentleman who 
reported it. 

. MCDONALD. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that 
the chairman of the committee, who is absent, is favorable to this 
bill as it came from the House and has no desire, as he expressed him- 
self to me, that this amendment should be adopted or that there should 
be any delay in acting on the subject. 

Mr. MORRILL. The amendment leaves it without much restrie- 
tion. As the bill came to us from the House there were many provis- 
ions in it that seemed to me wise and prudent. One is that this ves- 
sel shall be devoted to this purpose and no other. It strikes me that 
the original bill is a much better one than the proposed substitute. 
If either is to pass, the first bill should pass with a slight amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no limitation of time in the first bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, The limitation of time might be put in. 

Mr. THURMAN. I understood that after the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY ] got the floor upon the funding bill it was laid 
aside merely informally, and that this bill came up in that way. It 
appears I was mistaken in that, and that this bill did get in so as to 
be made the unfinished business. I think it very likely there will be 
more discussion on this bill than ought to take place now, in justice 
to the Senator from Michigan, whois perpara. to goon with the fand- 
ing bill, and this bill can be taken up in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Ar. McDONALD. I will consent that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that it be postponed and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the funding bill. This can be taken 
up to-morrow in the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a special order that comes in 
at one o’clock that will have to be postponed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to say just a word. There is not the 
slightest objection to Postponing this bill. There is no antagonism 
to it on the part of the Committee on Commerce, as I understand. 
This mere amendment that is attached to the bill now is not pressed 
by the Senator from New York, the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, and, if here, he would say so. I see no reason why this 
matter may not be di of now. It became the unfinished busi- 
ness under the rules of the Senate before we adjourned last Thurs- 
day, and I hope it may be disposed of at this time. There is no valid 
objection to the measure that I have ever heard of. It has been 

ushed aside as an accommodation to other measures until I think 
now that it has its place under the rules it is best to dispose of it. 

-Mr. McMILLAN, Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to make 
a statement in connection with a remark made by him? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The report of the Committee on Commerce was 
not unanimous on the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not say the report of the Committee on 
Commerce was unanimous, but I said the Senator from New York, 
the chairman, who was not in his place, would not press this amend- 
ment if he were here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
Indiana, if he will alow me—— : 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me ask another question and then I will 
yield. Is there any member of the Committee on Commerce here 
n amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill itself shows that it was reported with 
an amendment from that Committee by the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. e (hep therefore, had charge of the bill. He is not in 
his seat, which I remarked before. 

Mr, GORDON. Iam here. 

Mr. THURMAN. What has become of my motion to postpone the 
bill? Is that a debatable question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not debatable on the merits of the bill, but 
it is on the question of which ought to have precedence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entertained the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to popon the further consideration of this bill 
and all prior orders. e question is on that motion, 
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Dez motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 22, 
noes 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment 
rted by the Committee on Commerce. 
he amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the original bill by inserting, as 
a proviso, at the end : 

Provided, CCC 
terms of the act be complied with within four months from the date of its passage. 

Mr. McDONALD, The only objection in the world I have to that 
proposition is that it defeats the purpose of the bill. If it is to pass 
at all, it must become a law soon in order that the parties may be 
able to get their vessel ready for the expedition during the coming 
season; and the very purpose of the bill is defeated by See any 
amendment on it by which it will have to go back to the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no doubt that the amendment will be at 
once concurred in by the House; and it would certainly seem proper 
that there should be some limit to it, that this should not lie on the 
statute-book to be revived five or ten years hence by any party. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr. President, the purpose of this bill would 
seem to be one which should commend itself in some respects, so far 
as it is a contribution at all to any scientific p ; but from the 
knowledge I have acquired of this bill in connection with my exam- 
ination of it as a member of the Committee on Commerce, I am un- 
able to assent to its Passage 

In the first place, Mr. ident, this. bill purports to grant an 
American register to a vessel for a particular purpose, and there is 
no such vessel in existence; there is no ship to be registered as yet ; 
and, so far as I am informed, there is no person to whom the register 
can be ted. This“ Woodruff scientific expedition around the 
world” is a body of persons, I presume, who are known to some one. 
So far as the Committee on Commerce are concerned, they have not 
learned that there is in existence any association or body-corporate 
of that title. When it is proposed to organize or form such an asso- 
ciation is unknown to the committee. 

This bill provides not only that a registry shall be granted to a 
foreign-built steamship for this purpose, but the provision is that— 
with eapacity for atleast ewo hundred studenta Yogether with competent faculty 

ca wo a com 
for the pec th of scientific and nautical —.— ö — sal 

This is an exercise of power on the part of the General Govern- 
ment which is going a step beyond ans that I am aware the 
Government has been asked to go yet. Tho Government of the United 
States has power, perhaps, to go into the establishment of an edu- 
cational system, but this proposes to establish a school upon a vessel 
to enter upon an expedition around the world. Here will be two or 
three hundred American youth committed to the care of the persons 
ine of this vessel. The responsibility the United States assumes 
in sending forth—— 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
if the Woodruff e ition should purchase an American-built ves- 
sel, and have it registered, whether there would be any difficulty in 
their having just such a school as that and going where they chose? 
Does the authority to have a foreign-built ship, and have it registered 
here, increase the N of that expedition any ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. That would not require an act of Congress recog- 
nizing or establishing any such vessel or sending forth any such expe- 
dition; but here is an act of Co: expressly authorizing and send- 
ing forth an expedition of this kind. 

. McDONALD. It simply authorizes an American register. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill contains a proviso— 

That the said steamship be 9 by the Secretary of the Navy as suitable 
in all respects for the purposes of said expedition; and there shall be maintained 
thereon, without expense to the United States, a school with capacity for at least 
two hundred students, kon ee veed with a competent faculty for the promotion of sci- 
entific and nautical knowledge. 

There is a distinct provision of the character to which I have al- 
Inded. Not only that, but where is the “ faculty” to come from which 
is provided for in this bill? Is this faculty to be composed of officers 
detailed by the Government of the United States “for the promotion 
of scientific and nautical knowledge?” Is it intended, as part of the 
plan to be accomplished under this bill that officers of the Govern- 
ment, of the Navy and of the Army, shall be detailed in connection 
with this expedition to constitute the “faculty” referred to in this 
bill? 

So far as I can discover, there is nothing here to prevent such a 
detail; and since the expedition is authorized and indorsed by the 
Government in this way, making a positive provision that this school 
shall be maintained, it would not scem to be improper or irrelevant 
in the Government to help maintain the school. Now, I suppose Con- 
gress is not prepared to enter upon any such scheme. So far as the 
mere granting of an American register for a scientific purpose is con- 
cerned, there can be no objection to that, although for any p 
which would infringe or violate the statute of the United States ex- 
isting at present, I am not prepared to consent. But, Mr. President, 
so far as I am advised, the persons connected with this expedition 
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have made several attempts to purchase a vessel in our own country 
and the ship-bnilders of our country have been ready to afford them 
every facility; indeed they have gone so far, at least in one instance, 
as to make a very favorable proposition to the persons interested in 
this matter. 

TH INGALLS. Why do they not purchase an American-built ves- 
se 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The only reason I can discover why they do not 
purchase an American-built vessel is because the funds are not forth- 
coming, and the only opinion I can form as to the reason why an 
American register is asked for here before any vessel is purchased, or 
before there is any person in whose name to register, is that perhaps 
there may be some influence by which advantages can be obtained in 
the purchase of a vessel from American owners, 

Mr. INGALLS. They can save money by buying a foreign vessel 
and getting an American register. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the only reason I can see why this bill 
is asked for. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then, is not this bill open to the objection that it 
offers pav to these people that are denied to others? 

Mr. MM . That seems to me to be so. 

Mr. INGALLS. It pro to give to the promoters of this expe- 
dition the right to purchase a foreign-built vessel and give it an 
American register when it denies that privilege to the merchant ma- 
rine of the country. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The reason suggested by the Senator from Kan- 
sas is one of the principal grounds upon which my opposition to this 
bill rests. The Senate will remember that at the present sessiou a 
bill was passed granting a register to a foreign vessel to Mr. Bennett 
for the purpose of a voyage to the North Pole. In that case the vessel 
was purchased and owned by Mr. Bennett and the proposition was 
embarrassed with no connection whatever of the Federal Government 
in it. There is no doubt whatever that the author of that expedition 
is abundantly able to accomplish its purpose, so the object mig 5 
there was purely one of science, and that for a purpose which 
attracted the attention of the world for years, and in the accomplish- 
ment of which great treasure and important lives have been sacri- 
ficed. So it is not parallel at all to the case under consideration; and 
it seems to me that the passage of this bill would be very improper. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the Senator from Minnesota state what an 
American register to a foreign-built vessel is actually worth as a 
matter of do and cents? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; I cannot. 

Mr. SPENCER. I can state that an American register is worth at 
least in the market from $20,000 to $25,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then this is practically a donation of that amount 
by the United States Government. 

Mr. SPENCER. It gives advantages which United States ships do 
not have. Foreign-built ships only ply from foreign ports. This 
vessel can do that and also engage in the coasting trade. 

Mr. SARGENT. Of course if the vessel received all the privileges 
that an American vessel had, there might be something in that; but 
this bill provides that it shall only be used in this foreign e ition. 

Mr. SPENCER. I think there is nothing of the kind in the bill. 

Mr. McDONALD. Oh, E sir. 

Mr. SPENCER. I think when they get through that expedition 
these para will have a foreign-built ship that they can use or sell 

re. 


anyw. 
Ax. McDONALD, It is further provided 
That in no case shall mercantile or commercial ventures form any part of said 
xpedition. 


Mr. SPENCER. But after the expedition is through? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the more this bill is examined, I 
think the more objectionable it will appear to the Senate. It pro- 
poses a very extraordinary panies in the outset: a privilege to 
these e of gons ab: and purchasing any vessel they choose, 
that shall pass the examination of the Secretary of the Navy, and to 
do this in advance, to pass a law that they may have a register, be- 
fore the vessel is purchased. Of course there is a great advantage in 
obtaining a foreign-built vessel if it can be purchased at a lower price 
than one can be obtained for in this country. It seems to me that the 
Senator from Indiana, in resisting the further amendment to this bill, 
shows most conclusively, if he represents the owner, that it is a mere 
speculation, for if the party can obtain this vessel abroad and bring 
it here and goround the world once, taking less than a year, after that 
the vessel will be at his disposal for any commercial purpose whatso- 
ever, There is no limitation beyond this one particular voyage around 
the world. 

Now, Mr. President, it does seem to me that we ought to provide 
that this shall not be a sort of floating grant, to come up five, ten, or 
twenty years hence, if it is not availed of at once, so that any party 
who obtains this virtually has in his pocket fifteen, twenty, or thirty 
thousand dollars that he may get by selling out to any other party 
that chooses to undertake the expedition. Gader the circumstances, 
unless this amendment is adopted limiting the time within which 
the owner may proceed and make his purchase, I think the bill ought 
to be defeated; and I do not know but that it ought to be defeated 
any way. I am not very clear that there is any very great advan- 
tage to accrue to the poopie of this country from this expedition, and 
certainly it is a privilege that is a discrimination against all the 
commercial interests of the country. 


Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, this billis guarded in the particu- 
lar to which I referred, ee fe be that this registry shall be 
“for the purposes of the W. scientific expedition around the 
world,” and a registry for that purpose is to be issued, and of course 
that purpose would not be consistent with the employment of the 
vessel in the coastwise trade, or in doing anything except carrying 
out the purposes of the Woodruff expedition. 

Mr. MORRILL. What are you to do with the vessel after the ex- 
pedition is completed ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Then the registry expires, and it can no longer be 
used for that purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL. Put in a proviso to that effect. 

Mr. SARGENT. That would be my judgment of the construction 
of the bill, and such a 8 is unnecessary. I desire to say to my 
friend from Vermont and to those who, like him, believe that the high- 
est objects are attained by the eee . stringent law which prevents 
our people from buying ships abroad, that there is danger of pressin 
that system so hard that it may break. On one side I admit is array: 
the ship-building interest, a very important interest. I do not wish 
to undervalue it. The ship-building interest so far as it relates to 
the foreign trade is not, however, a very magnificent branch of busi- 
ness at present, because we build so few ships for foreign trade. On 
the other side is the great necessity there is to recover our ocean com- 
merce and put ships upon the ocean manned by American seamen, 
owned by Americans, carrying our flag everywhere, carrying off the 
immense surplus of products which we create in this country, both 
agricultural and mechanical, and finding us markets throughout the 
world. Ihave been heretofore, perhaps I am now, rather in favor of 
the rule which we adopted years ago, providing that foreign vessels 
should not sail under American registers, Whether that is entirely 
wise or not is beginning to be somewhat doubtful in my mind. 
know that England, at a time of extreme depression comparatively 
to its commerce, when we were building wooden ships and England 
could not compete with us, repealed the law which prohibited her citi- 
zens from buying forei, ships, allowed them to buy where they chose, 
wherethey could buy thecheapest, and theresult was that Englandsent 
over here and bought our ships and used them in order to beat us upon 
the sea. It may be that we shall be compelled, in the interest of our 
commerce abroad, for far-reaching reasons, to reed 8 0 such poliey 
as that. It is possible that is so. I think that while this question is 
agitating the ye mind it is not worth while not to make the rule 
so stringent that, even for scientific purposes, for a floating school to 
go around the world, it shall be determined that they shall not buy 
that ship where they can buy it cheapest. j 

Mr. MORRILL. I would ask the Senator from California if he 
does not think it proper thatit should be limited to a purchase within 
say four months; that this should not stand on the statute-book as a 
sort of float to be located by anybody. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not think there is any danger of this being a 
float. It is for the Woodruff scientific expedition only. 

Mr. SPENCER. But the Woodruff expedition is not incorporated. 

Mr. SARGENT. It may not be incorporated; but Mr. Woodruff 
himself is a well-known individual and it is for the purpose of a 
school. I do not know that anything would be gained by compelling 
it to be done within four months instead of eight. If it takes a year, 
I do not see any objection. The Senator spoke of its taking ten or 
twenty years. If it does, I take it, the law to which I referred may 
be repealed by that time. The tendency of the public mind is in that 
direction, and I assure Senators you are drawing the screw a little too 
tight, you will be apt to break the thread. 

he Senate, a day or two ago, passed a similar bill to this for a very 
worthy object, and I was glad to see the bill pass. It allowed a do- 
mestic register to be given to a foreign-built ship, to be furnished by 
Mr. Bennett, to go to the north pole, 

Mr. McMILLAN, Allow me to ask the Senator whether or not the 
vessel was not purchased and owned by Mr. Bennett at the time he 
applied for this privilege. 

Mr. SARGENT. I dare say, because he is a very ns and thor- 
ough business man, and it did not require enormous capital to merely 

t the vessel, and probably he could apply it to other uses even if 

e did not get our permission, but he had confidence that Congress 
would not be so hide-bound, so strict in adhering to the rule upon 
this matter that they would not dispense with it far enough to allow 
him to take that vessel which he was willing to furnish and to fit 
out to go upon a scientific expedition to the north pole, to solve those 
questions which the nations of the world have for nearly a hundred 
years been competing with each other to solve. I myself was glad to 
see the bill pass because I thought a man who conld find the agent 
to send him to Africa to discover the sources of the Nile and make 
those great 8 discoveries which Stanley has done, would 
perhaps be the man who would be able to solve the other and greater 
problem of the existence of an open polar sea and the other features, 
meteorological and geographical, connected with north polar navi 
tion. Congress did 2 with the rule in that case, simply 
cause it was for scientific purposes ; and now here is a similar propo- 
sition designed to educate some of our youth, in a novel way I admit, 
but, so far as I can in a useful direction; and I really hope the 
friends of domestic ship-building will not be so strenuous and ultra 
in their endeavors to prevent a foreign register being pave that they 
will antagonize this bill. I very much fear if the bill is sent back to 
the House it will be delayed there for an indefinite length of time, 
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and I think, as the bill really does limit the use of this register to the 
purposes of the expedition, it had better pass as it is, even if Sena- 
tors are not prepared for an act authorizing generally the purchase 
of foreign ships to recover our foreign trade. 

Mr. HERE ORD. I must confess that I am a little surprised to see 
the opposition to this bill before the Senate to-day, when, without 
opposition, a few days ago this same body paet a bill authorizing 

. James Gordon Bennett to go on a similar expedition, giving to 
his vessel an American register. Nobody said a word in opposition 
to that. Ithought it was right. I think this also is right. 

The question is asked by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMiz- 
LAN] had not Mr. Bennett already purchased the vessel, whereas this 
bill provides fora vessel to be bought in the future? What difference 
does it make, as far as the principle is concerned, whether Mr. Ben- 
nett had already patient his vessel or not? ‘The whole question 
in this bill is this, and that is all there is in it, and if gentlemen have 
an objection to it state it, is the granting of an American register to 
a foreign-built vessel. Will youdoit? I say as far as Iam concerned 
that Iam in favor of repealing all our navigation laws that at all 
restrict our commerce in any way whatever. I think the time has 
come when we should have free ships; I think the time has come 
when an American citizen should have the right to go and buy his 
ship wherever he pleases; and until we do that the commerce of the 
United States will not assume the position that it occupied prior to 
the war. 

In 1844 the British government found itself in about the same sit- 
uation that we are in to-day; it found its commerce broken down. 
It had similar navigation laws to those we have to-day; and what did 
itdo? In 1844 England appointed a commission to investigate the 
subject, and when that commission reported Parliament immediately 
repealed her obnoxious laws and allowed the English subject to go 
and buy his vessel wherever he might see fit and obtain an English 
register and have float E 1 its deck the English flag. That is ex- 
actly what we ought to do. 

At the time of the revolutionary war and for many years prior to 
that time the British laws prohibited the American colonies from 
transporting from America anything they had to transport unless 
in an English vessel. The laws were, also, that nothing should be 
imported into the colonies unless brought in an English vessel. This 
was one of the causes that brought about the revolutionary war. 
Those laws were nearly similar to the laws we have to-day on our 
statute-book. 

I say, Mr. President, this is all wrong, and an American citizen 
should have the right to go and buy his ships wherever he pleases, 
bring them here; and then the hun of millions of dollars that 
are paid annually, as was said to us the other day by the Senator 
from Kentucky, . BECK, ] for the purpose of importing into 
the United States and exporting s from our country, will be paid 
to American citizens and not to foreign subjects, The spirit of our 
navigation laws is cont: to the spirit of the age. It is a relic of 
barbarism. If you will only compare the present navigation laws of 
the United States with those that were in existence a hundred, two 
2 or three hundred years ago, you will find them remarkably 

milar. 

Now, why make a distinction between Mr. James Gordon Bennett 
and this gentleman from the State of Indiana? There was granted 
an American T to Mr. Bennett, and there is no limit to it either. 


When he is done with going to the North Pole if he should ever | fl 


get there he can go to the South Pole and he can use that vessel for 
any So he pleases. There is no restriction in the bill that you 
passed for the efit of Mr. Bennett. He can take and use that 
same vessel for all purposes of commerce. Why not give the same 
right and the same privilege to Mr. Woodruff? What is the differ- 
ence between an expedition to the North Pole and an expedition to 
circumnavigate the globe? What is the difference between a citizen 
of the State of New York and a citizen of the State of Indiana? I 
cannot see the difference. If an American register was granted to 
the one it should be granted to the other. I hold in my hand the bill 
that was passed for the benefit of Mr. Bennett, and there is more in 
that. We not only gave Mr. Bennett the right to an American regis- 
ter, but we gavo the ident of the United States power to detail 
from our Navy ten of the Naval officers to be put on board that ves- 
sel and to command it. In other words you transfer ten of your 
Naval officers and put them on board the vessel of Mr. Bennett and 
ive him the use of them. So he not only carries his foreign-built 
ip with an American register and the American flag floating over 
it, but he may have upon it ten officers of the United States. That 
is all right; but when a citizen of the State of Indiana wants a less 
privilege, it is all wrong! 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the bill as indicated by the Senator 
from Indiana, and as far as I am concerned I will go a great deal 
further. I hope it will pass as indicated by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr, President, the Senator from West Virginia 
has not exercised his usual discrimination this morning when he 
states that the bill granting a register to Mr. Bennett for the pur- 
pose of a North Pole expedition is at all similar to the one under con- 
sideration. It is not intended to distinguish in favor of a citizen of 
New York as against a citizen of Indiana. There is no attempt what- 
ever to discriminate against any citizen or any locality, nor 
is there any intention so far as opposition to this measure is concerned 


to involve the Be se of the registry law as it exists upon our 
statute-book. e object here, Mr. President, is to prevent the United 
States from assuming a responsibility which the people of this coun- 
try may regret. The object is to defeat a purpose which, as we be- 
lieve, exists here upon the part of some persons to obtain a right 
under an act of Congress by which they can compel citizens of our 
country to give them an advantage in the way of business. This 
school to be set afloat upon the waters of the world under the auspices 
of the Government of the United States is a matter of some impor- 
tance to the people of this country. We must know, we should know, 
that the parties who have charge of this expedition are responsible 
for the conduct of such an expedition, involving the lives of two 
hundred of the youth of this country, You are to send them abroad 
upon the ocean for an expedition of two years under whose charge? 

o is this “ Woodruff scientific expedition?“ So far as the Com- 
mittee on Commerce were concerned, they were unable to discover 
who composed it, and there is no information before the Senate or 
the House of Representatives that any u— 

Mr. McDON. . If the Senator from Minnesota will allow me, if 
he will ask the Senator from Rhode Island on his right [Mr. BURN- 
sig who General Macauley is, who is one of these associates, he can 
tell him. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I suppose that the Committee on Commerce 
should have had some information in regard to this matter before 
we were called upon to make report. So far as I am concerned asa 
member of that committee, certainly all my of ste were in fa- 
vor of a scientific expedition, and, if any responsibility exists which 
we can be assured can be sufficient, I should. interpose no objection 
to this matter; but the investigations of the Committee on Com- 
merce assured me, so far as I am concerned, that this was in the nat- 
ure of a speculation to obtain advan by the passage of this bill, 
so that they can trade upon it, so that it would give them a fulerum 
upon which they could place a lever which would raise a weight 
which they found it difficult to move. Iam not prepared to favor 
a measure of this kind. The motives may be worthy; but the pro 
osition is that the United States shall send forth an expedition of this 
kind with her indorsement, making it a condition of this register that 
a school shall be maintained upon the vessel for two years, embracing 
not less than two hundred of the youth of this country. n an 
accident should happen; suppose the lives of these youths should be 
sacrificed by any insufficiency of the expedition in any way 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, allow me to suggest that on 
Thursday . when by the favor of the Senator from Michigan 
I was permitted to make the motion by which the previous orders 
were passed over for the purpose of taking up this bill, it was with 
the understanding that it was not to operate to his prejudice or to 
the prejudice of the regular order. I see that this debate, which has 
sprung 1 and is likely to continue, is to interfere with 
that regular order. Now, if I can have this measure taken up after 
the close of the morning business to-morrow morning, I desire that 
its further consideration be postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object unless the Senate will allow—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. I shall object to that arrangement myself. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota has the 


oor. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Ifthe Senator desires to interpose any motion 
I shall be happy to yield. 
Mr. McDONALD. For the reason that the opportunity to move to 
have this bill taken up was conceded to me by the Senator from 
Michigan, who then had the floor and was entitled to be heard this 
morning on the pending order, I move to postpone—— 
Mr. McMILLAN. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. I do 
not desire at all to interfere with the Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. MCDONALD. I had no idea that there would be so much 


time occupied. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am constrained to object to the arrangement 
which the Senator from Indiana pro because on Thursday even- 
ing it will be remembered by the Senate that a bill of very t 


importance to the western section of country was under considera- 
tion, and by a simple objection was carried over. That gave to this 
bill the precedence temporari] . I consider that the arrangement 
sug would be prejudicial to the matter I had in hand then, 
and which angay to take precedence, 

Mr. McDONALD. I move that this bill be postponed until to-mor- 
row, after the close of the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana moves that 
the further consideration of this bill be postponed until to-morrow, 
at the close of the morning business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move that all prior orders be porpora and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the sinking-fund bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8. No. 15) to alter and 
amend the act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 


nes 
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and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili- 
uy e and other p ” approved July 1, 1862, and to alter 
and amend the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment 
of said first-named act. 

Mr. GORDON. I ask indulgence of my friend from Michigan for 
one moment, if it is able to him, in order that I may have a bill 
passed removing disabilities. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I would very gladly do so, but I have al- 
ready lost one hour, and I think I should not be asked to yield fur- 
ther. 
= F The Senator from Michigan is entitled 

to the floor. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, the report of the Committee on 
Railroads . their bill waives the question of power to 
require these rai companies to establish a sinking fund for secur- 
ing the payment to the United States of the bonds loaned to the com- 
pia but goes upon the assumption, that the companies ought, 

justice and fairness, to establish such sinking fund, though not 
required under the acts of 1862 and 1864 under which the bonds were 
issued, to do so. It professes to put the case upon the broad ground 
of justice and fairness to the companies and the United States. And, 
though it requires the assent of the companies in order to bind them, 
the report goes upon the assumption that the bill which they report 
will accomplish the object of security to the Government, and, of 
course, claims that the bill, if passed, will make the condition of the 
Government in respect to these companies and the repayment of the 
loan, more secure than if would be, if the rights of the parties were 
left to stand upon the law as it now is. Now, without going into de- 
tails, let us see how this profession of bettering the condition of the 
Government in AT aie to security for repayment has been carried 
out by the bill which they have reported. The first and second sec- 
tions provide for the payment by each of the two companies into a 
sinking fund, in the Treasuty, of $1,000,000 annually, which shall 
draw interest to be credited to the company at 6 per cent. per year, 
e semi-annually; to continue to the year 1900, when the 
whole fund, principal and interest, is to be credited to the companies 
respectively, and deducted from the whole sum of principal and in- 
terest then due upon the bonds of the Government, loaned to the 
companies. And thatthe balance then due to the Government, which 
will be about $26,200,000 from each company, shall be paid in fift, 
equal semi-annual installments, with no sinking fund to secure suc 
nts. 
ow, by the present law the companies are bound to pay 5 per cent. 
net earnings and the half of the Government transportation, which 
amounts to about one-half of the whole sum which this bill proposes 
the companies shall pay. And this under the present law would be 
applied at once to stop interest on the debt to the Government. All 
this this bill gives up, and requires the whole sum which is to be paid 
by the companies to go into the sinking fund, on which the Govern- 
ment is to allow the companies interest at 6 per cent. compounded 
ss wai aa It cannot be disputed that this is liberal; but to 
whom 

Bearing in mind that the act is not to take effect, unless assented 
to by the companies, and only as to the company assenting, let us see 
what is the right secured to the Government for a breach of these 
undertakings, after the companies shall have assented to the act. 
What are the penalties or the new rights to be given to the United 
States, in case the companies fail to make the specified payments? 
Why, Mr. President, the ingenuity of the able men upon the Railroad 
Committee must have been exerted to the utmost, and their skill 
exhausted in contriving the formidable penalties upon the companies 
for the breach of their new contract: and you, Mr. President, and the 
whole country will stand aghast at the severity, the absolute cruelty 
to the companies and the extreme solicitude shown to secure the Gov- 
ernment, at all events, against the violation by the companies of the 
requirement to make these payments. Let us see what these tremen- 
dous penalties are, One feels almost as if it would take his breath 
away to utter them. They are these: first, that if they should fail 
to make their pa ments into the sinking fand, within six months after 
any of them shall become due, then all the provisions requiring such 
perme from the companies shall thenceforth, at the option of the 

nited States, become inoperative as to such defaulting company. 
Did any one ever hear of such shocking cruelty as this to railroad 
companies before! 

Only think of it, Mr. President: if the railroad company shall fail 
to perform this requirement of the act which, by its own assent, it 
agreed to perform, then that requirement upon such company shall 
cease—with nothing under heaven to save this company from this 
dire calamity, except the mere option of the United States to leave 
the requirement in force. It is really to be hoped that the United 
States may be merciful in such a contingency, and elect to let the 
obligations of the company stand. I know of but one case exactly 
in point, which is so pertinent that the Senator from Ohio ought to 
have cited it in the margin of this provision. It is the charge given 
by the erndite English judge, Dogberry, to the watch: 

You shall comprehend all vagrom men; you are to bid any man stand in the 
prince's name. 

eher. Wh * tad cans ae 3 but let him and presently call the 
seat of the watch together, and thank God yon are rid a a 4 

[Laughter. ] 


But, to go on with this bill—after the e. just cited, it does fur- 
ther provid, in case the United States should elect to treat the provis- 
ions for payment by the company as inoperative, that the rights and 
powers of the United States, in relation to said bonds (under the acts of 
1862 and 1864) shall be in full force and effect as if this act had not 
been passed.” Not quite, Mr. President. If it stopped there the United 
States would be just as well off, so far as this one provision is con- 
cerned, as they would have been before the act. But the committee 
do not seem to have been willing that the Government should stand 
in quite so good a position in this regard as before the passage of the 
act, thongh the companies should fail to perform; and they, there- 
fore, add, except as hereinafter provided.” And the provisions 
thereinafter contained, among other things, take away the security 
we now hold in our unlimited power of alteration, amendment or 
repeal. The bill also provides that, in case of default aforesaid, the 
one-half of the transportation done for the United States (which 
under the present law would be due the company) may be retained 
by the Government to the credit of the sinking fund; but to balance 
this, it relieves them from the 5 per cent. net earnings payable to 
the Government under existing law. The fourth section which pro- 
vides that the Government may hold and enforce its second-mort- 
gage security, as a security for the obligations of the company under 
this act, is no security for the payment by the company to the sink- 
ing fund: as that mortgage does not become due and could not be 
enforced until the maturity of the bonds. It is easy to see and is 
plain from what I have y shown, that, if this bill be 
and the companies accept its terms, the Government is in a much 
worse condition than it would be without the act under the present 
law; unless the 5 should voluntarily, and without any legal 
obligation to compel them, choose to carry out its provisions. Fat 
this will appear more clearly a little further on. 

The fifth section gives the companies four months from the passage 
of the act to file their acceptance. This will take the matter over 
to another session of Congress. But suppose the companies do not 
accept—and certainly if the nt of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
MATTHEWS] is correct, as to the question of power, that the com- 
panies cannot be bound without their assent, and the companies believe 
such to be the law, they will never assent to the act, unless they can 

lainly see that the act would be better for them than the present 

w—suppose, I say, the companies do not accept. What then? Why 
then we shall stand next year just as we stand to-day, and just as 
far from any provision for a sinking fand, which even the Railroad 
Committee concede ought to be established, and so on from session to 
session. The Government, according to the Senator’s pe Soap is 
powerless to require the companies to establish a sinking fund with- 
out their assent to the act. d this assent, if they believe such to 
be the law, they will never give to any act which they do not believe 
to be better for them than the law as it now is, and which does not 
require it. 

But now, Mr. President, I, for one, do not believe the Government 
is quite so infirm as this argument would make it. And I am satis- 
fied the companies believe no such thing. I saw enough at the last 
session, and have seen enough here at this, to satisfy me, that, to get 
rid of the power of Congress to alter, amend or repeal the acts of 1 
and 1864, the companies would gladly assent to this bill, and that 
they could well afford to pay many millions of dollars for such an act 
as this; not that they expect to have to pay any such sum; as a 
l part of the newspaper p the manufacturers of public opin- 
ion, in these hard times, are willing to advocate this or any other 
measure, just now, at very reduced rates, and, Mr. President, these 
companies are not behind the rest of mankind in the art of “putting 
things where they will do the most good.” 

It being admitted on all hands that it is desirable that these com- 

anies should establish a sinking fund for securing the Government; 
if the power were not nj , the only question would be what 
amount the companies could, with a view to the proper operation of 
the road and a reasonable income to the stockholders, and without 
too much crippling themselves, afford to pay, and what sum the Gov- 
ernment, having in view the just rights of the companies, and the 
public interests to be subserved by this great enterprise, ought to 
require the companies to pay. And these are the principles upon 
which the Judiciary Committee sought to proceed, in the report they 
have made, and the bill they have presented. These are also the prin- 
ciples upon which the Railroad Committee profess to have proceeded 


in their i They waive the question of power. Aside, there- 
fore, from the question epon; and the differences growing out of 
that question, the main differences ought to be upon the sum required 


to be paid into the sinking fund, and the rate of interest the Govern- 
ment should account for upon that sum. 

But, though the reportof the Railroad Committee waives the ques- 
tion of power, the Senator from Ohio, whom I take to be the author 
of that report and of their bill, now denies the existence of the power 
to require these companies to establish such a sinking fund. And he 
has made a very adroit argument, so far as it goes, in support of that 
view of the law. He had evidently examined with care and indus- 
try all the authorities upon that question which he thought would be 
likely to sustain his position, and with equal care and industry avoided 
all those which would be likely to weaken that position, among which 
are those which are conclusive of the question and of paramount 
authority against his position. I reply to his argument under great dis- 
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advan both of health and opportunity for examination. Other 
duties s; me but a of the two days which have intervened, 
ze I do not despair of being able to show that ny friend from Ohio 
s wrong both upon principle and authority. The question is not 
wholly new to me, having, without the examination of authorities, 
gone over the same question here one year ago, and laid down what 
then deemed the true principles, which were then as strenuously op- 
posed by others in behalf of the companies as they have been now by 
the Senator from Ohio. And yet, within a few days after those argu- 
ments, without my knowing that any such gadon were pendin 
before the Supreme Court, that court decided several cases in whic. 
they went further in sustaining the powers for which I had contended, 
than I found it necessary to go in support of the bill, then before the 
Senate, which raised the same question of power that arises upon this 
bill of the Judiciary Committee. 

The question of power, Mr. President, is one thing, while the ques- 
tions, whether it is judicious to exercise the power, or, if so, how it 
shall be exercised, are distinct and totally different things. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio the other day, like many other opponents of the power 
in former debates upon this question here, very adroitly confounded 
all these i Yaaro together: and, worse than that, he has, like some 
of his predecessors in this debate at the last session, assumed, that, 
if the power exists, it will of necessity be arbitrarily and capriciously 
exercised, to the destruction of the rights of the company. He even 
waxed into eloquence when he asked, if those who had invested their 
money in this enterprise could have supposed that they were intrust- 
ing their rights to the “caprice” of a majority of Congress; thus 

ing it for granted, that, if Congress had the power, it must be 
exercised capriciously and 1 

Mr. President, a very little cool consideration, a very economical 
exercise of his own strong common sense, would have spared him 
this burst of oratory, at the expense of his logic; and would have 
taught him that he was reversing the presumption of law, a presump- 
tion upon which all legislative power in this and all other governments 
is founded : the presumption that the legislature will act wisely, with 
due regard to the Zee of all; without which presumption all legis- 
lative power would unjustifiable usurpation. 

He would have seen that to argue, that the power could not exist, 
because it was liable to abuse, was proving vastly too much, or prov- 
ing nothing. Because he knows and all men know, that no human 

wer, however Srey given by the Constitution, or however un- 

isputed, ever did or could exist without liability to abuse; and hence, 
if his logic is sound, no ag gee) power could exist, because all such 
power is liable to abuse; he would have seen that the presumption 
that the 1 would generally act with a proper regard to the 
rights of all, though liable occasionally, honestly to err, was the very 
basis upon which our Government was established: that whatever 
exhibitions of oratory he might indulge in against what he seemed 
to think the absurdity of making the rights of the companies depend 
upon the will of a majority of Congress; yet almost all the rights 
secured by the Federal Government rest and depend mainly apon a 
majority of Congress : that, whatever may be the power conferred 
spon Congress, Congress must be the sole judge of the propriety and 
the manner of its exercise, unless specially restrained by some pro- 
vision of the Constitution; that the provision against impairing the 
obligations of contracts, is only a prohibition to the States and not 
apon Congress; and that the power of Congress upon any question of 

e kind now before us, is restricted only by that provision of the fifth 
amendment, against depriving any person of his property “ without 
due process of law;” and finally he would have seen that, if Con 
has the power to amend, which is claimed by the Judiciary Committee, 
the companies will have the same security against caprice, tyranny 
and abuse, that any other person would have whose rights depend 
upon the protection of laws enacted by Congress; and that that pro- 
tection is to be found in the common sense and common honesty, in 
short, the sound discretion of Con which must be presumed to 
be fairly and wisely exercised for the equal protection of all, until my 
friend from Ohio or some one else shall procure a commission de lunatico 
inquirendo, and judicially establish the fact, that Con as a body, 
has become insane, and can no longer be trusted with the manage- 
ment of its own affairs, or the exercise of its own power, without 
submitting to the guardianship and guidance of these corporations. 

And now, Mr. President, having cleared away some of the rubbish 
under which the ingenuity of my friend, the Senator from Ohio, con- 
trived to conceal or obscure the real question of power, I will proceed 
to state what I conceive to be the true gronnds upon which the 
power of amendment, sought to be exercised by the bill from the Judi- 
ciary Committee, rests. And here, for the p of the ment 
and to avoid unnecessary questions, I shall concede that, but for the 
power reserved in the acts of 1862 and 1864, or rather by the latter 
act, we could not exercise this power as the judiciary bill proposes 
todo. Imean simply to waive the question whether Congress could, 
without such reservation, exercise the power of adopting the proposed 
amendments: leaving to others to argue, if they choose, the question 
of power in the absence of such reservation. is is, in my view, a 
barren abstraction, as applied to this case: because here, as I contend, 
the power is expressly reserved. I shall concede also that the act of 
1862, as amended by the act of 1864, constitutes a contract between 
the Government, on the one side, and each of these companies, on the 
other, though not a contract coming within the prohibition against 


impairing the obligations of contracts, which only applies to the 
States, and was the basis of decision in the Dartmouth College case, 
the fruitful mother of a long list of such decisions. 

But I shall not, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MatrHEws] did, 
ignore any one of the terms of that contract, and more especially the 
very fundamental stipulation of that contract, upon which eve 
other stipulation rests and by which all the others are qualified, an 
without which no man is authorized to say that the other stipula- 
tions would ever have formed a place in the contract. And I shall 
not, as the Senator from Ohio felt himself bound to do, argue this 
question of power as if that fundamental stipulation were stricken 
out: or, what is the same thing, that it is without any substantial 
effect upon the question of power here. 

Let us see now what are the express reservations of power to alter, 
amend or repeal. That in the act of 1862 I shall spend no time upon, 
though I agree with the opinion expressed here by the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Davis, ] late an honored member of the Supreme Court, 
that the power, even in that act, is ample for this case, if there were 
no other. I agree also with the report of the Judiciary Committee 
of 1876 upon the same act, which as it bears upon this point, I in- 
tended to read, but shall omit for want of time. (See pages 9 and 
10, THURMAN’s report, March 4, 1878.) - 

But I spend no time upon the provisions of the act of 1862; be- 
cause if, as is contended on the other side, this act gives but a re- 
stricted power of amendment or repeal, that in the act of 1864, which 
is in these words, “that Congress may at any time alter, amend or 
repeal this act” is very clearly as broad and unlimited as human lan- 
guage can make it. And this act being, from its title as well as its 
provisions, an amendment of the act of 1862, and the two together, 
after eliminating from that of 1862 such provisions as are repealed 
by provisions of the later act inconsistent with or repugnant thereto, 
constitute but one act: and the words in the act of 1864 “ May alter, 
amend or repeal this act” are applicable to the two acts which, after 
the amendment, constitute but one act. And very clearly, accordin 
to well-settled principles of construction, if the powerto alter, amen 
or repeal, in the act of 1862, was a restricted power, then, the unre- 
stricted power in the later act, covering the entire ground of the 
same subject-matter in the limited provision of the act of 1862, and 
even more, must re that limited provision; because being the 
later provision on same subject it repeals it to the full extent of 
the difference. It is the last declaration of the legislative will upon 
that whole subject; and would operate as a repeal to this extent from 
the time of its adoption, whether declared to be an amendment or 
not. 

This view is confirmed by the history of the whole transaction. 
Little or nothing was done under the act of 1862—a mere organiza- 
tion and perhaps some capital stock subscribed: But capitalists 
would not, or professed that they would not, go on with the enter- 
prise without more liberal provisions. The 3 to Congress to 
grant more liberal provisions. And, thou i o first act was much 
more liberal than any Con would be likely to grant to-day: yet 
to hasten the completion of the enterprise, they doubled the grant of 
lands, and, to the astonishment of the nation, consented to take a 
second mortgage, instead of a first for all the millions loaned to the 
companies; they also allowed the companies pay for one-half the 
transportation for the Government all of which, by the former ac 
was to go to the Government. But in granting these additional an 
extraordinary r in effect, by the unrestricted power 
of amendments and repeal which they saw fit to require as a security 
to the Government, said to the companies, “ You can have these addi- 
tional and unprecedented powers and privileges, only upon the condi- 
tion, as a part of the contract, that you will hold them always sub- 
ject to such future alteration and amendment of the contract as 
Congress may, for the public interest, at any time see fit to make.” 

Doubtless the companies might have rejected the benefits of this 
amendatory law, by refusing to accept or act under its provisions, or 
to claim any right under it. But they could not take the benefits con- 
ferred by it, withont accepting the burdens or conditions in consid- 
eration of which those rights and benefits were granted. They did 
accept the benefits conferred by the amendatory acts; and they must, 
therefore, be held to have accepted this reservation of power, as the 
fundamental condition of all the stipulations of the contract: the 
condition without which the act could not have been passed. 

By thus accepting and taking the benefits of the act or contract, 
they assented, in advance, to any such alterations in such contract as 
Congress, in its discretion, should think it just to make. And it is 
quite unnecessary to the validity of such alterations that the com- 
paniesshould consent again. If the first consent does not bind them 
the second will not; for both rest upon the same principle. And 
there is not the slightest hardship nor the slightest danger in thus 
holding their rights and their capital subject to the sound discretion 
and sense of justice of Congress; unless we are to presume, as the 
Senator from Ohio has, that Congress is an assemblage of knaves, of 
idiots or lunatics, seeking to do wrong and unwilling to do right. 
Why, Mr. President, the whole capital invested in these railroads, 
their entire value with all their appurtenances, is not one tithe, not 
one-twentieth part of the amount invested by other citizens of the 
United States, depending solely upon the like discretion and sense 
of justice of Congress: Take your tariff laws alone, without men- 
tioning any other case, and here are not only hundreds but thousands 
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of millions of dollars invested in reliance only upon the justice and 
sense of Congress. Ay, and even dependent upon a mere ma- 
ority—a majority of one, it may be, in each House. But does any 
one see any absurdity in all this, or deny the power of Congress to 
alter the tariff laws? This is but a single example among hundreds 
that might be mentioned. 

Why, Mr. President, to give the Senator from Ohio all the advan- 
tage he can ask, I will take the very example by which he seems to 
have thought he had demonstrated the absurdity of the ore of 
amendment claimed by the Judiciary Committee in their bill. 

Aside he says, from the mere matter of giving a corporate name 
and the right of succession &c., corporations are to be treated just 
as individuals are to be treated, and have the same rights. He is 
not quite right in that assertion: for if I remember correctly, cor- 

orations have just such rights and no other as are giyen to them 

y their charters or by statute, while individuals have all the rights 
given to them by their Maker, which in my opinion are considerably 
more numerous. Nevertheless, I will take the proposition as he states 
it. I will concede for the purpose of this argument all that he asks 
upon that question. 

Could the contract of an individual, he asks, be thus amended 
against his consent? He instanced the case of a mail contractor. 
Here, I will take that case, as he seems to like that as well as any, 
and I venture to assert, without the slightest qualification, that upon 
any sound principle of law, if Congress should authorize the Post- 
master-General to enter into contracts or should enter into such con- 
tract itself, reserving to Congress, in the contract itself, the right to 
alter or amend that contract without reservation; Congress would 
have the complete right to do so to the full extent that we propose 
to amend this; and might require security of the contractor though 
none was required in his contract, as first made. 

I have not the slightest doubt of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Provisions similar to that, it has been customary 
to insert in mail contracts to the effect that the Postmaster-General 
might do that. i 

. CHRISTIANCY. But all at once it has become very absurd 
when we propose to apply the same rule to a corporation which holds 
its existence by legislative action. 

I come now to notice more especially the nature, effect and extent of 
this power of alteration, amendment or repeal. The language is“ Con- 
gress may, at any time, alter, amend or repeal this act.“ No words 
could be more absolute and unrestricted. It is not confined to the case 
of the failure of the company to perform any of the requirements of 
the act, as in several cases which have been before the courts: but is 
absolutely unlimited, if human language can make it so. And, as it 
is not permissible, upon any principle of construction of contracts or 
statutes, to hold that this plain provision was inserted without any 

urpose, we must hold that it was inserted to mean something, and to 
aie some effect; and that, if intended to be restricted or qualified in 
its meaning and effect, the language chosen for the purpose of ex- 
proin such a meaning would have expressed such qualifications. 

ut as there is nọ such qua naemen or restriction, and no uncertainty 
or amigu; we must hold that if means just what and all it says. 
We must hold that it means this or it means nothing; for there is no 
intermediate ground. 

Butit is frequently urged by the advocates of these companies, it was 
so urged before our committee by their counsel, and by their friends 
in the Senate a year ago, and something like the same argument was 
made the other day by the Senator from Ohio (Mr. MATTHEWS] that 
these acts of 1862 and 1864 constitute a contract; and they ask with 
an air of confidence, “Do you contend that Congress can, under this 
power, alter the contract in any material respect?“ We admit, say 
some of them, that Congress may amend the acts in any manner so as 
not to alter the contract in any way which would render it less advan- 
tageous to the company. We admit, say others, that you may alter 
the contract as to some minor incidents, or as to the provisions which 
contain no positive stipulations in favor of the companies; but where 
any right has been specially and expressly given to the company, you 
cannot alter that; though you might put in some provisions not there 
before, provided they are not prejudicial to the company. When a 
certain sum has been agreed to be paid in a certain time, you cannot, 
they say, require them to pay it sooner, nor to give any security for 
its payment, when none was required before, nor to establish a sink- 
ing fund which the former acts, constituting the contract, did not 


uire. 

aig yed Mr. President, in reply to all this I say that, if the acts of 
1862 and 1864 constitute a contract, which I do not deny, then every 
provision, every word of those acts, constitutes a part of that con- 
tract: and you cannot admit the power of altering, by amendment, a 
single provision or even a single significant word of these acts, with- 
out admitting the power of changing any other word or provision 
constituting part of that contract. I should like to see any man find 
any line between the two, other than that which Ishall presently lay 
down. The argument that you cannot alter any part of the contract 
deprives the provision for amendment or repeal of all possible effect, 
and renders it nugatory, nonsensical and even absurd. 

If it be said that some effect might be given to the power by allow- 
ing amendments granting benefits to the companies, but not to their 
3 then I reply, that this could be done just as well without 

e reservation of this power as with it. And, if you say any effect 


can be given to the provision by an amendment which is only to be 
binding when they assent to it, my reply is the same: you could do 
this just as well without this reservation of power. 

No, Mr. President, reasoning upon principle and the nature and 
object of this reservation of power, there is no escape from the con- 
clusion that, as a naked question of power, every provision of these 
acts constituting the contract in which the power is reserved, is, as 
between the companies and the Government, subject to be altered or 
amended as Con „with a due . ee to the public interests, and 
the interests, rights and equities of the companies, may think just 
and right to alter or amend them: subject only to the qualifications 
that rights vested, as I shall presently further explain, cannot be 
divested by such a repeal. That ground I hope will be broad enough 
and lay me sufficiently open to attack, if any one chooses to make it. 

To admit that the power is valid, at all, to authorize an amendment, 
as to certain provisions of the contract, and not as to others, or to a 
certain extent only, or as to any rights of the company resting for 
their 11800 upon that contract only, and not so vested as not 
to need the support of that contract—is to attempt to establish a 
distinction and a limitation where none exists, or, in the nature of 
things, can exist. It is, to use the simile once used by Webster, to 
take the plunge of Niagara and attempt to stop half way down. There 
is no stopping place, no foothold, nothing but thin air and blinding 
spray to sustain you: nothing but rapids, whirlpools and bewildering 

dies on the way, at any pare of the descent, till you reach the 
level of the lake below, the level of legislative power. But, for- 
tunately, the waters are as safe and calm below asabove. The navi- 
gation is just as safe in Ontario as in Erie: nor are the people on the 
borders or upon the bosom of the one, more inhospitable, capricious 
or unjust than those upon or around the other. 

I have confined myself, as you will notice, Mr. President, in all that 
I have said of the power of alteration or amendment, to the contract 
created by the act of 1862 as amended by that of 1864: a continuing 
contract, still in process of being performed, and to the rights of the com- 
panies resting in and upon that contract only. I do not contend, I 
never have contended, that the power extended so far as to authorize 
Congress to divest property or rights which, though originally de- 
pending upon, or growing out of, that contract, have become so far 
vested as to be able to stand upon another foundation, without the 
direct present or future support of that contract. The lands which 
have been patented to the company, for instance, which might rest 
upon the patent, and so of any other rights not dependent for imme- 
diate support upon the contract, whether those rights are still vested 
in the companies or in third persons derived from them. Property or 
rights thus vested cannot, I admit, be divested by the legislative 
power. The fifth and fourteenth amendments to the Constitution 
against depriving any person of his property without due process of 
law, protect such property and rights of property from the legislative 
power, and they can only be divested, without consent of the owner, 
by the judiciary. As a general principle laws operate upon the future, 
and not upon the past so as to affect contracts which have been fully 
performed, unless some special power is given by the Constitution 
or some special provision of the contract for still holding a control 
over it, after it should thus vest, which I do not claim is the case here. 

Mr. President, if I were discussing this case in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and not in the Senate, I would leave it to rest 
entirely upon the principles which Ihave endeavored to explain and 
the legitimate, logical and necessary results which flow from those 
principles, with all of which that court is entirely familiar, and which 
they have many times, by clear say epee and many times expressly 
adopted and applied; though my iend from Ohio does not seem yet 
to have heard of it. And ie would as soon think of blazing the shade- 
trees along the avenue, to enable the judges of that court to find their 
way to the court-room, as to go tothe trouble of citing cases to estab- 
lish these principles already so familiar to that court. But the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has cited a few cases which he seems to think are not 
in harmony with these principles. He has ‘joes back throngh a great 
many years in search of these few cases ; and has shown some familiar- 
ity with the old books and old decisions. 

But all his legal research, all his powers of memory, oven his pow- 
ers of imagination, which seem to be of no mean order, all seemed 
struck r paralysis, when he reached the first volume of 
Otto’s Reports, which comes down to the October term of 1875. All 
since that period seems to be, or to have become, suddenly an entire 
blank in his mind: The Supreme Court have made several import- 
ant decisions since that time, bearing directly upon the great question 
of power he was discussing ; but he does not seem to have been aware 
of the fact; though my brother Davis, the other day, cited and com- 
mented upon them, and his speech was upon the Senator’s table a da 
or two before he spoke. But he seems to have overlooked that speec 
and those authorities, which so clearly demonstrated the power of 
Congress against which the Senator contends, and demonstrated that 

wer, not only from other and previous decisions, but from repeated 

ecisions of the Supreme Court since the time of the first Otto: Why 
did not the Senator refer to these cases? And why did he not, at least, 
undertake to reply to the argument of the Senator from Illinois bear- 
ing upon them? 
r. President, had the Senator learned from experience, that it is 
useless and imprudent to attempt the impossible? and that it is best 
to keep as far as possible from a point which he could neither meet 
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nor evade, if he approached it? and that it would be safer to travel 
some obscure by-way, though he had to grope his way by the uncer- 
tain light of dicta and irrelevant decisions, than to venture into the 
glare of light which these cases shed over the great highway of legal 
authority. We will see, by and by, when we come to those cases, why 
the Senator saw fit to stop where he did, and why he was struck with 
sudden oblivion when he came to the first of Otto. It may be, how- 
ever, that the severity of the effort he made to show that the statute 
under which The United States rs. The Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, 1 Otto 17, came before the court, was an amendment or repeal 
of the provision of a part of the act of 1862, if Congress had the 
power to amend or repeal, and the further effort to answer the con- 

reasoning and decision of the court upon that point—it may 
be, I say, that these efforts were so exhanstive as to make him forget, 
or render him unable to notice and comment upon those subsequent 
cases. I am quite sure such an effort would have completely ex- 
hausted all my powers and reduced my less vigorous mind to a blank, 
before I had spent half the time and effort in that direction which 
he did: especially when I should have reached that point in the deei- 
sion which says, “It is hardly n to say that it would have 
been idle to authorize a suit, had Congress intended to repeal the pro- 
vision on which alone it could be maintained.” When I should have 
come to that kind of reasoning I am quite sure that any attempt on 
my part to controvert it, would have reduced me to utter insanity; 
and I should have been compelled to dread the sight of Otto’s Re- 
ports, from that day forward, after such an encounter with the first 
volume. 

But Mr. President, not having made any such attempt, I have con- 
ceived no greater dislike to Otto’s Reports than to any other; aud I 
will proceed to call the attention of the Senate to some cases decided 
by the Supreme Court which are contained in the fourth Otto. I 
should not venture to repeat these cases so ably stated by the Senator 
from Illinois, if he had not failed to secure the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to them, and I hope to have better success in that way. 
I read these cases when they first came ont. But from that time until 
I had prepared all the foregoing portions of my argument, last Satur- 
day evening, I never examined one of them. When I undertake to 
reason upou principle I prefer to carry out the principle first, without 
mixing up cases and authorities with the line of thonght. Then I 
am in the habit, when I have the time, of looking into authorities to 
see how others have reasoned upon the same principle: and to see if 
there is any occasion to modify my own course of reasoning: and to 
correct myself, if I find I have been wrong. But, in this case, having 
since looked carefully into those authorities, I find not one word to 
correct. 

The first case to which I shall call attention is that of Peik rs. Chi- 
cago and Northwestern Railroad Company, fourth Otto, 164. I will 
read the head notes which contain all the principles. 

1. The Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company Wad; Iy its charter, and the 
— 157 other peo rages ee with it, aut — “to ge and re- 

sum or sums of money for the transportation and pro; 4 
cost ony storage of property, as it ahali deem reasonable,” The Scnstitation of Wis- 
consin, in force when the charters were granted, provides that all acts for tho crea- 
tion of corporations within the State ‘‘ may be altered or repealed by the Legislature 
at any tune after their Lagos, gl Held, that the Legislature had power to prescribe 
a maximum of charges to be made by said company for 3 
property within the State, or taken up outside the State and brought within it, or 
taken up inside and carried without. 

2. Certain Wisconsin railroad corporations were consolidated with others of Tli- 
nois on terms which, in effect, required that the consolidated company should, when 
operating in Wisconsin, be subject to its laws, Held, that Wisconsin can legislate 
for the company in that State precisely as it could have legislated for its own orig- 
inal companies, if no consolidation taken place. 

3. The act of Wisconsin, approved March 11, 1874, entitled An act relating to 
railroads, express and tel u companies, in the Stateof Wisconsin,“ is confined 
to State commerce or such interstate commerce as directly affects the people of 
Wisconsin. Until Congress shall act in reference to the relations of this consoli- 
dated canpany to interstate commerce, the regulation of its fares, &c., so far as 
they are of domestic concern, is within the power of that State. 

4. The decision of the supreiue court of the State of Wisconsin, that said act of 
March 11, 1874, was not repealed by that entitled An act in relation to railroads,” 
a Ne ES ee SP eit Lagu 

. ere y n 0 
fix a limit to that which shall in law be 3 for its use. sf 

6. No to this record can raise the question that the statute of Wisconsin 
violates the obligation of the consolidated company, under the land grant to the 
23 ge ent mel Eg 
mer 0 way tor 
Government af the United States Tro from toll. Ke. 7 ram 5 7 

It will be seen by tbis, that the provision reserving the power of 
alteration or repeal was not actually inserted in the charter, but was 
contained in the Constitution which, in effect, made it a part of this 
and any other corporation charters granted under it: the principle 
being exactly the same and no other, from what it would have been 
had it been inserted in the charter without such constitutional pro- 
vision. It will be seen further that, by the charter, ted lon 
prior to the law in question, the company was expressly ‘authorized 
to “ demand and receive such sum for the transportation of persons 
and property as it should deem reasonable ;” thus vesting the entire 
power in the company itself to determine what should be its rate 
of charges; that the Legislature by a subsequent law, passed long 
afterward, prescribed maximum charges beyond which the compa- 
nies should not go—thus directly conflicting with that provision of 
the charter, and operating as an amendment to it to this extent, if 
valid. And the Supreme Court held this act to be a valid exercise 
of legislative power. And yet this was a State law which, under the 
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provisions of the Constitution against impairing the obligations of 
contracts, would have been void, but for the reservation of the power 
in question. 

The next case to which I call attention is that of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and Saint Paul Railroad Company vs. Ackley, 4 Otto, 179, 
where, under the same constitutional provision and the same law, it 
was held as I now read from the head- note of the case: 

A railroad com e yap epee yp pres Geib gy eee TO) 
exty more than the Aiai fixed by the hot af that State of 11. 1844, by 
showing that the amount charged was no more than a reasonable compensation for 
the ces rendered. 

That case is even a little stronger than the other, for the court held 
that even if it be shown that the maximum ¢ fixed by the Leg- 
islature were unreasonably low, it would not alter the case. 

The next case which I shall notice is that of Stone vs. Wisconsin, 4 
Otto, 181, the head-note of which is as follows: 

As giving a construction to the State constitution and statute, this court 
the decision of the supreme court of Wisconsin, that the charter of the Mil eo 
and Waukesha Railroad Company, granted by the Territory, is subject to re 
or alteration, inasmuch as it was not accepted, nor was the company 5 
until after the admission of the State into the Union, under a constitution which 
continued that act in force, and provided that all laws for the creation of corpora- 
tions might be altered or repealed by the Legislature at any time after their pas- 
sage. 

There it will beseen that the supreme court of Wisconsin had held 
that a certain act came within the constitutional provision although 
the act had been passed before the constitution was adopted but not 
accepted by the company until after. That came to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and they decided as has just been 
read. It is manifest from this that the court could not have accepted 
the decision of the supreme court of Wisconsin as they did, if they 
would not so have decided themselves, without that decision; as this 
was a charter enacted before the constitution was formed containin 
the reservation of power; and the question of impairing the obli- 
gations of contracts was clearly raised in it, and the constitution 
of a State, upon such a question, is but a State law, and liable to the 
same objection on this ground as a statute would be. And, unless 
the reservation of power, by the constitution which took effect after 
the charter was granted, but before it was accepted, had been looked 
upon as, in effect, incorporated into the charter, the court could not 
have maintained the legislation which, but for the reservation of 
power, must have been held void, as impairing the obligation of the 
contract; so that this case stands substantially upon the same ground 
as the others I have cited from the same volume. 

The fourth case which I cite from the same volume is the Chi i 
Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company vs. Iowa, gese 155. The 
charter of the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad Company, upon 
which the question arose, was silent upon the question of power to 
regulate tolls either by the company or the State. Years subsequent 
to the charter the State an act regulating freights on all the 
railroads of the State. The company claimed that this was a viola- 
tion of the contract created by their charter. The court held that, 
though the company had the same power to make contracts that an 
individual would have, still the Legislature had the right to regulate 
the rates of faro and freight; the company being common carriers, 
and their business, therefore, of a quasi-public nature. I read thè 
head-notes as far as it relates to these points: 
2. tay are enlees puoeeried ke tate aaooeee altos 
to legdaletive coastal as to 8 fare fey * N 

2. The Burlington and Missouri River Railroad Company has, within the scope of 
the authority conferred by its charter, aud subject to the limitations thereby im- 
presi the power of a natural persou to make contracts in reference to its business. 

ke such I or rapan minaga plaintiff in error, is, under the same circum- 
stances, subject at all times to such laws as the General Assembly of the State 
may from time to time enact. 

The court say in that case, page 161, in giving the opinion: 

They (the company] are therefore en in a public employment affecting the 
public interest: and, under the decision in Munn vs. Illinois, (4 Otto 113,) subject 
peda cog control, as to their rates of fare and freight, unless protected by their 
ĉi . 

The case is not directly in point upon the question we are discuss- 
ing, though it sheds much light uponit. I read it specially for the 
yapon of preventing any false inferences from the qualifying clause 

have cited, “unless protected by their charters.” It clearly does 
not mean that the tolis could not be regulated by the Legislature 
though the charter itself expressly gave the company the right to 
regulate them, if, at the same time, the charter itself, or tle constitu- 
tion or any general law subject to which the charter was passed, 
reserved the power of amendment and repeal; for, in such case, the 
charter would not protect them, as the court had already decided in 
the three cases I have just read. But if there were no such reserva- 
tion of power in the charter, the constitution or the general law, 
then, perhaps, an express provision in the charter, giving the com- 
pany the right to regulate the fares, might preclude the power of 
amendment—though I am strongly inclined to think that, within the 
rinciples of the decision in this and the Munn case, the court would 
old that the Legislature or the courts, if not both, might interfere 
toreduce the rates if the company should fix them unreasonably high. 
That, however, is not involved in this case. 

The next decision of the Supreme Court of the United States to 
which I call attention was made at the present term and is not yet 
published, the case of Shields rs. Ohio—for the statement of which I 
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avail myself of the analysis presented here the other day by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois: 
That doctrine— 


Speaking of the doctrine in the cases which have been read 
was d the same term ed to cases arising in Iowa, Illinois, and 
and 1 term totes in Ohio. Shields rs. Ohio involved the follo 
facts: The constitution of Ohio, which took effect in September, 1851, ordain 
that no privileges shall ever be granted that may not be altered, revoked, 
„CCTV 
sem! no co corporate powers.“ e 13, sec- 
tion 13 “C may be formed 5 general laws, but such general laws 
may from time to time be altered or repealed.” (Article 13, section 2.) A railway 
company was prior to that date incorporated under a charter, which fixed no lim- 
tation on to tive rates foe the tremaportation of persons. 

In 1856 the re CV 
conditions, the consoli of railway companies. Se corporations, includ- 
ing the one so operating under a phe: 5 charter granted before the adoption of 
the constitution, availed themselves of the provisions of that act and formed acon- 
8 
of a contract. notwithstanding the 

the panies reserving to the 


Now, Mr. President, it is quite manifest, from the first three cases 
I have cited from the fourth Otto, and the case of Shields vs. Ohio, 
not yet published, that the Supreme Court of the United States, in 
deciding what the legislative power may do, under an express and 
unrestricted power of amendment and repeal, have not, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio did, attempted to stop half-way down; but that they, 
in effect, hold, as I have endeavored to show must be the result upon 
principle, that, no matter how express any provision of a charter or 
contract may be, or however advantageous to the company, the Leg- 
islature may, in their discretion, whenever they think it right, amend 
or repeal it; the only limitation being that such repeal cannot affect 
rights so vested as no longer to need the direct support of the con- 
tract, as such. Those which do need the direct support of the contract 
to sustain them, and stand upon that alone with no superadded right, 
if they can be said to be vested at all, under a charter reserving the 
unrestricted power of amendment and repeal, are only vested subject 
to the exercise of that power, the p condition of their existence. 
This limitation, as to vested rights, as I have explained it, is exactly 
that which many of the cases and some of those cited the other day 
by the Senator, lon, ago laid down and established, See, for instance, 
Miller v. the State, 15 Wallace, p. 498, cited by him; see also Holyoke 
v. Lyman, 15 Wall 519. 

Mr. President, I think the Senator from Ohio did not show just 
what this case decided. I will proceed to do so, and then comment 
upon so much of the case as he relied upon, and it will be found that 
this case stands upon the same ground: 


acts, passed pi 

section, may be altered from time to time or repealed.” And a statute of New 
York, passed A. D. 1828, enacts that the charter of every corporation that shall 

thereafter granted by the 1 shall be subject to alteration, suspension, 
in the discretion of tp eon pel 
state of things, a general railroad law was passed ‘in 1850, authorizing 
the formation of mech beng with thirteen directors. The formation of a 
company under this general law being subsequently contemplated, with a capital 
of $400,000, to build a road fifty miles long, the Legislature authorized the city of 
Rochester to subscribe $300,000 to it; and enacted that if the company accepted the 
subscription, the city should appoint one director for every $75,000 su bed by 
it, that is to say, should appoint four directors out of the thirtcen contemplated ; 
the other stockhol of course, 5 the remaining nine. The company 
did t the gu tion, and the stockholders other than the city subscribed 
$677,500, but paid up only $255,000. Then the 1 oy for all but eighteen miles 
of the road was abandoned. The city had paid its ,000subseribed. In1867 the 
Legislature passed another act giving the city power to appoint one director for 
every $42,855.57 of stock owned by the city; in other words, establishing the same 
ratio that existed among the subscribers for the stock at the time the o sub- 
scription was made. The effect was to give the city seven directors and to leave 
the other stockholders but six. These last stockholders, g the act of 1851 
as making a contract that they should have nine directors and the city but four, 
and that the act of 1867 violated that contract, elected their old nine. Held, on a 
quo warranto, that the act of 1867 did not, in view of the State constitution and the 
act of 1828 making charters subject to alteration, suspension, and repeal, make 
such a contract, and that the act of 1867 was constitutional, 


Now I turn to some language commented upon by the Senator from 
Ohio and which he seemed to think of great force in supporting his 
ition; but fortunately it happens that that very passage which 

e cited lays down the very distinction, the very line of distinction 
between what can and what cannot be done that I have laid down: 


Power to legislate— 

Say the court— 
founded upon such a reservation in a charter to a private corporation, is certainly 
not without limit, and it may well be admitted that it cannot be exercised to take 
ever destroy rights acquired by virtue of such a charter, and which by a legit- 
imate use of the powers granted have become vested in the corporation. 


As, for instance, if a corporation in the legitimate exercise of its 
powers obtains capital enough to purchase lands, if it has the right 
to do it, the repeal of the charter would not divest the title to the 
lands. So if they obtained personal property, the repeal of the char- 
ter would npt divest the personal property although they did obtain 
it by a legitimate use of the exercise of their corporate powers. That 


is all there is of that. But the Senator has marked some other pas- 
sages to which I will call attention: 

But it may be safely affirmed— 

Say the court— 
that the reserved power may be exercised, and to almost any extent, to carry 
effect the original of the sof to sanare the dan simininteetinr of tes 
. the stockholders and of creditors, and for the 
proper disposition of the assets. 

If the Senator from Ohio had searched the law libraries of the United 
States he could not have found a case more directly and more strongly 
in point and in favor of the position which I maintain. But let us 
see a little further what this is. They have saved the right then to 
exercise any power to compel a tion to administer their affairs 
in any proper manner “to secure the due administration of its affairs 
and to protect the rights of the stockholders and of creditors.” What 
else are we attempting to do by the bill reported by the Judiciary 
Committee? Will somebody tell me? What else are we attempting 
to do? We are simply saying to these companies “You owe us a 
very large sum of money, and though it be payable years hence and 
we are unable to obtain any of the interest on the bonds we have 
loaned you, it is no more than just, it is no more than asking you to 
put ere on the common business principles of business men 
and honest men, to begin to provide a sinking fund to meet that debt 
at maturity ;” and that is all the power we seek to exercise here. 

But this is not all. There is another p: in this case to which 
I wish to call the attention of the Senatorfrom Ohio. The opinion 
goes on to give examples—and this also the Senator from Ohio had 
marked as being very important and I think it is; I think it is im- 
portant as showing most clearly the right to exercise this power. He 
may draw the other inference if he can: 

Such a reservation it is held— 

Say the court— 


will not warrant the Legislature in passing laws to change the control of an insti- 
tation from one religious sect to ADADA x th TE tha fund of thn demure OSAT 
new use inconsisten with the intent and purpose of the charter. 

Do we ask anything of that kind here? Nothing of the kind. Of 
course, one of the instances here put by the court is that of attempt- 
ing to transfer the property of one religious society to another, trans- 
ferring the property of A to B, which no man claims that any legisla- 
tive power cando. But the court goes on to say: 

Or to compel subscribers— 

And this is a passage marked by the Senator from Ohio— 

Or to compel subscribers to the stock whose subscription is conditional, to waive 
any of the conditions of their contract. 

Did anybody ever suppose that that could be done by legislative 
power? Where, for instance, the stockholders agreed to pay a cer- 
tain sum, to take a certain amount of stock, Á grika sin the road was 
run by a certain point, to a certain town, or ugh a certain farm, 
that is a condition and the court simply held in this phrase that a 
court cannot compel such a subscriber to the stock to waive that con- 
dition and be compelled to pay thongh the road run somewhere else. 
Did any one ever claim they could? 

The Senator referred also, and I will refer, to the case of Holyoke 
vs. Lyman, 15 Wallace, 519. That is a case to which I have referred 
before on several occasions. I will first read the head-note and then 
read from the opinion ; 

1. By the settled law of Massachusetts, the rights of fishery in such rivers as 
the Connecticut, even above the point where it is navigable for boats or rafts, are 

blic rights, and, unless there be some express provision to the con , are sub- 
feet to such reasonable regulations as the State may make for their protection; 
mcluding the right to require of persons who own or build dams, that they con- 
struct such fishways as will enable migratory fish to pass from the lower to the 
Ne level of the water occasioned by such 8. 

The provision of the revised statutes of Massachusetts, chapter 44, section 
23, and general statutes, chapter 68, section 41, declaring that acts of incorporation 
shall be subject to amendment, alteration, or repeal, at the pleasure of the Legis- 
lature ; reserves to the Legislature the authority to make any alteration or amend- 
ment of the charter granted subject to it, which will not defeat or substantially 


impair the object of the grant or any rights vested under it, and which the Legis- 
lature may deem necessary to secure either that object or other public or private 


hts. 

3. After a manufacturing corporation, chartered with authority to construct and 
maintain a dam across a river, paying damages to the owners of fishing rights 
above, and whose charter does not expressly exempt it from maintaining tho dam 
without a fishway, and is subject under the provision above quoted to amendment, 
alteration, and at the pleasure of the Legislature, has paid such damages 
and constructed the dam without a fishway, so as to destroy the fishing rights 
above and to impair similar rights below, (for the injury to which last no compen- 
sation has ever been made or provided,) that corporation, or any other which pur- 
chases its dam under the authority of a subsequent statute, may be constitutionally 
required by the Legislature to construct a fishway in the dam to the satisfaction 
of commissioners appointed by the Legislature for the purpose. 

That is the substance of the decision of the Supreme Court and 
here perhaps before I go to anything else, I ought to comment upon 
this language in the opinion lest it should be thought that this case 
does not go as far as if really does. It says: 

A Ton charter does not expressly exempt it from maintaining the dam without a 
shway. 

It so happened in that case that that charter did not expressly ex- 
empt the company from maintaining a 3 The Legislature 
passed an act requiring them to maintain one, although the original 
act contained no such provision; and this put upon them an addi- 
tional charge. The question was as to the constitutionality of that 
act. What was then the question before the court? Not upon a 
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charter which did contain a provision expressly exempting them, and 
whatever the court might say upon such a charter would have just 
as much authority as what you or Ior any other man or boy should 
say in the streets of Washington and no more as authority. All the 
case decides, therefore, is that where its charter does not expressly 
exempta company from constructing a fishway, the Tapina might 
require them to construct it although their charter did not require it. 
That is the effect of the decision. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question! 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Not now. I am pretty nearly exhausted. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask a question on that point. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Perhaps I shall get through with the point 
to the Senator’s satisfaction before I am through with that case; and 
“sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.“ 

There is no e in the Jaw of 1862 and 1864, that the compa- 
nies shall not be required to establish a sinking fund, and therefore 
within this decision Congress has the right to require it by amend- 
ment. 

But, that the court in that case did not mean to decide that the 
amendment would have been void, had there been an express exemp- 
tion in the charter, is evident from the fact thatthe same court who 
made the decisions, and Judge Clifford who wrote the opinion, con- 
curred in the Wisconsin cases I have cited, that, though there was an 
express provision in the charter giving the company the right to 
establish freight charges, yet a subsequent legislative act regulating 
these charges, was valid and constitutional. 

But, Mr. President, I do not put the case on any such narrow 
ground as that. I do not care if it had been expressly stated in the 
charter that they never should be required to establish a sinking 
fund, I say we have the power to change it while the contract remains 
in process of execution and before it is entirely executed. I make 
So alt wae work with this case. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to 
interrupt him a moment? I shall not interrupt him without his con- 
sent. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator sees very well that I am con- 
siderably fatigued, and I have some distance yet to travel, and he 
will have full opportunity to reply to whatever I may have said or 
to whatever I may say. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Ishall not ask to burden the Senator. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I now come to those passages in that opin- 
ion which were marked by the Senator from Ohio. They are these: 


Vested rights, it is conceded, cannot be destroyed or impaired under such a re- 
served power, but it is clear that e por may be exercised, and to almost any 


on. 

ner’ a quoting the very language used in the Miller case, which 
precedes it. There is another passage marked in the same case, and 
that I will also read: 

Power to legislate, founded u such a reservation, is certainly not. without 
limit, but it may safely be affirmed that it reserves to the Legi the authorit, 
to make any alteration or amendment in a charter granted, subject to it, that will 
not defeat or substantially impair the object of the grant, or any rights which have 
vested under it, which the pes nomen 4 1 deua necessary to secure either the 
objects of the grant or any public right not expressly granted away by the 


Mr. President, there was no such question in that case, as I have 
already shown, as to the public right of fishing or the establishment 
of a fishway. Although the court adds that qualification, it is a 

ualification which does not exist in fact. The courts are always in 

e habit of going no further than the facts of the case call upon 
them to go. There is no decision here that if they had granted a 
right, unless it was something in the shape of a vested right, which 
it is not, that an amendment could not be made. ` 

Mr. THURMAN. What is there in the case contrary to that? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Nothing whatever, but it sustains it. 

But the doctrine laid down by the Supreme Court in the Wiscon- 
sin cases was not a new one. Long before that time, in Tomlinson 
vs. Jessup, 15 Wallace, 454—the very volume from which the Senator 
from Ohio cited two other cases: (while he seems to have overlooked 
this) decides without reservation the very doctrine for which I con- 
tend and the same principle subsequently applied in the Wisconsin 
case. I read the head-note of this case which shows the whole prin- 
eiple decided and sufficient of the facts to show the application of 
the principle. This case was decided in 1872: 


The Northeastern Railroad Marg sas was incorporated by the Legislature of 
the State of South Carolina in 1851, for fifty years, and the usual powers of railroad 
companies were granted to it. At that time a general law of the State was in ex- 
istence, passed in 1841, which enacted that the charter of every corporation sub- 
sequently granted, and any renewal, amendment, or modification thereof, should 
be subject to amendment, alteration, or repeal by legislative authority, unless the 
act granting the charter or the renewal, amendment or modification, in express 
terms excepted it from the operation of that law. In 1855 the Legislature passed 
an amendment to the charter of the company, providing that its stock, and the 
real estate it then owned, or might thereafter acquire, connected with or subserv- 
jent to the works authorized by its charter, should be exempt from taxation dur. 
ing the continuance of the charter. This act contained no clause excepting the 
amendment from the provisions of the general law of 1841. In 1868 the constitu- 
tion of the State was adopted, which requires that the pro of corporations 
then existing or thereafter created, shall be subject to taxation, except in certain 
cases, not affecting this case. Thesubsequent legislation of this State carried out 
this requirement and provided for the taxation of the property of railroad com- 
pon. and under it the property of the Northeastern Railroad Company was 

ed; Held, that the taxation was legal and constitutional; that the power re- 


served to the State by the law of 1841 — ů OE AE aie 
created by the charter between the and the State, as it originally existed, 
or as subsequently modified, or its revocation. 

Now, let us see further what they held: 

The object of the reservation was to . 
— in = ae — cura — pre time require such N — 
ercise, if the cin s at an su 
preserve to the | State control over its taylors with the which 
otherwise be irrepealable and protected from any measures g its obliga- 
tions.—15 Wallace, 454. 


That the courts say is the object of such reservation. 

Mr. President, it is too manifest to admit of a moment’s doubt, 
that the Supreme Court of the United States has, in the cases I have 
cited, and down even to the present term of that court, fully and 
squarely decided the question of power involved in the present con- 
troversy, against the position maintained by the Senator from Ohio, 


and in favor of the power we claim. 

This court is the final arbiter upon all such questions, and the law 
of the land. They will have to decide the ee growing ont of 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee, if that b and from that 
decision there is no ap If the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] 
is not satisfied with the decisions of that court, he has a right to say 
so. But does he, does any one here believe that, in consequence of 
the argument he has made here, or any that he can make, however 
able, he can shake or reverse, or induce that court to reverse, this 
long line of decisions? And I appeal to Senators, whether it is not 
wiser and safer to rely, in this momentous matter, upon the Supreme 
Court, than upon the argument of the Senator from Ohio, able and 
astute as it may be, opposed to those decisions. 

Mr. President, I Vill now take up those authorities cited by the 
Senator from Ohio from the Federal courts, which I have not already 
noticed. It is idle to run through the State reports upon this ques- 
tion, for whatever they may be, they could not affect the authority 
of so many recent decisions of the United States Supreme Court. 

One of the cases which he cites is that of the United States vs. 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, 8 American Law Review, 356. This 
was a case in the circuit court of the United States in Connecticut. 
The head-note of this case shows that it can be no authority for any- 
thing. Two opinions were given directly in opposition to each other: 
and the case, I am informed, is now in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. When that court shall decide we shall have an au- 
thority in that case—not before—so much for this case. 

Another case which he cited was Fletcher vs. Peck, 6 Cranch, 87. 
No question involved in that case comes within gunshot of anythi 
involved in the question of power now before us. The State of Geor- 
gia had made a legislative t followed by a patent from the gov- 
ernor, of a 1 tract of Jand to one James Gunn. Afterward a 
subsequent Legislature, claiming that the first t was void on ac- 
count of bribery of the Legislature and fraud in the procuring the 
passage of the act, er another act declaring the first act void 
and asserting the title of the State to the lands. The court held the 
first act valid, and that the patent of the governor to Gunn, under 
the authority of this act, vested the title in Gunn. Clearly here was 
no question of corporate rights. No question of a charter or a reserva- 
tion of the power to amend, or re reserved in any act or contract. 
It was a case of vested rights, under the t of the land: and which 
could only be divested by the consent of the owner, or bysthe action 
of the judiciary. It is exactly in accordance with the views I have 
expressed. It is not difficult to see that, whatever may have been said 
upon such a case can be of no possible authority upon the question 
we are now discussing. Whatever language may have been used by 
the court, the Senator from Ohio who is a good lawyer, knows very 
well, must be construed and understood with reference only to the 
case and the subject-matter then before the conrt—so much for this 
case. This case is so foreign to any point in this case, that I had 
some suspicion he had cited it to show that the act of 1864 we have 
been discussing could not be held void for any bribery or fraud which 
might have secured its passage: but as the Senator did not say that 
this was his p I 8 from comment on this point. 

The Senator also cites the case of one of these companies vs. Pen- 
iston, 18 Wallace, 5. This was a case holding the company liable to 
taxation upon their property by State authority. I suppose the read- 
ing of the head-note of this case discloses in few words, the portion 
of the opinion of the court upon which he relies: 

The exemption of agencies of the Federal Government from taxation by the 
States is dependent, not upon the nature of the agents, nor upon the mode of their 
constitution, nor upon the fact that they are agents, but upon the effect of the tax; 
that is, upon the question whether the tax does in truth deprive them of power to 
serve the Government as they were intended to serve it, or hinder the efficient ex- 
ercise of their power. A tax upon their property merely, having no such neces- 
2... V 
a direct obsiruetion to the exeruise of Federal powers may not be. * 

They do not say that it would be. If the Senator from Ohio can 
see any very strong bearing which that case has upon this, his spec- 
tacles have a very much longer focal distance than mine. The ques- 
tion was whether taxation by a State upon one of these companies 
would be void because it interfered with an agency of the United 
States. What bearing has that here? They are speaking of a tax lev- 
ied by a State which the State might not have the power to levy as 
against the United States, But does this mean that the United Sta 
by act of Congress which is the guardian of the rights of the Fed 
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Government, could not impose suchatax? It strikes me it would be 
a confusion of ideas to assert such a proposition. It would seem that 
Congress might have the right to waive such an injury as that to the 
Government, when Congress. itself passes the act which thus affects 
the Government. The case of Marbury vs, Madison which the Senator 
cited is so entirely foreign to any questions we have before us that I 
will not w the Senate by referring to it. 

And now, Mr. President, in conclusion I fee] bound to say, in com- 
pliment to my friend, the Senator from Ohio, that no man of merely 
ordinary abilities could make so able, so adroit and so plausible a 
speech as he has made, upon so scanty a supply of material in the 

of legal principles or legal decisions. I sat in mute admiration 
of his s but could not appreciate his logic. No one but an able 
lawyer and an adept in forensic debate could dress up such a collec- 
tion of irrelevant cases, suggestions, dicta and general remarks culled 
from decisions having no possible bearing upon the real question un- 
der discussion, and, by throwing over the combination the graces an 
the coloring of a chaste and elegant diction, make the whole mass 
ap so much like law, with so little law in it. 

. MORGAN. Mr. President. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Alabama takes the floor, as I 
understand, on the pending bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Tes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not suppose he wishes to proceed to-night, 
and as he will reserve tho floor for to-morrow, if he will consent, I will 
move that we proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes, p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 18, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty minutes past 
twelve o'clock. This being Monday, the rst business in order is the 
call of States and Territories, commencing with the State of Maine, 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to a 
propriate committees. Under this call joint resolutions and 5 
of State and territorial Legislatures are in order. 

ELIZABETH L. FOSTER. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3868) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth L. Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

$ STAFF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3869) 
fixing the rank and pay of staff officers of the Navy, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked that the bill be read in full, and it was read. 

MRS. MARY S. PORTER. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3870) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 8. Porter, widow and sole heir at law 
of Samuel Stafford, deceased, late of New Orleans, Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR MONUMENTAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3871) donating condemned 
cannon to the city of Boston for monumental p ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A, FAIRFIELD. 


Mr. LANDERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3872) for the relief of 
George A. Fairfield, of Montville, Connecticut; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LUTHER COLE. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3873) for the 
relief of Luther Cole, private in Company I, Eleventh Infantry, United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

FORT HARTSUFF MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3874) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to transfer to certain settlers whose lands were in- 
cluded within the Fort Hartsuff military reservation such portions as 


are not needed for mili urposes ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ELLEN O. LAHEY, 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3875) granting a yenn 
to Ellen O. Lahey, widow of John O. Lahey; which — *. a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARRISON k. POND. 
Mr. BENEDICT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3876) granting a pen- 
sion to Harrison E. Pond; which was read a first and second e, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
SARAH WALLACE. 
Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3877) granting 


d | a pension to Sarah Wallace; which was read a first and second time, 


ee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 
SCHOONER YACHT ZINGA. 

Mr. SINNICKSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3878) to provide for 
the change of name of the American-built and owned schooner 
yacht Zinga; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN PENSIONERS. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3879) for the relief of 
certain pensioners ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

ELIZA M’CONNEL, 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3880) granting a pension 
to Eliza MeConnel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

7 ELIZABETH DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3881) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Dougherty, widow of Charles Dougherty, deceased, 
a soldier in the late war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JESSE HICKEN. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3882) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse Hicken, of Chester, Pennsylvania, a soldier in the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DATE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. WARD also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a law granting pensions to 
soldiers to commence from date of death or discharge; which was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. WARD asked that the joint resolution be read; and it was read 
at length. 

RATES OF FREIGHT. 


Mr. THOMPSON l a joint resolution of the Tepina of 
the State of Pennsylvania, in favor of an act 1 equity in 
the rates of freight upon certain property; which was refi to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


JAMES M. BORELAND, 

Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3883) granting an increase: 
of pension to James M. Boreland; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. ‘ 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, presented a joint resolution of the 
pr, passer of the State of Pennsylvania, instructing the Senators. 
an uesting the Representatives from that State to vote for the 
Honse bill giving pensions from the discharge or death of the sol- 
dier; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN C. KISSELBACH. 

Mr. BRIDGES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3884) granting a pen- 
sion to John C. Kisselbach; which was read a first and second time,. 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA J. BLUMER. 

Mr. BRIDGES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3885) granting an 
additional pension to Eliza J. Blumer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WERT. 

Mr. BRIDGES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3886) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Wert ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN A. INNES. 

Mr. BRIDGES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3887) for the relief 
of John A. Innes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3888) to amend section 
5459 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights,and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. MAISH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3889) in relation to the 
promotion of officers in the Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. WATSON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Pennsylvania, instructing the Senators and requesting the 
Representatives from that State to vote for the House bill giving pen- 
sions from the date of discharge or death of the soldier; which was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. WATSON also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Pennsylvania, instructing the Senators and requesting 
the Representatives in Congress from that State to vote for an act to 
regulate interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discrimination 
by common carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

TAX ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 


Mr. SWANN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Maryland, in relation to the reduction of the Federal tax on 
manufactured tobacco; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH POFFENBERGER. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3890) for the relief of Jo- 
seph Poffenberger, of Washington County, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID R. MILLER. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3891) for the relief 
of David R. Miller, of Washington County, Maryland; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT COURT IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request of Mr. CABELL, detained from the House 
by sickness) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3892) to change the time of 
holding terms of the district court for the western district of Vir- 
ginia, at Danville; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 

Mr. HUNTON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Virginia, instructing her Senators and requesting her 
8 to urge the passage of a law granting pensions to 
soldiers of the Mexican War; which was referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN SCOTT PAYNE. 


Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3893) for the relief 
of John Scott Payne, captain Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on. 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS ENLISTED OUT OF PRISON. , 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R.-No. 3894) ting bounties to 
soldiers enlisted out of prison; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Me: 3 aie N a onk e R. No. 136) to 
apply the annual appropriation by the act of Congress approved 
March , 1877, to pay certain southern mail contractors; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. VANCE. I move that joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONGER. I think that joint resolution should be sent to the 
Committee of Claims. I know it came from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads before, but I move that it be referred now 
to the Committee of Claims, ~ 

Mr. WADDELL. I do not think that joint resolution should be 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, but on 
the con that it should g to the Committee on Appropriations, 
ine CONGER. I move that it be referred to the Committee of 

aims. b 

Mr. VANCE. I have no choice in the matter. The Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads had charge of the subject before and 
it seems to me that committee should take charge of it now, as it has 
been allowed experts who can look to see whether any claims have 
been paid or not. I prefer it should go to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TUCKER. I do not see why it should take a different refer- 
ence from what it had before. 


The joint resolution was referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES SOLICITORS. 

Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3895) to amend section 
3349 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. } 

CAPTAIN EGBERT THOMPSON, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3896) for the relief of Captain Egbert Thompson, United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF DUTIES ON LEGACIES, ETC. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3897) to repeal 
all taxes and duties on legacies, successions, and distributive shares 
of estates; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

OSCAR F. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. FELTON intreduced a bill (H. R. No. 3898) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of Oscar F. Johnston, of Catoosa County, Georgia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF LANDS. 

Mr. SINGLETON presented a joint resolution of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, asking the renewal and extension of donation of lands here- 
tofore made to the Gulf and Ship Island to the Ship Island, Ripley 
and Kentucky Railroad, with the same limitatiors and restrictions of 
the former grant; which was referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIP ISLAND, RIPLEY AND KENTUCKY RAILROAD. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3899) granting 
lands in alternate sections to the State of Mississippi to aid in the 
construction of the Ship Island, Ripley and Kentucky Railroad; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF J. R. BOWLES. 


Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3900) for the relief of 
the estate of J. R. Bowles, deceased ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 3 

IMPROVEMENT OF RED RIVER. 

Mr. ELLIS. I present joint resolution of the Louisiana Legisla- 
ture in regard to the improvement of Red River, and move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Commerce, and ask, by unanimous consent, 
it be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. During the morning hour on Monday it is not in 
order to ask for unanimous consent. The Chair, however, will recog- 
nize the gentleman later in the day for that purpose. It can be 
ordered to be printed in the usual form. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NAVIGATION OF RED RIVER. 


Mr. GIBSON presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, in relation to the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of Red River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


public 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS, 


Mr. ELAM introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 137) to apply the 
amount appropriated by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1877, 
to pay certain Southern mail contractors; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. ELAM. I move that be referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. A similar bill has been referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and I move that reference. 

Mr. ELAM. I do not know whether it is open to debate or not. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

1 ELAM. I hope the House will indulge me in saying just 
this 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that debate is not in order dur- 
ing = morning hour on Monday. If it were, the hour might be con- 


sumed. 

Mr. ELAM. I ask that the joint resolution may be referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads who have heretofore 
had charge of this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. CUMMINGS] moves 
to amend so as to refer the joint resolution to the Committee of Claims. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to— 
ayes 101, noes 51. 

So the joint resolution was referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and was ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF TANGIPAHOA RIVER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, asking Congress for an appropriation to im- 
prove the navigation of the gipahoa River. 
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Mr. HALE. I ask that the joint resolutions may be read. 
The joint resolutions were read, and were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 
ADMINISTRATOR OF MAJOR-GENERAL E. W. RIPLEY. 


Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3901) for the re- 
lief of George W. Mundy, administrator of Major-General Eleazur 
W. Ripley, deceased; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
BATON ROUGE GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3902) for the re- 
lief of the Baton Rouge Gas-Light Company, Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC A. REED, 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3903) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment on Isaac A. 
Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TREATY WITH MEXICO. 
Mr. GIBSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 138) au- 
rizing the appointment of commissioners to ascertain on what 
terms a mutually beneficial treaty of commerce with Mexico can be 
arranged; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE W. PAYNE. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3904) authorizin, 
George E. Payne to bring suit in the Court of Claims; which 3 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. BANNING presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Ohio, instructing Senators and Na pee, Representa- 
tives in Congress from that State to vote for a b ting pensions 
to surviving soldiers and to widows of deceased soldiers of the Mexi- 
can war. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that the joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and was referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. BANNING also S preyar a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Ohio, relating to the repeal of the resumption 

Mr. BANNING. I ask that the joint resolution be read. 

The lotos resolution was read, and was referred to the Committee 
on ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3905) relating to tele- 

phie communication between the United States and foreign coun- 
ies; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. VENE L. KENNEDY. 

Mr. GARDNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3906) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Vene L. Kennedy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
JOHN COOPER. 

Mr. GARDNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3907) for the relief 
of John Cooper, of South Lebanon, Warren County, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF PENSIONS, 

Mr. VAN VORHES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3908) to provide a 
mode of paying pensions; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM A. PALMER. 5 

Mr. McMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3909) for the relief of 
William A. Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COLONEL CRAFTS J. WRIGHT. «< 

Mr. EWING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3910) to increase the pen- 
sion of Colonel Crafts J. Wright; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. BOONE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Kentucky, in relation to the repeal of the resumption act and 
other financial matters; which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3911) 
to re the bankrupt law and various acts amendatory thereof; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


F. W. ELBREY. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3912) for the relief of F. 
W. Elbrey, captain and assistant surgeon of the Army of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT AT LOUISVILLE. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (E R. No. 3913) to 
provide for the establishment of a branch mint of the United States 
at the city of Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 

FANNY 8. CONWAY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3914) 
for the relief of Fanny S. Conway, of Louisville, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. MARTIN. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3915) 
granting a pension to John B. Martin, of Louisville, Kentucky; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID MERRYWEATHER. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3916) 
for the relief of David Merryweather, of Jefferson County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Kentucky, in relation to the repeal of the 
resumption act and other financial matters; which was referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RIDDLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3917) to 
amend section of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. CHEEK. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3918) for the relief of John 
W. Cheek, late captain Company D, Thirty-third United States Infan- 
try; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: FANNY A. GILBERT. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3919) granting arrears of 
pension to Fanny A. Gilbert, of Henderson County, Tennessee; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS ANGLE. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3920) ting a pension 
to Amos Angle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

WARREN M’HENRY. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3921) granting a pension 
to Warren McHenry, of Saint Joseph County, Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` N. C. POOR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3922) for 
the relief of N. C. Poor, captain of Company E, Eightieth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

F WILLIAM RANDALL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3923) for the relief of William Randall; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LAURA D. FOX. i 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3924) for the relief of 
Laura D. Fox; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. HAYES. 

Mr. TIPTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3923) granting a pension 
to James H. Hayes, private in Company B, Thirty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

2 L. R. STRAUSS. 

Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3926) for the relief of L. 
R. Strauss, of Macon County, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURVEY OF THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3927) authorizing a sur- 

vey of the Missouri River for the purpose of determining a practica- 
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ble mode of 
river; which was a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

M. V. B. BOGAN, 5 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3928) for the relief 
of M. V. B. Bogan, of Washington, District of Columbia; which was 
read a first aud second time, referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMBOAT MATTIE BELL. 

Mr. COLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3929) granting a new register 
to the steamboat Mattie Bell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. COLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3930) to extend the pro- 
visions of an act entitled “An act for the final settlement of private 
land claims in the States of Florida, Lonisiana, and Missouri,” and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. PECK. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3931) for the relief of 
John H. Peck for supplies furnished United States troops in 1814; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. PAYNE. 

Mr. METCALFE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3932) for the relief of 
John A. Payne, Nineteenth Infantry, United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HENRY MARQUARD. 

Mr. METCALFE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3933) for the relief 
of John Henry Marquard, of Saint Lonis, Missouri; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF BANKRUPTCY ACT. 

Mr. METCALFE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3934) to repeal 
an act entitled “ An act to establish a uniform system of or iy kaid 
throughout the United States,” approved March 2, 1867, and all laws 
and parts of laws amendatory thereto; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3935) for constructi 
a bridge over the Arkansas River at Little Rock, Arkansas; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA R. CORE. 

Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3936) for the relief 
of Eliza R. Core ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHIGAN LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. STONE, of Michigan, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
139) sanctioning the conditions imposed by the State of Michigan in 
disposing of certain lands granted by act of Congress June 31, 1856; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3937) to amend sec- 
tion 5145 of the Revised Statutes relative to the national banks; 
which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. SAMPSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 140) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States so as to 
elect a President and Vice-President by a direct vote of the people of 
theseveral States, without the intervention of presidential electors and 
preserving in the election the present relative power of the States ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the select com- 
mittee on counting the electoral vote, and ordered to be printed. 

LAURA TATUM, 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3938) for the relief of Laura 
Tatum, of Cedar County, State of Iowa; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3939) to repeal so much 
of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878,” 
approved March 3, 1877, as makes an appropriation of $375,000 for 
certain mail contractors before the war, &c.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT IN WISCONSIN. 
Mr. BOUCK presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 


reventing the destruction of the lands bordering on said | Wisconsin, for the construction of a harbor at Kewaunee, in the State 


of Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MARSHALS’ FEES. 

Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3940) amending section 
829 of the Revised Statutes, relating to marshals’ fees; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered te be printed. 


PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. BRAGG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3941) to regulate and 
limit the pay and allowances of the officers in the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BRAGG also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3942) to promote the 
efficiency of the Pay Department of the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK M. SHAW. 

Mr. WIGGINTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3943) for the reliet 
of Frederick M. Shaw, of Los Angeles, California; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee ef Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN CUTLER, 


Mr. WIGGINTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3944) releasing the 
title of the United States in a certain parcel of land to the assigns 
of John Cutler; which was read a first and second time, refe: to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MELINDA THURSTON AND NANCY LITTLETON. 
Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3945) for the relief of Me- 
linda Thurston and Nancy Littleton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE ON LAKE SUPERIOR. 

Mr. DUNNELL presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, ear for the establishment of a light-house on 
Grand Marais Bay, north shore of Lake Superior; which wasreferred 
to the Committe on Commerce. 

INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. STRAIT presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, asking Congress to pass an act to compel the In- 
dians in said State to remain on their reservation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Minnesota, asking the passage of an act to compel the 
Indians in the State to remain on their reservation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3946) for the relief of the estate 
of John Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVIGATION OF MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3947) making an if 
priation for the protection of the navigation of the Missouri River 
near Atchison, Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTIN CLARK. 


Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3948) for the relief 
of Martin Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WEST VIRGINIA WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3949) to recognize and pay 
certain claims due by the State of West Virginia to citizens thereot, 
for services rendered in suppressing the late rebellion, and which are 
properly chargeable to the United States ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

SETTLERS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. WELCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3950) for the relief of set- 
tlers on the public lands in the State of Kansas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BRANCH MINT, DENVER, COLORADO. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3951) 
to provide for coinage at the branch mint at Denver, Colorado; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3952) donating to the city of Denver block No. 143 in the east divis- 
ion of the city of Denver, Colorado, for common-school purposes; 
which was reid a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
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PRE-EMPTION. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3953) to amend chapter 4 of title 32 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, entitled „Pre-emption, and to prevent frauds in 
the entry of the public lands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 


printed. 
HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3954) to amend section 2291 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, concerning homesteads; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS’ ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3955) to re-enact and continue in force the act of June 23, 1870, enti- 
tled “ An act to authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers 
of the Army and Navy;“ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMPSON, HORN & CO. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3956) for the relief of Thompson, Horn & Co., of Las Animas County, 
for horses stolen by Indians; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to beprinted. 

DISAPPROVAL OF NEW MEXICAN LAW. 

Mr. ROMERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3957) to disapprove 
and annul an act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico, passed on the 18th of January, 1878, by a two-third vote 
of both houses over the veto of the governor of said Territory ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. : 

JAMES D. WOOD. 

Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3958) for the relief of 
James D. Wood, late captain and assistant adjutant-general; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be dagen 

The SPE. Members who were not present when their States 
were called will now be recognized for the introduction of bills for 
reference only. 

ANTHONY A. LAWS, DECEASED. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3959) for the relief of the 
widow and minor children of Anthony A. Laws, late of Company D, 
Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry Reserves; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. PUGH 3 a joint resolution of the Senate and General 
Assembly of the State of New Jersey, against the transfer of the life- 
saving service from-the Treasury Department ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. MURRAY. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3960) grant- 
ing a pension to C. Murray, widow of Lientenant-Colonel Ed- 
ward Murray, late of the Fifth New York Heavy Artillery; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAN ANTONIO AND RIO GRANDE RAILWAY. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3961) to aid in the 
construction of a military, commercial and postal rail highway from 
the military headquarters United States Army at San Antonio, in the 
State of Texas, to the Rio Grande at or near the town of Laredo; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA ANN DA CAMARA. 

Mr, SCHLEICHER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3962) for the re- 
lief of Eliza Ann Da Camara, of Corpus Christi, Texas ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNSOLD PUBLIC LANDS IN OHIO. 


Mr. EWING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3963) to grant to the State 
of Ohio the unsold and unappropriated public lands remaining in 
that State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA L. BARBER. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3964) granting a 58 
to Sophia L. Barber, widow of Thomas R. Barber, Company D, Sev- 
enty-seventh Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABEL L. EVANS. 

Mr. GAUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3965) granting a pension 
to Isabel L. Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH T. WALL. 


_ Mr, SINNICKSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3966) ting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth T. Wall; which was read a first and second time, 
3 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMENCEMENT OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. HARMER presented resolutions of the General Assembly of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, requesting their Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to use their influence to secure the pas- 
sage of such a law as will provide that all pensions which have been 
or may hereafter be granted to pensioners of the late war shall com- 
mence from the date of death or discharge of such soldiers, and for 
the payment of arrears of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
141) for the erection of a monument over the grave of Thomas Jef- 
ferson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF LANDS. 


Mr. HOOKER presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Mississippi, accompanying a memorial in relation to dona- 
tion of lands; which was referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the joint resolution be printed in the 
RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. The Chaircannot ask unanimous consent for that 
under this call. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Has the morning hour expired? 

_The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. Before recog- 
nizing the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] the Chair will 
submit some requests for leave of absence and present sundry execu- 
tive communications. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, for ten days; 

To Mr. WitttaMs, of New York, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business ; 

To Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business ; 

To Mr, BROWNE, for ten days, on account of important business; 
To Mr. Evans, of Indiana, for ten days; 
To Mr. Sexton, for ten days; and 
To Mr. CANDLER, for fifteen days. 
C. HENRY FINCK & CO. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, 
leave was pirea to withdraw from the files of the House papers in 
ed case of C. Henry Finck & Co., there being no adverse report 

ereon. 

THOMAS J. SPENCER. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, leave was given to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of Lieuten- 
ant Thomas J. Spencer, United States Army, there being no adverse 
report thereon. ] 

HELEN JAMES, 

On motion of Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, 
leave was given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in 
the case of Helen James, there being no adverse report thereon, 


COMMITTEE ON THE CENTENNIAL MEMORIAL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the following committee on 
the centennial memorial: GEORGE W. PATTERSON, of New York; 
James F. BRIGGS, of New Hampshire; WILLIAM W. RICE, of Massa- 
chusetts; Levi WARNER, of Connecticut; Larmrr W. Batxov, of 
Rhode Island; ALVAn A. CLARK, of New Jersey; WILLIAM WARD, of 
Pennsylvania; JAMES WILLIAMS, of Delaware; DANIEL M. HENRY, 
of Maryland; GEORGE C. Can of Virginia; WALTER L. STEELE, 
of North Carolina; Joun H. EVS, of South Carolina; and WILLIAM 
E. SMITH, of Georgia. 

PENSIONS FOR WAR OF 1812. 


by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 

retary of the Interior, transmitting estimate of 
the Commissioner of Pensions of the amount 5 for the pay- 
ment of pensions to the soldiers and widows of soldiers of the war of 
1812; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PONCA INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copy of com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, calling atten- 
tion to previous correspondence and estimate of appropriation for 
the location of and support of the Ponca Indians; which was re 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, GRAND MARAIS BAY. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 


The SPEAKE 
letter from the 


1878. 
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a memorial from the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, in rela- 
tion to a light-house on Grand Marais Bay, North Shore of Lake 
Superior, Minnesota ; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, supplying, in response to 
the resolution of January 31, 1873, specifications for the enlargement 
of the custom-house and post-office at Cleveland, Ohio; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


GEORGE W. HENDERLITE. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. In the absence of my colleague, Mr. 
PRIDEMORE, who has gone home on account of sickness in his family, 
I desire to present a bill for reference. 

There was no objection, and the bill (H. R. No, 3967) for the relief 
of George W. Henderlite, late collector of internal revenue in the 
eighth collection district of Virginia, was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 

which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
An act to authorize the coinage of gold and silver upon the same terms, and to 
permit deposits thereof in the Treasury for the same purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in C assembled, That any owner of silver bullion may d t the 
same at any of the coinage mints or assay offices of the United States, and have the 
same coined into standard silver dollars of the weight of 41 troy, upon the 
same terms and conditions, and under the same provisions of law, so far as they may 
be applicable, that are provided in reference to the deposit of gold bullion and its 


coinage. 

— 2. That section 454 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and section 
3 of “ An act te authorize the of the standard silver and to restore its - 
tender character,” passed February 23, 1878, be so amended as to authorize re- 

mire the Secretary of the Treasury to receive deposits of silver bullion at such 

laces and under such regulations as he may [pona and issue certificates there- 
for in the same denominations and under the same and provisions of 
law as certificates are issued for gold bullion and gold and gilver coin; such 
silver certificates shall indicate and represent the value of the bullion deposited, 
in standard silver dollars, and shall have the same force and effect and be alike re- 
ceivable and reissued by the Government as any other coin certificates, and the 
silver bullion deposited for or representing such certificates shall be retained in the 
Treasury for the payment of the same on ided, The owner of any gold 
or silver bullion, who shall hereafter de 


t the same for the pu of obtainin; 
certificates therefor, shall pay into the of the United § a sum 
cient to defray the of such bullion at the mints of the United 
States, which amount shall be fixed time to time by the Director of the Mint, 


3. hereafter the poe a for converting si gold — sliver bullion 
into coin shall be the actual of coinage, to be determined by the Director of 
the Mint. And all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPENGE] 
moves that the rules be suspended and the bill which has been 


Mr. CONGER. I call for the reading of the sections of the Revised 
Statutes which the bill proposes to amend. 

The SPEAKER. The sections alluded to in the bill? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I simply ask the reading of the sections which it is 
pro} to change. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in the nature of debate. 

Mr. YOUNG. Is it in order to move the reference of this bill to a 
committee, so that we may have an opportunity of examining it? 

be hans aia It is not; the motion is to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like to have an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to state that I think this bill 
is not in a condition in which it ought to and I hope the House 
will vote down the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
SPRINGER. ] i 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I desire to ask a 
Chair. If this motion is voted down, will it then 
move to refer the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will not, because the bill will not then be be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the bill is to be debated, I desire to be heard 
upon it ces 

The SP R. The Chair is not allowing debate, but is doing all 


in his power to check it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I desire to know whether this mo- 
tion can take precedence of the business of the District of Columbia, 
which is in order on this day. 

The SPEAKER. The business of the District of Columbia comes 
a under the rule at two o'clock. We have not yet reached that 

our. 


uestion of the 
in order to 


The question was put upon ordering the yeas and nays, and 54 
voted in the afflrmative. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would ask the Chair whether, if the yeas and 
nays are ordered on this motion, the roll-call can be interrupted by 
the business of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it would be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In that case there is no use ing the call 
now, when so few minutes will elapse before the business of the Dis- 
Se of Columbia comes up. I hope we shall have tellers on the yeag 
and nays. 

ores were ordered, and Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. GARFIELD were 
appointed. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Chair please state what the question is? 

The SPEAKER. Tellers have been ordered upon ordering the yeas 
and nays, and gentlemen in favor of taking the yeas and nays will 
now pass between the tellers. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, noes 83. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of two o'clock having arrived, the 
House will proceed to the consideration of the business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD joint resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio in rela- 
tion to the re of the resumption law. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

REFUNDING OF TAX. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back, with amendments, the bill (S. No. 349 
to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to refun: 
a certain tax erroneously collected. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to refund to Thomas Bayne, if in their judg- 
ment he is entitled to the same, the amount of a certain tax erroneously 
collected of him, said tax having been assessed, as is alleged, as the 
cost of a brick foot-pavement, laid down in front of square 726, in the 
city of Washington, on the east side of First street east, between A 
and B streets north, and chargeable to said square 726, but by mis- 
take assessed against the lots in square 687 on the west side of said 
First street east, then owned or represented by said Bayne. 

The amendments were read and agreed to, as follows: 

Insert after the words “ Thomas Bayne” in the second line, the following: And 
the heirs or legal representatives of h. W. Beck, deceased.” 

Strike out in the third line the word “he” and insert the words “they are.” 

In line 4, strike out the word him“ and insert “them.” 

Insert after the word “Bayne ” in the last line the words or said Beck.“ 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXEMPTION OF CHURCH PROPERTY FROM TAXES. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. B. No. 
3690) to relieve the churches of the District of Columbia, and to clear 
the title of the trustees to such pro 3 

The bill provides that so much of an act of Co entitled “An 
act for the government of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 20, 1874, as was construed to authorize the 
commissioners of the District to set aside former exemptions of church 
property from taxation, and to enforce a tax upon such property, be, 
and is hereby, repealed; and that the title to such property is hereby 
declared to vest in the trustees, or such other persons as held the title 
to the same at the time of the passage of the act of 1874. 

The amendment was to add to the bill the following: 

Or their successors in interest, notwithstanding the sale of such property for 
non-payment of taxes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. This bill is simply to ect the 
title of trustees in churches in this District, and to supply an omis- 
sion in the law of 1874. In every other year the churches of this Dis- 
trict were exempt from taxation; in that year, by accident, such ex- 
pi pre was omitted, and some of the churches have actually been 
sold for non-payment of taxes. This bill is intended to supply that 
omission and to release the church property from taxes. 

The amendment was to; and the bill, as amended, was or- 
dered to be en and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill, as amended, was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAVEMENT OF STREETS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
hereby are, directed to report to the House of Representatives what streets 


1840 


arona the 

tractor; 

same, actual cost, contract 

copy of the bids and pro; 

they appear in their office. 
RELIEF FOR THE POOR OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an 
appropriation for filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary 
condition the grounds south of the Capitol, along the line of the old 
canal, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution appropriates $15,000 for the purpose of em- 
ploying the poor of the District in the work of filling up, draining, 
and placing in sanitary condition the grounds south of the Cap- 
itol along the line of the old canal, the commissioners of the District 
to determine the plan of said work, to see that it is properly con- 
ducted, and to disburse the money hereby appropriated; and a fur- 
ther sum of $5,000 is appropriated for the purpose of providing medi- 
cal attendance, medicine, and food for the sick and infirm of the Dis- 
trict, the same to be disbursed under the direction of the commis- 
sioners of the District. 

The question was upon ordering the joint resolution to be en- 

and read a third time. 

Mr. EDEN. I will reserve all points of order upon this joint reso- 
lution until I can hear some explanation of it from the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. „of Michigan. Last year Congress appropriated 
$20,000 for the poor of the District without giving any directions as 
to its disbursement, except that it should be expended by the com- 
missioners; but it was not very properly expended. This year the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, having considered sundry 

titions upon the subject referred to them, have decided that it was 
better to employ the poor of the District to the extent of $15,000 and 
to appropriate a further sum of $5,000 for those who needed medicine 
and other supplies. The poor of the District are this year more in 
number than they were last year. Efforts have been made on the 
part of the city all through the winter to get along without assist- 
ance from Congress; but that is found to be impossible. The number 
of the poor has increased and the number of the sick poor is greater 
than it was last year. 

Mr. EDEN. During the last session of the last Congress the sum 
of $20,000 was a eet absolutely. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of ichigan. Les, and expended in all sortsof ways. 

Mr. EDEN. This appropriation is intended in the nature of relief, 
and at the same time getting work done. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Yes, to get the work done on this 
damp sot south of the Capitol. 

Mr. EDEN. Is it the unanimous report of the committee ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. It is. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed ; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FRANKLIN INSURANCE COMPANY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BOUCK, from the Committee for the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 611) to 
extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance Company of the City 
of Washington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. BOUCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXEMPTIONS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. BOUCK also, from the same committee, reported back, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 1652, 0 attachments for debt 
in the District of Columbia, a bill (H. R. No. 3968) regulating exemp- 
tions in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The substitute provides that all earnings not to exceed $50 each 
month of all actual residents of the District who are married per- 
sons or who have to provide for the support of a family in said Bis- 

next e Gigs issuing of any writ or 


triet, for two mont r 
process from any court, or justice of peace, or other officer of or 
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in said District agitas 1 shall bo exempt from attachment, 
oy upon such process, and the same shall not be 

seized, levied, taken, reached, or sold by attachment, execution, or any 
other process or proceeding of any court, judge, justice of the 
or other officer of or in said District; provided that nothing in this 
act shall „apply or in any manner affect any existing debt, contract, 
note, or ju ent. 

The second section provides for the repeal of all acts or parts of 
acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOUCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, COMMISSIONERS OF DEEDS, ETC, 


Mr. BOUCK also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 1633, a bill (H. R. No. 3969) regulating the 
appointment of justices of the peace, commissioners of deeds, and 
constables within and for the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It provides that the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall 01 five justices of the peace and not 
exceeding twenty constables for the District. Their term of office 
shall be two years, subject to removal for cause. They shall respect- 
ively have the jurisdiction, exercise the powers and functions, and 
perform the duties, respectively, as now provided by law, for said 
officers respectively. These justices of the peace are to be the suc- 
cessors of the justices of the e who now hold office in the Dis- 
trict, and shall proceed in and close up all such unfinished business 
of their predecessors as may be brought to their attention by any 
party in interest who shall present a transcript of the same, as here- 
inafter provided. And in like manner they shall proceed in and close 
up all unfinished business of any predecessor in office appointed under 
this act. Upon resignation or the expiration of the term of office, 
they shall make, certify, and deliver transcripts of any proceeding 
on their docket, to any party in interest, or shall deliver said docket, 
together with all papers in all unfinished business, to their successors 
in office, at their option, and account for all moneys in their hands. 
Upon the death or removal of any justice of the peace appointed 
under this act, his docket, books, and papers of office shall be deliv- 
ered to his immediate successor in office. And said constables shall 
be the successors of the constables now holding office in the District. 

The second section provides that the terms of office of all justices 
of the peace now in office within and for the District of Columbia 
shall end on the thirtieth day after the approval of this act. They 
shall issue no process returnable on or after that day, and shall have 
power thereafter to make and deliver transcripts of unfinished cases 
and business on their docket, and shall, on demand of the parties in 
interest, deliver to them transcripts duly certified, together with all 
papers left or filed with them by said parties in said case or proceed- 
ing, and pay to the proper persons all moneys in their hands that 
may be due them. 

The third section provides that the term of office of all constables 
now in office in said District shall end on the thirtieth day after the 
approval hereof, and ee shall, on or before said day, return all proc- 
ess which may bo held y them, and pay over to the parties enti- 
tled thereto all moneys in their anda duly executed, (except as 
hereafter provided,) and pay over to the proper parties all moneys in 
their hands. But they may duly execute and return all writs and 
Eee in their hands at the time of such expiration of their term 
of office. 

The fourth section provides that the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict shall have power to fix the amount and form of the bail bonds, 
and approve the same, to be given by such justices of the peace and 
constables and make such further regulations as may be necessary to 
complete the transfer of the existing business from the present jus- 
tices of the peace to those appointed under this act, and may remove 
justices of the peace and constables from office for willful violation 
of law or for misconduct or for gross incompetency. 

By the fifth section the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
are authorized to appoint as many commissioners of deeds through- 
out the United States as they may deem necessary, with powers to 
take the acknowledgment of deeds for the conveyance of property 
within the District, administer oaths, and take depositions in cases 

nding in the courts of the District in the manner prescribed by 
aw; to whose acts, properly attested by their hands and seals of office, 
full faith and credit shall be given. They shall also have power to 
appoint such number of notaries public, residents of the District, as 
in their discretion the business of the District may require. These 
commissioners of deeds and notaries public are to hold their offices for 
the period of five years, removable at discretion. All notaries public 
shall ii pay into the treasury of the District an annual license of $5. 

The sixth section provides that, for each official certificate by the 
secretary of the commissioners of the District, the party for whom the 
same shall be made shall pay the sum of $1 to the account of the con- 
tingent fund of said District. 

y the seventh section, all laws and parts of laws ineonsistent with 
any of the provisions of this act are repealed. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOUCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MAYHAM, from the same committee, reported back, with an 
amendment in the form of a substitute, House bill No. 2917, to au- 
thorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to audit certain 
claims against the District of Columbia, and for fanding the same. 

The substitute was read. It invests the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with the powers of the late board of audit of said 
District, as specified in the sixth section of the act entitled “An act for 
the government of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 20, 1874, for the pos following, and none other: 
To issue the certificates prepared and signed but not issued by said 
board; to prepare, sign, and issue certificates ou claims p upon 
and allowed by said board of audit for which no certificates had been 
prepared; to prepare, sign, and issuo certificates for certified meas- 
urements made by the engineer of the District for work done and ma- 
terial furnished prior to the passage of the joint resolution of Congress 
approrea March 14, 1876, under contracts with the late board of public 

- wor 

The second section provides that the outstanding certificates issued 
by the late board of audit and the certificates issued by the commis- 
sioners under the foregoing section shall be conyertible into3.65 bonds, 
authorized by the seventh section of the act above referred to, bear- 
ing interest from the date of maturity of the elaims, respectively, for 
which the certificates shall be issued; and the commissioners of the 
sinking fund are authorized to exchange these bonds, as provided in 
seetion 7 of said act, for all outstanding certificates of the late board 
of andit, and for such certificates so issued by the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. But the principal of all such bonds here- 
tofore and hereafter so exchanged, together with certificates not so 
exchanged, is not to exceed $15,000,000; and the commissioners of the 
District are to reaudit all accounts in respect to which any certificate 
may be or may have been issued, and to correct any errors or mistakes 
therein, or they may reject the whole or any part of said claim or 
claims, The attorney of the District of Columbia is to appear before 
the commissioners in behalf of the District when such claims are to 
be examined and passed upon er commissioners; and the commis- 
sioners shall require notice to the attorney of the District of the time 
of the examination of each of said claims before them before any 
hearing or reaudit shall be had. No claim is to be approved or cer- 
tificate issued without the unanimous concurrence of the commission- 
ers. The commissioners and the attorney of the District are not to 
receive any additional compensation for services required under this 


act. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that this bill must receive 
its first consideration in Committee of the Whole for the reason that 
the interest upon the 3.65 bonds which are to be issued under the bill 
is guaranteed by the Government of the United States, and we are 
required to i i cs money for the payment of that interest. If 
this bill passes I suppose there will be in the neighborhood of $2,000,000 
more of the 3.65 bonds, and as the Government is responsible for the 
interest on these bonds, it certainly comes within the rule requiring 
the bill to have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAYHAM, I understand the provisions of this bill, it does 
not create any additional liability, primarily or per se, against the 
Government. Unless these certificates are converted into bonds it 
creates no liability. It is not an appropriation, but simply authorizes 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia to examine and ascer- 
tain what liabilities there are for work already done, and after that 
has been ascertained in accordance with the provisions of the law al- 
ready existing, to allow that amount to be converted into 3.65 bonds. 
It does not contemplate an increase of the obligations of the Govern- 
ment or in any way to increase the amount of indebtedness. Itsim- 
ply provides for the conversion of one class of securities into another 
class in accordance with law. I therefore submit that it does not 
come within the point of order raised by the gentleman. 

Mr, EDEN. Section 7 of the act of June 20, 1874, provides that 
the sinking-fund commissioners of said District are hereby continued, 
and that it shall be the duty of said sinking-fund commissioners to 
cause the bonds of the District of Columbia te be prepared in sums 
of $50 and $500 bearing date Ist of August, 1874, and payable fifty 
years after date, and bearing interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent. 
per annum payable semi-annually, &c., going on to describe the bonds, 
and then it further provides that the faith of the United States is 
hereby pledged that the United States will by proper proportional 
appropriation as contemplated in this act and by causing to be levied 
on property in said District such tax as will provide revenue to pay 
the interest on said bonds as the same may become due, and for pay- 
mentof the principal thereof at maturity. It will beseen the Govern- 
ment of the United States is pledged to pay a proportional part of 
the bonds which are provided for in the act of June, 1870, and that 
is the act which is referred to in this bill under which the additional 
bonds are to be issued. If those bonds are issued, the law pledges the 
faith of the Government to make the necessary appropriation to pay 
them. Consequently it comes directly within the rule. 
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Mr. MAYHAM. Mr. Speaker, on this point of order I submit there 
is nothing in this bill which creates an appropriation of money or 
authorizes the payment of any money. The fact as appears from the 
bill itself is this: here were certain liabilities of the Government, 
not a fully ascertained, and this bill provides that the officers 
of the Government, the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
shall take the place of the old board of audit provided under the law 
of 1874 for the purpose—not of increasing the liabilities of the Gov- 
ernment orof the District of Columbia, but simply for the purpose 
of passing upon and issuing certificates for claims proved before 
them at that time. The language is to issue the certificates prepared 
and signed but not issued by said board; to prepare, sign, and issue 
certificates on claims passed upon and allowed by said board of audit, 
for which no certilicates had been prepared; to prepare, sign, and 
issue certificates for certified measurements made by the engineer of 
the District for work done and material furnished prior to the eri 
sage of the joint resolution of Congress approved March 14, 1876, 
under contracts with the late board of public works. This bill only 
authorizes the conversion of these liabilities into securities against 
the District of Columbia under the most carefully guarded restric- 
tions which can be incorporated in any measure. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New York whether the last clause in the first section docs not authorize 
the board of audit to prepare, sign, and issue certificates for certified 
measurements made by the engineer of the District for work done 
and materiul furnished prior to the passage of the joint resolution 
of Congress approved March 14, 1876, under contracts with the late 
board of public works? ' 

Mr. MAYHAM. That does not increase the indebtedness beca 
the bill limits the measurements to those which were made before 
the 14th of March, 1876, at the time the public works were sopro 
by resolution of Con No certificates are to issue except those. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilincis. The point I wish to make, Mr. 
Speaker, is this: the last clause of the first section does increase the 
indebtedness, for it proposes the issne of additional certificates. 
The first two provisions provide for issuing certificates already pre- 
pared, but this third provision is for certiticates for certified meas- 
urements made by the engineer of the District for work done and 
for which no certificates were in contemplation so far as we know by 
the old board of audit. 

Mr. MAYHAM. In answer to that, I will say that the facts, as 
they appeared before the committee, and as they are clearly manifest 
by the bill itself, are that at the time the joint resolution of March, 
1876, passed certain works had been done, the measurements of which 
had been completed and were filed with the board of audit; and this 
bill provides that the board of audit shall ascertain the amount of 
those measurements. I submit that the bill does not increase any 
indebtedness. 

Mr. EDEN, Let me ask the gentleman a question. The point I 
make is that the bill increases the interest-bearing indebtedness, and 
the Government of the United States is pledged, under the law of 
1874, to the payment of that interest. These certificates are not an 
obligation upon the Government of the United States at all. But the 
Government of the United States is pledged for the interest upon the 
3.65 bonds; and under this bill those bonds may be increased up to 
$15,000,000, which I understand to be nearly $2,060,000 in addition to 
the bonds which are now out. F 

Mr. MAYHAM. Ifthe proposition of the gentleman is correct, let 
us see in what position it would put the Government. The act to 
which the gentleman refors provides that when these liabilities have 
been ascertained and certificates issued for them, these certificates 
may be converted into bonds and that the interest of the bonds shall 
be guaranteed. Now we have the certificates; we have the proofs 
upon which the certificates are issued; the measurements have been 
made and the liability of the District of Columbia has been estab- 
lished and the law which creates that liability provides that the Goy- 
ernment of the United States shall guarantee the payment of the 
interest. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Not until they are converted into 


bonds. 

Mr. MAYHAM. The duty of the Government is to convert them 
into bonds, and while that duty is still resting upon the Government 
and while the law makes it the duty of the funding officers to convert 
them into bonds, Congress passes a joint resolution after the liability 
has been created, if pi lier Y at all, disabling the officers from making 
the conversion. Now, I submit that the liability exists, and this is 
only an authority in obedience to previous law to convert these lia- 
bilities into bonds. 

The SPEAKER. This is a question which is a good deal compli- 
cated. If the Chair e the facts of the case there is now cer- 
tain indebtedness of the District issued and out of certificates granted 
by the board of andit of the District of Columbia. The gentleman 
from New York will correct. the Chair if he does not state the facts 
correctly. This bill pro to change this indebtedness and to bring 
it measurably from the District and place it on the Government as a 


ntor. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Chair permit me to make one state- 
ment upon that point ? 
The SPEAK The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. BLACKBURN, If the Speaker will look carefully at this bill 
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he will find it relates to and touches three classes of claims: one is 
that class of claims which are represented by certificates or prepared 
by the board of audit but not issued at the time it was stopped in 


its work; a second class of claims consisted of those which been 
received and passed upon by the board, allowed, but for which certifi- 
cates had not been issued; a third, and the only remaining olea 
consists of those claims where the measurements of the wor 

been made but which had not been prepared for the issual of the cer- 
tificate, much less covered by the certificate. This bill embraces these 
three classes of claims and provides for their conversion into the 3.65 
bonds. 

The SPEAKER. The result of the passage of this bill would be to 
change certain indebtedness of the District and compel the issuance 
of 3.65 bonds teed by the Government of the United States. 
The Chair thinks that it comes therefore within the provision of the 
rule which requires the first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole. The object of the rule is that it may receive and secure 
greater freedom and wider latitude of debate. 

The words of the rule are as follows: 

proceedings touching appropriations of money and all bills a 1 
send of 8 mi or requiring such — to . N 

We are brought now to another point. It might be that the Gov- 
ernment never would be called upon to pay this interest on the 3.65 
bonds by reason of a default to pay the interest by the District. The 
Chair would think that the latter section of the bill contemplates a 
contingency which may never arise, and therefore is not subject to a 

int of order. But the Chair is of opinion that the change of an 
indebtedness from the District to the Government does reach within 
the spirit if not the letter of the rule. The Chair rules, therefore, upon 
that point that tbis bill should have its first consideration in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this bill. 

Mr. EDEN. Can the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering this particular bill? 

The SPEAKER. If the House shall resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole, under the rule and under the practice (which the Chair 
thinks equitable) the Committee of the Whole on to-day, after two 
o'clock, is compelled to confine itself to the consideration of the Dis- 
trict business; and the District business in the Committee of the 
Whole would have to be taken up in its order. A majority of the 
committee, however, could lay aside other District business and reach 
this bill. 

The question being taken on Mr. MAyHAM’s motion, it was agreed 
to—ayes 93, noes 11. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsov, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 851) to 
amend sections 3739, 3740, 3741, and 3742 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 

uested. 
z The message further informed the House that the Senate had 
passed, without amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2636) making appro- 
priations for fortifications anå for other works of defense and for the 
armament thereof for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for 


other purposes. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had signed bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1074) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missonri River at or near Glasgow, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1104) for the relief of John Pulford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2108) for the relief of William A. Hammond, late 
Sargeon-General of the Army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1947) granting a pension to Dwight A. Barrett, late 
pose Company E, Forty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 

nfantry ; 

A bill CH. R. No. 1474) further to suspend the operations of section 
5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation 
to gnano islands; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 912) to make persons charged with crimes and 
offenses competent witnesses in the United States and territorial 
courts. 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC RIVER, 


The House, pursuant to order, resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. STENGER in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first clause of the bill 
on the Calendar relating to business of the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows : : 

A bill (H. R. No. 942) to authorize the Secretary of War to construct a bridge 
across the Potomac River at or near the Three Sisters Islands. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move that that bill be laid aside. 

ae . What is the motion made by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont 

Mr. HENDEE. It is a motion to pass over a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of War to construct a bridge across the Potomae River at 
or near the Three Sisters Islands. 

The motion was agreed to, 


PERMANENT FORM OF GOVERNMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The next bill . the Calendar relating to the District of Colum- 
bia was the bill (H. R. No. 3259) providing for a permanent form of 
government for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move that that bill be passed over, I do not 
think it ought to be upon the Calendar at all if it is made a special 
order to be considered in the Honse. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to make a 
bill just reported by its title stands on the Journal of the House as a 
special order, not to interfere with general appropriation bills. I 
desire to be informed whether the la of that bill aside now will 
prejudice its status on the Journal of the House as a special order? 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that in his opinion it is 
a continuing special order until disposed of, and that this action of 
the committee can have no effect upon it. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isimply wanted to have it understood that by 
this action of the committee bill does not lose its position as a 
special order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have read from the record in 
reference to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Special order for Tuesday, March 5, after the morning hour, and from day to da; 
thereafter until disposed of not to 5 — — with — appropriation bills, 7 

The question was taken on Mr. HENDEE’S motion, and it was 
agreed to. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT GOVERNMENT. 

The next bill upon the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No, 2917) to 
authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to audit 
certain claims against the District, and for funding the same. 

Mr. MAY: Mr. Chairman, as there seems to be some doubt as 
to the propriety of passing this bill, it may be proper that the views 
of the sabcommittee who had it in charge and the considerations which 
1 the committee in reporting it to the House should be briefly 
stated. E i 

By an act passed June 20, 1874, there was created a board to audit 
the elaims against the District of Columbia. That board of audit 
consisted of the First and Second Auditors of the Treasury Department. 
That board entered upon the discharge of its duties, and was examin- 
ing and considering claims that were presented coming from the board 
of public works and the District commissioners, growing out of con- 
tracts with individuals, made by the board of publie works and by 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and they proceeded 
with that work down to March 14, 1876, when it was suspended by a 
joint resolution of Con 

Now this bill provides that certain claims against the District of 
Columbia, or claims alleged to exist against the District of Columbia, 
that were pending before that TA of audit, shall be now again 
considered by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. It is 
not new to this House, I apprehend, that at the time of the passage 
by Congress of the joint resolution arresting the improvements in 
this jan or stopping the auditing and allowance of claims, thero 
were a large number of claims that had been passed by the board 
of audit for which 3.65 bonds had been issued, and it was doubtless 
the intention of Con to prevent what it W might be an 
abuse of the power of contracting on the part of the hoard. of public 
works and the District commissioners in making extravagant im- 
provements, that that resolution was p : 

I apprehend that it was not the intention of Congress at that time 
to repudiate debts which had been contracted in good faith by indi- 
ee with sE District 5 . 1 canos mine ETA any 

ongress would interpose for the purpose of cutting off liabilities 
which had already matured against the District of Columbia; but 
the action of Congress at that time was with a view of preventing 
further abuses, if abuses had existed; it was with a view of arresting 
the board of public works and the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, of stopping them from creating any new liabilities against 
the District of Columbia, and in doing that they suspended the fanc- 
tions of the board of audit, stopping all three of these machineries, 
to wit, the commissioners of the District of Columbia, the board of 
public works, and the board of audit, from any further proceedings 
in the way of public improvements. 

Now, at that time the board of public works and the commissioners 
of the District were ri) under a law which authorized improve- 
ments to be made, and indebtedness therefor against the District of 
Columbia, in the nature of 3.65 bonds, to be created to an amount, at 
least by implication, not to exceed $15,000,000; and at the time of 
the adoption of the joint resolution the board of audit had converted 
into 3.65 bonds $13,743,250 of those liabilities. 

At the time this joint resolution passed the board of audit had be- 
fore them certain claims which they had audited and for which-they 
had signed certain certificates which they were authorized to sign 
and which might be converted into 3.65 bonds. Those certificates, 
however, had not been delivered to the persons who were adjudged 
to be entitled to them, and they remained in the hands of the board 
of audit, because by the act the board had no opn to deliver those 
certificates. I assume that they had solemnly adjudicated upon the 
rights of the claimants because they were officers of the Government; 
they had determined that the contractors had a right to those certifi- 
cates, and that there was due them the amount represented by those 
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certificates. They had signed those certificates, bnt unfortnnately 
for the contractors they had not, as other contractors had done who 
preceded them, secured possession of the certificates and converted 
them into bonds. They were therefore stopped and prevented from 


getting these certificates which by the law and by the terms of their 


contracts they were entitled to, provided they had made honest con- 
tracts and had honestly carned the money. That is one class proposed 
.to be provided for by this bill. 

There is then another class, where the board of audit had adjudi- 
‘cated the claims but had not prepared or signed the certificates. 
This bill authorizes the commissioners “ to prepare, sign, and issue 
‘certificates on claims passed upon and allowed by said board of audit 
for which no certificates had been prepared.” 

There were certain claims before the board of public works, as 
«appeared before your committee, which that board had examined 
and adjudicated, and they were ready upon that adjudication to pre- 
pare, sign, and issue certificates. But they had not even performed 
ithe clerical duty of writing up the certificates and signing them. 
This bill provides that that class of claimants may have certificates 
issued to them by the commissioners of the District instead of by 
ithe board of public works. 

There is still anotherclass of claims provided for by this bill. The 
vommissioners are authorized “ to prepare, sign and issue certificates 
for certain measurements made by the engineer of the District for 
work done and material furnished prior to tho passage of the joint 
resolution of Congress approved March 14, 1876. 

The committee will therefore see that there are three classes of 
claims all of which existed at the time of the passage of the joint 
resolution which suspended the board of public works from further 
operations, and suspended the board of andit and limited the power 
of the District commissioners. The work had been done; that is, 
the claim is made that the work had been done, and these function- 
aries of the Government, these officers of the Government, had certi- 
tied that the claims were honest, that the work had been done, and 
that the amount was due to the respective claimants. 

The aggregate of these claims, as appears by the report of the com- 
missioners, is $1,035,247. All these claims are thus in this inchoate 
condition; they have not been completed by the issuance of certiti- 
cates, have not been converted as yet into Government bonds; but 
by the law, which has been read by my friend from IIIinois, [Mr. 
EDEN,] they constitute a debt of the ernment of the United 
States, if the claims are honest, and should be converted into 3.65 
bonds of the District, on which the Government of the United States 
by its acts had solemnly bound itself to secure to the holder the pay- 
ment of the interest. 

Now, it seemed to the subcommittee, and it certainly so appears to 
me, that if these claims are just, if the contractors have honestly ful- 

filled their contracts, have honestly furnished the material and it has 
gone into the improvements made in this District underalaw and in 
pursuance of contracts authorized by a law of Con every con- 
:sideration of justice, every consideration of propriety will concur in 
the passage of a bill authorizing the examination and adjustment of 
these claims, and, if they are found to be honest, for their payment 
according to the terms of the law under which the contracts were 


made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. MAYHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I would ask the gentleman why it 
was that Congress arrested the board of audit and forbade them from 
anditing any more of these claims, 

Mr. MAYHAM. I have lained that matter, but will repeat it. 
At the time Congress arrested the board of audit it undertook to stop 
what Congress at that time considered were abuses on the part of the 
board of public works and of the commissioners of the District. I 
cannot speak for that Congress. I cannot conceive, however, that 
Congress intended by arresting the board of audit to say that all 
ae performed and all material furnished to the District of Colum- 
bia onder existing laws which had not been paid for was to be repu- 
diated, 

Congress doubtless apprehended that the 8 money was being 
too lavishly expended. It was perhaps a jndicious act to arrest the 
prodigality on the part of certain functionaries of the District of 
Columbia. Con had power to arrest their action; but I deny 
that they had any moral right to repudiate existing debts and to 
annul or wipe out existing liabilities. That would be the effect of 
its action, if this or some kindred bill shall not pass, provided there 
are any such honest liabilities. 

What does this bill propose? Is it possible under the provisions of 
this bill that there can be any abuse, unless we are to assume that 
everybody is dishonest ; unless we are to assume that power cannot 
be safely vested anywhere ; unless we are to assume that all mankind 
have gone astray, and that there is no one to whom we can refer the 
rights of individuals against the District of Columbia? Unless we 
assume that, it seems to me that this bill is most amply guarded. 

What are the provisions of the bill? It does not compel the com- 
missioners of the District to take for granted even the certificates 
that have been prepared by the board of audit, high official func- 
tionaries of the United States acting under authority of law. It does 
not even compel the commissioners of the District to take the award 


of that board and act upon it implicitly. It does not compel them to 
take the award of the former commissioners of the District and act 
upon that implicitly, It does not compel them to take the measure- 
ments of the engineer of the District, an officer of the Government 
of the United States, and act upon them implicitly. By the three last 
provisos in the bill it is made the duty of the attorney of this Dis- 
triet—an unusual proceeding, an exceedingly cautious one, which 
has never, I believe, been resorted to before—it is made the duty of 
the district attorney of the District of Columbia to appear before 
the commissioners of the District; it is made the duty of the com- 
missioners to give that officer notice of the time and piaco when and 
where these certificates or measurements that have y been cer- 
tified shall be considered before them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I would like to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to one point. He says that the District attorney will 
appear before the commissioners, and will have a right to contest 
these claims, But I submit to him that as to the first class of claims 
named in the bill the board of commissioners will not be at liberty 
to investigate them. The first section provides that the commissioners 
shall “issne the certificates prepared and signed but not issued by said 
board.” Iu respect to this class of certificates I submit the commis- 
sioners will have no discretion, althongh the board of audit may have 
acted wrongfully or unjustly. 

Mr. MAYHAM. In answer to the gentleman’s question, I call his 
attention to the proviso of the second section: 

The commissioners of said District shall reaudit all accounts in respect to which 
any certificate may be or may have been issued, and shall correct any errors or 
mistakes therein, or may reject the whole or any part of said claim or claims, 

It is further provided in the second section that the attorney of the 
District of Columbia shall ap before the commissioners to chal- 
lenge and examine and investigate all these claims. It seems to me 
that the gentlemau's inquiry is entirely covered by these provisions. 
I submit that mo rded and explicit language could not be used. 
Not only is it provided that the commissioners shall reaudit “all ac- 
counts in respect to which any certificate may be or may have been 
issued,” (which covers certificates already issued as well as any that 
may hereafter issne,) but it is provided: 

That no claim shall be acres or certificate issued without the unanimous 
concurrence of said commissioners. 

A majority report is not sufficient. Each member of the board of 
commissioners must concur. If after throwing around the measure 
all these guards, after calling upon the district attorney to protect 
the interest of the District in these matters, after requiring the board 
of commissioners to examine all accounts as well those that have 
been certified as those which have not been, if after all these pro- 
visions we cannot trust these officers, then there is no tribunal to 
which individuals who make claims against the Government can go. 
To say that such a bill as this cannot pass is, it seems to me, to give 
notice to individuals who have honest claims against the Govern- 
ment that the Government will not respond to those claims. 

I have no word to say in reference to the honesty of these claims. 
I do not know any one of the claimants nor do I care to know any of 
them. It is enough that we have in this bill selected three distin- 
guished citizens to act upon these claims, most of which have already 
been passed upon. It is enough that we have required the law officer 
of the District to guard the interests of the Government and more 
than that have required the concurrence of all three commissioners, 
not a mere majority, before any claim can be audited or allowed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to secure 
the defeat of this bill; but I feel that it devolves upon me to make 
an explanation, as to some extent I am put in rather a false light 
before the House in regard to this measure. 

The bill, as it lies before us, appears to have been introduced by 
myself. It is in charge of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. May- 
HAM, ] and was reported to this House last Friday by me for printing 
and recommitment upon the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. WILLIAMS, ] the chairman of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, with the full knowledge on his part that I was not sup- 
porting this measure, but simply complying with his request as an 
act of courtesy. 

Having said this much to explain my position with reference to the 
bill my only other purpose is to state to the House as succinctly 
and tersely as I may be able the matters involved in the measure, 
and, attesting my opposition to the bill, leave it for the House to dis- 
pose of inits own good judgment. Substantially this is the same bill 
that was before the House a few weeks ago. A bill was then reported 
having for its object the very same purpose—the adjusting and audit- 
ing unadjusted claims against this District and converting them into 
bonds, In some respects this bill is a better one than that; in one 
respect at least it is not so carefully drawn. This bill, unlike the 
former one, limits the amount of liability, whether it be converted 
into 3,65 bonds, or be 8255 in money, or remain in certificates, to an 
aggregate of 815,000,000. The other bill did not contain any such 
limitation. This bill provides further that these evidences of debt 
in the shape of certificates or bonds sha!l only be made upon the 
unanimous action of the three commissioners of the District. these 
two respects I regard this bill as an improvement upon theother. But 
there is another material difference between the two bills. The other 
bill provided for the raising of a board of three commissioners whose 
duty it should be to investigate and report to Congress these unad- 
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justed claims. This bill selects a commission already in existence, 
the three commissioners of the District of Columbia, and directs them 
to make this investigation ; but it does not require them to make 
report to prs ioe ; it authorizes them to make final settlement in 

Ay, sir; it does more than that. It clothes for specifie purposes 
named in this bill the three commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia with all the powers conferred upon that board of andit. I have 
in my hand a copy of that law, approved on the 20th day ef June, 
1874, and gentlemen who will take the trouble to refer to its sixth 
section will find the abuses which resulted from the work of that 
board of audit found ample scope within the limits and powers given 
in that sixth section. They were authorized to take into considera- 
tion every description of claim, just or unjust, honest or dishonest, 
real or imaginary, that ever existed against the District of Columbia. 
It is not necessary for me to go now into a discussion of the way in 
which that work was done. I need not remind the gentleman from 
New York and the other members of the present Committee for the 
District of Columbia that under that sixth section by way of illus- 
tration $700,000 were andited by that board and converted into 3.65 
bonds for repair, work every dollar of which under the law should 
have been claimed froin the sureties upon the bonds of the contract- 


ors. 
_Mr. MAYHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? P 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MAYHAM. Does not this bill expressly exclude from the con- 
sideration of these commissioners any claim except claims which have 
already been submitted? 

Mr. BLACKBURN . Ifthe gentleman will wait one moment I will 
answer, and in a way he probably does not suspect. I say this bill 
clothes the three commissioners of the District of Columbia with 
every power that that act of June 20, 1874, vested in the board of 
audit, with one limitation only for the purposes following and none 
other, thatis, to the investigation of such claims as have been allowed 
by that board of audit and certificates not issued therefor, for another 
class of claims which represent those which*have been presented to 
the board of audit and upon but for which no certificates have 
been prepared, and for a third of claims which embrace all those 
the measurements for which have not been considered by the board 
of audit. So that I say under this bill the three commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are clothed with the plenary powers con- 
ferred on the board of audit which Congress by joint resolution was 
forced peremptorily and sharply to stop so far as these three classes 
of claims are concerned. 

I say further these three classes of claims referred to and provided 
for in this bill embrace every claim of every description which you 
can find with a search-warrant within the District of Columbia. I 
have no doubt there are eee and honest claims here remaining un- 
covered by certificate or bond; I have no doubt there are ims 
which haye been considered by that board of andit; but I have no 
room to doubt there are many bad ones. I am warranted in the con- 
elusion that the proportion would stand in this way, that those un- 
disposed of are about as it stood with thoseavhich have been disposed 
of in the manner to which I have alluded. 

But, Mr. Chairman, tbat is not the only objection. Grant that these 
claims ought to be considered ; grant that common fairness and com- 
mon honesty require some tribunal should be established before which 
the claimants against the District of Columbia may appear and by 
which the honest claims may be sifted ont and allowed and the spu- 
rious and dishonest ones rejected. I hold this bill does not propose 
to create that proper tribunal. This bill creates and raises a tribunal 
composed of the three present commissioners of this District of Co- 
lumbia, I have no criticisms to pass upon.these gentlemen: I have 
no attack to make upon them, but I do assert in the very nature of 
things they are not nor can they be the proper tribunal to discharge 
these functions. Why, sir, notice the peculiar phraseology of this bill 
in lines 15 and 16. 

It says these commissioners are to have power to prepare, sign, and 
issue certificates on claims for which no certificates have been issued, 
and to prepare, sign, and issue certificates for certified measurements 
made by the engineer of the District of Columbia for work done and 
material furnished prior to the passage of the joint resolution by Con- 
gress approved March 14, 1876, under contracts with the late board of 
public works. It brings down the time over which their authority has 
extended to the period during which these very three commissioners, or 
two of them, were the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
were themselves contracting parties. The present commissioners of 
the District of Columbia are by the terms of this bill authorized to sit 
in judgment, and that too in final judgment; not to report to Congress, 
but to audit, examine, allow, and pay all claims embraced in these 
three different descriptions, many of which they themselves, as com- 
missioners, were the contracting parties for. 

Mr. HUNTON. My friend certainly is mistaken, as it says under 
contracts with the late board of public works. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is that very dubious phraseology-to which 
I call the especial attention of the committee, “for all work done and 
material furnished prior to the passage of the joint resolution of 
Congress approved March 14,1876.” Surely there is no one here that 
does not know that the commissioners came into power in June, 1874. 
And the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] knows that under 
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the pretext of extension the commissioners did alter, change, and 
torture the contracts made by the board of public works into new 
contracts made by themselves, for which I assert that they had no 
ee pea Ap nounet in 5 5 05 so that I repeat they are 
empow y this bill to passin final judgment upon clai win 

out of contracts made by 8 x 5 d 

Now, sir, the board of audit under the sixth section of the law to 
which I have referred are authorized to employ any number of ac- 
countants that they may please. They are authorized to pay those 
accountants any ies that they may please. There is no limita- 
tion on the number of employés. There is no limitation upon the 
wages and salaries that they are to receive. This is left open to the 
discussion of these gentlemen. And it is proposed to give an oppor- 
tunity to jobbers and brokers to realize upon their ventures that I 
do not believe this House will ever sanction. Why, sir, these cer- 
tificates we know have been hawked about the streets of Washington 
at about an average value of 50 per cent. on their face. They have 
changed hands. These claims have been hypothecated. They have 
been bought at sacrificial and nominal prices. Who is to become the 
beneficiary? The party that holds the claim thus assigned? The 
assignee is the beneficiary. And what is he to get? The forty cents 
on the dollar that he paid to the contractor? By no means. He is 
to get face value for that claim. And it is left an open question, 
to be determined by the provisions of the contract, whether he is to 
take a depreciated 3.65 bond, which is worth to-day seventy-six and 
a quarter cents on the dollar, or is to be paid in money. It opens up 
to every speculator in every claim that has been hypothecated by 
those starving holders, the performers of that service whose necessi- 
ties have been so vividly portrayed before us by the gentleman from 
New York what it does not give to them. The very poorest of that 
class of your citizens are the very ones who have been forced to part 
with their claims against this District. 

Mr. MAX HAM. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. If those 
who have been forced to part with their claims had been paid promptly 
would they have been subjected to that necessity. And if there be 
further delay will the gentleman tell us how many more of these poor 
men will be crushed? Will not further delay compel them to make 
further sacrifices ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I can only answer the gentleman by guess. 
He certainly knows that is the best answer I can give him. kr take 
it for ted no more of them will be, for I take it every man of the 
class described that held an honest claim against the Government 
covered by the provisions of this bill has already been forced to part 
with it for a song. 

And it is the jobber, the speculator, the shaver who is to get the 
difference between the forty cents on the dollar and the one hundred 
cents on the dollar. And it is carefully provided lie shall have in- 
terest, not from the issual of his certificate or from the delivery of 
his bond, but interest from the maturity of his claim. He reaches 
back. He is not content to take the face value for what cost him 
forty cents on the dollar. He demands interest from the day of the 
maturity of the claim, and not on the forty cents in the dollar which 
he paid for it, but interest on one hundred cents in the dollar. .This 
is what you here propose to give him. 

The gentleman from New York, will go no further than I will to 
advocate any bill properly gnarded, not cradely flung together, that 
looks to a settlement of honest claims against this District or against 
its treasury. I advocated in the committee-room, as here, the estab- 
lishment of a judicial tribunal clothed with the amplest and most 
plenary power before which every citizen of this Distriet who imag- 
ined even that he had a claim against this District should go, rep- 
resented by his counsel, submit his claim to judicial examination, and 
secure his jud t. And I stand ready to advocate a bill that shall 
make appropriations from the Treasury to pay the last farthing found 
due to an honest claimant. But I do not want the work of that board 
of audit reopened. If I knew that the three commissioners of this 
District stood above and beyond any similar number of their fellows 
to be found within the limits of this land, if I knew their integrity 
was a ars the power of impeachment, I still would not be willing 
to clothe that board with that measureless and limitless power that 
was conferred by the sixth section of the act of 1874 upon that old 
board of andit. 

The gentleman assumes, as do many others, that the question of 
liability on the part of the Federal Government for the thirteen mill- 
ions and more of the 3.65 bonded indebtedness is settled. I beg to 
enter my dissent. There is at least one member of the House who 
denies that this Government is precluded from asserting its rights of 
protection against the fraudulent issue of the millions of bonds em- 
braced in those thirteen millions, But this, sir, proposes to reopen 
the issue of those bonds. And there is another thing it does and I 
will call the attention of the committee to it as I pass. I notice that 
in this act of June 20, 1874, the sixth section of which clothes this 
board of audit with all these powers, there is this provision inserted: 


No claim shall be audited or allowed unless presented within ninety days after 
the first publication of said notice. 


Bisse ener to ee aed is not that limitation, that bar 
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A MEMBER. ere Was an extension subsequently. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iknownothingof any extension subsequently, 


1878. 


I do know this: that this sixth section of the act of June, 1874, de- 
clares that— 

No claim shall be andited or allowed unless presented within ninety days after 
the first publication of said notice. 

I know that this bill expressly provides that there shall be no bar 
of limitation either as to work done or materials furnished prior to 
the passage of that joint resolution through Congress, on March 14, 
1876. This I know is pro tanto a repeal of the act of 1874, because it 
takes away the bar of limitation embraced in the original law. 

These are the facts presented as they appear to me in the measare 
now before us. Ido not believe that it is the duty of Con to 
make this crude provision for the final settlement of these claims. I 
do believe that the duty devolves npon Congress to make proper pro- 
vision for the equitable investigation and adjustment of these claims 
and their prompt avd early satisfaction; but I do not believe that 
anything short of a judicial tribunal could accomplish the purpose. 
I cannot for the life of me see why gentlemen prefer this sort of com- 
mission to a judicial tribunal. 

Do we not know that these commissioners are already overwhelmed 
with work, if their official reports of their-engagements are to be 
believed? Is there a man upon this floor who believes that the three 
commissioners themselves will pass upon the several claims, investi- 

ate them from the foundation and personally ascertain theirvalidity ? 
we not know that the work will be done as it was done, by a 
board of audit? 


The law in that case especially required that the two comptrollers 
who were constituted the board of audit should issue certificates signed 
by themselves. 


Now I assert, and I defy contradiction of the assertion, that the law 
was violated in many respects, and in this particularly: that in the 
` case of the certificates for the millions and odd dollars of 3.65 bonds 
which were required by law to be signed by these two officers, seven- 
eighths were not signed by either of these officers at all, but were 
signed by a clerk. 

The question as to the validity of this debt was passed upon by the 
board of andit, and when that board was abolished it was rehabilitated 
in the persons of the three commissioners, and they are authorized, 
so far as these three descriptions of claims are concerned, to proceed 
to a final adjustment; not to report to you details or tabulated state- 
ments for final action here, but for final and absolute payment, and 
then the debt is fastened upon the United States Government when 
this bill becomes a law. 

I hold in my hand a memorandum furnished me by some member 
of the House stating that many of these claimants who have ap- 
peared before the committees of Congress as witnesses, testified that 
these claims, the pressure for whose payment is now being made, have 
passed out of their hands altogether. b 

I protest that even and exact justice shall be done, and in order 
to secure that end I insist that instead of the p è of this bill 
creating a commission composed of gentlemen who neither by train- 
ing nor profession would constitute a judicial body, that instead 
of the passage of such a measure looking to the hasty relief, not of 
the suffering and honest laborers but of shrewd, sharp jugglers and 
shavers of poor men’s Paper, there ought to be established a judicial 
tribunal, with safeguards thrown around it, and that they be re- 
quired to see that no man presenting a claim recover more from the 
Treasury than the claim cost him, his interest if you choose. When 
that judicial tribunal is established and each claim tested in court, 
then impartial jastice will be secured, and until that is done there 
can be no public confidence in the procedure, for no one can tell what 
stealing and pillaging from the public Treasury may follow. 

Mr. HUNTON, Mr. Chairman, I have looked into this subject with 
some care and I have not been able to find the dangers and difficul- 
ties in this bill that have been so eloquently portrayed by my friend 
from Kentucky. 

There are certain things in connection with the claims referred to 
in the bill that are admitted and upon which the Committes for the 
District of Columbia are unanimous. For instance, it was agreed all 
around that when the board of audit was established by the law of 
1874, in the-discharge of their duties under that law they proceeded 
to audit these claims to the amount of thirteen million seven hundred 
and odd thousand dollars, claims of parties in the District of Colambia 
for work done for the District and within the limits of the District, 

These were not all the claims that were outstanding against the 
District government which had been contracted by agents of the Fed- 
eral Government in the administration of the affairs of this District, 
nor are those claims that were audited and for which the 3.65 bonds 
were issued any more honest, any more meritorious than those for 
which no bonds were issued. 

But it suited the wisdom and the purpose of the Congress of the 
United States in 1876 to suspend the powers of this board of audit. 
When that resolution of suspension took effect, it so happened that 
there had been andited thirteen million seven hundred and odd thon- 
sand dollars of claims against the Government, for which 3.65 bonds 
had been issued. There was still outstanding claims against the Gov- 
ernment of a like character, just as honest and meritorious, to the 
amount of twelve hundred or thirteen hundred thousand dollars; 
which claims had been audited, but for which no certificates had been 
3 or the certificates for them had not been converted into 3.65 
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Mr. CRITTENDEN, Are those claims still in the hands of the 
original parties? 

Mr. HUNTON, Some are and some are not. These unfortunate 
creditors of the Government who had expended their money and labor 
under contracts made with the agents of the Federal Government 
have been thrown out into the cold from 1876 to the present day by 
the action of the Congress of the United States, and nothing has been 
done from that day to this by which their honest claims against the 
Government can be reduced to certificates and those certificates con- 
verted into 3.65 bonds. 

My friends on all sides will „the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] admitted in his remarks, that there ought to be 
some provision made by which these outstanding claims against the 
Government shall be paid for work which these contractors did for 
the District of Columbia, There is no difference in the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and I presume there is none upon this 
floor, that wherever thero is an honest claim against the Government 
for work done for the District of Columbia that honest claim ought 
to be discharged by its payment. 

Mr R Why were they not audited by the board of 
audit 

Mr. HUNTON. Because they could not all be andited at the same 
moment. The board was proceeding as rapidly as it could when its 
functions were suspended by the law of 1876; they did not finish up 
f brie, and of course some of these claims had to be left un- 
aw į 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Were not some of these claims held back and 
not audited for the purpose of compelling the original holders of 
them to dispose of them to other parties for less than their face value? 

Mr. HUNTON. Not that I know of; I never heard any such thing 
as that charged. It is agreed that there are outstanding to-day claims 
against the Government, supposed to be honest claims, for work by 
contractors for the District of Columbia, alleged to amount to nearly 
$1,300,000. ‘The only question for members of this House to deter- 
mine is whether they mean to turn their backs upon these contract- 
ors and to say that those only who were the most diligent in pre- 
senting their claims, or who got their claims first taken up by the 
board of audit, and who to-day hold in their pockets the 3,65 bonds 
of the Government, are to be paid, and the other contractors who 
were not so fortunate as to get their claims before the board of andit 
at an early day are to be forever excluded from payment by the Gov- 
ernment. That is for Congress to determine. > 

The Committee for the District of Columbia have agreed that there 
should be some tribunal provided by the Congress of the United 
States to determine upon the justice of these outstanding claims 
against the Government, The only difference in the committee, and 
the only difference there can be in this House, is what sort of a tri- 
bunal that should be. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
says he is for a tribunal to settle these claims; that many of them 
are honest claims and should be paid. I say that the whole commit- 
tee is agreed upon that; and I confess that I cannot for tho life of me 
see why the tribunal established by this bill is any worse than any other 
tribunal which could be made for this purpose. 

I have examined this bill with some care, and I believe the author 
of the bill has taken pains to guard against all abuses, My friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. 1 says that he wants the judiciary 
to pass npon these claims. I need not remind members of this House 
that before one of the committees of this House there is a bill to 
abolish the judiciary of this District, because the people of the Dis- 
trict are dissatisfied with it; yet my friend desires these claims to go 
before that judiciary. 

He says that this bill provides for the te claims by a board 
that themselves made the: contracts, In that the gentleman is mis- 
taken. There was not one of the present commissioners in office at 
the time when any one of these contracts was made. This bill ex- 
pressly defines the operations of this tribunal to audit and pass ae 
claims under contracts made “ with the late board of public works.” 
That board went out of existence in 1874; it ceased to exist by the 
law of that year. Of course that board of public works could have 
made no contract in the District of Columbia since the year 1874. 
We know that the commissioners succeeded the board of public 
works and came into office in 1874; not the identical individual com- 
missioners now in office, but the predecessors of these commissioners 
came into office in 1874. 

Mr. EDEN. Do I understand the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Hunton ] to state that all this indebtedness pordon under this bill 
accrued under the old board of public works 

Mr. HUNTON. Every dollar of it under contracts made with the 
board of public works. If that is not so, then I have not read the 
bill right. This bill provides that the commissioners of the District 
shall have power— 

To ana the 5 me and L but not issued ays asio: Daaka fa] 
Board of ani fo e tye AAAA had been prepared; to prepare, az: and 
issue certiiicates for certified measurements made by the engineer of the District 
for work dono and material furnished prior to the pamago of the joint resolution 
of e e approved March 14. 1576, under contracts with the late of publio 
Works. 

Now, if I understand the language of this section the work referred 
to is work done and material furnished prior to 1876 under contract 
made with the board of public works which was abolished in 1874. 
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Mr. EDEN. I would ask the gentleman if it is not true that about 
$5,000,000 of this indebtedness was incurred after the board of public 
works went out of existence ? 

3 HUNTON. But under contracts made with that board of public 
WOTKS. x 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question f 

Mr. HUNTON. With t pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Were these contracts made with the board of 
public works and executed after that board went out of existence 
carried out according to the conditions originally contained in the 
contracts; or were those contracts not very materially changed and 
extended and taken from one street and put upon another street by 
= poron board of commissioners, and did not this debt accrue in 
that way 

Mr. HUNTON. In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] I state that if he is right, if these contracts have been 
changed not only in their terms but in their location, then they became 
new contracts made by the commissioners, not contracts of the board 
y panne works, and thus they do not come within the provisions of 
this bill. r 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not desire to interrupt the gentleman ; I 
merely want to give my authority for the statement Í have made. 
It was based upon the authority of the very able report made by the 
chairman of the Committee for the District of Columbia in the Forty- 
fourth Congress, in which it is shown that during the year 1875 
nearly $5,000,000 was added to the debt of the District of Columbia, 
and that in innumerable instances the contracts as made by the board 
of public works were perverted, distorted, carried from one section 
of the city to another section upon no authority whatever except the 
claim of the commissioners that they had the right to expend that 
amount of money. 

Mr. HENDEE. Let me say to the gentleman that the report which 
he cites was a minority report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know it was; and it was signed by the gen- 
tleman who sits before me, [Mr. BUCKNER. ] 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to say that every contract upon which the 
commissioners acted was executed and signed before the act of June 
20, 1874, was passed, and all were afterward found to be legal con- 


tracts. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Probably the gentleman from Vermont will 
answer the-question I put to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Hun- 
TON. ' 

Me HENDEE. What question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Were not the contracts as made by the board 
of public works changed in their material provisions and transferred 
from one street to another by the commissioners of the District after 
1874 when the board of ipihlie works ceased to exist? 

Mr. HENDEE. And the gentleman said that $5,000,000 was ex- 
pended in that way. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. I asserted upon the authority of the 
chairman of the Committee for the District of Columbia in the Forty- 
fourth Congress that nearly the whole of that $5,000,000 of debt was 
piled upon the District of Columbia during the year 1875, when this 
perversion of contracts was being made. 

Mr. HENDEE. Under contracts theretofore made by the board of 
public works and in no other way. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I said “in innumerable instances.“ 

Mr. HENDEE. And my answer to the gentleman, if he will stop 
to hear it—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Certainly I will. 

Mr. HENDEE. Is that these contracts were made by the board of 
public works prior to June 20, 1874. One provision of the law which 
abolished the board of public works was that the contracts which 
had been made by that board should be carried out by the commis- 
sioners, but they were first to be recognized as legal contracts before 
any proceedings could be had under them. With the advice of the 
attorney of the District over one hundred and sixty of those con- 
tracts were recognized as legal contracts, binding upon the District. 

Now this is the point: the District commissioners found it neces- 
sary, in order to save money to the United States, (and this is the 
report of the committee,) to change some of the contracts. Perhaps 
they changed some in a way which policy would not dictate, but I 
know of none such; but that they had the power and the right can- 
not be denied, as the opinion of the Attorney-General of the United 
States asserts, the matter having been referred to him for his opinion. 
They saved, as the report shows, not less than $500,000 to this Dis- 
trict and to the United States simply by the changes which they 
made in contracts of which the gentleman complains, I sup . 
The question whether the District commissioners had the right to 
change those contracts was mooted in the District Committee in the 
last Congress, and, as I have just said, the question was referred, 
under a resolution of the committee passed by the House, to the 
Attorney-General of the United States, who held (I have his opinion 
before me) that it was perfectly competent for the District commis- 
sioners to change those contracts provided it turned out to Le for the 
benefit of the United States and the District, and as it decreased the 
debt of the District there can be no doubt about it. For instance, 
cert uin repairs were in course of construction or of being completed, 
and when the aet of June 20, 1874, was passed certain streets were 
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entirely blockaded, so that travel upo them was almost impossible. 
By the existing contracts they would perhaps have to remain in that 
condition. The contracts which had been e for work 
in places where it was unnecessary; they provided for the improve- 
ment of streets in remote parts of the city, where such improvements 
were not required nearly so much as in the more thickly settled and 
business portions. 

But as the contracts existed there were none by which the rea! 
necessary work of the District could be done. So transfers antl ex- 
tensions were made, so that the District should receive the greatest 
benefit. Now, a contractor had the right to demand that his contract 
should be carried out to the very letter, and that he should have his pay 
in United States money, cash, and not in 3.65 bonds; but by a simple 
change, by transferring his work from one street to another, takin 
it from points where it was not necessary to have improvements an 
putting it upon points where improvements were necessary, and by 
paying in 3.65 bonds, they saved $300,000 to the people of this Dis- 
trict and the United States. The Attorney-General, Judge Taft, of 
Ohio, said it was perfectly competent for them as municipal officers 
of this District to change those contracts, provided they did not 
increase the expenses and secured a greater benefit to the District 
thereby. That is the way those contracts have been changed. I do 
not say but what more than $5,000,000 were expended after June 20, 
1874, but I do deny that $5,000,000 were expended in consequence of 
changes of contracts, as the gentleman has put it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the gentleman misunderstood me; I never 
intended to make any such statement. 

Mr. HENDEE. I have answered the gentleman’s question. Now 
I desire, if the gentleman from Virginia is through 

Mr. HUNTON. Iam not quite through. 

8 HENDEE. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will go on and 
is 
Boa HUNTON. I cannot finish while the gentleman is occupying 

e floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought I waited to answer a question of the 
gentleman from Vermont. I listened to his speech, but I heard no 
question. Idesire the gentleman from Virginia, making my acknowl- 
edgments for his courtesy, to yield to me to call attention to a fact 
undisputed in the report e by the committee—either report; I 
do not care whether the report made by the gentleman from Vermont 
or the report made by the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. BucKNER.] Take this statement, that when the 
commissioners undertook to exercise that power of extension which 
he asserts for them, and fortifies himself in the assertion by quoting: 
the opinion of the Attorney-General, but he will not deny in one: 
instance, which serves as an illustration and fair sample, they had a 
contract made by the old board of public works with one James W. 
Walsh—— 

Mr. HENDEE. I know all about it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To grade Eleventh street between Pennsylva- 
nia avenue and H street north. They took that contract with the 
board of public works and subdivided it into six contracts, five of 
which were absolutely new, that did not touch the property, that did 
not touch the character of the work contracted for—that instead of 
grading a street, five of these new contracts which they claimed 
under the power of extension providing for resetting curb and laying 
brick sidewalks all over the city. 

Mr. HENDEE. If that contract with Mr. Walsh had been carried 
out according to its exact terms it would have cost the District many 
thousands more than it did as finally executed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I take it the gentleman from Vermont will 
agree with me in declaring it to be a dangerous procedure when com- 
missioned officers, whom you are to-day proposing to make judicial 
officers, pass upon $1,700,000 of claims as a finality, have not hesi- 
tated under the specious 8 of extending a work to subdivide 
it into six contracts, five of which are foreign to the original contract. 

Mr. HENDEE. One word more. 

Mr. HUNTON. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to show how the gentleman from Kentucky 
exaggerates. He says this bill covers claims to the amount of $1,700- 
000. It covers claims of $1,035,000 only. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I took the statement of the gentleman from 


Kopna 
r. HENDEE. Let me say the other $700,000 were cut ont on the 
gentleman’s motion in committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I tried to cut ont the other $1,035,000. 

Mr. HENDEE. And failed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But I hope the committee will do it. 

Mr. HUNTON, I decline to yield further. I think it would be 
profitable, after the wide range of debate between the two gentlemen, 
to call the committee back to the language of the bill and to what 
the bill provides, I beg, Mr. Chairman, to call your attention to 
this phraseology : 

To issue the certificates pre and signed but not issued by said board; to 

reparo, sign, and issue certificates on ms passed upon and allowed by said 
rd of audit, for which no certificates had been prepared ; to prepare, , and 
issue certiticates for certiled measurements mado by the engineer of the District 
for work done and material furnished prior to the passage of the joint resolution 
of man approved March 14, 1576, under contracts with the late board of publio 
wor! 
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Now it seems to me it is clear from the language of the bill this 
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work and labor must have been done prior to 1876, and done under a 
contract with the board of public works which went out of existence 
in 1874. So it seems to me the bill under cousideration is sufficiently 
guarded in all particulars. I am not wedded to this tribunal to settle 
these accounts, If any gentleman proposes a better one 1 will go cheer- 
fully with him, but in the discussion in the committee, and all that 
has occurred on the floor to-day, I have heard no suggestion of a 
better tribunal to settle these claims than the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HANNA. Is there any question as to their integrity! 

Mr. HUNTON. About that there is no question that 1 know of. 
On the contrary, the gentleman from Kentucky expressly disclaimed 
any intention to make any question abont that. Now, can any gen- 
tleman on the floor suggest a better tribunal for the purpose of bring- 
ing in aud settling these outstanding and honest claims? It seems 
to me the committee should not hesitate to accept the one adopted 
by the committee after the maturest reflection aud in the full belief 
oe no better tribunal could be created to settle these outstanding 
claims, 

My friend from Kentucky says another objection to this bill is that 
these claims have been sold and are now in the hands of brokers and 
bankers. Well, now it seems to me, with great respect to my friend 
from Kentucky, that this is a novel argument against the bill. Here 
the Government of the United States refused to provide for the 
payment of the debts owing to these contractors. Bankruptcy stared 
them in the face by reason of that refusal; and under the stress of 
circumstances they had to put these claims in the hands of gentlemen 
who were able to wait until a returning sense of justice on the part 
of Congress provided some mode of ascertaining and settling these 
claims. Are we to refuse a settlement because gentlemen who could 
afford to wait bought—at what price we know. not, because there 
was not a scintilla of testimony in the committee-room as to that; 
and so far as the committee is advised by evidence these claims are 
not held by bankers and brokers. I think it is very likely many of 
them are. The gentleman from Kentucky bas been told that some 
of these claims have been sold. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state if the gentleman will allow me 
that some of these gentlemen have told me they have sold their claims 
at heavy discounts and are now paid fees by the brokers who bought 
them to work on the sympathies of the committee and this House. 

Mr. HUNTON. If the debt be an honest one no matter however the 
ci ag creditor may have been forced by stress of circumstances to 
sell his debt—if it be an honest one, I sayitisthe duty of the Govern- 
ment to step forward and pay it. That is old-fashioned honesty and [ 
trust the committee will adhere to that principle. If the claim is a 
dishonest one then the board of commissioners of the District of 
Columbia are authorized to reject it. The bill is so carefully guarded 
in that respect that no man can geta certificate and no man to whom 
a certificate has been assigned but not issned can get a bond on those 
certificates unless the commissioners are uuanimous. They have all 
three to agree that the claim is bona fide, honest, due to the parties, 
before a 3,65 bond is to be given for the indebtedness. 

Can anything be more carefully guarded than that? If any one of 
the commissioners should be dis to pass a corrupt claim it is not 
to be supposed that all three of them would be. Yet they have to be 
unanimous before a single outstanding debt due to these contractors 
can be paid. And I believe this bill is about as well prepared, its 
provisions as well guarded, and the tribunal established by it as good 
a one as can be raised in this District for the settlement of these 
claims. And for that reason I supported the bill in committee and I 
igh it now. 

ir. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The bill limits the amount to 
$15,000,000 of bonds heretofore and to be hereafter issued. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia insists there 125 some honest claims unatijusted 
which ought to be adjusted. Does he not know it is asserted that the 
amount of claims of this nature against the District are far in excess 
of fifteen millions? And if they are in excess of fifteen millions, I 
wish to know why, in accordance with the rules laid down by the gen- 
ileman, he should limit the amount to fifteen millions and leave some 
just claims unadjusted. 

Mr. HUNTON. I do not know that the claims are of any such 
amount, On the contrary, as far as my knowledge extends, fifteen 
millions will cover all claims embraced in the bill and the sum of fif- 
teen millions was arrived at from the report of the commissioners of 
the District. 

A MEMBER. Why do you limit the amount to fifteen millions? 

Mr. HUI TON. Because it is sufficient to cover the whole amount. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Virginia 
before he sits down if he will accept an amendment covering the 
point I stated a short time ago? 

Mr. HUNTON. I am not authorized to accept an amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to ascertain whether there is any use 
in discussing that section of the bill any further. 

Mr, HUNTON. I will hear the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The amendment I propose to offer is to add 
this proviso: 

Provided further, That no amount shall be allowed u any claim ter than 
ext amount ps therefor by the present holder if he te nos the 9 or 

er thereo: 


Mr. HENDEE. I do not desire the attention of the committee for 


more than a few moments; and if the committee were ready to vote 
at this time I should not address it now. But I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee, especially of those gentlemen on this side of 
the House who may not have heard distinctly the remarks of the gen- 
tleman who last spoke, to the exact condition of this matter. In 1874 
Congress made up its mind to stop all further improvements in tho 
ie of Washington, or in the District of Columbia, until a proper 
and thorough investigation could be made into its affairs. Hence a 
committee was appointed, and that committee was a joint committee 
of the two Houses. Its chairman was Judge Wilson, of Indiana, on 
the part of the House, and Mr. ALLISON on the part of the Senate. 
They presented a bill which was passed or approved Jane 20, 1874. 

That law provided for three commissioners as officers of this Govern- 
ment. It provided further that those commissioners should recognize 
the legal obligations of the late board of public works, and should 
see that the contracts made by that were carried out. The 
same law provided that those contractors should be paid in 3.65 bonds 
for the amount of work which they did. Now, mark this one point. 
The contracts were payable in currency of the United States, cash 
dollar for dollar; but that committee believing that a large price had 
been agreed upon for the work, provided that these contracts or what- 
ever might be found due under them, should be paid in 3.65 bonds, 
which were not worth at the time over from seventy-five to eighty 
cents on the dollar. Hence the difference between that amount aud 
$1 would make up for what they called exorbitant prices to be given 
for the work done. Now the parties who had these contracts were 
bound to proceed with their work, and if they proceeded they were 
not bound to take these 3.65 bonds in payment; but the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia said to each of these contractors : Sir, 
if yon proceed with your contract, as Congress has furnished us with 
no money to pay you, you must take your pay in 3.65 bonds, as the act 
of Congress provides, All the contractors assented to that proposi- 
tion and proceeded with the understanding that for every dollar 
earned under their contracts they should be paid in 3.65 bonds. 

Up to March 14, 1876, this work was going on and these 3.65 bonds 
were being issued to A, B, and C upon their contracts as their measure- 
ments came in from the engineers. But, as I have already said, on 
the 14th of March, 1876, Congress passed a joint resolution stopping 
the work and stopping all proceedings sen a such as might grow 
necessarily out of business pertaining to the District. By the law 
a board of audit was created consisting of the First and Second 
Comptrollers of the Treasury Department, Mr. Tayler and Mr. Brod- 
head. They audited claims and issued 3.65 bonds to the amonnt of 
about $13,700,000. They had also audited accounts to the amount of 
$1,035,000, including measurements brought in up to March 14, 1876, 
anil had issued certificates for a portion of this amount. 

Now this is the debt for which the people who hold it are clamor- 
ing to have paid. What they ask is that $1,035,000 which stands pre- 
cisely on the same basis as the $13,700,000 already in bonds stands 
shall be paid. There is not the slightest difference between the two 
classes of claims or as to the rights of the parties to the bonds. It 
hus become simply a debt, and it is a debt that has been audited and 
found due by the officers appointed by Congress. 

Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this debt is attested to by the 
anthorities we appointed to make the andit, our own agents, and it 
should be paid. This debt, amounting to $1,035,000, has been ascer- 
tained by the authorized legal authorities to be due. And what do 
we ask by this bill? We simply ask that the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, who have better knowledge of the condition of 
the debt and the circumstances under which it was contracted than 
anybody else, shall have the power to revise these claims and what- 
ever suin they find justly due they shall issue 3.65 bonds in payment. 
It is a proposition merely to pay our debt just as we agreed to payit, 
by the act of Jane 20, 1874, nothing more, nothing less, Rey 

Sir, when I hear gentlemen on this floor standing in their places 
say that we ought not to pay this debt because some of it has been 
sold, I can ouly say that that is what we call, in my country, petti- 
fogging. It is an absolute debt, and is none the less so because held 
by third parties. Let me state the reason why some of these debts 
to-day are in the hands of purchasers. It is because Congress sat 
here for three sessions and absolutely refused or omitted to give any 
relief to the men who originally held these claims, In the first Con- 
gress in which a bill for the relief of these creditors was introduced, 
when the debts were held by the men to whom they first belonged, 
Congress did not pass the bill for want of time. In the session of the 
next year we had more of the presidential election than anything 
else, and the bill for the benefit of these creditors was not reached. 
Now, we have taken time by the forelock; and we simply ask that 
Con shall deal with these men as they justly deserve. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to interrupt the gentleman from Ver- 
mont. Iam told by some gentlemen around me that a remark was 
made by the gentleman personal to myself, which I did not hear. 
Will the gentleman repeat it? are 

Mr. HENDEE. I will repeat all my remarks if the gentleman 
wishes it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. All I desire is that you shall repeat that one 


thing. 
Mr. HENDEE. I did not interrupt the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I paid particular attention to every word he uttered. 
r. BLACKBURN. And I was trying to listen to the gentleman 
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from Vermont, [Mr. HENDEE.] I simply want to ask him to repeat 
what it was he said in the shape of a personal allusion to me, 

Mr. HENDEE. I made no paren! allusion to the gentleman. I 
simply said that when a gentleman on this floor (if that is what he 
refers to) made the statement that because a debt was in the hands of 
a purchaser or a shylock, whichever name he used 

fr. BLACKBURN. I nsed neither. 

Mr. HENDEE. That for that reason it ought not to be paid. In 
our country we call that pettifogging. Perhaps the gentleman did 
not make any such remark. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What remark? 

Mr, HENDEE. The one I just referred to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the remark which I did not hear. 

Mr, HENDEE. I say, did the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] make the remark to which I referred ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I made the remark that many of these claims 
were in the hands of purchasers. 

Mr. IIENDEE. And I said that whoever said that that was a good 
argument or reason why these claims should not be Paid, in our country 
we should call it pettifogging. Is that offensive 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Decidedly. 

Mr. HENDEE. Decidedly offensive? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Decidedly, ; 

Mr. HENDEE. ThenI withdrawit. [Great laughter as Mr. BLACK- 
BURN resumed his seat.] Now what is tho difference between the 
gentleman from Kentucky and myself? He has admitted that these 
are honest claims—that is, some of them—and the only point he made 
in the committee, and the only point he has made upon the floor of 
this House, is that he wants to create a court to determine who shall 
be paid and how much. 

ow, yir Se not the gentleman anung the last four years he has 
sat in this House brought forward such a bill? Why has he not this 
session, being a member of the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, presented a bill to this House or to the committee, in the form 
of a substitute or in any other form, to provide a court to determine 
these claims? It is too lute in the day, after a bill has been reported 
from a committee, for a member of that committee to assert here 
that he prefers something else to settle this question than what the 
committee has Pe 

As I said in the outset, these are simple, honest claims. We have 
kept these men, whoever they are, waiting for the last four years. 
It is now 1878; these claims were absolute and due Jnne 20, 1874. 
Js it fair that they shonld receive their pay? That is a question 
which commends itself to the common sense of every man, and should 
be decided by his common sense, and not by his prejudice against the 
officers who are to take charge of the settlement of those claims 
under the bill. 

Now, I am not so particular about the commissioners of the District 
being authorized to settle these claims. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. HENKLE] offered a bill here creating a new commission, 
and my friend from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] and other gentlemen at- 
tacked that bill. Now we have eliminated from this bill every sort 
of aclaim except what has been established by the accounting officers 
in the Treasury Department. We have made this bill plain and sim- 
ple, putting about it all necessary guards for the protection of the 
interests of the United States and the District of Columbia, This 
bill provides that these claims shall be examined and andited by the 
commissioners now in existence, that mistakes may be corrected if 
any exist. It provides that for this auditing these commissioners 
shall have no extra pay. It provides that they shall issue 3.65 bonds 
and under the act of June 20, 1874, in payment, and we believe this is 
pr easiest, least expensive, and safest way to close these classes of 
claims. 

Now, so far as I am concerned, Ido not know a single man, woman, 
or child within the United States, or elsewhere, who owns one single 
dollar of the debt. No man, woman, or child interested in these 
claims has ever spoken to me about them ono way or the other. I 
simply know that by the report of the commissioners there exists to- 
day this debt of a little over a million of dollars. I say it is our duty 
to pay it, as an individual would pay an honest debt. Hence, I hope 
the committee will report this bill favorably to the House. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I move that the committee now rise. I make the 
motion for the purpose of obtaining from the House some order lim- 
iting the debate on this bill. It is important that this matter should 
be disposed of soon, or no other matter from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia can be attended to to-day. 

Mr. EDEN. It is hardly fair to ask the committee to rise to close 
debate, when three gentlemen have been heard on the other side of 
this question. I want a little time myself. 

Mr. MAYHAM, How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. EDEN. I do not know how much time I may require. 

Mr. MAYHAM. We can determine that matter when we get into 
the House. 

The motion of Mr. MAYHAM was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. STENGER reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 2917) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to audit certain claims against the District and for funding the same, 
and had come to.no resolution thereon, e 


Mr. EDEN. I move that the House now 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I nee the 


adjourn. 


ntleman will withdraw 
that motion until I can introduce a bill which I had not prepared this 
morning when the States were called. 

Mr. EDEN. I have no objection to that. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAVANNAH RIVER. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No, 3970) to provide for the improvement of the Savannah 
River above the city of Au Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, REED and others called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is the motion by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN,] that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a vira roce vote the Speaker an- 
nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the yeas and nays. . : 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 20 in the affirmative. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. EDEN called for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being 12 in the affirmative; not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 2 

Mr. MAYHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness; and pending that motion I move that all general debate in 
Committee of the Whole be limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to amend the motion so as to fix five min- 


utes, 

Mr. EDEN. Ifthe House wants to pass this bill withont its being 
discussed by anybody except on one side, let it be so, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Do you count me out? 

Mr. EDEN. Well, there have been three speeches on one side to 
one on the other, 

The amendment of Mr. FINLEY to limit debate to five minutes was 
not agreed to. 
The motion of Mr. Maya to limit debate to fifteen minutes was 


to. 

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 57, noes 89. 

The question then recurring on the motion of Mr. MayHam, that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to resume the 
consideration of the unfinished business from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, the motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself in Contmittee of the Whole, 
(Mr. STENGER in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2917) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to audit certain claims against the District and for funding 
the same. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not intend to consume much time in the discus- 
sion of this bill. I thought it well enongh that before the passage of 
an act like this, saddling a debt of a million and a quarter of dollars 
on the people of the United States, members of this House who desire 
to express their views on the subject should have an opportunity to 
do so. It has been assumed in the debate that the Government of the 
United States by the act of June 20, 1874, made itself msible for 
these claims. That is a mere assumption. No gentleman has referred 
to the terms of the law, which will be fonnd to bear such construc- 
tion. On the contrary, the law of 1874 expressly prohibited this com- 
mission from creating any additfonal indebtedness over and above 
what the District then owed, yet in violation of that law, the District 
commissioners created an additional debt of about $5,000,000 ; and 
this is the debt that this House is in such a hurry to provide for. 
Because that commission did create this unlawful dobt, and because 
that board of audit was going on and issning certificates for this un- 
lawful debt, the Congress of the United States the act of 1876 
(I have not time to refer to the exact terms of the law) abolishing the 
board of audit and setting the seal of condemnation upon this unlaw- 
ful action by which $5,000,000 of debt was to be saddled primarily 
upon the District of Columbia, and ultimately upon the tax-payers 
of the United States, 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat—and I hope this House, if it passes this 
bill, will vote for it understanding the facts—that every dollar of 
the indebtedness that is to be audited under the bill by the District 
commissioners, and for which your constituents and mine are to 
become responsible, is a debt made in open and direct violation of 
law. I do not know who holds this indebtedness, nor do I cate; but 
I have been told that there are many honest claimants in this Dis- 
trict who are not provided for, who were not so fortunate as to have 
their claims audited before the commission, and who are left out of 
the bill entirely. 

Mr. HENDEE. Will the gentleman let me make one inquiry? 

Mr. EDEN. Ihave not time to answer the gentleman’s question 
when I have been limited to fifteen minutes by his vote. If I had 
been allowed more time I would have answered all questions. 
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Mr. HENDEE. The gentleman has said he has been told about 
claimants who are not provided for. I want to know by whom he 
has been told. 

Mr. EDEN. Ihave been told all over this District for years and 
years that there were many claimants not provided for by that com- 
mission. I do not know whether their claims are just or not, and if 
not just I am not in favor of allowing them. But this class of in- 
debtedness in the form of certificates issued by the commission was 
ina shape to be bought up by men who sometimes have a com- 
manding voice in legislation. t class of indebtedness is provided 
for in this bill without inquiry and without investigation; but other 
claims against the District, if there are any such, are left wholly un- 
provided for. 

I repeat that this bill makes these commissioners not judicial offi- 
cers, but merely ministerial officers to take up the certificates that 
were issued by the board of audit and the certificates of the engi- 
neers who measured and made estimates of the work. There is no 
provision in the bill for bringing a single witness or a single voucher 
before these District commissioners. There is no investigation con- 
templated. The means are not provided by which an investigation 
can be had. : 

Mr. MAYHAM rose. 

Mr. EDEN. I cannot yield to the gentleman. If he had given me 
more time, I would gladly have done so. You might as well have 
provided in the bill that 3.65 bonds should be issued for the whole 
amount of the claims involved in the certificates which have been 
hawked about the streets of Washington for twenty, thirty, or forty 
cents on the dollar; you might just as well have provided for no 
commission at all; for the provision in the bill in that respect is the 
merest formality. The commissioners are to have no judicial func- 
tions whatever; but simply the ministerial function of indorsing 
those certificates. They can examine the certificates and they have 
the district attorney of this District to aid them in that examination. 
That is all carefully provided for. There is no power given to the 
commissioners to bring testimony before them. They are not required 
to look into the vouc or anything of that sort. All they have to 
do is to look upon the face of the returns made to them by this old 
commission abolished by Congress in 1876 because of its rottenness, 
and unless they can find something there to make them invalid then 
these 3.65 bonds are to be issued to them. 

Gentlemen have talked about refusing to pay just claims! Howdo 
they know they are just? That law, I re was repealed by Con- 
gress, by which this of audit was created, for the reason, as not 
only asserted but shown, that they had allowed fraudulent claims— 
claims nears | to $5,000,000—in violation of law. That is what 
is in the report of my friend from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER, ] who was 
chairman of the Committee for the District of Columbia in the Forty- 
fourth Congress. I think, therefore, under these circumstances, whe- 
ther claims are just or unjust, 1 should be adjudicated by somebody 
with full power to bring out all the facts involved in each case. And, 
sir, I for one am not ing to tax my constituents for the purpose 
of paying bonds which are to be issued in pursuance of this proceed- 
ing by which a so-called indebtedness was made in violation of law. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I am not so much in love with the way things 
were done in the District of Columbia where enormous indebtedness 
was saddled 155 the le as to run a foot - race, in order to settle and 
pay accounts before 8 y has had opportunity to examine and 
scrutinize the facts. it is wrong for me to stand here as a repre- 
sentative of the people and to oppose the payment of claims coming 
here under a cloud of suspicion and without giving in the first in- 
stance a most thorough and searching investigation on the part of 
somebody clothed with ample power, then I shall take the conse- 
quences of wrong-doing, but I have small apprehension that the ited 
ple whose interests are to be protected will censure my course. There 
is no wrong about it—none whatever. The price of certificates would 
not be so high in the market, I presume, if zon should provide a tri- 
bunal armed with peva and having the duty im upon it to 
make thorough and searching investigation, going to the very bot- 
tom of this cess-pool of rottenness and corruption which had putrefied 
in this District until the stench went even beyond its limits out into 
all parts of the Union. Iam not, therefore, in such a hurry to pick 
up these old rotten claims crea by the old District ring and pay 
them out of the Treasury and require my constituents to be taxed for 
that purpose. I am entirely willing to take them up and give them 
searching investigation by some competent authority, by some one 
clothed with the powers of a court to call witnesses and take evi- 


dence, and if any sound claim can be found among this 3 
o 


mass I am willing to pay it; Butwhen you bring the wh 
up with all its rottenness and propose to pay 
dishonest, I beg to be excused. 

I have heard a good deal recently abont paying claims from the 
other side of the Potomac. We do not pay very many of them. 
[Laughter.] I have no doubt my friend from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] 
will agree with me in that. We scrutinize them la Pet But, 
sir, I never have seen claims coming up from there like this rotten 
mass from the purlieus of the old District ring. Isay it because what- 
ever there is of this indebtedness was made daring the reign in this 
District of corruption and rascality under the old District ring. 
That is the reason why I demand thorough and searching investiga- 
tion in order to see what claims are sound and honest and what are 


e concern 
claims, honest and 


fraudulent and rotten. That is what I wish to do, and especially in 
view of the fact that the indebtedness to be provided for under this 
bill was created in direct violation of law, and five millions in excess 
of what the commissioners had reported to Congress it amounted to 
after the time for filing the claims had expired. I have the report of 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER, ] chairman of the Dis- 
trict committee, here to prove it. I ask the Clerk to read what I have 


marked: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The work in 5 commissioners and certified 
by the board of audit, during the year 1875, in majority of cases was done 
under contracts which were exhumed and from Bat. ain and appear 
to have been either canceled by the board of public works, oned by the con- 

vestigation werd lester hi 

ct 

lic works, in fraud of the action 9 and the fact that by these re; Lie 
. they woal i 
contracts more than a ion of dollars that had been 
mittee for this work should have admonished these officers that they were exceed- 
ing the authority conferred upon them. But that we may do no injustice to these 
take the figures, to be found in the answer of the commissioners, 


officers, we will 

(pages 142, 143,) and it appears that— 

The extension-work of commissioners amounts too { ig 

Measurements not returned to board of audit 142) 591 85 

Material purchased and on handdodo d ö eee eeseee 104, 260 15 

Repair-work .......- on cusaowcoveombsedschwesntwhvetucd teh peeuctosees 809, 860 09 
3, 091, 046 13 


If we have not greatly misconceived the intention and meaning of the act of 
June, 1874, there can be no doubt these officers have added this sum to the debt of 
the Di against their own construction 
of their powers, as of December, 1874. It will be observed 
that the whole increase of 036.28 bas been made during the year 1875—an 
amount of expenditure and of debt aay as large as was made during any year 
of the reckless and illegal cope p Seay mabe the board of public works; and a law 
that, according to the opinion of its framers, was intended to limit the powers of 
the District t, and to prevent any further increase of the debt of the 
District, has to authorize an enormous expenditure and an unbear- 
able addition to the burdens of an already overburdened people. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I ask that the bill be now read by sections for 
amendment. Q 

Mr. HANNA. I move that the bill be recommitted, with the fol- 
lowing instructions ; 

The That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. HANNA. Then I give notice I will make the motion when the 
committee rises. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the bill by sections for 
amendment, 

The Clerk read the first section, as follows: 

That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
invested with the powers of the late board of audit of said District, as ified A 
the sixth section of the act entitled “An act for the government of the District of 
Columbia, and for other pw approved June 20, 1874, for the purposes fol- 
2323 and none other: To issue the certificates pope and signed but not issued 
b ren o ata edt e ne 6 pete es on claims passed upon and 
allowed by said board of audit, for which no certificates had been prepared ; to pre- 
pare, and issue certificates for certified measurements made by the engineer 
of the trict for work done and material furnished prior to the passage of the 

t resolution of Congress approved March 14, 1876, under contracts with the late 
of public works. 
Mr. BUCKNER. [I offer the following amendment: 


Strike out the words at tho close of the section late board of public works and 
insert commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 


Let me say in explanation that the whole difficulty with this debt 
did not grow out of contracts with the board of audit but out of con- 
tracts called extensions made by the District of Columbia commis- 
sioners. If the section be left as it stands now it will cover old con- 
tracts of the board of works extending back more than five years. 
There is no contract for which a claim should be authorized by this 
bill which was not made by the board of commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The question being taken on Mr. BUCKNER’s amendment, it was 

to. 


Mr. WADDELL. I move to strike out the enacting clanse of the 


bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I think that motion would only be in order after 
the reading of the bill by sections for amendment shall have been 
concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina has preference to motions to amend the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina be agreed to, the committee will rise at once and we can 
have a clear vote on the bill. 

The question being taken on Mr. WADDELL’s motion, there were— 
ayes 71, noes 66. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the ayes had it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MAYHAM. I call for tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Before any demand was made for 
tellers it was announced by the Chair that the motion was agreed to. 
Lsubmit that the demand for tellers comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the right to ask for tellers 
was not lost. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not only was the decision of the committee 
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announced from the Chair, but the gen 
SPRINGER] bad risen and moved that the committee rise. 1 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a matter for the committee to determine. 
The gentleman from New York asks for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MayHamM ¿nd Mr. WADDELL were 
appointed. 

be committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 88, 
noes 97. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the next section of 
the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. STENGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 3847) to authorize the commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia 
to audit certain claims against the District and for funding the same, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HANNA. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, with instructions to report a bill creating 
a tribunal with judicial power to fully investigate and determine the 
character of each claim, the amount justly due and owing, and on 
what account, and report the same to the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that the bill is not before 
the House. ` 

Mr. EDEN. The motion of the gentleman from Indiana cannot be 
entertained. The bill has not been reported. : 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole, and the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana to recommit it with instruc- 
tions is not in order. 

Mr. HANNA. Would not my motion be in order if I prefaced it 
by moving to disc the Committee of the Whole from the further 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Would it not be in order for the gentleman to 
move to suspend the rules, this baing Mo 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize a motion to suspend 
the rules on District business during the time allotted for District 


business. 
Mr. CON GER. Pending which, I move that the House do now 


ourn, 
1 WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I ask the gentleman to yield to me 
for a moment, that I may have a verbal correction made in a bill 
which was reported this morning. 
Many MEMBERS. Regular order. 
The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at five 
o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of L. H. Vermilyer, of Albany, 
New York, for compensation for services during the late war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of the publishers of the Official 
Railway Guide, Chicago, Ilinois, for the abolition of the duty on 
ty to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of the publisher of the Transcript, 
Savannah, Tennessee, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAKER, of Indiana: The petition of the publisher of the 
Herald, Garrett, Indiana, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BENEDICT: The petition of citizens of Wilson, New York, 
for the payment of bounty in certain cases—to the Committee on 
Milita Afairs. 

By Mr. BLAIR: The petitions of J. P. Swazey and 196 others, of 
Rochester, New Hampshire, and vicinity; of William Bell and 32 
others; of S. W. Goodwin and 37 others, and of S. D. Wentworth and 
49 others, all citizens of New Hampshire, for a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting the manufacture, sale, &c., of distilled liquors after 
the year 1900 and for a commission of inquiry—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOONE: Objections of the Cherokee delegation to House 
bills numbered 218 and 220, and other measures—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of W. R. Bradley and other citizens of Hickman 
County, Kentucky, against the removal of the United States court 
from Paducah, Kentueky—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the 
improvement of the harbor at Kewaunee, Wisconsin—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRENTANO: The petition of Charles A. Folsom, for relief— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petitions of py Green and Margaret 
Carney, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jeanette S. Johnson, for compensation for prop- 
erty taken and used by the United States—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of James Keenan, of Washington, District of 
Columbia, for relief—to the Committee of Claims. 


tleman from Ilinois [Mr.] Also, the petitions of the Methodist Episcopal church of Lynn 


Massachusetts, and of the Amesbury, Massachusetts, Congregationa 
church, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Charles Scranton and others, of Oxford, New 
Jersey, against the passage of the Wood tariff bill—to the Committee 
of Ways und Means. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Papers relating to the claim of George F. Brott— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Missouri: th wg of Thomas Owens and 
other citizens of Howard County, Missouri, for the consideration of 
a measure which proposes to raise from tbe sale of public lands and 
other sources a fund to be distributed among the several States in 
aid of popular education—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CORLETT: A 2 5 relating to the action of William Ware 
Peck, an associate justice of the supreme court of Wyoming Terri- 
tory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. COX, of Ohio: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
t-route between Port Clinton and Catawba Island, Ohio—to the 
Jommittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of Shuffelin & Co., and 
other druggists of New York, for the repeal of the stamp tax—to the 
Committee of Weys and Means. : 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of George N. Munsell & Co. and 60 
other citizens of Harwich, Massachusetts, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. A. Beauvais and 101 other citizens of New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, against the reimposition of the income tax— 
to the Commiite of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of George T. Todd and other 
citizens of Texas, for aid in the construction of a military, commercial, 
and postal rail highway from a point opposite Memphis, Tennessee, 
to Jefferson, Anstin, and San Antonio, Texas, thence to E] Paso—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A paper yee to the establishment of a 
post-route from Lake Monroe, via Apopka City, to Tampa, Florida 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California; Resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, for an increase of the amount appropriated for arming the 
militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, requesting an in- 
crease of mail facilities between La Graciosa and Lompoc, Califor. 
nia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DICKEY: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Georgetown to Higginsport, Ohio—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of John Gaff and 30 others, for 
the amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. tea 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petitions of citizens of Helena and Colum- 
biana, Alabama, that aid be extended the Texas Pacific Railroad, 

rovided the eastern terminus of said road be located at Vicksburgh, 
Missi issippi—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Calhoun, Cullman, and Randolph 
Counties, Alabama, for the creation of a fund from the sales of pub- 
lic lands and other sources, to be distributed among the several States, 
in aid of popular education—to the Committee on Education and 


T, 

By Mr. FRANKLIN: The petitions of J. M. Greenwood and 100 
other citizens of Kansas City, Missouri; of John Campbell and 51 
other citizens of Jackson County, Missouri; and of W. H. Roney and 
other citizens of Platt County, Missouri, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GARDNER: The petitions of Andrew J. Simpson and Jacob 
Whittembach, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLOVER: The petition of 223 citizens of Schuyler, Adair, 
and Shelby Counties, Missouri, favoring the distribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands among the States for educa- 
tional to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of the Boston Board of Trade and of 
citizens of Eastport, Maine, for relief for the navigation interests of 
the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of the marine in- 
surance companies of the city of New York, for the improvement of 
the harbor of Scituate, Massachusetts—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARTRIDGE: The petition of citizens of Savannah, Geor- 
ia, that aid be extended the Texas and Pacific Railroad—to the 
ommittee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HARTZELL: The petitions of C. H. Layman and 9 others, 
and of Robert W. Hamilton and 7 others, citizens of Jackson County, 
Illinois, for the passage of the bill introduced by Hon. R. W. Towns- 
HEND, restraining the removal of causes from the State to the Federal 
courts, and to repeal all laws in force providing for such removal 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENDERSON : The petitions of the publishers of the Galva 
(Illinois) Journal, and of the Dixon (Illinois) Tel ph, for the abo- 
lition of the any on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Frederick M. Bollmau and others, 
for a reduction of the duty on vinegar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of A. G. Butler, J. A. Pearce, and 
100 other citizens of Frankfort, Michigan, against the transfer of the 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—SENATE. 


1851 


life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the 
for the construction of a harbor at Kewaunee, 
committee. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The 
don, Vermont, for the a 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Elizabeth L. Foster, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of O. J. Fast and 110 others of 
Saint Joseph’s County, Michigan, against any change in the tariff on 
wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The preg of Thomas J. Mitchel and 48 others, 
actual settlers on lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad west of the 
Missouri River, for protection as to their rights—to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of Ellen O. Lahey, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Dundee (New York) Re- 

ublican, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
ays and Means. 

80, the petition of George W. Blunt and other ‘citizens of New 
York, for an appropriation for the purchase of Courtenay’s automatic 
buoys—to the Committee on See 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of George W. Law- 
rence—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MACKEY: The petitions of Helena McDonald and David 
Darling, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Philipsburgh (Pennsyl- 
vania) Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petition of Ira Gordon and a number of 
disabled soldiers, having lost an arm or a leg, for an increase of pen- 
sion to 830 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: Memorial of the ture of Mississippi, in 
behalf of the renewal and extension of the land grant to the Shi 
Island, Ripley and Kentucky Railroad—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Mr. MONROE: The petition of the publisher of the Akron 
(Ohio) Germania, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Seven petitions of citizens of Barton, and 
Vernon Counties, Missouri, for the creation of a fund for distribution 
among the several States for educational p by the sale of the 

ublic lands and other sources—to the Committee on Education and 


bor. 

By Mr. MORRISON : The petition of the publisher of the Gazette, 
Jonesborough, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Thomas B. 3 late acting 
assistant paymaster United States Navy, for relief to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of merchants and others, of Boston, Massachu- 
setts, against a tax upon incomes—to the Committee of Ways and 
M 


eans. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of the publisher of the Worcester 
West Chronicle, Athol, Massachusetts, for the abolition of the duty 
on t to the same committee. 

the petition of W. A. Kelly, S. A. Sherwin, and others, of Fitch- 
burgh, Massachusetts, against changing the tariff laws—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. POTTER: Papers relating to the er claim of Mary 
Bradley Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: The pae of 74 members of the Legislature of 
Iowa, for the passage of the bill providing for the holding terms of 
= United States court at Davenport, lowa—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of H. R. Hall, William Walker, and 
others, of Marion County, Illinois, in relation to the removal of causes 
from State to Federal courts—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of P. McDonald and 46 other sol- 
diers of the late war, of a Springs, New York, for aid in lo- 
cating on the public lands—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: The petition of Alexander H. 
Stephens, in his own behalf and in behalf of many citizens of the 
counties of Richmond, Columbia, Lincoln, Walker, Elbert, and Hart, 
State of Georgia, for an ares of $20,000 for the improvement 
of the Savannah River above the city of Augusta, Georgia—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of the publisher of the Argus, Shak- 
opee, Minnesota, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of H. 8. Whittlesey, 
Edward Mills, George H. Davis, and 100 others, against taxing in- 
comes—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petitions of county officials 
and citizens of Richland County, Lilinois, and of county officials and 
citizens of Jefferson County, Illinois, for the passage of the bill pro- 


ture of Wisconsin 
isconsin—to the same 


tition of the publisher of the Union, Bran- 
lition of the duty on type—to the Commit- 


for the re 
tate to F. 


vidin 
from 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of Dorey Pace, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


the removal of causes 


al of the law authorizin 
— i Hoe on the Judiciary. 


eral courts—to the Co’ 


By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of Abraham Bennett and 205 
others, of Morgan and Perry Counties, Ohio, against any change in 
the tariff —to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of aan Wagoner and 24 others, citizens of 
Morgan County, and of W. H. Carfman and 75 other citizens of 
Athens County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committec. 

Also, the petition of Washington 8. Sowers, and other citizens of 
Morgan County, Ohio for the equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WARD: e eee of 81 citizens of, Delaware County, 
Pennsylvania, and of 60 citizens of Chester County, Pennsylvania 
against any measure reviving the income tax—to the Committee o 
Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of merchants, manufacturers and 
mariners of Erie, Pennsylvania, against the transfer of the life-saving 
service to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of the mayor and council of the city 
of Omaha, Nebraska, that Omaha may be included among the cities 
to be visited by the committee appointed to select the best locality 
for establishing a branch mint—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania: Papers relating to the claim of 

James L. Reynolds and A. Wilhelm, administrator of R. W. Coleman, 
deceased, sureties of Lientenant-Colonel 8. M. Reynolds, paymaster, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WIGGINTON: bd ee of the publishers of the Daily 
and Weekly Argus, San José, California, andof the Daily and Weekly 
Press, Santa Barbara, California, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petition of citizens of Linn 
and Benton Counties, m, for the establishment of a harbor of 
refuge at Cape Foulweather, Oregon—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the bill for the 
relief of John B. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of postal clerks, route-agents, and mail-route 
messengers of Kentucky and other States, for an increase of compen- 
sation—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of R. B. Alexander and numerous other citizens 
of Louisville, Kentucky, against any measure reviving the income 
tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 


TUESDAY, March 19, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, recommending an appropriation of $100,000 for the 
next fiscal year, and an additional Ps e ee of $25,000 for the 
current fiscal year for the printing of that Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered tobe printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BECK presented the petition of J. J. Dillehay, of Boyle County; 
3 the petition of Mrs. Julia A. Reed, of Boyle County, Ken- 
tucky; the petition of William Ragan, of Montgomery County, Ken- 
tucky; the petition of J. C. Sayer, sr., of Kenton County, Kentucky, 
the petition of John G. Snow, of Kenton County, Kentucky ; the pe- 
tition of John N. Weeks, of Fayette County, Kentucky ; and the pe- 
tition of Mrs. Jane P. Messingale, of New Market, Kentucky, prayin 
compensation for rent of premises and forage, &c., furnished Unite 
States troops during the late war, and that the papers now on file in 
the Quartermaster-General’s Office in relation to their claims be called 
for and made a part of the petitions; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of J. J. Williams, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, praying compensation for property alleged to 
have been taken and appropriated by United States military forces 
during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of B. F. Overton, governor of 
the Chickasaw Nation of Indians, praying for the establici.ment of a 
mail-route from Tishomingo, in the Indian Nation to Marysville, Cook 
County, Texas; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of E. O. Brannon and others, 
citizens of Kansas, praying for the establishment of a post-route from 
Conway, Faulkner County, to Jacksonville in Lonoke County, in that 
State; Which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 1 
Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Crafts J. Wright, late 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


colonel of the Thirteenth Missouri Infantry, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a memorial of James 
Eldridge and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the General Assembly of Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of the passage of an act by Congress to provide for 
equity in the rates of freight upon certain property carried totally or 
partially by railroad in commerce with foreign nations or among the 
several] States and Territories; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. i 

Mr. WHYTE presented resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Maryland, declaring that in its jadgment the present rate of Federal 
tax upon manfactured tobacco, to wit, twenty-four cents per pound, 
should be reduced and that a proper rebate should be allowed to 
those dealers and manufacturers with stock on band; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, GORDON presented resolutions of the city council of Atlanta, 
Georgia; the memorial of B. A. Hart and others, citizens of Georgia; 
and the memorial of Charles Green and others, citizens of Savannah, 
Georgia, in favor of the passage of the bill introduced in the House 
of Representatives by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, for the construction 
through Government aid of the Texas and Pacific Railway; which 
were referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented the petition of W. L. Lee and others, citizens of 
Emanuel and Bullock Counties, Georgia, praying for the establish- 
ment of a post-ronte from Swainsborough, in Emanuel County, to 
Red Branch, in Bullock County; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post- Offices aud Post-Roads, 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented a resolution of the board of New Jer- 
sey pilot commissioners, in favor of the proposed transfer of the life- 
saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MATTHEWS, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom were 
referred the bill (S. No. 404) amendatory of and supplementary to 
the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company, and to aid in the construction of its rot d, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1871, and the several acts amendatory 
thereof and supplementary thereto, and the bill (S. No. 440) amenda- 
tory of and supplemen to the act entitled “‘An act to incorporate 
the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the construction 
of its road, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1871, and the 
several acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (8. No. 942) amenda- 
tory of and supplementary to the act entitled “ An act to incorporate 
the Texas Pacitic Railroad Company, and to aid in the construction 
of its road, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1871, and the 
several acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto. 

The bill (S. No. 942) was read twice by its title, and the report was 
ordered to be printed; and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of bills No. 404 and No. 440. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No, 474) to authorize the Southern Pacific Railroad Company to 
extend its railroad and telegraph line easterly from its present east- 
ern terminus in Arizona to a point on the Rio Grande at or near El 
Paso, and to aid in building the same, reported it without amend- 
ment and without recommendation. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Albert Ivers, late captain of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

raying for an increase of pension, asked to be discharged from its 
Farther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Edward Perry, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Connecti- 
cut Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension from the date of his 
discharge, submitted an adverse report ee which was ordered 
to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of B. T. Pate, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted an 
adverse report thereou, which was ordered to be printed; and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 847) for the relief of 
Susan Robb, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 333) for the relief of Thomas J. Choate, Eras- 
tus Foster, Milton Ladd, Clarence E. Haney, William A. Hill, Knee- 
land F. Huckaby, and William Blackburn, Late privates in Company 


F, Third Regiment Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 594) for the relief of William W. Spiers, late assistant surgeon 


United States Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 312) for the relief of Robert Coles, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a pension to Adam Stinson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 158) granting a pension to Joseph Rouleau, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1256) granting a pension to Rebecca B. Remick, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Mary C. J. Budlong, widow of John Budlong, praying to be 
allowed a pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Nicholas P. Strait, late of Company I, Eighteenth Iowa Vol- 
unteers, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted an ad verse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee was 
discha from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 306) amendatory of the act entitled “An act 

ting lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 

ine from Portland to Astoria and McMinnville, in the State of Ore- 

gon,” reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report there- 
on, which was ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The bill (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 
540, chapter 1, title 13, Revised Statutes of the United States, was 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. It proposes to alter the judicial 
districts in Missouri by changing the county of Audrain from the east- 
ern district and putting it into the western district. The bill has 
already passed the Honse of Representatives and its passage is desired 
by all the Members and Senators from the State, and the committee rec- 
ommend unanimously that it be passed. I should be glad if it could 
be put on its passage now, inasmuch as there is a necessity for it. 

r. CHAFFEE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado objects, and 
the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Committee on the Judiciary have had 
under consideration the bill (S. No. 243) for the relief of Prudence 
Pierce and Vanness Pierce, which proposes to refer a claim that they 
have for captured and abandoned property to the Court of Claims for 
its adjudication withont re to the statute of limitations. They 
recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be entered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I wili state, so that the Senate may under- 
stand it, that Horace Pierce, the ancestor of these heirs, was a north- 
ern man engaged in buying cotton in the South. In some way, accord- 
ing to the papers, a portion of his cotton was seized and turned into 
the Treasury as captured and abandoned property. This was in 1863. 
The right of action went to the administrator and not to the heirs, 
and there is no reason shown why this case was not presented prop- 
erly within the five years which elapsed, from 1863 to 1868, when the 
statute of limitations had completed the bar. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee can see no reason why they should make an exception of this 
case at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is Sore indefinitely. 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Publio Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 906) releasing the title of the United States 
in a certain parcel of land to the assigns of John Cutler, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of former officers of the United States Vol- 
unteer Army and at present of the uniformed militia of Pennsylvania, 
asking for an ap ropriation for the encouragement of rifle practice 
in the Army and Navy and uniformed militia, reported adversely 
thereon, and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BLAINE (by request) asked. and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 943) for the better protection 
of acting plays and dramatic literature; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 944) in relation to the public lands 
in the State of Nevada; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 945) for the relief of D. O. Adkinson; which was 
read ‘twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
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He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 946) to provide for the erection of a post-office 


United States custom-rooms, land office, and other offices, at Carson 
City, Nevada; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 947) for the relief of Major Jacob E. Bur- 
bank; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on 5 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 948) for the relief of Alexander McDonald; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. ; 

Mr. CHAFFEE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 949) to refer the claim of the 
„Western Cherokees” or old settlers’ claim to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 950) in relation to certain fees allowed reg- 
isters and receivers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. TELLER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 951) relating to the P 
Hot Springs in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. EUSTIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 952) to authorize the Barataria Ship Canal 
Company to construct and operate a e from New Orleans to 
the Gulf of Mexico through the lands and waters of the United States, 
and to grant the right of way to said 


company for said purpose ; 
which was read twice by its title, and 8 to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


Mr. MCCREERY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 953) granting a pension to Margaret Yates ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

WABASH AND MIAMI CANAL LANDS. 

Mr. MATTHEWS submitted the following resolation; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be hereby directed to report to the Senate 
whether the lands and rights granted by the United States to the State of Indiana 
by the act entitled “An act to authorize the State of Indiana to open a canal 

through the public lands to connect the navigation of the rivers Wabash and the 
Miami of è Erie,” cass May — 1824, [4 United States Statutes at rt 
47,) have, according to the terms of said act, reverted to the United States; if 
so, what action on the of the United States, legislative or otherwise, is neces- 
sary and proper to enable it to obtain possession thereof. 


REVISION OF THE PATENT LAWS. 
Mr. BOOTH submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 500 copies of Senate bill No. 300, to amend the statutes in relation 
r decir as reported, be printed for the use of the Com- 


mittee on 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If there is no further morning business, I ask 
unanimous consent to take up Senate bill No. 396. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order of the Senate yesterday was 
upon the conclusion of morning business to consider the bill relative 
to the Woodruff scientific e ition. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 understood the order to be that the bill in ques- 
tion fone be taken up at one o’clock, at the expiration of the morn- 
ing, hour. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. That was not the order of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDonatp] who 
has the Woodruff scientific expedition bill in charge is not in the 
Chamber at present. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I wish to inquire if Senate bill No. 706, in regard 
to negotiations with the Ute Indians, is not the unfinished business of 
the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order of the Senate was that after 
the call of the Calendar of the regular morning business the Senate 
would proceed to the consideration of the bill relative to the Wood- 
ruff scientific So See ; 

Mr. CHAFFEE. What has become of the bill authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interrior to make certain negotiations with the Ute 
Indians, in the State of Colorado. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My understanding is that there can be no unfin- 
ished business in the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ere is no unfinished business of the 
morning hour, but it was the order of the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill relating to the Woodruff ition upon the 
conclusion of the regular morning business. 

Mr. MCDONALD. If the morning business is over I ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Thope the Senator from Indiana will give way to 
me eee a little bill which I think will take but a very few 
minu 

Mr. McDONALD. It will take but a moment to get this bill 
through and I feel bound by the understanding had yesterday. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the order of the Senate the Sen- 
ator from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 


WOODRUFF SCIENTIFIC EXPEDITION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2887) 
to authorize the granting of an American e to a foreign-bnilt 
aip 125 the purposes of the Woodruff scientific expedition around the 
world. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 


TIMBER CULTURE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 396) to amend section 2464 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the cultivation of timber on the public domain. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Lask the Clerk to report the bill as amended by 
the committee. 

i The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended, as fol 

OWS: 

Beit ena £c., That section 2464 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows, to wit: 

“ Every person who plants, protects, and keeps in a healthy growing condition for 
ten years ten acres of timber, the trees thereon not being more than four feet apart 
each way, on any quarter section of the public lands, shall be entitled to a patent 
for such quarter section at the expiration of ter years, on making proof of such 
fact by not less than two credible witnesses: 7 
section shall be thus ted: And provided further, That any person who shall 
have heretofore planted and callivated trees not more than twelve feet apart each 
way to the extent of twenty acres or more on one quarter section, and who shall 
in all other respects comply with the requirements of this act, shall be entitled to 
its privileges and beneftts. ” i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be treated as tho 
original bill. | 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill certainly should be amended in line 12, 
Is an amendment now in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill has been reported by the Clerk as the 
Senate Committee recommended it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair stated that the substitute pro. 

by the committee would be treated as the original bill. Tht 
enator from California proposes to amend that substitute, 

Mr. SARGENT, In line 12 I move to strike out the proviso in ths 
words “ Provided, That only one quarter in any section shall be thus 
granted ;” and in lieu thereof to insert : 

Provided, That only one quarter section shall be thus granted to any one persor . 

It will be observed that there is a very decided @ifference between 
the proviso and the amendment which I propose. The proviso allows 
a person to have ted to him a quarter in any section and in a: 
many sections as he plants these trees. It seems to me that woul 
tend in the direction of large speculations. I propose that a person 
shall be allowed to exercise this privilege but once, by providing that 
he shall have a quarter section under this law if he plants the timber 
as is proposed and maintains it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That amendment is perfectly proper, It was sup- 
posed, however, that that requirement was made in other sections of 
the act which the bill is designed to amend. 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question. I fully sympathize with the purpose of the bill. I ask him 
whetherit would not be wise to make some specification as tothe kind 
of timber. There are a great many trees which are useless or which 
are not of any great value, when they are grown, either for fuel, or 
for timber, or for any purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I would suggest to the Senator that the interests 
of the parties who undertake to plant trees in accordance with the 
provisions of the act would prompt them to select such varieties as 
would be most sure to grow and be most productive. 

Mr. BLAINE. That might or might not beso. The Senator will 
observe here that the work might be done for the purpose of getting 
the land. Otherwise the man would have to go and settle in order 
to get a quarter section. Now the bill does not permit more than one 
quarter section to be taken out of any one section; but suppose a man 
takes the four quarters in four sections where they come to an angle, 
coming together, and gets a quarter section of land in each, he will 
get six hundred and forty acres by planting a grove in the center. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will state to my friend that under the law as it 
now stands a man cannot get six hundred and forty acres. 

Mr. BLAINE. Why? 

Mr, PADDOCK. Because that is regulated in the operation of the 
homestead and pre-emption laws. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am speaking of obtaining land by the 1 of 
trees, as the bill proposes. I understand the provision of the Sena- 
tor’s bill to be that the planting of ten .acres in trees and nurturing 
them for a certain term gives a man a quarter section of land. 

Mr. PADDOCK. A quarter section only. It is a specific designa- 


That ouly one quarter in any 


on. 
Mr. BLAINE. A man cannot have a second quarter section in that 
particular section? 
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Mr. PADDOCK. He cannot havea second quarter section; he ean- | stand from the reading of it that it would uot permit the same man 


not have to exceed one hundred and sixty acres. Every person must 
be limited absolutely to one hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is, he is limited to one hundred and sixty acres 
in the same section. 

Mr. PADDOCK. No person under the bill is authorized to take 
more than one hundred and sixty acresof land anywhere for the pur- 
poses mentioned in the bill. 8 

Mr. BLAINE. Anywhere? 

Mr. PADDOCK. ywhere. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I misunderstood the language. 

Mr. PLUMB. Icall for the reading of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from California. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Nebraska to that amendment. The amendment strikes out the 
prohibition as to requiring but one quarter section to be taken in a 
section, and inserts in lieu of it that oaly one person may acquire a 
quarter section. It permits, however, the entire section to be taken, 
or as many quarter sections as persons may seek to occupy. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I did not so understand the amendment as it was 


reported. 
Mr. PLUMB. It will have that effect. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to have the amendment reported 


in. 
he Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment of the Senator from California, I 
think, should be added to the proviso in the original bill, so as to limit 
the acquisition to one person, and also to one quarter section in a 
section. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let it come in as a second proviso. 

Mr. SARGENT. That will answer the purpose. 

Mr. PLUMB. Just add the two together. 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not pretend to know as much about these pub- 
lic lands as gentlemen who live in the West ; but under this bill it is 

rfectly evident that any one who wants to get a large amount of 
find can do it. Mr. A B can only take one quarter section, but for 
him and under him Mr. C D can take another, and the parties can 
transfer, and so on through. Any one could obtain a quarter section 
by planting ten acres of timber land in a section, and he could re- 
peat that process ad infinitum. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if the pro- 
vision is any different in that respect from the laws relating to pre- 
emption and homestead ? 

r. BLAINE. I think it is different in this respect: the homestead 
Jaw requires the absolute residence of the man for a certain ified 
period on a quarter section, while this bill only requires the planting 
of trees. Iam not prepared to say what it would cost to plant ten 
acres of trees twelve feet apart, but it would not be any great sum. 
I want to point ont to the Senator from Nebraska (whether it may 
be unequal ornot he will judge) that under the bill a very large amount 
of lands can be secured by any one individual. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think that such a practice as that is pos- 
sible under the bill any more than it would be possible under the pre- 
emption law for one 1 through a number of pre- emptors to acquire 
a large body of land. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think it has been the case. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will state that the prime object of this bill isto 

t timber in the prairie country where it does not now exist. 

Mr. BLAINE. That isa object. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is what we want in the prairie country, 
where there are hundreds of miles with no forests, no trees whatever. 
We want to get the timber. If the Senator from Maine desires an 

ater restriction in the direction that he names I am perfectly will- 
ing that it should be made, but it seems to me his suggestion is not 
a practical one. 

r. PLUMB. It seems to me the amendment of the Senator from 
California covers the objection which the gentleman made, because 
a person is required to cultivate this land for ten years before he can 
go back and 5727 the process and take up another quarter section. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That will be the practical operation of the meas- 
ure, Ifa . takes possession of a quarter section of land and 
cultivates it for ten years he will get his patent, but he cannot take 
up another quarter section afterward under this act. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire of the gentleman who reported 
the bill if the bill would not permit the same man to take up twenty 
sections of land? 

Mr. PADDOCK. No, sir; the bill as reported at the Clerk’s desk 
has a prape: restriction in that d, and under the amendment 

y 


proposed by the Senator from California it is absolute. Assurance 
is made doubly sure. 
Mr. KERNAN. I think the bill as reported prevents nothing of that 


kind. 
Mr. SARGENT. There is an amendment pending. 
Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from New York must understand that 
there is an amendment pending covering the objection he urges. 
Mr. KERNAN. I listened with all respect, but could not under- 


to take up twenty sections of land. 
Mr. SARGENT. Lask that the amendment be again reported. 
aoe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read as modi- 


The Cuter CLERK. After the first provision the amendment is to 
insert: A 

And that only one quarter section shall be thus granted to any one person. 

So as to read: 

That only one quarter in any section shall be thus and that 
aly ene Lee T 

Mr. PADDOCK. That covers the objection of my friend from 
Maine, I think, fully. 

Laar VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment just 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this bill proposes a very material 
change in the law as it now stands. The section to which this bill 
proposes an amendment reads: 

E person who plants, pro and k in a healthy growing condition for 
Po A tarts Gta a 9 tae trees pod nos bolas sabre tion twelve fees 
apart each way, on any quarter section of any of the public lands, shall be entitled 
to a patent for the whole of such quarter section at the expiration of the ten years. 

While this bill does not reduce the time, it reduces the area which 
is to be placed in timber three-fourths. In this connection, while I 
do not propose to op this bill, I want to say that the timber-cult- 
ure act, as it is called, has failed in many particulars to meet the full 
expectations of its advocates. Instead of being wholly beneficent, 
it has been in some respects injurious in its operations to certain por- 
tions of the great homestead area of the West. The practical oper- 
ations of it have been that large portions of the public domain have 
been withdrawn from the operation of the pre-emption and home- 
stead laws, as suggested by the Senator from Maine. I received a 
letter ad two or three days since from a land officer at one of the 
local land offices in the western portion of my State, saying that 
great injury had been done in portions of his district by the opera- 
tions of the timber-culture act; and I want to express my opinion 
here that the interests of the homestead region in the West would 
be greatly subserved by an essential modification of that portion of 
our statutes. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, I will state that the original bill 
was presented by myself on this subject, and I did it at the instance 
and request of more than a thousand settlers near the public lands. 
and upon the public lands in my own Stato, and some few from Min- 
nesota, and some from Kansas, and I have presented petitions within 
the last few days asking that this amendment of the law might be. 
adopted, signed by several hundred, and I think probably a thousand 
more. 

The law as it stands now requires forty acres of timber to be culti- 
vated in order to get title to the land, the parties of course to pay the 
expense of surveys, &c., to the Government. It is found entirely 
impracticable in my own State, and I have no doubt this applies to 
all the other States and Territories that have public lands. It is 
more timber, in the first place, than the settler needs, and is more 
than poor people can afford to put out and cultivate. This bill is 
designed to meet the case of that class of individuals who are willing 
to work and make the land valuable, and it requires only a reason- 
able amount of work and a reasonable amount of timber to be culti- 
vated so as to entitle the party to the land. 

The object of this is to reach the laborers in the East who are now 
begging for work and begging for bread, and to get them in connec- 
tion with the public lands of the country. By holding ont this in- 
ducement to them no doubt we shall get thousands to take up these 
lands and make them valuable, and place them where they will be 
taxable and become valuable to the country in that way as well as 
to the individuals, I have not in all the letters I have received on 
this subject had one from a single person who has objected to the law 
if we can make it what this bill now proposes. I think that it isa 
very proper thing to do. I feel so anxious to do it that I certainly 
would not think for a moment of trying to blot out the existing law 
from the statute-book. I think this amendment of it ought to pass. 
I believe it is right and proper. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, there is no necessity for holding out: 
any extra inducements to immigration to come westward. From all 
accounts there has never been such a prodigious column in motion as. 
there is at this present time. In my own State there are not less than 
fifteen hundred people coming in daily, who are taking up quarter- 
sections of land all over the homestead area. There is no need, there- 
fore, of holding out any extra inducements. They are coming and 
they cannot be stopped. 

But, sir, in connection with this timber-planting business, if the- 
Senator from Nebraska does not know I do that there has been in. 
some cases systematic evasion and fraud. Persons who have aus- 
sumed to take up land under the timber-culture act have planted. 
slips of cotton-wood, little twigs of willow, no bigger than goose- 
berry bushes, and have considered that a compliance with the pro- 
visions of the timber-culture act; have made the necessary affidavits. 
and have by that proceeding, in some cases, held six and eight quar- 
ter sections, and thus withheld that land from valuable cultivation, 
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Mr. BLAINE. That is what I apprehended. 

Mr. INGALLS. As has been said, the amendment offered by thè 
Senator from California to a certain extent will prevent this difficulty 
hereafter; but still, unless there are some further conditions imposed 
by which this law is not to be made a mere subterfuge in order to get 

ion of public lands without paying for them, by insisting that 
the timber planted shall be valnable forest timber and some addi- 
tional proof required in that respect, this law will continue to be a 
fraud on the public domain. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the Senator will yield to me a moment, I wish 
to move an amendment of that very character. On line 7, after the 
word “of” and before the word “timber,” I move to insert the words 
“valuable forest,” so as to read “ten acres of valuable forest timber.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from California. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not object to that amendment. I desire to 
say a single word in answer to what was said by the Senator from 
Kansas. So far as my State is concerned, I know what is the cause 
of the failure under this act. The reason of it is that the require- 
ment of forty acres was so great that the settlers could not make a 
success of it. It has proven almost a failure in the State for that 
reason. The planting of trees twelve feet apart each way in that 
comparatively dry country, where there is less humidity in the at- 
mosphere for the reason, among others, that there are no forests to 
induce humidity, has been found to be sure to result in their disap- 
pearance, destruction; the trees would not grow, the ground was not 
sheltered, and, there being so little moisture, the rain-fall being so 
light, there was failure in almost all cases. A great many people 
went on to these quarter sections and planted trees and labored faith- 
fully for some years, and made failures for the reasons I have given, 
and not because they were simply trying to hold the land in order 
finally to get a patent without cultivating any trees. The recom- 
mendation universally given by the forestry associations and scien- 
tific forestry men of the country and those who have practical knowl- 
edge of this subject is that, if the area could be reduced to ten acres 
ant the rows could be put four feet apart instead of twelve, there 
would be a vastly ter increase in the amount of timber that would 
be planted; and these recommendations have come from the State 
of from the State my friend has the honor to represent here, 
numerous memorials asking for this change of the law and repre- 
senting that it was imperatively n for that interest in his 
State. I think that the forestry association of his State sent a memo- 
rial of that character. I have a memorial in my hand from the Legis- 
lature of the State of Minnesota, a State which is most deeply inter- 
ested in this proposition, which I shall send to the Clerk’s desk and 
ask him to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minn represent that the 
existing law enabling citizens of the United States to enter public land under the 
tree-culture act, and to obtain patents to tracts of one quarter section of the same 
upon proof that they have planted forty acres with trees not more than twelve 
fect apart, has proved to be substantially a failure, inasmuch as it is found almost 
impossible for the settler to plant and protect so large a tract of land for the period 
required by the law, The trees planted twelve feet apart do not shade the land so 
e lee Sone ee ee grass and weeds, and the task of cultivating the 
ess one, 


land becomes an end 

Your memorialists reco; the question of tree-planting as one of the first 
magnitude to the peepi of the prairie ions of our country. Without tree-cult- 
uro much of the t of the United States will be bitable. The neces- 
sities of the le for fuel, fencing, and shelter from the winds, all unite in de- 
manding such legislation as will encourage the people to grow timber. 

Your mem ts would therefore ask DETS would amend the existing iim- 
ber-culture act so as to reduce the number 


C. A. GILMAN, 
Speaker of the Houte of Representatives. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, as at present advised, I should fear 
that this bill would be, as the Senator from Kansas says, not a means 
of 8 much valuable timber but really a means of getting the 
public lands frandulently. By this bill, as now amended and as pro- 
posed to be amended, it is simply provided that— 

Every person who plan rotects, and keeps in a heal: condi: 
ten bad ten acres o valuatle 88 ber e N — 1 — 
tiret pre kapein Uoer section sh mpero A ae tan yoarh an making 
proof of such fact by not leas than two credible . 

How much timber must be there before a man owns the quarter 
section? I fear it will be a mere mode of getting the lands for nothing. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does not the Senator understand that the require- 
ment explicitly is that there shall be at that time ten acres of timber, 
of actual trees, and that they shall have been cultivated carefully, 
and at the pama of that time they shall be there? 

Mr. KERNAN. The bill says he is to plant it, but it does not say 
what kind of timber, whether sage or something else. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is not only to plant but to protect. 

Mr. KERNAN. Yes; keep “in a healthy growing condition.“ He 


has done all he could to keep it so, and what has been the result ? 
Nothing perhaps. But then there is the fact to be proven by“ two 
credible witnesses.” Does public land goin that loose way and to 
anybody else without any provision as to what he shall prove f 


ne other suggestion. I do not believe it is necessary to pass a la w 
like this for the benefit of the real settler. It is a mode by which I 
fear mere speculators will get title for nothing to such Jands as they 
may select. I allude to this because I heard considerable discontent 
expressed in the Senate a few days ago at a public officer for trying 
to prevent the plundering of the public lands of the timber now there ; 
and if we allow people to go on and plunder what timber there is now 
there, and then give them a quartersection each for planting and tryin 
to grow timber, I think it is not a good policy. I fear that this will 
prove not advantageous in the way of growing timber on the publie 
lands or a mode of giving land to real settlers, who if they go there 
will generally plant timber and take care of it; but we are here giv- 
ing a man a chance to get land for nothing without getting for the 
country the benefit of much timber. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The objection which the Senator from New York 
makes to the proof in regard to the cultivation and the protection of 
this timber at the expiration of the ten years is an objection that is 
equally good against the proof in the cases of pre-emption and home- 
stead settlement. Exactly the same proof is required under this bill 
that is required under the homestead and pre-emption laws. 

Mr. KERNAN. That requires him to go and live there, 

Mr. PADDOCK. “Two credible witnesses” only are required. 
Nothing further in the way of proof is required. It has to be proven 
by two credible witnesses that Ye has been thereupon and lived there 
as sip er by the homestead law, and in the case of the pre-emption 
law that he has made a bona fide settlement, that he has been there 
ired by the pre-emption law. The requirement in this case is 
exactly the same as has always been the case under those two laws. 

Mr. KERNAN. It is pretty dangerous for men to swear that a man 
has lived on land an actual number of years. But what is the danger 
of that compared with the Cagar of making an affidavit that he 
tried to cultivate some timber 

Mr. PADDOCK. It strikes me that the objection is quite absurd 
in even the view that my friend takes of it, because the easiest thing 
to prove in the world by two credible witnesses would be that there 
were ten acres of timber cultivated where before there was a waste. 
The objection is not a pot one, 

Mr. HEREFORD. my view of the matter this whole system of 
legislation is wrong, and for the want of a better word to express my 
idea I will say it is hot-bed legislation, I am in favor as much as 
any one of giving homes to the homeless, of giving homes to the poor 
men, of doing everything within the bounds of reason to invite emi- 
gration from the over-populated East, the overcrowded cities, and 
around the manufacturing establishments, to the West. Let us fur- 
nish homes to them, so that the people upon these homes will be 
attached to our form of goyernment. There is no better way than 
that to educate our people, to attach them to our Government, to 
make them freeholders. As the law stands to-day it is most wise 
and beneficent. To every person who chooses “to go West,” in the 
language of Mr. Greeley, the Government makes a present of one 
hundred and sixty acres of land provided he will live upon that land 
for five years. At the expiration of the five years the Government 
gives him a patent to that land, and in the patent the Government 
inserts that it shall not be taken for his debts created prior to that 
time. I say that is wise and beneficent legislation. 

When a man goes anil settles with his family upon such a tract of 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, he plants out trees, valuablo 
trees, and in that way the prairie country of the West is all the time 
being covered with forests where twenty-five years ago there were 
none. This is wise, legitimate legislation; but when you come to 
this hot-bed legislation to induce these people to put out ten acres 
or forty acres of timber upon land on which they do not live, I sa 
that it is wrong; it prevents another person who would have sett] 
apon that land in good faith with his little family from settling upon 

at tract. 

In this bill the word “man” is stricken out and “ person ” inserted. 
That is one of the radical changes in the present law, so that if this 
bill should become a law a man with a wife and five children can 
take up—and it will be done—seven quarter sections of land, eleven 
hundred and twenty acres of land. He can take up one for himself, 
his wife can take up one, each child can take up one, for there is no 
limit as to age, no limit as to sex ; they can make the affidavit, and in 
that way one man can take up eleven hundred and twenty acres of 
land, live upon but one hundred and sixty, and thereby prevent bona 
fide settlers, the heads of families, from locating upon the other nine 
— 885 and sixty acres of land and securing homes for them- 
selves. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will reduce his h to an amend- 
ment carrying out his idea, I do not think we shall quarrel aboat it. 

Mr. HEREFORD, I do not care to reduce my speech to an amend- 
ment, If my ees was reduced to an amendment and incorporated 
D the bill, there would not be much left of the original bill. That 

certain, 

Mr. PADDOCK. It would be all we require by the bill. 

Mr. HEREFORD. If the Senator says he will vote for it I will 
incorporate it in an amendment. 


as re 
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Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me a mo- 
ment? I rose to ask if amendments are in order now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. BECK. I want to move to amend in this wise: strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert : 


That section 2464 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same hereby is, repealed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
California [Mr. SARGENT] going to perfect the bill is first in order. 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] will now be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 2464 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr, HEREFORD. The repeal of that very law is my speech, That 
brings into effect what I have been talking about. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
unfinished business is before the Senate, being Senate bill No. 15 in 
reference to the Pacific Railroads, npon which the Senator from Ala- 
bama pair, MorGan] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask the Senator from Alabama to give way a 
few moments in order to resume the consideration of Senate bill No. 
706, to see if the Senate will not vote apon it without further debate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. Does the Senator from Alabama yield ? 

Mr. CHAFFEE, It isa question of great interest to the people of 
Colorado as well as the whole country. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that bill is not likely to occupy more than fifteen 
minutes I will give way. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I think not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Colorado. 

NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE UTE INDIANS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 706) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to oaro certain negotiations with the Ute Indians in the State of 
Colorado. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. pon pening amendment is one proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMuNDs,] which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to strike out in line 9 the 
word“ Congress” and insert “ the Senate.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado hay- 
ing the bill in charge, at what point is it vg. eee these Indians will 
be 


pease It says “on the White River.” In what part of Colorado 
is that 
Mr. CHAFFEE, The reservation as it now exists consists of over 


eleven million acres of land, and the whole number of Indians is 
about two thousand, including women and children. One agency is 
in the northern part of the reservation on White River; another is 
near the southern part; and another agency in the extreme southern 

art. All these three agencies are for two thousand Indians, cover- 
ng a reservation of eleven million acres, hundreds of miles apart; 
and the 8 now is to consolidate all of them into one agency 
upon the White River in the northern part of the reservation, 0 0 
a great deal of money to the Government in the transportation o 
supplies and annuities to the Indians, and relieving the white set- 
tlers in the southern part of the reservation from these agencies and 
the Indians. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All inside of Colorado! 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator if that does 
aot 5 the removal of the Indians out of one agency to another 
agency 

Air. CHAFFEE. Certainly it authorizes the President of the United 
States to enter into negotiations with the Indians for the consolida- 
tion of the southern agency Indians into another part of the reserva- 
tion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There has been very considerable complaint 
made about the cost of removing Indians from one point to another. 
I should like to ask the Senator if he knows what will be the cost of 
this removal ? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It will not be any cost. They are on the reserva- 
tion now. It willsave the United States several thonsands of dollars 
annually. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill authorizing the President of the United States to make certain 
negotiations with the Ute Indians in the State of Colorado.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Re ntatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions; in-which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. No. 3960) to relieve the churches of the District of 
Columbia and to clear the title of the trustees to such i pepaes ye 

A bill (H. R. No. 3968) regulating exemptions in istrict of 
Columbia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3969) regulating the appointment of justices of the 


ce, commissioners of deeds, and constables within and for the 
istrict of Columbia, and for other purposes; and 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an appropriation for fill- 
ing up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other 


purposes, 

The further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(8. No. 611) to extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance Company 
of the city of Washington. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed the bill 
(8. No. 349) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to refund a certain tax erroneously collected, with amendments, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire to take the floor from the Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. MorGAN,] but I wish to say that I have an ap- 
propriation bill ready that I desire to press pee the attention of the 
Senate immediately upon the close of the Senator’s speech, and I 
Hopa I 5217505 enabled to obtain the floor for that purpose. 

r. THURMAN. I will willingly consent that this bill shall be 
laid aside informally, without losing its place, in order that any ap- 
propriation bill Rate considered. 

„ WINDOM. t is all I ask ; that I may be permitted to do it 
immediately on the close of the speech of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. THURMAN, I will cheerfully consent to that. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. . 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other p if 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 

Mr. MORGAN. . President, in the discussion of the question 
before the Senate I have no decided purpose to answer the remarks 
of any gentleman who has preceded me, nor do I give my full, implicit 
adherence to all that has been said in the debate upon points of law 
on which gentlemen have founded their opinions, in which I concar, 
as between these two bills. I will discuss this question as if the 
issue were broadly and distinctly presented between the bills sub- 
mitted by the two committees whether Con has the power under 
the Constitution of the United States which is claimed in the bill 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary to so “add to, alter, 
amend, or re the act of July 1, 1862, as it was added to, altered, 
amended, and repealed by the act of July 2, 1864, as to make obliga- 
tory upon the two railroad companies the provisions of the bill of the 
Judiciary Committee without the further express assent of those cor- 
porations, X 

The question as I present it, and in the phase in which it is most 
material to the country, is as to the power of Congress to provide by 
legislation, without the consent of the co tions, a further and effi- 
cient remedy for the security of the people—the tax-payers—against 
loss on the bonds loaned to the companies to aid in the construction 
and equipment of their railroad. It is this power to legislate for 
which I contend, as aright of Congress not dependent necessa- 
rily upon the further consent of the companies, but in virtue of its 
inherent constitutional authority; and also in virtue of the consent 
of the companies given, irrevocably, at the moment they accepted 
the grant of the capacity to become bodies corporate and politic 
under the law. When I speak of the power of Congress to legislate, 
I do not refer to its power to contract, but to that supremacy of 
authority which gives to Con under the Constitution, and con- 
sistently with the faith, honor, and justice of the country, the right 
to prescribe the rules to govern individuals so as to promote “ the 
general welfare,” 

I can scarcely conceive that Congress can derive its right to pass a 
law from the consent of the person to whom the law is to apply to be 

iven in the nature or form of a contract based upon a consideration. 

cannot well comprehend how a law passed by Congress and approved 
by the President is still subject to the veto of the person who is to be 
affected by it. Neither do I perceive how Congress can by law place 
any limitation upon its power to make further enactments unless the 
right created or secured by its first enactment can find some shelter 
under the prohibitions of the Constitution which prevent Congress 
from making other and different provisions touching that right. 

The power I claim for Congress is that it may provide by law for 
the protection of the rights of tho people under all circumstances. 
Whether the law for the protection of the people shall be enforced 
through the executive department or through the judicial depart- 
ment of the Government is not a matter which affects the power of 
Congress to enact it. It may be better or even essential that the law 
should be enforced through the judgment of a court rather than by 
the executive power, but this is not a consideration which affects the 
power to 3 Such a question is brought to view only by the 
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vernment. It does not 


constitutional distribution of the powers of 
i power of Congress to 


arise n y when we are considering 
enact any law on a given subject. 

It may be a defect of the bill of the Judiciary Committee that it 
does not confer jurisdiction on the courts to do that which the bill 
attempts to do by the direct action of the law, and to enforce by the 
infliction of penalties and forfeitures; but if there is such a defect in 
the bill, which I do not discover, the question of the power of Con- 
gress is precisely the same in tho one case as in the other; that ques- 
tion is whether Congress has such lawful grasp upon these corpora- 
tions and their property as to compel them so to administer the same 
that the people shall not lose the security to which that property is 
pledged; that they shall suffer no loss in consequence of having loaned 
the companies many millions of dollars. Itis perhaps nota very ma- 
terial question whether this grasp shall be exerted through the execu- 
tive or the judicial arm of the Government. If Congress can give the 
courts the power to protect the people upon the existing state of 
facts by providing a security for these debts equivalent to that men- 
tioned in the bill of the Committee on the Judiciary, that fact re- 
solves all doubts as to its powers and leaves nothing open for discus- 
sion but the method of their exercise. 

The Senate should congratulate itself that by a singular and novel 
parliamentary procedure it has this great question brought before it 
through the antagonistic action of two of its standing committees, 
arrayed against each other on so important a subject, and both com- 
mittees unanimous. I believe that is the fact. 

Mr. RANSOM. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. Both committees are unanimous, so far as appears 
from any report that has been submitted to the Senate. 

There is no prestige of authority on the part of either which gives 
any undue weight to either side of the question. 

The necessity of considering this question now is very urgent. 
Each committee recognizes tho fact, which-is quite obvious even to 
men of less abilities, that we must do now or very soon whatever can 
be done to provide a means of paying this great sum of money ai the 
maturity of the bonds issued by the Government to those corpora- 
tions. I have not heard of any person who believes that the sum of 
these bonds and the interest paid and to be paid on them semi-annu- 
ally by the Government can be reimbursed by the companies if they 
are allowed to run on until maturity without some provision being 
made to meet the debt. We must act in time or else incur a fearful 
responsibility to the country. 

ide from the onerous taxation which the people are being sub- 
jected to merely to add to the wealth of persons who have waxed 
fat, and are now kicking, and the enormous proportions to which 
these burdens must increase, there is now presented a question which 
must be solved in one of two ways. Either the people and their 
Government must suceumb to the power accumulated in the corpora- 
tions of the country or the corporations must be declared to be within 
that power of the law by which the legislative authority which gave 
them existence may so far control them as to prevent them from an 
abuse of their powers. Con has not been lavish of grants of cor- 
porate franchises, but such as it has granted are of enormous magni- 
tude and have quickly grown into controlling powers in Government, 
local and federal. The United States Bank and branches, the Cum- 
berland Road, and a few insurance and navigation companies were 
about all the cases in which these powers had been exercised until 
we came to the national banks and the transcontinental railroads, 
Including a moderate valuc for the land grants to the railroads across 
the continent, and adding this to the capital stock of the national 
banks, it is within tho bounds of safe calculation to estimate the cap- 
ital which the corporations now existing under acts of Congress actu- 
ally hold at $800,000,000. 

lf we estimate the amount of bonds, money, and property under 
their actual control, it is as much as one-eighth of the property, real 
and personal, assessed for taxation in 1876 and 1877 in all the States 
of the Union. 

Thousands of men are in the employment or under the control of 
these corporations, where a few directors are invested with almost 
absolute power over them. This is a dangerous outlook for free insti- 
tutions. There are kingdoms in the world whose crowned rulers have 
far less power than the presidents of some of these colossal corpora- 
tions. all this power, backed by all this wealth, passed from 
the control of Congress so that no emergency of public necessity, no 
claim of the public welfare, no protection of the rights of the people 
gal heal Congress in its regulation? Must Congress look into the 
wording of the charters and find there, and only there, the license or 
permission to exert its constitutional duty over these creatures of its 
will? Or, finding such license and permission reserved in the charter 
itself, in express words of the broadest signification, must it still 
probe and sound into the subject of the vested rights of these corpo- 
rations to see whether it must not still refrain from the exercise of its 
express ＋ for fear that it may infringe some implied right or 
power of the corporations? 

This matter is of startling magnitude, and we must meet and over- 
come the pretensions of these arrogant corporations to powers and 
rights which dispute the supremacy of the laws over them, or else 
we shall soon find them in the virtual possession of the whole power 
of Government. It is plain to the view of every intelligent mind 
that it will require but few more gigantic corporations to absorb 
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enough of the powers of Congress to leave the Government stranded 
and the people at their mercy. Their theory is that whatever pow- 


ers they acquire are bargained for and paid for, and become property 
or vested rights to the extent that they possess any value, or are useful 
or needful to protect anything that possesses value. 

If Congress can so sell and dispose of its constitutional powers be- 
yond the right to resume their exercise at the behest of the general 
welfare of the public, it can strip itself finally of all powers and au- 
thority by granting it upon considerations, and in the form of vested 

ights to corporations which it may create. 

tcan bargain and sell to corporations the right tocarry the mails and 
receive the revenues; to hold mail- routes or post- roads in perpetuity ; 
it can sell letters of marque and reprisal to corporations and their 
successors forever; it can sell leases of the power of government in 
the Territories, establishing in the West a company such as the East 
India Company, andin Alaska a Hudson’s Bay Company. Why may 
not all this be done under the imputed right of Congress to impart 
so much of its power to a corporation and to make that power irre- 
claimable that the corporation can defy the exercise of any power 
that may impair the value of the grant, no matter what public neces- 
sity may demand its exercise. 

ongress can do no such thing as this; and if such abuse of its 
own high duty to the country in the sale or abdication of its consti- 
tutional authority is implied in the creation of any corporation, that 
ciel aokcpen is itself unlawful. It is an unlawfal fungus on the body- 

itic. 
E have always doubted the right of Congress to create any corpora- 
tion, but the greatest jurists of the country have held that the power 
existed to create them as governmental agencies. I donot remember 
a case where the Supreme Court of the United States has gone further 
than this in sustaining the power of Congress. If, however, it is to 
become a law of corporations, created by Congress, that they are pro- 
tected against the after-exercise of power over them by Con to 
the full extent that they are protected against State laws under the 
rulings in the case of the Dartmouth College, I shall never believe 
that Congress has such power. I can think of nothing more We 
nant to a just view of the powers and duty of Congress than that it 
should undertake to confer peculiar and exclusive privileges on cor- 
porations, the mere creations of its own will, under which men can 
take shelter from their debts while enjoying every advantage of 
wealth, can escape the penalties of treason while plotting the de- 
struction of the Government, can claim the exactions of monopoly 
beyond the power of correction by the law, and resist dissolution, or 
tepesi, = the ground of having paid for perpetual power to oppress 

he people. 

Congress cannot confer such powers on a few without inflicting 
wrong upon the many. It can do nothing of this kind except asa 
measure, means, or agency of public good. Exclude this feature from 
the measure, and Congress can find no ground on which to rest its 
claim of power to create a corporation giving to it peculiar and ex- 
clusive privileges. So when, by abuse, this feature is lost, and the 
corporation, ceasing to be an ageney of public good, or a proper agency 
of 1 but on the contrary has me an evil, a nuisance 
and an intolerable burden upon the people, Con, has either ceased 
to be what the people made it in their Constitution, and has abdicated 
its great powers for a paltry consideration, or else it possesses the 
power to legislate to correct the evil conduct of its own creature. 

On the authorities read in this debate, which are the plainest utter- 
ances of reason and the results of the most sedate judgment, the 
matters of law arising upon the issue joined between the committees 
are fully settled by the Supreme Court of the United States. I need 
not recur to them, for no man the power to make them more 
clear by argument or illustration, and I believe that none have denied 
or will assail their authority as judicial utterances. 

It seems to me that they do establish beyond reasonable question 
that a reserved power to alter, amend, or repeal a charter is a power 
to take from the corporation its existence or any right to arise in the 
future in virtue of any power it originally had. This does not inelude 
the right to take Ls! gn that has been acquired in the exercise of 
the powers conf on corporations, as the law now exists in this 
coantry, so as to deprive a creditor or stockholder of his rights in it; 
but this result is merely due to the fact that the law has been modi- 
fied in this country into a more equitable system than that which 
prevailed in England. In England it was different. 

I will read from Blackstone’s Commentaries a few extracts for the 

urpose of presenting in that form which will strike the mind of every 

wyer with more force than can be derived from any other source 

whatever, statements of law which I think belong to this branch of 
my argument: ‘ 

Corporations, by the civil law, seem to have been created by the mere act and 
volun association of their members, provided such convention was not con- 
trary to law, for then it was illicitum collegium. It does not appear that the prince's 


Das with ns in England, the king's consent is absolutely necessary to the erec- 

tion of any corporation, either impliedly or expressly given. The king's implied 

consent is to be found in corporations which exist by force of the common law, to 

which our former kings are supposed to have given their concurrence ; common law 

being nothing clse bat custom, arising from the universal agreement of the wholo 

community. 8 0 8 $ > 
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The methods by which the King. s consent is expressly pa are either by act of 


vo pc mane = charter. By act o PEENE of Sevres t 8 
sary in ent, corporations may undou oreated; but it is o 0, 
that till of late years most of those statates which are usually cited as having 
created corporations do either confirm such as have been before created by the 
ktis as in the case of the college of physicians, erected by charter, (10 Henry 
VIII.) which charter was afterward confirmed in ent; or they permit the 
king to erect a corporation in futuro, with such and such powers, as in the case of 
tho Bank of England, and the society of the British fishery. So that the immedi- 
ate creative act was usually performed by the king alone, in virtue of his royal 
prerogative. 

That is a matter that ought to be borne in mind when we come to 
make application of a great many decisions and authorities on the 
qnestion as to the power of the Legislature to revoke or to amend or 
to repeal or to modify the charter powers of a corporation, We ought 
to give attention to the source from which these powers were derived 
under that system of law from which we have derived mostof ourestab- 
lishments and institutions. We ought to remember that in England it 
was the grant of the crown and that corporate franchises were matters 
that lay in grant. In this country they exist only by the consent of 
the law-making power, the Legislature, that porer which in Eng- 
land it was alleged had the anthority to break down n oA pe 
and destroy it notwithstanding the royal charter, but which had no 
power, except in perhaps one or two instances secured by Magna 
Charta, to create the corporation by its own act. 

„Having shown the manner in which corporations are created under 
the law of England, I will now proceed to read from the same author- 
ity something in reference to the manner of their destruction and the 
results that follow their destraction: 

But the bedt: litic may also itself be dissolved in several ways, which dissola- 
tion is the civil death of the corporation, and in this case their lands and tenements 
shall revert to the person or heirs who granted them to the corporation, for 
the Jaw doth annex a condition to every such grant, that if the ration bo dis- 
solved the grantor shall have the lands again, because the cause of the grant faileth. 
— . the life of the corporation, which may endure 

ə is determined by the dissolution of the ee, 
tor takes it back by reversion, as in the case of every e Sieg or life. 
‘Tho debts of a ion, either to or from it, are totally extingu by its dis- 
solution, so that the mem thereof recover or be charged with them in 
their natural capacities. 


In a note which is appended a reference is made to the case of the 
King rs, Amley, 2 Term Reports, 532, in which it is asserted that the 
king cannot by his prerogative destroy a corporation. It must be 
done by an act of Parliament. 

Now, coming to the law of corporations in the United States, we 
find that it has undergone many modifications. I read from Kent’s 
Commentaries for the purpose of showing the method of dissolution 
here, and also for the p of showing the results of that dissolu- 
tion after it has been decreed either by an act of the legislature grant- 
ing the charter or by the judgment of a court for cause of forfeiture. 


According to the old settled law of the land, where there is no special statute pro- 
vision to the contrary, upon the civil death of a corporation, all its real estate, re- 


e royal assent is a neces- 


maining unsold, reverts back to the original tor and his heirs. The debts due 
to and from the corporation are all extinguished. Neither the stockholders, nor 
the directors or trastees of the on, can recover those debts, or be charged 


with them, in their natural ca 
vests in the people, as 
common law, 


That is American law as it stood originally. This learned com- 
mentator, who is the Blackstone of America, cites in a note to this 
pas of the text some cases, and sa ad the State Bank rs The 

tate, 1 Blackford's Indiana Reports, 267; Fox rs. Horah, 1 Iredell’s 
Equity Reports, 358. In regard to the latter he says: 

In this case in North Carolina the rigorous rule of the common law was declared 
by Mr. Justice Gaston in behalf of the Supreme Court, but he observed that by 
the revised statutes of North Carolina of 1831, the law received important 
alterations, and on the forfeiture or dissolution uf a corporation a ver is to be 

of the corporate property and collect the debts for 
itors and stockholders, The rule of the common law has, in 
fact, become obsolete and odious. It never has been BL eae to insolvent or dis- 
solved mega re Sg wre in England. The sound now is, as shown by 
statutes and judi decisions, that the capital and debts of banking and other 
moneyed corporations constitute a trust fund and pledge for the payment of cred- 
itors and stockholders, and a court of equity will lay hold of the fund and see that 
it bo duly collected and applied. The death of a corporation no more impairs the 
obligation of contracts than the death uf a private person. 


Having presented to the Senate so much of the law of England and 
of the United States upon this subject, it seems to me that we are 
better p ed to understand the force and bearing of the legisla- 
tion which grew up first in the colonies and afterward in the States 
in reference to the disposal of the rights and the property of dis- 
solved and dead gorporations, and also in reference to restraints and 
restrictions upon their powers, and also that form of constitutional 
legislation which undertook to control in some of the States the 
charter powers of these institutions. 

In the United States the rights acquired under a charter which is 
afterward repealed or dissolved for forfeiture are placed on the foot- 
ing of many rights which, under the English Jaw and under the 
laws of the several States, were added by operation of law to a right 
that was afterward revoked or declared to be invalid. A crop grown 
u land to which the occupant had no title is saved by exemp- 
tion laws so that the owner of the land cannot reach it. It is a gift 
of the law to the family. And it would be very difficult to justify 
any of the exemption Jaws, numerous as they are, in any of the States 
upon ay other ground than the right of the Legislature to take from 
the reach of the creditor a portion of the property of a family, and 


ty. All the al estate of the corporation 
ing to this right and prerogative of the crown, at 
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to set it apa as a means of public benefaction so as to enable that 
family to have a home and shelter and a place of abode. 

Property purchased by a third person under a judgment or decree 
that is afterward reversed and annulled cannot be reclaimed by the 
owner. The right to sell it was added by the law as an incident of 
the judgment, and under this added right the title passed to the pur- 
chaser, And so in many cases it has been held, and it has been also 
provided by statute, that persons having vested rights should yield 
them undue measure to pu that better subserved the general 
policy of the law. In the abolition of primogeniture; in opening 
up the inheritance to let in posthumous children; in taking estates 
descended under the statutes of descents into the hands of the heir 
so as to declare them insolvent, thereby changing the title from the 
heir to the administrator, in very many cases the law has paid the 
debt to justice by intercepting and destroying vested estates, actually 
in the possession and enjoyment of people—with both souls and 
bodies—as well as rights vested in immaterial and insensate corpora- 
tions. 

It does not follow that corporations or their charter powers are in- 
destructible,even if they are property, They must pay the debt to 
justice and law as fully as any other description of property, to say 
the least of it. The exercise of power by Congress over corporations 
of its own creation to control them in any way for the general wel- 
fare of the people is aclear right inherent in Con under the con- 
stitutional grants of power. It may not reclaim property it has 
granted to a corporation or that has been acquired by it under its 
charter powers or that has been added to it under the exercise of such 
powers, butit is not to be argued from this that Congress may not 
destroy the corporation, or abridge its powers, or control their exer- 
cise, as the public welfare may require. The corporate powers are 
part of the law. They do not rest in a t from the Crown, as was 
the case in England, nor in virtue of the personal right of citizens to 
associate under limited liabilities, asin the Roman law. In this coun- 
try they are A of the lu w, and a re or modification of that part 
of the law alters the right except where it is protected as property, 
or as the obligation of a contract, by provisions of the Constitution. 

I think it is quite safe to assert that the word “ property,” as used 
in the Constitution, has no reference to the sort of property, if it 
may be called such, that a corporation has in its charter powers and 
capacities. Except in one instance, property is always associated in 
the Constitution with the rights of natural persons: the people. This 
exceptional instance is in the fifth amendment: “Nor shall private 

roperty be taken for public use without just compensation.” In this 
facie property evidently means that which is property in a ma- 
terial sense as distinguished from that which is incorporeal. It would 
be a curious p ing to condemn to public use the right of a cor- 
poration to make by-laws and to declare dividends, by a writ of ad 

uod damnum. Yet the property of a corporation may be so con- 
darned: including its right of way. Evidently the charter powers 
of a corporation are not property within the meaning of that word 
in any clause of the Constitution. That these powers aro in the 
nature of contract rights and are protected as being within the obliga- 
tion of a contract is settled by many decisions. This rule has obtained 
as long as a free country of equal Jaws can well endure it, and it is 
about to perish, as is evinced by the universal tendency of legisla- 
tures and states in constitutional conventions to abrogate it. 

It meets with no favor in any quarter, The courts aid by intend- 
ment all statutory checks upon this rule of decision, and Legislatures 
adopt the most tried and proven words to indicate a clear intent to 
complete its, destraction. 

The shelter that corporations found against the power of their cre- 
ators to destroy, alter, or amend their charter powers was an Ameri- 
can invention quite new and quite unexpected. When the States 
were being prohibited from passing laws to impair the obligation of 
contracts few corporations existed in this country that emanated from 
acts of legislation, They were created by charter from the Crown, 
as I have already shown. Parliament had abolished many corpo- 
rations but had created few, and those few were chiefly in affirm- 
ance of ancient charters or prescriptive rights. If it had been the 
intention of the framers of our Federal Constitution to protect cor- 

rate charters or legislative incorporations against the power of 
1 to undo at its leisure hat it might do in haste and to recall 
the powers it may have improvidently granted, it is inconceivable 
that the States should have been expressly mentioned in the clause 
and that the prohibition should, thus have been expressly confined 
to the States. This matter is really too plain to admit of argument. 
No court, so far as I know, has ever held that this prohibition rested 
upon Congress in reference to the charter powers granted by it to any 
incorporation. The first judge who may ever hold to this doctrine 
will probably derive his commission through the grants to some great 
corporation that bas assumed the duty of amending the Constitution 
by the decision of a corporation court. 

Congress, if it can make corporations, can unmake them, can alter 
and amend their charter powers, can control them in subordination 
to the public welfare certainly to the extent that their obligations 
expressed in their charters concern the public good and public security. 
And in the exercise of these powers Congress will act as justly, as 
wisely, as impartially, as carefully, and with as much regard for per- 
sonal rights as the courts could do, and with more of representative 
authority from the people, who are the parties of the third part, than 
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any court It begs the question to assume that Congress 
will do any wrong to the railroads; and therefore it has no power to 
take action with reference to any of their supposed rights. 

They come to Congress for life and authority to act and the means 
of support, and they exist only by its consent. Are they immor- 
tal? Shall they live despite their creators’ will so long as they can 
find men to keep up the succession or until some judge will say that 
they deserve to die? The jurists say they exist for life, and that life, 
unless they commit felo de se, continues at the pleasure of the author- 
ity that createdthem. They hold everything under the law and noth- 
ing without it, as is shown by the law which I have read. 

hese particular railroad pe eara entered into express agreement 
(if agreement it can be called) that Congress may at any time, having 
due regard for the rights of the companies named herein, add to, alter, 
amend, or repeal this act. As this reservation in the first act has the 
greatest“ rd for the rights of the companies” I will take that as 
being now the law, notwithstanding it is repealed by a subsequent 
and different provision in an amendatory law. Congress must have 
due regard for certain rights in exercising its power under this al- 
leged contract, If nothing else could be urged as showing the juris- 
diction of Congress to adjudge, decide, and take final action in this 
matter, this clause would confer the jurisdiction, As there is no con- 
stitutional standard by which the regard of Congress for the rights 
of these corporations is to be measured so as to ascertain whether its 
action evinces “the due regard” imposed npon it by this so-called 
contract, the law mustdetermine what is such “due rae ” and Con- 
gress enacts that law. It is made the final judge of the rightfaluess 
of its action by the terms of this enactment as well as by necessity. 

The power to be exerted is “ to add to, to alter, to amend, or to re- 

l this act.” This is purely legislative power, which necessarily 
mplies legislative discretion as to the occasion on which and the time 
when it shall be exercised. Congress must judge when and on what 
account due regard to the rights of the companies justify and require 
this legislative action, otherwise there is some other power that may 
determine when and on what occasion it may legislate so as to add 
to, alter, amend, or repeal the law. What court or judge can make 
a decree that will reach Congress in this matter? It is insisted that 
due regard for the rights of the companies means that Con shall 
80 ATE as not to affect injuriously any of the rights of the com- 
anies. 
y To qualify the word “repeal” in this statute by the words “ with 
due regard for the rights of said companies,” is to destroy the meanin 
of “repeal,” since a right so important as the right of existence, an 
upon which every other right of the corporation depends, cannot be 
repealed with due regent for the rights of the companies in the sense 
that the legislation shall not affect injuriously the rights of the com- 
panies. To give the sentence meaning, in the sense contended for, 
the word repeal must be as if it were not. And so of the words 
“alter” and “amend.” 

Congress had no interest in this law and has none now. It was the 
people and the corporators of the railroad companies that were con- 
cerned, Congress representing the people. The people loaned their 
bonds to the companies, and to provide for the reimbursement of the 
money to the people Congress provided a mortgage by statute (which 
is part of the charter) on all the property of the companies except 
the part of the road then constructed. 

This property was dedicated by law, and not by contract merely, 
to the redemption of the bonds, so that whoever should divert the 
property from this purpose would violate the law. He would not 
violate the contract merely, but a statute, and could not be innocent. 
Such person so diverting the property and the person receiving it are 
equal 1 guilty. Until these bonds are redeemed, this property, all of 
it, and its proceeds as well, is dedicated by law to the redemption of 
the bonds, subject to the use of the company in building and oper- 
ating the road. 

If Congress by its power to add to, alter, amend, or repeal that 
law cannot secure the faithfal appropriation of this property to this 
end, the provision for the redemption of the bonds is not supported 
by any remedy which covers all the property mortgaged. If there 
is default in the redemption of the bonds, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is to take possession of the railroad for the use and benefit of the 
United States, and also of the lands that then remain unsold. There 
is no provision of law to realize money from the property. 

The en ment to redeem the bonds remains, and the road is still 
security for it, buf the possession is changed. Is it not in the spirit 
of this contract to add to this law a means to raise money out of this 
property or its income to meet this engagement? And is it not “due 
regard for the rights of said companies,” as well as to the rights of the 
people of the United States, that they should have the means to pay 
their debts set apart from their net earnings and funded, so as to pre- 
vent their stockholders from absorbing ‘hem in dividends? I can- 
not see how Congress, if answerable to the most sensitive tribunal for 
its misjudgment in reference to tho rights of these companies, could 
be seriously challenged upon its pandas for having assisted these 
corporations to provide means to pay its debts and save its property. 
These companies are not free from deſaleation in their dealings with 
the Government. Waiving for the present the question as to the ex- 
traordinary concessions made to them in the act of July 2, 1864, and 
the question of tho actual cash paid by the stockholders for their 
stock, and blinding our eyes to the hideous Credit Mobilier, which 


like a beast of prey was itted by the companies to gorge itself 
on this enterprise, look to the roads that have been purchased 
and built from the income of these companies, and the millions of sur- 
plus in their treasury, while the people are bearing burdens that crush 
soul and body to pay the interest on their debt. 

It is a thought that will sicken the hearts of the people for genera- 
tions to come, that re pve which has found the means to fasten 
them to “this body of death,” should halt and hesitate to use the 
means provided in the very law under which this enormous wrong 
was perpetrated, to give them relief at some day, however distant. 

The interpretation that I have given to the power to add to, alter, 
amend, and repeal the act of July, 1862, has received a powerful sup- 
port in the act of July, 1864, which, without the consent of the com- 
panies, has added to, alte s amended, and repealed the former act. 

An examination of the act of 1864 does not show that any consent 
of the corporation was provided for as a prerequisite or condition 
precedent to the law becoming operative and valid. It is a direct, 
positive enactment, taking effect in presenti, an enactment that pro- 
ceeds not from any contract, seeking right or power in Congress from 
the companies, but an act that assumes that Con has the right 
to impose upon these companies the additional duties, modification 
alterations, amendments, and repeals that are contained in that act o 
July, 1864. That was almost a contemporaneous construction; you 
may say that it was a contemporaneous construction, for the reason 
that the Union Pacific Railroad Company had not in effect organized ; 
it certainly had done no business of coy consequence until after the 
act of 1864 was passed; so that Congress in limine, in the very threshold 
of this controversy, when the subject was fresh in the minds of the 
men who enacted the laws, exercised the power reserved to them under 
the act of the Ist of July, 1862, to enact amendments, alterations, 
repeals, and additions to that statute. This is a late day, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to be raising this question. The first act contained the frame- 
work and the other the soul and spirit. 

In the report of the Committee on Railroads there are two in- 
stances of a like character which admit the right of Congress to 
amend, alter, or repeal any part of any of these charters, withont the 
consent of the companies. In the fifth section there is this provis- 
ion: 

That thisact shall take effect upon its acceptance by said railroad companies, or, 
if accepted by only one of said companies, then as to the company so accepting the 
same, which acceptance shall be filed with the of the Treasury within 


four months from the of this act, and shall show that said company or said 
companies have Agreed ta the same at a meeting of stockholders. 


There the unity of these companies is dissolved by the force and 

wer of this enactment, which cannot, of course, gain the consent of 
boch companies, for it provides for a case of one consenting and the 
other refusing to consent. Where, then, does this law, in its practical 
effect upon this property and the rights of creditors and all concerned, 
gain its influence and its power except from the authority of Con- 
gress to im new enactments upon the corporations so that a bill 
cannot be Framed here by those able gentlemen who have espoused 
that side of the question, without themselves resorting to the very 
power that they deny as a right of Congress to regulate and control 
these corporations. ; 

Another instance of that kind occurs in the third section of the bill, 
which it is not necessary to read; but there is one thing to be observed 
in regard to this business: that while great complaint is made of 
dealing with these corporations without their consent, taking their 
property without the consent of their stockholders, and applying it 
to the benefit of the Government of the United States, and all that, 
it is known that each of these companies owes a debt just precisely, 
I believe, the equivalent of the debt which it owes to the United 
States Government, maturing at the same time and at the same inter- 
vals, with interest matnring at like intervals also, and both these 
committees have gone to work to take all the assets and income, one 
of them taking two millions a year and the other taking more than 
that, and apply them to the indemnification of the United States 
Government without ever once saying a word to these other creditors 
who have got the prior mortgage and the first right of satisfaction. 

The point I make is, that the Committee on the Judiciary as well 
as the Committee on Railroads have both agreed that Congress has 
the right, the one by virtue of a contract and the other by force of 
legislation, to take the assets and property of these corporations and 
apply them to the indemnification of the people of the United States 
against their bonded debt and the interest thereon, without once con- 
sulting or conferring with those creditors to whom the Congress of the 
United States has by statute given a prior lien and right of satisfac- 
tion. Which is right now? 

Mr. THURMAN. Onemoment. The Judiciary Committee bill does 
not interfere with the rights of the first-mortgage bondholders; but 
the Railroad Committee’s bill absolutely takes money away from the 
first-mortgago bondholders. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheJudiciary Committee bill aang ps not go quite 
as far as I stated in my reference to its action, but it has exercised a 
power which I think amounts to the imposition of laws on these corpo- 
rations which might affect their ability even to pay the interest on 
their tirst-mortgage debts, It hasexercised that power, as I think rigkt- 
fully; but the Committee on Railroads takes the same assets, pledged by 
mortgage to the holders of the first- mort gugo bonds, and applies them 
by contract and agreement with the companies to the payment òf a 
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certain second-class debt. Now, such a transaction as that between 
individuals in any State where the laws applicable to fraudulent con- 
veyauces are rf ig to apply would be held to be fraudulent, as 
well as unlawful in otber respects. It has occurred to me as being 
wonderful that the Committee on Railroads should have resorted to 
a power which according to their ment does not exist, and which 
according to all the morality that is enforced in judicial sentences 
would be exceedingly dubious in its moral character. 

It turns out after this investigation of these proposed laws that no 
law can be framed to reach both companies and to enforce justice 
against them that does not assert the power in some stage of the 
progress to resort to compulsory legislation to enforce the rights of the 
Government. This bill reported by the Judiciary Committee is only 
a measure to impose additional and merely administrative duties on 
the companies, exactly comporting with their obligation to redeem 
the bonds issued by the Government. They are not even new duties, 
and they are by no means duties growing out of new or altered terms 
of the contract of the companies with the Government. They are 
mere specifications of a duty or of duties which are clearly included 
within the general duty of providing the means to secure the Gov- 
ernment, 

Withont such specifications of duty superimposed by the statute 
law no court could now or hereafter proceed to realize a fund from 
this great property or its magnificent income with which to redeem 
the bonds. Such is the state of the existing statutes. If Congress 
may not declare by law the manner in which these pampered favor- 
ites of its illegitimate lust for power shall perform their contract 
duty of providing means to refund, even in part, to a taxed and bur- 
dened people the vast sums which they have poured into its Treas- 
ury, then the boasted supremacy of the centralized national power is 
bat the synonym of imbecility, The measures of both the commit- 
tees admit that action is indispensable for public safety and that pro- 
vision must be at once made for this purpose either by law or by con- 
tract. The Judiciary Committee report a bill that provides for its 
payment by the companies out of their assets, (really only a part of 
their income, ) as realized, on terms easy to the companies. 

The bill reported by the Committee on Railroads makes the people 
ay it with only the assistance of about $2,000,000 now in hand and 
1,000,000 per annum contributed by the companies in semi-annual 

payments. It requires us to pay the debt of the companies and to 
state an account against them without rests at any time, and without 
even allowing us to charge the companies simple interest on any pay- 
ment we make for them. When we have paid this vast sum we will 
have paid every dollar in money with no return of interest. It will 
amount at the maturity of the bonds to-about $154,000,000, The bill 
reported by the Committee on Railroads requires us to take in payment 
of this debt $2,000,000 a year in semi-annual payments, and at the end 
of each period of six months we are required to add the accrued inter- 
est to the principal and upon both as the new 8 sum add inter- 
est at the end of the next period of six months, and so on to the end. 

According to a calculation which I have had made by au expert, 
each company would pay the debt, by this contrivance and by the 
accumulated and compounded interest, within a period short of 
twenty years. I think I am not mistaken at all, and I can afford to 
state that the debt will be paid within a period little excecding 
twenty years, and it will be paid with less than one-third of the sum 
of money which the Government of the United States will have paid 
out at the maturity of these bonds, with the interest thereupon, not 
counting the interest on the interest paid by the Government. In the 
manner in which the account is stated by the Committee on Railways 
there can be no difficulty at all in each of these companies gottiug free 
from its debt; but what will become of the people who have to sustain 
the burdens to pay it? How much anguish and pain is the Senate of 
the United States willing toadd to the already aggravated sufferings 
of the people for the purpose of dei money to pour into the lup 
of this rich and overgrown corporation 

It is just a case of this kind: If I should owe a gentleman $100 and 
I should come to him and say “this note is not to be due for a long 
time; but the interest is payable 1 050 it every six months; I will 
hand yon a ten-dollar bill and I will ask you to take that ten-dollar 
bill and make the best use you can of it, and at the end of every 
period of six months you compute the interest on that, and you will 
add the interest to the sum at the end of the next six months, you 
will ee ene it again and again, and when that ten dollar bill has 
succeeded in paying my debt, I wish you would send me my note 
receipted,” that is what I would call “a new way to pay old debts.” 
We could pay the Government debt in that way without any difi- 
culty if we could only get the plan to work. 

Take it from end to end, no chapter in history is so filled with inso- 
lent exactions and unconscionable injustice as that which records 
the less than ten-years’ life of this great-American outrage. 

In recurring to the history of these railroad corporations, while I 
am bound to admit that they have caused a vast improvement in the 
commerce of the United States and in the facility of intercourse 
between the citizens of distant parts and the very widest borders of 
the country, and while I am not disposed to underrate by any means 
at all the advantages which they have contributed to bestow upon 
the country, I think that every American citizen would almost prefer 
that the road should never have been built than that it 5 
been the means of inflicting upon the history of this country the dis- 


grace which has been brought upon it. Witness the graves filled with 
istinguished and brilliant men who had led honorable and elevated 
lives and careers in this country up to the time that the Credit Mobi- 
lier came around and enfolded them in its arms of death. They have 
gone in shame and disgrace to their graves, from which even the 

and of mercy cannot recall them; and these men have been but few, 
very few, perhaps the most distinguished few of a large number of 
men who have felt the corrupting power and influence of this great 
corporation. 

I really think that scarcely any of its exactions and demands have 
been more—I was about to say insolent—I will not use the word in 
reference to a committee or any gentleman who advocates the meas- 
ure, but in reference to those men who owe the debt to the country 
and ought to pay it, than this one which is now under consideration. 
I think that those gentlemen upon the floor of the Senate who are 
contemplating new schemes of transcontinental railroad construction 
should be thoronghly aware of all the powers that Congress may 
possess to control such institutions before they give their votes to any 
more of these immense establishments, 

I think we have presented to our consideration perhaps the gravest 
duty that we shall encounter for a long time as well in looking over 
our powers to regulate the corporation or corporations already in exist- 
ence, as to measure our strength in the contest that we must have 
with them in time to come. If the doctrine is to be established by 
the Congress of the United States that the granted chartered powers 
of acorporation created by an act of Congress, after they become val- 
uable either as property or as covers for property or sources of emolu- 
ment, are beyond the power of Congress to reclaim, amend, alter, or 
correct them, then let us never again commit the people of the United 
States to the clutches of one of these arbitrary, despotic, and grasping 
corporations, for if they go there they go to a certain destruction. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. ebay I wish to speak on this bill, but 
I would prefer to go on to-morrow if agreeable to the Senate. There 
is au appropriation bill that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WIx- 
DOM] desired to call np. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, with my friend’s permission, that the 
bill under consideration be laid aside informally to be the unfinished 
business to-morrow against everything else, and that the appropria- 
tion bill be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. THURMAN in the chair.) Is there 
objection to that? The Chair hears none. The railroad bill is laid 
aside informally, to be the unfinished business for to-morrow morn- 
ing, and the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the appro- 
pranon bill which the Senator from Minnesota gave notice he would 
call up. 

Mr. PADDOCK, As the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions does not seem to be present I willask the Senate to resume the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 396. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Minnesota will be here in a mo- 
ment. lu his absence I move to take up House bill No. 3102. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill will be regarded as before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had the following 
bills; in which it requested the coneurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2301) fixing the compensation of jurors serving in 
the district and eirenit courts of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 3714) for the relief of the families of the men who 
perished on the United States dredge-boat McAlister. 

The message also announced that the House non-concurred in certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. No. 2507) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1579, and for other purposes, and had concurred in 
the fourteenth amendment of the Scnate, with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 2686) making appropriations for 
fortifications and for other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other pur- 
poses; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASSES, ETC, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
employ temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; 
also making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, 
and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for 
other Ley] Serge 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think it will be conceded by the Senate that I 
have not often demanded its attention. 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation bill having been taken up, I 
have no objection to yielding for a few moments to the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) The 
Senator from Nebraska asks for unanimous consent that the bill now 
before the Senate be temporarily laid aside for the purpose of consid- 
ering a bill referred to by him, being the bill (S. No. 396) to amend 
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section 2464 of the Revised Statutes, relating to cultivation of timber 
on the public domain. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I ask that the bill be read as it stands amended. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to laying aside 
ering this 


n e the appropriation bill for the purpose of consi 
i 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the appropriation bill is before 
tho Senate, House bill No. 3102, which will be read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does one objection cause the bill to be laid aside? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the bill at this 
time requires unanimous consent. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. No. 3102) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and 
making an appropriation for the same; also making appropriations 
for detecting trespass on public lands, and for bringing into market 
public lands in certain States, and for other Lang sae say 

The bill was reported by the Committee on ppropriations, with 
amendments. i 

The first amendment of the Committee on od ai Aber was in 
section 1, line 4, after the word “employ,” to strike out “not exceed- 
ing twenty; and in line 5, after the word “year,” to strike out the 
words “ at a rate not exceeding $2 per day each: Provided, That the 
whole sum to be expended for this purpose shall not exceed $6,500,” 
and in lieu thereof to insert “and that the sum of $20,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated for that purpose;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

the Seere! Treasury be, and ho is hereby, authorized to emplo: 
ee > ee e the balance ras present fecal jeer, and that ——— 
of $30,000 | be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for that purpose. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask if that amendment is not 


an unrestricted power in the Secretary to appoint as many clerks as | the la 


he pleases. It appropriates $20,000; but does it not give him the 
power to appoint unlimitedly ; and will not those parties whom he 
may appoint have a claim beyond the appropriation now, the $20,000? 
If be were to appoint men whose payment would take 850,000, they 
would have a claim on Congress for that sum. I think it proper that 
that should be restricted. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it is not liable to that construction. He is 
authorized to ry oan temporary clerks, and we give him the amount 
of money that he may use for that pd gat 

Mr. SAULSBURY. But suppose he appoints clerks whose salaries 
will be more than the $20,000, will they not have a claim which we 
shall hereafter have to provide for? 

Mr. WINDOM. He will have nothing to pay them with, and I do 
not think he can appoint them. However, if there is any danger of 
that, we are entirely willing to accept an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
. by the Committee on Appropriations, 

© amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was after 
line 10 to insert: 

tingent e tment: 

FFF. 
an p, or wa; arm and re sam a plene, 
for the fiscal year 3 30. 1578 no j . <i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, line 11, after the word 
lands“ to insert: 

And provided further, That where wood and timber lands in the Territories of 
the United States are not surveyed and offered for sale in proper subdivisions, 


convenient of N. no money herein appropriated shall be used to collect any 
charge for wood or ber cut on the pulite lands in the Territories of the United 
States for the use of actual settlers in the Territories, and not for export. 
Mr. BECK. I move to amend the amendment by inserting “sale 
or,” before “ export,” so as to read, “ and not for sale or export.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from seer to the amendment of the committee. 
: = BLAINE. I should like to hear the Senator explain that a 
ittle. 
Mr. BECK. The amendment of the committee, it will be observed, 
roceeds upon the idea of allowing settlers on the public lands in the 
Territories. wherever the lands have not been offered for sale and 
cannot be obtained, to cut wood and timber “on the public lands in 
the Territories of the United States for the use of actual settlers in 
the Territories, and not for export.” I mean to say that if we are 
going to allow actual settlers to take snch timber from the lands of 
the United States as have not been surveyed and are not offered for 
sale, for their own use, it shonld be limited to their own use, and we 
should not allow them to establish saw-mills in the cities or saw-mills 
in the country. The cutting of the wood ought to be limited abso- 
lutely to the use of the man who takes it, so that he shall not go on 
the public lands to make that an article of merchandise. If he is to 
have that privilege, I think it is extending it quite as far as anybody 
ought to ask. I do not want to discuss it any further, but if there is 
any objection to the insertion of these words, I should like to hear it. 
Mr. BLAINE. The effect of this, if I understand the Senator from 
Kentucky, would be that not a stick of timber nor a piece of wood 
could be used or burned by any person unless he had himself cut it. 
Mr. BECK. That is what I intend. 
Mr. BLAINE. That every inhabitant of the Territory shall have 


to be his own wood-chopper, or else pay stumpage for the wood ho 
uses. Does the Senator mean that ? 

Mr. BECK. Ido not mean that he shall chop it himself, but he 
shall not make it a business. He may hire men, of course; I do not 
say he must do it himself, but if he has it cut for his own use he shall 
not make it an article of merchandise, shall not establish lumber- 
yards or establish saw-mills, or take timber for the pur of unlim- 
ited disposition. I suppose what a man does by another he does by 
himself; his employé can cut his wood for his own fire-wood or his 
own use in any way that comes within the meaning of my amendment 
but if he is going to establish a wood-yard or to establish a saw-mill 
to rnn on a large scale to supply villages or neighborhoods, he ought 
not to be allowed to go on the public lands and take timber. “ Ex- 
port” means to leave the country, I understand. 

Mr. BLAINE, Yes. The Senatorfrom Kentucky, whois a member 
of this committee, was not present when the amendment was adopted. 
The committee endeavored to draw it very carefully. In the first 
place, there is no possible permission to go upon the public lands and 
cut where they are surveyed and offered for sale; but this is to pro- 
vide for cases where a settlement in a Territory is near the public 
lands entirely unsurveyed and not offered for sale. I cannot express 
it as well as it is expressed by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office in an interview which I saw published—an authentic one I have 
no donbt—in the New York Tribune of a late date, in which the Com- 
missioner discusses this very point and he says: 


The timber lands in none of the States or Territories are subject to sale for cash, 


d pre-emption laws. The tim - 
ber-bearing land is usually mountain 
of tho country itis feina timber without being a depreda- 
tor, and yet he must have timber or abandon the country. Now, Congress has en- 
acted a statute which makes it a penal offense for any one to cut timber upon any 
of tho public lands, It has opened the country to settlement but has not changed 
JC. ĩͤV pipraga ie Greer 
whereby a er can obtain p uence is ey 
settler feels that he is a robber or de . 8 ay! 


The Government stands there, not willing to sell, not saying what 
it will take for this land, not giving it “proper subdivisions conven- 
ient of access,” in the lan of the amendment, for the moment 
that is done the amendment does not apply at all, but it is to touch 
exactly that class of cases where there is no timber land offered for 
sale, and where, as the Commissioner of the General Land Office him- 
self expresses it, the settler must haveit or he must leave the country. 

My friend from Kentucky will see that he narrows the scope of this 
altogether too much. You take fifteen thousand or twenty thousand 
people dividing themselves as they naturally will into the various 
avocations that belong to new settlements, every man cannot chop 
his wood. Some are making wagons, some are shoeing horses, somo 
are running grist-mills; and they are dividing themselves into the 
most necessary avocations for the life of a new country. They can- 
not each one go out to chop his own wood; they cannot each one 
establish a saw-mill that shall give a few boards ont of which a rude 
residence may be erected. It is a necessity of the case that labor 
must be divided; and this expressly confines the use of it to “actual 
settlers.” The actual settlers in the Territory, and the actual settlers 
only at those places whero the land is not surveyed, and not offered 
for sale, are covered by the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. KERNAN. Would not this permit persons to go on any of the 
lands in the Territories where there is timber, which are not open 
for entry, and cut the timber; and does it not permit that to be done 
which in the communication sent here the other day was said to be 
done? A man establishes a business, an industry if you may call it 
so, has a wood-pile of wood which he has cut to the extent of twenty- 
five hundred cords; he is getting rich in cutting timber from the pu 
lic land and selling it. Is it intended by this amendment—it so 
reads to me—to allow ns to go into that business? 

Mr. BLAINE. To whom does he sell it? 

Mr. KERNAN. He sells to whoever will buy. 

Mr. BLAINE. But to whom? Take tho actual case. To whom 
does that wood go? Does it not go to the actual settlers? Is there 
anybody there except the frontier settlers? 

Mr. KERNAN. There is nothing in the world in this amendment 
that would not permit him to ship it to any city. 

Mr. BLAINE. Is it not there written—the Senator onght to read 
the amendment—that it shall be “ not for export.” 

Mr. KERNAN. “Export” means to go out of the country. 

Mr. BLAINE, Then say “not for export from the Territory.” I 
will consent to add that. 

Mr. KERNAN, One moment, now. We cannot get along all talk- 
ing at the same time. I have no feeling about this except that it 
does seem to me that this is so general that although there may be in 
the Territories some woodland open to entry and 1 yet if the 
Government has any which is not so open, it would be claimed to give 
the right to go and take that. I think the Government had better 
turn its attention to selling the lands where there are people who need 
the wood, and not commence a crusade against every body who wants 
to sell the land and wood and preserve it when itis sold. Let us turn 
our attention to that. 

This provision seems to be general Jaw which would authorize men 
to go as this communication says one man has gone and made a 
hundred thousand dollars by cutting and manufacturing cord-wood. 
He has bought a pile of twenty hundred cords, and is selling it to 
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whoever will buy it. There is no benevolence in that. He is selling 
it for the best price he can get. We should pass laws to authorize 
people to enter on these lands where wood is necessary, paying what- 
ever the Government price is for them, and then the people can get 
wood without allowing a few men of capital to go to work and or- 
ganizo what has been called an industry to make money, and not 
merely for the purpose of being kind to anybody. I think this is in 
the wrong direction. It will be claimed to justify every man who 
gocs on and plunders the public lands of timber. I do not think it 
is just to the people of the Territory or to the people of the United 
States. We bad better, if thero is need for this timber, which will 
make men go there and cut it and sell it, open the lands at once for 
purchase and settlement, and let there be fair competition, every man 
getting what he wants. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, if the amendment was capable of no 
more than what the committee suggest, I should be very glad to su 
port it, because the object which the committee seem, I have no doubt 
in good faith, to desire to accomplish, is just what is reasonable and 
fair. Where a settler in a Territory finds itn , for immediate 
use and for comfort and as part of the necessaries of life, to avail 
himself of the timber upon the public lands which are not surveyed 
so that he can become the owner of them, it seems fair enough that 
he should be permitted, in a limited quan tity, to use the timber. But 
this amendment is capable of a great deal more than that, and I 
think the committee should earnestly co-operate with those who de- 
sire to limit it to what they say is the view and purpose of the meas- 
ure, If I understand the force of the language of this amendment, it 
can be so operated as to supply the consumption of an entire Terri- 
tory with wood from the public lands; not only to give the settler 
his homestead, not only to open all the valuable mines out of which 
he may draw $150,000,000 of gold and silver, but also to permit him 
free of cost or to permit anybody in supplying his furnaces or in sup- 
plying any of the power which it is necessary for him to use in de- 
veloping the resources of the country, to furnish him with wood from 
the forests of the Territory free of cost. Ia other words it is to en- 
able the speculator and dealer in wood in fhe Territories, who is 
always the man who has capital enough to command the greatest 

ible price, to get his wood for orui My friend from Colorado 
Mr. TELLER] shakes his head at that. I do not mean a poor miner, 
because this is not confined to the poor miner of limited means, It 
is broad enough to embrace those who gather together their thou- 
sands of cords of wood upon the public domain and put their price 
upon it, because having capital enough to command all the wood of 
the forest around abont that su to the Government they can fix 
their own price upon it. I know the committee did not intend any- 
thing of that kind. 

Mr. SARGENT. How is the poor miner to whom you refer to get 
this wood? Is he to go himself and cut it? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think the Government that furnishes a 
homestead, that opens the mineral land of the United States free of 
cost to the r miner, is called upon also, besides that, to furnish 
him in his lawful business of mining with the wood of tho United 
States free of cost, either to him or to the man who follows the busi- 
ae of supplying him. I do not think we have got quite so far as 
that yet. 

Mr. BLAINE, Why do you not see about it? 

Mr. DAWES. That is not particularly my business. I haye no ob- 
jection to anything that will facilitate the bringing of public lands, 
as the Senator from New York says, into immediate market. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he 
means to say that the Government of the United States makes a pres- 
ent of the mineral lands to the miners? Does he not know that for 
every acre of mineral land that is appropriated we pay $5 an acre, 
while the agricultural land is sold to all the agriculturists everywhere 
for $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. DAWES. I did not mean to say so. I did not use any language 
that could bear in its ordinary signitication any such interpretation 
as that. I meant to ny that the Government of the United States 
has made a present to the actual settler, the miner as well as every 
one else, millions and millions of acres of the public land. The lib- 
erality of the United States is not too large, never to be restricted by 
any effort on my part, but always to be extended as far as the bona 
Jide settler is concerned, aud furnishing him with every possible facility 
for enjoying to the utmost the land which the Government gives him 
if he will settle it and which it offers for the paltry sum of 8 an acre 
if it is a bonanza mine. But I do not see that the Government is 
called upon also, in order to induce him to settle there, to say “You 
2 besides have all the timber you can find on the public domain 
and which you can sell within the limits of the Territory.” 

Mr. TE R. ‘Since I have been a member of the Senate I have 
noticed on every occasion when any subject has been presented that 
directly bore upon the interest of the West that the Senators who 
live farthest from the interest to be served have always had the most 
to say, and that too about plunderers, thieves, robbers, and have fre- 

nent stigmatized the people of the extreme West in that way. 

ow, the Senator from Massachusetts says that these men should have 
no right to plunder the public lands, Is there any evidence before 
the Senate, before the country, that anybody has plundered the pub- 
lic lands of the West—the extreme West—which is now under con- 
sideration? Those people who are in that section depend upon the 


public land for their wood, as the Senator from Massachusetts knows, 
and as everybody else in the Senate knows they must, from the fact 
that although the country has been settled for eighteen or twenty 
years, yet Congress has never had the generosity, bas never had the 
care over those western frontiersmen to provide any method by which 
they might acquire a title either to the timber or to the timber-land 
as timber-land. They have granted bonanzas, as the Senator says, to 
the people who have gone two thousand miles beyond the borders of 
civilization, and have hunted over those frozen and barren hills until 
they found a crevice, and then have dug down at an expense of thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of dollars sometimes until they found a 
paying mine, and then the Government has demanded of them $5 an 
acre for the land, while to the agriculturist, while to the man who 
had no far-distant country to traverse, upon the Mississippi River and 
the alluvial bottoms, the western rivers, it has granted a home at a 
dollar and a quarter an acre, or in most instances made a present of 
it. These men are neither thieves nor plunderers in any sense of the 
term ; and while I do not sup the Senator intends to charge that 
upon all the people, yet when he charges that the men who cut tim- 
ber upon the public domain in the State that I represent are thieves 
and robbers, he charges it upon almost every man in my State. 

There has been years since I have lived in Colorado when no man 
could burn a stick of wood, when not a house nor a church nor a 
school-house conld be built, unless the timber was taken from the 

ublic land. There are no“ wood rings” there, the Secretary of the 

nterior to the contrary notwithstanding. I say there isnosuch thing 
in the western country as a “wood ring.“ I am familiar from per- 
sonal observation with an extent of country greater in extent haa 
from Massachusetts to the Mississippi or Missouri River and Isay now 
that there is no wood ring in the West at all, and the men who have 
cut wood and hauled it near the towns, as the Senator says, are not 
capitalists but are the poorest men of the mining communities of the 
far-distant West. Thereis not a man to my knowledge in the West who 
has made anything more than a comfortuble living in the “ plunder- 
ing” of the Government, in the cutting of these “enormous” ee 
trees, that in a 8 of cases would not exceed from six to eight 
inches in diameter, If the Senators who talk upon these subjects 
would inform themselves as to the true state of facts in the far-distant 
West they would not talk about thieves and robbers and plunderers 
quite so much as they do. 

This amendment is simply a declaration that so far as the Senate 
of the United States is concerned we will not furnish to the Secretary 
of the Interior an opportunity to depopulate the western Territories. 
Ido not care what may be said about it, a thorough acquaintance 
with the country would show that the cutting of timber on the pub- 
lic lands is an absolute necessity until such time at least as Con, 
shall provide some way for making title to this timber. And whose 
fault is it that Congress has not done it? Is it the fault of the poor 
miner? Is it the prospectors? Is it the man who is delving for these 
great bonanzas 1 No, if there is a fault anywhere it lies at the door 
of Congress, that they have made no provision by which these peo- 
ple could make title to the wood they burn. 

I do not propose to spend much time over this — — now; but I 
say that it seems a little hard and it is a little unpleasant to me to 
hear gentlemen who live upon the Atlantic coast, who had the whole 
23 made to their hands by their ancestors, settled up and culti- 
vated— 

Mr. SARGENT. By this same process? 

Mr. TELLER. By the same process as suggested by the Senator 
from California, charge upon these people of the West, who are ouly 
doing what they are compelled to do by the condition of things, that 
they are thieves and robbers, and . the public and de- 
stroying the timber on the public lan It is utterly impossible that 
the miner living in a town should go ont and cut the wood; it must 
be done by some * who brings it in and sells it. I say again 
that all over the West, where this system has been in vogue, it is the 
bia! poa portion of the community who have cut this timber; 
and there are no wood rings that have made themselves rich. I will 
venture the assertion that in the entire West there is not a wood or 
a lumbering man who has made $25,000, while there are men in all 
other departments of business who have piled up thousands—fre- 
quently a million. 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CY. Mr. President, I am not opposed to the policy 
of allowing the unsurveyed public lands of the great West to be set- 
tled. If they are allowed to be settled at all, of course the settlers 
must be allowed to take the wood from the unsurveyed lands or be 
compelled to go without wood. So much is undoubtedly true; but [ 
can see no reason why settlers should be allowed to take timber from 
the unsurveyed lands where the lands have been surveyed and they 
can purchase surveyed lands and settle upon them as homestead set- 
tlers or anything of that kind. But as a matter of necessity we must 
allow the right to those who settle upon the unsurveyed lands. When 
you once admit that, I think it follows that the proposition made by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] is not exactly right or fair; 
for what difference does it make whether the individual goes himself 
personally and cuts the wood or whether he hires some other man to 
cut it? ides, timber is just as essential to build their houses—— 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
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Mr. BECK. I mean to say, if the Senator will allow me, that the 
amendment I have pro was intended by me at least (if it does 
not convey that idea it does not carry out my intention) to allow any 
settler to have wood cut for him by anybody, for what he does by 
another he does by himself, so he has it cut. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I understood the Senator. If he will allow 
me to go through he will see my point. I am going to make a sug- 
‘gestion that I think will harmonize the ideas suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Maine as well as by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. That was the reason of my remark. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I say timber is just as essential for building 
eh sag as it is for fuel, and the settlers upon the unsurveyed lands 
ought to have the same right to use it for the one as for the other. 
Hence they ought to have the right to have it sawed at a saw-mill 
or they must necessarily hew it out. Therefore I would not object 
to their using the timber in that way, but I see no reason why those 
residing upon the surveyed lands, lands which can be purchased or 
which perhaps they have already purchased, should have the benefit 
of taking timber either directly or indirectly from the public lands. 
In accordance with that idea I propose an amendment which I think 
will harmonize the views of both Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment to the amend- 
ment pending now. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Michigan to allow me to modify 
the amendment which I offered. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I will submit my amendment, and I think 
perhaps the Senator from Kentucky will accept it. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to strike out the words“ sale or” and let my 
amendment read thus: 

And not for export from the territory where the timber grew. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky modifies 


his amendment, and the question is upon the amendment to the 


amendment as modified. 

Mr. BECK. I modify it to that extent 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish the Senator would wait for a few 
moments, for I think he will assent to a further modification. I pro- 
pose, in accordance with the ideas which I have y suggested, to 
amend in the seventeenth line by adding after the word “ settlers” 
the words “ residing on such unsurveyed lands of the United States,” 
aud then I would make what follows after the word “Territories” 
in that line read as follows: 

„ sale to persons not residing on unsurveyed lands nor for 
expo! 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Kentucky, if the Senator from 
Michigan will give attention a moment, I think suggests an amend- 
ment which covers all the ground and covers it very fully, which is 
just to add to the section these words: 

And not for export from the Territory where the timber grew. 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That tonches one part, but it does not the 
other. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to the fact 
that I wish to confine the benefit of using this timber on unsurveyed 
lands to persons residing on unsurveyed lands. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the Senator think there is any possibility that 
timber could be carried from one part of the Territory to the other 
as cheaply as it could be cut upon lands that were sold at a dollar 
and a quarter an acre ! 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Perhaps not. There are many cases where 
it might not be so, but there are surveyed lands close in the neigh- 
borhood of unsurveyed Jands, and why should the unsurveyed lands 
belonging to the United States have the timber taken off for the 
benefit of those persons living on surveyed lands? That is all. 

Mr. TELLER. - Will the Senator from Michigan let me make a state- 
ment in reply to that point? In the county in which I reside, the 
population is about eiglit or nine thousand. In the county adjoining 
on the west, it is about the same. Now, the mining towns where the 
mining people live are upon surveyed land, land that has been sur- 
veyed within the last two or three years when it has been denuded 
of timber at least fifteen years. There are eightcen or twenty thou- 
sand people living on surveyed lands npon which there is not a stick 
of timber growing, who are wholly and entirely dependent on the un- 
surveyed land for their wood; that is, the towns have been surveyed 
and patents have been issued to them under the act of Congress. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, The town-site act? 

Mr. TELLER. The town-site act. They are really on surveyed 
land, and yet the people there are wholly dependent on unsurveyed 
land for wood. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I admit that the amendment I have sug- 
gested will not meet that case, and I do not know how to change it. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, I want to call the attention of the Sebator from 
Michigan to the lands that are surveyed in mineral districts. There 
is no provision for the purchase of those lands. They stand in the 
same situation as unsurveyed lands. Neither is the timber salable on 
surveyed lands. All lands in mineral districts, whether surveyed or 
unsurveyed, come under the same situation, neither is the timber 
salable nor are there any provisions for the entry of the land; it 
makes no difference whether it is surveyed or unsurveyed; so that 
the Senator’s amendment would not apply. The amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky is a proper one. 
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Mr. BLAINE, If the Senator from Colorado will observe, I pro- 
sume the Senator from Michigan is satisfied that his amendment is 
quite inapplicable. The way the amendment now stands, as proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations, is: : 

That where wood and timber lands in the Territories of the United States are 
not surveyed and offered for sale in ope subdivisions, convenient of access, no 


money herein appropriated shall be to collect any charge for wood or timber 
cut oaths poblia bias 4 


The word “such” ought to be inserted instead of “the” before 
“public lands“ 
in the Territories of the United States for the use of actual settlers in the Terri- 
tories, and not for export. 


The Senator from Kentucky moves to amend by making it read: 
And not for export from the Territory where the timber grew. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. That is all right, but the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan is inapplicable. 

Mr. BLAINE. He will withdraw that, I understand. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I withdraw the amendment which I sug- 


ed. 

r, BLAINE. Now, I want to make a remark or two, Mr. Presi- 
dent, because there has been a very large amount of misrepresenta- 
tion afloat in the country for the last ten days about this timber ques- 
tion. A good may gentlemen on this floor, including my humble 
self, have been held up as rushing to the defense of what are called 
timber thieves. Whenever anybody attempts to stop the thieving of 
the timber of the United States there is a great cry in the Senate of 
the United States of rushing to the defense of the timber thieves, 1 
congratulate the Senate that this presents exactly the issue that we 
want to make. This is not any attempt whatever to defend timber 
thieves. This amendment is on the end of a section where the appro- 
priation is made for the pores of detecting and bringing to justice 
those who may be timber thieves. But I want the officers of the 
United States instructed, and I want them to understand that aman 
who, for instance on Pa Sound and the lands adjacent thereto, 
cuts masts for export to Asia, or Europe, or the Atlantic States, does 
not fall in the same category as the man who is a settler and who 
goes for actual residence, and who wants a house and who wants 
wood to keep him from freezing. If you cannot make that distinc- 
tion, there is no proper administration of the law whatever, Iun- 
dertake to say that what the amendment now pending embodies is 
precisely what has been the practice of this Government from its in- 
ception to this hour, Up to 1849 the public lands were administered 
under the Treasury Department. I undertake to say that of the 
twenty-two Territories of the United States, many of which have 
grown into great populous States, there never was a solitary charge 
made by the United States for what is covered by this amendment, 
never one dollar; that the public lands as administered by Alexander 
Hamilton, by Samuel Dexter, by AlbertGallatin, by William H. Craw- 
ford, by Richard Rush, by Louis McLane, by Levi Woodbury, by Rob- 
ert J. Walker, great statesmen of the past of both and of all political 
parties—I undertake to say that there never was an instance to be 
found which gives a colorable pretense for saying that a settler in 
any of the Territories was ever charged for the timber taken from 
the public lands for his use and behoof, for the use and advantage of 
the actual settler, and that it never was attempted until the present 
administration of the Interior Department. 

I am glad the amendment presents exactly the issue whether the 
whole policy of this Government, of those who have had charge of 
the public lands, from Alexander Hamilton down to Zachariah Chand- 
ler, and on which Ohio and Indiana and Illinois and Michigan and 
Wisconsin and Iowa and Nebraska and Kansas and Arkansas and 
Louisiana and Texas—not Texas; they did not have public lands; I 
take that out; they had their own lands—California, Oregon, Missis- 
sippi, Alabama, and Tennessee were organized. I undertake to say 
that every one of those States has grown up and has been peopled 
under exactly the liberty which is conveyed by this amendment 
to-day, under precisely the liberty which we pro here to give. I 
feel ashamed of myself for some of my eastern friends. Ido not refer 
to the Senate, but some of the newspapers say, for instance, in com- 
plimenting me, that I have stood up in the Senato of the United 
States for the “ worst elements of society ;” that the Secretary of the 
Interior is endeavoring to bring to correction “ the worst elements of 
western society,” I believe it is. One of them intending to be extra- 
ordinarily severe speaks of them as my clients. I accept it. Iam 
glad to number them; Iam glad to have the hardy settlers in the 
Territories who are carrying forward the vivilization of the country 
and battling with the elements, having hardship enough, classed 
among my clients. Iam glad to stand for them in any court or in 
any presence, Iam glad to stand for them against the ignorance or 
the malice of any one. Iam glad to aid in confirming to them the 
rights which, from the administration of George Washington down, 
ng? Bat never been denied until the present time. 

. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I will vote against any appropriation 
of money to pay the special agents of the Department of the Inte- 
rior who are engaged in the business of discovering and prosecuting 

rsons who are charged with committing tres upon the public 

ds. In my judgment, so far from these individnals—and I speak 
with reference to the proceedings in the State of Louisiana—being 
deserving of any such compliments and congratulations and promises 
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of reward as are declared in the published dispatches of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, they ought to be dismissed with Set er from 
the civil service. I care not how severe the words of rebuke have 
been which have been uttered by the eloquent Senator from the State 
of Maino in this Chamber, because I know that the country, as soon 
as the history of these proceedings is fully develo will send a 
prompt response of approbation to the condemnation of the conduct 
and management of the Department of the Interior, In his commu- 
nication to the Scnate the other day, the Secretary of the Interior 
makes an extraordinary statement. He says: 

simply proceeds as any other suitor to recover its 
eee eee, by coat er, 3 with the rules of practice 
and pleading adopted and with the writs 1 by the laws of the State or Ter- 
ritory in which its property may be foun 


The only exception being, as he states, that the Government of the 
United States is not required to give bond. 

There was a man by the name of Carter sent by the Department of 
the Interior to the State of Louisiana. His instructions were ific, 
and they were perfectly proper. They were to the effect that he 
should ascertain the name and the residence of each party charged 
with a trespass ; that he should be able to identify the particular prop- 
erty which it was alleges had been taken from the public land; that 
he should ascertain all the facts with reference to each particular 
individual case; and in fact to take those ordinary precautions which 
an individual takes in bringing a suit against another, 

That, Mr. President, is the case as stated by the Secre of the 
Interior. Those were the orders given to this special agent, Mr. Car- 
ter. When I read that statement made by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, I was convinced of what I already believed, that the Secretary 
of the Interior knew absolutely nothing of the conduct or acts of his 
subordinates. The suit which was instituted in the State of Louisi- 
ana, instigated by this man Carter, was a case where a writ was ob- 
tained against four persons mentioned in the petition and in the writ, 
and contained these extraordinary words: “and other persons un- 
known.” There was not a specific fact stated. It was merely charged 
that these four persons named “ and other persons unknown” had 
eut timber from the public lands; and how was that writ executed ? 
Certainly these “ persons unknown” were not charged with any vio- 
lation of the law of the United States. These persons who were de- 
clared to be unknown were not tharged with having committed any 

ass or having converted any publio lands. Yetunder the desig- 
nation of “ persons unknown” the property of hundreds of poor peo- 
ple was seized in the State of Louisiana by this one writ, and in 
twenty-four hours this industrious community were reduced to abso- 
lute beggary and starvation. They were never notified of any pro- 
ecedings; they were never charged with any violation of any law; 
they were not made parties to any suit; they absolutely knew noth- 
ing of any of the proceedings of the Department of the Interior, 
except that their property was seized under this sweeping and ruin- 
ous writ, which was nothing but the exercise of despotic power under 
the forms of law. 

In Louisiana, as in every other State and in every other civilized 
country, you cannot proceed against a man as a trespasser unless you 
name him, unless he is known, unless he is made a party to the suit, 
unless the property which See charge he has converted to his own 
use is designated, unless all the acts and all the elements which are 
necessary to create a foundation for a suit are established. There- 
fore there was not the slightest justification for the suit, and there 
can be no palliation for it. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry? I 
should like to inquire of the Senator from Louisiana whether the 
Secretary of the Interior issued this writ or if he can inform us who 
did issue the writ. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will inform ths Senator with a great deal of pleas- 
ure. The Secretary of the Interior does not issne such a writ. A 
writ is issued, as the Senator well knows, by order of the judge; but 
I will inform the Senator from Massachusetts that the person who is 
to furnish information upon which the writ is to be issued is the spe- 
cial agent of the Department; and the charge I make is that he never 
farniahed any information by which any proper vroceeding could be 
had in that court. 

Mr. DAWES. If it does not interrupt the Senator too much 

Mr. EUSTIS. Not at all, sir. 


Mr. DAWES. Doubtless such a writ as that stated by the Senator 


from Louisiana is not only illegal but unjustifiable. It would seem 


to me, however, if the Secretary of the Interior issued instructions 


which were perfectly proper and the writ was issued by somebody 


over whom he has no control, namely, a judge down there, that it 


would be quite proper for the Senator to turn his guns upon the 
jndge. 
4 Mr, EUSTIS. I make the charge that the Secretary of the Depart- 


ment of the Interior is responsible, and for the reason that he had the 


selection of this agent, and he gave the instructions to this agent, 
and those instructions were utterly disregarded and set aside. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator does not quite meet my suggestion. 

The Senator sets ont by saying that the instructions were perfectly 


proper. The agent did not follow the instructions. The court that 
issned the writ was responsible, it seems to me, for the form of its 


writ. If the Secretary issned proper instructions to the party fur- 
nishing the information, and if tho party furnishing tho information 
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to the judge did not furnish information which justified such a writ, 
the judge was not justified in issuing such a writ, and the fault lies 
with the judge. That is the suggestion. I do not wish to defend any 
such precept as that, the Senator will understand mo, but I merely 
suggest to the Senator from Louisiana, as I do to the Senator from 
Maine, that it is perfectly within the proper discussion of the merits 
of this amendment to confine it to the avowed purpose rather than 
to make a shield under which to attack a public officer whom the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana admits issned pope: instructions, 

Mr. EUSTIS. It was the duty of this special agent of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior to make his report to his superior officer and to 
his employer; it was his duty to have kept the Department of the 
Interior advised of what proceedings were taking place in the State 
of Louisiana which he himself was instigating: it was his duty to 
have made special reports to the Department of the Interior, and they 
must have heard of his acts and his conduet, for I find several very 
congratulatory dispatches from the Department of the Interior to this 
individual complimenting him for his zeal and great exertion and 
great attention to business. The honorable Senatoris mistaken if he 
su that the judge is the party who is properly subject to this 
criticism. The duty of this special agent in the first place was to have 
collected all this information, to have sent this information to Wash- 
i gton, to have received his instructions from here, I take it. The 

ge simply issues an order as a matter of course, particularly these 
writs known to the civil law. - 

The judge scarcely ever reads the petitions. The prayer is that 
a writ of sequestration shall issne against A B, C D, &c., and the 
judge merely signs “ Let the writ issue as prayed for.” I asked the 

nited States marshal how it was that he could assume the responsi- 
bility of seizing the property of hundreds of innocent people when 
they were noteven named in the proceedings. The only answer that 
Icould get was that these were the instructions of Mr. Carter. I 
asked the district attorney of the district how was it that he by a 
mere general allegation could go into a court and place the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the discreditable position of asking that 
a writ should be issued to seize the property of persons who were 
unknown and unnamed, and where was the information upon which 
he felt justified in this proceeding. His only answer was that he 
knew nothing whatever about it, and that I must go and see Mr. Car- 
ter. This writ was issued on the 9th of May, and I call the attention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to this dispatch which is from the 
Department of the Interior, dated the 2d of July, two months after- 
ward: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 2, 1877. 
M. A. CARTER, 
Lake Charles, Louisiana: 

Collect evidence of Government title to the logs in controversy in Calcasieu , 
2 Louisiana, and report same to District Attorney Lacey as soon as prac- 

Here was a writ which had been issued on the 9th of May. Here 

was a writ which could only have been properly issued if this evi- 
dence—— 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator says that the court issnes his writ upon 
a petition for a writ against A B and C D, &c., and simply indorses 
upon the petition, “Let the writ issue as prayed for.“ I want to call 
the Senator’s attention to the fact that that does not authorize a writ 
against persons not named. That authorizes a writ just as broad as 
the petition, and no broader. If anybody issued a writ broader than 
the petition the man who issued the writ ought to be impeached for 
it. The Senator calls my attention specially to the fact that after a 
suit has been commenced 1 8 a person for trespass the agent is 
instructed to look up the title and have it ready for the trial, and I 
suppose he means to say that it is outrageous that that was not doue 
before the suit was commenced. Is it not in the experience of the 
Senator as a practicing lawyer that he sometimes, after a suit is com- 
menced, finds it necessary to get certified copies of title-deeds or any- 
thing of that kind to prepare himself for trial? Is it not within his 
experience that he is not as well prepared for trial when he com- 
mences his suit as he is on the day of trial? I submit, if the Sena- 
tor will not consider me intruding, that the great question whether 
it is proper on the one hand to it settlers to meet their imme- 
diate necessities without charge upon the public lands, or whether 
the public lands shall be entirely open to the free use of any person, 
ought to be discussed free of any such nice technicalities as are raised 
by the suggestion of the Senator upon the face of a writ issned by a 
competent court in Louisiana, responsible for the manner in which 
ho discharges the daty of judge. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask the Senator from Louisiana to yield to me 
amoment, I want to tell the Senator from Massachusetts how it is 
done in the West, and I presume it is done in the same way in Lou- 
isiana. Forinstance, an agent from the Interior Department goes out 
to the State of Colorado. After nosing all about the community and 
prying about for information he makes up his mind that there ought 
to be a certain seizure: He goes to the proper officer, who may be the 
judge in the State of Louisiana, it is the prosecuting attorney in the 
State of Colorado,and makes an information underoath. Upon that 
information, whether it be based upon truth, or fraud, or falsity, a 
wrong impression or a trne impression, it is the duty of the proper 
officer to issue his process; he bas no discretion. Notwithstanding it 
may turn out, as it almost always does, that the information is upon 
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a wrong basis, still the proper officer is compelled to issue his proc- 
ess. Therefore the side fa this case is compelled to issue the order 
for sequestration upon the information given by the agent, when it 
may turn out and probably will tarn out, as I know it does turn out 
in nine cases out of ten, that it is upon information upon a false 
basis. Therefore the judge should not be censured for issuing the 


writ. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will state, with due respect, because it is a local 
writ known oply to the civil law, that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts does not know, I apprehend from his questions, what a writ of 
sequestration is. I the Pon 8 instructing this special agent 
to collect the evidence of the title of the Government to those logs 
and to place it in the ion of the district attorney. I will in- 
form the honorable Senator that a writ of sequestration only issues 
upon an affidavit; that the affidavit was made by this man Carter; 
and that this man Carter had to swear that these hundred thousand 
logs which were seized, the entire timber that was cut in the parish 
of Calcasieu, in the State of Louisiana, were the property of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. When he makes such an affidavit it is the duty 
of the ind to issue the writ. 

Mr. USTIS. It is the duty of the judge to issue the writ. The 
agent bad to swear and he did swear that it was the TEREN of the 

nited States, because it was timber cut from the public lands. Be- 
fore the district attorney could ask for that writ every particle of 
evidence with reference to the title of the Government of the United 
States to these logs ought to have been in his paeen and ought 
to have been examined by him and studied, and he ought to have as- 
certained whether he could rely upon the information Mr. Carter was 
giving. ; 

s Mr MAXEY. I will ask, if in order to procure the writ of seques- 
tration it is not necessary not only to state that the property is the 

roperty of the United States, but that the complainant avers and 
Elera that the defendant named in the writ will convert the prop- 
erty to his own use and benefit? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes; and remove it beyond the jurisdiction of the 
court: 

Mr. MAXEY. Precisely, and he must name him and aver that in 
the writ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. While the Senator is discussing this point, I wish 
he would also state what impropriety there is in instructions going 
from Washington to this agent afterward to furnish the district 
attorney with the evidence upon which he relies. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Because the district attorney never bad a particle 
of evidence in his possession which this man Carter ought to have 
furnished before that writ was issued. There were a hundred thon- 
sand logs seized in that parish belonging to hundreds of poor people. 
The affidavit was to the effect that this property had been cut from 
public lands and that these people were going to remove this prop- 
erty beyond the jurisdiction of the conrt. I will inform the Senator 
from Massackusetts that there are private lands in the State of Lou- 
isiana as well as public lands. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit me 
to ask him a question here? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the agent thus violated his duty and thus 
swore to what was false, I should like to have the Senator tell me 
how he can base a charge against the Secretary of the Interior upon 
that. That is the point. 

Mr. EUSTIS, I make the charge against the Secretary of the In- 
terior for having ig apa en and having kept and having promised 
reward to one of his subordinates who was utterly irresponsible, 
untrustworthy, despotic, and oppressive in his acts to the people of 
Louisiana. These facts ought to have been known to the tary 
of the Interior; and if he does not know them, his ignorance does 
not release him from the charge, he being responsible. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
a question. 

r. EUSTIS. Nie scare 

Mr. JOHNSTON, Iunderstand the Senator to say that some of the 
persons named upon whom the writ was served were not the proper 
persons that should have been named in the writ, and of others the 
names were not given. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The names were not given; they never heard of the 
proceeding; they were never notified of any proceeding until served 
notices were published all over that parish that this property was 
seized and that -property was seized, no matter who claimed it, no 
matter who owned it. A man told me that he had cut four thousand 
dollars’ worth of timber from his own land, land to which he had had 
8 title for twenty years, which title had never been ques- 
tioned, and yet this property was seized and he was never made aware 
of the proceeding, and it was not only seized but it has all been sold. 

Mr. SEY. I know the Senator from Louisiana understands the 
civil law perfectly, and therefore I want to ask him if it is not essen- 
tial in a writ of sequestration that every person against whom the 
writ lies shall be named in describing that writ. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. MAXEY. I merely wanted that understood. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Secretary of the Interior tells us that all these 


proceedings have been carried on in accordance with the rules of 
pleading and practice of every State and Territory where these seiz- 
ures have been made, aud yet you might search the records of every 
court in the State of Louisiana for fifty years past and you would not 
find a case which would give the slightest sanction to such an out- 
Tageous proceeding as has been instituted with reference to these 
recent seizures, Why, sir, it is unheard of. It would be perfectly 
monstrous if the United States Government could go into a United 
States court, armed with the extraordinary power of seizing the prop- 
erty of an individual without making him a party to that proceeding. 
What man in this land conld say that he owns anything, what man 
in this land could say that he would not wake up to-morrow morning 
and find the fruits of his industry swept out of existence by this 
arbitrary exercise of power under the forms of judicial process ? 

I agree with the Senator from Colorado that the importance of this 
question is not appreciated to-day. It is,in my judgment, one of the 
most extraordinary, unprecedented, and indefensible proceedings that 
I have ever heard of in the history of this country, What answer is 
it to tell these poe that they are in court? What answer is it to 
tell them that must abide the adjudication of theirrights? What 
answer is it to tell them that they must let the law take its course ? 
They are to-day hopelessly and absolutely rained. Can you, without 
making a poor man a party to a suit or proceeding, seize his property, 
and tell him that he must travel two or three hundred miles to the 
city of New Orleans to employ counsel in order to ascertain his rights 
and oy: ra the rights of that pro with the Government of the 
United States? Of course they will abandon their rights. Of course 
these people have not even had the poor privilege of asserting what- 
ever rights to their property they have. 

Some people call this “ reform ;” I call it 8 J call it spoli- 
ation; I call it robbery of the poor. Apuk we cannot restore the 
pre-existing condition of things, although where there was thrift and 
contentment and hope and F all has now been converted 
into a scene of desolation and ruin by this writ, yet I am satisfied that 
this discussion will be fruitful of very good effects. It will teach the 
Secretary of the Interior that it is his duty to inquire into the conduct 
and acts and career of his special agents charged with such delicate 
duties, and it will also teach him that in the future, if not in the past, 
this is intended to be a Government of laws, and not of men. j 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BECK. Ishould like to ask now what is the pending question? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator will yield for a moment I wish 
to reply to something which was said by the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. E Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Whatisthe pending 
question 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] to the amendment 
A aira by the Committee on Appropriations. 

. BECK. Then I want to say that I shall insist hereafter on the 
debate being confined —— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Michigan addressed 
the Chair and was recognized. Does the Senator from Michigan yield 
to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Not at present. 

Mr. BECK. I merely want to say, if I have a right to say it, that 
I hope the dissussion will be confined to the issue. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Whatever may be said as to the course pur- 
sued in Territories with reference to timber upon unsurveyed land, 
as I understand the facts, can have no possible bearing upon the tim- 
ber cut from Government lands in the State of Louisiana or in the 
State of Mississippi, for so far as I have any information the Govern- 
ment lands there have long since been surveyed. I wish to say that 
upon the very statement made by the Senator from Lonisiana as to 
the abuse of power by that agent, and as to any errors in issuing 
that writ or seizing that property, the Secretary of the Interior, so far 
as he has shown and so far as I have seen, is just as much responsi- 
ble as you are, Mr. President, and no more, for any abuse committed 
by an agent down there in the form of bringing a suit or any error 
in the prosecuting officer. Is it to be expected that the Secretary of 
the Interior can have personal knowledge of everything carried on 
throughout every part of the United States in all matters of detail 
of that kind? Certainly not. Whatever may be said of the history 
of the Government and the policy heretofore adopted as to allowing 
timber upon the unsurveyed lands of the United States to be taken, 
I will say that the policy as to timber upon the surveyed lands of 
the United States has been directly the reverse. The law protects 
the Government and makes it in fact the duty of the Government to 
protect the interests of the United States in such matters. 

Why, Mr. President, this is no new thing. It is spoken of as if this 
had been done now for the first time. I reside in a State which has 
been largely en d in the lumber business, having a large amount 
of pine i Plea ae the State. There are cases almost innu- 
merable of just such seizures. Agents were sent out for the express 
purpose long before the present Secretary of the Interior held an 
oflice here, long before the Secretary of the Interior became a citizen 
of the United States. For the last thirty years at least it is a mat- 
ter of almost daily practice, and in making those seizures very often 
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timber cut from private land has been seized with timber cut from 
public land, and how and why? Here is a man, for instance, who 
owns one hundred and sixty acres of Jand. He cuts some timber 
from that land and throws it into a stream to be run down. He 
takes ten times as much from the adjoining public land and puts it 
into the same stream, mingling all the logs together. What then? 
If the agent under such circumstances swears that all that timber 
belongs to the United States, he swears to the precise truth, for when 
a man has thus confused goods so that they are no longer distin- 
guishable they become the property of the United States. Many 
cases have been so held and decided in the State of Michigan, not 
only in the Federal courts but in the State courts over and over 
again. Yet I never heard until now any cry of eee ji against 
the Secretary of the Interior because these things had been carried 
on. Nor should we have heard of it here to-day if there had not 
been more feeling of complaint, at all events, cause or no cause, 
against the Secretary of the Interior than for the poor settlers upon 
the public lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I want to offer an amendment to the bill. In 
line 13, on the second page, I move to strike out the words “and of- 
fered for sale.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Minnesota that there is an amendmentnow pending totheamend- 
ment reported by the committee, and that another amendment will 
not be in order at this time nor until the amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky to the amendment of the committee is di of. 

Mr. McMIL I shall at the proper time take occasion to offer 
an amendment of this character, and my reason for it is this: the 
term “ offered for sale” has a technical meaning, as I understand it, 
and it would require the lands not only to be surveyed but to be 
offered for sale at a ope sale by the Government. When that is 
the case then the public lands are subject to private entry for cash. 
If that policy were insisted upon it would be a defeat of the general 

licy of the Government in regard to the western lands. The policy 
oe been to proceed so far as to survey the public lands, and not offer 
them for sale, so that they shall be subject to entry by private entry, 
but retain them for the actual settler, so that any emigrant can go 
upon the public lands of the United States surveyed and make a 
home there, and the lands are not liable to be purchased brapa 
Jators who have money to invest and who desire-to keep the landsin 
their own hands and not permit them to be open to settlement. 

If the words “and offered for sale” are continued in the section, 
it would leave the lands in that condition. So far as the lands in 
mining territory are concerned, I am not certain that those lands 
are surveyed and offered for public sale. Miners, as I apprehend, set- 
tle upon small portions of mineral lands. They are not surveyed as 
agricultural lands of the country are surveyed. They are not dis- 

of in such quantities at all. They are disposed of to persons 
who are entitled to but small portions of the territory under the mining 
laws. They are totally dissimilar to the agricultural lands of the 
country, and yet this section is as 9 to the agricultural lauds 
in the Territories as to the mineral lands of the country. In some of 
the Territories of the United States there are vast bodies of pine tim- 
ber. Any person who is an actual settler in the Territory could enter 
and cut down the timber, so that it would leave any protection of 
such Jands ol A ple for. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I presume my friend from Michigan 
had no sarcastical turn in referring to the recent naturalization of 
the Secretary of the Interior. I should feel called upon, if I thought 
that was his pu to object. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I had none. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam glad that the Senator explains that he had 
none. The Senator from Michigan referred to depredations upon tim- 
ber Jands in his own Sate, and described the method in which they 
were carried on. I should like to ask him for my own information, 
for I really do not know, whether the lands which were then depre- 
dated upon were surveyed lands. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Certainly, surveyed lands. 

Mr. SARGENT. And lands that might be purchased! 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then it was entirely indefensible. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is what 1 applied my remarks to in the 
case of Louisiana also. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not care to discuss the case of Louisiana, be- 
cause I am not very familiar with it, and the Senators from Louisiana 
are able to do that. I will, however, discuss the case of Michigan to 
show that it is entirely different from that of California or any Terri- 
tories of the United States. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I do not deny that. I did not apply my re- 
marks to such a case as that. 2 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to show the difference, not as convincing 
the Senator, for I am of the impression, from his previous remarks, 
that he does understand it; but certainly some Senators do not under- 
stand or appreciate the important difference it makes to the settler 
whether the Jands are surveyed and he can buy of the Government 
of the United States and thereby honestly serve his necessities, or 
whether the lands are not surveyed and he has no right whatever to 
buy before going upon the lands to cut any timber for his own pur- 
jose or to sell to his neighbors. Upon the belt of the Sierra Nevada 

ountains in my State there are rich forests of timber, ever spring- 


ing up when cut down, the reproduction being enormonsly rapid; and 
there is now more timber upon many of the mountains of California, 
notwithstanding the vast quantities which have been used for min- 
ing and other purposes, than there was when our people settled in 
that State, because they have preserved the timber from fire. The 
difference between such lands and the lands in Michigan is that here 
is a belt of country from four, five, six, seven, to nine thousand feet 
above the level of the sea, It is not open to homestead and pre-emp- 
tion settlement, because any person presuming to seeure it under 
those laws must necessarily commit perjury. Our citizens found upon 
the statute-books that there were severe penalties for cutting timbers 
upon the public lands. The necessity to cut that timber was so t 
that we could not inhabit the State unless we could cut it. They 
desired to observe the laws of the United States; they did not wish 
to be trespassers. They sent petitions here, and have sent them over 
and over again; I have laid them before the Senate; I have laid them 
before the other Honse, begging that Congress would some act 
by which they could buy such land, so that they could honestly carry 
on the business of saw-milling or cutting timber. 

Mr. DAWES, Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. SARGENT. Not yet; not until I am through this statement. 
I want to follow this line a little while, and I will then allow myself 
to be interrupted. In my first speech, except some remarks upon the 
death of my friend Baker, that I made in the House of Representa- 
tives in the Thirty-seventh Congress, I fully as I was able developed 
that evil; I called attention to this anomalous condition of things: 
our people were scattered through those mountains pursuing this in- 
dustry; I showed that they knew it was in violation of the law, and 
that they begged that Congress would pass some law to legalize that 
industry. I introduced here within the last two years a long petition 
signed by nine-tenths of the men residing in Truckee, who recently 
have been hauled before the grant jury in San Francisco for cuttin 
timber upon public lands, wherein they set forth this condition o 
things and begged that Congress would do something to relieve them 
from these penalties and to enable them to buy the land. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Precisely. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is just the difficulty; the Senator from Michi- 
gan appreciates it. These men in their desperation attempted to 
take up land under the pre-emption law which required in that local- 
ity that they should pay $2.50 an acre; their papers came up here 
and they were rejected, I think properly, upon the ground that the 
land being away above the line of frost, nearly in perpetual snow, 
cultiVation was impossible, and that any man who swore that he oc- 
cupied the land for pre-emption purposes necessarily committed per- 
jury in effect, technically, if not in design. The Land Commissioner 
rejected the applications, and it stands to this day, and has stood for 
the last twenty-five years, for nearly thirty years, since I have been 
a resident of California, that there is no law by which that land can 
be bought. It has stood so during the last fifteen or sixteen years 
when in one House or the other over and over again I have wearied 
the ears of the respective Houses showing this thing and begging for 
relief for these people. Twice the bill has been passed through the 
House of Representatives and failed in the Senate. This body has 
been neglectful of these interests, and owes it to these people to avert 
the consequences that they sought to bring honestly to our notice. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Will the Senator from California allow me 
to interrupt him ? 

Mr.SARGENT. 1 promised to yield to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in a moment, 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Allow me to ask whether the whole difficulty 
in this matter in the Territories in sine to protecting the timber, 
Co.,; has not grown out of the 5 y policy of the Government in 
refusing to make appropriations for the survey of the public lands 7 

Mr. SARGENT. Only ly. It does to a certain extent. 

Mr. DAWES. Now will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Let me answer this question and I will then yield. 
That is to say, the amount which Congress appropriates for survey- 
ing the public lands is so small that we cannot even have agricultural 
land surveyed. In my State the land titles are growing worse and 
worse tangled up every year between the settlers and the railroad 
companies for the want of surveysof agricultural lands; but it would 
not relieve them to survey these timber lands I of, because they 
cannot be settled and consequently they could not be taken up or 
title acquired to them even if they were surveyed. Now I willlisten 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. It happens as it would in very many cases that by 
the Senator putting me off he has answered the interrogatory whic 
I desired to put. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well; I am happy to hear it, 

Mr. DAWES. It was simply tbis: I was desirous of inquirin, 
whether this had not been the policy of the Government for a 2 
while. The Senator has shown it has been. 

Mr. SARGENT. Which policy? 

Mr. DAWES. The policy of the Government to withhold this land 
from purchase. 

Mr. SARGENT. It has been the neglect of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. It has been the policy of the Government against 
which the Senator has contended in both Houses of Con ; and 
others have been contending against it in both Houses of Congress. 
It isa wrong policy. The Senator has satisfied mo before this that 
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it is a very wrong policy pursued by the Government; but it does not 
happen to be a new policy. I thought this was anew policy from 
the way which the Senator from Maine and other Senators broke out 
with such we pea about it, but it is an old policy of the Govern- 
ment withholding these lands from purchase by the settler. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will show the Senator where the new policy 
comes in. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator can satisfy himself that the policy 
ought to be abandoned. Let the Senator answer that. 

. SARGENT. I will show the Senator where the e pollay 
comes in. The old policy was that the Government did not sell these 
lands and would not do it under an idea prevalent in Congress that 
only pre-emptions and homestead entries should be allowed, which 
were inapplicable, and left the penalties on the statute-book, but it 
never sought to enforce them against settlers on unsurveyed lands. 
There were the same penalties against digging gold on the public 
land; just the same penalties. A man was just as much a trespasser 
who went upon the public land and dug gold as heis for going there 
to cut timber, The man who went upon the silver or gold quartz 
leads and dug down into the earth, took out the quartz, and carted 
it off to his mill was just as much a trespasser, but the Government 
never enforced the penalty; it allowed mining to go on, though the 
precious metals were being constantly taken from the soil, and did 
not haul men before the courts. As I say the law as much prohibited 
extracting gold as cutting timber. So the Government for these 
years has allowed mining communities to take drift timbers, lumber 
for quartz-mills, fire-wood for smelting furnaces, from the public 
lands. These things are a necessary incident for mining. You take 
my life when you take away my means of living. You destroy min- 
ing when you take away the means by which mining may be done. 
1 did not want either ot these privileges to rest on license but on law, 
and hence labored successfully to get laws passed for the sale of the 
mineral lands, but unsuccessfully for the sale of forest lands. I fore- 
saw the dangers to arise from the acts of an inexperienced or eruel 
Secretary of the Interior, or rather See etary of the Navy, in whom 
is vested by law all the power the statute gives over the legal pro- 
tection of timber, I did not want the mines shut down on, the peo- 
ple of the mining States and Territories oppressed. But if the policy 
of the Government has been not to sell timber lands it had its coun- 
terpart. If it neglected to provide the means by which its pioneers 
could buy the timber it also neglected to prosecute the miners and 
others for using it. Keep thatin mind. It is the sudden reversal of 
this part of the policy to which I now object. 

Now let me tell the Senator from Massachusetts that under the prin- 
ciples which he approves here, under these provincial ideas for which 
he stands up, Massachusetts never could have been settled. The Pil- 
grims never could have put their foot beyond Plymouth Rock if they 
could not have cut the timber down to build them houses in the woods. 
If they could not have had wood for fire to keep them warm during 
the inhospitable winter, it would have been impossible te settle Mas- 
sachusetts, or settle any of the New England States, and it would 
have been impossible for the people from the Atlantic States to spread 
ont through the West and create new States and these Territories. 
Now we are to have a case of arrested development, of stunted 
growth. Weare to send back a people discharged by the necessities 
of the situation from the Territories back upon the parent hive, upon 
Massachusetts and the Atlantic border. 

Sir, provincialism is the curse of this country, the curse of our legis- 
lation. Can we not rise above our provincialism? Do I stop and 
quibble and question when I am asked if I will vote $5,000,000 for the 
benefit of the fisheries of New England? Do say “we of the Pacific 
coast have no interest in it; we will not be taxed to raise five millions 
to do it.“ That $5,000,000 is more money than the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior under this policy of his could squeeze out of the Territories for 
twenty years to come, or fifty years to come, Let him employ as 
many spies as he sees fit; let them follow men to their homes; let them 
whisper in their ears; get their confidence, and then pour it into the 
ear of the Secretary of the Interior; let them bring the machinery of 
the courts to crush men who desire to be honest and who implored 
you for years for relief, and bring all these men to “justice,” draw 
the sweat from the people of the Territories and the Western States, 
and it would not bring as much money into the Treasury, dirty money 
as it would be, as that which I am willing to vote ont of the Treas- 
ury in payment of the award springing froma treaty which was made 
to secure their fisheries. 

And more, sir, what interest have the people of my State in paying 
the enormous taxes which are levied under the head of a tariff for 
the protection of New England mannfacturers, and those of Penn- 
sylvania, and those of New York, and all along the northern Atlantic 
seaboard? We are not a manufacturing people, or only to a very 
small extent; we are really a great market; and yet we cheerfully sub- 
mit, never complaining, although our cloths, our iron-ware, although 
everything we consume is bought in the East, and we have to pay a 
high price for it on account of tariff taxation. The millions that we 
have béen paying can be computed by any one, and we pay our large 
share and we pay it cheerfully. 

I say, sir, that it is provincialism which is the curse of the country; 
and when we get up here and plead for the people of the West the priv- 
ileges which were had by the settlers of Massachusetts, of Vermont, 
and all of the New England States, from all which the tide of emi- 


gration has ponred West, and ask you not to bring down these ernel, 
crushing laws on the people of the Territories for your own sake, 


insomuch as your people seek homes with us, and in justice to us, then 
our broad empire is measured in the pint-pot of a county in Massa- 
chusetts which forgot fifty years ago the necessities of a pioneer 
people. That is provincialism, the effect of which will be to injure 
the Territories of the United States, to cripple their prosperity, de- 
moralize and depopulate them, and I believe it is unworthy of a dis- 
cussion like this. 

Now it is said very generously, we are informed, that if a settler 
will cnt wood himself, he shall have that privilege, not under exist- 
ing laws, but gentlemen are willing the amendment shall go to that 
extent. Will you tell me how the widow is going to cut wood for her- 
self, to boil her pot? Will you tell me how the lawyer—for I sup- 

they must have lawyers in Territories to prae in the courts— 
is to go twelve or twenty miles to a timber belt, cut his wood, and 
bring itin? Perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts some time will 
go to Idaho or Montana to practice law there. This amendment 
would give him no privileges unless he could leave hia ease in court, 
go out into the woods, and turn himself into a bg tia pee The 
senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] suggests that he will never do 
that. So with the blacksmith. He can have no charcoal unless he 
can buy it of somebody who cuts the wood and makes it and sells it 
to him. The blacksmith must leave the shoeing of the horse, the 
miner must go up out of his pit and go off and cut wood or timbers 
for his drift. Is that the liberty or privilege that is fo be extended, 
that the tenth man is not allowed to go out, for instance, and cut 
wood for himself and the other nine men, come in, and sell it to them 
in exchange for the proceeds of their labor? That is immoral, that 
is injurious, and why? Will the ten men consume more fuel if it is 
cut by that man than if each men oe and cuts his own wood? Is 
there any more injury to the United States? Any such idea is con- 
trary to the philosophy of the division of industry, entirely unphilo- 
sophical. A man may be allowed to cut timber for himself, but 
nobody is to help him do it. A man may have boards to build his 
cabin with if he will saw them himself. Each man must go back to 
the old saw-pit system by himself. There cannot be the luxury of a 
saw-mill in a Territory. This would rednce the Territories to bar- 
barism. That is the proposition made here, I say that is mean, illib- 
eral, and ungenerous, no matter who stands sponsor for it. We are 
not to be turned from our convictions in this matter by sneers that 
our only object is an attack upon the Secretary of the Interior! I 
am attacking an oppression, and will do it whoever is the author 
of it. 

Who thought of attacking the Secretary of the Interior until it 
was announced all over the land that the thieves of California and 
the Territories and elsewhere were carrying on a nefarious business, 
suddenly discovered, and were to be brought to justice; until men in 
pursuit of an occupation, honest per se certainly, not malum in se cer- 
tainly, were suddenly drawn from that. and taken before the courts 
and ch as criminals, their property seized, and they broken up? 
There is where the first attack was; and I say, and I say it under- 
standingly, that it is contrary to the whole practice of the Govern- 
ment heretofore in dealing with these matters. I admit that in the 
case of Michigan, where the lands were surveyed and could be pur- 
chased, if men depredated upon them heretofore they should have 
been prosecuted. I will go as far as any Senator toward putting a 
law on the statute-book that shall enable the survey and sale of these 
lands under proper restrictions, and then have the enforcement of 
penalties, punishing any man who sees fit to steal wood from the 
public lands instead of availing himself of the opportunity of buy- 
ing it when it is offered to him, 

r. CHRISTIANCY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. While J agree very generally with the policy 
which has been announced by the Senator from California, and whic 
he favors, I wish to ask him this question: whether, after all, upon 
his own statement, the charge against the Secretary of the Interior is 
not precisely this and nothing more—— 

Mr. SARGENT. What charge? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Iam now going to state it, The complaint, 
then, of the action of the Secretary of the Interior, I will say, I ask 
whether it is not this, and nothing more, that Congress has passed 
bad laws or refused to pass good ones, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior has carried out the law as it was? 

Mr. SARGENT. Is that the Senator’s question? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is my question. 

Mr. SARGENT. I reply to that that Congress certainly has neg- 
lected to take care of the people in the Territories by allowing 
remain on the statute-books heavy penalties which it did not intend 
should be enforced, which the policy of the Government has not been 
to enforce since the time those laws were passed, and yet the Secre- 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. And yet that policy is not 

Mr. SARGENT. I will answer the question. That a swift Secre- 
tary of the Interior—I nse the word intentionally—a swift Secretary 
of the Interior hastens to take advantage of laws nearly obsolete, to 
the injury of the Territories of the United States, having as I believe 
a motivo to gain a cheap reputation at the expense of the pioneers of 
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the Territories. If this language seems harsh—if it is objected that 
I should not deal with motives, I reply that I deal with the motives 
of a man swift to impeach those of others, and who has not hesitated 
to assail with epithets the people of Montana, and by inference those 
of the State I in part represent. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the Senator from California mean that there 
are Jaws to justify this? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I do. 

Mr. BLAINE. Where? 

Mr, SARGENT. Iam taking it on the assumption that there are 
such laws. I have already said that I believe, if there is any power 
whatever, it resides in the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the Secretary of the Interior does not quote any 
law. In the elaborate report he made here he quotes no Jaw whatever 
justifying this. Now, if the Senator from California will permit the 
interruption, I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan a ques- 
tion, but I do not want to have it believed that the Senate of the 
United States is spending its time merely over the Secretary of the 
Interior. Sir, the Secretary of the Interior in the administration of 
the public lands has had some very illustrious predecessors for eighty 
years. Does the Senator from Michigan intend to imply that all of 
those predecessors, from Alexander Hamilton down, neglected their 
public duty in not doing what the present Secretary hasdone? None 


of them did do it. 
If the Senator wants an answer 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY, 

Mr. BLAINE. I do. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I do not claim that all the Secretaries in 
charge of public lands from Alexander Hamilton down to this day 
have thus neglected their duties. At the time of Alexander Hamil- 
ton we had none of these Territories where this question arises, 

Mr. BLAINE. Ob,my! Alexander Hamilton was Secretary of the 
Treasury and had charge of the public lands when the Northwest 
Territory was organized. The public lands were under the Secretary 
of the Treasury down to 1849. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I understand that. But now the Senator 
says there is no law and he asks me to tell him where the law is, and 
he says the Secretary has not referred to it. Isay he is wrong iu all this, 

Mr. BLAINE. What law does he refer to? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. He refers to this law settled by the decisions 
of the United States courts over and over again that the ownership 
by the United States of its property carries with it all the incidents 
of private ownership, and that the United States is entitled to all the 
same remedies that an individual is entitled to for the protection of 
its property, and that it is the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, 
who has charge of the land department, to see that the law is carried 
into effect and the interests of the United States protected. Now, I 
do not mean to say, and I wish the Senator to understand me, that I 
would myself have taken just the same course that the Secretary of 
the Interior has seen fit to take in reference to some of these western 
Territories for the protection of timber there. I do not know that I 
would; and yet I have not the slightest doubt it was done with the 
best motive and with the idea of protecting the interests of the United 
States. 

Mr. BLAINE. We are not discussing motives, only acts. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I have already expressed my opin- 
ion as to motives in this matter, and have nothing in that respect to 
take back. The Senator insisted I should give reasons for things and 
I gave the reasons for my opinion. I hold that a considerate Secre- 
tary would, instead of suddenly starting to oppress the people in the 
Territories, as he has been doing for months past, ay, sir, instead of 
turning the Interior Department into a huckster-shop to peddle out 
wood to the famishing people in Montana and elsewhere, would have 
first called the attention of Congress to the difficulty in the way and 
asked that there be remedial legislation, and have insisted upon such 
legislation; and if he intended to swoop down upon the Territories 
would at any rate have waited for congressional action, and if Con- 

ss did not act would have given them a few months’ notice of his 
intention, and the first knowledge of his operations there would not 
have come from the echoes of the footsteps of the retreating spies 
who had meanwhile sucked dry the confidence of the people of the 
Territory. 

Now, sir, this amendment gives partial relief. It leaves my State 
unhelped ; it leaves every State unhelped. California is as badly off 
in this respect as any of the Territories, and I have again sent to the 
Committee on Public Lands a bill on this matter. I hope this Con- 

will soon enable us to buy these lands, either by advertising 
them at public auction or by limiting the amount which any one man 
shall buy and reqniring the strongest oath that a man can make that 
he buys it for his own use, and not for another, by any guards put in 
the pre-emption law or any that can be devised to prevent ation 
except requiring settlement, for that isimpossible in the midst of per- 
petual snows and frost. Devise any guards whatever, and then give 
our people an opportunity to pay their money for the land and they will 
cheerfully do it, ay, gladly, and then the money that is put into the 
Treasury of the United States will not be mercilessly wrung from the 
settlers, will not be accompanied by groans and tears and complaints 
like those which have come up to pain the ear of the Senate and 
which should have respectful hearing by the Senate and by the press 
of the country. The echo back has been: “ You are thieves, you are 
plunderers, you belong to the worst classes of society of the West.” 


I deny it. I say that there is not a more honorable body of men on 
this earth, among the constituents of any Senator on this floor, than 
those who inhabit the mountains of California or those who inhabit 
the mountains of Wyoming and Montana, They are brave, honest, 
fearless, hardy, industrious, sober men, fit constituents of a growing 
empire, men able and intelligent. That is what they are. They go 
out from your Eastern and your Western States; your colleges aro 
i seat among those men, and your workshops and your public 
schools, and your homes. Let any man name the prevailing vice of 
any of the Territories, outside of Utah, and that is confined to a class 
only; let any man put his finger upon anything with reference to 
any of the Territories of the United States which shall distinguish 
them as being inhabited by men unworthy of the consideration of 
the Senate or its respect. It cannot be done; but by that method of 
logic which consists in the use of cheap epithets, this whole question 
is to be disposed of and these men’s characters and that of the com- 
munity in which they reside is to be degraded and destroyed ! 

Now I ask the Senate as a mere matter of justice, until the law shall 
make some provision—and let us hasten to make that provision—by 
which these men can re io the fire-wood, and the timber, and the 
boards necessary to build their fires and carry on their mining oper- 
ations and erect their humble, modest little homes, this money 
appropriated shall not be used in order to oppress them. 

Mr. WINDOM. Lask unanimous consent that the five-minute rule 
be applied to this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Wait a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. DAWES, I object. 

Mr. BECK, I have been trying for an hour and a half to have the 
amendment which I offered read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. BECK. The debate grew up on that, but it has wandered away 
from it so far that I have been unable up to this time even to have 
the Senate know what the amendment is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The nr CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations to the second section the 
words “from the Territory where the timber grew;” so that, if 
amended, the proviso will read: 

That where wood and timber lands in the Territories of the United States are 
not surveyed and offered for sale in proper subdivisions, convenient of access, no 
money berein appropriated shall be uscd to collect any charge for wood or timber 
cut on the public lands m the Territories of the United States for the use of actual 
settlers in the Territories, and not for export from the Territory where the timber 


grew. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, Ihave not sought the floor for the 
consumption of time or the hearing of the Senate or the airing of 
any personal grievances I may have with any of the executive oflicers 
of the Government; nor have I any disposition to try to satisfy the 
Senator frem California that I have forgotten the mother which 
bore me or am so ungrateful to her as to show how mean I can bo 
toward her in any respect. Nothing that I have said, nothing that 
has been said from Massachusetts, nothing that has been said here 
or elsewhere that I know of now or at any other time toward Cali- 
fornia or toward any section of the country would justify any such 
statement; and I have only to say to the Senator from California 
that the remarks in which he has indulged in reference to the State 


rein 


Mr. DAWES. I am sorry that the Senator has denied it, for it adds 
to the amazement with which I listened to what he said about tho 
provincialism of Massachusetis and Massachusetts ideas, 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; the provincialism of the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. I have the floor and the Senator will oblige me if 
he will let me occupy it. 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 yielded several times to the Senator while I was 
on. the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator’s memory is as bad as his manners. 

Mr. President, I have participated in this debate in defense of no 
man, in defense of no policy whatever that is new or applicable to 
this debate or this provision. The Senator himself confesses that it 
is an old law of the United States against which he has contended in 
this and the other branch, and against which he has been unable to 
satisfy the majority of either branch that it was worth while to 
make a change. It is a fact also that thé Secretary of the Interior 
has come into office finding this law upon the statute-book and this 
policy adhered to notwithstanding that eloquence has tired the ear 
of both branches for many years to induce a change of that policy, 
and the Secretary has found the public domain being spoliated from 
year to year to such an extent that people justify it and say there is 
no law against it. The Senator has said here upon the floor that 
while that has been the policy in the past and while the law of the 
United States is as has been stated, the complaint is that a Secretary 
3 to execute the law has been guilty of cruelty and outrageous 
conduct. 

This is the offense; and those who inquire what law he has vio- 
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lated, what policy of the Government he has departed from, what 


duty he has neglected, are called upon to defend their own States 
against imaginary claims that they have set up. 

The Senator from California calls me to account for an illiberal 
policy toward the State of California, and reminds me what 3 
ness he has manifested to pay $5,000,000 for the benefit of the fish- 
eries of Massachusetts. Let me tell the Senator that if he pays that 
$5,000,000 he need not put it down to the benefit of the fisheries of 
Massachusetts. Hoe pays it in addition to a sacrifice of the fisheries 
of Massachusetts and their prosperity, as has been shown by others 
and not by me; as has been shown in no disposition to thrust upon 
this country any policy of Massachusetts in that respect any more 
than his attempt to hold up the industries of Massachusetts and of 
New England to odium in this country by calling attention to the 
tariff laws that he is willing to support for their benefit! Sir, New 
England and Massachusetts ask no special legislation, whether it be 
in reference to her fisheries or her manufactures. She asks no legis- 
lation that is not as much for the interest of the whole country as 
it is for Massachusetts. It is not new to Massachusetts to encounter 
hostile legislation and to change the character of her industries and 
the habits of her people and adapt them to changes that the whole 
country has thought it was necessary to make in their legislation and 
their policy. Massachusetts and New England are ready to-day to 
meet any such change, and ask no favor at the hands of the Legis- 
lature that does not commend itself to the interests of the whole 
country. 

In this attempt to justify, to find protection and obtain protection 
for an unwarranted and unlawful body of people in the new Terri- 
tories and to insist upon it that they have a right to appropriate the 
proceeds of the public lands of the nation without cost and for their 
own profit and their own gain, gentlemen who op that attempt 
are not to be deterred from suggesting to the country that it is quite 
worth while, while we do hold the public domain, to protect it and 
to protect the value of if. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] insists upon a policy that 
will supply towns of ten or fifteen thousand inhabitants with the 
entire consumption of fuel and timber and dealing of all kinds in 
lumber from the public domain without the compensation of one 
dollar for it. Sir, I am one of those who think that the public do- 
main should be brought into the markets at the earliest possible 

riod. But because the Government, the law-making power, has 

eemed it best to adopt a different policy, I do not think I am quite 
called upon to justify the spoliation of the public domain by the set- 
tler because the Government is not quite ready to offer for sale its 
public domain. 

Mr. President, I have nothing in the course I have pursued asa 
legislator to regret as to the policy I have advocated and the votes I 
have always given to favor the most generous distribution of the 
public domain to all the people of the United States. I have voted 
to give them homes, I have voted to give them one hundred and sixty 
acres of land wherever each one desired. The homestead policy, the 
i policy, and all of the policies of the United States toward 
the publie lands looking to the disposition of them in the broadest 
and most generous manner possible have received support from the 
section of coufitry I came from, and I am sure as disinterested a sup- 
ps as they received from any other section of the country. But 

use I am not quite ready, as a plain, home-spnn New Eugland 
man to justify the plander of the public domain any more than the 
plunder of private property, while I insist upon it that trespasses 
upon the public domain shall be treated like trespasses upon private 
property, I am quite content that the Senator from California or any 
other Senator shall hold me up to ridicule or hold up the section of 
country I come from to ridicule, or to excite if he can the contempt 
of anybody so steeped in that kind of business that he cannot under- 
stand the respect due to the property of another. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator yield to me a moment to ask him 
a question. Does the Senator from Massachusetts mean to say now 
that he approves of the course of the Secretary of the Interior with 
1 the people in the Territories and on the unsurveyed pub- 

o lands 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I do not know anything about the course 
of the Secretary of the Interior beyond what soper npon the official 
records; but if I understand that—and the tary has correctly 

inted out what he has done—I most certainly say I do approve of 
it. I understand the Secretary to say that he has not undertaken to 
interfero with the use of the timber upon the public lands by the 
settler for his own private use; I understand that the Secretary of 
the Interior says that he has attempted to stop the gathering of tim- 
ber from the public lands for sale and for the Lek ger of profit and 
private gain. If I have misunderstood that policy of the Secretary 
of the Interior, then my answer has that qualitication. So far as the 
settler undertakes to supply his necessities in the most liberal and 
pee acceptation of that term, very well; but if the Secretary 

as gone beyond that, I should not approve of such a policy. If, 
however, the Secretary 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if there is any law upon the statute-book of the United States that 
authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to turn himself into a wood- 
peddler and to pe out the timber from the public domain to the 
settlers in the Territories, and if it is not as gross a violation of law 


when he assumes control over the public timber not given him by 
statute, not simply for its preservation but for its sale, as it is when 
the hardy miner for the purposes of his domestic life uses the timber 
on the public domain. 

Mr. DAWES. That it would be wise and proper and a liberal con- 
struction of the law to permit the hardy settler, the pioneer, and you 
may apply to him any other proper and praiseworthy title which 
may be suggested, to use the timber and the wood on the public do- 
main to make him acomfortable home, to warm his home, to supply 
his immediate wants from the land which he has not purehased, whieh 
still belongs to the United States, I have over and over in said [ 
approved; and I have also understood that to be the policy of the 
Secretary of the Interior. I understand that the Secretary of the In- 
terior has been informed, and that he has sent ont agents to inquire 
into the truth of the information, and has reported the fact to be, 
that there are large associations of men whose business it has been 
for a long time to gather timber from the public domain, not for the 
purpose of supplying the immediate wants of the settler, either by the 
settler himself or for the rettler-—— 

Mr. BLAINE. Now will the Senator let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. DAWES, Wait until I get through the sentence. 

Mr. BLAINE. It so happens that just here 

Mr. DAWES. Would it not be just as well to let me finish the 
sentence? Ifit would be jnst as well to let me finish this sentence, 
I will say that the Secretary of the Interior has reported that he 
has found this state of facts: that in addition to the policy which 
Senators ask to be approved and for infringemént upon which they 
condemn the Secretary, there is a larger business carried on, there 
= hundreds of thousands of cords of wood cut off for the mar- 

et—— 

Mr. BLAINE. For whom? 

Mr. TELLER. For whom? Where? 

Mr. DAWES. For market in towns, some of them with perhaps 
nine or ten thousand inhabitants. 

Mr. BLAINE. Name them. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me goon. You are so much more swift of foot 
than I am that the only way for me to get along is to keep you quiet. 
[Laughter.] He further reports that saw-mills are built, timber is 
prepared, lumber by the hundred thousand, and it is carried into the 
market to be sold in the market at the large price which men who 
are the only ones to produce it can command; and that it is which is 
gathered from the public domain without charge; and itis that under 
eea y law that the Secretary of the Interior, into whose ch in 
general terms the law has placed the public domain, has sought to 
put a stop. And, sir, however Senators may denounce the Secretary 
of the Interior, for whom I do not stand here as a defender any more 
than for any other public servant whom I see trying to do his duty, 
however they may denounce him as very zealous, however they may 
talk about the Declaration of Independence and the glorious i of 
that immortal document developed here in this day, and talk about 
his imposing new and unheard-of conditions upon the settlers of the 
public domain that will utterly put a stop to its further occupation 
it all means only this, that unless in addition to having one hun 
and sixty acres of land given to each particular settler he can havo 
the privilege also of taking the timber he desires frota the lands still 
held by the Government, he will not go there at all! Sir, I say that 
unless some further complaint can be found against the administra- 
tion of his office by the Secretary of the Interior than this, he may 
well be content to abide the public judgment upon his acts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish the Senator would give me a moment to 
reply to some personal references of his colleague. 

Mr. HOAR. I am unable to hear what the Senator from California 


says. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask the Senator to yield to me a moment that I 
may reply to some personal references of his colleague, 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator think he can do it better after I 
get through? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think it pea that I should do it at once. 

Mr. HOAR. Icertainly yield, then. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the Senator prefers to go on I will wait. 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. 3 indulged in remarks exceedingly derogatory to the 

le of the Western Territories. I think he used the words“ plun- 
erers,” “trespassers on the public domain,” described their business 

as illegal and unlawful, and justified the course which was taken to 
arrest their business, inflict merciless exactions on them, and bring 
them to purishment, That was his original speech. His language 
was extremely severe and abusive of people part of whom I repre- 
sent, and for all of whom I have a very high respect. The Senator 
thought that was entirely consistent with good breeding, I suppose. 
I certainly did not undertake to tell him that his manners were bad; 
I did not think I had any right to lecture the Senator on his manner 
or his matter, and I did not assume to doit. I do not set up as a 
teacher in those things, certainly not to my equal brother Senators. 
I do not admit the right of any Senator to do so to me, and certainly 
I should be very far from admitting the right on such little ground as 
the Senator from Massachusetts had when he had thus attacked the 
people of the West with severe, and I might say abusive language. 
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When I said in reply, and merely in reply to the Senator's attack, 
that as a western man, from the extreme Pacific, I had never allowed 
myself to be governed by provincialism, which I thought I detected in 
his language, not in his State, that I had never allowed myself in 
my course in Congress to be governed by such provincialism that I 
would inquire whether a measure was for the benefit of the East or 
the West, whether it took five millions of money from the Treas 
for the benefit of the eastern fisheries, the fisheries of New England, 
or whether it took by taxation millions upon millions from my peo- 

le for the benefit of the manufacturing section which he represents. 
These will be found to be the remarks which I made, in the ORD, 
and unchanged by myself. In view of that plain statement I am en- 
titled to the Senator’s apology for ee my manners in making 
them. It was a fair argument, and in response to his own. Extreme 
sensitiveness when a New England interest is mentioned should in- 
duce caution in assailing those of other localities, 

Furthermore, asking the Senator to wait until I could finish a state- 
ment, I yielded to him, and yielded to him several times at his pleas- 
ure—even allowed him to interject a speech into my remarks; but 
when I rose and asked him if he would yield to me when he was mak- 
ing personal reflections on me I thought he ill-naturedly refused. 
That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe I have the floor, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts nearest 
the Chair [Mr. Hoar] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I yield to my colleague, y 

Mr. DAWES, Mr. President, nothing could be further from any 
disposition on my part or to any relations between the Senator from 
California [Mr. SARGENT] and myself than to have indulged in any 
remarks in reply to what he said beyond what the provocation jus- 
tified. I had discussed this question, or had endeavored to discuss it, 
and Iam not conscious now of having used a word in the discussion 
offensive to any Senator or to any Senator’s constituents. I had called 
nobody thieves or robbers, I had applied to nobody any opprobrious 
names. I did say that taking property from the public domain by a 

rson to whom it did not belong was plundering the public domain. 

did not know of any word less offensive than that which I could use. 
I called no other names. The Senate will judge whether the Sen- 
ator from California came back upon me in any such spirit as that, 
and the Senate may judge whether I had any sort of provocation for 
‘attempting to suggest to him that because I had undertaken to call 
things by their right names, and yet as little offensive as was abso- 
lutely ible, there was any justification for the language he used 
to the Btate of Massachusetts, calling it a name which has escaped 
me now, but as offensive as I have ever heard uttered in a deliberative 
assembly. The Senator really forgets and in his explanation at this 
moment the Senator seems to be unconscious of the language which 
he used. 

Bat, sir, no gentleman shall be in advance of me in any disposition 
to apologize. If the Senator thinks that it is nec for me to 
apologize to him before he apologizes to me, I have not the slightest 
trouble about that. I only say that I think I was entirely justified 
in using the language I did use. If the Senator says he meant nothing 
offensive, certainly he will have the amplest apology from me; but if 
the Senator still insists upon justifying the language which he used, 
the Senator will hardly expect an apology from me. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am sorry to detain the Senate by tak- 
ing any part in this debate in which I have no special interest other 
than that which bolongan to every Senator who has to vote upon the 
bill, but I think it ought not to terminate without variar the atten- 
tion of the Senate called, if it has not been already called, to the 
precise attitude of those persons who condemn thé conduct of the 
Secretary of the Interior, I do not propose to deal with the question 
whether an agent of the Government, authorized to detect and pun- 
ish unlawful depredations upon the public land, erred in the legal 
remedy which he selected, or whether his superior officer ought to 
have known and prevented or remedied any mistake in his conduct. 
The essence of the complaint, the complaint made by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] and reiterated by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. SARGENT, I is not alone or chiefly that the legal rights of 
the United States have been unlawfully or unwisely vindicated ; the 
essence of the complaint is that a high officer of the Government 
has enforced the law and has protected the property of the United 
States, It is said by the Senator from Maine, and repeated by the 
Senator from California, that this was an obsolete law which prohib- 
ited the taking, without purchase, of wood or timber from the pub- 
lie domain, and that every Secretary charged with the care of the 
public lands from Hamilton down to Chandler had so treated it. On 
the contrary, Mr. President, the statute was passed by Congress in 
1831 making it not plunder, a phrase which so offends the honor- 
able Senator from California, but felony, punishable in the peniten- 
tiary, to do the precise acts which it is such crime on the part of the 
Secretary of the Interior to endeayor to prevent. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not care to be interrupted by a question at this 
moment, if the Senator will excuse me. That statute made it not 
plunder, but crime, The question was raised whether the leading 
object and purpose of that act was not to secure and supply the ship- 


timber for the Navy of the United States, as has been said here again 


by the Senator from Maine in debate. That question was carried in 
1834, I think it was, to the Supreme Court of the United States in a 
case reported in the ninth of Howard. I am not quite sure about the 
year; but the Supreme Court decided that that act extended, and it 
was its purpose to extend, to every taking of wood or timber of any 
sort, whether fit for ship-timber or not, from the public land. 

Mr. President, in 1855 the Secretary of the Interior under Pierce’s 
administration, Mr. McClelland, sent out circulars and employed Goy- 
ernment agents toferret out and detect and punish this precise classof 
depredations, and those circulars have been sent out, if the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior tells the truth, by every successor from 
the time they were originally issued down to the present day. That 
being the condition of the law, that being the practice of the officers 
of the Government, to endeavor at any rate to do exactly what this 
Secretary has endeavored to do, what was the action of Congress, what 
was the action of the honorable Senator from California himself with 
reference to that law so expounded, so practiced, so administered? 
The honorable Senator from California called the attention of the 
House and Senate year after year for nen years to the fact that the 
existing law required action of this kind, and left the honest settler, 
the hardy pioneer, a trespasser and a criminal, under the express letter 
že its 5 en e cut = tire-wood or his Sioa to build his 

ouse or for the other purposes which were n a young settle- 
ment. Congress refused to change the law, as the Bonate hak Cali- 
fornia himself confesses, Congress refused to change the law. Not 
only that, when the statutes were re-enacted five yearsago, this precise 
law which had been so construed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States was re-enacted. 

Now, I do not mean that the words which I am about to use should 
be applied to anything which has been said or done by any Senator, 
least of all by the Senator from California, for whom I have so much 
respect; but I say it is a shabby thing for either branch of Con 
to undertake to cast upon this officer of the Government, for doing a 
duty which he and the President who appointed him would be liable 
to impeachment and conviction if they had failed to do, imputations 
like this, when Congress, deaf to the cry of the settler, deaf to the 
eloquence of the Senator from California, had again and again deter- 
mined that it would leave it his duty, his official duty todo. It is 
the constitutional obligation of the President of the United States to 
take care that the laws be faithfully executed, and if that constitu- 
tional obligation presses upon him in one case rather than any other, 
it is when that law requires the protection by the high officers of the 
Government of the pro of the United States. 

The Senator from California in his zeal condemned the Secretary. 
He stated what the Secre of the Interior should have done if he 
found the law in this condition. He said he should have called the 
attention of Congress to his construction of it, to its existence, and 
have suggested amendments, or change, or revision. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that is precisely what the Secretary of the Interior did. In the 
very first report which he had the power under the law, after he took 
his office, to make to Congress, he called our attention at length to 
this 83 subject—a oo presented on the 2d or 3d day of Decem- 
ber, in the year 1877. He goes on to recite these laws and to say: 

That the laws are made to be executed, ought to be a universally accepted doc- 
trine. That the Government is in duty bound to act upon that doctrine needs no 
argument. There may be circumstances under which the rigorous execution of a 
law may be difficult or inconvenient, or obnoxious to public sentiment, or working 
particular hardship; in such cases it is the business of the legislative power to 
adapt the law tosuch circumstances. It is the business of the Executive to enforce 
the law as it stands. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is there any recommendation of any remedy? 

Mr. HOAR. There is no recommendation required of any remedy. 
The Senator from California here in the Senate knew all about it; 
it did not require any express framing of the special remedy on the 
part of this tary. He pointed out to you the law; he pointed 
out to you, as the Senator from California said he should do, that he 
conceived it to be his me de execute it; and he said that the remedy 
for these particular hardships rested with Congress and not with him. 

Mr. GENT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that he was mistaken in saying that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior had in his report done just what I said he ought to have done. 
I did not say that he ought to say the laws were harsh and oppress- 
ive, for he should have known that; he has made them more harsh 
and oppressive by the manner in which he has used them. I said he 
should have insisted that Congress should make some law by which 
the people could acquire an honest title to the public land, not by a 
mere casual reference, but by carefully and fully and distinctly im- 


pressing it upon Con 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask the Senator from California a question. 
Havo yon réad the report of the Secretary of the Interior on this 
subject 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir; I have read the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior and the report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. The report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office goes into the subject. The report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior has a casual reference to it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. It makes distinct recommendation of remedial 
measures. 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary of the Interior makes distinct recom- 
mendation of remedial measures. : 
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To avert such evil results— 

After setting forth the waste which is going on in the forest lands 
of the conntry, he says: 

Toavert such evil results I would suggest the following preventive and reme- 
dial measures; All timber lands still belonging to the United States should be 
withdrawn from the operation of the pre-emption and homestead laws, as well as 
the location of the various kinds of scrip. 

Timber lands fit for agricultural purposes should bo sold, if sold at all, only for 
cash, and so graded in price as to make the purchaser pay for the value of the 
timber on the land. This will be spse make the settler careful and provident in 
tho disposition he makes of the timber. 

Then he goes on to say: 


Sach agents should also be anthorized and instructed, under the direction of the 
Department of the Interior or the Department of Agriculture, to sell for the United 
States. in order to satisfy the current local dem: timber from the public lands 
nuder proper regulations, and in doing so especially to see to it that no areas 
be entirely stripped of their timber, soas not to prevent the natural renewal of the 
forest. This measure would enable the people of the mining States and Territories 
to obtain the timber they need in a 9 way, at the same time avoiding the dan- 
gerous consequences above pointed out, 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if he will yield to a question ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Is not the Senator aware that the Secretary of the 
Interior pursues the same course in reference to the timber on the 
surveyed Jands as with reference to the timber on the mineral lands 
that are unsurveyed ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to go into that discussion on that dis- 
tinction at the present time. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I want to ask the Senator one other question. 
When he says that these men are on the public lands cutting timber 
without authority of law, is he not aware that twice Congress has 
declared by an act that all the mineral lands were open to ocenpation, 
suryeyed and unsurveyed, I ask if that of itself does not imply au- 
thority to take as much timber as may be necessary to make the occu- 
pation useful? 

Mr. HOAR. That is another question. If anybody has been sued 
by the United States who has got a good defense he can maintain his 
defense, That is what happens in a thousand cases in enforcing the 
revenue laws. 

Mr. TELLER. They are not sued at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not addressing myself to that branch of the argu- 
ment. I said in the beginning that the question whether the agents 
had in a particular case acted justly or unjustly, I did not propose 
to deal with. What I propose to call the attention of the country to 
is this: that there have been made in the Senate day after day, with 
the fullest opportunity to learn the history of these facts, not a e 
alone that there has been an incautious, and N and mis- 
taken, and illegal use of the public authority, but that the charge has 
been made as the chief gravamen of the complaint against a sworn 

ublic officer that he has enforced a law thereby protecting the pub- 

ic property, when Congress has over and over again refused to repeal 
or modify the law, when it has neglected to initiate measures to do 
it in spite of the express warning of the officer of the Government 
himself, and in spite of his express assertion that he felt himself, as 
his predecessors had felt themselves, obli hy his official duty to 
enforce the law as it stood without re to his own opinion of the 
necessity for its amendment. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] argues 35 much everything except the case 
that is before the Senate. The precise case under consideration lie 
entirely avoids; and in an attempt to defend an indiscretion on the 
part of the present Secretary of the Interior he reflects npon every 
predecessor that he ever had in the office. The thing which is here 
charged against the Secretary of the Interior, and which this amend- 
ment is designed to avert in future, is that without law—and, the 
Senator did not pretend to refer to the law—without authority, he 
assumed the right to dispatch agents to distant Territories and, ex- 
hausting the appropriation that might have been applicable to that 
purpose, he bas detached clerks in the Interior Department and sent 
them to distant Territories; and instituting an inquest which has 
never been placed before upon the inhabitants of these Territories 
he assumes the right himself to determine what shall be charged for 
the lumber they have used and what shall be charged for the fire- 
wood they have burned. Now, I should like the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts to tell me under what statute of the United 
States the Secretary of the Interior has that authority. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior himself when called upon said he found it under 
section 453 of the Revised Statutes, under the title of “Public Lands.” 
That section reads thus: 

‘The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall perform, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, all execntive duties appertaining to the surveyin; 
and sale of the public lands of the United States, or in anywise respecting pan 4 
public lands, and, also, such as relate to private claims of land, aud theissuing of 
patents for all grants of laud under the authority of the Government. 


And from that I understand the honorable Senator to derive author- 
ity to dispatch agents to measure wood-piles and inspect saw-mills 
and to aflix prices in the nature of damages. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Now will the Senator from Maine allow me to 
9 him a moment? 

Mr. BLAINE. Certainly, with the greatest pleasure. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to 


allege that this practice began with the present incumbent of the 
office of Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes, sir; I do; I undertake to say that you cannot 
show in the history of the Government where a settler in a Territory 
has been charged for his fire-wood. : 

Mr. MATTHEWS. That is not the question. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is precisely the question. That is what I say. 
I do not want the Senator from Ohio to imitate the Senator from 
Massachusetts and argue everything that is not before the Senate, and 
not e the thing that is here. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No. The question I asked of the Senator from 
Maine was whether the construction of this section of thestatute which 
he alleges is pleaded in behalf of the present practice of the Secretary 
of the Interior was put upon that statute first by the present incum- 
bent of that office. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not know what the Senator means, 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I will try to make myself understood. I un- 
derstand the Senator from Maine to argue that the authority to super- 
vise and preserve the public lands and the timber growing on them 
and to collect fines and penalties from those who have trespassed 
upon them, to receive pay from those who have cut timber from them, 
is illegal, and that the section of the statute which the present Sec- 
Ruy of the Interior pleads as the ground of his authority does not 
confer it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Now I get the point and I will answer it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Stop. I ask the Senator whether the construc- 
tion put upon that section of the statute has been thus put upon it 
for the first time by 5 ineumbent? 

Mr. BLAINE. Now if the Senator wants an answer, I will give it 


him. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. That is a preliminary question. I design to 
follow it by another. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will answer it as far as I can. The point against 
the Secretary of the Interior in this case is that he does not make the 
discrimination which this identical section makes. This very com- 
mittee by my vote and the vote of every other man upon it reports 
an appropriation here giving $20,000; for what purpose? To stop 
these depredations on the public lands where traffic is made iu them, 
where extensive export bas been made in them, where timber is cnt 
not for the use of the settler, not for the purpose of aiding the inhab- 
itant in building his residence or lighting his fire, but cut as spars 
and masts are in Washington and Oregon for export to all quarters , 
ofthe world. That is the point for which we give an appropriation. 
That should be stopped by every authority the Government has. The 
Secretary of the Interior, finding authority to do that, turns around 
and finds an authority to charge a dollar a cord stumpage on the fire- 
wood in a remote gorge in the Rocky Mountains where it was im- 
possible to export anything cut in the forest. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator still has not come up to the ques- 
tion. Lask him whether the present Secretary of the Interior was the 
first officer who put that construction on the statute. 

n The construction that you could charge for fire- 
wW 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Yes,sir. Iask him, therefore, whence came the 
authority in all the predecessors of that gentleman to charge stamp- 
age, which has been pursued since the passage of the act of 18317 

Mr. BLAINE. For fire wood, never. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. For anything? 

Mr. BLAINE. Never. There the gentleman has come to a question 
of fact, and if the Senator from Ohio can prodnce an instance in the 
history of this Government, from the settlement of his own great State 
down through all the twenty-two Territories that have been organ- 
ized, in which the settler has been charged for fire-wood cut on the 
pablis domain before the lands were surveyed and offered for sale, or 

as been charged for the logs that were sawed into boards from 
unsurveyed lands not offered for sale, out of which his residence was 
made, I will surrender the whole question, I challenge the Senator to 
produce a single instance of a colorable pretense of that kind. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I will undertake, in answer to the Senator from 
Maine, to show that it has been the uninterrupted practice of the 
executive officer in charge of the public lands under assumed authority 
of law to punish by fine or compensation in the way of commutation 
those who have trespassed upon the public lands to cut timber from 
them, whether for fire-wood or for any other purpose; and I challenge 
the gentleman to point out in any statute any distinction which 
authorizes a man to cut wood for fire-wood or for any other purpose. 

Mr, BLAINE. I frankly say the statute is silent upon it. It is 
silent npon the permission just as it is silent upon the power of the 
Secretary to probibit it. Now if that be the policy I want the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to stand up here; he makes himself free with the floor 
aud I give him perfect liberty with it while have it. I want to see 
whether he regards it as a wise, just, and beneficent policy that the 
settlers in distant Territories shall be charged a dollar a cord stump- 
age for their fire-wood. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I thank the gentleman for the opportunity of 
answering. I do not think it a wise policy, but it is the policy of the 
law, and not of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLAINE. No, sir. Ah! the Senator avoids! He has inter- 
rupted me and put himself voluntarily in the debate. I challenge 


1872 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 19, 


him to show in the records of this Government an instance where a 
dollar was ever collected from a settler for his fire-wood. 

Mr. INGALLS. I can do it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Well, let us hear it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I refer to the report of the Secretary of the Interior 


for 1864, when Mr. Edmunds was Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. After speaking about the depredations upon the public do- 
main in Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Dakota, 2 California, 
Oregon, Washington, and Nevada, he goes on to say: , 

Persons who have invested in saw-mills, and are large profits from the 
necessities of the settlers, must pay a reasonable tariff per one thousand feet of 
timber sawed, as stumpage, say not less than one-sixth the value one thousand 
feet of the manufactured lumber at the mill. This would be erate, in view of 
the great demand for timber in the Territory, and but consistent with honest prin- 
ciples, that a compensatory return should be made for the timber. 

In order to effect such an arrangement, the land officers are authorized to con- 
sult the United States district attorneys as to the best mode of securing a revenue 
from the timber, payable quarterly, on each and every thousand of feet sawed at 
the respective mills, or used as cordwood, hewn timber, or other description of 
timber, ona sworn statement of the number of feet taken. Should the “ mill- 
owners,” “ cord-wood," * hewn timber,” or other timber“ holders refuse to enter 
into such stipulation, the register and receiver are directed to advise them that the 
timber is public property and liable to seizure; and where the negotiation with 
them is not satisfactory, the register and receiver must promptly seize any timber 
cut upon the public lands. 


There is where cord-wood has been charged for by a predecessor of 
the present Secretary. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does that show that it has been charged for? 

Mr. INGALLS. Les, sir. 

Mr. BLAINE. It only shows that Edmunds, the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, thought it should be charged for. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator admit that much!? 

Mr. BLAINE. I do; and I am assured by gentlemen familiar with 
the Territories that a charge never was made there. 

Mr. INGALLS. This report shows that it has been repeatedly made. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not know it. That is a recommendation only. 

Mr. INGALLS. This report shows the amount of revenue from it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Was that on unsurveyed land? 

Mr. INGALLS. On unsurveyed public lands. 

Mr. TELLER. Cord-wood? 

Mr. INGALLS. Cord-wood. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator has read arecommendation. How does 
he know it was done? 

Mr. INGALLS. The report says so. 

Mr. BLAINE. Read it. Let us hear it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will read it. 

A statement of these facts was made to the t, January 24, 1877, with 
the conclusion, after a review of the whole subject, that there were no practical 
results in the way of suppression of depredations or collection of values through 
the registers and receivers; the total amount of money deposited in the Treasury 
on account of timber tres; from the Ist of January, 1856, being the begiuning of 
our records upon the subject, to that date being $199,938.50, 

Mr. BLAINE. That does not touch the question of cord-wood at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. It includes cord-wood. “Timber,” it says. 

Mr. BLAINE. Not at all. The Senator turns ns to another part of 
the report, and says that, from 1856, $199,000 have been collected from 
timber trespassers, 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Maine said that the present Sec- 
retary of the Interior was the first officer of this Government that 
Seer boul made the claim that cord-wood should be paid for. 

Mr. BLAINE. No; I said the first under whom anything had ever 
been collected. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now the Senator evades it. He said it was the 
first time the claim had ever been made. 

Mr. BLAINE. Do I understand the Senator to defend the policy ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I believe in giving the devil his due. 

Mr. BLAINE. So do I. 

Mr. INGALLS. Whether he be the Secretary of the Interior or 
anybody else. And whenthese wholesale accusations are made against 
him, if there is any opportunity for defense, I propose, on the Anglo- 
Saxon prinei le of fair-play, that he shall have it. 

Mr. B . The Senator evades. He does not defend the pol- 
icy himself. 


r. INGALLS. I evade nothing. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator represents a State that has not been 
heavily timbered, but it has got countless millions of acres of rich 
land that his constituents 

Mr. INGALLS. The fact that the State of Kansas—— 

Mr. BLAINE. I am not through yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. The fact that the State of Kansas is a prairie State 
is very important in the investigation of this matter! 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Kansas I say Ag abet: a State 
that has countless millions of rich lands, oceupied by his constitu- 
ents, that were given to them for nothing. How much does the Sen- 
ator think was ever paid for his whole domain to the Treasury of the 
United States by settlers ? How much does he think that rich State, 
with eighty thousand square miles of tillable lands, rich and fertile, 
in the possession of his constituents to-day, from the bounty of the 
United States, has ever paid for it? ` 

Mr. INGALLS. What has that got to do with this case? 

Mr. BLAINE. This, that the Senator who represents countless 
millions of acres that have grown up into rich farms and that were 


iven from the bounty of the United States, ought not to stand up 
ere and defend the policy of collecting a dollar a cord stumpage out 


of the poor settler in the gorges of the y Mountains on the bar- 
ren and sterile soil of that region. 
Mr, INGALLS. The Senator from Maine is very alert and very 

agile. He reminds me of the snake in Hudibras that 

Wired in and wired out 

And left the gazer still in doubt 

Whether the snake that made the track, 

Was going in or coming back. 


We were talking in regard to the accusation made upon the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, that no previous officer had ever charged for 
cord-wood, and now he wants to know how much the settlers of 
Kansas have paid for their land! 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator said he rose—very officiously I thought 
to progama an authority which did not prove to be an authority, and 
I thought the Senator—very strangely for a Senator with western 
sympathies—was siding with a policy which would starve the poor 
settlers there, and I thought it a very pertinent question to ask ial 
why it was and for whose benetit it was that his constituents built 
up a great State. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not from the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BLAINE. Partly. The State of Maine sent a considerable 
amount to the State of Kansas. The State of Maine, when Kansas 
was laid out, had a considerable portion of the total population of 
this country, as she still has, and the State of Maine was entitled, of 
course, to her proportionate share of the domain; but she voted in 
the Senate and in the House to give freely to the State of Kansas 
every acre that is cultivated. And I should like the Senator from 
Kansas to state here, in the presence of the Senate, how mnch that 
State has ever paid for the eighty thousand square miles that have 
been inhabited by her citizens. 

se INGALLS. Iagain inquire what has that got to do with this 
case 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like the Senator to answer my question. 
I should like the Senator to tell me when he wants this great exaction 
from settlers in the gorges of the Rocky Mountains, what he or bis 
people have ever paid into the Treasury of the United States that 
should entitle them to turn around and demand tribute from settlers 
still further West? And it is a very pertinent question, it seems to 


me. 

Mr. INGALLS I am not defending nor assailing the policy of the 
Secretary of the Interior. I have not said a single word upon that 
subject; but I did say in response to the accusation made by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, that this was a sole instance on the part of an exec- 
utive officer where a demand had been made of a price for cord- 
wood, that he was mistaken. I have shown it. 

Mr. BLAINE, I said where cord-wood had been paid for by the 
settler, and I shall still hold that the Senator has not shown it in that 
extract, and I do not believe that he can. I may, of course, be mis- 
taken; we are all liable to be mistaken; perhaps I am more liable 
than other people to be mistaken; but I will hold the belief until he 
brings something more pertinent and more direct than he read from 
that book that it never has been done in this country. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I should like to ask if it can be shown that 
anything has been paid under the present Secretary even? . 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes; $5,000 was wrung out of the inhabitants of 
Helena, in tho Territory of Montana. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, And something over $100,000 for timber, in- 
cluding cord-wood, for the time stated in the report read. 

Mr. BLAINE. For timber depredations in eight years. The Sena- 
tor from Kansas turned around and showed that from 1856 to 1864, 
for all the timber depredations in the United States, there had been 
$199,000 collected. This all grew out of the case I presented here on 
behalf of a people who are not represented; it all grew out of a case 
where, in a very distant and remote Territory, a people without pro- 
tection, a people suffering under the deprivation of having no repre- 
sentative at least in this branch of Congress, though a very intelli- 
gent one in the other, were, on the eve of winter, subjected to this 
outrage. I wish that some painter could sketch that scene: An agent 
of the United States Government standing over the wood-piles in the 
back-yards of the settlers in Montana, in a snow storm which threat- 
ened to cnt them off from all communication with the outer world, 
only leaving the wire which led to the Interior Department, over 
which the word came from the Secretary, “Not a stick of that wood 
shall be burnt until a dollar a cord is paid into the Treasury of the 
United States.” And it was paid. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] lives in a very densely 
populated region in the heart of that Commonwealth. He cannot 
over the entire district that he represented in the other House find a 
wood lot on which that can be collected; he cannot find a wood lot 
in the county of Worcester, in the State of Massachusetts, on which 
a dollar a cord 5 be obtained. I asked my venerable and 
excellent friend from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] what in the neigh- 
borhood of Hartford he supposed a wood lot would sell for stumpage. 
I think, if I recollect aright, he replied that it would be a very extra- 
ordinary one that would bring fifty cents eight miles out of town. 
He bows assent. It was that particular act, memorialized to Con- 
gress in an earnest, respectful petition, that led the Committee on 
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Appropriations to put in this bill a simple provision that on the un- 
surveyed lands of the United States which the settler cannot buy, 


where it is impossible to get title until the United States get ready 
to survey them and offer them for sale, no charge should be made for 
what wood might be needed for the uses of the actual settler in the 
Territory and not for export beyond the limits of the Territory. That 
is precisely the amendment. Now the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] has intimated several times that the amendment went 
further than that. I will give him any portion of my time he wants 
to show that ae further; I will give him any amount of time 
he wants. I 2 

That where wood and timber lands in the Territories of the United States are 
not surveyed and offered for sale in p subdivisions, convenient of access, no 
money herein appropriated shall be to collect any charge for wood or timber 
cut on the public lands in the Territories of the United States for the use of actual 
settlers in the Territories, and not for export from the Territory where the timber 
grew. 

That is the amendment pending. I suggested it first and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BEOR] moved it? Now, I yield to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to show wherein I misstate it. 

Mr. DAWES. I was talking about the amendment as the commit- 
tee brought it from the committee-room, not as the Senator after the 


debate has suggested an amendment which he has no authority from y 


his committee to put into it. 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator slides off on to the amendment which 
is pending, which I was the first to suggest, then that is the hole the 
Senator finds it convenient to esca h. If that affords him 
a wicket escape which will ee cover his rear, I will give him 
leave to retreat. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator talks about a hole into which to creep. 
If the Senator thinks anybody can beat him in dodging from hole to 
hole, as he has done during this debate, he very much mistakes the 
public judgment and the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. Or the ju tof the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which is the same thing in his judgment. Very well. I will again 
read the amendment, for I want the Senate not to be misled upon it: 

That where wood and timber lands in the Territdries of the United States are 
not and offered for sale in bdi: convenient of access, no 


su 

money herein appropriated shall be to collect any charge for wood or timber 
cut on the public lands in the Territories of the United States for the use of actual 
settlers in the Territories, and not for export from the where the timber 
grew. 


When the Senator from Massachusetts comes to define himself on 
that, he says if the ieee Mle done what he ought not to have 
done in the Territories then he did not on the whole think he would 
approve it, but if the Secretary had done according to law what he 
ought to have done then the Secretary ought to be upheld! I think 
that was about one of the conclusions to which my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts came! 

This is a practical question, Mr, President. It is a question that 
cannot be confused nor evaded nor dodged, either by an eastern Sena- 
tor or by a western Senator. It is a question as to whether the frontier 
settler who lives near the land that the Government has not surveyed 
and not offered for sale shall be allowed the absolute necessaries of 
life in the shape of timber that shall build the house that shall cover 
him and the wood from which he shall receive the fuel that shall 
keep him from freezing. 

. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine, I submit to the 
judgment of every candid man in the Senate, has utterly abandoned 
the ground upon which he placed himself when this debate began, 
* his last speech. His first point was that there was an obsclete 

we 

Mr. BLAINE. I never used the word in the world—never. The 
Senator is confusing me with some other Senator. I said there was 
no law at all. Do not put words in my mouth and then answer them. 
: AN HOAR. The Senator’s first point was that here was an obso- 

ete law. 

Mr. BLAINE. I never used the phrase at all; the Senator cannot 
find it in what I said. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will not boil over quite so often. 

Mr. BLAINE. Not a bit. 

Mr. SARGENT. Allow me; that was my argument. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it; it was the argument of the Senator 
from Maine and the Senator from California both. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow mea moment? I used the 
argument, and the Senator from Maine took me to task for it quite 
sharply and said there was no law at all, obsolete or not. 

Mr. BLAINE. I held different from that. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to allow myself a moment if the gentle- 
men please. The Senator from Maine declared that ev 
of the Treasury from Alexander Hamilton down to Chandler 

Mr. BLAINE. Chandler never was Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. Every person charged with this duty—that every Sec- 
retary of the Treasury while the Treasury Department had the neers | 
and every Secretary of the Interior subsequently, had disregard 
this right of the United States, and had not put it in force. That 
was the whole argument of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BLAINE. e Senator entirely misunderstands me. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps I do; perhaps I do not. 

Mr. BLAINE. Entirely. 

Mr. HOAR. The RECORD will show, and it will not be very safe 
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for the Senator from Maine to have it examined in that particular. 
I attended very carefully to his argument. I showed in reply that 
the statute which made this act of taking timber and wood from the 
public lands of the United States punishable by fine and imprison- 
ment was passed in the year 1831, that it was expounded by the Su- 
preme Court on the question whether that act included only timber 
suitable for ship-building or whether it included every kind of wood 
and timber that grew upon the public Jand, and the Supreme Court 
of the United States held that it included everything ; and that there- 
upon the Secretary of the Interior in 1855 issued his cireulars directing 
the receivers and officers of the land office to put in force this law 
against all mankind, and that those circulars were E person rego 
directions were given year by year by the successive of 
the Interior after that time, that the Senator from California on his 
own statement called the attention of Congress to the hardship on 
these settlers of the law which made them criminals and 

them to this heavy penalty for cutting their fire-wood or their build- 
ing-wood or their fence-stuff from the public lands of the United 
States. Now, the Senator from Maine during the six years in which 
he directed legislation as no other individual member ever directed 
it, during the two years after he left the Speaker's chair, during the 
ears before he took the Speaker's chair, remained silent, never ask- 
ing or seeking for the settler any remedy, never joining his voice with 
that of the eloquent Senator from California who did his full duty in 

I say it is not becoming, when this fault rests with Congress, if it 
be a fault, when the laches or the error is not in the Secretary of the 
Interior, but is in those statesmen in one branch or the other who neg- 
lected to provide the proper remedy for the settler and the pioneer, 
now to come in and make an attack on the Secretary of the Interior 
and undertake to throw their own negligence and fault on his shoul- 
ders, when after fall given them in his annual report he 
has done nothing but execute the law. x 

And now what does the Senator from Maine in his last speech make 
as his complaint ? He asks where the Secretary of the Interior finds 
the authority to fixa price by which the persons who have committed 
these depredations on the gp lands shall be relieved from the for- 
feiture or the penalty. That authority is contained in the original 
statute of 1831, expressly conferred in that statute. It is conferred 
upon the Secretary of the Navy, but the uniform construction has 
been that the Secretary of the Interior Department since that De- 
partment was established has succeeded to the authority and care over 
the public lands which by that original statute was vested in the 

artment of the Navy. 
. BLAINE, Thestatutes still keep it in the Navy Department. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator says that at any rate he has exer- 
cised the authority of authorizing the eee, of these suits 
for the settler or , being exposed to the full penalty of the 
law, both fine and imprisonment, for the small sum of 81 a cord. I 
do not mean small in reference to the price of the stum but I 
mean small with reference to the liability which the law, w. ch your 
law, had placed upon the settler, and not upon the Secretary. The 
Secretary of the Interior has done this, and this only: that, whereas 
Congress imposes on this wood-cutter the teen fhe pay a heavy 
fine and go to the penitentiary, he has authorized the relief from 
the severe burden which Con: placed on him by paying the com- 
paratively small sum of a dollar a cord. 

Then the Senator from Maine asks, further, where he gets the au- 
thority to send agents from Washington. Is there any Department 
of the Government that, having j nae i property nnder its ch. does 
not assume the authority of sending its confidential clerks or its con- 
fidential agents from one end of the Union to the other in the protec- 
tion of the public property ? 

Then the Senator from Maine seeks to charge every person who 
presents this view with advocating, not the opinion of the Secretary 
of the Interior that an executive officer has nothing to do with the 
law but to obey it, but with advocating the policy which deprives 
the settler of the opportunity to purchase wood or to get it for his 
3 without impediment, That is a very different thing. There 

as not been a voice raised on the floor of the Senate in opposi- 
tion to some reasonable provision of law which will, as the Senator 
from California has desired, meet this difficulty on the of the 
settler. The Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office both called the attention of Congress to the de- 
sirableness of such a law, and nobody has been found to raise his 
voice in opposition. Senators who differ from the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from California say that it is time to extricate the 
honest settler, the hardy pioneer, our brothers and our sons, who have 
ne into this wilderness, from a law which our negligence has suf- 
ered to remain on the statute-book, which makes them criminals 
when they gather their fire-wood or get the timber for their dwell- 


in 

The Senator from Maine undertakes altogether to shift the issue 
when in agreeing with the predecessor of the present President that 
the true way to compel the repeal of a bad law is to execute it. The 
Secretary of the Interior has done only his official duty in regard to 
this matter. 

Mr. BLAINE. Before the Senator sits down I will say just a word 
tohim. He confounds my argument with that of the Senator from 
California. From the first I contended that there was no law what- 
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ever for it, and that whatever law there was was especially commit- 
ted to the of the 17 to enforce. When the Senator re- 
plied ho based it on the section I read to-day, which I read n, to 
show that there was no authority for it whatever. If the or 
from Massachusetts will do me the credit to read what I have said 
he will find that I have been entirely consistent in that, and if he 
will be equally consistent he will join with me now in preserving the 
settler from the harrowing annoyance of visits of this kind until 
we can make agoen law which will protect him. This amendment 
here will enti N reach that point. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody objects to that. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then what is all this row about? 

Mr. HOAR. Well, I do not know. 

Mr. BLAINE. Why did not this measure go through unobjected to? 
322 803 the Committee on Appropriations wanted to debate it. 

Mr. HOAR, That question must be addressed to somebody else 
rather than to me. I replied to what I regarded as an unjnst and 
harsh attack, in his absence, upon a high officer of the Government. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Maine does the Senator from 
Maine © that it was the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to 
put in 1 55 the law? 

Mr. BLAINE, Yes, but the Senator from Maine does not find any 
law that the Secretary can put in force to do this thing. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Maine deny that the statute of 
1831 made it a penal offense to cut wood or timber for any purpose 
from any public lands of the United States? 

Mr. B But the Senator knows 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine answer that question! 

Mr. BLAINE. I say the whole—— 

Mr. HOAR. Does he deny that? 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not, but I say the statute makes it the duty of 
the of the Navy to enforce it, and the Secretary of the 
Navy wholly. That statute, the Senator knows very well, was made 
for tho protection of ae timber, and the statute winds up by declar- 
i it is the or Nebr Secre of the Navy to enforce it. 

j i HOAR. Iun d that. Now, the Senator from Maine 

comes to exactly this point: he admits that the law prohibits, under 

prsiy of ana 3 5 fied taking of this wood or timber 
m any portion ublic land for any purpose—— 

Mr. BLAINE. No, I do not. i 

Mr. HOAR. Then he answers my question in the affirmative. 

Mr. BLAINE. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator admit that or deny it? 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not admit it at all. I deny it. 

Mr. HOAR. Supreme Court of the United States asserts it 
in so many words in the case in 9 Howard. Therefore the Senator 
from Maine is left, for the entire remnant of his attack upon the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to claim, first, that the statute of 1831 wasin- 
tended only for the protection of ship-timber when the Supreme Court 
of the United States expressly has declared otherwise, and, next, to 
the small question as to which of two officers of the Government, the 
8 the Interior or the Secretary of the Navy, is the one in 
whom this authority now exists by the statute, when the uniform 
construction 1 5 upon it by the Department of the Interior (acqui- 
esced in by Congress, who years and years ago, as the Senator from 
Kansas has shown, were informed of the practice of the 133 
in that regard) has been that the Interior Department is lodged with 
this authority. Does the whole of this i nt, conducted with 
so much eloquence and with so much fury, end at last, on the simple 
claim that the Secretary of the Interior is mistaken when he supposes 
that the entire care of the public lands and their protection against 


oopan rests on the De ent of which he is the head? 
r. WINDOM. Mr. e. 
Mr. BLAINE. I want the floor just a moment. 


Mr. WINDOM, Ihave the floor, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. PRALNE Will the Senator from Minnesota yield to me only a 
moment 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill yield a moment only. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Massachusetts was quite free in 
his interrogatories addressed to myself. I desire to ask him before 
we adjourn, as I suppose the Senator from Minnesota intends to move 
an adjournment, if I understood him correctly when he said he was 
for this provision ? 

Mr. HOAR. I have not examined that particular provision. Iam 
certainly for that which the Senator from California said he has so 


often u upon Congress. 
Mr. BEAIN „The Senators colleague says nobody was opposed 


to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my statement. I never have read the 
Senator’s amendment, and cannot answer. Iam certainly in favor, 
so far as my vote goes, of a reasonable provision such as tho honor- 
able Senator from California advocated. I wish, before the Senator 
from Minnesota makes his motion, to say one thing which I ought to 
have said. I certainly should desire to se the construction put 
by tho Senator from Maine on the original doctrine which he advo- 
cated in regard to whether this was an obsolete law, and to withdraw 
any insisting against his own disclaimer upon my understanding of 
his proposition. 


Mr. BLAINE. All I wanted to ask the Senator was if he was in 
favor of this amendment, and whether it was because it proposed to 
institute a new law by it, or whether because he understood that the 
amendment was confirming to the settler what he had always enjoyed. 

Mr. HOAR. I never have read the amendment and cannot answer, 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator has heard it read several times, 

Mr. WINDOM. I move 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to yield to me 
one moment. I only want to make a single remark. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will yield for a single moment. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to say, as there has been some discussion 
here between the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts with reference to the responsibility of this debate, that I 
did not open my mouth in the debate until after I had listened to 
what I considered a very heated attack upon the people of the West, 
in which the mildest word used toward them was that they were 
plunderers. I then endeavored to explain why I thought they were 
not criminals. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to ask the Senator a question right there. 
Does the Senator from California understand that any Senator alluded 
to the people of the West or to the people of any State or Territory 
as plunderers? Was it not simply characterizing a certain practice 
as plundering 7 

Mr. SARGENT. I understood that an occupation absolutely neces- 
3 to the inhabitants of the Territory was denounced as a plunder 
and that those who so acted were plunderers. The Secretary 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator 

Mr. SARGENT. Let me finish. The Secretary of the Interior, in 
the vag document forced here upon our CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
where it ought not to have been put, spoke of timber rings, &c. 
referring to the men making their living in the Territories. had 
that in my mind, I had it 83 in of mind, when I alluded to the 
Secretary of the Interior. I will repel such imputations upon the 
people of the Territories or the people of my State under present cir- 
cumstances while I have power to lift my voice upon this floor or 
before any tribunal whatever where I may stand. 

Mr, HOAR. Now I sfionld like to ask the Senator from California 
if the exposition of the statute of 1831 by the Supreme Court in 
ninth Howard is correct! 

Mr. SARGENT. I have not examined it. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask whether itis not the law of the land, and whether 
ree ari not make of that practice something much worse than plun- 

erin, r 

Mr SARGENT. That has not been enforced until recently. Now 
are hauling the people of my State down before the grand jury 
in Francisco for the very purposo of e them in the State 
prison under the inspiration of this recent decision. 

Mr. WINDOM and Mr. TELLER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WINDOM. I yield the floor absolutely to the Senator from 
Colorado, [Mr. TELLER. ] 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to say something further on this question, 
but as it is late and some Senators wish to adjourn, I will yield for 
that motion. 

Mr, WINDOM. As the Senator does not desire to proceed to-night 
and yields to me for that 9 557 I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before putting that motion the Chair 
will lay before the Senate some bills from the House of. Representa- 
tives for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3960) to relieve the churches of the District of 
Columbia and to clear the title of the trustees to such property; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3968) regulating exemption in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3969) regulating the appointment of justices of the 
peace, commissioners of deeds, and constables within and for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2301) fixing the compensation of jurors serving 
in the district and circuit courts of the United States was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 3714) for the relief of the families of the men 
who perished on the United States dredge-boat McAlister was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce; and 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an appropriation for 
filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other pur- 
bee was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ppropriations. 

: THOMAS BAYNE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives te tho bill (S. No. 349) to authorize the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia to refund a certain tax 
erroneously collected; and they were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in certain amendments of 
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the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2507) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1855 , and for other purposes. 
On motion of Mr, WINDOM, it was 
That the Senate insist on its amendments to by the House 
. and ask a conference with the ee dar ing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appofnted by the Vice- 
President. 

Mr. WINDOM. I renew the motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was a to; and (at five o’clock and thirty minutes 
p- m.) the Senate adjourned. 


* 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 19, 1878. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
P. HARRISO: 


ox. N. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


REFUNDING TAX IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent that a 
verbal correction be made in the engrossment of the bill (S. No. 349 
to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to refun 
a certain tax erroneously collected, 

I will state that by a mistake the second amendment was incorrect. 
The amendment I proposed was to strike out in line 3 the words “he 
is” and insert in lieu thereof the words “they are.” By error the 
amendment was made to read, strike out the word “he” and insert 
the words “ they are.” I ask that that correction be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REFUNDING OF THE NATIONAL DEBT. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to give notice that, when the bill (H. R. 
No. 3848) to promote the refunding of the national debt and the loan 
of savings to the United States for that purpose comes up under the 

ial order for consideration, by an understanding with the commit- 

tee I shall submit a substitute for that bill, (H. R. No. 3971;) and I 

aow ask unanimous consent that that substitute be printed in the 
CORD. 

Mr. TIPTON. I object to the printing in the RECORD. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Then I give notice that when the bill comes up I 
shall offer that substitute, 

Mr. BURCHARD. Let it be printed in bill form. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


STEAM FOG-SIGNAL AT MACKINAC. 


Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, 5. 1 55 ack, with a favorable recommendation, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1764) to appro iate money for the erection of a station 
and steam fog-signal at Mackinac, Michigan, and moved that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT PERE MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1758) to oh be age wi, tor the erection of a keeper's 
dwelling at the light-house at Père Marquette, Michigan, and moved 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT PENT WATER, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. HUBBELL also, by unanimous consent, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1760) to appropriate money for the erection of a keeper's dwelling 
at the light-house at Pent Water, Michigan, and moved that the same 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and the accompany- 
ba, tel ordered to be printed. 

© motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARGES AGAINST THE DOORKEEPER. 
Mr. HARRISON. rise to a privileged question. I am instructed 


by the Committee on Civil-Service Reform to make a report in writing 
on the charges alleged against the Doorkeeper of the House, and that 
committee has also instructed me to ask leave for the minority of the 
committee to submit their views. I ask that both the report and 
views of the minority be ordered to be printed and recommitted to 
the commitiee. 

I would say that it seems to be the wish of a number of mem- 
bers on the floor that the report and the views of the minority of the 
committee be printed in advance so that the House may have before 
them both the views of each section of the committee, together with 
the testimony in the case. 

Mr, HALE. Is this a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. The committee a right to report at any time. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the report and views of the minority 
of the committee be recommitted to the committee and ordered to be 
printed, with the privilege of reporting back to the House at any 
time, and with the further agreement that the committee will not 
mh to bring it before the House before Saturday next. 

Mr. EDEN. I will object, unless the gentleman will extend the 
time until Tuesday. Here is a volume of testimony covering four 
hundred pages of printed matter, and every member of the House 
ought to have an opportunity of examining that testimony before he 
is called upon to vote upon the question. 

Mr. SON. So far as I am myself concerned, I have no ob- 
jection to the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois; but I am 
unwilling personally to tix a day. I simply say that if my motion, 
giving the committee the right to bring this case before the House at 
any time, prevails, I will not bring itin until every member shall have 
had a fitting opportunity to examine the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Harrison] wishes that the two reports shall be printed 
and recommitted. The gentleman is not divested of any of his rights 
the recommittal. All he does now is to give notice to the House 
of his intention to call up the report. 

Mr. HARRISON. I give notice that it will not be brought up until 
members have had an opportunity to examine the report. - 

Mr. EDEN. Not before Tuesday ? 

Mr. FRANKLIN. As I understand it, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HARRISON] is willing that it shall not be brought up until Tues- 


y. 

The SPEAKER. It will be for the House to determine when it will 
consider the report. If it be reported before the House is ready to 
consider it, the question of consideration can be raised. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ir ate to say that he would not attempt to call up this matter 
until next y- 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding. 

Mr. TNG: Will the committee have the right to call it up at 
any time 

The SPEAKER. The committee has the right now to report upon 
this matter at any time, and the recommittal of the report does not 
divest the committee of any right it now has, But the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] of his own volition gives notice that 
he will not call up the matter before Tuesday next. 

The reports were ordered to be printed and recommitted. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimons consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the honorable the Secretary of the 
Treasury inform this House as to the nso now being made of the custom-house and 
old appraiser's store in the city of San Francisco, and the use pro to be made 
of the new appraiser’s building now a ging mad of erection; w 88 of 
the Government occupy buildings owned by the United States, and what aapa 
can be mado to the advantage of the Government in the uses of the publio build- 
ings finished or unfinished. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOSS OF UNITED STATES DREDGE-BOAT M’ALISTER. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent of the House that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole he discha froin the further consideration of 
House bill No. 3714 for the relief of the families of the men who per- 
ished on the United States dredge-boat McAlister. When I had the 
honor first to introduce the bill it was objected to by the honorable 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. HaLe.] Upon ascertaining the circum- 
stances connected with the case, the honorable gentleman withdrew 
his objection; but it was renewed by the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. Concer.] When that gentleman was made acquainted with 
the facts of the case he withdrew his objection. I am sure there is 
not a gentleman in this House who will make any objection, when he 
looks into the facts of the case, to the payment of the small amount 
here proposed to the widows and children of the men who were lost 
on this dredge-boat while passing from the mouth of the Mississippi 
to the month of the Sabine River. 

Mr, DUNNELL. I must object, unless I can move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be open for amendment if brought 
before the House. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. GIBSON. The bill has been reported from the Committee on 
Commerce with an amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I gave notice to the Committee on Commerce that 
T should offer an amendment to the bill as reported from that com- 


mittee. 
Mr. GIBSON. I have no objection to the amendment being offered. 
There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was dis- 
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charged from the er consideration of the bill, and the same was 
brought before the House for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the widow, or child or children, and in case there be no 
widow, child or children, then the parent or parents, and if there be no parents, 
the brothers and sisters of the officers, Serge marines, and others in the service 
or 4 of the Government, who were lost with the said dredge-boat McAlister, 
shall be entitled to and receive, out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated, a sum of their re- 
spective deceased relations aforesaid, in addition to the pay due to the deceased 
up to and including the day of the loss of said vessel. 

Seo. 2. That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to make the pay- 
ments herein provided upon proper evidence being furnished. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Commerce was 
to add to the second section the following: 

But no brothers or sisters shall receive the benefit of this act except such as 
were dependent on the deceased relative for support. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I am aware that there are precedents for this act 
of generosity on the part of the Government ; precedents which have 
been followed by Congress even at the present session. I cannot see 
why we should give a year’s pay to the brothers and sisters of the 
deceased sailor when we have never, in any of our pension acts or 
bounty acts of any kind or nature, gone to the extent of ting 
such bounty or pay to the brothers and sisters. I think it is going 
que far enough to give it to the father and mother, and to the chil- 

ren. To grant this Hive pay to brothers and sisters I think is an 
unnecessary stretch of kindness. I therefore move to strike out that 
portion of the bill giving this pay to the brothers and sisters. 

Mr. GIBSON. The amendment adopted by the Committee on Com- 
merce, although contrary to the precedents which have hitherto been 
followed by the House, is in the interest of the Government. It lim- 
its the relief to brothers and sisters to those who were dependent for 
support upon the man who was lost. Itseems to me that if an elder 
brother, with 8 brothers and sisters dependent upon him for 
support, is lost while in the service of the Government, they have as 
strong a claim to our generosity as if they were his own children. 
It is 1 5 such cases that this bill provides relief. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This bill appropriates about 819,000. If there 
are precedents of the kind which this bill seeks to follow it is time 
we set a better precedent; and therefore I move to strike out the 
clause granting the relief to brothers and sisters. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will accept the amendment, and call for the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be upon the amendment 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

„ DUNNELL. If the amendment which I have offered be ac- 
cepted, as I understand it is, the amendment of the committee will 
fall, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment suggested by the gentleman 
cannot be accepted, because this is a report from a committee. The 
first question will be upon the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of the bill 
that the phraseology of the last section needs some modification. 
The Secretary of War cannot make any payment; all expenditures 
of money must be made by the Treasury Department. The provision 
will be nugatory in its present form. The Secretary of War can merely 
issue his requisition, to be paid at the Treasury Department. 

Mr. CONGER. These men’s wages were paid by the Secretary of 
War out of the proper appropriation for dredging, and this is a con- 
tinuation of the same wages. 

Mr. HALE. I presume that this would be like any other appropria- 
tion: the regulation of the Department would settle the mode of pay- 
ment. If an appropriation is made, the Departments will find a 
method of paying it ont. 

Mr. BANKS. I suggest that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON] strike out any specification of the officer by whom the money 
is to be paid; let it be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suppose that by unanimous consent the words 
“Secretary of War” can be struck out and “Secretary of the Treas- 
ury ” inserted. 

. If there be no objection, that modification will 
made. 

There was no objection, and the bill was amended accordingly, 

Mr. FORT. It occurs to me that if this bill is to pass it ought to 
be so amended as to apply to minor children only, By the bill in its 

resent form we are proposing to vote money to persons who may not 

minors and may not be dependent. In other words, we are treat- 
ing the relatives of these persons better than we treat those of our 
soldiers. I insist that the word “ minor” ought to be inserted before 
the word “ children.” 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is right. 


ual to twelve months’ Py 
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Mr. FORT. I further that we ought to exclude parents 
where they were not dependent upon the services of these persons: 
who lost their lives. I move to amend by inserting the word “minor” 
before the word “child” or “children.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. FORT. LIunderstood the gentleman to state that the bill would 
be open to amendment if we would consent that it should be brought 
before the House now. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam willing that the amendment shall be pending. 
I call the previous question on the bill and amendments. 

The SP. R. There are already two amendments pending—as. 
many as are allowed under the rule. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let “minor” be inserted by unani- 
mous consent. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the word “ minor” will 
be inserted before the words “child or children.” 

There was no objection; and the bill was amended accordingly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
which was first upon the amendment reported by the committee, to- 
insert in section 2 the following words: 

But no brothers or sisters shall receive the benefit of this act except such as. 
were dependent on the deceased relative for support. 


Mr. DUNNELL. IL hope that this amendment will be rejected. 

The amendment was pata ag to. 

The question then recu on the amendment of Mr. D to 
strike out in the fourth and fifth lines the words “and, if there be no 
parents, the brothers and sisters.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
aber road the third time, and 4 

GIBSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was. 
esch and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. j 

FOG-SIGNAL, ETC., ON LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, reported back, with a favor- 
able recommendation, from the Committee on Commerce, the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of Wisconsin asking for the establishment of 
a lake-coast light and fog-signal station at Racine Point, Lake Michi- 
gan; which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. BACON. I ask unanimons consent to offer for reference the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the agitation of the subject of the tariff is causing 
3 the people, in some cases paralyzing and in nearly all em 
8 


Mr. DURHAM. I object. 
7 70 BACON. The reading of the resolution has not been cou- 
cluded. 
The SPEAKER. But any gentleman has the right to object with- 
out waiting until the whole resolution is read. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BANKS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The lar order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at one o'clock. The call of committees rests with the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 


PAY OF JURORS IN UNITED STATES COURTS, 


Mr. DURHAM, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, 
the bill (H. R. No. 2301) fixing the compensation of jurors serving in 
the district and circuit courts of the United States. 

The bill amends section 852 of the Revised Statutes by striking 
out the words “three dollars a day,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“two dollars a day ;” so that the section will read as follows: 

Sxc. 852. For actual attendance at any court or courts, and for the time necessa- 
— —— occupied in going to and returning from the same, $2 a day during such 

For the distance necessarily traveled from their residence in going to and return- 
ing from said court by tho shortest practicable ronte, five cents a mile. 


Mr. DURHAM. This is in accprdance with the recommendation 
of the Attorney-General and for the reasons set forth in his annual 
report. I demand the previous question. . 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be en a 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FEES OF CLERKS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 
Mr. DURHAM also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 


at disquietude 
ing opera- 
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stitute for House bill No. 350, a bill (H. R. No. 3972) fixing the fees 
of clerks of the United States district and circuit courts; which was 
read a first and second time. x 

The bill, which was read, 2 that section 828 of the Revised 
Statutes be so amended that hereafter the clerks of the several circuit 
and district courts shall charge fifteen cents for every search for any 
particular mortgage, judgment, or other lien, and they shall charge 
for search of records of the courts for judgments, decrees, or other 
instruments constituting a general lien on real estate, and cert g 
the records of such search ten cents for each person agaihst whom 
such search is required to be made; and said clerks shall account for 
said fees the same as other fees are accounted for by them. 

Mr. DURHAM. If gentlemen will turn to the Revised Statutes they 
will see what change is proposed. 

Mr. HANNA. Have section 828 read. 

Mr. DURHAM. As part and parcel of the fees of the clerks of the 
United States courts provided in section 828 will be found the follow- 
ing: 

For searching the records of the court for ents, decrees, or other instru- 

eral lien on real estate and the result of such 
matt, “ten one each person against whom — is required to be 


and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The question was on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. FORT. I ask that the bill may be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. FORT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- 
tion. Does he not propose to limit the amount of fees the clerks are 
to receive? 

Mr. DURHAM. We passed a bill the other morning reported from 
our committee limiting the fees. 

e 12 1 5 To 2 1 N s 

5 HAM. To 83,500. now we want this to go right on 
the heel of that. ayo 

Mr. FORT. That is right. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. DU. moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsiaer be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS AND DEPUTIES. 


Mr. DURHAM also, from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 351, 
a bill (H. R. No, 3973) fixing the compensation of United States mar- 
shals and deputies; which was read a first and second time. + 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That from and after the 1st day of July, 1 


We limit that to ten cents, but the real object of the billis to require 
the clerks of the United States circuit and district courts to account 
for the fees received for this service. Now, for instance, it is a noto- 
rious fact that in the city of New York more than $10,000 are received 
as fees for this service and the clerks of the United States courts 
never account forthem. Under the general law these clerks are re- 
quired to Taan what is po = of including oe pag A six for any tis 
months, but they are not in the habit of includi ese fees in those y 0 
returns. The object is, as I have stated, to require them to include maximum shall not exceed at the rate of $2, annum, and the com of 
these fees in hele emolament returna and to account for them. This r — per day wile actully or in oe 
is the simple object of the bill. The fees are covered into the Treas- 

over and above the Pan of compensation to the clerk. : 

. HANNA. Would there be any ee to incorporating in 
this bill a proviso that any attorney shou 
self to make examination of the records? 

Mr. DURHAM. There is nothing to prohibit it now. 

Mr. HANNA. The reason I ask is this: some of our district court 
clerks assume to have such control over the records as to prevent 
examinations, except by themselves, and thus im on attorneys 
the expense 2 55 g for certified copies, I think by law that evil 
should be cured. 

Mr. DURHAM. In answer to the gentleman from Indiana I will 
say that it is not proposed to change the existing law except in this 
regard: that instead of charging fifteen cents, as now provided by 
statute, we limit the Shango to ten cents. We thought teen cents 
was too much, and the other provision is to require them to return, 
as part of their emolument accounts, these fees which are to be cov- 
ered into the Treasury over and above the $35 deducted for compen- 
sation. It does not, of course, interfere with any attorney or private 
person going and examining records for himself. 

Mr. JACOBS. I wish to ask the tleman from Kentucky why 
7218 N a this applicable to the clerks of the courts in the Territo- 

es m -= 

Mr. DURHAM. It applies to all circuit and district courts of the 
United States. 

Mr. JACOBS: The laws which are passed in reference to circuit 
and district courts of the United States do not apply to clerks of dis- 
trict courts of the Territories, unless ifically mentioned in the 
act. For the sake of uniformity, the Territories ought to be men- 
tioned in this act, if it is intended to apply to them. 

Mr. DURHAM. In reply to the gentleman from Washington Ter- 
ritory I will only state that I am cautious, in all legislation I consent 
to, not to go beyond our authority. Ido not wish to interfere with 
any State right or the right of any Territory, and consequently I con- 
fine the provisions of bill to the clerks of the United States dis- 
trict and circuit courts. It applies to clerks under the immediate 
control of the courts of the United States, exactly as the law now i 
and therefore I would rather not yield to the amendment pro 
by the gentleman from Washington Territory. Let him bring in a 

te bill to cover the case of the clerks of the territorial courts. 
r. JACOBS. The gentleman probably is aware that the courts 
of the Territories have the same jurisdiction as the district and 
circuit courts of the United States. They have that ei as well 
as a superadded jurisdiction under the territorial law. Now why 
should not the same law, so far as the United States business is con- 
cerned, be applicable to the clerks of the courts of the Territories! 
If you do not make that amendment in the bill yon have one provis- 
ion for the clerks of the courts of the Territories in the discharge of 
United States business and another provision for the clerks of the 
district and circuit courts of the United States in the performance of 
their duties, 

Mr. DURHAM. I beg the pardon of my friend, the gentleman from 
Washington Territory. If the law is that way now we leave it so. 
We only propose a change of section 828 of the Revised Statutes. 
That is all we do; and the gentleman to accomplish his purpose must 
reach it by a separate bill, I demand the ro question. 

The previous question was seconded and the {main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was 3 to be engrossed 


shals of the United States shall 


d have the right for him- 


pobre eee york mer of not less than one nor more than five 
or both fined and imprisoned at labor, in the discretion of the court. 
and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 


Mr. DURHAM. I desire to pe a brief explanation of this bill. 
The House is aware that the law asit now stands gives a United 
States marshal fees to the extent of $6,000 to be paid out of the fees 
of his office. The present bill in its first section proposes to limit that 
compensation to $5,000 per annum. It was believed by the committee 
that $5,000 was ample compensation for the United States marshal. 

The present law in regard to the payment of deputy marshals will 
be found in section 841 of the Revised Statutes, and is about in sub- 
stance as I shall state. I might preface, however, that statement by 
saying there is no limit to the number of deputies a marshal may 
draw around him and have sworn to assist him in the discharge of 
his duties. The compensation of the deputy marshals is provided for 
in this section, which gives them not exceeding three-fourths of the 
amount of the fees they may earn. All over and above that is cov- 
ered back into the Treasury. Itis the duty of the marshal, after pay- 
ing himself his own compensation, not exceeding $5,000, as now pro- 
vided by law, and paying his reasonable office expenses and his clerk 
hire and paying his deputies, to cover the remainder back into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Now, it has come to the knowledge of the committee that there is 
a combination sometimes between the as e and the principals of 
this nature: the marshal will allow his deputy three-fourths of the 
amount of the fees he may earn during the six months and take his 
receipt therefor; and yet he will not ay him half thatamount. But 
there is no law upon the statute-book by which the marshal can be 

unished for violating what is evidently the spirit and intent of the 

aw. Itis pro in this bill, as gentlemen will have observed from 
the reading of it, that the marshal shall take from his deputy a 
receipt for the exact amount he pays; and if he files that with his 
emolument account and gets a receipt for a greater amouut than he 
actually pays, then it shall become a penal offense and the imprison- 
ment an the fine shall be as set out in the bill now before the House. 

There was some difference of opinion in the committee as to what 
really ought to be the pay of these deputies. But I believe I am 
authorized in stating that it was about a; upon unanimously in 
the committee to fix the compensation of the marshal at $5,000 a year, 
to give the Attorney-General the right to fix the compensation of the 
chief deputy, but not to exceed $2,500 a year, and then to give each 
of the other deputies $5 a day for the time they were in service, but 
not exceeding $1,500 a year. 

It is believed by the committee that these marshals and their first 
assistants, or chief assistants, as they are denominated in the bill, to- 
gether with all their deputies, would be amply compensated if they 
receive the pay provided for in this bill; that there would be a large 
saving to the United States in this brauch of the public service. 

Mr. Speaker, the amount allowed United States marshals is per- 
fectly astounding when youcome to look at their bills. Having served 
three Congresses upon the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice and having looked over the whole ground, I am sorry 
to make this statement to the House, that some of the most corrupt 


authorities of the United States. shall be liable to indictment therefor, and u 
convi thereof shall ‘boo, 
acts 
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men that we have in office under the Government of the United States 
are these marshals. As an instance of 
House to what was proved before the committee in the Forty-third 
Congress. An invo nS was made by the committee as to the ac- 
count of the marshal for the western district of Arkansas. The mar- 
shal had spent $325,000 for his expenses in that one district. The 
committée very properly said to the then Attorney-General, Mr, Will- 
iams, “ You must bring the expenditures within $100,000 for the next 
year.” The appropriation was made accordingly and the expenditure 
was reduced. But, sir, I do not desire to e up the time of the 
House to any great extent; if gentlemen will refer to the report of 
the last Attorney-General, pages 32 and 33, they will find that the 
whole amounted in the aggregate to $1,964,678.20. 

Now, I do not believe that this amount of money was fairly and 
1 expended. I believe that in many instances there was 
collusion between these marshals and their deputies by which the 
marshals took receipts in full, which they filed with their emolu- 
ment returns, for a much larger amount than whey paid for the service 
that had been rendered by the deputies. Why, my friend from 
Michigan and myself investigated a case in the last Congress. I do 
not see proper now to state in what district it was. We found, and 
I believe I can almost repeat the identical figures, a case where one 
marshal made the emolument return that he had paid his deputy 

300. That deputy ap before the committee and swore that 
he had only been paid $1,000 for his service. Another instance in 
the same identical distritt where the emolument account returned 
showed that the deputy had been paid $2,300, he swore that he had 
not received more t $750. Now, I say that that is where a great 
deal of money eee © the Govefnment goes, and a sheng is 
absolutely demanded so far as the marshal service is concerned. The 
committee which I represent, after due deliberation, have come to 


I would only refer the | also 


Me FORT. Does this bill relate to marshals in the Territories 


Mr. DURHAM. To every marshal of the United States, whether 
in a State or a Territory. 

Mr. FORT. Does it correct an abuse which is sometimes practiced 
in the Territories, in the Territory of Utah for instance, of chargin 
a great deal more for supplies than is actually paid? I 5 
the marshal of Utah has notoriously done that, and made thousands 
and thousands of dollars by such TAAT, s 

Mr. DURHAM. Iwill say to my friend from Illinois that the law 
now is ample for that. Ample responsibility rests upon the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, who is the man who makes the settle- 
ment of all these accounts. And now, as the late Comptroller of the 
Treasury is dead andin his grave, I can bear testimony to his fidelity, 
having had a great deal of business to transact with that Comptroller, 
and I always found him true to his trust. 

Mr. FORT. It is difficult for the First Comptroller to know all about 
these things. It is the habit in purchasing supplies to get receipts 
signed for a r sum than is paid ont. 

. DUR It is the duty of the court to see about that, aud 


the law is ample now. 
Mr. HARTRIDGE. Will my colleague on the committee allow me 


to ask him a question? 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I see that the bill provides for one chief de 
uty marshal, at a salary to be fixed by the Attorney-General, to 
not more than a year. Now, when the marshal has duties to 
perform in two districts in the same State, will this bill apply toa 
chief deputy for each district ? 

Mr. DURHAM. It 1 to but one chief vas age £3 
Mr. HARTRIDGE. ere are cases where two chief deputies are 


the conclusion that first-class men can be gotten to serve as marshals | required 


for $5,000 a year, the pay of a member of Congress; that good assist- 
ant marshals can be procured for $2,500 a year, and that the other 
deputies can be had for $5 a day, while they are in actual service, 
being at the rate of $1,500 a year. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky a question. 
In how many cases does the gentleman think there are in all the 
districts of the United States where the marshal at poe gets as 
much as $5,000 a year? I ask the question because I know that in 
many States, my own for instance, the fees of the marshal do not 
amount to $5,000, or $4,000, or 83,000. 

Mr. DURHAM. That is true. 

Mr. HALE. Can the gentleman tell me in how many districts the 
compensation of the marshals amounts to the present pa ae of $6,000? 

Mr. DURHAM. I am sorry I cannot answer that question, for I 
have not investigated that matter; but I know the gentleman’s state- 
ment is true, 

Mr. HALE. The marshals only receive this large salary in districts 
where there are ! cities. 

Mr. DURHAM. But I would state that that question is not mate- 
rial to the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. „ Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will state the reason why it is not more; it is 
because the money is absorbed in a way that I have before explained 
to the House. 

I desire to state to the House another instance. I can show that, in 
an investigation made during the last Congress, one marshal who 
had the right of serving in two districts, both being within the limits 
of one State, the emolument returns showed E , and he had con- 
sumed the whole of it with the exception of 000. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion and it is this: Whether in the investigation he has made, he has 
found that the Government either makes or loses by the administra- 
tion of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will say that I have not investigated that matter 
at all, but I do know thatthe bankrupt law makes a large number of 
fees to the marshal, to which he is entitled under the law. 

Mr. HANNA. Do the investigations which your committee have 
had lead you to believe that the marshals return those fees received 
under the bankrupt law ? 

Mr. DURHAM. My investigations have led me to believe that 
the marshals do not make a fair return of those fees. 

Mr. HANNA. Then allow me to suggest that there is a crying 
necessity that either by law they be required to report their emolu- 
ments from that source or that we repeal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will state to my friend from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] 
that the law does require them to do it; the amended bankrupt act 
does require that very thing. 

Now, to sum up the whole matter, as I do not desire to detain the 
House much longer, there are three things which we propose to do 
by this bill. The first is to limit the compensation of the marshals 
at $5,000 a year, reducing it from what it now is, $6,000. In the 
second place, we propose to limit the compensation of the deputy 

- marshals, 8 a specific amount for each day’s service ren- 
dered, which wi pay them a fair . and be a saving to 
the Government. Then we intend, and that is the crowning act of 
this bill, to require a full return to be made of the aggregate of the 
emoluments and fees, and in the event they fail to do that then we 
punish them severely, as they ought to be punished. 


Mr. DURHAM. This applies to but one. š 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Would the gentleman object to an amendment 
to meet such a case? 

Mr. DURHAM. I wonld not. Where a marshal has to perform 
duties in more than one district in the same State, the gentleman 
wants to be authorized to employ a chief deputy in each district. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DURHAM. I believe that is right. 

we HARTRIDGE. Then I move to amend by inserting these 

words: 
But where one marshal duties in more than one district in the same 
State he sal! have power to pout ty marshal for each of said districts at 
a compensation to be fixed e the Attorney-General of the United 
States, but the maximum shall not e e rate of $2,500 per annum. ? 

Mr. FORT. Will the gentleman allow me to make another inquiry? 

Mr. 8 Very well. 

Mr. FORT. I believe by the law as it now is, by some special law 
in the Territory of Utah, there are no sheriffs, but the marshals per- 
form the duties of sheriffs. 

Mr. DURHAM. Permit me to correct my friend right there. 

Mr. FORT. He serves the processes of the courts. 

Mr. DURHAM. In the Poland bill the sheriff is authorized to per- 
form all the duties which the marshal is authorized to perform. 

Mr. FORT. I may be in error in re; to that matter. 

Mr. DURHAM. Ihave had occasion to look into that matter within 
the last few days, and I can assure the tleman that under the 
Poland bill the sheriff is authorized to perform all the duties of the 


marshal. 

Mr. FORT. All I desire is that the marshal shall not be permitted 
under this bill to get some extra grab. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask a few questions in order to get at an 
understanding of this bill. 

Mr. DU. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE, During an investigation in the Arkansas case, which 
was before the Committee on the Judiciary, I was a member of the 
subconimittee having that investigation in charge; and we found 
that the principal difficulty arose from having a large number of dep- 
uty-assistant marshals. For instance it was in evidence, I believe, 
that at one time every white man having two legs, residing in the 
city where the court was holding its session, was a deputy marshal, 
and was at one time in the Choctaw country serving processes of the 
courts. I want to know whether or not this bill ee a remedy 
against such an increase of deputy marshals for serving of pro- 
cesses of the court. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will state to my friend that it does not, because 
the western district of Arkansas stands alone in that regard. The 
gentleman will find by investigating the law that the western district 
of Arkansas stands alone, because of the fact that in that district is 
the Indian Territory; and the e ee there is allowed a pone 
to take care of the prisoners when they are arrested and brought up 
for trial. That is nowhere else allowed in the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the sire asec mean that nowhere else in the 
United States is it allowed by law, or that the practice does not pre- 
vail anywhere else? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is not allowed by law. 

Mr. FRYE. So that this district of Arkansas stands alone. 

Mr. DURHAM. It stands alone in that regard, and was so intended 
by the Congress of the United States, because it was regarded as dan- 
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gerous for a deputy marshal to go into the Indian Territory to make 
these arrests unless he was alowed a posse to protect himself and to 
guard the persons arrested. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, Mr. Speaker, one further question, if the gentle- 
ian pleases, 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The great complaint in regard to the bankruptcy law 
has arisen from its abuses in the matter of official fees. 

Mr. FORT. Is not the whole law an abuse? 

Mr. FRYE. Now, the Judiciary Committee this morning by a ma- 
jority prte the 3 of a bill 1 a 8 
act, in my ju ent entire ee der. icy and en y nst 
justice in these times; and this aling vill is reported e ee 
because of the injustice done to estates of bankrupts in the matter of 
official fees. Now, will the gentleman point out to me where in this 
bill he has presented nthe | which shall afford relief in the matter 
of these excessive charges? The gentleman has limited the salary of 
. 3 but where has he cut off the fees which the marshal may 
charge 

Mr. DURHAM. We have done it nowhere, because that was not 
the object of this bill, which was simply to limit the compensation of 
the marshals themselves. 

Mr. FRYE. So that if this bill becomes a law the same fees may 
be charged that have been charged heretofore. 

Mr. DURHAM. Unquestionably, unless the same committee takes 
roe matter in hand, as I apprehend it will do before the session con- 
eludes. 

Mr. HALE. When we regulate the fees of marshals and oblige 
them to return into the Treasury all emoluments above a certain sum, 
we take away almost all temptation to overcharge. These over- 
charges are made by the marshal when he puts the money into his 
own pocket; if it into the Treasury of the United States, there 
is a very little likelihood of overcharging. 

Mr. FRYE. But, sir, these overcharges of which my colleague [Mr. 
HALE] speaks happen, as I understand, in a few large cities of the 
country where great complaint has arisen from this source. Now, 
why should the whole country be punished in this matter, as it was 
in civil-service reform, because of the abuses existing in a few large 
cities? Because the custom-house at New York ran New York pol- 
ities, every Federal officer throughout the country was necessarily to 
be punished. Now, why does the gentleman from Kentucky pro 
to punish all honest marshals, all marshals in the country lst cts, 
on account of the piracies committed in Saint Louis, Chicago, and 
New York? . 

Mr. DURHAM. We do not propose to punish any of them unless 
they violate the law; and we propose that there shall be no respect 
of persons in country or city, where the law is violated. 

mig HANNA. Will the gentleman allow me to make one sugges- 
tion 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HANNA. I want to suggest another matter that ought to be 
remedied. Let me state how these marshals and clerks “whip the 
devil round the stump.” The salary of the marshal, for instance, is 
five or six thousand dollars in the way of legitimate fees. An execu- 
tion comes into his hands for the sale of a railroad or some other 
1 amount of 5 In such cases we sometimes find that, 
i of selling the property as marshal, he is appointed a commis- 
sioner to sell, and the fees which he makes as such commissioner do 
not enter into his emolument accounts. This ought to be remedied. 

Mr. DURHAM. Whose fault is that? 

Mr. HANNA. I say it ought to be remedied by a law prohibiting 
it; and the fault is with us unless we pass such a law. 

Mr. DURHAM. No, sir; the fault is with the judge who permits 
such a thing. 

Mr. HANNA. The judge has the power to allow it for the reason 
that no existing law prohibits it. 

in, there comes before the judge a case involving matters of 
detail, which he does not care to incur the labor of examining. He 
refers the case—to whom? To the clerk as master. I apprehend 
that the committee, if they have been diligent in their 5 
tions, have ascertained that large sums thus find their way into the 
pockets of the clerk for alleged services as master. 

Now I submit that there ought to be a law absolutely prohibiting 
any clerk, marshal, or district attorney from serving as commissioner 
or as master, and thus indirectly making fees which he is not required 
2 account for in his emolument account. In other words, break up 
the “ring. 

Mr. DURHAM. I admit all that; but that does not come legiti- 
mately within the province of this bill. We must take one thing at 
atime. We are trying now to regulate marshals. 

Mr. HANNA. Yon are going Bir as far as you go; but why not 
reili e the whole thing in one bill? 

. DURHAM. Give us alittle time and we will regulate thut too. 
I call the previous question. I do not think it is necessary to say any- 
thing further. I believe no valid objection has been urged against 
this bill so far as it goes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. FORT. I move after the word “deputy” to insert “ or other 
person ;” so it will then read: “if the marshal procure a receipt from 
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his deputy or other person for more money than he paid he can be in- 
dicted.” That will reach a elass of cases which may occur in thie 
Territories and which have occurred in Utah. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iam willing to agree to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE’sS amendment was then agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read athird 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill, as 
amended, was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. e 

Mr. DURHAM. I move to amend the title of the bill by adding the 
words “and for other purposes.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ADVERTISING MAIL LETTINGS, 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Printing, reported a bill 
to regulate the advertising of mail lettings. 

The bill was read, 

Tha first section provides that before making any contract other 
than those excepted by law for img the mails in any State or 
Territory the Postmaster-General shall cause to be published in one or 
more, not exceeding ten per ese published in such State or Ter- 
ritory, one of whic shall be published at the seat of government of 
such State or Territory, once a week, for six consecutive weeks, pre- 
ceding the time of letting, a notice in displayed type, not to exceed 
six inches of space in one column of a newspaper of the following 
purport: 

MAIL-LETTINGS—NOTICR TO CONTRACTORS. 
Post-OFFick DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. O., — —, 18—. 

Proposals will be received at the Contract Office of this Department until — a. 
m. of —— —, 18—, for carrying the mails of Se Vales Bites upon Da ootas ae 

routes, 


according to — 5 — 
in the State (or Territory) of „from ——, 18—, to —, 18—. Lists 

with schedule of arrivals and departures, instractions to bidders, with forms for 
contracts and bonds, and all other necessary information will be furnished upon 
application to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 


Postmaster-General, 

And no other advertisement of said lettings shall be required. 

The second section provides that all Jaws and parts of laws incon- 
sistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I now ask the Clerk to read an extract from the 
letter of the Postmaster-General. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I would therefore recommend that in lieu of publishing a list of the routes to be 
let, as is now done, the Postmaster-General be directed to publish once n week for 
six weeks before each of the miscellaneous mail-lettings in each State and Terri- 
tory, in not more than ten newspapers, including one at the seat of government of 
such State or Territory, a notice in displayed type, not to exceed six inches of space 
in one column of a newspaper, of the purport: 

MAIL-LETTING—NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS. - 
Post-OFFick DEPARTMENT, 
‘ashington, D. 


will be received at the Contract Office of this 


cation to the Second Assistant Postmas' 


Postmaster-Generat. 
It is believed that in this manner — mnn. if not , publicity can be 75 to 
the lettings, and that the expense of advertising will be reduced very mai ly, as 


the advertisments of the mail-lettings, as now published, occupy many times the 
FFV g notice, and absorb more than 
e- tenths of the appropriation for the ad of this a 

Isubmit herewith drafts of two bills, marked A and B, marking the necessary 
changes in the law to out the views indicated. 

The advertisements of the general lettings on old, established routes are now 
made, under the act of July 10, 1876, b; g the advertisement in cach post-office 
in the State or Territory where the are to be made for sixty days previous 
to the time of letting. As will be seen by reference to the draft of the bill here- 


with submitted, no ge of the law in respect is recommended. 
I have the honor to be, very ly, your obedient servant, 
D. M. KEW, 
Postmaster · General. 


Mr. SINGLETON. The bill has been drawn up in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Postmaster-General, and there is no doubt 
it will save a! amount of money to the Government. 

Mr. DUNNE I should like to ask the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi a question, and that is whether this bill simply provides for what 
is known as miscellaneous post- routes or does it also include the gen- 
eral mail-lettings which occur once in four years? { 

Mr. SINGLETON. It covers them all. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The letter of the Postmaster-General simply calls 
attention to the miscellaneous post- routes. 

Mr. SINGLETON. If you examine it you will find it covers all 
pear 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Does it repeal the law which provides that lists 
of all routes shall be in every 1 

Mr. SINGLETON. t is retained. It simply dispenses with the 
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necessity for publishing a whole newspaper full, thus putting the | should be called for I would ask to have the vote taken on the report 


Government to an unnecessary expense. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It seems to me the provisions of this bill will 
work against the interests of the Government. The advertisement 
provided for is simply a general notice, and the people will know 
nothing about the routes at all until 151 write to Washington and 
procure a schedule of the routes to be let. By no possibility can 
there be any advantage in this general advertisement, because it will 
develve upon e man who wishes to make a bid the necessity of 
writing to Washington for the pamphlet giving the kind of routes to 
be let. Therefore it would seem to make provision only for with- 
holding from the people the knowledge they ought to have. There 
are men who reside in Washington and bid for all the routes in some 
of the States. Two-thirds of the routes in my State are bid off by 

tlemen residing in this city, and these gentlemen subcontract 
with A, B, and C for the mails to be carried. If there is irregularity 
in carrying the mails, when the postmaster or person affected in any 
particular locality complains, the subcontractor says, “I am simply 
a subcontractor and am not responsible.” 

I received the other day, Mr. Speaker, a number of petitions from 
a gentlemen residing here in Washington asking me to apply for an 
increase of mail service in some routes in my State. He had goneto 
work and got up some petitions. They are on my table. I do not 
propose to indorse them. They have not come from my constituents, 
and I have no knowledge that they desire an increase of the mail 
service. 

I think that this new method provided in this bill is against the 
interest of the Government ; it is against the intelligent mail-letting 
throughout the coun And it tends to concentrate the bidders 
here in Washington rather than among the people. I wish the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads or the Committee on Print- 
ing, any committee, would report a bill to this House that would in 
some way give to the people in the region where the mail is to be 
carried the right to carry it. I hope this bill will not pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FOSTER. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It bas. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the deficiency appro- 
priation bill under tbe five-minute rule. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the 8 er signed the same: 

Au act (H. R. No. 2686) ma ing appropriations for fortifications and 
for other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Before the Chair submits the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] there are two other members of the 
Committee of Appropriations who desire to make reports from that 
committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3974) making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending June 30, 1879; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I give notice that I will call up this 
bill at the earliest period possible. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests after the naval appropriation 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment 
the bill (H. R. No. 2887) to authorize the granting of an American 
register to a foreign-built ship for the purposes of the Woodruff sci- 
entific expedition around the world. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. No. 706) authorizing the President of the United States to make 
certain negotiations with the Indians in the State of Colorado; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DURHAM. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back the Military Academy appropriation bill with 
amendments by the Senate, accompanied by a report in writing, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2507) making appropriations for the support of the . for tho 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for o <>? 8, together with the amend- 
— of the Senate thereto, having conside: © same, — leave to report as 

How: 

Peer necommend concurrence in the amendment of the Senate No. 14, with an 

t restoring the matter to be stricken out and making it sec- 
tion 3, and chan ga number of the new section to No. 4. They recommend 
amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13. 


Mr. CONGER. Let the amendments be read. 
Mr. DURHAM. I was about to say that unless a separate vote 


of the committee. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate in which the com- 
mittee JEN concurrence with an amendment will first be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 3, and insert as follows: 
SEC. 3. That the cadets at large at the Military 9 shall not exceed here- 


after ten in all, and no new itments at be made until the number 
of such cadets heretofore a) ted fall below ten. But this provision shall not 
be held to require the discharge of any cadet heretofore appointed: 


Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask the 1 from Kentueky whether 
in limiting the appointments by the President to a number not ex- 
5 5 5 ten the power taken from him is transferred to anybody else? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is not. I wish to say to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [ Mr. CONGER] who asked to have the amendment read, as I do not 
wish him to be misled, that the report of the committee proposes to 
restore the third section which has been stricken ont by the Senate, 
making it the fourth section. I do not want an 3 to say 
that he did not vote understandingly on the bill. This is the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee on og oy. amare 

I desire to say, without consuming the time of the House, that the 
President has now noright to appoint more than ten; and the very 
same law that gives you and me and every other gentleman the right 
to appoint one cadet gives the President the nigh to appoint ten. 
But as the practice had grown up giving him the right to appoint 
forty instead of ten, the Committee on Appropriations wanted to 
limit it by specific enactment if there was any doubt about it. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I do not know whether there was ever a right, a 
conclusive right under the law, in the President to appoint ten cadets 
at large to the West Point Military Academy annually or whether 
it was merely by custom. But I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that I find there is a statute which was passed by the 
Thirty-ninth Congress to this effect: For some reason or other it was 
deemed advisable to change the manner of selection of cadets, and 
that act required members in whose districts vacancies occurred to 
nominate five for competitive examination, the successful youth ex- 
amined to present himself to the Academy at the proper time for 
examination there for admission to the course of study. In other 
words, one appointment was to be made ont of the five competing. 
By the provisions of the same act the President of the United States 
was authorized to designate fifty annually for preliminary competi- 
tive examination, out of which the foremost ten should be annually 
selected by him to undergo examination at the academy for admis- 
sion to its course. Thus it appears that this act affirmed the right of 
annual appointments of ten cadets at large. Its repeal in less than 
a year does not matter. For many years previously such appoint- 
ments had been made by the Presidents, and the power was never 
questioned, and up to the present time cach year ten cadets at large 
have entered the academy or the President has exercised the power 
to appoint that number or perhaps fewer, as the circumstances might 
be; but annual appointments at large were and are mopoa to be 
an executive prerogative. Many cadets have honored their selec- 
tion in this manner, who after successfal examination justified the 
geen choice, and their names are now as familiar “ as house- 

old words” for distinguished conduct in the field, and the country 
is proud of their distinction. I believe it would be better not to concur 
in the Senate amendment, but to consider, by voting it down, that 
law as well as custom lodges the power in the President to appoint 
ten cadets annually at ae 

By looking at the law relative to appointments to the Naval Acad- 
emy the same lan is used, excepting that the word“ annual“ is 
omitted, where the President’s power is referred to. This omission 
was evidently made by error in the Military Academy law of ap- 
pee and could not have been intentional, There could have 

n and is no reason why the President should appoint ten cadets 
annually to the Naval Academy and not the same number annually 
to West Point. In Tanh the law Governing both was certainly de- 
signed to be the same. No act of Congress could have meant to make 
a discrimination. The Presidents have used the power very success- 
fully for the interests of the Army and the country, and in examin- 
ing the list of the graduates of these institutions many officers have 
been given to us whose localities would never have enabled them to 
reach these schools by congressional appointments. 

. HAM. And was considered to have that right without 
authority of law. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Potter] de- 
sires to say a few words on this question, and I will yield to him for 
a few moments. - 

Mr. POTTER. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky for yielding to me, for I confess I cannot see the propriety of 
this amendment of the Senate nor any good reason forit. I think 
the House was exactly right the other da when it provided that when 
these young men graduate at the Academy and are through their 
studies, then, so far as there may be no vacancies for them in the 
Army, they should go back to civil life. 

I think the true policy of this Government is to maintain but a 
small Army, but to keep up the Military Academy and educate young 
men for the Army, giving to those best fitted vacancies as such in the 
Army and relegate the other graduates to civil life. In this way 
we can safely get along with a small standing Army, having always 
a reserve of trained and educated military men in the country to 
called upon in case of war. 
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The House acted upon this policy when it passed this bill. But the 
Senate have disagreed to the whole action of the House in that re a 
and insist that every n who graduates at the academy be 

ut into the Army, and in place of the wise provisions adopted by the 
1 8 5 in this respect send the bill back to us with a provision instead 
that the President shall be deprived of the right to annually appoint 
ten cadets at large. 

Now, sir, is there not the best reason why the President should 
have ten nominations to the Military Academy at large annually ? 
The law requires that nominations by members of Congress shall 
confined to persons living in the district in which the Representative 
lives who makes the nomination. But there are a large number of 

oung men, the sons of Army and Navy officers, who have in law no 
Fixed residence, who cannot therefore be oppor to the Military 
or Naval Academy at all except by the President of the United 
States. 

Mr. DURHAM. Where is the law now authorizing the President 
to appoint ten cadets annually ? 

Mr. I am süre I do not know. There must be some law 
for it, as it has gone on unchallenged for many years, 

% DURHAM. There is no Jaw for it, and that is the reason we 
want to make the law explicit. 

Mr. POTTER. If there is no law for it, then there is no necessity 
for the limitation that the Senate has put on this bill. Here is a 
limitation to be placed upon the existing law, whatever it is, that 
will shut ont from any appointment to this academy all the sons of 
officers of the Army and Navy; young men who have a special claim 
to be appointed, I think, and who might just as well be appointed as 
not, for these appointments at large would hardly increase the expend- 
itures of the academyatall. As long as we have a Military Academy we 
might as well educate one thousand young men there as four hundred, 
unless we are to find all that graduate there places in the Amy. It 
is becanse there are not places enough in the y for those who now 
pel at the Military Academy that I think the policy adopted by 
this House in providing that the kts men who graduate at the 
academy should go back into civil life, so far as there are no places for 
them in the Army, was a wise policy ; and since we can educate these 
ten young men, to be nominated by the President annually, almost 
without the expenditure of an additional dollar, Ithink we ought not 
to cut them off. I hope, therefore, that this amendment will go with 
the other amendments of the Senate to the committee of conference, 
and that we shall have some uniform and reasonable policy adopted 
which we cannot have if we now concur in this Senate amendment. 
I shall be glad if the House provision sending back to civil life all 
the graduates at the Military Academy for whom there is no room in 
the 8 should prevail. But even if it does not, I think this limita- 
tion on the President’s nominations to the academy unfair and un- 
wise. 

Mr. DURHAM. I understand that my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] desires to say a word, and after that I propose to call the 

revious question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think that we are taking away from the 
President the right of Soe cadets, as a result of this section 4 
of the bill is simply intended to keep the number down to ten, instead 
of forty. There has been some confusion in regard to the appointment 
of cadets, The language of the statute is that all of the appointments 
made either from congressional districts or at large are made by the 
President of the United States. 

The nomination by members of Con is a simple matter of reg- 
ulation. Under the law as it now stands, the President has and always 
has had the power to make all these appointments. The simple pur- 
pose of the amendment of the Senate is to reduce the appointments 
at large from forty to ten; it does not go beyond that. It seems to 
me that ten appointments at large is a sufficient number, and is in 
entire accord with the idea of this House not to have any larger num- 
ber educated at West Point than there is now being educated there. 

Mr. DURHAM. Just a word. I understand that the present Pres- 
ident does not claim that he has a right to appoint forty cadets at 
large. According to my judgment the law is as explicit asit can be; 
but the Senate has seen proper to propose to make it so in so many 
words and the Committee on Appropriations of this House are willing 
to accede to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will turn to the Revised Statutes 
he will find that all the appointments of cadets at West Point may 
be made by the President. The nominations by members of Congress 
is simply a matter of executive regulation. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, ot New York. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky allow me a moment? 

r. DURHAM. Certainly. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Iam in favor of the amendment of 


the Senate for the reason that I do not believe it is policy for this Gov- | use or 


ernment to educate more men at West Point than we can employ as 
officers, than are essentially necessary for our Army. I do not believe 
that a West Point education, unless it is to be put in practice by actual 
entry into army life, is worth tay to this nation to justify the pay- 
ment of the salary of the cadets during the time they are obtaining 
tbat education. A very large portion of what is learned at West 
Point does not in any degree fit a man for the ordinary business of 
life. It is better that our young men whoare not to be military men 


should be educated for the professions and pursuits which they in- 


tend to follow in after life. As this amendment is in the direction of 

limiting the number of cadets to be educated at West Point to the 

aciu wants of the country, I believe it is a movement in the right 
irection. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the amendment of the Senate was 
concurred in. 

The ee amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in, 
a Scorn with the recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the votes just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FOSTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WADDELL. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] to 
3 to me to report the annual post- route bill; it will take up no 

me. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WADDELL. I have been instructed by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads to oe ye a bill to establish post- routes in 
the several States therein named. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be regarded 
as read three several times ; and the question will be upon the pas- 
sage of the bill. 
sane ELAM. I would like to have an opportunity to examine this 

ill. 

Mr. WADDELL. There is no legislation whatever in the bill; 
simply post-routes in the different States in accordance with the 
recommendation of members. 

Mr. ELAM. I know that; but I do not know what routes have 
been established or what routes have been left out. 

Mr. WADDELL. The gentleman can examine the portion of the 
bill in which he is interested. 

Mr. ELAM. Very well; let it be read. 

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot yield to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House, 


MEXICAN MIXED COMMISSION. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That 200 ies of House bill No. 2117, ter’ ber 2827, to 
vide for the distribution of werk of the Mea 1 be er} 
for the use of the House, 


Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812. 
Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following: 
Resolved, That 3,000 extra copies of the act amending the laws granting ons 


to tho soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and widows, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 9, 1878, be printed for the use of the House. 


ae SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. WILSON. If there be no objection, I would ask consent that 
it be adopted at this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before that is done, I hope the gentleman will pro- 
vide that these copies shall be distributed in the usual manner of dis- 
tributing documents, Members were not able to obtain copies of the 
previous print of this bill. 

The SP The act as passed will be printed as a law and 
copies will be distributed to members of the House, of course reserv- 
ing the usual number for preservation. . 

he resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEAM-CARS ON PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to submit 
for consideration and adoption at this time the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
hereby are, directed to re to this House withont delay whether street 
cars are used and propelled by steam upon Pennsylvania avenue, in the city of 
Washington ; if so, whether with or without authority of law. whether the 
ropulsion of steam-cars, or motors and dummies p 
to any individual or individuals, corporation or corporations, 
ter or charters, or by any permit or license given by the local authorities of said 
District of Columbia. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I hope the gentleman will not object 
to the resolution ; it is in the interest of saving human life. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I have objected, and Ido not see any 
reason for withdrawing that objection. 
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The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not before 

the House, 
KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the 

following resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
That the Attorney-General is hereby requested to inform this House 

what foreclosure proceedings are now pending against the and franchises 
of the Kansas Pacific Railway Company and the present condition of the same; 
also as to the extent of the Government interest affected or liable to be by 
such and what steps, if any, have been taken to protect the same, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROTECTION OF DRAMATIC LITERATURE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 3975) for the better protection of acting plays and dramatic liter- ( 


ature; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
EMPLOYÉS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance of sec- 
tion 194 of the Revised Statutes, the names of clerks and other em- 
ployés of the State Department, with amounts paid to them; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment. 

PRINTING FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the Public Printer 
in reference to the appropriation for printing for the War Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

JOHN J. MAUNCE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report on House resolution No. 100, pro- 
viding for transportation of John J. Maunce and two infant daugh- 
ters; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

SOUTH COAST OF LONG ISLAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
rite of War, transmitting a report of Lieutenant-Colonel J. New- 
ton, Corps of Engineers, on the south coast of Long Island; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

JOHN SHACKEY, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting information relative to the claim of John 
Shackey; which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

POWELL’S SURVEY OF ROCKY MOUNTAINS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a communication from Major J. W. 
Powell, asking an appropriation of $4,000 to continue the work of 
the United States geographical and Ne survey of the Rocky 
Mountain region until the sundry civil bill is considered, and also an 
appropriation of $1,000 for geological maps, &.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. ERRETT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave for the with- 
drawal from the files of the Honse of papers in the case of E. A. F. 
La valette, no adverse report having been made. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. McKENZIE, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave 

of absence on account of illness in his family. 
JOHN M. HIGGINS, 

Mr. BOONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3976) for the relief of John M. Higgins, of Caldwell County, Ken- 
tucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GOLD AND SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 3977) to authorize the coinage of gold and silver upon the same 
terms and to permit deposits thereof in the Treasury for the same 

urposes; which was read a first, and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 

n — 

10 DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the deficiency appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. EDEN. Before the House goes into Committee of the Whole, 
I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. I ask whether there is not 
a rule of the House requiring that the gross sum appropriated by any 
general appropriation bill must be stated at the end of the bill? 

The SP. The Chair finds at the end of this bill the state- 
ment that “the total sum recommended to be paid by this bill is 
$1,336,465.62.” 

Mr. EDEN. But I wish to inguire of the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. Foster] how it happens that there is probably a million dol- 
lars more of expenditure provided for in the bill than the amount 
stated at the end as the gross sum. 

Mr. FOSTER. If the gentleman will examine carefully he will 
observe thatthe sum recommended to be paid by this bill is $1,386,- 
465.62, and the amount to be placed to the credit of the Pacific - 
roads.is $1,104,400, making a total of $2,490,865. But the amount 
which the bill recommends to be appropriated is only $1,386,465. 

Mr. EDEN. Ido not see the statement as to the other amount. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman will find it in the item under the 
head “ War Department.” 

Mr. EDEN. Then the amount to be appropriated out of the Treas- 
ai Êx correctly stated at the end of the bill 

. FOSTER. Yes, sir. 

The motion of Mr. FOSTER was agreed to. 

The House 8 resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HUNTON in the chair, ) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the Government for the fiscal year cane June 30, 
1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

m FOST. I ask that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Ido not care to make objection to the gen- 
tleman’s proposition, but I would like to hear from him a general 
statement of the objects and purposes of the bill and the necessity for 


its 8 55 
. FOSTER. I think such statement can better be made as we go 
along with the bill, though I will make it now if it is desired. After 
the first ph is I will move a pro forma amendment. 
There being no objection, the first reading of the bill was dispensed 


with. 
The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill for amendments. 
The first paragraph was read, as follows: 


VVT the United States of 
America in assembled, That the following sums 

hereby, appro „out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely. 


Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by striking out the last word. This 


bill, as has been stat 2 81,386, 465.62 in money to be pog 
out of the Treasury, It 83 for placing to the credit of the 
Pacific Railroad $1,104,400. The bill is introduced for the purpose of 


carrying along the Government in matters that seem now to be imper- 
atively necessary. The first item relating to the expenses of the House 
of Representatives amounts to about $16,000. The miscellaneous item 
of $30,000, when we reach it, I will move to strike out becanse we 
have already passed that. 

There is about $50,000 1 9 8 for the Patent Office, rendered 
necessary to a great extent by the fire. 

In the Treasury Department $75,000 is appropriated for new vaults, 
made necessary by the e of the silver bill. 

We give the Coast Survey $100,000, which we believe absolutely 
necessary for the maintenance of the usefulness of that service. 

We give the Internal Revenue $40,000, for salaries of collectors, 
gaugers, store-keepers, &c. This was done in accordance with the 
wish of the Treasury Department, the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue having made such statement before the committee as to con- 
vince them the appropriation was n ° 

We sppe riate $600,000 for public buildings. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. About $700,000. 

Mr. FOSTER. Abont $700,000, I am told, is appropriated for pub- 
lic buildings. This was done in anticipation of appropriation to be 
made in the regular bill, The sums here appropriated will be de- 
ducted at that time from the amount given to the public buildings 
of the country. The appropriation is now made in order that it ma 
be used in the early months of the spring. The committee think i 
will be of t advantage to the public service. 

Mr. W. HORNE. Mr. Chairman, my attention was only called 
yesterday to this bill, and on reading it over it struck me that many 
of the appropriations here provided for are not in any way for any of 
the purposes for which appropriations are sought in deficiency bills. 
I wish to call the attention of the democrats on the Committee on 
Sepa to what apparently is an error in including in this 
deficiency bill appropriations for present service, thereby reflecting on 
a former 88 as though this were a deficiency in appropriations 
which heretofore ought to have been made, when in truth and fact it 
is not. It does not provide in many instances for deficiencies of appro- 
priation but for original appropriations. It ought by name, therefore, 
to accord with its real purpose. . 

Take the item for public buildings included in this bill and it is an 
appropriation for present purposes to go on and complete and finish 
certain buildings, and so in reference tocertain other objects. The ap- 

ropriations in reference to this House are those which have accrued 
uring the present Congress and are not deficiencies in appropriations 
made ae former i day 

Mr. FOSTER. All there is about it is this: it is a deficiency bill in 
the general signification of that term. Perhaps the gentleman ma 
be technically right in the instance to which he refers. It is true, 
believe, that gentlemen will concede these appropriations are neces- 
sary, looking to the economical expenditure of money in the con- 
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struction of public buildings, and there is a deficiency to carry out 
that p during the present year. 

Mr. WHITTHO . Iwas going to remark that in order to kee 
these mga straight, Mr. Chairman, and the accounts between indi- 
viduals and parties and Departments correct, these things should be 
called by their right names. For, sir, if I know anything about the 
history of my friend from Ohio on this floor, he is constantly striking 
at the former chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the 
present Speaker of this House, and calling him to account for the 
necessity, as he alleges, imposed upon this House constantly to make 
Lag pier to supply deficiencies in former appropriations. I de- 
sire, therefore, in this connection, to call attention particularly to the 
fact that when this is called a deficiency bill, embracing as it does 
appropriations for present objects, the child has been wrongly named, 
for in these respects it is not a deficiency bill at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted! 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desired in the outset of the consideration 
of the bill the House and country should understand its precise char- 
acter; not that the appropriation may not be demanded in the inter- 
est of public service, not that it may not be demanded in the interest 
of public economy, but in order that my friend from Ohio, who is 
very shrewd and has been c ed by one of his own party with hay- 
ing written a letter for a double purpose—but in order, I say, that 
my friend from Ohio may be estopped now if he has any such double 
purpose in passing what he terms this deficiency bill, so as hereafter 
to take judgment by default and hold my friend from Pennsylvania, 
the former chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, responsi- 
ble for this as a part of any such deficiency o ap ropriation. 

Mr. SAYLER. Irise to a point of order, Mr. an, that there 
is no business properly before the committee. for general discussion. 
I do not understand the bill is being read for amendment, but that 
the gentleman from Ohio is making a general explanation in regard 
to the items of this bill. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My friend from Ohio, who is a good parlia- 
mentarian, forgets that there is such a thing as a “last-word amend- 
ment,” and it is on such an amendment this debate has been proceed- 


ing. 

ir. SAYLER. I do not forget anything of the kind. I understand 
the “last-word amendment” as well as the gentleman ; but I say this 
bill is not being read for amendment, and, until it is read for amend- 
ment and these paragraphs are reached, this discussion is out of 


er. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 
Mr. FOSTER. Why, Mr. Chairman, I made the amendment to 
strike out the last word on which this discussion has been proceeding. 
Mr. SAYLER. Has the bill been read down to the item for public 


building? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. SAYLER. Then I say it cannot be amended at this point until 
what precedes in the bill has been read. I insist on my point of 


order. 

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw my amendment. 

The clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
paragraph : 

For miscellaneous items, $30,000 ; all of the above items being for deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. 

Mr. FOSTER. I offer the following amendment: 

Strike out in line 20 the words miscellaneous items, $30,000." 

That was put into the bill, which was under consideration the other 
day, and passed this House separately. 

The amendment was adopted, 
The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


To enable the Clerk of the House to pay accounts examined and found due by 

the Committee of Accounts to certain persons for services rendered forthe House 

of Representatives, said accounts amounting in all to $3,894.74; which sum is 

ree Avast to be paid only on approval and order of the Committee of 
ccoun 


Mr. ROBERTS. I offer the following amendment : 

Strike out the words “ examined and found due by the Committee of Accounts.“ 

I offer this amendment for the reason that these various acconnts 
were transferred from the Committee of Accounts to the Committee 
on Appropriations for the action of the House a few days ago on the 
ground that we had no jurisdiction whatever in regard to a mat- 
ters; and although some of them had been examined by the Com- 
mittee of Accounts and found correct, tlie Committee of Accounts did 
not transfer them with any view of having them placed in this bill. 

Mr.BLOUNT. I wish toask the gentleman from land whether 
the items here have not been approved and recommended by the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I say most emphatically they have not. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia will recollect distinctly the letter which was 
sent from the committee. Some of these accounts have been exam- 
ined carefully; some of them have not. The whole matter, after the 
action of the House a few days ago, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations that that committee might consider them, for the 
reason that we did not consider we any longer had jurisdiction in 

to these matters. 

.BLOUNT. Ithink the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hate] aud 
the gentleman who has charge of this bill will bear me out in the 
statement that the committee considered this had been recommended 
by the Committee cf Accounts. 
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Mr. HALE. This paragraph covers, as I understand, certain old 
matters. Certain services had been rendered by former employés of 
the House—men who have done service here—who have wuited for 
their pay. They have attempted to get their pay, which we ought 
to have given them long ago; but the Clerk of the 1 House per- 
haps correctly held that out of the present fund of the House he 
could not pay old bills of the last Honse. These matters were all 
sent to the Committee of Accounts, which has the supervision and 
direction of them; and the item, at my suggestion, subject to the 
approval of the Committee of Accounts, was put in on this basis. 

he Committee of Accounts had their attention called to this batch 
of old claims or old services by employés of the House, and they 
selected certain matters deemed to be meritorious, and as to those 
matters reported in the paper which I now have in my hand the 
amount of the claims and the testimony before them as to the good- 
ness of the claims. For instance here is the case of— 

William Pegg ee rendered under the Doorkeeper from the 30th of 
June to the 1st of September, 1876; sixty-three days, at $3.60, 5225.80. Mr. Long's 
name was omitted from the roll by the carelessness of the Doorkeeper's clerk; but 
he faithfully performed the service. 


Now, the Committee on ight eee thought that as to the in- 
vestigation into these particular cases whether the men performed 
the service or not it was not their duty to go into it, but they left 
that to the Committee of Accounts. And the Committee of Accounts, 
in this case, as in the other cases, have stated for the benefit of the 
Committee on Appropriations and of the House what the testimony 
is as it came before them. And it was upon that statement and tes- 
timony that the Committee on Appropriations put this into the bill. 

I do not see any objection, if the Committee of Accounts make the 
point that they have not formally considered these claims and have 
not found them due, to striking ont these words; but the words at 
the end of the clause,“ which sum is hereby appropriated to be paid 
only on approval and order of the Committee of Accounts,” if 8550 
is any further investigation besides what 5 4 700 already given us 
in this paper, leave it open for them to consider it. I do not see any 
objection to the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, the 
chairman of the Committee of Accounts. But I have stated the rea- 
son upon which we acted. We considered that they had settled in 
these cases the meritoriousness of the service ; that is, the fact whether 
they had peo the service or not. 

. ROBERTS. My only object in moving to strike out these words 
was that the committee might not be concluded by the exact words 
of the statute. If these matters come back to us we want them to 
come back in such a way that they may receive careful consideration 
and be subject to the approval of the committee. Every claim on 
that list, if that be the list sent to the Committee on Appropriations, 
I have no doubt should be paid. At the same time we do not want 
2 be concluded by the terms of the statute from a careful consider- 

on. 
Mr. HALE. That is the reason I wanted to have these words in 
the last clause : 


To be paid only on approval and order of the Committee of Accounts. 


Ido not think it a good thing for us to allow these poor fellows 
who actually did service for us to be hanging around longer, without 
our having money to pay them. I feel restive under it, and think 
they should have been paid long ago. 

. ROBERTS. LI agree with you as to that. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to the gentleman that the words “and found 
due” be stricken ont; that cover the whole ground and render 
the clause symmetrical. 

Mr. SPARKS. Let the amendment be in that form. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Ihave no objection to that, and will accept the 
amendment ar fe by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. REED, ] in 
lieu of my amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman from Maine state when these 
claims arose? 

Mr. HALE. I think that with the exception of one case they arose 
during the Forty-fonrth Congress, the last Con 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine, who 
says he is restive because many who have performed services for the 
House have not been paid, why he has not put into this bill some 
provision for paying the boys in the cloak-rooms for services from 
the commencement of the extra session, I believe, until the present 
time; these colored boys who have been doing the menial service of 
the Honse, and who have been without any pay whatever? 

Mr. HALE. I will answer the gentleman, 

Mr. CONGER. I will ask further, why that restiveness which ex- 
ists in regard to last year’s bird-nests does not reach over to the men 
who are employed this year, and provision be made for them in this 
deticiency bill? 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the gentleman if he will hear. 

Mr. CONGER. No provision has been made for them in this defi- 
ciency bill, and the country expects it at your hands. : 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman himself is an instance of the fact 
that the older a thing is the more unfortunate it becomes. These 
claims of an old Congress ought to have been paid before they became 
old. Now, I am in favor of paying these boys for doing the work 
here, but the reason why they are not included in this bill is because 
that matter went to the Committee of Accounts, which has entire 
jurisdiction of the pay of the employés of the House, and when the 


1884 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcom 19, 


Committee of Accounts send to us a list of worthy persons who have 
not been here as long as the employés of the Forty-fourth 8 
or the gentleman from Michigan, or myself, we shall put their c 

in the bill. I wish they had sent to us also the claims of these men, 
the friends of the gentlemen from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. the gentleman pl infancy for this remissness 
I have nothing more to eh 

Mr. HALE, Oh, no, I plead old age. 

I am informed by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
that these questions have been referred to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service, a fact of which I was not aware before.. 

The question was taken upon Mr. REED’s amendment, and it was 


to. 
he Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

To pay Frank W. Millar, for the t- at- Arms's office, from October 15, 
1877, until June 30, 1878, at $2.50 per day, $647.50. z 

Mr. PRICE. I would inquire of the gentleman who has charge of 
this bill how he gets the sum of $647.50 for eight and one-half months’ 
service at $2.50 per day? 

Mr. FOSTER. There may be an error there; I think there proba- 
bly is in the computation. 

Mr, PRICE. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether it is the 
intention to pay this Les tid thirty-one days in the month? 

Mr. FOSTER. No; thirty days. 

Mr. PRICE. It is proposed, then, to pay them for Sundays. Does 
he orm any labor on arise be i 
. FOSTER. The practice has always been to pay $75 a month. 

Mr. PRICE. But the bill says at $2.50 per day. 

Mr, FOSTER. That has been the language used in every appro- 
priation bill in matters of this kind. 

Mr. PRICE. That does not make it right. I move to strike out 
the words “$647.50” and insert in lieu thereof “$553 ;” that is a frac- 
tion more than it should be. 

Mr. FOSTER. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that he let 
this matter be passed over until we can make the proper computa- 
tion ; I think aa se it is not exactly the proper amount. 


Mr. PRICE. to that if the gentleman from Ohio will 
eo wae this page shall only be paid $2.50 for each working day in 
o month. 


Mr. FOSTER. I propose that he shall be paid as any other page 
has been paid and as the gentleman himself voted to pay Pages when 
he was in Congress before. I propose to treat all alike. there is 
anything wrong in the computation as to the amount it can be made 


t. 
. PRICE. I propose to pay this man or bag: e he is, for 
the days upon which he works and not for the days that he does not 
work or on Sundays; I mean on Sunday. If it has been the habit to 
pay for Sundaysit is about time, in the direction of economy and re- 

‘orm, that we shall A them only for the days on which they work. 

Mr. EDEN. Would the gentleman from Iowa pay them for days 
when the House is not in session? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, I would; for they may be required to perform 
labor here. 

Mr. FOSTER. I believe the computation is correct and this page 
is paid precisely as others have been. 

r. PRICE. That does not make it right. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is all the answer I have. 

Mr. MCMAHON. This seems to me to be a small economy to pro- 
pe at the f of one page, after twenty-eight or twenty-nine 

ve been paid 875 a month. I think it wrong that we should begin 
at the bottom of the organization of the Government, for I think these 
pages are the smallest 8 who perform service for the Govern- 
ment, and that the gentleman proposes to begin at the wrong end. 

Mr. PRICE. That may be. 

Mr. McMAHON. This is only $10 out of the way; it ought to be 
$637.50. I think we should be ashamed of ourselves if we cannot pay 
this page at the same rate that we have paid the others. 

Mr. PRICE. What was that last remark? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I think if we cannot afford to pay this page what 
be pay the other pages, $75 a month, we should be ashamed of our- 
selves. 

Mr. FOSTER. I find that there is an error of $10. 

Mr. MCMAHON. That is all. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by striking out 8647.50“ and 
inserting “$637.50.” 

Mr. FRYE. I hope we never shall hear anything more from that 
side of the House about republican extravagance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will say to the gentleman 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to substitute “$637.50” for “$647.50.” That 
will make the computation correct; and I will give to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Price] credit for that reduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] 
is rongi that the computation in the bill is correct. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to strike out the last word, and I want now 
to be heard for five minutes, I do not often take the floor. I have 
observed, not only to-day but at other times and in other sessions of 
Congress, and in all the Departments of the Government, that when 
a wounded soldier or an old widow wants to get $2 or $4 or 88 a 
month more we begin to get very economical. 

Here we are paying these boys upon this floor—as good boys as any- 
body's boys—I have nothing to say against the boys, they have a 


right to get it if we give it to them—we are paying these boys $2.50 


a day, not only for the days when they ac y work, but for Sun- 
days, when they do not work, and when they ought not to be allowed 


to work. 

There has been a t deal of howl in this country about the poor 
laboring-man, yet all over the country there are to-day men who can- 
not get a dollar and a half a day, working from sunrise to sunset. 
We are very economical in some directions, but when we come to 
spending money in this House or around the Capitol grounds we are 
rich and have money to lend; there is no trouble about it at all. 

We pay these boys for all the recesses of the House, for all the days 
when the House is not in session. Now we pro to go to the conn- 
try (and for one I do not propose to go in that direction) and say that 
notwithstanding these hard times about which there has been so 
much noise made, notwithstanding the great trouble and distress in 
the country among the laboring classes, we will vote out of the pock- 
ets of the people of this country $2.50 a day for boys of fourteen and 
twelve years of age, and some of them younger than that, and to pay 
them for time when they do not pretend to work. And yet we call 
ourselves economists and say we are going in the direction of economy. 

I think when we pay for labor performed, and pay a fair price for 
it, not only a fair but an extraordinary price for the days when these 
pages actually perform their labor, we have done all that justice and 
equity require of us. We will go to the country with a very poor 
show of honest economy if we squander the people’s money in this 
direction, and then shed a few crocodile tears over hundreds and 
thousands of people in this land who cannot get an opportunity to 
labor for a dollar a aay: 

Mr. LUTTRELL. 1 want to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. PRICE. Well, one in 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I would like to speak a kind word for the little 
boys that are here every day working many hours each day. And I 
would like to ask my friend from Iowa [Mr. Prick] where he was 
from the 4th day of March last until the 15th day of October, and if 
he drew his pay during that time? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir; I did draw my pay, I would like to know 
if there is a gentleman on this floor who did not draw his pay durin 
that same time. If there is, then let him throw the first stone. . [ Laugh- 
ec 1 am ready to be stoned when that man can be found, and not 
un en, 

Mr. LUTTRELL. And for that reason I say that the little bore 
honig draw their pay for the days when we may be absent from the 

ouse. 

Mr. PRICE. Do not talk about economy, then. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MCMAHON. I rise toa t of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMAHON. My point of order is that the gentleman is dis- 
cussing the pay of all the boys on the floor of this House; while the 
er under consideration relates only to the pay of one boy. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I desire to say one word. Of all the pages on 
the floor of this House this page provided for in the paragraph under 
consideration should be the last selected for the operation of any 
such rule as the one to which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] 
refers. He is here the entire year, doing everything he can for the 
various members who are not here; and I think if any one is entitled 
to consideration in this respect it is this identical boy. 

Mr. FOSTER. Upon farther examination I find that the computa- 
tion in this paragraph is correct, laughter, J and I therefore withdraw 
my amendment. 

PRICE. I will withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I move to amend the paragraph by adding that 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Charles S. Reissinger $1,000, or so much thereof as the Committee’ of 
Accounts may find due him, for services rendered during the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress. 

Mr. FOSTER. That amendment is not yet in order. There is an 
amendment pending offered by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. PRICE. ] 

Mr. THO ON. The gentleman from Iowa withdrew his amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. He withdrew his 8 Jorma amendment; there 
is another amendment pending offered by Him. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I will offer my amendment as soon as that has 
been disposed of. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. PRICE, to 
strike out “$647.50” and to insert “$553 ;” and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I now offer the amendment which has been read 
by the Clerk. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will reserve any point of order upon that amend- 
ment until [have heard the explanation of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. THompson.] 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think if the gentleman understood all the facts 
of the case he would not insist upon the point of order, I will make 
a brief statement in reference to this matter, in which the chairman 
of the Committee of Accounts [Mr. ROBERTS] will sustain me. This 
man Reissinger is a wounded soldier, who served during the Forty- 
fourth Congress. By some accident, which I do not understand, he 
was not paid for the services he rendered. 

During the extra session of this Congress a resolution was intro- 
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duced to pay certain soldiers and employés of the House $100 each; 
extra, pa the name of this man Reissinger was included in the list. 
That resolution passed over and the session closed without the House 
taking any action upon it. 5 

I have spoken to the Committee of Accounts, to the chairman par- 
ticularly, and he does not remember the amount, nor do I, that is due 
to this man; but that there is a considerable sum due him is indis- 
putable. It is not denied that he has rendered service and that by 
an oversight he has been prevented from getting his pay. My amend- 
ment proposes simply to submit to the Committee of Accounts the 
question of how much he shall receive. When that adjudication has 
been made he will be entitled to receive pay, ang not till then. No 
injustice will be done and no opportunity will be afforded this man 
to take more than is reallydue him. This amount has been duesome 
of it for a year and some of it for more than a year; it ought to have 
been paid, has not yet been paid, and under the circumstances I think 
it should now be paid. It was in view of this that I said that when 
the gentleman from Georgia came to know the circumstances he would 
make no objection by raising a point of order or otherwise. 

Mr. McMAHON. I think the statement of the gentleman is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I simply reserved any point of order until I could 
hear the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. MCMAHON. This Mr. Reissinger is entitled to pay. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not Ke to raise any point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. Is not Jo Travis, also on the soldiers’ roll, ina 
similar condition? ; 

Mr. MCMAHON. Lam not able to say; I do not remember. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is so, and he should be provided for in the same 
way, subject to the ee of the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I believe the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] is correct; and I will modify my amendment so as to 
Include the name of John A. Travis. 

Mr. FINLEY. Allow me to make a suggestion that, instead of 
appropriating any given sum, we say that these men shall be paid 
ere as the = 1040001 e ° 
amendment now reads, the sum of $1,000 is appropriated. I sugges 
that the amount be left out of the amendment, and that in leu 
thereof it be made to read “such sum as the Committee of Accounts 
may find to be due.” 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not know that that would be very objec- 
tionable. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand that there must be a specific sum men- 
tioned in the bill. ` 

Mr. DURHAM. That is so, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


es THOMPSON. I will include in my amendment the name of 
John A. Travis and increase the amount to $1,800. 

Mr. DURHAM. Or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. THOMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPARKS. So as to cover both cases? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that there are one or two other soldiers 
who should be paid. I think the amendment should be so framed as to 
leave a discretion with the Committee of Accounts to settle with 
them all, where they find just claims actually exist. I imagine that 

000 will be the utmost limit; I do not think that amount will be 
called for. If $2,000 is substituted for $1,000, to be paid out on the 
approval of the Committee of Accounts, I think that would end this 
matter of the soldiers’ roll. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think I can agree to that. 

The amendment of Mr. THOMPSON, as modified, was then agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I move to further amend by adding that which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Watson Boyle, messenger in the S s room, from A to June 
8 $3.60 per day, $331.00. K sr at * 

Mr. ROBERTS. I desire to say in this connection that for a long 
time it was the practice of this House to pay this messenger upon a 
continuing resolution; a resolution of a former House which read, 
“until otherwise ordered ;” that carried it over until the next Con- 
gress, continuing indefinitely for a number of years. That was the 
practice until the oer year, when the Committee of Accounts 
thought proper to adopt a different practice. The amendment I have 
offered is simply to provide for a necessity arising under this new 

ractice. 
5 The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent and miseellaneous as follows: For constru: lat- 
form and CASES on the south side of F etrect wing for the reception pape aceruin g 
models and those saved from the fire; reimbursement of contingent fund for inci- 
dental expenses for labor and materials in protecting the property of the office at 
the time of and subsequent to the fire; fitting op rooms and providing cases for 
specifications and drawings to be removed from the attic of the t Office build- 
ing; removal of the same; replacing and repairing furniture, cases, carpets, awn- 
ings, drawing materials destroyed by fire and damaged by water; restoring and 
classifying damaged models; carpeting and farnishing rooms temporarily occupied 
d oy te desteton eee of te ice malas drt 
ings, specifications, $26,600. 1 


Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend the paragraph just read by strik- 


mmittee of Accounts may find due them.” As the | the 


ing out the words “constructing platform and cases on the south 
side of F street wing for the reception of accruing models and those 
saved from the fire.“ There is now no occasion for this expenditure. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move further to amend by striking out the words 
“restoring and classifying damaged models.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. FORT. I desire to move an amendment to come in after the 
paragraphs with reference to House employés. I was not aware that 
those paragraphs had been passed. My amendment is to pay a page 
who has not had any pay since December. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think we ought to go back. 

Mr. FORT. I trust the gentleman will not object. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us hear what it is. 

Mr. FORT. He has been serving all this time without receiving 
one cent of pay. \ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am willing to hear the amendment read, but 
must reserve the right to object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Charles Ford for services rendered as at the members’ from 
December 15, 1877, to March 1, 1872, at $2.50 — $225, mr 

Mr. FORT. I will only repeat that this page has not had any pay, 
although he has been serving all this time. 3 i 

Mr. HANNA. Why was he not paid out of the $3,800 we appro- 
priated for these purposes ? 

Mr. FORT. It is not for me to answer. I only repeat that he has 
not been paid. 

Mr. HANNA. I understand that early during the present session 
we made an Srs riation of $3,800 to pay expenses of this kind. 

Mr. BLOUNT. faia object to going back for the purpose of enter- 
taining the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Storage of silver dollars: 


For constructin; enlarging, and renting vaults and safes for use of 
2 States, the sum of 875,000. 


Mr. HANNA. I desire to inquire whether this appropriation is 
made necessary by reason of the fact that the silver coined under the 
recent law is not to be paid out by the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
is to be hoarded for the purpose of redeeming greenbacks after the 
Ist day of next January. If this is a part of the scheme to hoard this 
silver from now until that time, I am opposed to making any appro- 
priation for building vaults for that purpose. My idea is that the 
silver should be used in the business of the country; and unlessI 
have some information that these extra vaults are necessary when 
silver coin is used like greenbacks to defray the ordinary nses of 
the Government, I for one will not vote a dollar for building these 
3 I would like to hear from the gentleman from Ohio on this 
subject. 

. FOSTER. The Committee on Appropriations acted upon the 
advice and information of the Secretary of the Treasury, who camo 
before us and stated that in consequence of the passage of the silver 
bill more vault room would be n in the various offices of the 
Treasury De t, and that this sum was absolutely necessary for 
that purpose. I do not know anything abont the hoarding of silver 
or gold or the paying out of greenbacks. I suppose that the theory 
on which this appropriation is asked is that under the silver bill the 
holders of silver coin will be permitted to deposit their silver dollars 
and receive certificates for them; and it is apprehended by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury—I do not know what the gentleman from Indi- 
ana expects; I presume he thinks that out in Indiana everybody will 
be wi to carry these silver dollars around in his pocket—but the 
expectation of the Secretary is that most people will deposit these 
silver dollars and take certificates for them; and hence he thinks that 
more vault room will be required. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Chairman, as I was once a merchant and 
as the gentleman from Indianais nothing but a distinguished lawyer, 
Lsnghter, 1 it is just possible that I can answer his question. The 
truth is, Mr. Chairman, that under the silver law the silver dollar is 
worth within one-sixteenth of 1 per cent. as much as the gold dollar; 
and such may continue to be the case so long as we have any gold 
dollars. The duties at the New York custom-house and at all the other 
custom-houses are payable in gold and they are also payable in silver. 
The Secretary of the Treasury buys his bullion with the new silver 
dollars; and the bullionist, for whose benefit the silver bill was 
framed, takes his silver dollars to Wall street and sells them for one- 
eighth of 1 per cent. below the value of the gold dollar. The mer- 
chant comes along and buys the silver at one-sixteenth of 1 per cent. 
below the value of the gerd dollar, and thus the silver dollars all go 
to the custom-house and from thence into the vaults of the Treasury. 

The Secretary of the Treasury can no more pay ont his silver dollar 
than he can pay out his gold dollar. If the United States owed the 
gentleman from Indiana $100,000 and the Secretary of the Treasury 
were to pay him in silver while the premium on gold is 2 per cent., the 

remium on that silver would be 14 per cent., and the Secretary of the 
ury would be instantly charged by the “poor people” with 
“dividing the swag” with him. That is the plain English; that is 
the working of your silver bill to-day, but such will not be the end of 
it, by any means. 
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Mr. HANNA. A few days ago we were very kindly lectured by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. — because, as he said, we 
were about to issue “ clipped dollars” worth only ninety-two cents. 
I am happy to know now from the same source that those “clipped 
dollars “are about equal to gold—are worth only one-sixteenth of 1 
per cent. less than gold. So much for the predictions as to the effect 
to be produced upon the country by issuing those “ clipped dollars.” 

Now, my first inquiry was made in good faith, for the reason that 
the impression prevails that we are not to have the benefit of the sil- 
ver bill. I hope that is not true. But as it is said there is necessity 
for increasing these vaults I have no captious objection to this 
measure. I am happy to know, however, that the silver bill in its 
operations has even deceived my distinguished friend from New 

ork, and the day is not far distant when he will be the advocate of 
silver and 8 gold as clipped money. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I move to strike out the last word in order 
to correct the gentleman from Indiana. [Laughter.] I stated dis- 
tinctly in that address which characterized the ninety-cent dollar as 
a clipped dollar amar what I have &tated here and now. Imade 
an estimate, assuming that the gold dollar might be worth 10 per 
cent. premium and the silver dollar substantially the same, showing 
that the Bland silver bill would put millions on millions of money 
into the pockets of the bullionists of the Pacific coast. I say again, 
. in that speech I made precisely the explanation as to the practical 
operation of the bill at first I have now made. It must remain so 
for the present. There isno helpforit. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury can no more pay out the silver dollar while it is at a premium 
than he can pay out the gold dollar. They are both to him the same. 
They are the same at the custom-house and the same in the payment 
of interest on the bonds of the Government, and he would be ae 
able with great indiscretion and positive wrong were he to adopt any 
other policy than the one he has. The gentleman from Indiana, there- 
fore, is mistaken when he charges inconsistency upon me in regard 
to this question. I did not utter a word in respect to it here on the 
day to which he refers that I have occasion to recall. The facts are 
beginning to be geen, and gentlemen will find their silver bill, 
while they have the clipped dollar, will bring them results which 
So have not contemplated. 

r. HANNA, If silver is one-sixteenth within the price of gold I 
should like to know how the poor man is robbed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. No man cares for the poor man 
half as much as he pretends. [Great laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Coast Survey: 

For the continuation of the survey of the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United 
States, the triangulation toward the western coast, and furnishing points for State 
surveys, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, $50,000. 

Mr. EDEN, I move to strike out the last word for the Pee of 
poms my friend from Ohio a question. I have not had time to 
examine the estimates, for they are very lengthy and I would like to 
know whether there is any estimate sent by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury for this deficiency. 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, sir; the estimate for this deficiency is $105,000, 

Mr. EDEN. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew the amendment. Now, Mr. Chairman, as 
the inquiry is being made, I desire to say that I do not think this is 
in any sense a deficiency such as we ordinarily designate as a defi- 
ciency appropriation. It is merely a question with Congress how 
much of the coast is to be surveyed from year to year. The last an- 
nual appropriation bill provided such an amount as the last House 
thought sufficient. Withont undertaking to discuss the question 
whether it was or was not sufficient, I simply desire to state the 
Department have asked this as they have asked many other thin 
which we have not allowed. The committee have allowed it in this 
instance, and I will not discuss whether it is right or wrong, content- 
1 On with this brief explanation. $ 

. CONGER. I wish to es et why the gentleman from Georgia 
is disposed to find so much fault with the majority of the committee 
for the lan age they have used. 

Mr. BLO . The gentleman from Michigan is the censor of the 
House, and I must decline to put myself under his discipline just now. 

Mr.CONGER. Then the gentleman refuses to answer my question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; I do; for I do not think it pertinent. 

t Mr. e I expected the gentleman would not this morning. 
{ Laughter, 

Mr BLOUNT. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one schooner for the observation of sea-currents and other work along the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United States, $20,000. . 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to insert the following after the paragraph 
just read: : 

To continue the survey of the Mississippi River now being made under the direc- 


tion of the Chief of Engineers with a view of determining the proper method of 
— and protecting from overflow the alluvial lands of the Mississippi delta, 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a few words in explanation of 
that amendment. 


Mr. FOSTER. Is that a deficiency; and if so, why has not an esti- 
mate been submitted for it? 


Mr. YOUNG. I will explain how it is. In answer to the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Ohio, I have to say first that the appropriation 
asked for in the amendment is to meet a deficiency and just as im- 
portant a one as any other in the entire bill. In reply to the latter 
part of his inquiry I have to say that if the Committee on Appropri- 
ations had done me the honor to take me into their confidence or to 
have consulted me on the matter, I think I could have given them 
much useful information upon this and many other subjects, and I 
certainly would have seen that they were furnished with an estimate 
from the proper Department. 

I will now explain the amendment so far as I can in the short time 
allowed me, and try to demonstrate its importance. At the second 
session of the Forty-fourth Congress an amendment was offered to a 
bill precisely similar to this, in exactly the language I have used in 
this amendment. At that time it was supposed $50,000 would be nec- 
essary to carry on the survey then in progress under a different appro- 
priation made prior to that time, and that sum would have been ap- 
propriated, but some such economists as always takealarm at any 
practical expenditure of public money, and especially if it is to be ex- 
pended at any great distance from their own homes, opposed the 
measure. 

At the instance of Mr. Holman, of Indiana, the amount was cut down 
to $25,000, Under that appropriation a corps of engineers was sent 
down to the city of Memphis and commenced, or rather continued 
the survey from Cairo toward the Gulf. They have transferred from 
the former headquarters of the coast survey a considerable number 
of engineers and employés—I do not know precisely how many— 
wi 25 the appliances connected with engineering operations, their 

a 0. 

And now, as I am advised, the appropriation is about expended, so 
that unless a new one is made in 5 of the regular time all the 
machinery, the boats and the employés will probably have to bo re- 
transferred back to the headquarters of the Jake survey at Detroit. 
To prevent this is the object in asking for the n at this 
time, and that there may be no interruption in the Work. If I had 
had an opportunity of going before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I would have had an estimate from the Chief of Engineers and 
from the officer in charge of the survey. I regard it myself as a. very 
important work, and its interruption now would be productive of 
very great expense and papain | delay in its prosecution, and 
every consideration of economy and public policy requires that it 
should be completed at as early a period as possible. Certainly the 
work should not be entirely suspended at its present stage, but this 
will be the effect, I apprehend, of a defeat of this amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. What amount does the 8 propose ? 

Mr. YOUNG. Twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. FOSTER. What was the amount last year? 

Mr. YOUNG. The amount asked for was $50,000; but in the last 
hours of the session, when everything was in confusion, it was struck 
down to 000, Under that appropriation the survey has been 

ing Jey to the present time, but is now nearly, if not entirely, ex- 

austed. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not like to object to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee; but really we have no data on which to 
go. The gentleman’s statement may be quite reliable, but I think 
we should have something further to proceed upon, and it seems to 
me I must object to this. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend from Tennessee will at least with- 
draw his amendment at this time. We are right in the face of the 
fact that we have spent more money ongs e last fiseal year than 
we actually received, and that there is a likelibood of there being a 
large deficiency during the preseut year. I do hope the gentlemen 
on this side of the House will sympathize with the Committee on 
Appropriations in the condition in which we are and not seek to add 
to the 55 especially in*this way, when we have nothing 
from the Department and no consideration of the matter by any com- 
mittee of the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iam in full sympathy with the gentleman from Geor- 

ia and with the Committee on Appropriations in respect to economy 
in the expenditures of the Government, and I would not comment un- 
justly upon a single one of their acts. But I will venture this sug- 
gestion, however, that if they were to scan every item of expense as 
closely as they are examining this one now, they could easily save a 
much larger sum than is here asked for by cutting off wholly useless 
and unnecessary expenditures. If I had time to go into this bill, short 
as it is, I could point out many items of appropriation of vastly less 
importance than the one I ask for, but I am too much hurried to do 
S0 now. 

It is scarcely possible to conceive any public enterprise of more im- 
on than the one that is intended to be fostered by this survey. 

here is no comparison between its public utility and that of the sur- 
vey of the Atlantic coast, for which in this very bill there is an appro- 
priation made of $50,000, The survey for which an appropriation is 
asked in my amendment is intended for the development eventually, 
the reclamation from inundation, of a vast empire of agricultural 
wealth, to the value of which no limit can be There is no com- 
mercial or agricultural interest that this Government has ever under- 
taken to foster and protect that equals or even approaches in magni- 
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tude and importance the one that is sought to be developed by the 
prosecution of this survey. This work ought to have been done half 
century ago, and almost any other goternment that ever existed 
would long since have made it the source of boundless wealth not 
only to the people of the Mississippi, but to the national Treasury. 
No matter what you may do now, a broader statesmanship and more 
enlightened policy will in the near future inaugurate a system which 
we should already have had completed. 

Now I grant the correctness of the views urged by the gentleman 
from Georgia and by the gentleman from Ohio, that it is not wise or 
safe under ordinary circumstances for the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to recommend any expenditure of money unless they have some 
estimate from the proper Departments, showing its necessity and the 
amount required; yet in this case I submit the work is one of such 
urgent importance that this rule for this time might be set aside, es- 
pecially in view of the fact that this bill includes a number of appro- 

riations much less important in their nature than the one asked for 
in the proposed amendment. I trast for the public good, with a view 
to the prosecution of a great public work, the interruption of which 
will cause a ely increased expenditure, that the amendment will 
be adopted by the Committee of the Whole. The amount asked for 
is not large and the emergency is ample warrant for a departure from 
established rules. 

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee a question. It is this: whether he thinks it is pru- 
dent for this House to insert in such a bill as this appropriations 
which have never been considered by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? I ask the gentleman further, why this matter has not been 
brought to the notice of the Committee on Appropriations in order 
that the item might be inserted in the proper form; why he comes 
in here at this late hour and asks the House to insert this item, when 
it might have been considered by the Committee on Appropriations 
with the other matters which have been considered and approved by 


them? 

Mr. YOUNG. In answer to the first inquiry of the gentleman from 
New York, I will say that I do not believe it is a safe rule for the 
Committee on Appropriations to be governed by in making appropri- 
ations to act hastily without due investigation. In answer to his 
second inquiry, why I have not brought this matter to the attention 
of the committee before, I beg to say to the gentleman that I gave 
the reason in the remark I madein reply to the gentleman from Ohio 
a few moments ago. 

The Committee on os hap has not done me the honor to 
consult me in reference to this or any other appropriation. If I had 
known that a bill of this character was being prepared, a fact that 
was not within my knowledge and of which I had no information 
until it was reported to the House, I should have sett from official 
sources the information necessary to have enabled the gentlemen of 
the Committee on Appropriations to act advisedly upon the matter. 

[Here the hammer reg 0 

Mr. MONEY obtained the floor, and yielded two minutes to Mr. 
YOUNG. 

Mr. YOUNG. If Ican have any assurance from the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations that this matter shall go over until I 
<an have time to consult with the Chief of Engineers and the Secre- 
tary of War, I can bring them such information and such estimates 
as will enable them to act advisedly, and I will not press the matter 
further now. I thank the gentleman from ere [Mr. Money] 
for his courtesy in yielding to me and now 24 5 the floor to him. 

Mr, MONEY. I think it is the fault of the Committee on Appro- 

riations that they did not include in their bill this appropriation, 
ause last year this very amendment was ingrafted on one of the 
appropriation bills against the opposition of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, but I am glad to say by the aid of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House. 

This work, Mr. Chairman, is now being done by the Corps of United 
States Engineers; they are now at work, but the appropriation made 
is nearly expended ; and there is such a thing as withholding expend- 
itures and getting poor and spending and getting rich. I think it the 
worst economy in the world to withhold necessary expenditures for 
the prosecution of a work of this description, that promises so much 
to the whole country; to withhold the ee of 835,000 to 
provide that the work shall not be suspended. 

This work is going on and the npa are now engaged upon it. 
It will lead to the reclamation of that grand empire in the South- 
west for agricultural purposes, and it is a question that extends to 
the very confines of the Republic. There is nota business man, there 
is not a community in the whole Union, there is not a manufacturer, 
there is not a State which is not materially interested in the settle- 
ment of this question, and it would be incomprehensible to me if the 
Honse should see fit to refuse this small appropriation which is abso- 
lutely 5 for the continuation of a work of such magnificent 
extent and such extensive promises of prosperity. I trust that the 
opposition to the appropriation will be withdrawn, for it is certain] 
a question deserving of the consideration of the House, and one whic 
has been well considered. 

ar HEWITT, of New York. By whom has it been well consid- 
ere: 

Mr. MONEY. Not by the Committee on eee certainly; 
but it has been thoroughly considered by other persons 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would say that the seventy-sixth 
rule does not allow the Committee on e to consider any- 
thing which has not been referred to them by the House or by an 
executive Department of the Government. The gentleman fon 
Tennessee [Mr. YouNG] who preceded the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. MONEY] seemed to labor under the idea that it devolved 
upon the Committee on Appropriations to send around the House to 
inform members of their action. Rule 76 prohibits the committee 
from considering any matter of this kind unless it is brought prop- 
erly to them. 

Mr. FOSTER. I recognize the importance of this work, as does the 
gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman from Mississippi. 1 
understand that this is an appropriation for continuing the survey 
of the Mississippi River for the purpose of reclaiming the alluvial 
lands adjacent thereto. 5 

Mr. MONEY. And improve the navigation of the river, 

Mr. FOSTER. I regret very much that the gentleman from Ten- 
nesseé and the gentleman from Misissippi did not bring this matter 
before the Committee on Appropriations; but it was not brought be- 
fore them and our friends complain that they did not anticipate any 
such action by the committee asthe reporting of this bill. y, sir, 
the Committee on Appropriations have brought in a deficiency bill 
once a week during this session and there is plenty of opportunity 
for the gentlemen to come before us yet. I want to say in all candor 
that these things should be referred ly to the committee and 
the question thoroughly and properly investigated. Isay, and I think 
I can answer for the whole committee in saying it, that we will give 
the subject a fair consideration and recommend an appropriation of 
such sum as we believe may be necessary. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to ask bal seer from Ohio a question or 
two. Does not the gentleman this a deficiency bill? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDEN. I notice in it many independent appreprlesione. Now 
I wish to ask the gentleman another question. The gentleman seems 
to think that thisisa sete flee the Mississippi with a view to the 
reclamation of the alluvial lands adjacent thereto and that it isa 
very important survey. I ask him if he is ready to vote the money 
necessary for the purpose of reclaiming those lands after this survey 
has been made? 

Mr. FOSTER. I am not ready to answer that question. I want 
eke see the survey and estimate of what will be the cost of that 
work. 

Mr. EDEN. I did not know but what the gentleman was ready to 
answer the question now. 

Mr. YOUNG. There are enough gentlemen ready to go into this 
business when it gets fairly before the House. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I think it exceedingly unfortunate that 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. YouNG, ] if ke desired to have this 
matter considered at the present time, did not avail himself of the or- 
dinary course open to him under the rules of the House to have the sub- 
ject referred to and considered by the Committee on Appropriations. 

‘or one, I feel that it is exceedingly dangerous to appropriate any 
money for any purpose, unless the question has been submitted to some 
one of the proper committees of this House, has been renee by it, 
and the propriety and the importance of the appropriation thoroughly 
considered and matured by sucha committee. That would be a suf- 
ficient reason with me why Ishall vote against the amendment which 
is now offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

There is a further objection, an objection which it seems to me the 
members of this House cannot overlook with any degree of consistency 
after their recorded obligations on a resolution which I had the honor 
to introduce at an early day of the present session of Congress. This 
amendment . the continuation of an . of 
$25,000 made at the last session of Congress, is merely an entering 
wedge that is to open up the Treasury to one of the grandest raids 
that ever been made upon the Treasury of the country. 

It is proposed to open up the Treasury for the | gl acr of making 
surveys looking to the reclamation of the wet and overflowed lands 
alogg the Mississippi River. Why single out the Mississippi River, if 
the national Treasury is to be opened up for the purpose of reclaim- 
ing wet and overflowed lands? Why not go to the Ohio River, to 
the Missouri River, to the Arkansas River, to the Red, the White, to 
every river the whole country over? As suggested to me, why not 
go down here to the Kidwell Bottoms, and improve that? 

It is important that the wet and overflowed lands of this country 
should be reclaimed; I admit that. I recognize the fact that if they 
were reclaimed hundreds of millions of acres of arable lands would 
be brought into such a condition as to be made available and valu- 
able for purposes of husbandry. But Ihave been instructed in that 
constitutional and political philosophy which tanght that it was for 
the citizen himself to make these improvements, either by-his own ` 
individual exertions or in association with others, instead of making 
raids upon the Treasury to the extent of $50,000,000 or $100,000,000 for 
that purpose. 

The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. YOUNG, ] referring to an item 
here for the triangulation of the Atlantic coast, said that his amend- 
ment was akin to that. Sir, it has no connection at all with such a 
matter as that. That relates to the great subject of commerce on 
the high seas, in which every man, woman, and child is interested, 
which cannot be carried on in any other manner, never has been and 
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never will be carried on in any other manner, except by the exercise 
of national authority. The dredging of swamps, the reclamation of 
overflowed lands, is something that belongs to the States, to the 
counties, and to the people. It has nothing of national concern con- 
nected with it, I want now and here on this occasion simply to pro- 
test that for one I do not propose to vote for or to see passed without 
opposition a dollar of ap ropriation for this purpose. 
Here the hammer fe 1 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to strike out the last word, and yield my 
time to 5 Atain e, [Mr. YounG. ] 

Mr. YOUNG. I regret, not so much on my on account, nor on that 
of the House, as on account of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
BAKER, ] that I have not time to reply at some length to the remarks 
which he has just made. If he had aclearer apprehension of the pur- 
pose of this amendment, or knew more of the course of former legis- 
ation on this subject, I am inclined to think that in all probability 
he would entertain quite a different opinion from that which he has 
ie e upon some questions he has referred to. 

he original appropriation for this survey was made as long ago, 
I believe, as 1868 or 1869. A friend near me reminds me, and I now 
recollect it, that the first appropriation was made in 1850 or 1851. In 
1868 and 1869, and in every subsequent Con, up to the present 
time, that appropriation was continued, not for the purpose of con- 
structing levees, but for the p of determining whether or not 
the alluvial Jands of the Mississippi delta could be protected from 
overflow by any system of works that could be adopted, either jetties, 
levees, cut-offs, or canals. : 

In the prosecution of this work p to the present time many thou- 
sənds of dollars, probably hundreds of thousands of dollars, have 
already been expended. The suryey has been prosecuted almost to 
completion, and I submit to the gentleman from Indiana, with all his 
eccentric ideas of retrenchment, that it is not wise economy now to 
stop a public work that has been prosecuted for more than twenty 
years at a cost of many hundreds of thousands of dollars, when only 
a few more thousand dollars is required for its entire completion. 
That is a system of economy which in my judgment would be of 
exceedingly small dimensions, ill-judged, and unwise. 

In to the further question which lies beyond all this, and 
which alarms my friend from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] and the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER, j that the ultimate effect of this appropria- 
tion is to swamp the whole Treasury in a wild Quixotic scheme, I 
have see to say that it will be quite time enough for those A 
men to discuss that graver and more important issue when the sur- 
vey now being made shall have determined the question whether or 
not the Government will venture on that additional expenditure 
which they apprehend. 

I wish I had time to reply to the gentleman’s constitutional argu- 
ment in reference to the relative power of the Federal Goverhment 
and of the States and counties in relation to leveeing overflowed 
lands. I think I should be able to convince him that his ideas of 
constitutional law are not in strict accord with those of the great 
writers who have treated upon that subject. And I am especially 
impressed with the belief that if his constitutional theory is based 
upon sound principles, I could in any event convince him that he 
would at least find it per, difficult of application to the ques- 
tion he has been considering. The hurry of the occasion does not 
permit me, however, to do this, and I must defer it for another oppor- 
tunity. I wish I had time, also, to point out to him the power that 
this dees has repeatedly exercised (and its constitutional 
ight to do so has never been questioned) in doing many things that 

1 very far short of this enterprise in their claim to be considered 
of a national character. I presume that the gentleman has never 
found any constitutional objections standing between him and the 
public Treasury when he sought to appropriate any bse of its con- 
tents to the improvement of the navigation of the Wabash or other 
rivers which flow through his own State, or in the furtherance of 
any other enterprise in which his State or district was immediately 
interested. * 

And I trust my friend from New York [Mr. Hewitt] will not think 
it unkind if I hazard the suggestion that if this amendment had 
1 for an appropriation of some half a dozen millions of dol- 

to remove the obstructions to navigation in the of Hell 
Gate, or to erect costly public buildings in New York City, instead 
of the paltry sum of $25,000 to improve the navigation of our great 
inland sea, and to protect from overflow its vast alluvial delta, his 
alarm would not have been so great, nor his opposition so prompt 
and vigorous. The place where money is to be expended has a deal 
to do, I am persuaded, in shaping men’s 3 upon the subject of 
economy. I cannot und e to say, of course, with absolute cer- 
tainty what action will be taken by Congress after this survey shall 
have been completed and a report submitted, but I am entirely will- 
ing to take the chances of inducing this or any subsequent Congress 
that it may come before to make such appropriation as may be neces- 

to complete the grandest public work this Government has ever 
undertaken, that of rendering available for agricultural purposes the 
richest and most productive region upon the face of the earth. The 
ent may move slowly for a time, but its progress will be con- 
stant and its final success certain. 

Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Chairman, I want my friend from Tennessee 


[Mr. Youne] to understand very distinctly that so far as I am con- 
cerned I live in the Mississippi Valley, and am proud that I do. I 


am proud of the valley, proud of the river, proud of all its d and 
splendid resources, J am the last man to throw any practical obsta- 
cle in the way of the improvement of one of the grandest rivers on 
the face of the earth. Iam upon the record of previous Con 

on this question; and I repeat to-day that I believe the Mississippi 
and its tributaries are worth all the railroads that have been built or 
are now projected in the great Mississippi, Valley. In the Forty- 
fourth Congress I did not hesitate to vote for an appropriation of 
$8,000,000 to open the mouth of that magnificent stream to the com- 
merce of the world. 

Yet Iam op to this ameudment. How do I know that this 
sum of money uired? I do not dispute what the gentleman him- 
self says about it, but how are we to know these things? How do 
we know that one single cent of it is required? This is a pure ques- 
tion of fact about which the House to-day knows nothing officially. 
We have the opinion of the gentleman from Tennessee ; Fut where 
is the estimate from the head of the Department or from the surveyor 
that one single dollar of this money should be appropriated? As a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, and appreciating the 
high functions devolved upon us, I would not to-day have voted a 
dollar for any amendment to pay a page or other amendments that 
have been put upon this bill, but for the assurance of the Committee 
of Accounts that these claims were correct. 

As a member of the Committee on 0 swans I cannot assent 
to this expenditure of $25,000, even if I knew it was to be expended 
in my own district, until it has undergone the supervision of some 
committee. The House will see at once the dangerous precedent that 
we wonld set by making an appropriation of this kind with no more 
information than we have in this case. Whenever this matter comes 
before the Committee on Appropriations, and whenever I am sat- 
isfied that an appropriation is necessary to make this survey and to 
render that river more navigable than it now is, I shall be willing to 
vote not only $25,000 but $100,000, because I believe that upon the 
proper improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi and its 
tributaries depends very much the prosperity of that whole western 
and northwestern country. But I want these appropriations to un- 
dergo the supervision of a proper committee, cither my own or some 
other, before I vote a single dollar for a purpose of this kind. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The question being taken on the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iam inclined to think the noes have it; but I give 
notice that I shall call for the yeas and nays on this proposition in 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Being rejected, the amendment will not go to 
the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then I give notice to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that I will ask to appear before them at their next meeting to 
urge this appropriation. 

r. DURHAM. We will listen to you with great pleasure. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

„„ and subtreasury, Chicago, Illinois: for continuation of building, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend by striking out “ $100,000” and 
inserting “$200,000.” I hope that the committee will assent to this 
change, The present is a time when in Chicago contracts for the 
year can be better made than at any other time, and as I understand 
the superintendent in charge of this building is not allowed to make 
any contracts exceeding the amount of the appropriation. The ap- 
propriation heretofore made is about exhansted, and this is a work 
which ought to be prosecuted with all possible dispatch for the good 
of the Government. I claim that in order to secure the most advan- 
tageous contracts to the Government they should be made within the 
next thirty days. Besides by setting men to work, a great deal of 

will be done to the laboring classes. This amendment will not 
probably alter at all the amount of money that will come out of the 
Treasury for this purpose. 

It only gives those in charge of that building the right to make 
contracts and use this appropriation now instead of waiting until 
the general appropriation bill shall pass. The amount is simply an 
advance appropriation, and will not alter the probable amount ulti- 
mately appropriated during the present session of Congress. For 
these reasons i hope, Mr. Chairman, the committee will consent to the 
amendment, 

[Here the hammer fell.] . 

Mr. HALE. hope the gentlemen from Illinois will not push his 
amendment, and for this reason: the Committee on Appropriations 
has considered all these matters sent to them by different bills in ref- 
erence to these public buildings, and has called in consultation the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, who has control 
of all these buildings, and submitted to him the question as to what 
amount of money upon the general basis of appropriations of last 
year he could spend to advantage in the good months between now 
and July next, and the sum for the Chicago building, as for the other 
large buildings, was fixed at $100,000 as a matter of good manage- 
ment and poor) husbandry of the Government resources. Otherwise 
the good months between now and then would expire and nothing 
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would be done, as the balance of the present appropriations have been 
expended and the appropriation to be made this year would all be 


huddled into the last part of the fiscal year. The su 
architect did not believe, on the basis I have indicated, that more 
than $100,000 for these large buildings was needed to work to advan- 
tage between now and July 1. For that reason I trust gentlemen 
representing these public buildings will not seek to increase the 
amount, but will give the committee the credit of having investigated 
the subject and given them what can be fairly and judiciously used. 
I think it will be satisfactory to other gentlemen. 

Mr. SAYLER, I rise, sir, for the purpose of expressing my entire 
concurrence in what has been stated by the gentleman from Maine. 
I was one of a number of gentlemen in company with the Architect of 
the United States who went before the committee having charge of 
this question. Upon a full discussion of the whole matter and with 
entire understanding of the necessities of these several public build- 
ings, the amount set forth in this bill was agreed upon as an advance 
appropriation, that labor moans be continued on these buildings dur- 
ing the spring-time, when the money could be more 3 
spent. I say this was upon after full consultation in the pres- 
ence of the Supervising Architect, and I am sorry the gentleman from 
Illinois should undertake now to change it. The other buildings will 
be as much disposed to demand an additional allowance as this build- 
ing at Chicago, and under the statements which were made at the 
time the conference was held I am satisfied these provisions are suffi- 
cient. I hope, therefore, the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Imovetostrikeout thelast word. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, 80 far as the amendment is concerned I think it objectionable, 
as I do all these appropriations for public buildings. There are cer- 
tain stubborn facts which have existence and force, whether gentle- 
men will or not. We are told Dy the Secretary of the Treasury there 
is a deficit in the revenues for the present fiscal year of $3,389,255.51. 
He tells us further if the appropriations be kept up at the rates A peg 
vided for the present fiscal year there will be a deficit of $11,437,796.38, 
and that we will be compelled either to increase the revenues by in- 
creased taxation or to reduce appropriations to the extent of over 
$11,000,000. The Secretary says this will require the appropriations 
to be reduced at least $11,000,000 below the estimates submitted, a 
reduction which, in his opinion, can be made without crippling any 
branch of the public service. How can it be done? The — Fyen 


says: 
ditures cannot be secured mey oy a reduction of 


Reduction in pnblie 
appropriations. It must be accompanied by a careful revision of the laws which 


fix the salary and number of employés— 

Now, I ask gentlemen to mark what the Secretary of the Treasury 
recommends. The principal reduction is to be in this very item of 
public buildings— 
by a reduction of the amount expended on public works now in progress, t 
pasement of all new works not 1 for the public service, and red Padi. 
cious scrutiny of disbursements. 

Now, sir, with these deficiencies likely to occur for the present 
year, with this condition of our finances, gentlemen pro to in- 
crease expenditures in one of the main sources of expenditure, that 
for public buildings. 

a the hammer fell. ] 

r. ALDRICH. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

Custom-house and post-office, Cincinnati, Ohio, for continuation of building, 

Mr. BLOUNT obtained the floor. 

Mr. SAYLER. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman has 
already spoken upon this question, and has no right to be heard again 
ey oae who desire to speak on it have had an opportunity of 

ng 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am not astonished that my friend from Ohio 
shonld not want to hear Georgia on the floor. Cincinnati is in this 
clause and he does not want any opposition made to the appropriation 
for that city. 

It is said, sir, that this money can be expended now d the 
summer months more economically than it could be during the winter 
months. Was not that fact known when the money was spent during 
the winter months? Why did they not postpone the work until the 
proper time when the labor could be most efficient? Had they done 
that they would not be here now asking for an additional appropria- 
tion. Gentlemen say that they have agreed that the amount appro- 
priated in this bill shall be deducted from the regular 5 
for this purpose, but we all know that when that bill comes up, these 
gentlemen will be here clamoring as they are now for the work to be 
continued, in spite of this agreement as the gentleman from Ohio 


rintending 


says. 

Mr. SAYLER. I do not remember saying anything about that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman to say that there was 
an ment in regard to this matter, but whether that be true or 
not, I affirm that the Committee on Appropriations when they in- 
serted these appropriations in the bill before us did it with the under- 
standing that gentlemen were to be bound by that agreement so far 
as public bnildings were concerned, yet as a matter of fact scarcely 
one of them is bound by that ment. 

Mr. HOUSE. Bound by what agreement ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is no protection to the House, There is no 


Vil—119 


agreement binding upon anybody as to this matter, let gentlemen 
talk about it as they may. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SAYLER. I desire to say a word in answer to the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. BLount.] [Loud cries of “ Vote!” ““Vote!”] I 
will yield for a vote in a minute. 

As the gentleman from Georgia says, there was a distinct under- 
standing in making this advanced appropriation in order that the work 
may be economically done in the spring that the amount now appro- 
priated should be deducted from the Ad er ar to be made in the 
sundry civil bill. Now, of course, if these public buildings are to be 
continued a larger sum would be appropriated. The gentleman says 
that that agreement is not binding on anybody. The gentleman does 
not seem to know what he is talking about. The whole matter is 
under the control of the Committee on Appropriations who are in 
charge of this whole subject and when they come to report the sun- 
dry civil bill, probably not until some time in June, then it will be 
3 within their power to consider the estimates, and to deduct 
from t 8 then made this sum of 8100, 000. 

Mr. D AM. But how will it be when it comes into the House ? 

Mr. SAXLER. Oh, that is a risk that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations must always take, If the House does not think the action of 
the committee right the House may rectify it, I take it for granted. 
[Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote! “] 

Mr. EDEN. I am not myself ready for a vote, I do not rise, Mr. 
Chairman, with any expectation whatever of 5594 the result ot 
the vote. Isimply want to say that this bill comes before the House 
under the pretense of being a deficiency bill when there is not a single 
item included in the bill which is in the estimate of any deficiency 
for a single one of these public buildings provided for here. It does 
not contain a clause that Lod satin upon its face to be a deficiency. It 
is simply a bill containing independent appropriations, not asked for 
SAN N of the Treasury or by those who have charge of these 

uildin 

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, yes, it does. 

Mr. EDEN. The 3 are not called for in the estimates. 
I have them here and have looked over them carefully, and I have 
been unable to find them. 

One word further. We were complained of a deal in the last 
House by our republican friends use we did not appropriate 
enough money; they said that we were crippling the ad tration. 
I think that the next complaint will be that we have appropriated 
too much money and we sha irae the public service for the reason 
that there will be no money in the Treasury with which to meet the 
current expenditures of the Government. We have warnings of this 
fact from the Secretary of the Treasnry in his annual 74 5 He has 
informed us that, unless we make the appropriation $11,000,000 below 
the estimates, we shall not have revenues sufficient to meet the ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. FOSTER. And yet he recommends this appropriation. 

Mr. EDEN. I have not seen any disposition to reduce any of these 
expenditures below the estimate, nor have I seen any place where we 
could go above the estimate upon which an attempt has not been 
made to increase the expenditures. 

3 ELL. Imove that the committee do now rise. [Cries 
of “Oh, no! Let us vote.”] 

The pro forma amendments were withdrawn. 

Poteet agar was taken on Mr. LUTTRELL’s motion ; and it was not 
a $ 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

Post-officeand court-house, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: for continuation of 
building, $100,000, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the paragraph just read. I 
rise for the eh op of continuing what I was saying when I was u 
before. Imay differ with the majority of this House as to what s 
or shall not be done. It may be my misfortune to differ with a large 
majority of this House as to measures which may be brought before 
it, But, impressed as I am with the duty devolving upon me, I shall 
not hesitate to state my objections to any measure whenever I deem 
it my duty to do 80. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] has taken occasion to say 
that I did not understand what I was talking about, for when I said 
that hereafter the appropriations might be increased the gentleman 
said that the Committee on jah e had absolute control of 
this whole subject. The gentleman himself, in stating what was the 
binding force of a certain understanding, has not stated it as it was 
unders by the Committee on Appropriations. The committee 
understood that the gentleman and his friends were bound, whenever 
the sundry civil appropriation bill came in here, to hold the appro- 
priations down to the sums made for the current fiscal year, deduct- 
ing the amounts to be appropriated by this bill. The gentleman 
seems now not to understand that ; he tells us that we have the mat- 
ter in our own er. Iam glad the gentleman has seen fit to in- 
form us what is his understanding of matter. He and the gen- 
tlemen who act with him it seems to me propose to go on and spend 
more money tkan our resources will justify. The gentleman will 
soon be here with a bill which will reduce the revenues of the coun- 
iy ; at least neither he nor any friend of his on the Committee of 

ays and Means pro to bring forward a bill which will increase 
the revenues of this Government. 
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Mr. SAYLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; that is just what we 
prone todo. The gentleman is again talking about what he does 
not know. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not so understand; I have not so understood 
from other gentlemen on that committee, It may be that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has all the brains of the committee. 

Mr. SAYLER. Not at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. He certainly has a large share of its impudence. 


Laughter: 
f ‘The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The motion of Mr. BLOUNT, to strike out the paragraph, was not 


agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following : 

For the building for the United States court-house and post-office, New York 
City, for urgently necessary repairs, $10,000. 

Mr. HANNA. I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 
just read that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of the necessary mach erection. e 
ror in the court-house and werd cate tailing in the city of indianapolis, 

Mr. FOSTER. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is new legislation. 

Mr. DURHAM. And not in the line of retrenchment. 

Mr. HANNA. It is a question whether the point of order is good 
or not. I wish simply to say that I was not aware that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations were considering matters of this sort. Some 
time since 1 called upon the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, 
Mr. Hill, and asked to furnish me a statement of what would be 
the actual cost of the erection of án elevator in the court building 
at Indianapolis, which the district judge and others were . 
anxious to have erected there. He furnished me a statement whic 
I have in my room, not here, in which the cost was placed at $10,000. 

In that building the basement and lower part is used as a post- 
office, the second story for the clerks, marshal, and pension-office, and 
as usual in yamie buildings of this kind the court-room is in the top 
of the building, in the third story. It seems that, when the first 
building of this kind was erected, it was thought necessary to put 
the court-room as high up as possible. There is 1 7 A a necessity for 
this appropriation, and I hope the committee will adopt my amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order and rules 
out the amendment, 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For continuing, under the direction of the United States Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries, the propagation and introduction of useful food-fishes into the wa- 
ters of _ United States during the present season, $20,000, to be immediately 
availab) 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I desire to inquire of the gentle- 
man inch of this bill if this 3 is made Pipa tothe 
same conditions as the appropriations which are made in this bill for 
public buildings; that is, that this amount is to be deducted from the 
re appropriation for the fiscal year. 

. FO It is to be deducted from the regular appropriation. 

Mr. EDEN. My recollection is that there has already been one 
deficiency on account of this fishery business. 

Mr. WADDELL, There has been; an 1 of 815,000. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Dill, and read the following: 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 


1 canble the ee of Wart f tion of the Army, including 
0 e the ar to Ne ion e , inclu 
be Fix land or water; ot clothing eal come 
the hiladelphia and Jeffersonville to the 
depots, an bee troops in the field ; 
e places of purchase and from 
laces of pace ig. ee contract, to uch places as the circumstances of the 
ce may require and small-arms 


wagons, carta, 
and of ships and other sea-going vessels and boats 45 for the transpor- 
tation 5 and for garrison purposes; for drayage and cartage at the several 


depart ents; the expense of sailing public transports on the various rivers, the 
Gulf of Mexi i A Pacific; for procuring water at such posts 
situation, require it to be brought from a distance ; and for clearing 
roads and for ee obstructions from harbors, and rivers, to the extent 
which may bereg for the actual operations of the troops in the field, $1,200,000, 
being a deficiency forthe fiscal year ending June 30, 1877: Provided, however, That 
no part of this sum shall be paid to any railroad company or to its assigns on ac- 
count of freights or transportation over their respective roads unless there be an 
excess due such company after charging the amount of pee made by the 
United States for interest upon bonds of the United States to any such com- 
pany; but the same shall be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury; to be by him 
withheld, as directed by existing law. 

Mr. FOSTER. There are two verbal amendments which should be 
made to the paragraph post read. In the first part of the ph, 
in the phrase, to such places as the circumstances of the surveys 
may require them to be sent,” it should read, “may have required 
instead of “may require.“ And further along in the paragraph, in 
the phrase, “to the extent which may be required for the actual 
e of the troops in the field,” the words “may be required” 

ould read“ has been required.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


„of 


Mr. FOSTER. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Hunton reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the State of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the e e for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year euding June 30, 1878, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 611) to extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance 
Company of the City of Washington. 

REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate joint 
resolution No. 21, filling an existing vacancy in the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, be now taken from the Speaker's 
table and passed. 3 

The joint resolution provides that the existing vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other 
than members of Con shall be filled by the rs ata of Will- 
iam T. Sherman, of Washington, in the place of George Bancroft, of 
said city, resigned. 

There being no oheti, the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read three several times, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. WADDELL. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the general post-route bill, 
that it may now be put on its passage. ~ 

The SPE The Chair understands that this is the usual 
post-route bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Has the bill been printed ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I think it had better be printed before we act 
on it. A similar bill passed at the extra session contained several 
clerical errors which required to be corrected by new legislation. 

Mr. WADDELL. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do. 

BARATARIA SHIP-CANAL COMPANY. 

Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, reported, from the Committee 
on Commerce, as a substitute for House bill No. 424, a bill (H. R. No. 
3978) to authorize the Barataria Ship-Canal 2 to construct a 
ship-canal from New Orleans to the Gulf of Mexico, through the 
lands and the waters of the United States, and to grant to said com- 
pany the right of way for that purpose; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as stated : ? 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of John Pope Hodnett, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, in relation to the sum of $75,000, ap- 
propriated June 23, 1874, for certain purposes in connection with the 
workingmen of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 
: By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of the publishers of the Hem- 
landet, Chicago, Illinois, for the abolition of the daty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of 250 citizens of Athens, Georgia, 
that aid be extended the Texas Pacific Railroad—to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Clarissa E. Gierlow, for com- 

nsation for property lost during the late war- to the Committee on 

War Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Woodford County, 
Kentucky, for the passage of the Texas and Pacific Railway bill—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of citizens of Brooklyn, New 
York, against the reimposition of the income tax—to the Committee 

Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of Nickerson & Co., of Boston, 
Massachusetts, ship-owners, against the admission of foreign-built 
ships to the privilege of United States registry or enrollment—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. COLE: The petition of citizens of Missouri, against the re- 
vival of the income tax—to the same committee, 

By Mr. CORLETT: A paper relating to Senate bill No. 732, being 
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a bill to amend an act of the Wyoming Legislature—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. À 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petitionof W. W.Joyceandothers, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 490, relating tothe Hot Springs, Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUTLER: The petitions of James Jones and 400 others, and 
of Frank Beattie and 500 others, workingmen and operatives enga 
in the silk mills at Paterson, New Jersey, against any change in the 
tariff on silk—to the Committee of Ways and Means. , 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of the superintendent of the Ohio 
Institute for the Blind, for an appropriation to print books for the 
blind—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of citizens of Cleburne County, Ala- 
bama, for the creation of a fund from the sales of public lands and 
other sources, to be distributed among the States in aid of popular 
education—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Talladega, Alabama, that aid be 
extended the Texas Pacific Railroad, provided the eastern terminus 
of said road be located on the east bank of the Mississippi River, at 
Vicksburgh, W the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. GARTH: The petitions of L. R. Davis, J. A. Moore, and 
other citizens of Limestone County, and of Neander H. Rice, J. K. 
Jackson, James R. Price, and other citizens of Lauderdale County 
Alabama, relative to the distribution of the proceeds of the sales o 
public lands among the several States for educational purposes—to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GAUSE: The petition of Juliet Campbell, administratrix, 
&c., for compensation for stores taken during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Paine Brothers and others, against 
transferring the life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia: The petition of 200 citizens of La 
Grange, Georgia, for the passage of the Texas and Pacific Railroad 
bill—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of consumers of vinegar for a re- 
duction of the duty thereon—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: The petition of M. T. Porter, Al- 
berto Martin, E. K. Fulton, Peyton G. King, and 24 other citizens of 
Birmingham, Alabama, that such aid be extended the Texas Pacific 
Railroad as will secure its early completion—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: Memorial of a committee of the 
medical society of the county of New York, New York, asking an 
appropriation to complete the subject catalogue of the National 
Medical Library of Washington, District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on ie riations. 

By Mr. ITTNER: The petition of citizens of Saint Lonis, against 
reviving the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JACOBS: The petition of the publisher of the Statesman, 
Walla Walla, Washington Territory, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the same committee. 

y Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of L. E. Brooks and 
other citizens of Mobile, Alabama, that aid be extended the Texas 
and Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clarke County, Alabama, for the 
distribution among the several States of the proceeds of the sale of 
public lands, in aid of popular education—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Smith Brothers, Eastman & 
Lace, and 132 others, citizens of Poughkeepsie, New York, that pro- 
vision be made for the redemption at their full value of the three- 
cent silver coin now in circulation—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

| By Mr. KILLINGER: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
spine the revival of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of W. R. Cone and 152 others, of 
Hartford, Connecticut, against reviving the income tax—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of the publishers of the Farming- 
ton (Maine) Chronicle, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of the manufacturers of linen 
collars, &c., at Troy, New York, for a reduction of the duty on linen 
fabries—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of James Purcell and 30 other citizens of Califor- 
nia, against the extension of time to the Southern Pacific Railroad— 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of 150 citizens of New York City, 
for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 2488) to amend title 53 of the 
Revised Statutes relating to merchant-seamen—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Tho petition of the publisher of the Virden 
(Illinois) Record, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr, MORSE: The petition of the mayor of Boston, Massachu- 
setts, and others, for a survey of Charles River to the head of tide- 
water with a view to the improvement of nayigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


ged | the action of the Committee of Ways an 


By Mr. NEAL: The petitions of J. P. Sampson and 33 others, and 
of Joseph Longstreth and 75 others, citizens of Hocking County, 
Ohio, against any change of the tarifi—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The 


ee of a large number of printers, 
stereotypers, electrotypers, 


ksellers, pc TAr and others, against 

Means in not imposing a 
duty on imported stereotype and electrotype printing plates—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. REA: Three petitions from citizens of Holt and Gentry 
Counties, Missouri, for the application of the proceeds of the sales of 
publie lands to educational purposes—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. : 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of John Thompson, J. F. Kennedy, 
and others, of Illinois, in relation to diseases of swine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STENGER: The petition of 328 citizens of Huntingdon 
County, Pennsylvania, against any change in the tariff laws—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the war claim of Samuel H. 
Sonner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: Petitions from citizens of Cull- 
man and other counties of Alabama, that aid be extended the Texas 
Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route from 
Elba, Alabama, to Uchee Anna, Florida—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petitions of Robert Smith 
and others, of A. K. Burnbam and others, of Timothy Welsh and 
others, of George E. Lillie and others, of Thomas Zimber and oth- 
ers, of Michael Blum and others, of Marks Bearmaun and others, 
of A. Taunenhalz and others, of M. Truba and others, of James 
Burns and others, of Charles Lauthier and oth and of Alfred 
Rooks and others, all of Michigan, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
No. 292) to incorporate the National Iron Molders’ Union of North 
America—to the mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petitions of the publishers of 
the Coos Bay News, Marshfield, Oregon, and of the Corvallis (Oregon) 
Gazette, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 20, 1878. 


Prayer by Rev. J. N. Davis, of Baltimore. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HAMLIN. I mt the memorial of William W. Thomas, of 
Portland, Maine, and something more than 200 merchants, bankers 
and business men of that city, remonstrating against the revival o 
the income tax. I wish to say that these memorialists are among the 
most intelligent and active business men of that city, and I think 
their remonstrance entitled to respect if there is any class of men in 
our community whose opinions are to be en ee They remonstrate 
against it, first, because such a tax is impolitie; second, because it is 
unjust; third, because its fair collection is impossible, and I think that 
will meet the approval of every intelligent man who observed the 
enforcement of the late income-tax law ; and fourth, because it is 
unconstitutional. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of John M. Judah and others, 
citizens of New York City, and heirs of Samuel Judah, deceased, pray- 
ing compensation for are furnished to the continental army dur- 
ing the war of the Revolution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of J, D. Charles and othe 
workingmen of the Reedy River Factory, South Carolina engaged 
in the manufacture of cotton, remonstrating against a reduction of 
the duties on foreign imports, and against the reimposition of the 
war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred tó the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. EATON presented the memorial of Cornelius O'Neil and others, 
business men of Connecticut, remonstrating against the passage of 
any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr, MAXEY presented the petition of A. A. Kennedy & Brother, of 
Dallas County, Texas, praying compensation for cotton taken from 
them by the United States military forces at Rome, Georgia, during 
the late war, and that the papers relating to the case now on file in 
the Treasury and War Departments be called for and made part of 
the petition; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of J. C. Compton and others, 
citizens of Alabama, praying an appropriation by Congress to aid in 
the construction of the Texas and Pacific Railway from Vicksburgh, 
Mississippi, to San Diego, California, I wish to state at the same 
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time that I 5 of the sentiments of the petitioners. I move 
the reference of their petition to the Committee on Railroads. 
The motion was a to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial signed by R. M. Parks, O. 
Garrison, Webb M. Samuel, A. B. Garrison, and 22 others, citizens of 
Saint Louis, Missouri, protesting against the passage of any billreviv- 
ing tho income tax. memorial is printed, and of the same form 
as those which have been sent out from the association, I believe in 
Boston. I thought I had the circular which accompanied it. I pre- 
sent the memorial and ask its reference, without in any wise commit- 
ting myself either to the reasoning or the law, as stated in it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the memorial of B. 8. Nichols & Co. and 
others, of Burlington, Vermant, boiler-makers, machinists, and others 
using steam in their operations, remonstrating against the imposition 
of a higher rate of duty on wrought-iron lap-welded boiler flues and 
tubes than is ch on other manufactures of iron as pro in 
—— pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 


Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of William O. Kelly and others, 
workingmen of Fitchburgh, Massachusetts, engaged in the manufact- 
ure of carpet-warp, remonstrating against a reduction of the duties 
on foreign imports and against the reimposition of the war tax on 
tea and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. I also present the petition of R. B. Forbes and others, 
citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, praying that the life-saving service 
be continued under its present management, This petition is signed 
by pilots and other persons who are liar with the sea and coast, 
master-mariners of t experience, and many ship-owners. The 
first petitioner, Mr. R. B. Forbes, is perhaps as high an authority on 
this subject as any man in the United States. He is an man, 
who has been a very distinguished ship-master and merchant for many 

ears. He has been the president or leading manager of the Humane 
iety in Boston, and he is the gentleman who a generation ago was 
deputed by our Government to take command of the ship which bore 
the relief at the time of the famine in Ireland. Mr. Forbes accom- 
panies this petition with a very well-reasoned and sensible commu- 
nication setting forth his reasons against the transfer of the life-saving 
service, and conveying the opinions of some naval officers of great 
distinction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie upon the table, the 
bill to which it relates having been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG presented the memorial of Aldus Eckman and 
others, citizens of Missouri, remonstrating against the parage of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GROVER presented the petition of C. H. Woodward and others, 
citizens of Portland, Oregon, praying that the Territory of Alaska be 
attached to the district of Oregon for judicial purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a resolution in the nature of a petition of the 
commissioners of Umatilla County, Oregon, praying to be allowed the 
right to construct a road through the Umatilla Indian reservation, 
and to construct a bridge across the Umatilla River, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, 2 a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Florida, in favor of the passage of an act by Co: author- 
izing the State of Florida to incorporate the seminary fund and the 
agricultural college fund of that State into the common school fund, 
and for the application of the income thereof to the support of common 
1 &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of James C. Fox, of Oregon, 
praying for compensation for the destruction by fire of his vessel, the 
steam-tug Sedalia, while in the employ of the United States as a 
tender to the United States dredger employed in dredging the Colum- 
mai and Willamette Rivers; which was referred to the ittee on 
Claims. - 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Chamber of Commerce at Cairo, Mi- 
nois, have determined to memorialize Con to pass the bill pre- 
sented by the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] the 
other day in relation to the improvement of the navigation of the 
e el River. They consider the provisions of the bill as wise 
and calculated to insure the object desired. I present their memo- 
rial in favor of the passage of the bill, and move its reference to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


have been taken and used by the Army of the United States at Jack- 
son, Mississippi, in 1463, submitted an adverse report thereon ; npes 


was ordered to be printed, and the committee were di m 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for a deficiency in 
the miscellaneous fund of the House of Representatives, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. No. 913) for the relief of Nicholas Wax, Michael Granary, 
and Moline Lange, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
repari thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

. HOAR. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 61) for the relief of the Richmond Fe- 
male Institute of Richmond, Virginia, to report it without amend- 
ment, and submit a report thereon. I desire that the report shall be 
printed with a previous report made by the Senator from Missouri 
| Mr. COCKRELL] in the same case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reports will be printed and the bill 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of T. A. Walker, praying to be reimbursed for the amount 
of certain moneys paid by him for clerk hire while acting as register 
of the United States land office at Des Moines, Iowa, submitted a 
report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 954) for the relief of 
Thomas A. Walker. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late collector of 
internal revenue, tenth district, State of Illinois, reported it without 
5 and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 

rinted, 

r. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill G No. 937) to recognize and pay certain claims 
due by the State of West Virginia to citizens thereof, for services 
rendered in a the late rebellion, and which are proper! 
chargeable to the United States, with certain papers connected wit 
those claims, asked to be disc from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


to. 
lr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 366) for the relief of Rollin J. Reeves, asked 
to be disch: from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Claims; which was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. House bill (No. 1135) to authorize the issue of a 
patent of certain lands in the Brothertown reservation, in the State 
of Wisconsin, to the persons selected by the Brothertown Indians, 
was referred, by order of the Senate, to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. As the Brothertown Indians have dissolved their tribal rela- 
tions and have been absorbed into the body of the citizens, and as 
there are no records before the Indian Department 1 the title 
to their lands, the committee believed that the bill should properly 
go to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Indian Affairs will 


be disch from the further consideration of the bill, and it will 
be ref to the Committee on Public Lands if there be no objec- 
tion. 


Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Passed Assistant Engineer Absalom Kirby, 
United States Navy, praying the pay of his present grade from Octo- 
ber 11, 1866, to the date of his commission as a assistant engi- 
neer, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 271) for the relief of W. B. Gasa, Michael Cal- 
laghan, and the estate of John Waters, deceased, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, which was agreed to; and he 
submitted certain reports, which were ordered to be printed, accom- 
pened by the following bills; which were severally read twice by 

eir titles : 

A bill (S. No. 955) for the relief of the estate of John Waters ; 

A bill (S. No. 956) for the relief of W. P. Grace, as the administrator 
of W. B. Gasa ; and 

A bill (S. No. 957) for the relief of Michael Callahan. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 958) for the relief of George Clendenin, jr.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


referred the bill (S. No. 250) for the relief of the National Bank of | Claim 


Western Arkansas, submitted an adverse report thereon, with a 
recommendation that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
Mr. GARLAND. I desire that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee, which will be printed. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Isaac Bloom, of New Orleans, 
Louisiana, praying compensation for personal property alleged to 


8. 
Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unauimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 959) for the protection of homestead settlers 
on the public lands; which was twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 960) for the relief of James C. Fox; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also Fe ae and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. No. 961) for the establishment of a certatn post-route in 
the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 962) granting a pension to William Criddle ; 
Mat was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 963) to amend the record of a naval officer; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 964) for the relief of the owners of the bark 
Grape-shot ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 965) for the relief of Eunice J. Stockwell; 
bela 25 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 966) to establish certain post-routes 
in the State of Nevada; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 967) to repeal the pre-emption laws, and to 
eyes for the sale of timber upon the public lands of the United 

tates; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 968) to provide for the apport of two 
additional district judges in and for the secon 8 circuit; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 969) granting a pension to Mrs. N. E. Bel- 
richards; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 970) for the relief of Samuel B. Brightman; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 

Ordered, That permission be ted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
papers relating to the claim of A. Henderson, late consul at Londonderry, Ireland. 


PRINTING OF PAPERS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
ask an order to have some tables and statements made to the Com- 
mittee on Finance by the Secretary of the Treasury printed for the 
use of the committee. I submit that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

* 


DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. WINDOM. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration : 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall be in 3 pend- 
ing ae 11 a bill, to move to confine debate on amendments thereto to five 
minu 


es by any Senator on tho pending motion, and such motion shall be decided 
without debate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to this resolution! 

Mr. SARGENT. What is the proposition? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from California will see that it is not 
applied to any particular bill. 

r. INGALLS. Does it mean the session of to-day? 

Mr. WINDOM. It includes the whole of this session of the Senate. 
It applies to any appropriation bill, and it may be applied at any 
time pending the consideration of such a bill. 

Mr. ING S. Ithink it is too early to adopt such a rule. Iobject. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to appeal to the Senator a moment and I 
think he will not object, I think the Senate will bear me witness 
that this five-minute rule has not been misapplied or used in any 
means to prevent proper debate. I ask that the resolution be pnt on 
its passage now so that hereafter when a majority of the Senate desire 
to ae Hoe role 975 can do so. 

. If it shall not apply to the pending appropriation 
bill I have no objection to it. 72 5 e 

Mr. WIN DOM. The rule may be applied at any time by a majority 
of the Senate. 

Mr, MORRILL. It may not apply to the pending amendments. 

Mr. WINDOM. It may not be en to the 8 amendments 
on the bill which is under debate, if Senators desire. 

Mr, SARGENT. All right. 

Peni WINDOM. If there is objection the resolution must go over, 
of course. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not object, with the limitation stated. I do 
not want to be cut off on the pending appropriation bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is the same rule heretofore adopted. p 


Mr. INGALLS. T object. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution goes 
over. 
TIMBER CULTURE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that we again proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 396. A 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 395) to amend 
section 2464 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the cultivation of 
timber on the public domain. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I ask for the reading of the bill as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the bill as 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows; 

Be it enacted, £e. That section 2464 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as foilows, to wit: 

“Every person who plants, protects, and keeps in a healthy growing condition for 
ten years ten acres of valuable forest timber, the trees thereon not being more than 
four feet apart each way, on any quarter section of the public lands, il be enti- 
tled to a patent for quarter section at the expiration of ten years, on making 
proof of such fact by not less than two credible witnesses; Provided, That only 
ee in any section shall be thus granted, and that only 1 section 

be thus granted to any one person: And provided further, That any person 
who shall have heretofore planted and cultivated trees not more than twelve feet 
apart each way to the extent of twenty acres or more on one quarter section, and 
who shall in all other respects comply with the requirements of this act, shall be 
entitled to its privileges and benefits.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
nens poepoe. by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to strike 
out all of the bill after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 2464 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. President, during the discussion yesterday when 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD ] was stating what I 
thought to be very valid objections to the bill, a suggestion was mado 
that a proposition embodying the idea of my amendment should be 
presented in the proper form for discussion. I therefore offered the 
amendment substantially agreeing with the idea, I desire now to 
say to the Senate that I am not in a position to be informed relative 
to the merits of this bill nor am I sufficiently informed as to the effect 
of the re of the section. It is a question that I have not studied 
at all. I merely presented the amendment in order that it might pro- 
voke some discussion and to see what ought to be done with the sub- 
ject. Lask, therefore, the leave of the Senate to withdraw the amend- 
ment. I do not desire to antagonize the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator may withdraw his amend- 
ment without the leave of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator withdraws the amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. SARGENT. After the word “person” in tine 6, I move fur- 
ther to amend by aking “being an adult citizen of the United 
pigie or who has dec his intention to become a citizen;” so as 
to : 


* 
Every person being an adult citizen of the United States, or who has declared 
his intention to become a citizen, who plants, protects, and keeps in a healthy 
growing condition for ten years ten acres of valuable forest timber, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall vote against this bill. I 
do not see any propriety in giving away all the public lands upon 
every possible pretext that can arise. The proposition of the bill is 
simply that when any person on the public domain and plants 
a certain quantity of trees and keeps them for ten years, the land 
shall be given to him. There has been a large donation in one way 
or other of the public domain, and this is another effort to take a 
slice off the public lands of this country. I do not believe that it is 
wise legislation to be giving away the public lands, which in years 

ast were a source of revenue to this Government, and the proceeds 
m. the sale of them came to the relief of the tax-payers of the coun- 
ay I see no advantage whatever to arise to the Government in con- 
sideration of this donation of the public lands. It is simply a gratu- 
ity to any one who will go upon land and plant trees, for he is to 
become the owner of a certain tract of land at the b of ten 
years. I therefore, for one, shall vote against this bill. 

Mr, PADDOCK. I want to say just one word in answer to the 
Senator from Delaware. While the legislation he speaks of seems 
to be e and too generous, I wish to state to him that by 
reason of just such liberal legislation as that there has grown up 
west of the Missouri Riyer the State of Nebraska, which to-day in 
respect of internal revenue paid for the support of this Government 
stands the twentieth on the list. It pays more money into the Treas- 
ury of the United States through its revenue than sixteen or seven- 
teen States, among which I may name the State that my friend rep- 
resents. It pays more in the way of internal-revenue taxes than the en- 
tire a te paid by eight of the older States which I could name. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It may be true, Mr. President, that the State 
which the Senator represents pays a large amount in the public Treas- 
ury; but I do not see that because her people pay their just propor- 
tion of the public expenses the Government of this country is under 
5 to donate to every citizen of Nebraska or Kansas or any 
of the Western States a portion of the public domain. The States 
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along the Atlantic coast to which the Senator has referred have been 
exceedingly liberal. They haye had no grants of public lands for 
educational purposes or otherwise; and yet the State which the Sen- 
ator represents and other States have large donations of the 
public lands for educational purposes and for railroad purposes and 
for various other purposes. 

Besides that, I say the history of this country proves that a very 
large proportion of the public domain has been given as gratuities to 
corporations and to the citizens of those Western States; and it ill 
becomes the Senator, because they have grown under the liberal pat- 
ronage of this Government into large States, paying large amounts 
of revenue, now to rise in his place and say that his State pays a 
much larger revenue than many of the States in the eastern section 
of the country. Why, sir, but for our States along the eastern border, 
the thirteen original States, that sent out there colonists and planted 
the new States, they would not have been in existence to-day. We 
have been exceedingly liberal to them and are willing to be perfectly 
just; but we are not willing, after there has been such bounty and 
liberality extended toward the Western States, that they shall come 
in here and demand a larger slice of the public 5 

I shall call for the yeas and nays on the pa of this bill, so that 
we may see who is willing to give away more of the public domain. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I just want to say that I did not mean to speak 
one word of disparagement of those States. I only wished to remind 
them that we had used the opportunities which they had given us 
most valuably for the Government and the country. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, so much has been said within the 
last two days in the line of remark pursued by my friend from Del- 
aware that I feel inclined to say a single word on the same subject. 
For one, representing anew western State, I want to thank our friends 
from the older States for their wise statesmanship. I think they have 
dealt generously with the new States of the West; but when it is 
stated, as it has been by the Senator from Delaware and others, that 
all these grants of lands are gratuitics, I must be permitted to take 
exception to that word. The grants made for railroads in the West 
are not gratuities. They were not so regarded when they were madé. 
The principle upon which they are made shows that they are not now 
re ed as gratuities; they never have been so regarded. When 
you granted the odd sections you doubled the price of the even sec- 
tions, so that you get from the settlers precisely the same as if you 
had never granted one acre of land to railroads. Is that then a gra- 
tunity? I think not, Mr. President. 

Tt was said by several Senators yesterday that by the homestead 
act you gave away the lands to the western settler. Upon what con- 
dition did you do it? Upon the principle proclaimed at the time that 
five years’ occupation and improvements were of more value to the 
Government than the lands themselves. I believe that is the fact to- 
day. Every acre of land settled upon under the homestead law has 
been of more value to the Government than if sold for one dollar and 
a quarter an acre. So that I do not see where this gratuity comes in. 
I must eay that our friends have dealt fairly and honorably and gen- 
erously, but we have paid back a foll equivalent, yes, more than a 
hundred-fold in the increase of natural wealth, in widening the basis 
of taxation and in actual taxes paid for every dollar that has been 
voted as so-called gratuities. That is all I want to say. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, what is the condition of the bill? 
Has it been ordered to be engrossed yet? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. The question is, shall it be 
en for a third reading. f 

ir, SARGENT. Before that question is taken I wish to move an 
amendment to insert in the last line, after the word “benefits,” the 
words “to the extent of one quarter section only.“ I have no doubt 
the friends of the bill will accept this in the same spirit in which 
they accepted a previous amendment I offered, providing that only 
one quarter section in a section shall be ted, and that only one 
quarter section shall be granted to a single person. 

Mr. President, of course the friends of the bill in the Senate de- 
sire that there shall be honest tree-planting, that forest culture shall 
take place upon the prairies; and that will be a very great State 
benefit, and induce important climatic changes as well as furnishing 
valnable wood for commercial urposes and for mechanical and other 
purposes; but they do not desire that the bill shall be made a means 
of speculation, or that under the cover of this bill persons who here- 
tofore have strained previous legislation for speculative purposes for 
their benefit shall receive at our hands now a sanction of such con- 
duct. I provide that persons who have heretofore planted and culti- 
vated trees twelve feet apart shall have all the benefits of this bill to 
the extent of a quarter section, which is all the benefit to be allowed 
to any one hereafter planting trees under it. I think there can be 
no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from California. 

The amendment was a; d to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to amend the bill by inserting after the 
word “ timber,” in line 7, the words “not including cottonwood, Pop- 
lar, and willow.” I presume, as a matter of course, the friends of the 
bill desire to have some sort of timber that shall be of some value, if 
planted and cultivated for ten years. Now, it is a very easy matter 
to take a kind of timber that can be grown by cuttings and sticking 
down a single joint of it over ten acres of land. 


Mr. SAUNDERS, What kind of timber. 


Mr. MORRILL. Take the poplar or willow. I only suggest this 
to the friends of the bill. I think it ought to be something of some 
value, and not merely sticks. Of course, there is a great variety of 
forest trees, and some of them are worth twenty and even forty times 
more than others, Take the ailanthus, that seems to be under the 
ban here; yet if it is grown in quantities, after a reasonable time it 
becomes valuable timber, and that can be grown as easily as willow 


or 9 4 75 
o VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator. from Vermont. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I would much rather the bill should 
be defeated altogether than that the amendment should be adopted. 
If my friend from Vermont was as wise in reference to the cultiva- 
tion of timber in the West, particularly upon the plains west of the 
Missouri River, as he is with reference to its cultivation in the State 
of Vermont, he certainly would consider that he had moved a very 
absurd amendment. The cottonwood is the pioneer tree of the plains; 
its growth is rapid, its shade is delightful; it is a valuable tree for 
lumber and for fuel ; the most valuable tree we can have on the plains, 
that we can produce rapidly ; and it would be the severest hardship 
upon ae forest-culture of that region if the cottonwood should be 
excepted. 

Me MORRILL, Does the Senator object ? 

Mr. PADDOCK, I will state to the Senator in addition that I have 
on my farm in the State of Nebraska a grove of cottonwood that I 
value as highly as I should one of any other varieties of trees that 
could be pl upon the land, 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the Senator attach the same value to the 


willow and to the poplar? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Willow and poplar have not been cultivated there 
yet at all, and I do not know, It is well enough to leave it as it is 
and let those who are interested in forest-culture in that country de- 
termine for themselves what varieties they will select. They will be 
sure to select those varieties which will grow most rapidly and be 
most productive and useful to them when grown. 

I hope my friend will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I certainly concur with the remarks made by the 
Senator from Nebraska with reference to the kind of timberthat should 
be planted there. The cottonwood tree should not be excluded from 
the kind of trees to be planted under this act. As I understand i 
the cottonwood tree is used even for lumber, sawed into lumber an 
used for ies Lactawrs 

Mr. PADDOCK. In! sections of my State that is true, 

Mr. McMILLAN, And it is certainly a very fine shade- tree; and so 
far as the cultivation of forests on the prairies is concerned for the 
purposes of moisture, it is very valuable. These trees are cultivated 
in my own State, The tree is regarded as a very valuable tree in the 
West, and I should be very sorry to have such an exception made. 

Mr. MORRILL. I modify my amendment by striking ont “ cotton- 
wood ;” so as to read,“ not inc! aring poplar and willow.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 hope my friend the Senator from Vermont will 
not insist on any such amendment, Iam sure,if họ were familiar 
with the prairie country, where there is an entire absence of trees, he 
would not insist on any such amendment as this. 

Mr. GROVER. If this bill is to become a law, I think the exclu- 
sion proposed by the Senator from Vermont would be improper. In 
the western country there are many classes of land which will not 
produce every kind of trees. The cottonwood is the most favored 
tree in some directions as to its growth, and it will grow in some 
places and not grow in others. In California there is the eucalyptus 
tree; it is imported from Australia, and will grow very rapidly and 
furnishes valuable timber. In Oregon we can grow the cottonwood 
in certain districts where we cannot grow other trees. As to limiting 
the bill to any particular class of trees, I think it would be improper, 
for the reason that the settler will grow the most valuable timber the 
land will produce. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I hope that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont will not prevail. The advantage of this bill to 
the settler is to give him in the first place timber. It gives it to the 
country as well as to the individual; but the advantage is that it 
gives him timber. The quickest growth we have, the most rapid 
growth we have in the West at any rate, is our cottonwood; and a 
man can in a very few years, in fact in two or three years, raise his 
own fire-wood out of cottonwood, using it for stove purposes, while 
he cannot with other kinds, the more valuable, such as walnut and 
oak and the like. It takes a number of years, twice as long, three 
times as long probably, to raise it. The object of this is to secure 
the cultivation of timber, to encourage the settlement of the coun- 
ty and cause the land to be cultivated. 

will say to Senators that no man can afford to take advantage of 
this bill for the speculation in it. He has got to wait ten years before 
he can get title tothe land, and a man had better go and pay $200 for 
his tract if he has the money at all. The cultivator of the land, the 
a bol will be more interested than anybody else in the kind of tim- 
r he puts out, and certainly it would be no advantage to him to put 
out that kind which would be valueless. He wants a certain amoun 
at any rate, of these rapid growths of timber, and on that account 
hope this amendment will not prevail. 
will state while on the floor just this one thing, which has not 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1895 


been noticed by some other Senators, that this is not a gratuity or any 
great advantage to the West more than it is to any other part of the 
country. We are inviting immigration; we are inviting settlers to 
our country, and we invite them from Delaware and from Vermont, 
and every other State, and they have the same advantages exactly 
that we of the West have or that our people have, and consequently 
this is a thing, if there is any gratuity about it, which belongs to the 
whole nation, and to no one State or one Territory alone. 

I hope this amendment will not prevail, and that the bill will pass 
as it has now been eg 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was rejected. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. KERNAN and Mr. SAULSBURY called for the yeas and na 
yt ny were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 39, nays 12; 
as follows: 


YEAS—39. 

ý Conover, Kell Ro! 
00 
Barnum, 2 3 38 
Poot Garland, Matthews, Teller,” 
Butler, Gordon, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, Morgan, Wadleigh, 
Chaffee, ‘oar, Morrill Win 
Cockrell, owe, Padd Withers. 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 

NATS—12. 

K Eaton, Hill, Merrimon, 
Beck?” Harris, Jobnston, bury, 
Davis of W. Va., Hereford, Kernan, Whyte. 

ABSENT—3. 

Allison, Davis of Illinois, Kirkwood, Transom, 
boy Dawes, wy phos 5 

Dennis, cPherson, urman, 
Burnside, Edmunds, Maxey, Wallace, 
Cameron of Pa, Hamlin, Oglesby, 
Christiancy, Ingalls, Pa 
Conkling, Jones of Florida, Randolph, 


So the bill was passed. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. WIN bo, BLAINE, and 
WITHERS as the conferees on the part of the Senate upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. ) making ap- 
propriations for the 2 of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the ¢oncurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3972) fixing the fees of clerks of the United States 
district and cireuit courts; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3973) fixing compensation of United States marshals 
and deputies, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had ponos the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 21) filling an existing vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The seen further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2887) to authorize the granting of an American 
register to a foreign-built ship for the purposes of the Woodruff sci- 
entific expedition around the world; and 

A bill (S. No. 611) to extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance 
Company of the City of Washington. 


ROBERT H. CHILTON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. GORDON. _ I ask the Senate to take up House bill No. 3721. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. GORDON. I will state that it will take but a moment. It is 
a bill I have been seeking to have passed for some time, removing 
disabilities, 

Mr. THURMAN. If it gives rise to debate I reserve the right to 
call for the ar order, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the bill re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Georgia will be considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 3721) to remove the 
political disabilities of Robert H. Chilton was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

Mr. GORDON. I ask for the reading of a telegram from the War 
Department in order to give the information which is usual. 

e Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Hon. J. B. GORDON, ae at 
United States Senate: 
Paymaster Robert H. Chilton tendered his resignation in April, 1861. The re- 


made at the time before his resignation was that he had no unsettled accounts 
8 


GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed by a two-thirds vote. 
JUDGE W. n. WHITTAKER. 
Mr. THURMAN. I call for the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The essere orderis the bill reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary relative to the Pacific Railroads, on 
which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is entitled to the 


oor, 

Mr. HOWE. Task the Senator from Ohio to allow me to offer a 
Pee lc at this time simply to have it printed, and not for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. THURMAN, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOWE, I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the publio 
interest, to inform the Senate whether W. R. Whittaker, who recently presided in 
the ny ead criminal court of the parish of Orleans, was formerly employed either 
in the internal-revenue oras assistant treasurer at New Orleans ; if so, dur- 
ing what period of time ; whether in either of said capacities the said Whittaker is 
a defaulter to the United States, and to what amount, and under what circum- 
„ whiwhat result; Whether such proceeding hdn pootingz 
or, if discontinued, when they were discontinued, and by 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to this resolution? 

Mr. HOWE. I simply ask that the resolution may lie on the table 
and be printed, and I want to say this at home, and here, and else- 
where. I have been accused from time to time of not having yielded 
that cordial support to what is known as the President's policy which 
was due from me as a republican of some standing; and if it would 
suit the convenience of the Senate, on Monday next at one o clock, 
I would like to take up this resolution and submit some remarks by 
way of excusing myself so far as I am able. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin that he be allowed to call up this reso- 
lution on Monday next after the morning hour? The Chair hears 
none. It will be ed as an order of the Senate, and meanwhile 
the resolution will lie on the table and be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. J 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from Oregon to yield to me for 
& moment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to ask the consent of the Senate that at 
the close of the remarks of the Senator from Oregon the railroad 
bill may be laid aside informally and the appropriation bill be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To the suggestion of the Senator from 
Minnesota the Chair hears no objection. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur ap- 
proved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress 
3 J us 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 

. MITC L. . President, the questions presented for the 
consideration and determination of the Senate by the two bills now 
under consideration are of no ordinary character. On the contrary, 
they are of vital interest to the Government, involving matters of 
ponia account with its Treasury of over $150,000,000. It is there- 

‘ore a subject that well challenges the most serious attention of 
every Senator. From oTe stand-point, its every phase, its length, 
its breadth, its height, its depth, its present attitude, and its future 

robabilities and possibilities, its effect upon the nation’s Treasury, 
its relations to past legislative action, its ings on contracts be- 
tween Government and citizens, its influence on vested rights and 
obligations attached, and its status as affected by legislative reserva- 
tions in the congressional enactments ont of and from which the 
whole subject of present controversy emanated, should, and I doubt 
not will, receive the closest scrutiny of all. 

Any question that involves, as does this one, the adoption of means 
whereby the enormous sum of over $150,000,000 may be saved to the 
Treasury of the United States embarrassed as is the Government in 
this instance by prior liens, adverse decisions of the highest courts 
in the land, and divers other complications of equally grave character, 
is one that imperatively calls for the exercise of the very highest order 
of statesmanship. That in a case so ord pi in its very nature and 
of such immense magnitude there should be differences of opinion 
as to the methods that should be adopted and the ways and means 
that should be incorporated into law, is not by any means stran 
The very fact that the members of the great law committee of the 
Senate, composed, as is the Judiciary Committee of this body, of 
Senators pre-eminent in the profession of the law, should, after 
wrestling in little less than mortal agony over this great subject for 
four months and nineteen days, be unable to agree as to the true 
extent of power which Congress can rightfully exercise in reference 
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to this question, and which it ought to exercise in point of practical 
economy and business sense, must conclusively show, at once aud to 
all, the gravity of the questions involved, whether ed from a 
constitutional or economic stand-point. Nor is it less strange that 
npon the one great fundamental 1 namely, the imperative 
duty resting upon Congress to take immediate steps by the prompt 
exercise of whatever pomar we possess, our action being molded in 
the light of reason and justice and right and fair dealing and finan- 
cial honesty and financial sense, to guard the Treasury of the United 
States by the creation of a fund for the liquidation of this enormous 
indebt there should be no difference of opinion whatever. 
Upon this proposition we are all united; in reference to this there is 
no diversity of thought. 

This being so, we have before us two bills, both having in view the 
same purpose, each joking to the same common end; that purpose 
being the preservation of the rights of the Government, final 
reimbursement to the Government of the loan made by it to these 
corporations in aid of the construction of a transcontinental high- 
way. 

Having said this much, I pass directly to the subject before us. 
The amount of bondsissued by the United States upon the lines now 
comprised in the Central Pacific Railroad under what are known as 
the Pacific Railroad acts of 8 were the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company of California, on main line from Ogden to Sacramento, 
$25,885,120; the Western Pacific Railroad Company, on 1233 miles, 
from Sacramento to San José, and which was consolidated with the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company in comformity with the laws of the 
State of California, June 22, 1870, $1,970,560; making a total to what 
is now the Central Pacific Railroad 152 85 of $27,855,680. The 
subsidy in United States bonds loaned to nion Pacific Railroad 
Company was 827,236,512. 

These bonds mature on an average about the year 1898. The Gov- 
ernment is and has been paying the interest thereon. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, as stated by the honorable Senator from 
IIlinois [Mr. Davis] the other day, and who was an honored member 
of that court when the decision was made, has decided in the case of 
The United States vs. The Union Pacific Railroad Company (1 Otto 
72) that the Pacific Railroad Companies are not bound to pay or refund 
the interest to the Government before the maturity of the principal 
of the bonds issued to them by the United States. here is there- 
fore, under the Pacific Railroad acts of 1862 and 1864, as construed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, no part of either principal 
or interest of these bonds due or payable from the railroad companies 
to the Government until the maturity of the principal of the bonds, 
save and except an amount equal, as the same may accrue, to the one- 
half of the Government transportation account, and 5 per cent. on the 
net earnings of the company. And no present security for any part 
of this vast amount of money when due, save a second mortgage on 
the rights and property of the companies, subordinate asit is to a prior 
lien of an amount equal to the principal of the Government bonds 
and such annual amount as may arise from the one-half of the cost of 
Government transportation, and 5 per cent. of the net earnings from 
the date of the completion of the road. 

Considering, therefore, the vast sum total of this indebtedness 
when it matures; amountity, as it will at maturity, after crediting 
all payments the companies are bound to make under existing laws, 
to about $120,000,000; and considering the very unsatisfactory, in- 
sufficient, and precarious security for its liquidation when it does 
ma whatever may be the limits or non-limits of e 
power in the premises, it occurs to me, inasmuch as donbts of the 
gravest character must and do unquestionably exist as to the question 
of jurisdiction in Congress to compel arbitrary terms of settlement, 
it becomes of paramount e ys ne to the interests of the í 
that if any measure can be devised that will by ee reasonable pos- 
sibility meet with the approval and ee of these companies 
and in the end cancel this indebtedness by the payment to the Gov- 
ernment of every dollar, principal and interest, that it should at once 
receive the legislative sanction of Con t is wise, and just, and 
right, that we should go to the extreme limit of undisputed legisla- 
tive power in compelling these corporations to reimburse the Gov- 
ernment for its munificent aid in the construction of this great trans- 
continental highway. It is no more than the dictate of self-protec- 
tion, of wise statesmanship, of simple justice to the Treasury, and 
the whole people, that we should step to the very verge of our un- 
questioned constitutional authority in the creation of methods where- 
by the interests of the Government shall be protected against the in- 
evitableresults of what perhaps may be considered by many as hasty, 
improvident, and unwise legislation fourteen and sixteen years ago. 

o do this is to hasten the end of a controversy that for the past 
ten years has been a disturber of legislation in Congress and in State 
Legislatures, and a standing obstruction to speedy justice in other 
cases in our forums of justice, State and Federal; a controversy where- 
in the Government has almost invariably come out second-best, as will 
be seen by a reference to two instances. The Government claimed 
that interest on the United States bonds w. en by the companies 
to the United States, as the same was paid each six months to the 
bondholder. The companies contended that the interest was not due 
until the principal of the bonds matured. Congress and the Treasury 
Department took the side of the Government as against the companies, 
The companies appealed to the common arbiter, the Supreme Court 
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of the United States, and what was the resnlt? The claim of Con- 
ss and the Treasury Department went down before the unanimous 

dec ari of that court as unfounded and one that could not be main- 
ned. 

Again, the Government insisted that the 5 per cent. of the net earn- 
ings should be ng te: from the date of continuity of rail between 
Omaha and San cisco. The companies denied the claim and 
again appealed to one of the circuit courts of the United States, in- 
sisting as they did that the payment of the 5 per cent. should not 
commence until 1874, at which time the road was accepted as com- 
pleted by the Government, and again the court decided against tho 
claim of the Government, and the railroad companies triumphed and 
with fresh courage went forth, I doubt not, determined to dispute to 
the end every inch of disputable ground whenever they conceived 
their rights under former tees of the Government to have been 
infringed. And who can blame them, I inquire, for prolonging a con- 
troversy in reference to what they claim to be their v rights so 
long as the highest courts in the land decide unanimously in their 

vor. 

For Congress, therefore, Mr. President, in its attempts to protect 
the Treasury by the creation of a sinking fund, to tread upon seriously 
aipate ground of constitutional power will, in my humble judgment, 
so far from accomplishing its purpose, but serve to perpetuate in these 
halls a controversy which year after year will obtrude its hydra- 
headed presence at every session and to the serious obstruction of 
public business; whose Briarean arms will beat back year after year 
the necessary legislation of the land, while your courts from San 
Francisco to Boston will not be free for the next generation from the 
presence of these giant suitors. 

If it be true that Con has the power, clear and indisputable, 
to compel these companies to conform to such terms as we may dic- 
tate, and this exercise of power is one that the courts will unques- 
tionably sustain and enforce by judicial decree, and such exercise is 
not in contravention of the principles of natural justice and equity 
and fair dealing, then unquestionably there should be no hesitation 
upon the part of any Senator to vote such a proposition. But if this 
is not so, if this power is one full of doubt and uncertainty, one that 
may lead to conflict of opinion among judges and to diverse decisions 
of courts, then by its exercise we not only fail to accomplish the 
desired end, but instead give vitality, longevity, and magnitude, if 
not immortality itself, to the greatest judicial, administrative, and 
legislative controversy of the age. 

then, Mr. President, we can secure the of a measure for 

the creation of a sinking fund that will at the maturity of this indebt- 
edness either pay the whole debt, principal and interest, dollar for 
dollar, or do that which is equivalent, pay at maturity dollar for dollar 
over two-thirds of the whole amount or over $100,000,000, and amply 
secure the payment of the balance with interest thereon poganie semi- 
annually—and this is 8 what the substitute which I favor pro- 
poses—with areasonable prospect of securing the assent and co-opera- 
tion of the companies, thus putting an end forever to this great liti- - 

tion, will it not, I inquire, be intinitely better for the Government, 

tter for the Treasury of the United States, better for all concerned 
than it would be to trench upon constitutional ground of doubtful 
character, enact a measure for a sinking fand that will encounter con- 
tinued and prolonged litigation and controversy in Congress, in the 
administrative departments of the Government, and in State Legisla- 
tures; with no certainty as to the hamn uniformity of decision ; 
or I will add, even though a result favorable to the Government coul 
after yos of litigation be expected in the end? 

And this leads me to speak of the two measures proposed —the one 
reported by a majority of the Judiciary Committee, the other unani- 
mously by the Committee on Railroads, the latter of which is now 
ee as a substitute for the former by the motion of the honorable 

nator from Ohio, who reported it, [Mr. MatrHews.] 1 shall speak 
of them separately, and first as to the bill reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. And here I must be permitted to state that no 
Senator on this floor not a member of that committee, much less one 80 
humble as myself, ought to attempt to criticise a measure reported by 
that committee in reference to the legal propositions involved with- 
out the utmost diffidence and most profound respect. I am not in- 
sensible to the fact that the chairman of that committee stands, and 
justly too, at the American bar as well as in the American Senate, 
conceded by all, as ong of the clearest, ablest, and most profound of 
the constitutional and statutory lawyers of his time. Nor am I un- 
mindful of the fact that able, experienced judges and profound jurists 
are hiscompanions and co-workers on that committee; and knowing 
this, I would hesitate long before joining issue with their report were 
it not for the fact that issue has y been joined in sudgment and 
opinion, as I am advised not only by very many able lawyers of 
the Senate not members of that committee, but also by others whose 
ability as constitutional and statutory lawyers no one will question, 
who are members of that committee. 

While, therefore, Mr. President, I favor the creation of a sinking 
fund that will fully indemnify the Government dollar for dollar for 
the $150,000,000 and over that will be due from these companies about 
the year 1900, I oppose the measure reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee ; first, because I believe it to be a measure clearly beyond our 
constitutional power to enact; and, second, because I believe it to be 
one, even had we the power to pass it and compel its enforcement 
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against these companies through the judicial tribunals, that is nape 
oppressive, and contrary to the true spirit of our institutions, an 
aloes all one that is not in the true interests of the Government; a 
measure that the companies could, if disposed, by a manipulation of 
their various accounts of operating expenses, construction accounts, 
accounts with branch roads, &c., evade and render inoperative to a 
very „ in so far as any good results to the Government are 
concerned. 

But to the principal objection, and first as to the question of power. 
By the acts of 1862 and 1864, known as the Pacific Railroad acts, the 
United States said to these eed ge in substance and effect, You 
are anthorized to build a rai across the continent from the Mis- 
sonri River to the Pacific Ocean. You are authorized to issue your 
bonds to an n mile equal to an amount the Government will 
issue in your aid. You can mort; your road and property to se- 

yment of the principal and interest of your first-mortgage 
bonds. The Government willaid you with its bonds toa large amount 
and will the interest semi-annually. These bonds and accrued 
interest shall at the maturity of the eee of the bonds be refunded 
to the Government by the companies. e only provision that the 
companies by this legislation were called upon to make for the liqui- 
dation of these advances by the Government, was the one-half of the 
Government transportation account, and 5 per cent. of their net earn- 
ings from the time of the completion of the roads. The road was to 
be built within a certain time and upon certain conditions, the Gov- 
ernment was to have priority of the use of the same, and it was to be 
kept in “repair and use,” and they were not to permit it to remain 
“out of repair and unfit for use.” 
The companies accepted these terms and built the road, several 
ears prior to the time fixed for its completion in the ; and 
it is not contended, I believe, that they have not maintained it in all 
respects, in so far as these questions are concerned, in accordance 
with the terms of the charter. Now, then, what is the proposition of 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee? It is, in brief, as 1 understand 
it, a proposition to compel these companies, without their consent, 
first, to submit to aretention by the Government of the whole amount 
of money earned by them for Government transportation, the one-half 
of which is to be applied at once to the payment of interest paid and 
to be paid by the Government on the bonds issued in aid of the com- 
panies, and the other half to remain in the Treasury as a part of the 
sinking fund—which, by the way, is in direct conflict with the act of 
1864, under which these companies built their road, which provides 
that one-half of the e ee account shall be paid over to the 
companies; second that these companies shall pay, respectively, into 
the Treasury of the United States toward such sinking fund, semi- 
annually, such sum as shall be n to make the 5 per cent. of the 
net earnings of its road payable to the United States under the act 
of 1862, and which is still to be applied to interest as heretofore; and 
the whole sum earned by them respectively as compensation for serv- 
ices rendered for the United States, together with the sum so paid in 
every six months, amount in the aggregate to 25 per cent. of the whole 
net earnings of such companies, res vib i 

And, third, the net earnings are defined by the bill to mean such 
amount as shall remain after deducting from the gross amount of the 
earnings the necessary expenses actually paid within the year in 
operating the road and keeping the same in a state of repair, and 
ABUA same paid by the companies respectively within the year in 
discharge of interest on their first-mort bonds, whose lien has 
priority over the lien of the United States, and excluding from con- 
sideration all sums owing or paid by said oo respectively for 
interest on any other portion of their indeb 

These are the principal salient points of the measure. There are 
other most extraordinary, and as I think I shall be able to show in 
some respects incongruous sections and solecistic provisions to which 
I shall attract attention as I shall proceed with my t. For 
the present I confine myself to the three | gehen points named in 
considering the question of the power and right of ct ag to pass 
the bill repo by the Judiciary Committee. That this bill eae 
poses in these essential particulars to make a new contract with these 
companies without their consent, it seems to me is too plain for serious 
argument. 

t is not a mere exercise of legislative control over the earnings or 
assets of a corporation for the benefit of its creditors where the Legis- 
lature from which the corporate existence sprang is not bound by 
the fetters of its own previous stipulations and solemn agreements. 
It is another and entirely different case. It increases the amount of 
the annual payments; it contravenes the terms of the original con- 
tract between the Government and these companies by withholding 
the whole instead of the one-half of the moneys earned for Govern- 
ment transportation. It virtually sets aside the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in providing in effect for the pay- 
ment of interest years before it is due. My friend from Michigan 
makes a note of that assertion. I admit it does not provide in terms, 
but it does provide in effect, just as I have stated. It impairs the 
obligation of the original contract in various ways. It encroaches 
upon the rights of the prior creditors and bondholders of the compa- 
nies in taking ion by force of law of the assets to which they 
Lave aright to look not only for the payment of their annual interest 
but for the ultimate redemption of their bonds at maturity, and which 
assets or earnings they have a right to expect shall only be controlled, 
managed, and disposed of by their debtors or with their consent. 


cure the 


it invades the sanctity of judicial domain unwarrantably as 
1 believe d by 


ieve with the strong arm of arbitrary 
legal enactment attempts to declare what 
earnings, not of a corporation to be created-—— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. For the future only. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am coming to that. I will say to my friend 
from Michigan, not in reference to matters arising out of future con- 
tract and future operations under a new contract, but of a corporation 
created sixteen years ago and in reference to rate operations 
carried on in pursuance of a contract in esse made between the Gov- 
ernment and these companies by solemn ive enactment. 

Admit, as su y the gentleman, that the provisions of the 
Judiciary Committee bill only apply to the earnings in the future, 
that does not help the matter by any manner of means; it does not 
change the principle. Itistherefore, in my judgment, and in the judg- 
ment of the committee of which I happen to be chairman, a forced 
pence of the private property of a corporation in payment of 
a debt not due, either principal or interest, for twenty reat to come, 
not only without its consent but in plain eee of the rights of 
other and preferred creditors, and creditors so preferred not at the 
mere will of the corporations themselves but by the solemn act of the 
gy raaro and executive branches of the Government in 1864. 

o order of ee, in my judgment, of any military com- 
mander during the late war, invaded domain of private right 
with more aggressive assumption than does this measure. It not only 
trespasses upon the rights of the prior bondbolders in one respect by 
deprivin eir debtor of the management of its own funds, but 
gives such bondholders unwarrantable preferences over the Govern- 
ment in another respect, in the distribution of the fund, but by ex- 
cluding from consideration in the determination of what are net earn- 
ings any interest paid to the innumerable other creditors of the 
companies, it diminishes the means forthe payment of these princi 
debts and tends inevitably to postpone their payment, and in this 
manner affects injuriously the 1 of creditors both here and for 
aught I know in other lands, who have contracted with these com- 
panies in various ways without any knowledge or expectation of this 
proposen legislative sequestration of the property of their debtor; 
and upon the credit and status òf which companies and their finan- 
cial condition, responsibilities, and ponen as fixed by the terms of 
the acts of Congress of 1862 and 1864, and their acceptance of the 
same and the rights that had grown up thereunder in favor of such 
companies, their credit was extended to them. 

It is therefore, in short, a proposed legislative confiscation of pri- 
vate property under the pretense of creating a sinking fund to liqui- 
date at maturity a now immature indebtedness, Can such a propo- 
sition stand in law? Will it successfully resist the application of 
sound principles of legal ass gle pt when applied to it by the 
court from the bench? I apprehend not; and in addition to these 
objections, there is still another of grander import, of weightier inter- 
est and more far-reaching in its baneful consequences, as affecting 
the credit of the nation itself, and that is, in my judgment it tram- 
ples with impunity upon the faith of this Government, which in 1862 
and 1864 was through the solemnity of the highest exercise of legis- 
lative power voluntarily pledged to these companies. 

That Legislatures, and Congresses, and courts, if not restricted by 
the very terms of the charter, or by rights that have lawfully vested 
in the rightful exercise of corporate franchises under the terms of 
the charter, may exercise a certain control over the earnings of cor- 
porations for the preservation of such corporate earnings and the 
protection of the rights of creditors, there can be doubt. Such an 
exercise of such a power in such a case is but an incident 9 
attaching to all corporate rights, the enforcement of which is re- 
served to Legislatures and courts under well-recognized principles 
of legal jurisprudence applicable to corporate existence, but like all 
other reservations of power, whether implied or Uae soonest it may be 
restricted, limited, or altogether suspended or absolutely destroyed ; 
not only by the express or implied terms of the charter itself, under 
which sacred rights of property have vested, and solemn obligations 
have been created, but by the contract itself. 

In this case, Congress, in the acts of 1862 and 1864, after defining 
the character and extent of the aid it gave these companies, namely, 
certain bonds and interest thereon, no part of which with certain 
exceptions named should be repayable to the Government by the 
companies for thirty roceeded to define the character and 
extent of the obligations of the companies with reference to the can- 
cellation of thisloan. The maximum limit of these obligations prior 
to the maturity of the whole debt was the payment to the Govern- 
ment of one-half of the earnings for Government transportation and 
5 per cent. of the net earnings from the date of the completion of the 
road. These items, and these alone, by the terms of the origina) con- 
tract were to be contributed by the companies toward the redemption 
of this loan until the loan itself matured. : 

Does not this, then, constitute a clear limitation of the power of 
Congress and upon the right of Congress to compel the payment ofa 

sum—a sum equal to 25 per cent. of the net earnings—under 
the pretense of creating a sinking fund? But what is the answer to 
this argument? I endeavor to state it fairly and give to it the 
benefit of all that can be said in its favor. It is that the reservation 
in the Pacific Railroad acts of the right to alter, amend, or repeal is 
itself a of the original contract, and that therefore, under such 
reservation, Congress may impose new terms and conditions of the 


islative power an 
constitute the net 
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contract; and that, although rights of p may have vested 
under the terms of the original charter, although obligations may 
have been created, still the right to alter, amend, and repeal being 
part of the law of the original contract, as it is claimed, a part of the 
contract itself, that therefore new terms and conditions may be im- 
poed stalking pone fact that they may impair or even utterly 

estroy what under other circumstances would be vested rights and 
contract obligations. 

I know my friend from Michigan undertook to draw a fine distine- 
tion between such rights as these and rights that were vested as 
ghu o property and he instanced a case. He said if the compa- 

es had the moneys they earned and invested the same in lands 
and received a title to the lands, theu that would have become vested 


pro 2 
Nr. CHRISTIANCY. Or so of personal property either. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, the Senator went that far, including lands 
and personal property ; but he neglected to state that money or the 
right to money, or the right to earn money, the right to reduce it to 
possession and to have it and own it, was as much property as land 
or as personalty; and while according to his proposition a right 
would be a vested right if it was a property that was acquired by the 
earnings of these companies either real or personal, he failed to appl 
his logic or his law to the right to money itself, which is as muc 
property as I conceive as land or personalty or goods of any kind. 

It is upon this theory, and this alone, as I understand the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois, | Mr. Davis,] to whom was assigned the 
duty, in the first instance, of presenting to the Senate the legal as- 
pects of this case, and the legal asis upon which the bill of the Judi- 
ciary Committee is to rest, fixes his right to pass this bill; although 
he implied by his remarks, as I will show—and a clause or two in the 
report of the committee assumes the same position, and I will give 
this attention further on—that even in the absence of these terae, 
of reservation in the Pacific Railroad acts, the power to pass this b 
would be complete under the sovereign 8 power of Congress, 
and this is the view advanced generally by those favoring the Judi- 
ciary Committee bill. 

I must except from this, however, the argument made by the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] yesterday, because he, 
it will be remembered, ignored this theory of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. He said that the Government of the United States could 
not reserve to itself in the passage of the law a right to change that 
law, but that it had the right independent of any reservation, over 
and beyond any reservation in the charter. The argument of the 
honorable Senator from Alabama yesterday, as I understood it, and 
I listened to it pretty Peso pa ignored the whole theory presented 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. But, as I have said, so far in 
the argument, with the exception of the argument made by the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama yesterday, the case is rested mainly, if 
not solely, on the reservations in the original acts of the right to 
alter, amend, or re 

With great respect, and not without much diffidence, I feel com- 
pelled to dissent from this view, both on principle and authority. I 
deny that these words of reservation confer any authority whatever 
upon Congress, to strike down in the least degree, much less arbitra- 
rily, the terms of the original charter, where those terms have been 
accepted by the companies, and by an exercise of the corporate powers 
conferred have ripened into vested rights and grown into contract 
obligations, and what constitutes vested rights and contract obliga- 
tions I will discuss later. While I accept as law the several decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States and of the State courts 
quoted by the honorable Senator from Illinois, and the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANCY, ] other Senators, in sup- 
port of their theory, I deny that their application in this case will 
enable Congress rightfully to wipe out of existence individual rights 
of property that have vested in pursuance of Jaw and upon a valuable 
and sufficient consideration, or to even so legislate as to impair these 
rights to any extent whatever; which rights of property are, in their 
sacredness, above and beyond the reach of even the strong arm of 
sovereign legislative power—rights that so far from being constantly 
imperiled, even in the slightest degree, by the caprice of Congress or 
courts are by every consideration of justice and right, by every just 
system of jurisprudence, in all lands and in every age, enti to 
their protection and vindication. 

That the power of Congress to alter, amend, or repeal any law within 
certain limits by a former Con: is inherent and indisput- 
able, whether there be an express reservation of that right or not in 
the law itself, no one, I presume, will deny. There are limits, how- 
over, to this exercise of power, and those limits are, that rights vested 
under such law and ck ag ne created in pursuance thereof shall not 
be impaired or destroyed. The power of one Congress to bind its suc- 
cessors for all time by a mere failure to insert an express reservation 
of the right to alter, amend, or repeal, is a proposition that could not 
be maintained fora moment. The power to repeal within certain 
limits is one that needs not to be perpetuated by special reservation, 
for it is a power that is inherent in the legislative department of gov- 
ernment, and one that never dies. 

This being so, it may well be doubted whether the express reserva- 
tion of this right confers any greater power upon Congress than it 
otherwise would have by virtue of that ever-living, never-dying prin- 
ciple of government that prevents one Con from binding the 
representatives of all posterity by any law which to them may seem 


unjust, unwise, or oppressive. I will say right here, in addition, that 
if the words contained in the reservation in the Pacific Railroad acts 
are to give to C any power than it wonld otherwise 
possess under what may be said to be the sovereign power of Con- 
gress, then what must that power be that is added to the Govern- 
ment by these words of reservation? It could only be the right to 
go a step further and interfere with vested rights or impair contract 
obligations, and most certainly the able lawyers of the Judiciary 
Committee will not contend that they go that far, although that is 
the end to which their law and their logie inevitably leads. 

But I desire to call attention to another principle in our juris- 
prudence equally honored, equally immortal, equally just, being that 
which fetters the hands of future Con and prevents them 
from in any manner by legislative eee rapa the sacred pre- 
einets of vested rights or from N or destroying the obligations 
of acontract. But whatever itional power, if any, the Govern- 
ment may possess by reason of express words of reservation, it has it 
in this case, and by the construction that should rightfully attach to 
these words Congress should be governed. And in determining the 
effect of this reservation I assume, for the present, for the sake of 
the ent, the position assumed by the 3 Senator from 
Illinois, namely, that the reservation in the act of 1864, being the last 
expression of the legislative will, and the two acts of 1862 and 1864 
being construed in pari materia, that therefore the reservation as to 
both acts is to be construed in the light of the words used in the act 
of 1864, which are without limitation, and which read: 

That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


While I agree the two acts should be construed in materia, I do 
not think, as a matter of fair statutory construction, it follows by any 
manner of means that the reservation in the act of 1862, limited and 
qualified as it unquestionably is, must necessarily be considered as 
blotted out by the reservation in the act of 1864 merely because the 
latter is the last expression of the Jegislative will. On the contrary, 
construing the two acts in pari materia, as I concede they should be, 
would it not rather follow as a necessary, logical, and legal sequence 
that the reservation in the act of 1864, which standing alone is un- 
limited in terms, would be limited and controlled by the conditions 
and restrictions in the act of 1862, namely, by the words: 

Za promote the public interest and welfare by the construction of ssid railroad 
an 


h line, and keeping the same in working order, and to secure to the 
Government at all times (but particularly in time of war) the use and benefits of 


the same for postal, military, and otber purposes, Con, may at any t hav- 
ing due regard for the rights of said — — 9 8 
repeal this act. 

This I believe to be the correct construction, but for the sake of the 
argument, I admit the construction given by the friends of the Judi- 
ciary Committee bill, namely, that the reservation is in terms uncon- 
8 and unrestricted, and shall proceed to inquire what is its 

ect. 

Does this reservation of power in statutes, I inquire, enable Con- 
gress at its sovereign will to strike from the statute-books of the 
country any and every law in existence in which the reservation is 
made, and in so doing to obliterate vested rights and loosen existing 
obligations that may have rightfully accrued or been legitimately 
contracted in virtue of or in pursuance of such legislation; or to even 
so legislate as to affect these rights and obligations to the least possi- 
ble extent; because the extent to which they may be affected, whether 
great or small, cannot affect the application of the principle. No; 
the claim of the Judiciary Committee does not, as 1 understand it, 
ostensibly go to that extent, although in effect it does. Such a doc- 
trine, even in the jurisprudence of despotic governments, would be 
regarded as monstrous. Most assuredly such is not the oflice of such 
a reservation in statutes. On the contrary, it simply confers the 
power on a future Con to alter, amend, or re any law in 
which the reservation exists that has been enacted by a preceding 
Congress; provided always that in such repeal vested rights are not 
destroyed or the obligations of the contract impaired. The law may 
be abrogated, but the vested rights of property under the law must 
not be affected or disturbed by such re 

The franchise may be re „the charter may be revoked, but the 
rights that have vested by a legitimate exercise of the franchise, or 
obligations, which have legitimately been created under the charter, 
are i every consideration of law and justice, and equity and right, 
both legal and natural, above and beyond the reach of the repea ing 
power. Any other construction would ey the right to divest a 
corporation of property legitimately acquired under a law authoriz- 
ing it to acquire it while such law was in full force and operation. 
I do not deny that under this reservation, or even withont it, it is an 
incident to every law under which a contract is made, or by which 
one is made, that it may be amended or repealed at the will of tho 
Legislature; but I do most emphatically deny that in every contract 
made under a law that is re ble, the power to repeal is one of 
the conditions entering into the contract, thus rendering the contract 
itself repealable to the injury or destruction of rights may have 
grown out of it. b 

Such a doctrine, followed to its legitimate conclusions, would place 
the construction of all corporate contracts and the annihilation or 
confiscation of all corporate property at the will of the Legislature. 
The law by which or under which a contract is made is one thing, and 
may under this reservation of power be legitimately swept from the 
statute-book ; but the contract made under the law in all its executed 
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terms and conditions is quite another and different thing, and is, and 
ought to be, far above and beyond the touch of legislative power. 
A law tendering a contract, or under which a contract may be made 
by a corporation, may, if not accepted, remain a dead letter upon the 
statute-book for ageh just as the act of 1862 might have remained 
until to-day a dead letter had its terms not been accepted by these 
companies and its provisions acted 7 — But nevertheless it would 
have been as much a law, no more, no less than it is to-day, and under 
the reservation liable to absolute and unconditional re 

But in that case no contract would have been created, no obliga- 
tion incurred, no right vested. But, the propositions contained in 
the law having been accepted by the companies, a contract was at 
once created from that date, and not from the date of the law; and 
while it is no part of the law itself, it is a legitimate result of an exe- 
cution of the powers conferred by the law; and while you may alter, 
amend, or repeal the law, the contract cannot be interfered with nor 
can its terms be changed by amending the law in such manner as to 
im new or increased liabilities upon parties to the contract. 

uch, Mr. President, I believe to be the true construction which, on 
every principle of justice and right, should be placed on the words 
“alter, amend, or repeal,” 3 in the Pacific Railroad acts; and 
such also, Linsist, is the construction placed upon such reservation of 
power by the very authorities that have been quoted in support of 
the right to pass the Judiciary bill. And I propose now briefly to 
examine these authorities as quoted by the honorable Senator from 
Illinois and the honorable Senator from Michigan in their very care- 
fully prepare speeches on this subject. 

And here it should be borne in mind that the controversy over this 
question of power is not so much one as to what the law really is, as 
it is as to the application of the law as it is conceded by all to be to 
the particular facts of each particular case. For instance, in all these 
cases decided in State courts, and in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, where the question involved was as to whether a State law im- 

ired the obligation of contracts, there could, as a matter of course, 
be no room for dispute as to the absolute want of power in a State 
Legislature to pass such a law, from the fact that the States are posi- 
tively inhibited in this regard by a provision of the Constitution of 
the United States. But the question has invariably been whether, 
as a matter of fact, the State law in dispute did, or did not, under 
the ial circumstances of the particular case under consideration, 
impair the obligation of a contract, orrather, to state the issue more 
correctly, whether the state of facts in a particular case constituted 
in law such a vested right of property or created such contract obliga- 
tion as Legislatures have not the power to impair. 

In all these cases, therefore, quoted by the learned Senators from 
Illinois and Michigan, namely, the case of The Attorney-General rs. 


The Railroad Companies, 35 Wisconsin ; The Commonwealth rs. Es- 
sex we el in chusetts, 13 Gray, 238; In Holyoke 2 ts. 
Lyman, 15 Wallace, 500; Miller vs. The State, 15 Wallace, 498; Tom- 


lins vs. Jessup, 15 Wallace, 454; and tho two recent cases in 4 Otto, 
of Peck rs. Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company, and Chi- 
cago, Milwaukie and Saint Paul Railroad Company ts. Ackley, upon 
which so much stress is laid, in support of the authority to pass the 
bill reported by the Judiciary Committee, the question was not 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Will the Senator allow me to say 
Mr. MITCHELL. I will yield at the end of the sentence. The 
uestion was not as to the $ pin of a State to alaw 
impairing the obligation of contracts, because apon that there could 
be no two opinions; but the question invariably was, Did the par- 
ticular law in question as a matter of fact só trench upon the terms 
of existing contracts, so invade the domain of existing vested rights 
of property as to in fact and law impair the obligation of such con- 
tracts, or amount to an invasion of the rights of property? Or rather 
did the facts as presented by that case—and I now refer to the Wiscon- 
sin transportation case in fourth Otto—show that the corporation had 
such a right to fix its own rates of transportation and freight in the 
futuro as to constitute in it such a vested right of property, such a 
contract with the State, or did those contracting with such corpor- 
ation in view of the laws under which the corporation was created, 
— such contract obligations as could not be impaired by the 
gislature under the reserved power in the constitution of that 
State to alter, amend, or repeal any law under which a corporation 
was created f 
9 880 CHRISTIAN CT. Will the Senator now allow me to interrupt 
im 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHRISTIAN cy. The Senator cites me among others as hav- 
ing quoted a certain case from Massachusetts, tho case of the Essex 
Company and a certain case in Wisconsin. 1 cited no State report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask pardon of the Senator from Michigan. He 
is undoubtedly correct. I was led into the error. The Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Davis] quoted those cases. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] 
cited 3 the Essex case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from IIlinois—I cannot be mistaken 
about that—cited all the cases, every one of them, which I have 
quoted. I was under the impression that the Senator from Michigan 
had cited the same cases. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I do not remember how that was in regard 
to the Senator from Illinois, but I did not. i 


Mr. MITCHELL. Of course as the Senator says he did not cite 
those State I stand corrected in that particular; but the Sen- 
ator from Illinois did cite, as I have stated, every case to which I 
have called attention., Inow referto the transportation case in fourth 
Otto that the Senator from Michigan referred to, and I am now going 
to comment on that. The Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 
Michigan both 22 to rest their whole case upon the two or three 
cases reported in fourth Otto, as I understood them. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, Then, Mr. President, the Senator will allow 
me to say that he is entirely mistaken. I argued the case upon prin- 
ciple and said that if I were arguing the case in the Supreme Court - 
I should not cite a case. I then went on to say that according to 
those ener the court had decided; that is all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, the honorable Senator from 10 5 laid 
down a rule, advanced a theory upon which he claimed that mp ET 
had the right and the power to pass the bill reported by the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and then in support of that theory he cited the 
Wisconsin cases as re in 4 Otto. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Undoubtedly. That is true. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why did hecite them? He cited them because 
they were decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
because he sought to have the Senate understand that the doctrine 
of the law as promulgated in those cases by a proper and legitimate 
application would sustain the bill of the J megy Committee. That 
is what the Senator from Michigan claimed. I do not wish to mis- 
represent him, and will not if I know it. If Iam wrong at any time I 

that he may correct me, as he did correct eat hes now. 

This was the a sgn in the Wisconsin case referred to, as I stated 
it. It was simply a question whether the Legislature could, under 
the reserved power in the constitution of the State to alter, amend, 
and repeal, fix the mazimum of future passenger and . bag charges, 
and not a proposition such as is presented by the bill of the Judiciary 
Committee, which is in effect to sequester and appropriate to the use 
of the Government in payment of a debt not yet due the absolute 
earnings of companies which are the result of a business conducted, 
in so far as its charges are concerned, in strict accordance with the 
terms of its charter; and which earnings have been reduced to pos- 
araon by the companies, and become as to them vested property 
rights. 

r. CHRISTIANCY. I should like to understand the Senator, but 
I will say nothing if it interrupts the Senator at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Does the Senator claim that the bill of the 
Judiciary Committee takes hold of the earnings which have already 
been received and realized, and that it does not apply to the future ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not claim any such thing. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I thought the Senator did not, but his lan- 
guage implied it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the bill of the Committee on the 
Judiciary perfectly and the position of the honorable Senator. I say 
that the bill of the Judiciary Committee undertakes by the strong 
arm of legislative power to lay its hands upon money hereafter to be 
earned, and which the committee admit that the companies in a proper 
exercise of their corporate franchises have a right to earn and reduce 
to possession. That particular kind of property the Judiciary Com- 
mittee — by this law to take possession of and hold in payment 
of a debt which it is conceded is not due for the next quarter of a cen- 
bee That is what I say. 

he case, therefore, as presented by the facts and the principles of 
law involved, is not, as is claimed, alter idem to the case presented by 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee; and in most, if not all the cases 
quoted, the courts held that there was no such invasion of the obli- 
gation of contracts as would render the act of the State Legislature 
obnoxious to the constitutional inhibition against States passing any 
law impairing the obligation of contracts. 

The great difficulty, therefore, is not so much what is the power of 
the Legislature or of Congress in these respects, but rather what in 
fact and law in any given case constitutes a right or obligation that 
cannot be impaired or destroyed by the legislative power under a res- 
ervation of a right to alter, amend, or repeal. And a careful com- 
parison, therefore, between the character of the rights which it was 
clai were affected in the Wisconsin transportation cases by the 
legislative enactments brought in question in those cases and the 
character of the K ary which are assailed by this bill, will at once 
conclusively show that they are not by any means parallel, and that 
the application of the law in the one case is not necessarily or at all 
the application in the other case, 

The question in the Wisconsin case, as held by a majority of the 
court, and which by the way was earnestly and ably disputed by Jus- 
tices Field and Strong, was simply this: that where a corporation had 
been chartered under a State law which authorized it to demand and 
receive such sum or sums of money “ for the transportation of ns 
and property as it shall deem desirable ;” the islature could, by a 
subsequent act, under a reservation in the constitution of the State 
to the effect that “all acts for the creation of corporations within 
the State may be altered or repealed by the Legislature, at any time 
after their passage,” pass a law fixing the limits of fare for the trans- 
portation of persons, classifying freights, and prescribing the max- 
imum rates therefor. 

The Supreme Court of the United States held by a majority of its 


1900 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 20, 


judges that such a law could rightfully and constitutionally be passed; 
but does it follow, I would Lip Sige inquire, because the Legis- 
lature could do this—because the Legislature, in the interest of the 
public and for the common good, may legally prescribe (in the lan- 

age of the Supreme Court) “a limit beyond which any charge would 
K unreasonable ;” upon the same theory that Lorine may by 
Jaw regulate or prescribe the maximum of rates for public ferries, 
bridges, turnpikes, wharfingers, hackmen, draymen, and interest on 
money; does it follow, I say, because the Legislature may do this, 
and its action receive the sanction of the highest court in the land, 
that therefore Congress may, under the reserved power of the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal, in the Pacific Railroad acts, constitution- 
ally enact a law that will compel these companies, without their con- 
sent, to surrender to the Government, out of moneys already earned 
by them in a proper exercise of the functions conferred by the ve 
terms of their charter, and which have in every constitutional, legal, 
and moral sense become their property, not only in respect of title, 
but possession also, millions of dollars annually in liquidation of a 
debt, which, according to the decision of our highest judicial tribunal, 
is not due or payable for nearly a quarter of a century? 

Because of the rule laid down by the Supreme Court in the Wiscon- 
sin cases does it follow by any legitimate reasoning or fair logic or 
correct rules of legal interpretation that the terms of this contract 
between the Government and these companies—a contract perfect in 
all its parts, and free from ambiguity in its most essential features; 
a contract that is an entirety; a contract which in its most important 
stipulations has years ago become fully executed—can, under the re- 
served right to alter, amend, or repeal the charter, be changed by the 
act of one party to the contract, without the consent of the other, so 
as to increase the pecuniary liability of such party, either as to the 
amounts of the payments to be made, or what is or valent in point of 
law, by shortening the time within which they shall be made ? 

With the same propriety, Mr. President, might it be said that a leg- 
islative grant of public lands to homesteaders could, under a reserved 
power to alter, amend, or repeal, be repealed in such manner as to de- 
stroy the rights and unsettle the homes of millions, who acting upon 
the faith of the nation in making the grant had accepted its terms 
and established themselves on the public domain. Rights acquired, 
Mr. President, under legislative grants, as well as those acquired un- 
der a law, as Chief-Justice Marshall said in Fletcher rs. Peck, 6 Cranch, 

103, which “is in its nature a contract” and which rights “have vested 


under that contract” are not held durante bene placito of the law-making | in 


power. Such adoctrine, as stated by Justice Story in the case of Ter- 
tett vs. Taylor, 9 Crauch, 50, “would be utterly inconsistent with a 
great and fundamental principle of republican government, the right 
of the citizens to the free enjoyment of their property legally acquired.” 
The construction for which I am contending, as to effect of the 
reservation of the right to alter, amend, or repeal, has been repeatedly 
and I think I may say almost uniformly sanctioned by the courts. 

In 15 Munroe’s Kentucky law and equity reports, the court said: 

A reservation by the Legislature in a charter to alter, amend, or repeal, does not 
imply the power to alter or change the vested Siva eee 
under the charter, 

Again, in the often quoted case of The Commonwealth vs. Essex 
Company, 13 Gray 253—and which ease, by the way, is relied on by 
the friends of the J udiciary Committee bill—Chief-Justice Gray in 
his able opinion in discussing the power reserved in the words “ the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal,” after using this language, “ it seems 
to us that this power must have some limit,” coneludes in these words: 

The rule to be extracted is this: that where under power in a charter, rights have 
been acquired and become vested, no amendment or alteration of the charter can 
take away the property or eg Which have become vested under a legitimate 

\ exercise of the powers gran 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Oregon has attributed the language 
that he quotes to the wrong magistrate. That decision was long 
before Chief-Justice Gray’s time. It was by Chief-Justice Shaw. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Chief-Justice Shaw. That is correct, 

Mr. TELLER. It is equally good authority. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But it is equally good authority of law. 

Mr, HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from Oregon will indulge me in 
calling his attention, as that case has been so often cited, to one fact. 
In that case the Legislature had in the charter of the Essex Company 
provided that the company should construct such a fish-way as the 
comity commissioners of the county should decide was reasonable, 
and then that all persons who were affected injuriously by the fish- 
eries above on the Merrimac River should have a right of action and 
should be paid damages by the company. It was after the company 
had cy et with the decree of the county commissioners and after 
they had paid damages to the owners of the fisheries above that the 
Legislature undertook to require them, (thereby, of course, purchas- 
ing in substance of these owners the fish-rights, ) to re-establish the 
fish-rights by opening their dams. The same chief-justice rendered 
a decision in a later case where the Hospital Lifo-Insurance Com 
had been granted the right to insure lives, a monopoly, on condition 
that they should pay one-third of the net profits to the Massachu- 
setts General Hospital, a charitable institution. The company had 
accepted that charter and gone into operation under it. The court 
held that under the anthority to alter oramend the charter the Legis- 
lature might lawfully increase the proportion of the net profits which 
should be paid over by the company as a condition of its doing busi- 


ness. That seems to be the exact case which is now before the Sen- 
ate in substance. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I have not examined the case referred to by 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, that is the later case to 
which he has attracted attention. In the case which I have quoted 
the learned chief justice of the State of Massachusetts was discuss- 
ing the effect of the words to alter, amend, or repeal reserved in a 
statute. Without going into the question as to what the particular 
facts of that particular case were, we have his opinion here very 
clearly to the effect that there is a limit to be ascribed to these words, 
and that it does not confer unlimited, unrestricted power on the Leg- 
islature. Andso in Miller vs, The State, 15 Wallace, 498, the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that “the power to legislate upon 
such a reservation in a charter to a private corporation, is certainly 
not without limit, and it may well be admitted that it cannot be ex- 
ercised to take away or destroy rights nired by virtue of such 
charter, and which by a legitimate use of the powers granted have 
become vested in the corporation. 

I respectfully insist, then, Mr. President, that no such power is re- 
served to Congress by the reservation of the right to alter, amend, 
or repeal as used in the Pacific Railroad acts, as is contended for by 
the friends of the Judiciary Committee bill. And it is upon this res- 
ervation mainly the right to pass their bill is based. 

It was sai wever, but not argued by the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. DAvis,] that inasmuch as the constitutional pro- 
hibition against the enactment of laws impairing the obligation of 
contracts was only operative upon the States, and not on the Federal 
Government, that therefore (to use his own language) “it is not neces- 
sary to rest the right to pass this bill on the reservation contained in 
the eighteenth section of the act of 1862.” And a clause in the printed 
report of the Judiciary Committee, I call the attention of my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] to this printed report. Iam about to ad- 
vert to a clause in the printed report of the Judiciary Committee, to 
woeh I invite the special attention of the Senate; it is to the same 
effect. 

Mr. THURMAN. What page? 

Mr, MITCHELL. It is the last page; it is the winding-up when 
you are speaking about the power of Congress; it reads as follows: 


Being fully satisfied that Congress, under the reserved 1 2 to alter, amend, or 
repeal the charter of these companies, possesses the right to pass this bill, we do 
not consider it op pe ee what would be the case were that reservation not 

the e Had it omitted, it might still be argued with much force that 


the poner to alter, amend, or repeal legally existed. No State can make a law im- 


g the obligation of a contract, because that is prohibited by the Federal Con- 
stitution. : 
But— 
And now this is what I call attention to— 
But— 
Says the committee— 
there is no such prohibition upon Congress, 


What is the argument, Mr, President, conveyed, or sought to be 
conveyed, by this most remarkable portion of the report of the com- 
mittee ? It is this, and this alone; it cannot be anything else—that 
while it is true that no State can pass a law impairing the obligation 
of contracts, from the fact that there is a constitutional prohibition 
against it, that therefore Congress has the power to pass such a law 
for the reason (to use the language of the committee) “that there is 
no such prohibition upon Con 85 

This, Mr. President, is the inevitable conclusion to which the argu- 
ment of the committee leads ; and after having stated the proposition, 
the committee, as if startled by the yery enormity which its announce- 
ment must suggest to every mind, in a measure apologized for having 
3 it, by the statement in the report a few lines later, as fol- 

ows: A . 

But we do not deem it necessary to express a definite opinion u this point. 
It is cart Hane that in this caso the power to alter, seco repeat, ia set ey y 
reservi 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him. If 
it will disturb him, I shall not say a word. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It will not disturb me at all. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he asserts that 
in no case Congress can impair the obligation of contracts ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, I do not assert any such thing, because 
there is an express t in the Constitution to Con to enact 
bankrupt laws, which can impair and which do impair the obligations 
of contracts. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is that the only case? 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is one case. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is there not another? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not the time to stand here and instruct 
the Senator from Ohio on the Constitution of the country ; life is too 


y | short for that. He asked me the question whether I contended that 


there was no power in Con, in any case to pass a law impairin 
the obligation of a Soati TI said no, I did not contend any suc 
thing, and I pointed out an instance whero Congress had the right 
clearly by express t to impair the obligation of a contract under 
that clause in the Constitution which says that Congress may enact 
bankrupt laws. I do not propose to stand here and enlighten my 
friend all day on this question. 
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Mr. SARGENT. Congress has no right in morals to violate its own 
contract. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Congress has no right in morals to violate its 
own contract in any respect, nor with any person. That my friend 
will concede. 

Mr. THURMAN. If my friend will look at the decision of the Su- 

reme Court in the Legal-Tender Cases he will find that there are 
half a dozen cases in which Congress can impair the obligation of a 
contract. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no room for any argument on that 
point. I will admit that in some respects by indirection contracts 
may be affected by law; you cannot get up any argument with me 
on that point. Right here, before I leave this point, I want to ask 
my friend from Ohio a question if it does not disturb him, and that 
is, whether the Committee on the Judiciary, or the honorable Sen- 
ator who drew that report, intended to have the Senate understand, 
by the clause in the report that there was no prohibition upon Con- 

to pass a law impairing the obligations of a contract, that he 
8 to the specific cases in which Congress had the power 
under special grant to interfere with the obligation of contracts, or 
whether, upon the con he and his committee did not mean to 
convey the impression to the Senate and to the country that because 
there was no inhibition in the Constitution against Congress passing 


a law impairing the obligation of a contract, that therefore in this 3 


particular case Congress might pass a law impairing the obligation 
of a contract! 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator had read one or two lines lower 
down in the report he would have seen what we thought about that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think I do see what you think about it and 
what yon said about it. 

Mr. THURMAN. First, we do not think there is any impairing of 
the obligation of the contract at all in repealing or amending the 
corporate franchise granted by Congress. The committee say: 

But there is no such prohibition u ; and as it is a fundamental prin- 


as 
ciple that one Congress cannot N powers of a subsequent 
Congress, it may be ed that no mero be granted b 


act, Congress cannot 8 

of power to do so, But to impair the obligation of a contract is one thing and to 
alter, amend, or a gran 

different thing, especially En A the corporation is public or quasi-public. 


I think a lawyer has no difficulty in understanding that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, I do not think a lawyer has. I understood 
it before the Senator repeated it and I understand it now. I say eat 
that it is asserted in that report positively, for what purpose I wil 
leave the Senate to judge, that while it is true that there is a clause 
in the Federal Constitution prohibiting States from passing a law 
impairing the obligation of a contract, there is no such provision pro- 
hibiting Congress from passing a law impairing the obligation of a 

contract. 

Why, Mr. President, if it is trne that Congress, because there is no 
constitutional inhibition against it, can pass a law impairing the 
obligation of contracts, whence does it derive the power? I had 
supposed that the Government created by the people, and the embodi- 
ment of which is found in the Constitution of the United States, is 
one of limited and enumerated powers; that what by the express 
terms of the Constitution, or by necessary implication, are not dele- 
gated to the United States, nor prohibited by it, to the States, are 
reserved to the States respectively, or to the people; and that Con- 
gress therefore possessed no power to pass any law which is not ex- 
pressly conferred, or which is not n to the execution of one 
Spy conferred. And of this doctrine I had 2 the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio, who reported this bill, [Mr. Taurman,] had 
been an able and consistent champion for the last thirty years; and 
therefore the su ion he makes in his report is all the more start- 
ling, coming as it does from him. 

d I submit in all confidence that there is no grant of power, 
either expressed or implied, within the folds of the Constitution of 
the United States that confers upon Congress the power to pass a 
law impairing the obligation of contracts, if we may except that 
clause alone in section 8 of article 1, which provides that The Con- 
zer shall have power to establish uniform laws on the subject of 

kruptcies throughout the United States.” Under this clause Con- 
gress undoubtedly in one class of cases may so le as to impair 
vested rights; and the very fact that this express power is given in 
one case excludes the idea that it exists even by implication in any 
other. Nor can any such power be claimed for Congress under the 
general grant of legislative powers. 

“All legislative powers,” says the Constitution, “herein granted 
shall be vested in a Congress,” &e. Not all legislative power, not 
unlimited power, not unrestricted legislative power, but all legisla- 
tive powers “ herein granted ;” and in no place from the beginning to 
the end of the Constitution is there any power therein granted that 
would anthorize Con to pass a law impairing the obligation of 
a contract, except as I have stated. 

Duer on constitutional jurisprudence, page 357, states the consti- 
tutional doctrine in these words : 


The power possessed by a State Legislature, to which everything not express! 
reserved is granted, and the temptation to abuse that power, reader express restric. 


tions, if not absolutely necessary, at 8 and useful; but the National 
Legislature has no power to interfere with coi except when it ig given to 
it. But Congress is expressly invested with this power e to bank- 
ruptey as an enumerated and not as an implied power, and in no other form can it 
impair the obligation of a contract. 

Again, in Calder rs. Buel, 3 Dall., 388, in king upon this very 
subject, of the power of Congress to pass a law impairing the obli- 
gation of contracts, the court said: 

referring to slatures] may command what is right and bit what 
2 but they 0 Arie —— into guilt pl sorte —— as a 
crime or violate the right of an antecedent lawful private contract or the right of 
private property. To maintain that our Federal or State Legislature possess such 
powers, if they had not been expressly restrained, would, in my opinion, be a 
political heresy altogether inadmissible in all free republican governments, 

And yet in the face of these decisions, the Senator from Ohio, who 

reported the bill from the Judiciary Committee, says in his report, 
“no State can make a law impairing the obligation of a contract, 
because that is prohibited by the Federal Constitution; but” says he 
further, “there is no such prohibition upon Congress ;” thereby arguing, 
as I have said, that because there is no such prohibition upon Con- 
gress, it may pass such a law. And again, in his speech on this bill 
2 day, the honorable Senator in speaking upon this same point 
said: 
Mr. President, as I said before, I shall not now speak upon the power of Con- 
to pass this bill. My object has been simply in the opening of the discussion 
to explain the bill. I not speak upon the power to-day for another reason, and 
that is that the Senator from Illinois, Rr. Dawes) who is on the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, had pre some remarks upon that au and I hope that he will take the 
floor when I conclude and give the Senate efit of his opinions upon the 
legal question. For I have only to say that to me nothing in the world is 
clearer than that we have right and would have it if there was no reservation in 
the charter of a right to alter, amend, or repeal. 

It will not do, therefore, now for the honorable Senator from Ohio 
or for any of the honorable Senators who gave their sanction to that 
report to say this bill does not impair the obligations of a contract, 
does not interfere with vested rights, and attempt by elaborate argu- 
ment and fine-spun theories to justify the measure on the general 
doctrine of the right of the Government to exercise certain control 
over the management of corporations for the purpose of promotin 
the common good and protecting the rights of its creditors. Suc 

ents come with awkward grace in the face of a report which, 
if it means anything, asserts unqualifiedly the existence of a right 
upon the part of the Congress in this case to pass a law impairing the 
obligation of contracts. 

Bat, Mr. President, if it be said, as it is said, that the Judiciary bill 
does not impair the obligation of a contract, that although it author- 
izes the Government to retain all moneys arising from Government 
transportation, when the contract says that the one-half only shall 
be retained ; although it requires millions of dollars to be paid over 
annually by the companies to the Government out of their earnings, 
to be held, managed, and controlled by the Government, for the pur- 
Ree of a sinking fund for the payment, not of a debt due the United 

tates, but for the purposes of providing a fund to meet the payment 
first of the claims of third creditors of the companies, whose 
debts are not due for over twenty years; the balance to go to the 
payment of the Government indebtedness when it matures; then in 
the light of the changes which this bill proposes to make in the 
terms of this contract, and in view of the law as I have stated it, 
I would ask the attention of the Senate to what the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in 4 Wallace, 552, said in speaking of what con- 
stituted an impairing of the obligation of a contract. The court says: 

The objection to a law, on the d of its im the obligation of a con- 
tract can never — 4 meg upon the extent = the 5 To amet i ets in it, 

ny eviation terms N or 0 * 
ance which it — im FFT 
pensing with those which are, however minute or apparently immaterial in their 
effect upon the contract of the parties, impairs it. 

The Supreme Conrt, in the case of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, 
20 Wallace, 662, in speaking of the powers of Legislatures under gen- 
eral and plenary grants of legislative power, says: 

There are limitations on such power, which grow out of the essential nature of 
all free governments, implied reservations of individual rights, without which the 
social compact could not exist, and which are respected by all governments enti- 
tled to the name. 

And Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case of Fletcher vs. Peck, 6 
Cranch, in discussing this question, uses this language: 

It may well be doubted whether the nature of society and of government does 
not some limits to the legislative power, and if any be prescribed, where 


are they to be found if the property of an individual, fairly and honestl uired, 
may be seized without conpemation! z IIN 


In speaking in this case of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, 
Chief Justice Marshall said : 

To the lature all legislative power is 1 575 but the question whether the 
act of e ee ual to the public be in the nature of a 
legislative power is well worthy of serious reflection. 

On no possible theory, then, Mr. President—and I would not have 
referred at all to this last phase of the case had it not been for the 
clause in the report of the committee, to which I have called atten- 
tion, and the remark made by the honorable Senator from Ohio, in 
his speech upon this question—in my ja ent, can the right of Con- 

to pass the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee be vindi- 
cated; neither under the power conferred by the reservation in the 
charter of the right to alter, amend, or repeal, nor by reason of any 
supposed, expressed, or implied grant the Constitution of the 
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ggested in the report of 
the Judiciary Committee, and in the speech of the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, as well as in the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Illinois, that there is“ no such prohibition upon ery, wel as rests 
upon the States, prohibiting them from making laws impairing the 
obligation of con 
I now attract attention to another feature of this bill which I regard 
as indefensible in law and opposed to reason. I refer to the attempt 
to define by law what the net earnings of these companies are, or 
rather what shall constitute net earnings in the future. My first 
objection is because it is a purely judicial question—one to be deter- 
mined by the courts and not by Congress, by giving construction to 
the terms of a contract between the Government and these compa- 
nies as it now exists. And I understand there are now pending in 
the Supreme Court of the United States two cases—those of the Sioux 
City Railroad Company and the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company— 
in which this very gosiga arises as to what shall constitute net 
earuings under the Pacific Railroad acts. Shall Con in advance 
of these decisions assume the rôle of the judiciary and attempt to give 
definition to these terms—a definition that may or may not accord 
with the judgment of the court f 


United States, much less for the reasons su, 


stand it. The Judiciary Committee has never, either in the report 
it made nearly two years ago, or in the report that it has made now, 
or in the bill reported nearly two or in the bill now reported 

attempted for one single moment to define what are “ net earni # 
under the terms of the acts of 1862 and 1864. On the e e Day 
have asserted in the most express terms that their provisions as to 
net earnings are not a definition or an interpretation under the acts of 
1862 and 1864, but are an exercise of legislative power to declare what 
shall be net earnings in the future. ey have said so in so many 
words. In the last report, after stating wherein the law officer of the 
Government and the companies differ as to what constitute net earn- 
ings, the committee say: 

The right to the 5 per cent. is by the sixth section of the act of 1 a 
renting tot herti E the eighteenth section, 7 a not — 8 
to admit the claim of the oompany: But whatever sy be the true interpretation 
of these sections, we are of iioa that, under its reserved right to alter, 
9 it is competent for Congress to define, for the future at least, 
what be deemed to be net earnings. And, in view of the rights of the first- 
mortgage bondholders, and as a fair adjustment of the conflicting claims of the 
„FFF . 
m on tne m $ 
— Been we society to that effect. As to the past, we leave the pad Phage 
the law as it now stands to the decision of the Supreme Court in the case g 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The question is what the law now is, not | before it. 


the power of changing it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Yes, I will show in a moment what the Judiciary 
Committee thinks the law is, and what that same committee thought 
the law was on that same question twenty months ago; and I will 
show that the two opinions do not accord very well. 

Mr. President, the definition of “net earnings” as given in the first 
section of the bill of the Judiciary Committee is either right or it is 
wrong. It is either a correct or an incorrect construction of the terms 
of an existing contract. If it is right, then, peg in so far as this 
question is concerned, no nights of any one may be infringed; if it 
is wrong, then unquestionably the opposite result must follow. If 
wrong it may injuriously affect the rights of the United States or the 
rights of the companies. And the complete somersault made on this 
question by the Jadiciary Committee proves one of two things, either 
that the committee are wrong in their definition, or else they were 
not right in their definition as given us in the bill reported from that 
same committee less than two years ago. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Sentaor 

Mr. MITCHELL. Inamoment, when I get through with this sen- 
tence. In the bill of two years ago in defining “ net earnings” under 
these acts, that committee excluded from the gross earnings, “ all 
sums owing or paid by said companies as interest on any portion of 
their indebtedness ;” while in their bill of to-day, in defining what 
shall be “net earnings,” they deduct from the gross earnings not only 
the necessary expenses actually paid within the year in operating 
their roads and keeping them in a state of repair, as was done in the 
bill of two years ago, but also the sum paid by them within the year 
in discharge of interest on their first-mortgage bonds, whose lien has 
priority over the lien of the United States. 

In other words, the net earnings as defined by these two bills, each 
receiving the sanction of the Ju a Committee of the Senate, and 
each advocated by its promoters with a zeal that as a rule speaks 
conviction, is fora single year about $3,305,531 less in one than in the 
other; being the amount of interest that the two companies pay an- 
nually on their first-mortgage bonds, and porte i nee in the 
amounts to be paid into the soaking fand annually by these compa- 
nies under the two bills of $826,382, less only the proportionate share 
of the 5 per cent. on the net earnings, whatever they may be, and the 
proportionate share of the amount earned during the year on Gov- 
ernment transportation, Only a slight diference, Mr. President, of 
over $3,300,000 in the net earnings of these companies in any giyen 
year, no matter what the gross earnings may be, under the two defi- 
nitions of the Judiciary Committee as to what in law and equity shall 
constitute “net earnings,” and which definitions have been reported 
to the Senate within twenty months of each other. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, willthe Senator allow metointerrupthim? 

Mr. MITCHELL. In a moment. This fact proves two thi 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. In the first place it is not a fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If it is not a fact, there is plenty of time to cor- 
rect me in the next two or three weeks, although I am willing to be 
corrected now when I get to the end of this particular point, This 
fact proves two things: first, that even a committee of the great legal 
learning of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, like other com- 
mittees of less learning and ability, sometimes at least falls into 
error; because we are bound, in proper respect to that committee and 
its report, to assume that the first bill was an error, otherwise it would 
have been adhered to, and, in the second place, that, like all good 
committees of the Senate, its members are ready and willing to cor- 
rect an error whenever convinced they have committed one. 

But, however this may be, I insist that the term “net earnings” 
from the moment the contract between the Government and these 
companies dated its existence by the acceptance of the terms of the 
charter, by the companies, had a definite, fixed meaning in law. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not suppose the Senator from Oregon intends 
to do injustice to the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all. 

Mr. THURMAN. He surely has never read this report; or, if he 
has, he has read it in so perfunctory a manner that he does not under- 


That this bill is more lenient to the companies than the bill re- 
ported nearly two years ago is very true, and the reasons for that I 
am ready to state whenever it is necessary to do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not wish to misrepresent the committee, 
but the Judiciary Committee of the Senate cannot escape from their 
positions upon this question by any such arguments as are advanced 
now by the Senator from Ohio. There is no escape from the recorded 
facts of history, which are to this effect, that twenty months ago the 
Judiciary Committee of this body undertook to define what should 
constitute net earnings in the future by giving a construction to the 
acts of Con under which these companies were organized, and 
they have done the same thing to-day. I do not care whether you 
call it a definition or whether you say in the language of the com- 
mittee that the net earnings shall be considered to be so and so here- 
after. The fact is all the same. The purpose of the committee and 
the purpose of this bill is to define by legislative enactment what 

constitute the net earnings of these companies from this time 
on; and their rights and the rights of the Government are to be 
determined according to the definition, But however this may be, 
I insist that the term “net earnings” from the moment the contract 
between the Government and these companies came into existence 
by the acceptance of the terms of the charter by the United States 
had a definite, fixed meaning in law. I call the attention of the 
committee to that proposition. 

If such meaning was doubtful or 8 what person or what 
power shall remove the doubt? Can either of the parties to the con- 
tract, without the consent of the other, define it, so as to bind the 
other? If Congress can define it, then why not the companies? 
There is nothing in the 3 wer of Congress that gives to it 
more power than a private individual, in so far as giving construc- 
tion to a contract between the Government and the citizen is con- 
cerned ; as I will show, when the Government makes a con- 
tract with its citizens it divests itself of its sovereignty in this respect 
and is clothed with no greater power than an individual. The trath 
is, neither Congress nor the companies can give a definition to this 
term that is binding on the other, from the simple fact that the ques- 
tion is one for the courts and not for Congress; it belongs to the 
judicial and not to the legislative department of the Government. 

It bas been ruled over and over again that the Government by be- 
coming a party to a contract with its citizens, ipso facto divests itself 
of its sovereignty with t to the terms and conditions of the 
contract, and stands henceforth in the same position as a private per- 
son in respect to such terms and conditions, and its construction and 
interpretation. In the case of The Commonwealth ts. Proprietors of 
New Bedford Bridge Company, 2 Gray, 339, in speaking upon this 
very question, the court said: 

The Commonwealth and the defendants are but parties to a contract. Each has 
equal rights and privileges under it, and neither can sep its terms authori- 
tatively, so as to control and bind the rights of the other. Commonwealth bas 
no more power or authority to construe the charter than the corporation. By bo- 
coming a party to a contract with its citizens the Government divests itself of its 
of the terms and conditions of the contract and its construc- 
tion and in tation, and stands in the same tion as a private individual. 
If it were ot the rights of parties contracting with the Government would 
be held at the caprice of the sovereign and exposed to all the risks arising from the 
corrupt or ill-judged use of misguided power. The interpretation and construc- 
tion of contracts, when drawn in question, between the parties, belongs exclusively— 


Mark the language— 

to the judicial department of the Government. The Legislature has no more power 
to construe their own contracts with their citizens tban those which individ- 
uals make with each other. They can do neither without exercising judicial powers, 
which would be 1 A to the elementary principles of our Government. 
If the Legislature have the power to decide upon the trae meaning of the termsof the 
contract, and to what shall be deemed suitable in the construction of che 
bridge and draws, there can be no limit placed on the exercise of this power. 


And now, Mr. President, in this connection I call attention to what 
it seems to me is a most inexcusable solecism in the bill pao by 
the Judiciary Committee. My friend from Michigan in 3 
these measures on day before yesterday, became very sarcastic as we 
as facetious, over what he conceived to be the absurdities of the bill 


sovereignty in 
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reported i the Railroad Committee. He assumed for his bill a vir- 
tue, even if it had it not, whilo he sought to fairly demolish the other, 
not by argument, but with scathing sarcasm, and blinding sallies of 
wit of which he is so great a master. Had the jocularity of my ven- 
erable friend been imparted in a less de; than it evidently was to 
the framework of the bill, to which he doubtless contributed much, 
it would not perhaps to-day be regarded as presenting in some of its 
provisions the extremely ludierous aspect it unquestionably does. I 
now contrast the provisions of section 1 with those of section 5of the 
bill of the Judiciary Committee. Section 1, in defining what shall 
constitute the “ net earnings” of these companies, states it shall be 
what remains of the gross earnings, after deducting the necessary 
expenses actually paid within the year in operating the road, and 
keeping the line in repair; and also the sum paid within the year in 
. of interest on their first-mortgage bonds, whose lien has 
priority over the lien of the United States. Very well,so far as this 
defines what shall constitute net earnings it is perfectly clear, and I 
have no criticism to offer, save and except that it is barely possible if 
not probable that the rule invoked in the definition is not correct. 
Now we come to section 5, which provides: 

That whenever it shall be made satisfactorily to a he Secretary of the 
Treasury, by either of said companies, that 75 fee att erie? 7 earnigs as here- 
3 datined for o curren year ale or were insuficient 8 pay the eee 
suc o obligations com in re: of wi obligations 

fine i mount to Gal the United es, ae KSA such interest bas been 
: pan out of such net earnings, said Secretary is hereby authorized, and it is made 

s duty, to remit for such current year so much of the 25 per cent. of net earnings 
required to be paid into the sinking fund as aforesaid as may have been thus ap- 
plied and used in the payment of interest as aforesaid. 

Now, then, can mortal man in reading this section tell from the 
language used what “ obligations of such company” the committee who 
drafted this bill refer to? Does it or does it not refer to or include 
the Sret morigag> bonds of the companies referred to in section 1 of 
the bill, and the interest on which is to be deducted from the gross 
earnings, before there can be under the committee’s definition any net 
earnings whatever? 

The clause in section 1 is: 

Their first mortgage bonds, whose lien has priority over the lien of the United States. 

While the language in section 5 is: 

The obli; of such com in of which ob there may exist 
alien W that of the Untied Hee ong sy aay í 

Does or does not, I inquire, this Jatter clause include within its 
meaning the 55 bonds described in section 17 If it does 
and I can see no reason, by any fair rule of legal and statutory con- 
struction, why it does not, for, in truth, there are no obligations of 
such companies whose lien is paramount to that of the United States, 
saye and except the first-mortgage bonds of such a err Saye 
the committee that reported this bill has been guilty of that which, 
were it not the work of such a distinguished committee, would be 
regarded as the flagrant absurdity of first saying that the interest on 
a certain class of indebtedness should be paid out of the earn- 
ings before there should be any net earnings, and then, in the next 
breath, of declaring that if 75 per cent. of the net earnings were not 
sufficient in any year to pay this same interest, and it should be made 
satisfactorily to appear to the Secretary of the Treasury that such 
interest has been paid out of the net earnings, that then he shall 
remit so much of the 25 per cent. of the net earnings to be paid into 
the Treasury as may have been thus applied. 

Whatever may be said, Mr. President, of the 1 ability mani- 
fested in drawing this bill, surely the committee have secured im- 
mortality to their fame for the ingenuity they have manifested in 
the presentation of a business proposition. 

In this respect my honorable friend from Ohio, the venerable daddy 
of this bill, if I may so speak, as I do with all respect, and his equally 
venerable but more facetious co-worker, my distinguished friend from 
Michigan, are justly entitled to the endurin gratitude of the econ- 
omist and the lasting devotion of the financial and business world. 

But suppose the construction is different. Suppose the committee 
did not intend in the words employed in the fifth section to refer to 
or include the first-mortgage bonds of the company as designated in 
the first section, then what in the name of common reason did they 
refer to, as no other such obligations are in existence? And in this 
aspect of the case the dilemma of the committee becomes more appar- 
ent than ever, and while the logic of this billin this respect may not 
be illustrated by Doser; it may, I y e by the controversy 
related by Johnson in his writings as having occurred between the 
young rhetorician and the old sophist. A young rhetorician said to 
an old sophist: “ Instruct me in pleading and I will pay you when I 
gain a cause.“ The master ope the instruction and sued for his 

ay, and the scholar attempted to elude the claim by a dilemma. “If 

gain my cause,” said he, I shall withhold your pay, because the 
award of the judge will be against you. If I lose it, Imay withhold 
it becanse I shall not have gained a cause.” The master replied, “If 
you gain your cause you must pay me, because you are to pay me when 
you gain a cause; if you lose it you must pay me because the judge 
will award it,” 

But, then, what more could be expected, Mr. President, of that com- 
mittee in the shape of either law or logic if we may believe the re- 
ported statement of its chairman in regard to the manner in which, 
under the peculiar state of mind of several of its members, it is com- 
pelled to transact its business. Of course I do not pretend to vouch 


for either the truth of the statement itself or of the matters averred 
in it, but give it as I find it in the Washington correspondence of the 
Buffalo Commercial Advertiser. The article is headed “ Presidential 
Bee-Buzzing,” and reads as follows: 

Senator EDMUNDS says there are so many presidential candidates on the Commit- 
tee on Judiciary that business is very much behind. He says that on the day when 
the committee meets, CONKLIXG will come in first and find a slim attendance. He 
will sit a little while impatiently and say: 

“Well, I don't su: there will be a quorum this morning, and I have other 
matters to attend to. If Davis and THURMAN would drop their presidential aspira- 
tions and attend to committee business we could do something.” 

And he will go ont. Then THURMAN will come in and ask; 

“ Where's CONKLING }" 

When told that he had been in and left to look after other matters, he will say: 

“ Where's Davis!“ P 

“ Davis bain't come.” 

“Well,” THURMAN will say, CoNKLING and Davis have got the Presidency on 
the brain, and of course we can’t expect anything of them. Call me when you get 
a quorum. 

Aud he will go out. Then Davis will come in and say: 

“ Well, ConKLING and THURMAN are absent again. Those two men are so busy 
working up their presidential campaigns that they neglect their Senatorial duties. 


„And so it goes every week, EDMUNDS says.— Washington letter to Buffalo Commer- 


cial A: 


I now, Mr. President, desire briefly to call attention to the bill re- 
ported from the Railroad Committee. It is a bill intended not only 
to protect the Government in the full and final payment into its 
Treasury of nearly $155,000,000, but it is a Lill in the interest of peace, 
a proposition looking to a full, final, and complete settlement of a 
opie bias the very existence of which, if perpetuated, will iney- 
itably result in very ges loss to the Government, if not of the entire 
sum 1 have named. It p as does the bill from the Judici 
Committee, to create a sinking fund, the nest-egg or nucleus of whic 
shall be at least $2,000,000, and as much more as the Government 
shall be owing these companies for Government transportation, on 
the 31st day of the present month; that is, the one-half of the whole 
amount earned by the companies for Government transportation ; it 
may swell the amount most probably to over $3,000,000. It cannot 
be less than $2,000,000. 

In addition to this, each of the companies shall pay into the sinking 
fund, which shall be controlled and managed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and upon which interest shall be credited and added semi- 
annually at the rate of 6 per cent., the sum of $500,000 until the year 
1900. That is to say, the two companies shall pay to this fund 
$1,000,000 every six months or $2,000,000 annually until the year 
1900—October 1, 1900—when the principal and interest of all the 
bonds shall have matured. Then settlement is to be made, the amount 
of the sinking fund at that date with its accumulations, and which 
will then amount to over $100,000,000 of money absolutely in the 
Treasury of the United States, shall be deducted from the whole 
amount then due from the companies to the Government, which at 
that time will inelude not only the principal of the bonds together 
with all interest represented by the coupons paid by the Government, 
but also interest on the whole amount of principal from about July, 
1898, the average date of the maturity of the bonds. $ 

The balance shall then be paid by the companies in fifty equal 
semi-annual installments, together with interest on the whole amount 
of principal remaining unpaid, payable every six months, the rate of 
interest to be the same that the United States shall then be paying 
on the greater portion of its indebtedness. These payments to be in 
lien of all payments now required of the companies under existing 
laws. sore provisions are made in the bill for the protection of the 
interests of the Government and the enforcement of its rights in the 
event of a failure on the part of either or both of these companies to 
comply with the conditions imposed by this bill—the criticisms of 
my iend from Michigan to the contrary notwithstanding, and which 
of course were not intended to be serions, as that was simply the 
funny part of his speech. 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CY. Mr. President, I disclaim that. I was entirely 
in earnest when I used that illustration, because I thought the case 
deserved it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ofcourse I takeit for granted, because the Sena- 
tor now says he was in earnest and that he was not funny the other 
day, that he was in earnest, and I will say this to him simply upon 
that point: if that is the only criticism which can be found with the 
bill of the Railroad Committee, if itis a good bill, one in the interest 
of the Government, and the A maie in relation to the rights of the 
Government, conferring on the Government the power to enforce tho 

rovisions on the company, are not sufficiently strong, why, then, 

oes not the Senator from Michigan offer any amendments that he 
thinks proper and 4772 Of course they will receive consideration, 
because I can assure him that for one I have no disposition to permit 
these companies to escape from any obligations that may be rightfull 
and justly imposed upon them by any weakness in the law by whic 
they may be compelled to perform these conditions. 

The present statutory lien in favor of the Government is not only 

reserved in all its vigor as to eristiug obligations and rights, but is, 
by the very terms of this bill, extended in its operation so as to cover 
in its grasp in favor of the Government all the new obligations im- 
poet on the companies by this bill. The fourth section is in these 
words: 

That the mortgage of the Government created by the fifth section of the act 
of July 1, 1862, amended by the act of July 2, 1864, shall not be in any way im- 
paired or released by the operations of this act until the whole amount of the prin- 
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cipal of said bonds, with the interest thereon paid by the United States as afore- 


said, shall be fully paid; but said shall remain in full force and virtu 
and, upon the failure of eitherof said companies to perform the obligations im 

upon them by this act, said may also be enforced against such defaulting 
company for any such default ; the Government, however, duly crediting and allow- 
ing to the eer one 9 said mortgage all payments which may have been made 
in part execution of act, and interest thereon to be credited and added thereto 
semi-annually as hereinbefore provided. 

And the fifth section is in these words: 

That this act shall take effect upon its acceptance by said railroad compa- 
nics, or if e eee pecan then as to the company so 
accepting the same, which acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury within four monthsfrom the of this act, and shall show Somer rep ey 
or said companies have agreed to the same at a meeting of stockholders; and 
said companies shall make punctual payment of the sums herein provided for, and 
A all the conditions hereof, this act shall be deemed and construed to be a 

nal settlement between the Government and the Nine mgd or companies so per- 
forming the same, in reference to all matters relating to a reimbursement to the 
Government by said companies; but in case of failure so to do, Congress may at 
any time alter, amend, or repeal this act as to such company so making default. 

These are, in brief, the principal features of the bill reported by 
the Committee on Railroads. The bill proceeds on the theory that 
the relations existing between these companies and the Government 
are those growing out of contract; that no change in that contract 
in any manner affecting its terms and conditions so as to impair its 
obligations can be made by any act of the Government to which the 
companies do not give their assent. It recognizes the fact that the 
hands of the Government, in so far as possessing any power by its own 
mere act to modify the terms not merely of the franchise but of a 
contract made in 3 of the charter, dictated by itself and 
vitalized by the solemn act of its Congress and Executive over four- 
teen years ago, are paralyzed by the consequences of its own act. 

It recognizes, furthermore, the paramount duty of way Sd to main- 
tain the integrity of the Government, and preserve its faith with its 
contractors and debtors by holding inviolate the terms of all its com- 
pacts; and not to permit either the honor or the interests of a great 
nation to be sacrificed in an hour of feverish excitement and menac- 
ing unrest either upon the dangerous altar of modern agrarianism, or 
yet by making unreasonable concessions to the unjust demands of cor- 
porate power. It recognizes the fact that a prolongation of the con- 
troversy between the Government and these companies will result, in 
prat probability, in a loss to the national Treasury of over $100,000,- 

, while its settlement under the provisions of this bill, by the 
time the debt matures, will pay into the of the United States 
in money on that debt over $100,000,000. While the payment of the 
balance then remaining due and ed will, with interest thereon, 
payable semi-annually, be abundantly secured to the Government. 


As a fair business proposition for the settlement of a t contro- 
versy, a settlement fair to the companies and just to the Government 
the Committee on Railroads, after weeks of carefal investigation of 


the whole subject, submit it to the consideration of the Senate and of 
the country ; and as chairman of that committee and in vindication 
of its action, I have deemed it my duty to say this much. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss these bills 
farther now. When the proper time comes, I shall endeavor to prove 
to the Senate several pro 
Senate that the Railroad Committee bill is a new subsidy to these 
two companies very nearly equal in amount to the bond subsidy 
originally granted. I shall endeavor to show to the Senate that it 
would be better for this Government to lose every dollar that it has 
ever loaned to the two companies than to give up, as the Railroad 
Committee bill does give up, the right of Congress to alter, amend, 
or repeal these charters. But I do not rise for the purpose of dis- 
eussing that to-day. I only rise to notice two things said by the 
Senator from Oregon. 

The Senator seems horror-stricken at a remark in the report of the 
Judiciary Committee that there is no prohibition in the Federal Con- 
stitution upon Con impairing the obligation of a contract. One 
would think that if he felt that horror he would not have been con- 
tent with the mere expression, but he would have pointed ont the 
provision in the Federal Constitution that contains such a prohibi- 
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not claim that there was any such pro- 
vision in the Constitution. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is just what Isaid. Then the Senator ought 
not to have expressed so much horror that the Judic Committee 
have said precisely what the Senator now says; but the Judiciary 
Committee have not asserted or rage asap to assert as a broad propo- 
sition that Con can impair the obligation of contracts—nothing 
of the kind. The Judiciary Committee have only suggested, what 
was no new idea at all, that where corporate franchises are granted 
by the legislative body and there is no prohibition in the Constitution 
that forbids that legislative body to alter, amend, or repeal them, it 
has the right inherent in it in the very nature of government to alter, 
to amend, or to repeal. That is it. Anybody who listened to my 
friend from Alabama yesterday could not have misunderstood what 
that argument means. 

a ITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does he pretend to maintain here that Congress 
can 1 everything it is not prohibited from doing by the Constitu- 
tion 


tions. I shall endeavor to show to the lege 


Mr. THURMAN. I do not pretend any such thing. I have beena 
strict constructionist all my life. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Sol supposed, and therefore I have been the 
more astonished. * 

Mr. THURMAN. But I do say that no one Congress can grant 
away the powers of Con so as to tie up a subsequent Congress 
and deprive it of its legitimate constitutional power. I say that an 
act of Congress granting a franchise is, like any other act of Con- 
gress, subject to alteration, or amendment, or repeal by Congress, 
except where there may be a provision in the Constitution of the 
United States that to some extent may prohibit it. That is one ques- 
tion; but a question of divesting rights is another question; a ques- 
iaat: of impairing the obligation of contracts is a wholly diferent 
question. 

But what I want to call the attention of the Senate to is that the 
Committee on the Judiciary did not pretend to decide the question; 
they only suggested it for the consideration of the Senate, themselves 
relying on the reserved power to alter, amend, or repeal, contained 
in the charter. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I inquire of the Senator what it has to do 
with this case, what it was brought in here for, unless some claim 
was made based upon it? 

Mr. THURMAN, I will tell the Senator what it was brought in 
here for. If he had listened to the speech made yesterday he would 
have found out what it was brought in here for. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did listen. 

Mr. THURMAN. I for one say if the reserved power was stricken 
out of this charter our power would be just as ample as it is now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. en where does Congress get it? Does it get 
it from an express grant of power or from its inherent sovereignty ? 

Mr. THU. Where does it get it? If my friend is not suffi- 
ciently grounded in the fundamental principles of constitutional law 
to know that the pag of corporate franchises by an act of legis- 
lation cannot bind another Congress to let them stand forever, then 
I despair of ever potting an idea into his head, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. The corporate franchises, the whole of them, we 
may repeal. Let me put the question at once— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Allow me to put a question to the Senator right 
here. Take the case of a legislative grant of land; does the Senator 
= that — may be repealed so as to destroy the rights vested under 

at grant 
Mr. THURMAN, No. > 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why? 

Mr. THURMAN. Because there is an express provision of the Con- 
stitution that prevents that. When Congress has made a legislative 
grant of land, the title is vested in the grantee ; it becomes rop- 
erty; and then comes in the provision of the Constitution that private 
property shall not be taken for public use except upon just compen- 
sation. I say the title would be just as good without that, because 
no power is delegated to Co to take away from me my farm or 
my house. There is not one lawyer who argued the Dartmouth Col- 
ease who pretended for one single moment that if it were not for 
the provision in the Federal Constitution that no State should make 
any law impairing the obligation of a contract, the act of the New 
Hampshire Legis would not have been perfectly valid. I do 
not see fit to go into that. I do not want to do so. I only want to 
show my friend from Oregon that if he wishes to express horror at the 
ideas that are contained in this report he had better go further, and 
go for the Supreme Court of the United States, who have gone along 
way beyond anything that is contained in the report of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. Let us see what Judge Strong, delivering the 
opinion of the majority of the Supreme Court, said in The Legal- 
Tender Cases, 12 Wallace, 549, 550: 

Nor can it be truly asserted that Congress may not, by its action, indirectly im- 
— the obligation of contracts, if by the expression be meant rendering contracts 

tless or partially fruitless, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire of the Senator from Ohio if he concurs 
in that opinion. 

Mr. THURMAN, Iam not speaking of my concurrence, I am show- 
ing you that the Supreme Court of the United States have gone a 

t deal further than the Judiciary Committee have gone. I do not 

ow that I am here to express any opinion about that. They have 

rendered a many decisions that, in my judgment, were wrong, 
and it is ible that they were right. — 

Mr. EATON, They were wrong in that one. 

Mr. THURMAN, They have rendered a great many decisions that 
my friend from Connecticut would not have delivered, and yet they 
may have been right and he may be wrong. At all events, their de- 
cisions are the law until they are repealed or reversed, and that is 
sufficient for me. 

Nor can it be truly asserted— 

Says the court 
that Con may no its action, indirectly impair the obligation of contracts, 
if by the expe on (aioe 3 peer Bard gmt et 8 ly fruitless. 
Directly it may be, confessedly, by passing a bankrupt act, embracing pastas well 
as future transactions. This is obliterating contracts entirely. So it may relieve 

s from their apparent obligations indirectly in a multitude of ways. It soy 
eclare war, or, even in peace, pass non-intercourse acts, or direct an embargo. 

such measures may and must pane seriously upon existing contracts, and may 

not merely hinder but relieve the parties to such contracts entirely from perform- 
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ance., It is, then, clear that the powers of Congress may be exerted, though the 
effect of such exertion may be in one case to annul and in other cases to impair the 
obligation of contracts. And it is no sufficient answer to this to say it is true onl, 
when the powers exerted were expressly granted. There is no d for any su: 
distinction. It has no warrant in the Constitution or in any of the decisions of this 
court. We are accustomed to speak for mere convenience of the express and im- 
plied powers conferred upon Congress. But in fact the auxiliary powers, those 
necessary and appropriate to the execution of other powers singly deseri are 
as expressly given as is the power to declare war or to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of eye apf hey are not catal no list of them is made, but 
they are grow in the last clanse of section 8 of the first article, and ted in 
the same words in which all other powers are granted to Congress. And this court 


has recognized no such distinction as is now attempted. An embargo eg 
power to 


many contracts and renders performance of others impossible, yet 
enforce it been declared constitutional. The power to enact alaw directing an 
embargo is one of the auxiliary powers, existing only appropriate in time 
of peace 1 commerce or appropriate to carrying on war. Though not con- 
ferred as a substantive power, it has not been thought to be in conflict with the 
Constitution, because it im 


rs indirectly the obligation of contracts. That dis- 
san oy Rewer’ for a new reading of the Constitution. 


en, the legul-tender acts were justly ch ble with impairing contract 
obligations, . not, for that reuson, be forbidden. 


Now, my friend must quarrel with the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and settle the question with them before he undertakes to 
rebuke the Committee on the Judiciary for merely suggesting the 
question, and much more when the Judiciary Committee have ex- 
ae that the power to alter, amend, or repeal a charter is a wholly 

ifferent question from the power, where there is no constitutional 
provision, to impair a contract between A B and C D. 

One word more. The Senator from Ore undertook to be face- 
tious over that provision in the Judiciary Committee bill that relates 
to the 75 per cent., and thought that the committee had fallen into 
a very singular error in that—the error, as I understood him, of ap- 
parently deducting twice the interest on the first-mortgage bond of 
the companies, There is nothing at all in that. It is simply because 
the Senator does not understand the bill. The first section of the bill 
does authorize the deduction of the interest on the first-mortgage 
bonds before the computation of the 5 per cent. begins. That. is for 
the reason stated in the report—a reasonable adjustment of the dif- 
ference between the Government and the companies. Then comes 
the fifth section, which is that if 75 per cent. of the net earnings of 
the companies shall not be sufficient to pay the interest on the first- 
mortgage bonds—for they are also referred to in that fifth section; 
they are all, as the Senator himself 810 stated, obligations whose 
lien is prior to that of the Government—if 75 per cent. of the net earn- 
ings is not sufficient to pay the interest on the debt, then the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, upon being satisfied of that fact, may make an 
abatement of the amount which the companies are required by this 
bill to a into the sinking fund. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Just there 

Mr. THURMAN. Do not stop me till I explain. 

Mr. MITCHELL. You stopped me a great many times. 

Mr. THURMAN, Let us see if that was not a necessary provision. 
Suppose that in any given year there should be no net earnings at all, 
there would then be no computation of 5 per cent., and it might be 
that there would not be a sufficient amount of earnings to pay the 
interest on the first-mortgage bonds; it might be that after dedact- 
ing the operating expenses the residue would not be sufficient to pay 
the interest on the first-mort, zage bonds. Such a thing as that might 
well be in some given year. It is the case now with p 5 majorit 
of the railroad companies in the United States, and it might be wi 
one of these companies. If this fifth section were not in the bill in 
that very case the Union Pacific would be required to pay still in that 
v ear $850,000 into the sinking fund, and the Bentral Pacific 
$1,200,000 ; and if they did not do it their charters would be forfeited. 
Was it not then a necessary provision? Was it not a wise provision? 
It was a wise ribet to put iu there for their safety in case sudden 
calamity should befall them, so that 75 per cent, of their net earnings 
in ay year would not suffice to pay the interest on the first-mortgage 
oon 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me now a monent? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I confess Iam more surprised than ever, now 
that the Senator from Ohio has admitted that the construction to be 
placed on the fifth section is just what I contended was the legiti- 
mate constraction; namely, that the obligations referred to in that 
section, and designated as obligations whose lien is paramount to 
that of the United States, are the same obligations referred to in the 
first section, namely, the first-mortgage bonds of the companies, Now, 
Mr. President, see the absurdity of the provisions of the fifth sec- 
tion, The Judiciary Committee provide that there shall be no net 
earnings whatever until the interest on the Arst mortgaga bonds is 
paid. That is provided in the first section; and then in the fifth sec- 
tion they say that if 75 per cent. of the net earnings is not sufficient 
to er the interest on these very same obligations then there shall be 
a deduction made by the Secretary of the Treasury from the 25 per 
cent. net earnings which the companies, under the Judiciary Commit- 
tee bill, are to pay into the Treasury of the United States. Mr. Pres- 
ident, the provisions of this bill are a monstrosity. There is neither 
law nor logie upon which they can find a resting-place, and I have 
nothing to take back but much to add, had I the time, to my criti- 
cisms upon those provisions. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. HOAR. I desired before the Senator from Oregon left the floor 
to put a question to him in regard to his view upon this matter, and 
I hope the Senator from Colorado will permit me to do it now. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Oregon, as I did 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MaTrHEws] the other day, whether 
he means seriously to deny as a power of Government, without any 
regard to the question of impairing or affecting contracts, to Con- 
gress the right to enact that the public corporations which it has itself 
created for public purposes shall protect themselves from insolvency 
by setting apart a portion of their earnings in a sinking fund to 
secure their creditors instead of dividing them in dividends among 
the stockholders? In other words, without any re to any reser- 
vation in the charter, cannot the Con of the United States con- 
stitutionally require that the national banks should devote a certain 
portion of their profits as a reserve, or keep on hand a certain quan- 
tity of specie, or should establish a sinking fund of a certain char- 
acter for the purpose of security to their bill-holders? 

Now, as I understand it, the proposition of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee is nothing more nor less than that. It does not devote this sink- 
ing fund to the payment of the Government loan; it does not pay a 
dollar of the Government indebtedness before it is due, taking the 
claim of the railroad companies as to the time when that indebted- 
ness falls due to be sound and correct; but it simply enacts that a 
oompany created for this great public purpose, to wit, themaintenance 
of the railroad connection between the two seas, (a pur which 
must fail when the solvency of these companies ceases,) shall be re- 
quired to keep up its solvency in thefuture. Has not Congress power 
to do that by enacting that instead of dividing all their earnings they 
shall set apart a a a of them as a sinking fund to meet this vast 
future obligation 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts had any special right to ask me a question after I had finished 
my speech and sat down. At the same time I waive that and will 
answer ina word. The Senator asks me whether I deny the power 
on the part of Congress to provide for a sinking fund to meet this 
indebtedness when it is due; or rather he puts an abstract case. I 
do not deny that in the case of a corporation chartered by authority 
of the General Government, where there are no restrictions in the 
charter itself or in the terms of the contract that has been made in 
pursuance of the terms of the charter, Congress would have abundant 
and ample power to provide for a sinking fund and to exercise con- 
trol over the earnings of the company so as to preserve the rights of 
the Government and protect its claims as against the company; but 
the difficulty is that in my judgment that is not this case. That is 
where the difficulty comes in. My understanding of this case is that 
a contract has been entered into by virtue of the provisions of this 
charter, that the terms of that contract are specific, and that those 
very terms exclude the idea of any reserved power in Congress to do 
anything different, 

. HOAR. Where is there any contract on that subject? That 
is what I have sought; and I listened to the Senator’s speech in vain 
to find. Congress undoubtedly contracted at what time and on what 
terms the Government debt shall be paid; that it may be conceded 
Congress ought not to attempt to alter; but my question is where is 
there any contract that this corporation shall not prepare itself in a 

articular mode to be able to pay the debt which is to fall due in 
900, or about that time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I rise to a point of order. Has not the Senator from 
Oregon concluded the speech which he commenced at one o’clock? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposed he had. 

Mr. WINDOM. Then is not the appropriation bill before the Sen- 
ate by ment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I took the floor to speak on the railroad bill. I do 
not desire to speak upon it to-night if it is understood that I have the 
floor for to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then, by the order of the Senate, House 
bill No, 3102 is before the Senate, 

Mr. THURMAN. It is understood the railroad bill is laid aside 
only informally. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASSES, ETC. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No, 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making appropriation for 
the same; also making appropriations for detecting trespass on pub- 
lic Jands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, 


and for other 8 

The VICE- IDENT. The pending See is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] to add to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to the second 
section of the bill after the word “export” the words “from the 
Territory where the timber grew.” 

Mr. BECK. Would it be in order now for me to modify that amend- 


ment? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly, 
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Mr. BECK. I desire to do so by adding after the words “ Territory 
where the timber grew” the words: 

And i That in the event it shall be rted from the Territory, 
it i by United States sutherity wherever found. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky modifies his 
amendment, and the amendment, as modified, will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment to the amendment, as modified, 
now reads: 

After the word “ export,” insert: 

From the Territory where the timber grew: And 
event it shall be exported from the Territory, it shall 
States authority wherever found. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is a very proper amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Yesterday, Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned 
I was about to submit a few remarks upon this question of cutting 
timber on the public lands. I have tried on one or two occasions to 
submit my views briefly on this question. I find, with all deference 
to the members of the Senate who have spoken on this subject or 
talked about it, that there is a general misapprehension as to the con- 
dition of the timber lands in what is known as the Rocky Mountain 
region. I find that the Senators from the New England States, with 
rare exceptions, insis: upon treating the whole subject 9s if the phys- 
ical geography of the Rocky Mountain region, from the foot-hills clear 
back almost to the Pacific coast, was identicalin character with that 
of New England, both as to soil and climate, and in fact, everything 
else is compares with that of New England; and whenever any one 
from the West speaks about the timber and the necessity of catting 
it, they immediately insist that the same condition of affairs exists 
out there with reference to the population that exists in New England. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator refers to the New England Senators 
“with rare exceptions.” I am not aware that over two New England 
Senators have spoken on this bill. 

Mr. TELLER.’ I did not speak simply of the Senators who had 

ken upon this bill; but I said those who had spoken to me about 

é bill, who had spoken privately and otherwise in my presence on 
this timber business. I do not intend to charge that it grows out of 
a hostility on the part of New England Senators, or New York Sen- 
ators, or eastern Senators, but from a misapprehension, as I stated, of 
the physical geography of the country and necessities of the inhab- 
itants. f 

It is said in New England, in New Hampshire for instance, that in 
twenty years timber cut off will grow again ; it is said that the proper 
rule to be followed in the cutting of timber is to go into those forests 
and tske out the dead and decaying timber and leave the young aud 
growing timber. No man would make that statement who had trav- 
ersed those mountainous regions, who had ever seen the pine trees 

wing upon the side hills, upon the mountain ledges, and upon the 
fow plains that are found on the tops of those mountains and few 
valleys between the mountains. 

If Senators would bear in mind that the Rocky Mountain region, 
commencing in the neighborhood of Denver clear through, with the 
exception of the valleys, is an elevated region, and that the valleys 
are elevated plateaus and all the rest of the country is a rough moun- 
tain country of granite formation, they would understand the diffi- 
culties that these men have in getting the timber and in entting it 
off; and if they understood the climate and the fact that these small 
pine trees have been growing probably one hundred years to attain 
the size of an ordinary fire-wood stick in the States, they would not 
suppose that we could go into a pine forest and cull it for the pur- 
poses of mills or for the purposes of domestic use or anything else of 
old and decayed or gyi timber. It cannot be done, 

The Secretary of the faterior labors under that same ignorance of 
the physical condition of that country. He supposes, too, that the 
condition of climate and of soil in Colorado, in Montana, in Idaho, 
in Nevada, is like it was in the Kingdom of Prussia, from which he 
came. He supposes—at least that is the way he treats it—that the 
climate is the same; and I believe he has before the Senate some- 
where, slumbering in some committee, a proposition that there shall be 
twenty-five foresters appointed each year to go out in that western 
country and take charge of the timber lg Sg the public lands. 

The report submitted to the Senate a short time ago developed the 
fact that in the Territory of Montana, one of the extreme northwest- 
erp portions of this country, wood men, “a wood ring,” as it is said, 
had got together the enormous quantity of forty-four hundred cords 
of wood, cut and sy up where it was pro to make a corner on 
the wood market! Forty-four hundred cords of woods in the whole 
Territory of Montana is all that is reported cut and corded for winter 
use; and if the Government should succeed in this laudable enter- 
prise of collecting from those settlers a dollar a cord stumpage, there 
would be due to the Treasury of the United States the nificent 
sum of $4,400, less what the agents would 1 pnaa and absorb. 

I said yesterday it was a small business. It is a contemptible busi- 
ness, Mr. President, whether it comes from this Senate and the House 
or whether it comes from the Secretary of the Interior. Forty-four 
hundred dollars from Montana, and perhaps an equal amount from 
Colorado and an equal amount from Idaho. The vast interest that 
this vigilant Secretary of the Interior, as the Senator from Massachn- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] says, is now looking after, is the great timber inter- 
est of the United States; and he is preventing these plunderers, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. DawWES] who first spoke men- 


ided further, That in the 
liable to seizure by United 


tioned, from destroying and dismantling these hills of their n 
covering, and he is entitled, I suppose, to the everlasting thanks of 
all people who are in favor of forest-growing in this country. I do 
not object to the 8 of the Interior preventing trespasses upon 
the public lands where the lands are surveyed and where the timber 
land can be put into the market and purchased. 

However great the hardship is upon the people then the officials 
are perhaps or will be justified in insisting that they shall buy it in 
such cases; but where there is no law at all I say it is exceedingly 
hard, it is exceedingly cruel to make these men pay for the wood or to 
treat them as the Sevator from Massachusetts who was first on the 
floor would treat them, as men guilty of plundering the public lands, 
and he asserted in a speech which followed, that was made with con- 
siderable deliberation after I had called his attention to the fact that 
these men ought not to be called planderers, that he would treat 
them, if he had the power, exactly as he would treat trespassers on 
private property. 

Why, Mr. President, he would dismantle the towns on the public 
lands, be would tear down the dwellings of the hardy settlers in my 
State and in the Territories, and he would tear down their churches 
aud their school-houses that would be an honor to his State in any 
1 of equal size, because the timber had been cut on the public 
ands. 

Then he goes further and says he does not care what anybody says 
about him who is so steeped in crime—referring to me, referring to 
my ple—who are so steeped in crime that they do not know that 
this is robbery of the public property, or words to that effect. 

The Senator who is associated with him from that State [Mr. Hoar] 
followed. Not content with branding these men as trespassers, not 
content with ye them simply thieves in the ordinary sense, the 
honorable Senator hunts up the statute and he announces to the Sen- 
ate that they are not simple plunderers, but these men on the public 
lands, these citizens from all the States who have gone out there to 
make their homes with a laudable ambition to better their condition, 
are guilty of a felony, and he follows it with a declaration that the 
Secretary of the Interior would have been guilty of a violation of the 
high trust reposed in him by the President when he was selected, if 
he did not ee and punish these intruders upon the public lands 
and these despoilers of the public property. 

Mr. President, since I have been a member of the Senate I have 
heard on two or three occasions complaints that the people in the 
West were hostile to the East. I have heard it through the public 
press, and I have heard it upon this floor. I want to take occasion 
now to deny it once for all. There is no hostility on the part of the 
people in the great West to the people of the East. ho are the 
people in Colorado; who are the people in Montana, in California, 
and in Idaho? These communities are made up of people from the 
East. In the State that I represent there is not a single State in the 
Union, there is not a single organized Territory but one, which has 
not its representatives in that State. 18 70 make up the whole popu- 
lation of that country; and to say that they are hostile to the East 
is the greatest absurdity in the world. But, Mr. President, I do not 
fue that they will continue their attachment to the people of the 

ast, whether they come from Massachusetts or whether they come 
from New York or Illinois, when the representatives of Massachusetts 
on this floor brand them not simply as plunderers, but brand them as 
felons. When I called the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the fact that there was a law which, whether it took away 
the guilt of trespass or not, left them simply trespassers at most, and 
certainly would relieve them from the imputation of being felons, he 
declined to consider it and said that did not enter into his considera- 
tion; and I knew it did not. I knew it did not because he wanted 
to say something unkind and unfair of these people in the West. 

Now, Mr. President, I am as free from sectionalism as poy man, and 
I will not say anything against Massachusetts, and I could not say 
anything against Massachusetts if I would. I am too nearly con- 
nected by ties of blood with honorable people from that State. Iam 
nota western man myself; I was born in the East, and nine-tenths 
of my blood relatives are still living in the East; but it does not 
sit any more easily upon my mind, and it does not make me feel any 
better, from the fact that I have relatives in Massachusetts or in New 
Hampshire, to hear the people that I represent on this floor, who are 
the equals in every respect of any other people upon the face of the 
earth, branded as thieves and robbers and despoilers of public prop- 
erty. And it does not quite suit me to have it said, when I stand on 
this floor to make a defense that I feel I should be a coward and an 
ingrate if I did not make, that it is because I, too, am so steeped in 
erime that I do not know another man’s property from my own. 

Mr. President, that is what we were compelled to hear from the hon- 
orable Senators from Massachusetts yesterday. I 8 oe again that 
it comes from a lack of knowledge on their part, more I hope than any- 
thing else. The honorable Senator from Massachusetts who first ad- 
dressed us upon that subject said the Government has given the set- 
tlers magnificent homes, 1 ee them magnificent donations of land 
in that country. Homesteads in the Rocky Mountains, Mr. President! 
Homesteads on thosehigh and barren hills! If the honorable Senator 
will go to Professor Hayden’s office he will find a section of Colorado 
forty miles square there delineated, and if he will ask the artist who 
can be found there, he will tell him that every acre of it is more than 
ten thousand feet above the level of the sea, and these crags and these 
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mountains are filled with hardy men, with men who went out from 
Massachusetts and from New Hampshire and other States, the gradu- 
ates of their colleges and the very best portion of their community, 
who are delving and digging in those rocks for a living to better their 
condition. And yet the one honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
would drag them out of that place by the strong arm of the law, and 
he would punish them as trespassers, and the other honorable Senator 
would mete out to them the judgment of felons! 

Mr. President, if this is a fair sample of the sympathy that these 
men may expect from Massachusetts, the time may come, as I have 
before said, when we shall forget, smarting under such unjust aceu- 
sation here, that we have blood relatives still living in the East. The 
associations that we have made in that country bring around us ties 
that are as strong as those that cluster around our birthplaces. We 
have stood side by side in the struggle to settle up a country that in 
a few years, in the days that I expect to live and that most members 
of the Senate will live, will have within its borders a population 
equal in numbers, eqr in intelligence, equal in virtue to all New 
England, and they will be as patriotic and as devoted, I have no doubt, 
to the interests of New England then as New England is to theirs 
now. Like begets like, and Senators should remember that when 


they bring up these sectional issues and charge against a whole class 
of people it ad return to them again. 
Sir, I only for the people in the West fair play. I only ask, as 


the Senator from California [Mr, SARGENT] said yesterday, that the 
same rule be meted out to them that was meted out to the people of 
the Atlantic coast as they swept their lines of emigration westward 
and settled up Massachusetts in the bb we are asking to settle up 
that country, using so much of the public timber on the public lands 
as shall be essential and necessary to the proper settlement of the 
country, but no more. And when Congress shall have made laws by 
which we can make title to the timber lands, if we do not make it, 
then brand us as thieves, Strange as it may seem the two honorable 
Senators from Massachusetts, who have led off and borne the brunt 
of these accusations against us, have been members, lo these many 
years, of Congress and were sworn to do justice to us out there when 
we had no voting representative in the other House and no repre- 
sentative at all ou this floor, and there are hundreds of thousands of 
American citizens yet in that country who have no person accredited 
by them on this floor, nobody to speak for them here and nobody 
that can vote for them in the other House. Have they lost their 
rights, are they simply aliens now because they have gone out to build 
up an empire in the wilderness? Have they not the same rights that 
the Massachusetts Senators have? Are they not entitled, for they 
pi a equals in every respect, to the same protection before the 
aw 

I submit, Mr. President, that there is more hardship in this than 
is sometimes thought, and if we grow warm over it from the West, 
you ought to remember that we have been laboring under these accu- 
sations for many years, when we have had very little opportunity 
to be heard, and we have done our part in the State of Colorado and 
the Territories, discharging all the duties of good citizens. For years, 
when Colorado was unrepresented, she paid more taxes to the Gen- 
eral Government than either one of five States was paying. We so 
paid taxes at a time when we were not heard here and when we 
were treated as Senators now insist the people of Montana shall be 
treated, as 1 die tights that Congress is bound to rie, se 

Mr. HOAR. President, I do not suppose that any other Luman 
being who heard anything I said yesterday except the Senator who 
has Just addressed the Senate understood me to say anything of the 
ping has stated. Therefore I certainly cannot undertake to reply 
to him. 

Mr. TELLER. The RECORD will show what the Senator said. 

Mr, HOAR. I said that it seemed to me that when the statute 
made a certain act a crime which Senators said was a necessity of 
life to certain settlers, the manly way was to repeal the Jaw or hold 
responsible the Con that had made it, and that in spite of warn- 
ings had left it on the statute-book unrepealed, and not to attack an 
officer who enforced it. Now, 1 cannot conceive the state of mind of 
aman who, listening to that speech or reading it in the RECORD, can 
undertake to say that I or my colleague charged these gentlemen of 
our own blood and kindred, who are settling these new States, with 
being thieves or plunderers, or that there was any sort of occasion or 
right on the part of the Senator to make such an imputation as that. 
There was nothing in my thoughts, nothing in my speech, nothing in 
any inference that anybody had any right to draw from the speech, 
which justified any such suggestion. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if he did not refuse absolutely to 
hear any explanation? I called the attention of the Senator, when 
he was branding these men as felons, to the fact that there was a 
law which gave them power to go on the land. I claimed then, as I 
claimed before, that it gave them the privilege of cntting the timber 
the cutting of which he was charging to be a felony, and he said he 
declined to enter into that consideration at all. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, in answer to so much of what the 
Senator from Colorado has said as refers to me, I desire simply to 
read from the RECORD just exactly what I did say covering this whole 
matter: 


Mr. President, if the amendment was capable of no more than what the commit- 
tee suggest, I should be very glad to support it, because the object which the com- 


mittee seem, I have no doubt in good faith, to desire to accomplish, is just what is 
reasonable and fair. Where a settler in a Territory finds it necessary, for imme. 
diate use and for comfort and as a part of the necessaries of life, to avail himself 
of the timber upon the public lands which are not weeks en so that he can become 
the owner of them, it seems fair enough that he should be permitted, in a limited 
quantity, to use the timber. 

Mr. President, not one word did I say yesterday in conflict with 
that statemeut. I have read over to-day every word I said yester- 
day, and I can find in no part of it that I called any man a plun- 
derer, a thief, or any of the opprobrious epithets the Senator from 
Colorado has used. I may have been mistaken in reading it over, 
but I read it over for the purpose of examining. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to call the attention of the honorable 
Senator to a statement he made. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say, before the Senator proceeds 

Mr. TELLER. I want to call attention to this. Lask the Senator 
if he is not reported as using this language on page 35 of to-day's 
RECORD : 


Then subsequently he used the following language, as reported : 

But because I am not quite 1 as a plain, home -· spun New d man, to 
justify the plunder of the public domain any more than the plunder of private 
property, while 1 insist upon it that trespasses upon the public domain be 
treated like trespasses upon private property, I am quite content that the Sena- 
tor from California or any other Senator shall hold me up to ridicule or hold up 
the section of country I come from to ridicule, or to excite if he can the contempt 
of anybody so steeped in that kind of business that he cannot understand the 
respect due to the property of another. 

That was the language of the Senator. 

Mr. DAWES. Most certainly, and I repeat it to-day. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. DAWES. I have nothing that I said yesterday to take back. 
I said everything that I said yesterday with the qualification that it 
was grasp right and proper to grant what the committee meant ; 
and I think as now qualified the amendment of the committee covers 
just exactly that. Isaidthat if the amendment of the committee was 
designed to furnish to a settler his daily necessity I was for it; if it 
is to r the appropriation of the forests that belong to the United 
States to the profit and the gain of any individual, I am no more for 
it to-day than I was yesterday; and I am not to be deterred in ex- 
pressing that opinion by any suggestion from any quarter that the in- 
terests of the section which I may represent are hereafter not to be 
considered upon their merits and according to the good of the whole 

ple, but upon whether or not the section that I represent shall get 
own upon their knees and beg. 

Sir, the State of Massachusetts, which has formed the body of the 
Senator’s remarks, comes here begging for nothing, comes here to 
weigh each question presented upon its merits and in reference to its 
bearin upon the whole country, and asks that any suggestion it may 
make shail be weighed in the same manner; but it does not intend to 
concede or give up its convictions of whatis right and proper for the 
whole country in order to obtain what it may deem just and proper 
for its section in common with the whole country. Sir, there is an old- 
fashioned notion in Massachusetts, there is some distinction which 
they desire to keep up, of the law of meum and tuum, and they do not 
intend to be ‘area out of it or ridiculed out of it. They do not have 
the slighest idea that the Congress of the United States will ever be 
Icd into legislation in reference to New England by any other consid- 
eration than what the whole United States shall deem to be the best 
for New England and the whole country. They have no apprehension 
upon that point; and the suggestion of the Senator from Colorado 
that we had better be careful how we express our convictions on such 
subjects as that lest, as they increase in numbers and in prs the 
West may turn and visit upon tbe little section to which I belong any 
other than that rule of justice and right that commends itself to high- 
minded legislators, has no alarm in it for the ears of New Englan 

Sir, this is not the first time that cry has been sounded, and it is 
not the first time that it has fallen on ears that heeded it not, ears 
that have endeavored to listen only to considerations broad enough 
to cover the whole country. 

Sir, I say in conclusion, as I said in the beginning, that so far as 
the necessities of the settler in the West, so far as his immediate 
wants are concerned, so far as it is necessary to carry on the great 
plan of immigration and filling up the new States and Territories, 
they are welcome, so far as I or my vote is concerned, to take from 
the unsuryeyed public land whatever they may require. But, sir, 
that is not what is the trouble; that is not what the Seeretary ot the 
Interior has been intending to put a stopto. It is because beyond 
that limit there has been growing, year after year, a disposition of 
quite another character, that finds some difficulty now in the admin- 
1 of the law, that this auxiety is manifested and this attack 
is made. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, the debate on this little amendment 
has already rnn a considerable portion of two da; Tt certainly is 
not a very important matter. It is only a provision that the funds 
appropriated for the next three months shall not be used in a certain 
way to prevent people from getting their fire- wood in the Territories 
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of the United States. I think there is really nothing in it that justi- 
fies another hour of discussion in the Senate ; and may I not properly 
ap to the Senate to let us have a vote on this question? 
mething has been said about the design of this amendment being 
to make war upon the Secretary of the Interior or something of that 
kind. I think I can say, so far as my connection with the committee 
is concerned, that there is no such design. Iam very certain I had 
none. The Secretary of the Interior in the administration of the law 
upon this subject has done some things in my own State which I do 
not approve, but I think no one doubts that he has honestly per- 
formed them and with an intention to 
has made mistakes. I certainly had no design to make an attack 
Spss the Secretary, and I think no member of the committee had. 
ow we have debated this qnestion for two days. Can we not have 
a vote? I will not prevent it by my discussion. 

Mr. BECK. I object, and I object because I introduced the pend- 
ing amendment, and all day yesterday and part of the time to-day I 
have been endeavoring to state why I introduced it, and I am onl 
objecting until I can be heard to state why I did it. I do not thin 
I shall k five minutes. Then I shall have no further objection. 

Mr. W M. I have no right to insist. It was only an appeal 
I made that we might have a vote. 

Mr. BECK. I supposed if an amendment was proposed the Senator 
3 it ought at least to be allowed to tell, and at once, why he 

id so. Ihave never had that opportunity yet, and I want now to 
state why I offered it. It is simply an amendment limiting the oper- 
ation of the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to the 
use of timber by the people of the Territories and not for export to 
foreign countries or to other States or Territories. Iwas not present 
atthe time the amendment was adopted in committee, unfortunately, 
and supposed that the amendment was a proper one, and I have not 
yet heard an objection to it from any quarter; but it seems whenever 
the name of the Secretary of the Interior is ey up, or any sug- 

tion in regard to his conduct is alluded to, with many Senators it 
like shaking a red rag in the face of a bull. It seems, too, that 
whenever we strike timber, the Senate is lost in the woods, [Laugh- 
ter.] There has not been a word said about the amendment or the 
bill, nora single suggestion why the amendment should not be adopted, 
but everything else has been discussed, and New England Senators 
and western Senators seem to have thought it a proper occasion to 
bandy words that perhaps might as well have been omitted. 

I have modified my amendment to-day, because of information re- 
ceived from the Department through a Senator that it was proper to 
so modify it as to allow timber that was exported from the Territory 
where it grew to be seized by the United States wherever it was 
found, and I have no doubt that is a proper modification of the amend- 
ment. I first thought that sale as well as export ought to be pro- 
hibited, but when I heard the Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] and 
other Senators suggest that the blacksmith, the mechanic, and others 
had no means either of employing hands or going themselves and 
cutting the necessary timber for their fire-wood in that portion of 
the conntry where they were not allowed to buy it, and that it might 
be a hardship to them, I withdrew that portion of the amendment 
and thought perhaps we were accomplishing all the object any gen- 
tleman desired by preventing timber thus cut from being exported 
from the Territory. I believe the lands of the United States ought 
to be surveyed as promptly as possible; I believe they ought to be 
put into market, and I believe the settlers ought to be allowed to buy 
them at some price, so that they could supply themselves without 
trespassing on the public domain. 

As this only applies to the Territories and only applies to lands 
which are not surveyed, I do not think there can be any serious hard- 
= growing out of the provision as now amended, But there is a 

ifficulty Senators ought to observe in four or five of the States as 
well, which will perhaps come up hereafter and may be the subject 
of discussion. The next section of the bill provides— 
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into market the public lands in the States of Arkansas, 
Alabama, and Florida, $25,000. 

All the public lands in those States were withdrawn from sale and 
were restored by the act of June 22, 1876, by a bill which became a 
law without the signature of the President; but up to this time they 
have never been surveyed, except in the State of Arkansas; and there 
is no provision made whereby anybody can purchase them. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. My connection with that bill enables me 
to state somewhat intelligently its provisions. All the public lands 
in the five States mentioned were, by what is known as the homestead 
law, withdrawn from market, and not one foot of land in those States 
could be acquired for any purpose except in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the homestead Jaw. In 1876, with a view of putting the 
lands in those States on an equality with those in the West, I with 
others labored very hard to carry that bill through Con and 
there was an amendment put on the bill providing that 5 lands, 
before they should be put on terms of equality with the lands in the 
West, should first be offered for sale at public auction, to see if they 
would not bring sums of money above the minimum price. The appro- 
priation in this billto which the Senator from Kentucky has referred 
is in order to enable the Commissioner of the General d Office to 
make a list of those Jands and have them offered for sale; they are 


out the law. I think he 


already surveyed. To carry out the provisions of that law this appro- 
priation has been made necessary. 

Mr. BECK. I wasendeavoring to state, perhaps a little confusedly, 
that there are great hardships yet in those States, and many of the 
depredations committed there perhaps, if they may be so termed, grow 
on had that difficulty. Section 2303 of the Revised Statutes provided 
t 

All the public lands in the States of Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Ar) 

and Florida shall be disposed of in no other manner than 3 to ths tes 
and stipulations contained in the preceding provisions of this chapter. 
Which provisions limited the occupation to pre-emptors. Then the 
act to which I referred endeavored to restore them to market, as ex- 
plained by the Senator from Florida, but we have made no appropria- 
tion up to this time whereby the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office has been enabled to put them back into the market except in the 
State of Arkansas; and, therefore, as the work is so far behind and the 
lands cannot be purchased because those lists cannot be made out, many 
persons no doubt have been cutting timber on those lands which are as 
much reserved from sale as the unsurveyed lands of the country, It 
occurs to me that we shall have no general settlement of this matter 
until those lands are restored and surveyed, and lists made out, and 
men have a right to purchase them. So far as the timber lands in the 
Territories are concerned, we shall have nothing but trouble until 
they are surveyed and put into the market, and settlers are allowed 
to buy them. In the mean time, the amendment I suggested, and 
which I hope will be carried, limits the right to the use of timber on 
the public 3 to persons residing in the Territories; and that is all 
there is of it, and that is all I desire to say about it. 

Mr. SARGENT, Mr. President, I have but very little to add to 
what has already been said in thisdebate. The course of the debate 
last night seemed to indicate that certain Senators believed that the 
recent proceedings in the Department of the Interior were necessary 
administrative action, and reference was made to a statute of 1831 
giving the power to the Secretary of the Interior to do certain things 
with reference to the public lands. No Senator denied that that 
statute existed, although it was questioned whether under it the 
Secretary of the Interior could exercise the power. I claimed, how- 
ever, that, so far as its 5 to the general public lands was 
concerned, it was an obsolete law; but the junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. pepe seemed to think that it was the bounden duty 
of the Secretary of the Interior to enforce that law, it being on the 
statute-book, whether it was dated in 1831 or at any other period. 
He was not willing to admit that there could be such a thing as an 
obsolete law; that there could be any impropriety, and I donot know 
but what he might go so far as to say injustice, to be complained of, 
where a law that had been in comparative desuetude for two genera- 
tions was suddenly brought forward to surprise the ple of the 
States and Territories ; that this was at all a matter of complaint or 
just criticism. Now, I can show the Senator, his own recollection 
will show him if he will recur to it one moment—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from California will permit me to say that 
I think he totally misapprehends the point. My statement was that 
a law passed in 1831, expounded by the Supreme Court a few years 
after, put in force by circulars in 1855, song t in vain to be repealed 
within the last eight years, and re-enacted in the Revised Statutes in 
1873, was not an obsolete law; but the point was that the chief blame 
of this condition of things rested upon Congress when they failed to 
heed the appeal of the Senator from California which he himself de- 
scribed, rather than upon the officer who, after giving full notice of 
what he deemed his duty, undertook to enforce it. That was my 


propos nion. 

r. SARGENT. Mr. President, the Revised Statutes were a species 
of drag-net that caught everything. We found here the other day 
that under the Revised Statutes, according to the construction of some 
Senators, a man on the retired list receiving an enormous pay entirely 
in the nature of a pension, could receive a pension besides. You will 
find all sorts of anomalies in the Revised Statutes, and it requires the 
executor of the law to use some discretion in enforcing them. The 
decision of the Supreme Court followed two years after the original 
statute. The circulars from the Land Office several years thereafter 
were the commencement of an attempt to re-enforce it which ceased 
suddenly. Those same circulars were issued on another occasion in 
the early history of my State, when I was a member of the Thirty-sev- 
enth Con, , and I called the attention then of the Department to 
the fact that our people had no method of defense in the matter. The 
lands were unsurveyed, and if surveyed they could not buy them and 
they could not live without the timber. Isaid,“ There is the law, and 
I will try to get it repealed. Do you want to enforce that and depopu- 
late my State? Do you wantto stop every mining claim where they use 
a flume? Do yon want to deprive our le in winter of all the wood 
they have cut around their cabins for fireside use?” They said, “No,” 
and they stopped attempting to enforce it against such, because they 
otherwise would have worked injustice. Except one or two fruitless 
attempts since the time it was enacted, that law has never been 
enforced, and the policy of the Government has been to the contrary. 
Furthermore, by our whole legislation we have recognized the fact 
that it was in desuetude. The very act we have discussed here so 
much to-day, the second Pacific Railroad act of 1864, contained a pro- 
vision looking to a practice existing with the miners and the agri- 
culturists in the Territories and in the State of California to be trav- 
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ersed by the Pacific Railroad of cutting timber on Government land 
to support their improvements. It will not be insisted that the Gov- 
ernment intended to give to miners and others on the line of the 
railroad more favors than to others. The law that I will read is 
valuable as showing the Government recognition and sanction of 
timber and wood cutting by miners and farmers: 

And any lands granted by this act, or the act to which this is an amendmen’ 
shall not defeat or impair any pre-emption, homestead, swamp land, or other lawf 
claim, nor include any Government reservation or mineral lands, or the improve- 
ments of any bona settler, or any lands returned and d as mineral 
lands, and the timber necessary to support his said Improvements as a miner, or 
agriculturist, to be ascertained under such rules as have been or may be estab- 
lished by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, in conformity with the 
provisions of the pre-emption laws. 

Directly looking to this very practice, which I say has grown into 
a sanctioned practice by the Government ofthe United States, and is 
sanctioned by this act: 

That the quantity thus exem the of this act, and the 
act to which this act $ an cer dere Weh aot 8 8 szty 
acres for each settler who claims as an agriculturist, and such quantity for 
„ as the said Commissioner may establish by general 
regulation. 

That itself, with numerous other statutes that might be pointed out, 
touches upon the gist of this matter, and shows the existing custom 
known by Congress, sanctioned by the Department. It was just the 
same as that in reference to the mineral lands which grew up. As I 
said yesterday, it was just as much an offense against the law to dig 
gold from the public lands as it was to cut timber therefrom ; but the 
practice grew up, and finally Congress began 9 in such ways 
as they did in reference to timber, and it got to be understood that it 
was an honest occupation, and that men who he, aea gold were not 
felons, and that came to be understood before the law author- 
izing the survey and the sale of mineral lands. Would it have been 
just, would it have been tolerated in any man coming from hu- 
setts or any other place, to have got 1 denounced the people 
of California as plunderers upon the public domain because they took 
out millions of money in gold, and poe it through the arteries of 
trade? What did we do with it? It did not enrich the poor, hardy 
miner who by his calloused hands and rude appliances worked for it, 
living in an humble cabin and eating the poorest fare, his only luxury 
afew books that he saved from his school-boy days, and had brought 
with him across the plains or around the Horn. No, sir; it went into 
the business of the country; it went to buy the manufactures of all 
the eastern States; it went to enrich everybody except the miner. 
The necessity of that business to the rest of the country was evident 
when the loss of a single steamer, the Central America, with a few 
millions of treasure in the Atlantic, caused a financial panic through- 
oi all the see | Biete, = P 

t was recogni at it was a necessary business, an m 
licensed the occupation of the mineral lands long before it eaa, She 
law for their sale, licensed it by its silence, and it was so recognized 
by the Departments. The courts themselves held that this silence on 
the part of Congress gave a right, and the rules of the miners were 
enforced in the supreme court of California and recognized by the 
Supreme Court of the United States before the date of the passage of 
the act that authorized the sale of the mineral lands. 

By just exactly the same reasoning and in exactly the same manner 
the miner has been allowed to use the timber to support his improve- 
ments, not that he was to erect a saw-pit of his own and saw out every 
board that he needed, but that he could buy of his neighbor who de- 
voted himself to that business, That has got to be the practice and 
has been the practice for years, and it is only by the sudden revival 
of what I say are these obsolete laws, obsolete notwithstanding they 
are now incrusted in the Revised Statutes, obsolete so far as being 
put in operation is concerned, that the practice is sought to be made 
illegal. Misery, distress, and bankruptcy follow in a dozen States 
and Territories, calling down curses loud and deep on the authors of 
the ruin wrought, and against which the ple had no means of 
protection by purchasing the lands; and yet there is stupid wonder 
that this Administration is unpopular. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from California will 
allow me, I desire to call his attention to one or two sections of the 
Revised Statutes which I am afraid he has overlooked. Section 1625 
provides : ` 

Every able-bodied male citizen of the respective States, resident the: w 
of the age ot eighteen years and under the age of forty-five years, halt be enrolled 
in the militia. 

Section 1628 provides: 

Every citizen shall, after notice of his enrollment, be constantly provided with 
a good musket or firelock of a bore sufficient for balls of the eighteenth part of a 
pound, a sufficient bayonet and belt, two spare flints, and a knapsack, a pouch with 
a box therein to contain not less than twenty-four cartridges, suited to the bore of 
his musket or firelock, each cartridge to contain a quantity of powder and 
ball; or with a good rifle, knapsack, shot-pouch, powder-horn, twenty balls 
suited to the bore of his rifle, and a quarter of a pound of powder, &. 

What I wish to inquire of the Senator is whether or not this pro- 
vision of the Revised Statutes has been enforced. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose that the Cabinet officer who does not 
enforce that is derelict in his duty, and that there has been a censure 
implied upon him by the meets Pit praise of another Cabinet officer 
who picks up an if pe dis law and enforces it at the ex 
of the people! Talk about obsolete laws! It was not until the Re- 


vised Statutes of the District were passed that a law in the Distriet 
of Columbia with this heading was repealed: “An act to punish blas- 
phemers, swearers, drunkards, and Sabbath-breakers, and for re - 
ing the laws heretofore made for the punishing such offenders ;” and 
the first section of this law, which was good according to the logic of 
my friend from Massachusetts down to within two ort years, read 

as follows: 
That if any person shall hereafter, within this wittingly, maliciously, 
oe el nent et 


Father, 

or the Godhead of any of the three or the unity of 

the Godhead, or 8 7 — . — words concerning the Holy Trinity, or an 

the 1 eee c, oF confession, shall, 

offense, he bored through the tongue and fined twen y poun 

to the lord proprietor to be applied to the use of the county where the adus shail 

be committed, to be levied on the offender's body, and c lands or tene- 

ments, and in case the said fine cannot be le 6 offender to si six months“ 

im it without bail or mainprise ; and that for th 

vict as aforesaid, shall be 
ster! 
the 


and in case 


I am informed by excellent authority that that was the law of this 
District at the time of the revision of the laws of the District in con- 
nection with the Revised Statutes in 1873. How derelict were our 
officers for not taking men and hanging by the neck till they were 
dead, or branding them with the letter B in their forehead for ques- 
tioning the doctrine of the Holy Trinity in this District or for pro- 
fane swearing. My friend from Indiana [Mr. MCDONALD] asks where 
would Bob In ll have been [laughter] and all the persons who 
crowd his audiences, many of whom sympathize with his ideas, which 
Ido not. Isay there was a specimen of an obsolete law. Was there 
any duty enjoined by an oath or official duty on any officer of this Dis- 
trict to enforce that law? The only wonder is that it did not find 
its way into the Revised Statutes. 

Every Senator’s e ence will bring to mind in his own State laws 
of this kind. I hold in my hand a law of the State of Ilinois, passed 
in 1845, fourteen years after the one which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts thinks is so young and vigorous yet, wherein it is made a 
crime— 

To utter or pass in T any bank bill or note, made 


or issued by any banking institu or g to have been made or issued by 
any banking institution, of a less denomination, or for a less sum than $5. 


And then it provides the manner of punishment for that atrocious 
offense, and I am told that that is the law of Illinois at the present 
day; that it has never been repealed. Why do they not enforce the 
law? Who is derelict in his duty? Who violates his oath? What 
a pity for the State of Illinois it is that the admired Secretary of the 
Interior has not an official tion in that State with an opportunity 
3 and enforce that law! What a pity for the United States 

Sir, the section is in the Revised Statutes, like the militia law, and 
therefore it is necessary to count the cat-sticks which the miner uses 
to boil his pot, and this is warthy administration of public affairs! 
As I said yesterday, if the whole country had been treated in this 
manner from the time the landing was made at Jamestown or at 
Plymouth Rock, it would have been impossible for it to have become 

pulated. We are plunderers of the public lands, are we? I do not 

ow that ever in the West an incident occurred like that where a 
bargain was made with the Indians, that the Indians for a certain 
consideration should sell the land that should be covered by an ox- 
hide and the in being assented to the whites cut the ox-hide 
into strips to encircle as much land as the thin strips would contain 
and claimed that that was covered by the ox-hide. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from California refers to the celebrated 
Indian, Dido, Queen of Carthage! I think that is where it was done. 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir; so says the fable, but vur eastern pro- 
genitors imitated them or are belied. 

I was about to say that it would have been impossible to settle any 
county in Massachusetts upon any such principle. In the first stern 
winter after the passengers from the Mayflower landed, more than 
half their number died and the stoutest spirits fainted. They would 
have all died under the rule prescribed for Montana by the Secretary 
of the Interior. If you follow the history to the West, to State after 
State, ya will find they have all been popnlated and built up into 
States by means of this license which the Government has given to the 
occupiers of the land. It was so in the State of Iowa. A man went 
from somewhere in the East, say from New York State, with his family 
inaw. and perhaps witha hundred dollarsin his pocket. Hecould 
buy eighty acres of 3 land, but there would not be a stick of 
timber upon it. He no house, no fences, and he was compelled to 
go upon the timber lands belonging to the Government and cut down 
the timber to make the rails to fence his farm and the logs to build 
his house, and until that was done to live in his wagon. He had no 
money to pay for it; his money all went for the price of his land. 
That was the way that Iowa wassettled up. Why does not my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. KIRKWOOD] rise and apologize for these spoliations 

m the public lands? Why, sir, your people were plunderers upon 
the public land. They did not know the difference between meum 
and tuum. They were so steeped in degradation that they could not 
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understand that they were stealing. That is the logic of the argu- 
ment of Senators. 

But what was the result? Look at that magnificent State of Iowa, 
with its beautiful cities, its flourishing towns, its fine farms, its school- 
houses, families, churches, overything that adorns and embellishes 
civilized life! Would it have been worth while to have stopped them, 
I ask my friend from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, ] from cutting the timber on 
the public lands there? You could not have had this settlement and 
kept the timber, for the people could not have hoparen the State and 
settled it. Now this is more true of Montana and the other Territories 
in the mountains of California than of Iowa, because no timber grows 
upon any agricultural lands there; none grows below sixty-five hun- 
dred feet above the sea-level. It grows npon inhospitable and almost 
inaccessible places. To get the timber, poor, miserable, and scrubby 
as it is, most of it cottonwood, you are compelled to dig the road first 
up the mountain-side and up the cafions, to go up steep hills to almost 
inaccessible places, and there the sparse trees are cut down with great 
labor and loaded upon the ox-cart, which goes creeping back to the 
town. One day is consumed in going for the wood and another in 
returning. These men engaged in that business are the wood rings, 
and the men who have so little moral perception that their contempt 
is of no account to Senators! As my friend from Connecticut suggests, 
most of the fire-wood, necessarily from the inaccessible places where 
it is obtained, is carried on the backs of mules and ho and some- 
times of men, which is slow and laborious work. Go and e them 
a dollar a cord for stumpage, by all means, and let us replenish the 
Treasury of the United States! 

I said that there were many statutes showing that the Government 

intended to license the occupation of these lands, both surveyed and 
unsurveyed. Leall attention to the provision found on page 251 of 
the fourteenth volume of the statutes, “An act granting the right of 
way to ditch and canal owners over the public lands, and for other 
purposes,” which provides: 

That the mineral lands of the public domain, both surveyed and unsurveyed— 

That is a generic name applying to all these Territories. They do 
not mean by mineral lands merely the place where a mine actually 
exists, but the lands in which mines may be found. They withdraw 
whole townships, they in fact withdraw whole counties under the 
designation of mineral lands, because mineral may therein be found. 
Now what do they do with those mineral lands? 

That the mineral lands of the public domain, both surveyed and unsurveyed, 
are hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and occupation by all eiti- 
zens of the United States, and those who have declared their intention to become 
citizens, subject to such regulations as may be prescribed by law, and subject also 
to the local customs or rules of miners in the several mining districts, so far asthe 
same may not be in conflict with the laws of the United States. 


Now, then, the public lands, surveyed and unsurveyed, are open 
for exploration and occupation. By what means? How is a man 
going to occupy the land unless he can use that which it contains 
and sustains? Unless he can use the timber to build his house, how 
is the country to be oceupied or this law to be executed? There is 
no Jaw on the statute-book to buy it. These laws were probably in- 
tended as a substitute for it, being long steps to make a legislative 
license to that end. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] said yesterday that 
although I had urged upon Congress the relief of the people of my 
own State and those Territories in this matter, I had been unable 
to satify the majority of either branch that it was worth while to 
make a change. That was a very careless statement, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I had said before, that such a measure had twice passed the 
House of Representatives. I will simply say in reply to that state- 
ment, if it is worth reply, that if the Senator will turn to the pro- 
ceedings of the second session of the Forty-first Congress, 1869~70, 
he will find that the matter was cag oer at that time, intelli- 
gently understood by the House of Representatives, and that a bill 

or the relief of the States and Territories in this respect was passed 
I want to say in justice to the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE, ] 
who at that time was Speaker of the House, in reply to aremark that 
he himself had not sought toremedy these things, that I did receive 
in the conduct of that bill from the Speaker in the chair all the help 
that the Speaker could give in his position, and it was very valuable 
. the attention of the House and in enabling me to have the 

ill passed. 

Now, Mr. President, after language to which we objected applied 
to our people in the West, any 8 to Massachusetts or auy 
eastern 771 of the country is resented as an impertinence on our 
part. e are told, I find by reference to the RECORD afterward, 
that this is assailing the States where we were born, &c., some vio- 
lence done to our mother, or something of that kind. I never knew 
that a mother had any more right to abuse the child than the child 
to abuse the mother. The Western States are the children of the 
eastern States, and we have a right to the same consideration from 
them that they have from us. Although I did not understand my 
friend from Colorado to make any threat—— 

Mr. TELLER. I did not. 

Mr. SARGENT. With regard to feelings that might be excited in 
the West toward the eastern States, I did understand him to say that 
a sense of continued injustice, of unmerited abuse, of denial of ordi- 
nary rights which every other State has had, might lead to an alien- 
ation of feeling. Senators reply to that in a lofty way, that they are 


not to bé intimidated, and that they will abuse us as much as they 
please and take the consequences, Very well, if the consequences 
are of their seeking they probably will come. I do not desire that 
they should come, but I do desire that when my people are spoken of 
in this Senate that it shall not be upon the assumption that they are 
either plunderers or felons. Wherever I hear that imputation made 
I shall repel it, in parliamentary language if I can; I shall repel it 
in any event. 

Mr. BLAINE. I would not now occupy the floor a single moment 
if a vote could have been reached, but partly in the RECORD and partly 
in the public press, the statement is made that the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yesterday said, and apparently that 
I acquiesced in it, that the duties imposed by sections 2461, 2462, and 
2463 of the Revised Statutes upon the Secre of the Navy, were 
transferred to the Secretary of the Interior. Did I understand the 
Senator from Massachusetts to so maintain? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think I understand the Senator’s question. 

Mr. BLAINE. I refer to the sections of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to the protection of ship timber, sections 2461, 2462, and 2463, de- 
fining certain modes of protecting the public timber, and especially 

utting that matter under the control of the Secretary of the Navy. 
see the Associated Press has fallen into the blunder of making us 
agree that this control was transferred to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, 
net I did not understand the Senator from Maine to main- 
in that. 

Mr. BLAINE. Nor do J understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to so maintain. 

Mr. HOAR. No, I do not. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not concede it, and the Senator does not main- 
tain it, and therefore we agree. The provisions of those sections are 
distinctly under the Secretary of the ap! 6 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
[“No!” „No!“ We cannot get a vote to-night. 
oi PAD K. Had we not better try to reach a vote on this 

Mr. WINDOM. I think we can reach a vote in a few moments. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think not, from my knowledge of those 
who want to speak upon the question. The vindication has been all 
on the side of the West, The South is interested in this matter, and 
we propose to say a word about it, but do not propose to go into a dis- 
cussion of the question at this late hour. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is id Reng to imagine that anybody wants 
to say anything more on this amendment. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, I desire to offer an amendment after the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky is disposed of, on which I pro- 

to address the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not object to the motion to adjourn under the 
circumstances now indicated. 

beatae rps ain Will the Senator from Florida yield to me a mo- 
ment 7 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to move that the Senate take up for pres- 
ent consideration House bill No, 2371. [“ No!“ “No!”] It will take 
but a moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. T object. 

e ROLLINS. There will be no objection to the bill when it is 
Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am sure the Senator from California will not 
object to the consideration of this bill. 

. SARGENT. I understand that objection is made by Senators 
all around me. 

Mr. ROLLINS, It is necessary that the bill should pass at an early 
day. It will take but a short time. 

Mr, JONES, of Florida. There will be ample time to-morrow to 
take up the bill. 

Mr. ROLLINS. That has been the reply of Senators to my request 
every day that I have tried to get it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the bill? 

Mr. SARGENT. What is the bill about? ; 

Mr. ROLLINS. It is a bill in reference to taxation in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. KERNAN. That will take a little time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lobject to its consideration now. 

Mr. ROLLINS, It is absolutely necessary that the bill should pass 
at an early day. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida has the 
floor, if he refuses to yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

ISLAND OF CUBA. 

Mr. CONOVER. I ask my colleague to yield to me u moment that 
I may offer a resolution which will create no debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Very well. 

Mr. CONOVER. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 


Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to communicate to the Senate, 
if not incompatible with the public interest, such information as the Government 
has received respecting the terms and conditions under which the surrender of the 
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Cuban insurgents has been made, together with such other information in his 
session respecting the faturo pol F 
u 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks for 
the presentconsiderationof thisresolution. Arethere objections toit? 

Mr. CONOVER. There will be no objection to it,I am sure. It 
cannot interfere with the public interest in any way. 

Mr EATON. I Lip tase 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the resolution 
goes over. ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I renew my motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida that the Senate do now ajann . 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and fourteen min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. ý 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 20, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PUBLIC GROUNDS IN CHICAGO. 

Mr. LIGON, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, as a substitute for House bill No. 
500, a bill (H. R. No. 3979) to confirm and release to the city of Chi- 
cago, Illinois, the title to certain publie grounds; which was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not to 
be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

JOHN M. KNOTT. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3980) 
authorizing the Commissioner of the General Land Office to issue a 
patent to John M. Knott for the northeast quarter of northwest quar- 
ter section 7, township 81, range 4 east; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INDEX OF JOURNALS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Tomsen N the 5 Rules pe =< they are — 5 to 

uire 0 e ex an c a 
mers index of che yous of 8 from the’ — — of th the Govern- 
ment to the present time, and report to the House such recommendation as they 
may find proper for effecting that purpose. 

TIMBER LANDS, ETC. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, as a substitute for Honse bills 
Nos. 1157, 1755, 2412, 2864, and 3235, a bill (H. R. No. 3981) for the sale 
and disposition of timber lands and for the timber growing thereon, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. i 

Mr. WIGGINTON, by unanimous consent, reported from the same 
committee, as a substitute for House bill No. 3235 and all other bills 
on the same subject, a bill (H. R. No. 3982) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to encourage the growth of timber on the western prairies; ” 
which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider, 

SETTLERS ON SOSCOL RANCH, CALIFORNIA, ` 

Mr. WIGGINTON also, by unanimous consent, reported from the 
same committee, as a substitute for House bill No. 3503, a bill (II. 
R. No. 3283) to indemnify pre-emption settlers on the Soscol Ranch, 
in the State of California; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be priton with the accompanying report, and recommit- 
ted, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

BONDSMEN OF J. D. REYMERT. 

On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, 
the Committee on Public Lands was discharged from the farther 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3063) for the relief of the bonds- 
men of J. D. Reymert, late receiver of public moneys at Hudson, 
Wisconsin; and the same was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


LAND GRANT FOR RAILROAD. 

Mr. MULDROW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 3984) ting certain phe lands in the State of Mississippi 
to aid in the construction of the Ship Island, Ripley and Kentucky 
Railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, und ordered to be printed. 

J. k. BURBANK. 

Mr. KIDDER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3995) for the relief of J. E. Burbank, late paymaster United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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FACILITATION OF PENSION BUSINESS. 


Mr. BANNING, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 
this House whether the transfer to the Pension Office of the m records of the 
Provost-Marshal-General's Office collected by the board of enrollment, and all hos- 
poa records pertaining to the granting of pensions, would not facilitate the exam- 

ation and decision of applications for pensions now pending and those to be pre- 
sented hereafter; also, whether such transfer would not result in the reduction of 
expenditures, and what, if any, objections there are to making such transfer. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOT SPRINGS, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. COLE. I ask unanimous consent to have a memorial relating 
to the leasing of the Hot Springs of Arkansas read and referred to 
the Committtee on Public Lands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable Speaker and members of the 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned, citizens of Saint Louis.and members of the Mer- 
chants’ Exchange, have learned with great that a bill has passed the Senate 
Ao norana tho execution of a lease of the Hot Springs of Arkansas to the Hot 
Springs Mountain Water Company. Believing that the policy of leasing these 
healing waters, that should be kept free to the use of the public, is calculated to 
create an 5 and a wide-spread feeling of tisfaction over the 
entire country, we earnest, eevee against such a method of disposing 
of these valuable mineral waters thai be dispensed to 
the afflicted without ener and without price. 


We heartily approve of the extension of time granted the commissioners, but 
earnestly protest against the leasing of the Springs to any individuals or corpora- 
JOHN CRANGL 
ALEX. H. SITE 
And 


Mr. GAUSE. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Public Lands, but I wish to state that the 
recitals in the petition are exaggerated and some of them are alto- 
gether false. 

Mr. EDEN. Is this question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GAUSE. I move, by unanimous consent, to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. No. 490) supplementary to an act entitled 
An act in relation to the Hot Springs Reservation in the State of 
Arkansas, approved March 3, 1877,” for reference to the same com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BURDICK. I object. 

Mr. GAUSE. I hope the gentleman will not object as the time will 

ire in ten aye, 
. BURDICK. I insist on my otfection. 


NEWTON CREEK AND EAST RIVER, 


Mr. COVERT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to inform this House whether 
any deposits have oceurred at the piers near the junction of Newton Creek and 
the East River in the State of New York, calculated to obstruct na and if 
so the probable cost of removing the same. 


Mr. COVERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM F. TRUESDALE. 

Mr. DICKEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3986) for the relief of William F. Truesdale, master at Jasper, 
Pike County, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH CLYMER. 


Mr. BRIGHT, by uranimous consent, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 686) for the relief of Joseph Clymer, 
of Texas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BRIGHT also, by unanimous consent, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the following bills; which were referred to the 
Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3468) for the relief of the estate of E. H. Childress, 
deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1896) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to pay out of any moneys not otherwise appro- 
priated the sum of $1,850 to Mrs. Clara Ida Grass, a citizen of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, as full compensation for property taken and destroyed 
by the armies of the United States during the war of the late rebellion. 

The SPEAKER. Not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 2887) to 
authorize the granting of an American register to a foreigu-built ship 
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for the purposes of the Woodruff scientific expedition around the 
world; when the Speaker signed the same. 
FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the commissioners of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com- 
pany, transmitting an itemized statement of receipts and expendi- 
tures made by them from January 1, 1875, to January 1, 1878; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

LAKE BEDS IN INDIANA AND ILLINOIS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with resolution of the 29th of January, a statement in relation 
to surveys of lake beds in Indiana and Illinois; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

8 CITIZENSHIP OF SEAMEN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of State, transmittigg an abstract of the 
returns made by collectors of customs of the number of seamen hav- 

received certificates of citizenship during the year ending De- 
cember 31, 1877 ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MAYHAM, by unanimous consent, was granted indefinite leave 

of absence, on account of illness in his family. 
ADVERTISING MAIL LETTINGS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the morning hour begins at twelve o’clock and thirty minutes; and 
the House resumes consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 3973) to regulate 
the advertising of mail-lettings, reported from the Committee on 
Printing by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, ] and 
which comes over as the unfinished business. 

Mr. SINGLETON. When I reported this bill on yesterday I stated 
to the House that it was done at the instance and in accordance with 
the views of the Postmaster-General. The qnestion was asked me 
whether it appertained to all mail-lettings. I answered that it did. 
I find, however, upon examination that my answer was too broad; 
that the bill only covers the miscellaneous mail-lettings. It is not in 
any sense pro to interfere with the general and old-established 
routes or with the provisions of law as it now exists in relation to 
those routes. 

It was objected on yesterday that the bill did not provide for suffi- 
cient notice to those who were disposed to take mail contracts. Iam 
fully satisfied, sir, from close examination of it that it is an improve- 
ment in this respect. By the law as it now stands it is not necessary 
to advertise in more than one and not exceeding five newspapers in 
any State or Territory. By this law it must be in one and it may be 
up to the number of ten, thus increasing the facilities for an under- 
standing on the part of those who wish mail contracts. 

It will be found that the notice which is to be given is to be in 
displayed type not to exceed six inches in a column of the newspaper, 
— 5 that in addition to that all those who wish to have information 
from the Department can get that information by applying to the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. I will the form of the 
advertisement which is to go into the papers: 

MAIL-LETTING—NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS. 
Post-OFFick DEPARTMENT, 
_ Washington, B. O., — —, 18—. 

Proposals will be received at the Contract Office of this Department until — of 
GCC... 

© 16 0 ay ures 8. ic 
in the State (or Territory) of een $e cites: Lists of routes, 
with pois . ac pi Lee „ — —— vars eo 
tracts ani information — 
cation to the Second Assistant 8 5 


/ 


Postmaster-Generat. 


Now, sir, it is a well-known fact that when you make the adver- 
tisement as you have heretofore done, by putting in each route the 
point from which it begins and the point to which it leads, and the 
intermediate points, and the times of arrival and departure, it is then 
n that you shall write to the Post-Office Department, in the 
city of Washington, in order to get the blanks to be filled before yon 
can make the bids properly. It does not therefore entail any addi- 
tional trouble or expense on those who wish to bid for contracts. I 
am not sure but it has been the custom to furnish these blanks (as it 
will be in future) to the different postmasters, especially the post- 
masters at the seats of government in the States or Territories, which 
may be readily obtain So that, after giving six weeks’ notice in 
this displayed type, it does seem that nothing more should be asked. 

But what does the Postmaster-General say in relation to the cost 
of proceedings under this bill? He states that nine-tenths of all the 
money appropriated for advertising mail-lettings may be saved by 
adopting the provisions of this bill. If we can save nine dollars 
out of ten from the money thus appropriated I think it must be clear 
to every mind that there should be no hesitation in the matter, espe- 
cially if the notice will be just as full, and perhaps better authority, 
being given to advertise in ten newspapers instead of five as under 


the old law, I think, therefore, that considerations of economy will 
lead us to adopt the principles of this bill. 

I wish, however, to say that the bill does not interfere with the 
established routes. It does not interfere with the law which requires 
notices to be in the several post-offices with regard to those 
routes. It does not propose to change the provisions of law with 
reference to these in any t. This bill refers alone to miscella- 
neous mail-lettings. And what are they? It is well known that 
upon the post-office bill every year there are a large number of new 
rontes incorporated by members of Co A member may go to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and he is allowed to 

ut in any route he pleases. Then, under the law, the Postmaster- 
neral goes to the expense of advertising those routes, and in per- 
haps six out of ten of them bids for ing the mails are rejected 
because they are not in accordance with the service to be rendered or 
the needs of the country, so that we save all that expense by accept- 
ing this bill. 
. CONGER. May I ask the gentleman a question! 

Mr. SINGLETON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish toask the gentleman whether the phlet 
list of all the mail-routes heretofore used is still conned 

Mr. SINGLETON. This bill does not propose to interfere with that 
matter. It does not relate to it in any way. 

Mr. CONGER. I know it does not; but my inquiry is if that is 
still . so that it can be sent on application, or is it discon- 
tinu 

Mr. SINGLETON. The bill provides that any one desiring can have 
blanks and all the information asked for on the subject; in what form, 
it is for the Postmaster-General to determine, as he does now. But 
any one wishing to do so is authorized to apply for and can get blank 
forms for contracts and all other information that is needed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. When this bill was reported on yesterday I stated 
some objections to it. I confess the remarks of the gentleman from 
Mississippi have not removed the objections which I then entertained. 
My main objection to this bill is that it locks up here in Washington 
the information which ought to be given to the people of the districts 
through which these mail-routes pass. It is proposed by a six-inch 
advertisement to notify the people of a State that a certain number 
of routes are to be let; we will say twenty. They are in different 

of a State or a Territory. The Postmaster-General, under the 

aw as it now is, decides that he will advertise but in one paper. 

There were a number of lettings in my State last year, and the adver- 
tisement was in one paper merely, printed at the capital of the State. 

The result is that these lettings are not fully known by the people 
who are most interested. 

There was a e e year in a portion of my own State, and 1 
confess myself that I knew nothing of it. The advertisement for that 
letting was printed in a paper at the capital of the State. The dif- 
culty is this: any individual in any part of the country who desires 
to make a bid for this poa service is compelled to sit down and write 
a letter to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, asking for in- 
formation concerning these proposals for bids, that is hinted in the 
advertisement. The full information is not given in the advertise- 
ment, but is simply hinted at, and the parties interested must write to 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General to send the desired informa- 
tion. j 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist that there have been corruptions in the 
Post-Office Department in the mail-lettings. There are a number of 
men here in Washington who are interested in these mail-lettin 
who have free access to the offices and rooms of the Post-Office 
partment. These men are always hanging about Washington to pro- 
mote their interests. For instance, we suppose that a clerk in a 
pra room of the Department has charge of these lettings and who 

as to answer the letters that are to be sent out in answer to inquiries, 
as to the carrying of the mails. That one clerk can put his hand upon 
the whole of the lettings of the Department, and many of these let. 
ters asking for information are not answered and the information is 
withheld. These advertisements may be made just within the time 
of the letting and in remote parts of the country it may be two 
or three weeks before A or B finds that there is to be a letting. 
When he learns that fact he sits down and writes to the Second As- 
sistant Postmaster-Genera] for information, ana pernan he may not 
understand the modes and ways of getting information, and after 
writing to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General he waits day 
after day for an answer; but the answer comes too late and he has 


lost the opportunity to bid. But some gentlemen here in Washing- 
ton have put in bids and the contracts are awarded to the advantage 
of these men here. 


Mr. Speaker, I protest pe ee this little style of economy of refus- 
ing a few dollars by way of advertising ; cntting down the advertise- 
ment to six inches simply to save a little money, that is not in the 
interest of the people. It is not a geod fair deal and I am opposed 
to it. 4 

Mr. BALLOU. It seems to me that the gentleman does not under- 
stand what was the intention of the committee in reporting this 
measure. Mr. Speaker, the object was not to limit the advertisements 
but rather to extend them. It was not the intention of the commit- 
tee to withhold these advertisements, but to enlarge the circulation 
of these advertisements and at the same time to save expense. Ad- 
vertising in papers of large circulation is very expensive, but by 
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inserting the notice in a variety of pa in different States and 
making out a pamphlet with the full particulars of what is required 
so as to give more general information than could be done in a news- 
paper, would greatly facilitate the service. We thought that we 
would-extend the advertisements of these lettings and the only ex- 
pense that the individual interested would be put to, would be to 
write to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, asking for a pam- 
phlet with all the information and unfolding the whole system, which 
would be but little expense; while to put this pene containing 
the full particulars, into from one hundred to five hun papers, 
would cost a great deal of money. In the large papers an advertise- 
ment costs from twenty-five cents to $1 aline. Now a short notice 
can be placed in the p: and displayed in a space of six inches, 
which will give notice where all the information desired can be ob- 
tained, and any man that is interested in the matter at all in these 
contracts can get all the information he needs from the pamphlet and 
make his bid accordingly; and thereby no monopoly in Weekes 
or anywhere else can secure these contracts. In this way all those 
who are interested in obtaining these contracts can get all the infor- 
mation desired, and get it more fully and more completely and in all 
its details and particulars than could possibly be obtained in a news- 


paper. 
Mr, MAGINNIS I offer the following amendment, which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Provided, That said contracts shall not take place in less than sixty days after 
the first publication. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, the House will see the object of that 
amendment. There is a great deal of truth in the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL,] that there is a ring 
of mail contractors about here. My main objection to the bill is that 
its provisions do not give to the people of the Territories and in the 
distant States, Texas for instance, sufficient time to write to the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General and get the necessary blanks. 
It is in the interest of the Government to get information from the 
localities where the mails are to be carried as soon as possible. 

Mr. WAITE. I believe that there are eee at Washington 
to make bids for mail-lettings, and probably there is some defect in 
the law for the reason that rings control the bids all over the 
country. I know that in my own State and in my own district bids 
have been sublet to parties who have done all the work for months 
and perhaps for a year, without receiving any remuneration from the 
Government. The Government pays these parties here and when 
the time comes for Paying these men who have been doing all the 
work and they come here for their compensation they find en 
gons to parts unknown, and thus they do not receive a single dollar 

or the service they have already rendered to the Government. . These 
parties who have served the Government in carrying the mails hon- 
estly and faithfully get nothing for it, wbile the par“ es here who 
make the contracts get the remuneration and clear out vu- here and 
defraud those who have earned their wages. I know that se.» 
islation on the part of Congress is necessary to reach these evils au. 
suppress the fraudulent practices of these men here at the seat of Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. REED. My attention has been called to this state of facts with 

to these mail contracts ; in a great number of cases in my own 
district the contracts for carrying the mails have been bid off by par- 
ties here in Washington at a sum rather less than the amount for 
which the former contracts were let. Thereupon those who bid off 
these contracts have sent letters to the ies formerly carrying the 
mails, poping to sublet to them; and those parties being on the 
ground, having all the n stock which they could not dispose 
of at once without great loss, have been obliged to take these con- 
tracts at less than living rates. The result has been that these par- 
ties here at Washington have practically levied tribute upon the 
persons who actually did the work. I do not know that there is any 
remedy for that state of things; but I take this st | gob to present 
the facts to the House, hoping that some one take izance of 
them and provide something for the benefit of the persons who actu- 

ally perform the service for the country. 
r. DUNNELL. I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
uncertainty that must attach to the notice which it is proposed to 
ive by advertisement to those who may desire to enter into contract 
or carrying the mail. I read the proposed notice: 

will be received at the Contract Office of this 


Department 
for the mails of the United States upon the routes and 
according to the e and d Xhe 


* 
Pe 


and bonds, and all other n information will be furnished pplication 
to the — Assistant Postianster General. frais) 

It will be noticed that this reads “from 18—, to 18—.” We will 
suppose that the numbers are from 18000 to 18909. There are then 
one thousand routes included in the expression contained in the ad- 
vertisement. There must necessarily be a deal of uncertainty 
in the community in which the routes are located as to whether their 
own routes are included or not. I am unable to say what route runs 
from my own city to a point twelve miles distant; and it is hardly 

ossible that a single man here can tell the numbers of the routes in 
is own district. This advertisement will give no clew at all to the 
routes which are to be let. I hope this bill will be voted down. 


Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman does not seem to have appn 
hended the purpose of this notice at all. It does not pretend to 
specify the numbers of the routes that are to be let; it relates wholly 
to the time for which the contracts are to be made. 

It has been complained on this floor that there have been sublet- 
tings by which the people of the several sections of the country have 
been greatly wronged. I admit that there are many straw-bidders 
here, men who come in and bid off these routes with a view of sub- 
letting them. I am informed by one of my colleagues from the State 
of Mississippi [Mr. Monry] on the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads that he is now engaged in preparing a bill that will pro- 
vide that wherever a contract is sublet it shall be forfeited. That, 
I sapp se, is the exigency that gentlemen have spoken of. 

8 bill does no propose to ange the law in regard to mail con- 
tracts in any partic except in regard to advertising. That D 
is proposed to insert in the newspapers a notice to contractors 
at a certain time certain mail-lettings will take place, and to inform 
them through that notice that they can obtain all the information 
gh Sager by applying to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
in this city. It would seem that any individual or party who desires 
to make a contract for carrying the mails would be willing to take 
the trouble of writing to the Department and obtaining this informa- 
tion. This bill does not dispense with the pamphlet which the gen- 
tleman speaks of, published by the Post-Office Department, and 
yeh poner gives all the information that may be required in a 

neral way. 

E This bill doesnot interfere at all with the law in regard to the great 
established routes. It applies to the new routes, a number of which 
are put into every post-route bill and are advertised now bylaw. Yet 
perhaps in not four cases in ten are the bids accepted by the Depart- 
ment, for the reason, as I remarked before, that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral does not consider it proper to give out contracts under those bids. 
This bill is for the of saving that ex The Postmaster- 
General has us that it will save nine dollars out of ten of the 
amount now appropriated for advertising these contracts. I hope the 
House will pass this bill. 

Now, one word in relation to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Montana, [Mr. Macrxnis.] Gentlemen from the Terri- 
tories, and from distant States, assure me that six weeks is too short 
a time to be allowed after the advertisement is made; that in six 
weeks those ae to send in bids would not have sufficient time to 
write to the Post-Office Department and obtain all the blanks required. 
I therefore consent, so far as I can do so, to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. . I would like to offer an amendment to that part of 
the bill providing for prong SA these contracts, and that amend- 
ment will test the sense of the House in regard to the abuse which 
has been spoken of here this morning. I propose to add to sec- 
tion 2— 

And hereafter no subletting of any such contracts shall be permitted ; and when- 
ever it shall come to the knowledge of the Postmaster-General that any contractor 
has sublet his contract the same be considered as terminated, and the service 
shall be again advertised as herein provided for. 


That will test the sense of the House upon what a great many gen- 
tlemen have found to be a crying abuse, Not only do these parties, 
who live here in Washington and bid off contracts all over the Union, 
send out their circulars, but they send out their agents, their drum- 
mers, into every State of the Union; and they take precisely the ad- 
vantage of the old meritorious and real contractors, which my col- 
league [Mr. REED] has stated. Those real contractors, who have 
their stock in trade invested, are obliged to take these contracts at 
reduced rates. The whole object and end of the Post-Office contract 
bidding reaped is lost by such an arrangement; and all the benefit 
and margin of profit goes not to the men who perform the service 
and supply the people with the mails, but to the contractors who are 
here in Washington. This amendment which I have offered will 
remedy that evil. 

Mr. CONGER. What penalty does the gentleman propose? 

Mr. HALE. I provide for a forfeiture of the contract. 

Mr. CONGER. That may not be any penalty. 

Mr. HALE. But it will remedy the grievance. The operation of 
the provision will be that, if these contracts cannot be sublet, my 
constituents, your constituents, the constituents of every gentleman 
will have an 9 ae of bidding to carry the mails in the locali- 
ties where they live. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I regret that my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
has offered this proposition at the present time; and I do not think 
that it is the best Sin tiss could be done, at any rate. The Post- 
Office Department has been considering this very trouble. It seems 
to me that a better arrangement would be, instead of annulling the 
contract where it is sublet, to adopt a provision authorizing the Post- 
Office De nt, if there is any subletting, to retain the sum due 
to the subcontractor, who would thus be protected. The trouble now 
is, as gentlemen have stated, that the contractors after having sub- 
let the contracts at a lower rate to other persons do not in a great 
many instances pay them. Now if the Department were authorized 
to retain the amount due to these subcontractors to whom the carry- 
ing of the mails had been sublet, it would be an ample protection to 


The great interest to be subserved is the protection of the Govern- 
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ment and the carrying of the mails on the best terms possible. The 
gentleman from Maine has stated the difficulties in his State. The 
same thing occurs in mine. The contract for carrying the mails there 
is made by a gentleman living in Alabama. But if the Government, 
through the agency of these parties, can have the mails carried more 
cheaply by persons living perhaps out of the State, and at the same 
time have them carried safely and securely, I think it best, not to 
adopt the policy of preventing subletting. 1 hope, therefore, that, as 
this matter is now under consideration by the Department, the gen- 
tleman from Maine will withhold his proposition until the Post-Office 
appropriation bill shall come in. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The bill should be recommitted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ves, sir. : 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, many bardships, frands, and rascal- 
ities oconr in connection with the porns system of bidding off mail- 
routes by organized companies and irresponsible persons for the pur- 
pose of subletting. I think that the larger portion of the routes in 
my vicinity are bid off by parties living here. In a case which has 
recently come to my knowledge, a man by the name, I believe, of 
McNair bid off a number of routes as a speculation. He employed 
a person in my vicinity to carry the mail on one of those routes, a 
distance of nearly fifty miles, giving him a letter of attorney to 

laced on file in the Post-Office Department, on which he was to draw 

is pay. But failing to obtain anything for six months he wrote me, 
and I called on his behalf at the Post-Office Department and was 
informed that this man McNair had bid a large number of other con- 
tracts, contracts in the Sonthern and Western and some other States, 
that he was in default on some of those routes, and therefore the 
Department would pay nothing even on this letter of attorney, but 
would retain what was coming on the route where the man had car- 
ried the mail for six months and deprive him of all his pay for his 
services and apply what was due to deficiencies of McNair on other 
contracts. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Suppose that a provision of law were enacted 
authorizing the Department to retain the amount due to the subcon- 
tractor, would not such parties be protected, and is it not likely that 
the Government would in that way have the service as well done and 
more cheaply than by requiring that these contracts must in every 
case be made by the party who renders the service ? 

Mr. POWERS. I was coming to that point. I know not what is 
the best method to adopt to put an end to this cheating of honest 
lsboring-men; but certainly there should be some legislation that 
will protect these people. The man in my district of whom I spoke 
had been a mail contractor or rather carrier, and had the teams neces- 
sary to carry them, but this McNair bid off the route. One peculiar 
thing in connection with these bids is that the bid of McNair was for 
only $6 less than that of the man who is actually doing the work; 
and on examining a great many of the bids it will be found that 
those speculators in mail-routes who were so fortunate as to get the 
contracts bid bnt a few dollars below the man who already had the 
route and the n team to render the service, and from whom 
they wring a bonus and then permit them to continue to carry the 
mail. I do not say that there is anything wrong about this; but I 
mention it as something peculiar. In the case to which I referred, 
and I presume it is a fair specimen, McNair after getting the contract 
employed this man to do the work, giving him a letter of attorney 
on which he was to draw his pay here; but the Government declines 
to pay him any money for six months’ service because the contractor 
is in default on other contracts. This is an injustice and a hardship; 
and I think that some legislation ought to be had which will relieve 
these parties who are carrying the mails for the Government. And 
I shall vote for the amendment offered by my colleague, [Mr. HALE, ] 
as at least it will have some tendency to prevent this wholesale sys- 
tem of plundering. 

Mr. E. Let my amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the second section of the bill the following: 

And hereafter no subletting or transfer of any such contract shall be permitted ; 
and whenever it shall como to the knowledge of the Postmaster-General that any 


contractor has sublet or transferred his contract, the same shall be considered as 
nated, and the contract shall be again advertised as herein provided for. 


Mr. WADDELL. Mr. Speaker, this whole subject of subletting con- 
tracts by the Post-Office Department is surrounded with embarrass- 
ments. Like other questions, it has two sides, The Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, acting partly upon their own motion 
and partly upon suggestions from the Department, are trying to per- 
fect legislation on this subject. The fact is that under the law as it 
now exists—at any rate under its spirit—subletting is actually pro- 
hibited. 

The language of the law is prohibitory of a contractor transferrin 
or assigning his contract, which ought to cover subletting. 1 thin 
the committee will agree to insert the word “subletting,” so as to 
make it read so as to prevent a contractor from assigning, transfer- 
ring, or subletting his contract, which is the proposition submitted 
by the gentleman from Maine, and which I think is a good one. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to say this in connection with what was 
said by the gentleman from Maine a while ago about letting ont con- 
tracts at about or very near the preceding contract price. The Post- 
Office Department in the last lettings, as I learned no longer ago than 
this morning at the Department itself, has used every device it could 


adopt to prevent it by changing the clerks, taking them from other 

offices into the contract office for this purpose. 

p ar BAKER, of Indiana. Will the gentleman let me ask him a ques- 
ion 

Mr. WADDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I wish to ask whether it is not a fact that 
the Post-Office Department at the present time does not refuse to rec- 
ognize the sublettings of contracts. 

Mr. WADDELL. Do you mean to ask whether they do now refuse! 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Yes; whether they do not now refuse. 

Mr. WADDELL. I think not. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. A subcontractor who had been wronged 
by the capture of the money by the original contractor in my district 
wrote to me on that subject and I went to the Department for the 
purpose of obtaining relief, and there I learned from the Second As- 
sistant Postmaster-General they would not recognize the subletting 
of contracts. 

Mr. WADDELL. They do not recognize him as the party respon- 
sible under the law to the Department. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. They do not recognize him at all. 

Mr. WADDELL. The bill originally brought before our committee 
was introduced by the gentleman from West Virginia, a bill to pro- 
tect snbcontractors against those contractors who vheat them out of 
the money after subletting the contract at a small price. I believe 
the Department has been using every meaus in its power to prevent 
the facts leaking out so one can underbid another only a few dollars. 

Mr. PAGE. The amendment of the gentleman from Maine is clearly 
in the right direction and the point made by the gentleman from In- 
diana who has just taken his seat is a good one. It is true the De- 
partment now refuses to recognize any subcontract further than that 
they regard and have so decided a power of attorney to draw the 
money, asa subcontract. They have refused to recognize such power 
of attorney regarding it, I repeat, as a subcontract. The law pro- 
hibits subcontracting now. 

A MEMBER. No. 

Mr. PAGE. Excuse me; the Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
within the last two months has refused to recognize any subcontract, 
and the opinion of the solicitor of the Post-Office Department is on 
file that a power of attorney by an original contractor to a subcon- 
tractor is evidence of a subcontract, and therefore could not be rec- 
ognized as such. There is nothing in the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine which will preclude an original contractor from hir- 
ing any person to carry the mails. You cannot reach that. 

r. WADDELL. That is the trouble. 

Mr. PAGE. The law prevents absolutely subcontracting and the 
Department refuses to recognize powers of attorney given by original 
contractors to subcontractors. They regard them in the light of sub- 
contracts. Therefore the amendment will not, in my judgment, reach 
the desired effect, and the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads should bring in some bill that will reach it. I believe where 
the original contractor has offered to sublet his contract the Depart- 
ment ought to annul the contract and recognize the party willing to 
carry the mails at the original-contract price. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Maine certainly will accomplish the object proposed, 
and I think it will root up a amount of evil which has existed. 
It is understood in my part of the country that a man living within 
a district to be accommodated by the service on any — 5 route 
some Way or other will fail to obtain the contract. They are a great 
way off four hundred miles—from the Department at Washington, 


and they have learned somehow, through the aid of some clerk or 


somebody, they will not get the contract. And what is the result? 
Men do not bid and the Government is deprived of the benefit of com- 
petition beyond the precincts-of the Post-Office Department in the 
city of Washington. If this amendment be adopted a step at least 
will be taken toward doing away with one of the most injurious evils 
in the 8 service now existing. 

Mr. ITTNER. Mr. S. er, radical abuses need radical remedies. 
It has been remarked by certain members that this measure may 
prove to be somewhat radical in its effect. I think the proposition 
as offered by the gentleman from Maine is the only one which will 
reach this evil, and I hope, therefore, it will be adopted and incorpo- 
rated into this bill. 

It is claimed by some that subcontracting is not recognized by the 
Post-Office Department, and yet, by admissions made by gentlemen 
upon this floor, it does exist in all parts of the country, and the legit- 
imate, honest, hard-working citizen is the sufferer thereby. 

And I hope some means will be adopted to break up this obnoxious 
system which is said to exist here in Washington, a ring of kid-gloved 
gentry who are daily perambulating among you with their gold- 
headed canes and who through their wits and intrigue are seeking 
to enrich themselves upon the labor of others. Let them be taughta 
lesson through our action here to-day that ought to have been taught 
to them long since, namely, that they will be required to turn their 
attention to some legitimate pursuit, industry, or labor whereby they 
will be forced to earn an honest living or be sent to the poor-house 
where they naturally in my opinion belong. 

Now, sir, wheré these abuses exist, whether a portion of this ring 
is a part of the force employed in the Post-Office Department, as has 
been intimated by some, I am not able to say, nor do I pretend to in- 
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sinuate. But I do know of my own knowledge, and if I did not know 


of my own knowledge sufficient assurance has been given upon this 
floor within the last half-hour as to lead me to believe, that these 
abuses do exist, and the sooner they are extirpated both root and 
branch the better. And, sir, you must employ radical measures to 
accomplish this, and such means, in my opinion, are embodied in the 
proposition of the Eee from Maine. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to see all these 
abuses corrected that gentlemen refer to. We should be careful, 
however, by adopting the amendment of the prionsa from Maine, 
[Mr. HAL, ] that we do not jump out of the frying-pan into the 
fire. This whole matter is verg considered by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and no doubt when the committee per- 
fects its bill it will be reported to the House. 

Now, what is the amendment? It is that hereafter no subletting 
or transfer of any contract shall be permitted, and that such sublet- 
ting or transfer shall terminate the contract. The amendment is 
sweeping and radical in its effect, and while I am satisfied the gentle- 
man from Maine does not mean it should be so, it appears to me to be 
in the interest of the very ring the gentleman seeks to destroy. 

The abuse to be broken up is, that a combination is formed by sun- 
dry people who bid to carry the mails upon a great many routes, fre- 
quently without proper facilities for doing the work; and that after 
securing the contracts they sublet the same at a less sum than they 
receive from the Government, and frequently swindle the subcon- 
tractor out of his pay; and it is claimed this amendment will make 
the persons who carry the mails contract directly with the Govern- 
ment, an end greatly to be desired. Let us see how it will operate 
practically. The Postmaster-General advertises for bids to carry the 
mails among other routes, say, for exam ple, from San Diego to Mesilla, 
daily service, and the route hundreds of miles lang The contractor 
cannot perform the service himself in person, for he cannot ride two 
mules going in different directions at the same time. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; he could not do it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Then he must hire somebody to do the 
service. The amendment says he shall not sublet. That frightens 
away the honest contractor who really in good faith bids for the serv- 
ice and expects to carry out the contract, for he may desire to sublet 
a part of the long route. But the ringster says that subletting or 
transferring only is prohibited, and he bids free from competition on 
the part of the honest contractor, and instead of subletting as he now 
does merely changes his form of contract and hires some one who has 
the stock to do the work, in other words evades the law; and as the 
honest contractor will not go into a business where he has to evade 
the law, the ringster has it all his own way and gets whatever price 
he chooses to ask from the Government 5 g the service. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from ois permit me to make 
a suggestion ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. It is that the amendment pro by my colleague 
[Mr. HALE] gives the Postmaster-General a discretion after iu vesti- 
puting the subject to make void the contract, and the investigation 
by the Postmaster-General will decide the difference between the case 
which the gentleman suggests and the real evil which we are trying 
to get at. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. If my friend from Maine had passed 
through as many investigations of this Department, which spends its 
eighteen or twenty millions of dollars a year for mail pay, as I have 
done, he would understand that with the numerous duties of the Post- 
master-General an investigation in the premises would not always 
correct these abuses. I want to say further in that connection 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will allow me, let me make my sug- 
gestion a little more definite. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. REED. Suppose one of your constituents comes to you and 
presents such a case as I presented when I addressed the House on 
this subject, and you thereupon go to the Postmaster-General, and he 
investigates the case and finds it open to the objections I have sug- 
gested, can be not remedy the evil under the amendment proposed 

y my colleague ! 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Of course the Postmaster-General could 
annul the contract if. a proper case was made, and I am desirous of 
seeing the ring of contractors broken up; but I claim that under the 
amendment where you might perhaps smash one ring you would create 
at least two Hines. 

Mr, HALE. ill the gentleman allow me 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. In a moment. 

Now, if this amendment is enacted into law, it terminates a contract 
the moment it is sublet or transferred. Ifa ring man has & hard con- 
tract, instead of being responsible on his bond for its performance, 
can he not avoid it without being liable to damages by merely sub- 
letting or transferring it? 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very unsafe way to legislate. ‘The whole mat- 
ter should be left with the proper committee to consider and mature 
legislation, guarding all points so far as possible. Then, when it is 
reported to the House, after full discussion, the House will be prepared 
to legislate intelligently. 

Mr. MONEY. From my acquaintance with this subject, I am satis- 
fied that if the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. asc | 
be concurred in, instead of there being a deficiency of four and one- 
millions in this department, it will absolutely pay its expenses. 


I hold in my hand a little book which shows that one ring in this 
city controls over six hundred routes in this Union, over not one of 
which they carry the mails. 

I have prepared a bill, which I shall report to the House, covering 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine, and going beyond it. 
My bill provides that when a contractor sublets his contract, that 
fact annuls and vitiates the contract, and then the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has the right to contract with the subcontractor for the service 
upon that route. 

I will state that before the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads there appeared this morning a gentleman, a contractor, who 
testified that he had one contract which was not let upon advertise- 
ment at all; that it was a private contract by the Postmaster-Gene- 
ral, in violation of law; that on this contract he got the sum of 

on a year, and he also testified that he sublet that contract for 


„000. 
I tell the House that this is a fair sample of this whole contract 
service throughout the whole South. I venture to say that there 
could be saved from one and one-half to two million dollars a year if 
the bill which I intend to present should be e ci by Congress, 

Mr. HANNA. Will the adoption of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine interfere with the bill before the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads ? 

Mr. HALE. If my amendment is adopted it will afford an oppor- 
tunity of testing the sense of the House as to the service on long 
routes, and then the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads can 
17 57 a bill carrying out the views of the House. 

. MONEY. I desire to say a word further as to the point made 
by my colleague on the committee from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] as to 
the difficulty of getting bidders for the long routes. Take the route 
from San Diego to Mesilla. We began by paying for the carrying 
of the mails once a week at a rate of $45,000. Let me remark here 
that in all instances of the raising of contracts with the Government 
there is always a loss to the Government. The service upon this 
route was increased to twice a week and the contractor got $100,000 
per annum. It was afterwards increased to seven times a week and 
the contractors got $333,333.33 a year, and upon the whole of that 
route there was only one mule and a buckboard, or perhaps some- 
times a horse. 

Now I undertake to say that it is impossible to prevent contractors 
upon these long rontes from defrauding the Government except by 
subdividing the routes. There can be no reason why the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine should not meet with the approval of 
the House, but I tell you that if we bring this question to a favorable 
termination, this Department will report a revenue to the Govern- 
ment instead of a deficit, and there is no reason why it should not 

one. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Haz. ] 

The SPEAKER. There are two amendments now pending and it 
is not in order to offer a third; and an amendment in the third degree 
is not in order. 

Mr. WADDELL. Is it in order now to move to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not—pending a demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it was understood that I should have an 
opportunity to offer my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There are two amendments already pending, one 
offered by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNESS] and one 
By the pemn from Maine, [Mr. HALE. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that those amendments relate to dif 
ferent parts of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not forget what the amendments 
are. The Chair recognizes the fact that there are two amendments 
pending, and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] de- 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. WADDELL] had moved to recommit the bill. 

The SPE. R. The gentleman from North Carolina was not 
recognized for that purpose; for his motion could not be made pend- 
ing a demand for the previons question. The gentleman can reach 
his object if a majority of the House agree with him in voting down 
the motion for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the main question ordered. 

The first question was upon the amendment offered by Mr. MaGiy- 
NESS, to add to the first section of the bill the following: 

Provided. That said contracts for mail-letting shall not take place within less than 
sixty days after the first publication. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was that offered by Mr. Hare, to add to the 
second section the following: 

Hereafter no subletting or transferring of any such contracts shall be itted. 
and whenever it shall come to the knowledge of the Postmaster: General tnat any 
contractor has sublet or transferred his contract the same shall be considered us 
terminated, and the contract shall be again advertised as herein provided for. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask whether or not it is in order now for 
me to offer a substitute for that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not, because the previous question has been 
seconded. 

The amendment moved by Mr. Hate was then agreed to. 
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The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time ; and it was accordingly read the third time. 
ae e I move the previous question upon the passage 
of the bill. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
m UN. . Icall for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 


The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and upon 
a division there were ayes 20, noes not counted. 

So (one-fifth not voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays were 
not ordered. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
blog pears; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. í 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. : 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the rules be suspended and the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further con- 
sideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

) 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] to give us more information 
in regard to this paragraph. 

Mr. FOSTER. We passed this paragraph yesterday. 

Mr. EDEN. We considered it, but the next paragraph was not 
read. This paragraph appropriates $1,200,000 and purports to be a 
deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877. When I made the 
inquiry yesterday before going into Committee of the Whole in ref- 
erence to the total placed at the end of the bill of the amounts appro- 
priated by the bill the gentleman from Ohio informed the Honse that 
this $1,200,000 was not contained in that total for the reason that it 
did not require any appropriation from the Treasury. I supposed of 
course that that was the case, but I wish to understand how it hap- 
pened to be the case. Here is a very long paragraph making an 
appropriati on for the transportation of the y, including b i 
clothing, subsistence stores, and a great many ether thin Oe ge 
posed when the answer was first given that this applied only to trans- 
portation by those railroads that were owing the Government and 
that the amount of the appropriation was simply to be credited to 
these roads. But as I see a great many other things embraced in the 
paragraph, I apprehend that such cannot be the case. It is upon that 
point that I desire to be informed. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewrrt,] to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. This deficiency is the result of the 
Indian war of last summer, commonly known as the Nez Percé war. 
There was expended in transportation in the Territory of Dakota 
$161,000, in Arizona $20,000, and for office expenditures $13,000 mak- 
ing a total of one hundred and ninety odd thousand dollars for trans- 
portation and other purposes connected with the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment arising out of that Indian war. 

The remainder of this twelve-handred-thousand-dollar appropria- 
tion, in round numbers a million of dollars, is money due to the rail- 
road companies for transportation. Under existing law that money 
is to be retained by the Treasury Department to meet claims of the 
Government against the railroad companies. The whole account of 
these expenditures has been made, the vouchers have been signed and 
have been on file in the Treasury Department, and I have personally 
inquired and have no reason to doubt their correctness, 

do not know whether the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] 
desires any farther re pee e I hold in my hand a letter from the 
Quartermaster-General and a statement in detail of the expenditures, 
which are at the service of the gentleman, or they may be printed in 
the RECORD if he prefers. 

Mr. EDEN. The explanation is satisfactory. I withdraw my mo- 
tion to strike out. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read the following: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT. y 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay certain indebtedness incurred in 
1876 under the Bureau of Construction and Repair and unpaid, as follows: 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by inserting after the word“ in- 
curred ” in the paragraph just read, the words“ for labor.“ My friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE, | who is a member of the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Navy Department, has farnished me this 
morning with a statement of the actual amount due for labor in the 
different navy-yards of the country. I find that the amount we pro- 
pose to appropriate in this bill is something near $28,000, while the 
amount really required for this purpose is about $26,000. I find also 
that we have omitted the amount due to laborers in the navy-yard at 
New London, As the Clerk reads the various items I will offer amend- 
ments to correspond with the sums ascertained to be due by the in- 
vestigations of the committee I have mentioned. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman from Ohio who has control of this bill give some answer 
to the workingmen of the various navy-yards for the lack of pay- 
ment of this indebtedness. 99 17 has it not been paid more promptly ? 
On whom should the blame fall? On the Department or on Congress 
or on the Committee on Appropriations? At the beginning of this 
session the Secretary of the Navy, on page 29 of his report, referred 
to this indebtedness in tho following language: 

. of the 1 875 of 9 bea Repair, as 5 up to 
4 U n on o w $ 
crued bills not drawn, 883,558.71 Stas labor ob Roti Poo eo. +s 

Basing my action on that report and having been furnished witha 
careful statement from the Secretary of the Navy, I laid this matter 
before the Committee on Appropriations at our extra session. But 
up to this time nothing has been done. These men have been lying 
out of their wages. Many of them were in destitution; and but for 
the promise of my generous and honorable colleague, [Mr. Currren- 
DEN, ] who a to advance the funds for them, they might have 
been starving, through the carelessness of the Department or the 
meipigence of the Committee on Appropriations or of Congress or 
somebody else. 

Some gentleman said here yesterday that it was easy to make pre- 
tenses in favor of the workingmen. I do not propose to make any 
pretenses of that kind. I represent what is especially a laboring dis- 
trict. In my district and its vicinity there are now out of work 
twenty thousand men. I received this morning a letter from a gen- 
tleman of New York, who understands our city, its wants, and gov- 
ernment. In this letter he says that, in noticing a funeral goiug 
across the East River to the district of my friend from Brooklyn, [Mr. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Hunton in the chair. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House.is now in Committee of the Whole and 
resumes the consideration of House bill No. 3740, to provide for defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other 
pu 

r. BLAIR. I wish to call the attention of the committee to an 
error inadvertently committed in regard to a part of the bill which 
was passed yesterday by the committee. There were mistakes made 
in the drafting of an amendment relating to employés upon the sol- 
diers’ roll, that amendment having been fted while the committee 
was in some confusion. Those mistakes were discovered upbn a sub- 

nent examination and the amendment has been redrafted. 

The amendment as adopted yesterday in Committee of the Whole 
relates only to two ns, and applies only to the Forty-fourth Con- 

The case ly arose in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Con- 
gresses, and there are some three or four persons in the same situa- 
tion. I ask unanimous consent to have substituted for the amend- 
ment which was adopted the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, which makes no larger rgd geass and leaves the whole 
amount subject to the approval of the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to going back for that purpose 
only. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the only p 4 

Mr. FRYE. Does the proposed amendment cover all the cases be- 
fore the Committee of Accounts ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It covers all the cases arising in the Forty-fourth and 
Forty-tifth Con of persons on the soldiers’ roll. 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

‘To pay Charles S. Reissinger and John E. Travis $2,000, or so much thereof as 
the Committee of Acconnts may find due them for services rendered during the 
Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Congresses, and such others whose names have 
borne on the soldiers“ roll during either the Forty-fourth or Forty-fifth Congress 
as shall be found due and shall be approved by the Committee of unts. 

There being no objection, the proposed substitute was a, to. 

Mr. EDEN. I move to strike out the paragraph last under consid- 
eration when the House was considering this bill on yesterday in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The paragraph, as amended, was as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT. 
‘Transportation: 

To enable the Secretary of War to pay for . of the Army, including 
baggage of the troops when moving either b or water; of clothing and camp 
and garrison equi from the depots of Philadelphia and Jeffersonville to the 
several posts and Army depots, and from those depots to the troops in the field; 
of horse equipments and of subsistence stores from the places of purchase and from 
the places of delivery, under contract, to such places as the circumstances of the 

ce may have required them to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and 

small-arms from the founderies and armories to the arsenals, fortifications, frontier 

ysts, and Army depots; freight, wharfage, tolls, and ferriages ; the purchase and 
Piro of horses, mules, oxen, and harness, and the purchase and of 
carts, and drays, and of . — and other sea-going vessels dnd boats req for 
the transportation of supplies and for garrison purposes ; for drayage and cartage 
atthe several posts; hire of teamsters; transportation of funds for the pay and 
other disbursing departments; the expense of sailing public transports on the 
various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific ; for p 
water at such posts as, from their situation, require it to be brought from a dis- 
tanco; and for clearing roads and for removing obstructions from roads, harbors, 
and rivers, to the extent which has been required for the actual operations of the 
troops in the field, $1,200,000, being a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1877: Provided, however, That no part of this sum shall be paid to any railroad 
89888 to its assigns on account of freights or transportation over 
ive roads unless there be an excess duc such company after the amount 
of payments made by the United States for interest upon bonds of the United 
States issued to any sach company ; but the same shall be paid to the Secretary of 
the Treasury to be by him withheld, as directed by existing law. 


Mr. EDEN. I make this motion simply for the purpose of asking 
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CHITTENDEN, I he observed at least twenty thousand people unem- 
ployed—not of the vile or criminal class, but honest people who were 
poorly clad and terribly hungry—eager to be employed somewhere or 
somehow. 

I do think that this House can do something once in a while for 
the alleviation of the distress of this classof people. The gentleman 
who writes this letter says: 

ould be done by Congress, whether we the bill of the gentle- 
Bg atone ber lvania | Mr. Waicntr| to enable 8 to go out to ph epee 
Territories and or to the old Southern States. If they could only know the 
advantages of these new States, and had some help, we might relieve our great 
cities of this terrible incubus. 

Speaking for the laboring-man’s district of the United States, speak- 
ing sadly in the interest of men who have not been fairly treated by 
our 8 Committee or by Congress, I trust that some ex- 
planation may be giyen for the neglect I have adverted to. 

I hope that every dollar referred to in this report of the Secretary of 
the Navy, including prompt and honest payment for timber which the 
Government now uses, some of which is now under our and some 
of it sunk in fifteen feet of water, I trust that all these deficiencies 
will somehow or other be made up by a bold Committee on Appropri- 
ations who will stand up for the e ee of our just debts. 

Mr. Chairman, reading ose ao at my desk Randall’s Life of 
Jefferson, I found that it is not agogism, it is not meaningless 
talk to be the friend of the workingman in this country; at least Mr. 
Jefferson did not so regardit. Mr. Thomas Jefferson Randolph, writing 
of Jefferson to his biographer, Henry S. Randall, says: 

Standing himself on an elevated tion, from his talents, education, fortune, 
and political station, he was emphatically the friend of the workingman. On pass- 
ing the home of a neighbor, (Mr. Jesse Lewis,) a blacksmith, remarkable for his 
probit his integrity, and his industry, and too wise when past the meridian of 

ashamed to work at the trade had made his heoften remarked 
„It is such men as that who constitute the wealth of nation, not mill- 


Why may we not regard the architects of our democratic Republic 
and of our prospediy, even in our appropriations ? 

I hope that the Committee on Appropriations will scrutinize the 
bill as well as the Secretary’s Nee add every item that may go 
to help the working people of this country. 

Mr. FOSTER. Chairman, I am hardly able to answer the gen- 
tleman as to the reason why this indebtedness has not been paid. We 
propose to pay it now. If I remember aright only a few days since 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] proclaimed to this House 
that he was the leader in the “ economy ” practiced by this House dur- 
ing the past two years. Now I want to tell his friends, the laboring- 
men, about whom he has been speaking here this morning, that if he 
was that leader then he was as much to blame as any man on this 
floor for the failure of the payment of these men at any time previous 
to the present. I have not seen the delightful countenance of the 

ntleman before the Committee on Appropriations urging these 


ings. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I sent a letter to the committee. 

Mr. FOSTER. The 8 from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN 
representing the Brooklyn district came before us and pleaded with 
his eloquent tongue for these laboring-men; but we did not hear any- 
thing from the gentleman from New York. He contents himself with 
2 a cold letter to the committee. He did not come there and 
press the claims of these poor laboring-men. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iwas there, but you did not happen to be 

t at the time. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman did not even send a bouquet—noth- 

1 the sort. e ja gah 


COX, of New York. The committe have not earned it yet. | 
Urs FOSTER. 
Mr. It is a very pretty piece of demagogy to get upon 


the floor and speak to the galleries and to the RECORD, so it may go 
home to his people, that he is hard at work here for the laboring- men. 
vay did he not go to that committee like my other friend from New 
York and other gentlemen who represent laboring-men in their quiet 
way, and tell us the necessity for making an appropria, acquaint 
us with the facts,so we might intelligently act? It is a pretty time 
now to come before the House, uttering ical appeals 
to his people in New York. [Laughter.] Why did he not bring his 
“ Life of Jefferson” and read it to us? [Laughter.] Why did he not 
do it in the last Con 7 

Mr. COX, of New York. I beg to say that I did urge this thing 

Mr. FOSTER. Why does he claim to be the leader of economy and 
come here and talk about the Committee on Appropriations now f 
2 COX, of New York. If the gentleman gn I should like 


respond. 
Mr. FOSTER. Very well. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Long before the gentleman from Brook- 
lyn took e of this matter 

TheC AN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has expired, 

and the Chair izes the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. FOSTER. Has not debate been exhausted ? 
= The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to the 

oor. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. COX, of New York. reply to the gentleman from Ohio, I beg 


to say when I spoke of leading on matters of economy I referred to 
certain matters only, back pay, &c. 

Mr. FOSTER. I thought it was in reference to the Navy. 

Mr. COX. of New York. In reference to the Navy also, as well as 
other matters. But, sir, I believe economy does not consist in cutting 
down the wages of men who have honestly earned them. Long be- 
fore the gentleman from Brooklyn took charge of this matter for his 
constituents I had inquired into it, writing a letter to the Secretary 
of the Navy calling attention to this clause of his report. Further 
than that, I had written a letter calling the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations to it, and was assured by 
him it would be attended to promptly. I have been before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations urging it. What more could J do, being 
simply on a committee on bouquets? [Laughter.] I am not responsi- 
ble for the Committee on Appropriations, but one thing I dare do, 
and that is here and at all times, without any demagogy, without 
any duplicity, without pretending to be on two sides of anything, to 
stand up for paying honest debts justly due to the laboring-men. 

I do not belong to a class of men who have their clientele, who 
have their lawyers and lobbyists around here. The laboring-men 
cannot combine or raise money for such pu All I wish by mak- 
ing this motion and these remarks to-day is to call attention to the 
fact, while other things like your Paris exposition can have prompt 
action in this House, that when it comes to acting for the real bone 
and sinew of the country, such even as Mr. Jefferson respected, I will 
not be deficient when it comes to a deficiency bill; I will not be defi- 
cient politically, financially, or morally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has espira; 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, I propose to amend by adding to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio the words “ at the following navy- 
yards,” so it will read “ labor at the following navy-yards.” 

Mr. Chairman, who is responsible for this alleged 2 It 
is not Congress, because a very large appropriation was made by the 
Forty-fourth Congress for the Bureau of Construction and Repair 
and for the labor to be done for that bureau. How does it happen, 
then, that those laborers are unpaid? I beg to to you, Mr. Chair- 
man, that before we shall have done with this Con we 
shall have done with investigating these facts, it will be shown the 
money legitimately and properly due to these mechanics and laborers 
has gone to enrich contractors throughout the country, aud I shall be 
surprised if I do not find some of those contractors citizens of the 
district of my honorable friend from New York. [Laughter.] 

I have made that allusion for this purpose: my friend has said, 
referring to the report of the Secretary of the Navy, here is a large 
amount of indebtedness shown to exist. Yes, sir, it is shown to exist, 
and I regret these worthy men now provided for are in that list; but 
there are in my judgment men who are not worthy, and when that 
indebtedness is investigated much more will remain to be said than 
can properly be said on this occasion. Sir, these men have been robbed, 
and robbed by the administration that went out of existence on the 
4th of March last. Ihave naught to say of the present administration 


] | of the Government; but the money due to these laborers was appro- 


priated by Congress and it has been misused and diverted, as was 
porch by the Secretary of the Navy in his report to the extra session 
of. Con 

But i add this as a parting remark: after we have gone all through 
this bill and seen what its character and yopa are we find that of 
itself it is a fraud. It purports to be a deficiency bill. It is not a 
deficiency bill. In no sense of the term is it legitimately that. And 
while I say that, I do not deny that there are worthy p and 
worthy objects contained in the bill; but we ought to name it pro 
erly. We ought to name it properly for our own sakes and for the 
sake of the Forty-fourth Con It is an appropriation for the 
miscellaneous purposes and objects of the Government. It ought to 
have been so c terized, and at the proper moment I shall move 
to amend the title of the bill so that it shall show properly its pur- 
pose and object. 

Deficiency bills have grown up in this country too much. They 
have grown up from a di of the injunctions placed upon the 
executive or administrative officers of the Government by the legis- 
lative department. Too long and too seriously has this evil grown 
up and existed, the executive department of the Government being 
in the habit of disre; ing the wishes and the directions of the peo- 
ple as expressed by the legislative department, their immediate rep- 
resentatives. It should be corrected, and hereafter let it be written 
in the history of our country that no such thing as a deficiency bill 
shall occur. If we want a bill for a custom-house or for the relief of 
individuals, let us so nominate it in the bond; let us so define it and 


so call it. 
Mr. FOSTER. I accept as of my amendment the modification 
say Spas by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. WHITTHORNE. ] 
e amendment of Mr. FOSTER, as modified, was adopted 
Mr. FOSTER. I offer the following amendment: 


In line 188 strike out 18786 and insert “1877.” 


The amendment was to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


At the navy-yard, Portsmouth, during February, 1876, $2,002.23. 
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Mr. FOS. ER. I offer the following amendment: 
In line 192 strike out 1876 and insert 1877.“ 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. FOSTER. [I offer also the following amendment: 


Strike out “ $2,002.28" and insert $1,889.08." 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


At the navy-yard, Portsmouth, during March, 1876, $1,972.42. 
Mr, FOSTER. [I offer the following amendment: 
In line 195 strike out 1876“ and insert 1877.“ 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I should like at this point, with the 
consent of my colleague on the committee, to say one or two words. 

The remarks made by my colleague from New York [Mr. Cox] 
were in the nature of an arraignment of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations for not having at an earlier period brought before the House, 
in the form of a bill, an a ped aha of the money due to the labor- 
ers in the navy-yards. ave in the interval between his remarks 
and the present moment ascertained that no estimate was submitted 
at the special session of Congress in regard to the sums due these 
laborers, and it seems to me unfair that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations should be held to account for matters of which they could 
have no official or personal knowledge. 

The first knowledge that the committee had of this matter was 
through a letter from my colleague from Brooklyn, [Mr, EN- 
DEN, I which was promptly taken up and referred to the Secretary of 
the Navy, and when in his reply the pay-rolls came in they were re- 

orted in the earliest deficiency bill which it was possible to frame 

‘or the consideration of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask my colleague whether it is not the 
fact that an investigation was then going on in regard to the expend- 
itures of the Na ment? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It is true an investigation was pend- 
ing. Nevertheless I hold that if it had been known to the Committee 
on Appropriations that there was a sum due by this Government to 
honest laborers vce would not have delayed one moment in bring- 
ing in the proper bill. 

ow, it is a cheap method of bidding for popularity to 2 the 
Committee on Appropriations for not doing that which under the cir- 
cumstances it was impossible for any committee todo. And for my- 
self, representing the adjoining district, in which reside many of these 
men aha have not been paid, I beg to say that I called the attention 
of the Committee on Appropriations to this matter at the very earliest 
ible moment when it became known to me. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Does the gentleman not know that 
it has always been a chronic complaint of the House to find fault with 
the Committee on Appropriations? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have not been on the committee 
long enough to sustain these chronic complaints with the degree of 
equanimity which the honorable Speaker managed to acquire. I pro- 
pose to discharge the honest debts of the Government at the earliest 
possible moment, and I do not propose that any cheap popularity 
shall be made at my expense. ; 

That brings me to another point. I do not agree with the remarks 
made by my colleague on the committee [Mr. BLOUNT] beech 
afternoon. 1 felt then inclined to dissent ; and if I have time I wi 
to state now what I consider to be the obligations of this Government 
as regards the labor of the country. I do not believe in the paternal 
theory that it forms any part of the business of this Government to 
employ the labor of the country; but I do believe it is the business of 
this Government to deal intelligently with the work it has to do, and 
if there are public buildings already under way and which ought to 
be rach wt then I say it is the part of wisdom, it is the part of 
justice, and the part of economy to complete them now, at the mo- 
ment when labor seeks employment, when materials are low, and 
when money placed in circulation will tend to set the wheels of busi- 
ness again in motion. And when the gentleman complains that money 
was expended last winter which ought to have been reserved for the 
spring I differ with him. The money was expended for cutting stone 
in anticipation of the work to be done in the spring and summer, 
When appropriations were made for carrying on a building the men 
intrusted with the duty would have been false to it if they had not 
made the expenditures during the winter. It would simply have 
reduced these stone-cutters to starvation if they had not gone on and 
had the employment. 

Now, in regard to the question of further expenditures upon public 
buildings, I will say that it is wise to anticipate the ape iations 
of next year, because the work can be more economically done dur- 
ing the good weather than it can be if we wait until after the 30th 
of June, next. 

[Here the hammer Sie 

Mr. BLOUNT. I regret that my colleague on the committee, after 
this question had been disposed of yesterday, bas seen fit to recur to 
what I said yesterday. What I said yesterday was that, as to public 
buildings, it-is a matter of fact that daring this session we have 
added $1,000,000 to the appropriations heretofore made for public 
buildings. It is not simply a question as to whether we can build 
cheaper now. It is not a question whether we cau go on rapidly and 


complete these buildings or not; but it is a graver question than that. 
We cannot escape the fact that we have not the money to spend. 
The argument of my colleague on the committee from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] would add $7,000,000 or $8,000,000 to the expenditures; but 
where is the money to come from? Will the present revenues of the 
Government supply it? The Secretary of the ury does not think 
so, and I do not know of any gentleman upon this floor who does not 
find us financially embarrassed in that regard. If this be true what 
would the gentleman do? There is a proposition here to stop the 
sinking fund; but that is a permament appropriation, and we have 
the information from the Secretary of the Rescate that there will be 
embarrassments somewhere. It will come in the machinery of the 
Government somewhere, and probably in its expenditures in relation 
to public buildings or in the Post-Office Department, Navy Depart- 
ment, or War Department. We have cut down the appropriations in 
these Departments to as low a sum as we can and we cannot go lower, 
and the only way by which we can reduce expenditures and the way 
pointed out by the Secretary of the Treasury himself is to reduce the 
expenditures on public buildings and stop the work; not because it 
is cheaper or better to postpone it, but because it is economy to post- 
pone it, for we have not the resources from which to derive revenue 
sufficient. We are told now by a subsequent communication’ from 
the Secretary of the Treasury that our resources of revenue are fail- 
ing. Do we not hear from every part of the country the cry of dis- 
tress growing up? Is not the stagnation of business now prevailing 
bound to result in a reduction of therevenue? Is there any hope of 
an increase? And if this be true does it not become proper for us to 
again before we appropriate money for any purpose how we shall pay 
it? The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] stated in regard 
to public buildings that the money appropriated by the bill of last 
year was used for the purchase of stone. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No; I said for the cutting of stone, 
and not for the purchasing of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman must not interrupt me, as I have 
but little time. I do not think that there is much difference whether 
the money was used for the purchasing or the cutting of stone. It 
is the same thing. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

r. HALE. I rise to a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HALE. The committee has passed the subject of public build- 
ings, and it is now engaged in considering certain small appropria- 
tions for the naval service, and I insist that the debate be contined 
to that, so that we may pass the bill and send it over to the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. NEILL. I desire to confine myself to the subject of this 
deficiency bill, although I may make some general remarks which I 
do not think will infringe upon the rules of order. I want to say 
this by way of a general remark, that the people of this country do 
not object to the expenditure of the money of the country if they 
know how and where it is expended, and that it was expended fairly 
and legitimately, hence I take it for granted thatitis better for Con- 
gress to goon and make appropriations for public buildings which 
are under way and uncompleted than to stop the appropriations for 
such purposes. But in reply to something that was said by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] about people being out of work 
in the city of New York, I want to ask him whether it ever strack 
him that if it had not been for the agitation of the currency and 
money questions in Congress since the 15th day of October last that 
there would have been fewer men out of employment to-day all over 
the country? 

The agitation of the currency question in Congress unsettled values 
and kept the — from entering into business enterprises. Sir, I 
am inclined to think that on that account it would have been better 
for the people of this country if Congress had not been in session up 
to the present day. Added to the currency agitation, to further dis- 
tress the people we have had the revision of the tariff going on and 
causing intense anxiety and excitement everywhere, without any 
cause and without any demand having been made upon us excepting 
in the interest of forei roducers as against American manufact- 
urers. I am a protectionist, but irrespective of protection or free 
trade a revision of the tariff at this time, and I say it not in reference 
to Pennsylvania alone but to the whole country, that irreparable 
injury has been done Caring our sessiou to every branch of trade, 
business has been paralyzed, and merely that the ambition of a dem- 
ocratic Congress might be gratified in making what they might call 
a tariff. God save the country, and especially Pennsylvania, from a 
democratic revision of the tariff. [Laughter.] But for this fact there 
would have been millions of dollars invested in business enterprises 
and thousands of men employed who are now unwillingly idle. Mer- 
chants, manufacturers, and other business men have failed from mere 
exhaustion of investments, whiie Congress has been spending its time 
in listening to theories of currency and in inviting tariff reformers to 
persuade the people that American industries should give place to the 

roducts of foreign manufactories. Skilled and unskilled American 
labar has been depressed. Unwise and illy-considered democratic 
economy in appropriations for public buildings and necessary Govern- 
ment work has kept from employment countless numbers of our citi- 
zens, in whose interests we might by this time have legislated and to 
the advantage of the country. 
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Mr. HALE. My point of order has had such an excellent effect 
upon my friend from Pennsylvania that I withdraw it. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not within the s power of the gentleman 


from Maine to withdraw a point of order after it has been sustained 
by the Chair. 

Mr. O'NEILL. One other word, and I will be through. I believe 
in liberal expenditures of the money of the Government when legit- 
imate and n for the convenience of the people, and I do not 
doubt there will be money in the Treasury to meet all the appropri- 
ations which may be made by this Congre for the completion of 
Government buildings and works. I believe we will have enough 
from gustoms and internal taxes to meet all the demands that may 
be made. It is better for the country to-day, and we ought to do it, 
to make liberal fsa ago occ in order to stimulate enterprise; ay, 
even to help by a loan of credit to build an uncompleted railroad 
across the continent which now wants such aid,and which would do 
something toward arousing and vitalizing the industries of the coun- 
try, thereby giving employment to those we represent on this floor. 
I refer to the legislation sought by the Texas and Pacific Railroad. 
While I am always ready to legislate in the interest of the man who 
earns his bread by the sweat of his brow, I want also to legislate so 
as to give opportunity to those who may have capital to use it in 
such a way as to benefit not only themselves but the laboring people 
also, those who are seeking by industry and skill to better their own 
condition and to provide for the wants of their families, 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, without amendment, a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3721) to remove the political disabilities of Robert 


H. Chilton. 
The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments di to by the House to the bill (H. R. No, 2507) 


making appropriations for the 1 rt of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, ,and for other purposes; that 
it agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, Mr. WIN pox, Mr. BLAINE, and Mr. WITHERS. 
* The message also announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in a bill of the following title: 

A bill (8. No. 396) to amend section 2464 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the cultivation of timber on the public domain. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of saying that I learn from the debate this morning that our revenues 
are. ningo very rapidly; that we have no money in the Treasury 
to meet the ordinary demands made upon it for the support of the 
Government, If this be so, I would like to inquire of some of those 
learned gentlemen intrusted with the finances what they are going to 
do in regard to the tariff. It would seem from reports outside the 
committee- room that they are going to reduce our revenue still more. 
If it be a fact that there was a deficiency of $5,000,000 in the revenues 
of Jast year, then I think it would be veh peti of wisdom, so far as 
this Congress is concerned, to let the tariff alone, or else to make 
such a tariff as would add largely to the revenues of the country, 
with a view to protection—ay, sir, protection. 

Mr. SAYLER. That is what we are doing. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I think not. I apprehend the true policy of the 
Government to-day is to let the subject of the tariff entirely alone. 
Of all times this is the wrong time to agitate it, not merely because it 
affects the revenues but because it destroys all the avenues of trade 
and indu The business affairs of the country are in a deplorable 
condition. Our manufacturing establishments are languishing ; labor 
is depressed; men are out of employment, and the policy of opening 
our under a low tariff and flooding the country with foreign 
imports which should be made at home and thus drive our laboring- 
men to the poor-house, is in my judgment the very worst measure of 
governmental policy that could be introduced. It is wrong in eve 
sense of the word. An empty Treasury to be followed by more suf- 
fering on the part of the people. 

Mr.SAYLER. We propose to increase the revenue. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Who says that? 

Mr.SAYLER. I do. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Then I reply to the gentleman as he did yesterday 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that he does not know 
what he is talking about. 

Mr. SAYLER. The gentleman’s idea of the tariff is to give us no 
revenue at all. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I understand the object of the gentleman and his 
associates on the Committee of Ways and Means in regard to the tariff 
is to lessen import duties and reduce the revenue. If that is the de- 
sign of their revenue bill, which I understand is to be introduced to 
the House and presented for its adoption, then I enter my protest 

inst it, and especially at this time, and I trust the majority of the 
onse are in sentiment with me. I believe that if we conld get a fair 


test of the opinion of this House a resolution could be passed declar- 
ing that it is unwise, inexpedient, and out of place to interfere at all 
with the tariff at this time. The mere agitation of the subject cre- 
ates alarm and disturbs the currents of trade. 

Mr. SAYLER, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question! 

Mr. WRIGHT. It depends upon what the question is. 

Mr. SAYLER. I want to know what the tariff has to do with this 


bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It has this to do with it: we have just been informed 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that the revenues of the 
country were decreasing, and that that was the reason why we have 
failed to pay the laborers engaged upon the public works, henever 
this question of labor arises here it is a matter that ought to elicit de- 
bate, for it is a subject which demands our most serious consideration, 
and the country should understand the opinions of this House. It was 
charged upon me not long ago that I was “ The-old-man-not-afraid- 
to-be-called-a-demagogue.” That was the sobriquet given to me by 
one of the papers. ell, I am just that man; I am not afraid to be 
called a demagogue when the question of a protective tariff and the 
employment of men at fair wages is 1 50 a up for consideration. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Do I understand my co oe 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Oh, yes; he is a young man; I like to see him en- 
couraged. [Laughter. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Do J understand my colleague to say (and I hope 
he did say it) that he would make a motion to lay the tariff bill on 
the table as soon as it came into the House from the Committee of 
Ways and Means? 

r. WRIGHT. How can | tell whether I will move to lay it on 
the table or not until I know the sex of the bantling. eee} 
It may be what I want, though I must confess I have faint hopes o 
this, if ramor does not lie. 

Mr. SAYLER. Why disenss the matter now? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I discuss it now because it is said our revenues are 
falling off, and we are discussing reyenue measures. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I merely wanted to ask the question, and I asked 
it in good faith; but I do not wish to do any injustice to any tariff 
democrat on this floor from the State of Pennsylvania, and I presume 
the gentleman is one. But from what he has said I wish to know 
whether I correctly understood him as asserting that he would move 
to lay the tariff bill on the table when mpe to the House, so as to 
get rid of it at once if possible, without taking up two or three months 
in the discussion of such a bill, whose defeat should not be postponed 
one moment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, it is very likely that in conversation 
with my colleague I may have said I would move to lay the tariff bill 
on the table when it was reported to the Honse. If I did not say so 
to him, I say so now to this House and the country: I will move to 
lay it on the table. : 

Mr. O'NEILL. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will make this motion for two reasons: First, it 
is no time now to discuss a measure which will unsettle the business 
affairs of the country, and thus do much harm; and, secondly, if the 
bill shall be what the information we get of it is, there is more of free 
trade in it than protection to the industries and labor of the country. 
If I know how to govern my conduct as a Representative of this 
House, I will not support nor vote for any measure which I regard as 
detrimental to the industries of the country or which shall depress 
the laboring classes. 

Liere the hammer fell. 

r. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to have read the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy in order that the House may see that we had 
no information from the Department on this subject prior to the 6th 
of March last. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 6, 1878. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the letter of the Committee 
2... ᷣ tranenlt s copy of Ges pay sell of PAVO REDAT OA wate 
accom an 
the 5 Construction and 8 United $ States navy-yard, Dew York, for 
the month of February, 1877, and of March, 1877. 

The eee Bog Mr. Santis se is herewith returned. 

v g 
eee R. W. THOMPSON, 
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, 7 Si 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the navy-yard, Portsmouth, during March, 1876, $1,972.42. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by striking out “two” and in 
sorting “three,” so as to make the amount of the appropriation 
$1,973.42. 

The amendment was 

The Clerk read as follows: f 

At the navy-yard, Portsmouth, during April, 1876, $1,605.74. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by striking out “1876” and in 
serting “ 1877.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
At the navy-yard, New York, during February, 1876, $14,254.56, 


Mr. FOSTER, I move to amend by striking out “1876” and in- 
serting “1877.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move further to amend this paragraph by striking 
out “$14,254.56” and inserting “$12,101,41” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the navy-yard, New York, during March, 1876, $6,928.70. 


Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend by striking ont 1876“ and in- 
serting ‘ 1877.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the navy-yard, League Island, during March, 1876, $1,185.06. 

Mr. FOSTER, I move to amend by striking out “ 1876” and insert- 
ing “ 1877.” 

The amendment was to. 
Mr. FOSTER, I move to amend by adding to the bill the follow- 
ing: 

At the navy-yard in New London, for the month of March, 1877, $310. 


The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I move to amend by adding after the amend- 
mont just adopted the following: 

Thirteen thousand dollars or so much thereof as may be necessary with which 
to pay the current expenses of operating the Des Moines Rapids Canal on the Upper 

i ippi River until July 1, 1878, the same to be subject to the demands of the 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that this amendment is not 

mane to the bill and that it is new legislation, increasing expend- 

itures. It is not a deficiency in any sense, and is an appropriation 
not provided for by law. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to state 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. EpEN] whether there is now any law upon the subject on the 
statute-book f J- 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
that matter. 

Mr. EDEN. Ofcourse I cannot tell just what laws there may be 
on the statute-book. Ido not know of any law that authorizes this 
appropriation. But, at any rate, the amendment is not germane to 
the bill, for the reason that there is not a single appropriation in the 
bill relative to any river improvement at all. This is certainly not a 
deficiency. I do not know of any law that authorizes the appropria- 
tion; and I understand that there has never been any money appro- 
priated for Sa paeas 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would admit that this bill does not refer to 
any appropriation of money for the improvement of any river. But 
this amendment proposes to provide for operating a canal which was 
created under an act of Con of 1867, which declared that this 
canal when completed should be forever free of toll. I desire to call 
the attention of the House to the law under which this canal was 
built. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For improving the navigation of the Mississippi River at Des Moines or Lower 
Rapids, according to such plan as the Secretary of War s on the report of the 
board of engineers, approve, $500,000: Provided, however, - any canal that 
may be constructed around said Des Moines or Lower Rapids of the — eH 
River shall be and forever remain free to the navigation and commerce of 
river and no tolls shall ever be collected thereon. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to call attention to this one impor- 
tant fact 

Mr. EDEN. The point of order has not yet been decided. I donot 
see any law there authorizing this at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ir understands the gentleman from 
Missouri to be addressing himself to the point of order. 

Mr. EDEN. He has not read any law authorizing this appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I told the gentleman this was a public im- 
provement, created under the laws of Con and now demanding 
1 for the purpose of carrying it on; that it was subject 
to loss—subject to decay; that the canal was subject to be closed at 
once unless appropriation was made for the purpose of keeping it up. 
There never yet has been an appropriation made for the purpose of 
carrying on this canal. It was only completed within the last few 
months, and navigation has just opened. The Secretary of War has 
requested an appropriation to carry it on until the commencement of 
the next fiscal year, July 1, 1878, Unless that is done this canal will 
be closed. It is seven and a half miles long, on the Upper Missis- 
sippi River, through which passes every year, or has 8 the 
commencement of this year and will pass during the rest of the year, 
about sixteen hundred boats of an average tonnage of six hundred 
tons to the boat. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen is not discussing the 
point of order at all. 


fifth of a 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri will confine him- 


self to the point of order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. This appropriation should be made or the 
$4,000,000 already appropriated to complete the canal would be lost. 
This Be CN ae is necessary to execute the law already in force. 

Mr. ER. This canal is a work of the United States which has 
cost $4,000,000. It has just been completed. The law reqnires the 

of War to appoint a superintendent for this canal and that 
there shall be under superintendent men employed to take care 
of the locks, to open and close them, and for the management of the 
canal generally. Heretofore there has been no call for appropriation 
because the canal was not complete. There is an officer of the Goy- 
ernment who is a superintendent of the canal whose duty it is to hire 
men to take care of it, to open the locks, to keep them in repair. That 
isa law of the land. This appropriation is necessary to carry on the 
work. Such is the case with the Portland and Louisville Canal and 
other public works the building of which Congress has authorized. 
This is in furtherance of the law, and in my judgment the point of 
order does not lie against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read Rule 120. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

120. Noa shall be in such gene! riation bi 
in order as 232 8 eg 8 e 
by law nie 122 3 for We * ie works sap oeus 
as are a * or m 01 ng on 
Departments of the Government, 9 e 


Mr. PRICE. I would like to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Farther debate on the point of order will not be 
allowed. ‘The Chair is deciding the point of order. : 

Mr. PRICE. I wish to say a word before the Chair makes his de- 
cision. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has heard each side on the point of 
order, and is now ready to decide it. The Chair sustains the point of 
order, because if it be not new legislation it is not germane. 

Mr. FORT. I move the following, to come in as an additional sec- 
tion: 

That from and after the passage of this act it shall not be lawful for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or any other officer of the Government, to destroy, cancel, or 
retire any more of the legal-tender United States Treasury notes; and whenever 
any of said notes shall be received or taken up in exchange for coin under any law, 
or shall be reeeived for public dues, or otherwise be received, the same shall be de- 
— with the Treasurer, and shall continue to be legal tender, and shall again 

d out, as originatly provided by law, in discharge of all debts and demands? 
public and private, except where coin is stipulated by contract or statute. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I raise the point, that amendment 
is not in order to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER moved the committee rise and report the bill, with the 
amendments, to the House. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HUNTON reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion a bill (II. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes; and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. 

Mr. FOSTER demanded the previous question on the bill as 
amended. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask a parliamentary question. Have I the 
right to call for a separate vote on any portion of the bill? 

he SPEAKER. © gentleman has the right to call for a separate 
vote on any amendments reported from the committee. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered, 
and under the operation thereof the amendments of the committee 
were concurred in, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to amend the title of the bill, so that 
it shall read: “ A bill to provide appropriations for the miscellaneous 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, 
and for other a 

Mr. FOSTER. That is all wrong. 

Mr. HALE. It makes this the sandry civil bill. 

The question being taken on Mr. WHITTHORNE’S motion, there 
were—ayes 48, noes 84, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE called for tellers, 

On the question of ordering tellers, there were ayes 21; not one- 
quorum. 

So tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. COVERT called for the yeas and nays, 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were—ayes 33, 
noes 144. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) 
the yeas and nays were ord 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1921 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 117, not 
voting 69; as follows: 


YEAS—105. 
Aiken, Davidson, House, Singleton, 
Bell, Dibrell, Hunton, Slemona, 
Benedict, Dickey, Jones, James T. Springer, 
Bicknell, en, tt, Steele, 
Blackburn, Eickhoff Landers, Throc 
Bliss, E Townshend, R. W. 
Boone, Ellis, Lockwood, Tucker, 
Bouck, Ewin; ete ey, 
B Felton, key, Vance, 
B Finley, Manning, Veeder, 
Bright” Forney Martin, Waddell, 
Buckner, Fran Money, Walker, 
Caldwell, John W. Garth, Morgan, Walsh, 
8 W. P. a 12 Warner, 
arlisle, iddings, row, Whitthorne, 
Chalmers, Glover, Muller, W. ton 
Clark, AlvahA. Goode, Phelps, Williams, A 8. 
Clark of Missouri, Gunter, — Williams, James 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hamilton, 8 N. 
Cobb, Hardenbergh, Ragas; Willis, 8. 
Collins, Harris, Henry R. Reilly, Wilson, 
Cook, Harrison, Ridd Wood, 
Covert, Hartzell, Robbins, Wright, 
Cravens, Henry, berts, Yeates. 
Ciais bn, kame 
€ E 
Cutler, ker, Shelley, 
NAYS—117. 
Al Keifer, Robi: Milton 8. 
2 obn H. par Keightley, ere 
Baker, William Durham, Ketcham, Sampson, 
Eames, Killinger, Sapp, 
Dare ee Salles berger, 
ne, vans, en 
Bis Field, Lindsey, ekson, 
Blair, Fort, i 
Breaths en Neteller. ee 
tano, rechlan, Y, par 
Brewer, Frye, Metealfe, Starin, 
Bri Garnet’ Mitchell, Stone, K ohn A 
Garfi onroe, Stone, 
Burchard, Hale, Neal, Strait, 
Burdick, Hanna, Oliver, Thom 
rcs Harmer, Y oe eiil, ae 
kins, Harris, Benj. erton, pton, 
Haskell, Patterson, G. W. Townsend, Amos 
Campbell, Hayes, Peddie, T Martin I. 
Iendee, Phillips, Wai 
Caawell, Henderson, Pollard, Ward 
0 Hewitt, Abram 8. Potter, Watson, 
Clark, Hubbell, Pound, Welch, 
— Hum phres Powers, we 15 G. a 
Jonger, un Price, liams, Richar 
Cox, Jacob D. I 4 seis, Willits, 
Cummings, J Randolph, Wren. 
Jones, John 8. Reed, 
Davis, Horace Rico, William W. 
Joyce, D. 
NOT VOTING—69. 
Acklen, Kimmel, Scales, 
Atkins, Dwight, Knapp, Sexton, 
Bacon, Ellsworth, Lorin Smith. William E. 
Bagley, Evans, James L. Lu Southard, 
Banning, ahr John H —— — 
Beebe, or, uy ham, Step 
Biand, Gause, Ach ook Stewart, 
Boyd, Harris, John T. McKenzie, Swann, 
Browne, Hart, MeMahon, ‘Turner, 
Bundy, M Van Vorhes, 
Butler, Hatcher, M White, Harry, 
Cabell, Hazelton, Norcross, White, Michael D. 
Candler, Henkle, io, ey Williams, Andrew 
Chittenden, Hiscock, Pai T. M. illis, Benjamin A. 
Clymer, Hunter, Pridemore, oung. 
Cox, Samuel S. Jones. Frank Pugh, 
Cra Kelley, Rice, Americus V. 
Davis, Joseph J. Kenna, Ross, 


So the motion to amend the title of the bill was not agreed to. 

gy the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to state that my e from Ohio, Mr. 
Rice, is absent from the House on account of severe illness in his family. 
Mr. STEELE. My colleague from North Carolina, Mr. SCALES, has 

left the House on account of indisposition. He is paired with Mr. 
STEWART, of Minnesota. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My * from New Jersey, Mr. Ross, 
is 3 with Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 

| Mr, CLARKE, of Kentucky. My colleague, Mr. Mc is ab- 
sent on account of sickness in his family. He is paired with Mr. 
Bunpy, of New York. If present, Mr. MCKENZIE would vote “ay” 
and Mr, BunDy would vote “no.” 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired with Mr. HUNTER, of Indiana. If he 
were here, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. COVERT. My colleague from New York, Mr. Mayaam, is 
paired with Mr. Kronau. If present, Mr. Maxnau would vote 
“ay” and Mr. KETCHAM would vote “no.” 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, My colleague from Texas, Mr. MILLS, is 
absent on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My colleague from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, is 
detained at his rooms by sickness. 

Mr. COBB. My colleague from Indiana, Mr. FULLER, is paired 
with my colleague, Mr. SEXTON. 
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Mr. HUNTON. My colleague from Virginia, Mr. CAB is absent, 
sick. He is paired with Mi- Poor, of New Jersey. ae i 

Mr. STEWART. Ou this question I am paired with Mr. SCALES, 
of North Carolina. If he were here I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. DENISON. I desire to state that Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, 
is pai with Mr, HATCHER, of Missouri. 
ato VAN VORHES. I am paired with my colleague from Ohio, Mr. 


UTHARD. 

Mr. BOYD. I am paired with my colleague from Illinois, Mr. 
Knapp. If he were present I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Iam paired with Mr. Davis, of North Caro- 
lina. If he were here I would vote “no.” j 

Mr. CRAPO. I am paired with Mr. McManon, of Ohio. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

There being no further objection, the title of the bill stood. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDEE. rise to call up the business which is a special 
order for to-day and from day to day until disposed of, being the bill 
(H. R. No. 3259) providing a permanent form of government for the 
District of Columbia, 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the House to resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. No. 2117) to 

rovide for the distribution of the awards made under the convention 
tween the United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, 
concluded on the 4th day of July, 1868. I have canvassed the Houso 
33 thoroughly and can hear of no objection whatever to the bill. 
am sure the consideration of the subject will take but a very short 
time. For that reason I raise the question of consideration ou the 
bill called u by the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. HENDEE. I will have to insist on the order. 

Mr. WILSON. There is no bill before the House which so appeals 
to its charity as the one which I desire to eall up. May 1 be el 
to make one remark? 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now consider 
the special order assigned for to-day, on the motion of the gentleman 
from Vermont? 

Mr. WILSON. The bill which I propose to call up is the unanimous 
report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to distribute money, now 
in the Treasury, received from Mexico, which belongs to our people, 
whose claims have been passed upon by the mixed commission. 

The question was upon Mr. HENDEE’s motion; and on a division 
there were—ayes 114, noes 52. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not think the matter is understood, and I call 
for tellers. 

. were ordered; and Mr. HEN DER and Mr. WILSON were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, 
noes 57. 

Mr. WILSON. I call for the yeas and nays, unless the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] will agree to give me forty minutes in 
Committee of the Whole to bree of the bill of which I have spoken. 

The question was put on ordering the yeas and nays. 

3 yeas and nays were not ordered; only five members voting 
therefor. 

Mr. WILSON. I will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays if 
the gentleman will to give me forty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are not ordered, and the House 
now proceeds to consider the specie order, being the bill providin 
a permanent form of Government for the District of Columbia, an 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Har] will take the chair. 

The House proceeded to consider the special order, being the bill 
(H. R. No. 3259) providing a permanent form of government for the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON. I would like to know whether it is competent for 
me now to move to take up the bill to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is not in Committee of the 
Whole, but is considering this bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILSON. This bill is a unanimous report of the Committee 
8 Affairs, and I ask unanimous consent for the House to 
take it up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be in order now. 
PERMANENT FORM OF GOVERNMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HENDEE. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that the re pro- 
ceeding would be the reading of the bill at length, but if nobody 
desires to hear the bill read, I will proceed simply at this time with 
a statement as to its provisions, and move that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDEE. In 1871 Con established for the District of 
Columbia a government consisting of a governor, a board of public 
works, and a Legislature. That form of government existed until 
Jane 20, 1874, when Congress abolished the board of public works 
and the District Legislature and established a temporary form of gov- 
ernment by an act of Congress, That temporary form of government 
exists at.the present time. 

There have been three different attempts, as I understand, to make 
a permanent form of government for this District and each one has 
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failed. There have been two special committees, joint committees of 
the two Houses, appointed, with power to sit in the vacation and 


prepare a bill and present it as a form of permanent government for 
the District, In each case the report of these committees has failed ; 
and now the regular Committee on the District of the House has for 
some time been considering a bill for that purpose, and present as 
the result of their deliberations the measure now before us. 

As I have already stated, the governmentestablished in June, 1874, 
was a temporary government. It was designated as such by the pro- 
ceedings and perhaps by the act. It consisted of three commission- 
ers. Those commissioners succeeded to the authority and power which 
was vested in the law of 1871 in the board of public works, and they 
have exercised that power until the present time and are still exer- 
cising it. 

Mow I wish to call attention to the difference between the form of 

vernment proposed by this bill and the one now in existence. It 
aa not consist so much in its difference of form as in the mode or 
method of appointments. Under the old law the District commis- 
sioners were appointed by the President of the United States, by and 
with the consent of the Senate. The present bill proposes that two 
commissioners shall be elected—one by the House, one by the Senate— 
and another 9 from the Engineer Corps of the Army of the 
United States by the President. 

This bill also provides for a council or twenty-four men, to be 
elected by the citizens of the District. This council is not a council 
of much power, ie negative power, and can be of but little use. 

The bill further abolishes all the independent boards now existing 
within the District. 

Under the present law we have, first, three commissioners; next, a 
board of health, which is independent of the commissioners; next, a 
board of school trustees, which is independent of everybody ; next, a 
board of fire commissioners, which is also independent of every other 
organization, and also an independent board of police commissioners. 

ence we have here some four or five independent bureaus, which 
annually make to Congress their estimates for expenditures, and upon 
those estimates Congress has heretofore acted and appropriated what 
it considered the share of the United States toward the support of 
each branch of the District government. 

By the bill under consideration we abolish all of these boards and 
put the power exercised by them into the hands of the commission- 
ers. In short, we propose by this bill to make one independent and 
responsible head for the government of the District of Columbia. 
We give them power to appoint health officers and sanitary commis- 
sioners, and also the power to appoint school trustees, and also to 
have charge of policing the city. We give them in point of fact full 
control over the affairs of the District, and we make the board of 
commissioners directly responsible to Congress for all their acts in 
all the departments of the government. So far I think it is a wise 
measure, 

We have by this bill provided that the two commissioners elected 
shall each execute his bond with sufficient sureties in the sum of 
$50,000 for the faithful discharge of his duties. These three commis- 
sioners, as I have already stated, are to succeed to all the powers and 

rform the duties, under certain restrictions, now exercised and per- 

ormed by the present commissioners of the District. 

The bill further gives to this District a kind of suffrage. And in 
this connection I desire to say that when I reported this bill to the 
House I did so with the distinct understanding and so stated to the 
House that I reserved to myself the privilege or the right to move 
any amendment to the bill which I might deem necessary in order to 
perfect its provisions; and if the bill was not perfected according to 
my notions of what should be the law governing this District, I also 
reserved to myself the right to oppose the bill as an entirety. 

I have spoken of the general provisions of this bill. I will state 
those to which I personally have objections. The first is the method 
of appointing the commissioners. I believe they should be appointed 
by the President of the United States by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. 

Again, I do not agree with the majority of the committee in regard 
to the matter of a council of twenty-four members, because it corre- 
sponds so singularly with the legislature of the District which existed 
here from 1871 to 1874, a period during which all the exceedingly 

t expenditures were made in this District in the way of general 
improvements. I maintain that under that territorial government, 
of a governor, board of public works, and a territorial legislature, 
there arose all the difficulties, all the frands, if there were any, and 
all the disadvantageous proceedings on the part of the Government, 
of which so much complaint has been made, and this not altogether 
without the aid of Congress, as it made or 5 many or all the 
appropriations of money that were expended during that period. 

e old Legislature consisted of twenty-four nike, I think, the 
exact number of councilmen proposed by this bill, and elected as it 
is proposed that these councilmen shall be elected, except I believe 
there was no limitation as tos I believe it is unwise to throw 
back into this District at this time the right of suffrage, especially 
in connection with the election of men who will have more or less 
power in their hands of increasing or decreasing public expenditures 
and of making appointments to official positions within and for the 
District, I Lelieve it far better to confine the power within the hands 
of the three commissioners, making them responsible under their 


bonds for the faithful discharge of their duties, than it is to have the 
three commissioners with a council of twenty-four men which shall 
have simply negative power. 

Otherwise, perhaps, than these objections and the matter of the 
kind of suffrage provided for, I shall make no further opposition 
except, perhaps, to propose some, as I think, prudent and some unim- 
portant amendments. 

This bill provides that the twenty-four councilmen shall be elected 
by the male citizens of the District, over twenty-one years of age, 
who shall have been residents in the District for three full years. I 
object to the term of residence, because it is longer than the residence 
required for voters in any State in the United States. If I am cor- 
rectly informed, no State in this Union requires a longer residence, 
in order to become a voter for general purposes or perhaps for all 
purposes, than one year, except the State of Rhode Island, which I 
understand requires two years’ residence. Hence J think we should 
not reqnire the citizens of this District to have a longer residence in 
order to be entitled to vote than is required of citizens in the majority 
of the States. In this matter I believe there should be substantial 
bettie thronghout the entire Union. 

This bill further provides as a condition of suffrage that the citizen 
shall register, and also that he shall pay a poll-tax. I think the last 
requirement is an error. Although there is by law at the present 
time no poll-tax imposed upon the citizens here, I understand there 
is to be an attempt to fix a poll-tax of from two to three dollars upon 
each male citizen over twenty-one years of age resident in the District 
of Columbia. In that case this bill will compe} every man to pay his 
poll-tax before he can become a voter for any purpose. 

That I believe is unwise, from the fact that it will open the door to 
great frauds in the matter of elections. As is well known we have 
now in this District some eight or ten thousand colored voters, the 
great majority of whom are poor people, beside many poor white peo- 
ple, and, in my judgment, very few of them would ever reach the 
polls, because they conld not raise the money to pay their poll-tax; 
and hence they would be deprived of all voice in the selection of 
councilmen, unless candidates saw fit to pay the poll-taxes for the 
sake of their votes. I believe it unsafe to open this door, especially 
in this District. 

I would much rather make the right of suffrage depend upon intel- 
ligence or upon the power to read and write, and put these colored 
and other poor people in a position where they must make themselves 
eligible to the right of voting by securing at least a partial education 
than to put this tax restriction on the right of voting. I think it 
would be far better, much more wise, and more in accordance with 
the spirit of our institutions, 

I am opposed for another reason to the limited and qualified suf- 
frage proposed by this bill. I believe in the general rule that, if the 
right of suffrage is to be enjoyed in this District as elsewhere, the 
payment of taxes should carry with it the right to vote; that is, that 
whoever is taxed should have the right to vote, though I may be al- 
lowed to say that I donot mean to commit myself in favor of woman 
suffrage by this last remark. 

It is an absolute fact that under this bill, if it shall pass as it now 
reads, a very large number of the property-owners and tax-payers of 
this District would be absolutely prevented from voting. We have 
in the Departments here hundreds, perhaps I might say thousands, of 
men who own little homesteads scattered all over the District. Many 
of them claim to have voted or to be voters in the States from which 
they originally came. Under this bill, if they have done so within 
the last three years, they must have a full three years’ residence here, 
dating from the approval of this bill, claiming a residence nowhere 
else, before they can vote in this District. Yet they must help to 
bear the burden and be content with letting their neighbors do the 
voting. 

Now, if it is to be the rule, and I believe it is a good one, that the 
people who pay the taxes shall do the voting, then the bill should be 
so amended that one year’s residence only shall be required to give 
this class of men the right to vote as soon as may be, reasonably. I 
agree with the committee that people in this Distriet employed in the 
Departments who leave here and go to theirdifferent homes to vote 
should not be allowed to vote in this District until they have decided 
to become citizena here and have lived here a reasonable time after 
ede decision; and one year seems to me to be all that should be re- 
quired. 

But I would not say to these people, “You must live here three 
years after renouncing your right to vote elsewhere before you can 
acquire suffrage in this District.” Hence I shall offer an amendment 
to make the term of residence one year. If these and some other 
amendments, to which it is not necessary to call the attention of the 
fope “ this time, be adopted, I shall be very glad indeed to support 

0 

There is another clause in the bill which I consider very wise and 
perhaps the most important provision in it. It provides that of the 
expenses or burdens of this District the United States Government 
shall bear 50 per cent. and the people of the District 50 per cent. Up 
to the present time the relations of the General Government to the 
District have never been settled, The United States ownsabsolutely 
55 per cent. of the entire area of this District ; and by the appraisal 
made ashort time since, the value of the property owned by the United 
States Government is about $95,000,000 and that owned by the Dis- 
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trict and by the people of the District $96,000,000. In other words, 
there is less than a million dollars’ difference between the actual ap- 
praised value of the property of the United States here and that of 
all other property here. I mean real property of course. Yet, as I 
have said, up to this time nothing has ever been done to ascertain 
and establish the relative position of the United States Government 
aud the District in 3 to this maa Whenever it 92 been 
deemed l to e improvements and pay expenses Congress 
has appropriated such sum as it saw fit, and the people of the Dis- 
trict Ee been required to pay the balance by taxation and in such 
manner as Congress determined. 

Since the seat of the Government was permanently established in 
this District, the entire expenditures of the United States for improve- 
ments in the District have been about $9,000,000, while the amount 
paid by citizens of the District for the same purpose exceeds the sum 
of $34,000,000. In other words, the amount taken from the pockets of 
citizens of the District and put into these improvements is about four 
times the amount which has been appropriated by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. I make these statements upon data furnished from the 
Treasury Department and other Departments of the Government, 
which give accurately the items, with dates of r Co. 

These appropriations on the part of the United States have been 
more frequent or perhaps more liberal within the last six or eight 
years than ever before. I think that during the first seventy or sev- 
enty-one years of the existence of this Government less than $2,000,000 
were 5 by the United States Government toward improve- 
ments in this city ; the other six or seven millions have been appropri- 
ated since 1871. enty-three million dollars and over of the thirty- 
four or thirty-five millions expended in the District for improvements 
is in the form of a debt against the District. In regard to $13,000,000 
of this debt there is a pledge or guarantee on the part of the United 
States that the interest as it acerues and finally the principal shall 
be paid. The remainder of that debt, about nine or ten millions, rests 
upon the District government alone, without any guarantee or pledge 
on the part of the United States. The interest upon this twenty-three 
or twenty-four millions of debt is a part of the annual expenditures 
of the District of Columbia and has to bo regularly provided for. 

Now while, as I have said, the District government and the people 
own about one-half of the property here and the United States Gov- 
ernment the other half, the Constitution has vested Congress with 
supreme and absolute control over the District. Hence, when any 
appropriation is made or any tax levied, the citizens of the District 
have no voice in the matter; and so long as they have no voice as to 
these expenditures, it seems very proper that now, after the debt has 
been created and its amount is fully ascertained, the United States 
should come forward and agree, as we propose in this bill, that it 
will pay its equal share of the expenses of this government and of 
the interest upon this debt which has been created not only for the 
poe of improving the property of the District and its citizens, 

ut in order to benefit the property of the United States. I might 
add in this connection that when the new building for the State, 
War, and Navy Departments, at the other end of the Avenue, is com- 

nleted, the real value of the property of the United States in this 
istrict will exceed that 8 to the citizens. Hence I think 
the provision in this bill for making the burden of the expenses and 
debt bear equally upon the United States and the District is very 
wise and fair. It will settle all questions of this kind, and will save 
the time of Congress in discussing the subject every hp as has been 
done heretofore. People owning property can then know what is its 
real value; for to-day 4 50 is almost worthless here from the fact 
that this at debt of $23,000,000 stands as a mort upon the 
es i of all the citizens, and they can never sell or dispose of it or 
pledge it advantageously until the extent of that mort, is ascer- 
tained by some act of Con That is what this bill does: and I 
think it one of the wisest provisions that could be inserted in any 
organic act for the government of the District. 

Another provision of the bill is that the interest on the 3.65 bonds, 
as they are called, shall, whenever it may mature, be paid by the 
Treasurer of the United States. These bonds were issued under the 
act of June 20, 1874, and are the bonds about which something was 
said the other day. They are absolutely issued, they are afloat in the 
country, most of them being held by the savings institutions in the 
different States and mostly in the States nearest to the District. Many 
are held in New York, New Jersey, Maryland, and other States by 
savings institutions as an investment. 

Now, sir, the question as to the payment of the interest on them 
has always affected their value more or less, because whether the in- 
terest should be paid or not has always depended upon the action of 
Congress. If the money was appropriated the interest would be paid, 
if not it would not be paid, and such a contingency must affect the 
value of the bonds, For the last two or three years the appropriation 
bill has contained a clause ordering the Treasurer of the United States 
to pay the interest on these bonds when the coupons should mature. 
Once, I believe, the time passed and they were not paid, much to the 
disadvantage of this investment. 

As Isaid, these bonds being issued and being legal obligations against 
the District of Columbia—of course I will not call the attention of the 
House in these remarks to the exact Jaw and where it will be found, 
but will when I come to reply to gentlemen who may take another 
view of it—and their payment being guaranteed by the Government 


of the United States, I say it is a wise provision in this act that pro- 
vides that whenever the interest on them shall fall due it shall be paid 
by the Treasurer of the United States and the amount so paid be cred- 
ited to the United States as so much toward its share of the expenses 
of the District S Now, the running expenses of the Dis- 
trict are annually not far from $2,000,000; we will call it for the sake 
of argument $2,000,000, I maintain, in fairness the United States Gov- 
ernwent should pay one million and the people of the District by tax- 
ation should pay the other million. Now we provide that the s- 
urer of the United States shall pay the interest on the 3.65 bonds and 
that the amount so paid shall be credited as so much toward its share 
of the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia. It 
compels the citizens of the District to pay one-half and the United 
States to pay one-half of the interest, and as the expenditure which 
makes up the $13,000,000 was for the benefit of the joint property of 
the District and the United States it seems absolutely fair this pro- 
vision should be made, and then the holders of the bonds in the dif- 
ferent States will feel safe in regard to their investment; but until 
that question is settled they cannot feel thus safe. 

On the question as to whether the Government of the United States 
has pledged its faith for the payment of the interest, Government 
officers and others interested have secured the written opinions of 
Mr. Pratt, of Indiana; Mr. Pierrepont, the former Attorney-Gencral 
of the United States; Mr. O’Conor, Mr. Birney, and other eminent 
and able lawyers, and they all agree in this one thing: that inas- 
much as the United States appointed the agents who made the ex- 
penditure, inasmuch as the Con provided how the revenues out 
of which that expenditure should be paid should be raised, and inas- 
much as they agreed that the interest and principal should be taken 
care of when due, and inasmuch as the District had no voice in the 
transaction whatever, the United States is bound to see that there is 
no default; that, in fact, they are à Government bond. Mr. O’Conor 
and these gentlemen say that there is no question about the liability 
of the United States to see there is no default in the payment of tho 
interest and of the bonds themselves. 

Hence, if this one point is established, the liability of the Govern- 
ment, and we settle upon 50 per cent. as the proportion the Govern- 
ment should pay, and the same for the District, as a matter of course 
the provision in the billis a very wise one. These are the main fea- 
tures of the bill. 

Mr. GLOVER. I should like to ask the gentleman from Vermont 
whether this distribution of 50 per cent. between the District of 
Columbia and the United States is eqnal and fair in view of the 
probability that the improvements in the District of Columbia on 
the partof the people will be much greater than on the part of the 
Federal Government? 

Mr. HENDEE. I do not see why it should not be. The change 
can be made whenever it may be found necessary. This is the point: 
these expenses at the present time are made up, for instance, of the 
salaries of the District commissioners and their clerks, and other offi- 
cers of the fire department, of the police department, expenses for 
the public schools, for lighting the streets, and all these expenses 
must continue forever, and the Government of the United States de- 
rives as much benefit from these expenditures as the citizens, because 
its property is protected in the same way as that of the citizens, 
and hence for all time, unless something new should occur, the divis- 
ion of 50 per cent. is a wise and fair one. And further, I might say 
that, for all time, more or less improvements and repairs of streets will 
have to be made, and for a few years the repair account will be qnite 
large, and all must be for the mutual benefit of the United States and 
the District. 

And another point in answer, as has been suggested to me, is this: 
that such things neht always to be based upon the official valuation 
which shall be made of the property, and, that being equal to the 
United States and District, it seems to me that 50 per cent. is just and 
should be made permanent. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not desire or design to occupy near the time I 
have in stating the provisions of this bill. I did not desire or design 
to state my reasons for supporting certain sections aud opposing cer- 
tain others. But, in order to give a full history or a fall explanation 
of the terms of the bill, I had necessarily to be led into a discussion 
of the merits and faults of certain provisions, more or less. I under- 
stand, Mr. Speaker, that the bill is now open for general debate, and 
I do not desire to close that general debate until every gentleman who 
wishes has had an opportunity to be heard as fully as he may desire, 
and I am willing to be guided by the sentiment of the Honse as re- 
gards the question when general debate shall be closed. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to discuss the bill 
now under consideration, nor do I pro to discuss the immorality, 
the irregularities and, if you please, the scoundrelism that has here- 
tofore distinguished and made odious the government of this District 
of Columbia; but I desire to complain to this House of the in- 
justice done to meritorious and impecunious people in failing to 
release to them money now locked up in the Treasury which was paid 
over by Mexico under awards of the mixed commission between this 
Government and that, More than half a million is deposited in the 
Treasury to their credit. Itis yielding the Goyernment no interest 
and they are deriving no benefit from it. 

Mr. HENDEE. Irise to a point of order. I desire to say that the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. W1LsoN] is not making a speech 
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about the bill under consideration. Probably I should be sustained 
by the Chair iu that point of order, But I wish to say a word further. 
I desire very much personally to give the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia an opportunity to have his bill considered. He assured me it 
would not take over thirty minutes; but when I found it had to go 
mo PARS of the Whole, I perceived that it might take perhaps 
a full day. 

Mr. WILSON. It would not take thirty minutes. 

Mr. HENDEE. Now I am willing that the gentleman from West 
Virginia shall have the rest of this afternoon for the consideration 
of that bill provided that the District bill shall be the first taken: up 
to-morrow after the morning hour. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object to any arrangementof that kind. 

Mr. HENDEE. I am willing to sit here forty minutes or an hour 
if the House will consider the bill of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia. The reason I antagonized him formerly was that I was afraid 
if we went into Committee of the Whole his bill might compy one 
or two days, so that the District bill when it came up might be an- 
tagonized by an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HALE in the chair.) Tho Chair 
must sustain the point of order made by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont. The gentleman from West Virginia must confine himself to 
the bill under consideration. 

Mr. WILSON. I notified the House I would not discuss this ques- 
tion; but I had a desire to say something about the conduct of the 
Honse in not taking up the bill to distribute the money under these 
awards. Hours have been given to gentlemen for personal expla- 
nation and hours given for pounne and buncombe speeches for home 
consumption, while these claimants under these awards Lave been 
knocking at the door of this House day after day for the money 
which belongs to them. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish to ask the Chair whether 
the House has given any direction making the bill spoken of by the 
gentleman from West Virginia a special order? 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir; the House has declined to make it a special 
order. It comes here as a unanimous report of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimons consent that the consideration of 
the bill of the gentleman from West Virginia be now taken up. 

Mr. WILSON. Am Ito understand that I am confined to the dis- 
cussion of the District bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman must confino bimself 
to the discussion of the special order, which is the bill providing a 
permanent form of government for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not understand that the rule so construed has 
been enforced as to other gentlemen. I have no desire to discuss that 


bill, 

Mr. FRANKLIN. You will have plenty of time to discuss your bill 
hereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] is recognized. 

Mr. CALKINS. Lask that by unanimous consent the bill of the 
gentleman from West Virginia be taken up. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana to 
have that request submitted if he desires. 

Mr. FORT. Can unanimous consent be given for that purpose? 
Is not the House now as in Committee of the Whole acting under the 
order of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Any order can be made by unanimous 
consent. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] asks nnani- 
mous consent that the House proceed to take up the bill indicated 
by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I object. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of 
the House, as has done the gentleman from Vermont who preceded 
me, to some of the main features and provisions of this bill which 
proposes to establish a permanent form of government for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Of course under the order of the House this bill, 
after being thus generally debated and its objects generally stated, 
will be subjected to that crucial test of the five-minute debate as in 
Committee of the Whole when considered section by section, and 
every gentleman on the floor will have the fullest opportunity to 
present all objections to its several features in detail and have them 
answered, if indeed the committee may be able to give an answer. 
The bill which we have here is reported from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia without a dissenting voice. 

The bill taken as a whole is supported by every member of that 
committee. It is true that the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. HEN- 
DEE,] who has charge of the measure, and other members of that 
committee have reserved the right to offer amendments to certain 
provisions and features in this bill, which in their respective judg- 
ments if adopted would make the bill more perfect. And I may say 
here, in order to avoid any antagonism that the bill might encounter 
by reason of its present shape, in one regard at least, that I have been 
instrueted by the Committee for the District of Columbia to offer an 
amendment when we reach that section, and that the authority was 
unanimously giyen by the committee. I refer to a clause upon page 
12 of the bill, to gentlemen who will take the trouble to follow my 
suggestions, wherein it is provided: 

All contracts for the construction, improvement, alteration, or repairs of the 
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streets, avenues, hichways, alleys, gutters, sewers, and all work of like nature 
shall be made and entered into only by and with the official consent of a majority 
of the commissioners of the District, of which majority the commissionor appointe:l 
from the Engincer Corps of the Army shall be ono. And the ontire control and 
supervision of the execution and fuliillment of all contracts entered into and the 
preparation of all plans, specifications, and estimates for work as above mentioned 
Thali bo vested in and exercised by that commissioner of tho District of Columbia 
appointed from the Engineer Corps of the Army, as hereinbefore provided. 


Tam instracted by the committee to offer an amendment to that 


portion of the bill, so as to make it read as follows: 


All contracts for the construction, improvement, alteration, or repairs of the 
streets, avenues, highways, alley gutters sewers, and all work of like nature 
shall be made and entered into only by and with the official consent of a majority 
of the commissioners of the District, of which majority the commissioner appointed 
from the Engineer Corps of the Army shall be one. And the entire control and 
supervision of the execution and fulfillment of all contracts entered into and tho 
preparation of all plans, specitications, and estimates for work as above mentioncd 
shall be made and entered into only by and with tie official and unanimous consent 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


That amendment, to be offered by me under the instructions of the 
committee when we reach that portion of the bill, will do away with 
the feature as it now stands, which gives practically a veto to the 
officer of the Engineer Corps who is to be appointed a member of the 
board of commissioners. It will simply require that work shall be 
entered upon by the unanimons consent of the commission and each 
civilian commissioner is clothed with the same powers that are con- 
ferred aon the military or engineer officer on the board. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the main features of this bill may be very briefly 
and hurriedly stated. It proposes a commission of threo, just as wo 
havo it now. It varies from the present government, not in the num- 
ber of commissioners, but in the method and mode of their appoint- 
ment, The commissioners under the provisions of this bill, instead of 
being nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate, are 
to be, one of them elected by the Senate, one by this House of Cou- 

ss, and the third one is to be detailed by the President from the 

orps of Engineers of the United States Army, with rank above that 
of captain. That leaves, if my memory serves me correctly, six colo- 
nels, twelve lieutenant-colonels, and from twenty-two to twenty- 
four majors of engineers, from which list the President may appoint 
one. To those who believe there is no necessity for three commis- 
sioners and that one would answer the purpose, I am frank to say, I 
am not disposed to take issue with them. 

I believe that taken as a whole this bill is a good one and ought to 
be pease. I believe that it will bring a better, more restricted, and 
a closer governing power to preside over the destinies of tho people 
of this District than the government they now have. 1 believe that 
it is fraught with advantages that accrue from the limitations and 
checks that it imposes upon the exercise of this 9 power, and 
I am frank to say to the House that the one object I have had in view 
as a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, in work- 
ing to digest this measure, was to put every possible limitation upon 
the power of these commissioners. 

Sir, at each recurring session of this Congress we havo been treated 
with charges more or less true, that the exercise of power not war- 
ranted by law, was being used by the commissioners of this district. 
This Congress never returns to its annual session without being told 
that the law has been transgressed, contracts have been perverted, 
and subcontracts have been made, that statutes have been disre- 
pared and that money has been expended for which there was no 

egal warrant on the part of the commission. 

Yow I say to the Honse that my first and primal object was to put 
every limitation conceivable upon the power of this commission. Lf, 
when you come to examine the measure, you seo that there is any 
restriction or safeguard unprovided for, it is but to be suggested to 
pocne m Gaus co-operation and support in the effort to attach it 
to this bill. 

Having thus creuted the commission, lodging the selecting powcr 
in the two Houses of Con and the President, with these limita- 
tions requiring that the two civilian commissioners shall have been 
citizens of the District of Columbia for ten years next preceding 
their selection—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
peat 7 875 what is the necessity of placing a military officer on civ- 

ian dut 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois. This whole matter was considered by the District 
Committee, and this proposition commended itself, upon reflection, to 
every member of the committee. The heaviest expenditure of money 
in the District of Columbia heretofore has been for building, im- 
provements, maintaining and repairing the streets and avenues of the 
city of Washington, and it appeared to the committee that it was 
especially proper that an engineer officer, a man who by education 
and profession was best adapted to the calculations to be made and 
to the work to be done in this regard, should be a man whose educa- 
tion and profession fitted him for the work. Civilians are not, but an 
engineer officer certainly should be, adapted to this work. 

If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will but bear in 
mind the fact to which I have alluded, that the heaviest expense to 
which this District has been subjected heretofore, and the heaviest 
expenditure of money to which it is likely to be subjected in the 
futuro, is for the building, repairing, and maintaining of the streets, 
he will not wonder that the Committec for the District of Columbia 
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at once concluded that an engineer officer, representing one-third of 
the power conferred upon the commissioners charged with the gov- 
ernment of the District, might be very well used in that particular 
department. 3 
d I will assign another reason, and I have a right to assign it, 
e from my own individual stand-point. It was the object of 

e committee to get a board of commissioners that should be im- 
partial, fair, and non-partisan. It was urged in the committee-room, 
and I apprehend that I do not violate any of its secrets or speak im- 

roperly when I make the statement, that it was urged by myself and 
> others that if these two civilian commissioners were to be elected 
by the House and Senate upon concurrent vote, a provision should be 
inserted in the bill requiring that they should not be both of thesame | the Senate, belonging to another political organization, will do like- 
political party. If the object was, as we assert it to bein this regard, | wise. 
to secure a non- isan civil administration of the affairs of this Dis- | Mr. CONGER. And this bill, as I understand, is to be a continuing 
trict, we thought that having intrusted the election of one of these | la 
commissioners to one branch of Congress and the election of another 
commissioner to the other branch of Congress, surely no third man 
could be found who would come nearer meeting the requirements and 
demands made from this stand-point than an officer of the United 
States Army, who ought not to be burdened with politics; an officer 
detailed from the Engineer Corps, than whom I am free to say there 
is no set of men to be found in all this land who have maintained 
through war and through peace an escutcheon more perfectly free 
from stain or blot. 

We searched for this individual; we believed that we found him in 
the Engineer Corps of the Army. With a commissioner elected by 
the Senate, co-operating with a commissioner elected by the House, 
and an umpire, the third man upon the commission, being an engineer 
officer with a grade and rank of that of major or superior thereto, and 
holding a commission which it has cost him at least twenty years of 
his life to earn; and remembering that that commission, which he 
has taken so long to earn, is at stake upon every contract to which 
he becomes a party for the hon and fairness of his official actions 
and dealings, we felt that we at all events had the best guarantee that 
could be given in any form of government conceivable for this Dis- 
trict for the honest, fair, and impartial administration of its affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will my friend allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

r. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] certainly will not say that some engineers of the Army 
have not fallen from grace. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
certainly misunderstood me if he understood me to say that there was 
no instance in which an Army officer, or, if he pleases, an officer of 
the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, has not in times past, 
and recently too, made himself amenable in ey Judgmoni to the criti- 
cism, the censure, and the condemnation of honest-minded men. 
But I would remind the gentleman from Illinois, if I guess rightly 
the individual case which he has in mind, that it was but the excep- 
tion that goes to prove the rule, and that the rule stands as yet unim- 
peached and uninfringed upon. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. Did I understand the gentleman to say that this 
bill provides that the House may select one of these commissioners and 
the another, and that it was intended to have men of different 
political parties on the board of commissioners, so that it might be 
non-partisan? Did I understand him aright? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is that the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. CONGER. It is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. said this: that as the two Honses of Con- 

now stand they are not of the same political rep! eave 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the gentleman to say that the object 
of the bill was to have this commission non-partisan by having the 
commissioners represent different political parties. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, The gentleman misunderstood me. I said that 
if I was not trenching upon the secrets of the committee-room, I would 
say that the effort was made to shape this bill so that these two com- 
missioners should be selected, not one by the House and one by tho 
Senate, but both by the concurrent vote of the House and the Senate; 
and coupled with that was to be a provision that the two thus selected 
should be of different political parties, so as to make the administra- 
tion of the officers intrusted with tho affairs of this District non- 


Mr. BLACKBURN, The gentleman understood me to be applyin 
to this bill a statement which I was waking as to an effort that ha 
eg! TEE in the committee- room, which was not incorporated into 

o bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I am not to anderstand the gentleman as 
expecting that if this Lill is passed the commission will be non- 


partisan. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do so expect. I take it for granted that a 
majority of this House will elect a man of political sentiments in 
accord with their own. 

Mr. CONGER. Les, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, And I take it for granted that the majority of 


W. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The term of these commissioners is three years. 
After that, it is not within the scope of human ken, I take it, to do- 
termine what the political complexion of this or the other House may 
be. If the gentleman wants me to venture a guess, I will say that 
this House, I doubt not, will remain of the same political complexion 
that he finds it now; and I doubt not that after the 4th day of next 
March the Senate will be of the same political sentiment, and both 
will be democratic, I hope and believe, for a century to come. But 
that is not our fault; but to be accredited to the good sense of the 


people. 

Mr. CONGER. Then, in point of fact, the gentleman does not mean 
to have a non-partisan commission. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ifthe gentleman from Michigan desires further 
information, I will say to him that if he has any complaint to make 
about that feature of the bill which makes one commissioner elective 
by this House and one by the Senate, instead of the other proposition 
by which both commissioners were to be elected by the concurrent 
votes of the two Houses, with the political limitation attached to which 
I havo referred, he is not indebted for the defeat of the latter propo- 
sition and the substitution of the former to myself or this side of the 
Chamber, more than to those members of the committee who sit with 
him on the other side. This I say in order to show him that no polit- 
ical bias was recognized in the committee-room in the consideration 
of this or any other feature of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. But this simple proposition stands out: the gentle- 
man asserts here on the floor that in his belief both Houses of Con- 
gress after the 4th of March next will in all probability be in political 
accord with himself. Yet he is advocating this provision of the bill 
as calculated to secure a non-partisan commission, 

Mr. BLACKBURN, If the gentleman would listen a little moro 
closely, I apprehend he would find that he is attributing to me thin 
that I have not uttered. I did not say that the frame-work of this 
bill secured a non-partisan administration. I did refer to an effort 
made in the committee-room which would have secured a non-partisan 
selection of commissioners beyond question. 

Mr. CONGER. Would that have secured a non-partisan selection 
if the gentleman’s prediction about a democratig Senate after the 4th 
of next March should become true? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It would. If every member of this House had 
been a republican or every member a democrat, and the entire Senate 
had corresponded in political constitution with the complexion of this 
body—if one of the political parties had been without a single repre- 
sentative in either House—the provision to which I have referred 
would still have necessitated an absolutely non-partisan commission. 

Mr. CONGER, Well, suppose there should be men of both parties 
in both Houses, as undoubtedly there will be. 

Mr. BLACKBURN.. Mr. Speaker, I am endeavoring to make myself 
understood; but I seem to be laboring with very poor success, if the 
gentleman from Michigan is a fair sample of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. I agree with the gentleman. ns wir 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I say, if that provision of the bill had been 
agreed upon, these two civilian commissioners could not have been 
both republicans or both democrats, no matter what the political 
complexion of either House. 

Mr. HENDEE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDEE. I understand the gentleman to admit that a non- 
partisan board of commissioners would be preferable to any other. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Most decidedly. 

Mr. HENDEE. Then would the gentleman, as a member of the 
committce, object to myself or any other member of tho committee 
offering an amendment which should provide for a joint election of 
these commissioncrs by the two branches of Congress, one commis- 
sioner to be a repnblican and the other a democrat ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why, Mr. Speaker, so far from objecting to it, 
that is the very proposition for which I voted in committee and which 
the gentleman from Vermont, if he will permit me to remind him of 
the fact, voted against. 

Mr. HENDEE. And afterward, when I moved to reconsider, you 
voted one way and I the other. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lappeal to the record to show that I favored it. 

Mr. HENDEE, We both voted on both sides, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I denied the gentleman's right to change sides 
I appeal to my friend to say whether I was not the author of that 
proposition. 


artisan. 
> Mr. CONGER. Does not this bill 5 that one shall be elected 
by the House and one by the Senate 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This bill provides that the House in the exer- 
cise of its own discretion shall elect one commissioner and that the 
Senate in the exercise of a like discretion shall elect another. But 1 
do not know how we could undertake to require the Senate to select a 
representative of this or that politica} organization; and surely we 
could not, in the absence of information as to whom had been selected 
by the Senate, determine upon the political complexion of the com- 
missioner we would select. > 

Mr.CONGER. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. I understood 
him to say that by the provisions of this bill, the House selecting one 
of the commissioners, the Senate selecting another, and a third com- 
missioner being selected from the Engineer Corps, supposed to be non- 
partisan, we would thereby secure a non-partisan commission. 


1926 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HDUSE. 


Marca 20, 


Mr. HENDEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And J am a friend of it now. 

Mr. HENDEE. That is the reason I ask the gentleman whether he 
will agree to an amendment providing for the choice of the commis- 
sioners by a joint election, one commissioner to be a democrat and the 
other a repubiican. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I reply (and the gentleman will please note 
the whole of the reply) that this bill, as I have said, is in my belief 
a good bill, taken as a whole, and ought to receive the sanction of 
Congress, There are some features of the bill, as the gentleman well 
peg tale tele do not meet the full measure of my approyal, but taken 
as a whole I indorse the measure and am anxious to see it pass. But 
while averse to any amendment the tendency of which if offered 
would be to secure the rejection of this bill by the House, I am frank 
to say to the gentleman from Vermont if he or any other member of 
the House offers that amendment I will cordially support it. 

Mr. HENDEE. It will be offered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I will vote for it, and the only objection I will 
have to it will be the objection which every gentleman interested in 
the ge of any bill feels to opening the door to amendments, 
because of the tendency by the adoption of many amendments to 
defeat the measure itself. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio, I desire to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, or any other 1 of the committee, as they have given 
the matter a great deal of attention, what objection there is to the 
establishment of a permanent form of government in the District of 
Columbia, or to the securing the people of the District a republican 
form of government. In other words, what sort of necessity is there 
that we should draw from the regular Army and from outsiders to 
establish a commission over this District? I cannot understand it. 
If there is any reason why a republican form of government should 
pes be given to the people of the capital of the nation I should like 
to know it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will reply, Mr. Speaker, by saying I am not 
1 to the right of suffrage being extended to any class of peo- 
ple in this land, but if the gentleman will go back and read the his- 
tory of the government which was established over the people of the 
District of Columbia, when they were allowed to exercise that in- 
alienable right of suffrage, and will take the concurrent and united 
testimony of the people of this District, without regard to political 
bias, he will come to the conclusion, I apprehend, that it would be a 
dangerous experiment for us to undertake to reinaugurate it, It has 
been tried here, and the people of the District protest grievously and 
loudly against its repetition ; but if the gentleman will wait he will 
see in the contrast between the government proposed by this bill and 
the government in existence in the District of Columbia to-day there 
is a very material difference upon the very point he now suggests by 
his inquiry. The people of the District vote for nobody. They have 
no voice in their municipal affairs whatever. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. How is it under this bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am trying to explain it, if the gentleman 
will allow me, for that is one of the material features of the bill 
which I am coming to. Now, sir, if I may go on at the point at 
which I was interrupted, having provided a government of three 
commissioners to be appointed as I have stated, it is to that provis- 
ion for their e the assurance given this House by 
the unnimous action of the committee, I am directed, when we come 
to consider it by clanses, to offer an amendment which will strike 
out the veto power, as it was termed, which the bill itself gives to 
the engineer officer on contracts for street work, and substitute there- 
for the necessity for unanimous action on the part of the three commis- 
sioners. Having ponen that far, I will say I need not stop and call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the requirement of this 
Dill, that no contract for the expenditure of money shall be entered 
into without all three of the commissioners giving their consent to it, 
is certainly a very material check on the power of the commissioners 
as compared with the present form of government; but it fur- 
ther, and I come now to the question propounded by the gentleman 
from Ohio. This bill provides for the election of a council, to con- 
sist of twenty-four members, to serve without pay, and the econo- 
mists of this House need not take fright at its number. No member 
of this council is to be allowed to receive pay. They are to beelected 
by popular vote. : 

the bill does require they shall have been residents of the District 
of Columbia for five years next preceding the date of their election. 
The bill does require, in order to be eligible as a member of this board 
of councilmen, the party elected shall be the owner of three thousand 
dollars’ worth of taxable property in this District. The bill does 
require, in order to entitle any citizen of the District of Columbia to 
vote, he shall have been a resident of the District of Columbia for 
three years next preceding the election at which he offers to vote, 
claiming residence nowhere else during that time. 

PE PEIDER Is not the term of residence for commissioners ten 

pears 

; Mr. BLACKBURN. Not to make a man eligible as member of the 
council, but for commissioner. The term of residence required for 
either of the two civilian commissioners is ten years. The residence 
required for a member of the council is five years. 

The term of residence required for the voter is three years, and 
if 1 mistake not we in that last provision but copy the statute of 


one or more of the old Eastern States. I believe the statute law of 
n requires a residence of three years to entitle a man to 
yo 

After this council shall havo been so elected—and there comes in the 
elective feature to which I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio, to show that this bill does move at least that one step in the 
direction which he snggests—this council after being thus elected is 
clothed with no positive power. It cannot enact a law; it is clothed 
with no authority to make an ordinance, which is as I conceive it a 
valuable feature of the bill, and valuable for this reason if for no 
other: it is a second check upon the exercise of power upon the part 
of these commissioners. No contract that has received the unanimous 
sanction of the three commissioners of the District for the building, 
or making, or repairing of the streets, or the expenditure of money 
thereon, shall take effect until it shall have been submitted to and 
approved by a majority of this council. No assessment for taxation 
made by the commissioners of the District, no estimate of expenditare 
of money made by the commissioners of the District, although unani- 
mously upon, shall take effect until the council elected by this 
popular vote, clothed with this negative power, shall hayo mete 
such assessment or such estimate. Officers appointed in civil 
administration of the District of Colambia, whose salaries amount to 
$1,500 per annum or more, must be confirmed in their appointment 
by this council so elected. 

These are the ive powers and these are the only powers con- 
ferred by this bill upon this council. And in the face of this state- 
ment as to these provisions of the bill I ask any man in this House 
to tell me what additional check, limitation, or safeguard human 
ingenuity can devise to fasten upon the exercise of the powers granted 
tothe commissioners. In the first place—I repeat it inorder to abbre- 
viate it—the contracts must be entered into unanimously. Any ono 
dissenting voice upon the part of these commissioners will nullify the 
proceeding. No money can be expended unless each one of these 
commissioners becomes personally responsible as an indorser approv- 
ing the contract under which it is to be disbursed; and after they 
shall all three have agreed, then the contract does not take effect, 
no money is yet ex ed under it, unless upon further examination 
by this council it shall receive its approval. I know of no limita- 
tion that we can reach by going further unless it would be to require 
them, after they have all upon a contract and after it has been 
submitted to the council and approved thereby, then to go further 
and require it shall then be referred to both Houses of Congress and 
be approved by each House of Congress, acting separately, and that 
it shall then be sent to the President of the United States and receive 
his signature, as a bill or joint resolution does. 

I grant you that the experience of the past has clearly demonstrated, 
I will not say the impossibility, but I will say the difficulty of ham- 
pering and restricting the exercise of power by these commissioners, 
The past does prove that that has been a difficult task to accomplish. 
But here are t additional checks introduced for your considera- 
tion and I trust for your approval. If there be any method to be 
devised by ingenuity which will secure proper guards, proper limita- 
tions upon the power, limitless as it is at present, whieh has been con- 
ferred upon the commissioners of the District, it does seem tome that 
this bill embraces those very provisions. 

These, then, are the essential provisions of the bill. There are many 
matters of detail. It is proposed here, for instance, to abolish the 
Metropolitan police commission. It is p to abolish the fire 
department, and it is proposed to abolish the school board, but to re- 
instate it in another form; and I trust that when we come to the con- 
sideration of that section of the bill it will be shown to the satisfac- 
tion of the House that in this regard it has not in anywise impaired 
or weakened the efficiency of that board. The board of school trust- 
ees is revolutionized and remodeled, and I think for the better. The 
board of health is abolished, and Ido not believe there aro many 
members of this House who on close examination of that feature of 
the bill will withhold their approval. The board of health, I under- 
take to say, ought to be abolished, and ought to have been abolished 
long ago; and all provisions in this 3 the power iu the com- 
missioners to select a health officer, providing him with proper 
assistants, will, I believe, commend themselves to the approval of 
the House as a substitute for that cumbersome machinery known 
hitherto asthe board of health. I will not go further into the details 
of this measure, but will wait until under the five-minute rule these 
clanses are considered separately. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- 
tion. The gentleman is aware that the Government of the United 
States has for years been paying a proportion of the expense of pav- 
ing the streets around and through the publicsquares. It has always 
been in the habit of contributing acertain proportion of the expense 
of the police foree of the District. Will the gentleman inform me 
whether under his construction of the 50 per cent. clause of this bill, 
under which the General Government is to contribnte 50 per cent. of 
the amount of taxes, as I understand it—whether that excludes the 
Government from any further contribution to the payment of the 
police force and from all other contributions of that nature f 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am obliged to the gentleman from Missouri 
for that question, and I answer it in the affirmative. I am obliged 
to him for the question, because it suggested to my mind a point 
that I had passed over and forgotten on a very material feature of this 
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bill, which is, 50 per cent. in the division of expenses between the 
Federal Government and the District government, i T 

Mr. EDEN. Before the gentleman passes from that point I would 
like to call his attention to the fact that there are only certain speci- 
fied expenditures that are to be divided between the Federal Govern- 
ment and the District government. I refer him to page 13, line 148, 
which reads as follows: 

Before any moneys shall be raised or taxes levied and collected for the purpose 
of g on the government of the District of Columbia, the said commissioners 
shall submit annually to the council for their approval a statement, showing in de- 
tail the work proposed to be undertaken by them during the fiscal year next ensu- 
ing, and the estimated cost 

It then goes on to detail certain specified works where this propor- 
tional apportionment shall be made, commencing at line 154. The 
items are specified in which the division is to be made. I presume 
that under that section the expenses will have to be paid by the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say that the understanding I have 
of this feature of the bill, and I am sure that I shall be supported by 
the committee in the interpretation I give to it, is that the propos 
tion embodied in the bill to divide the expenses between the Federal 
Government and the District upon the basis of 50 per cent, does in- 
clude all the expenses necessarily incurred in the conduct of the affairs 
of tbe District and does include the very items to which my attention 
was called by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER: ] 

I would state to gentlemen that the United States Government has 
been paying for years past about 50 per cent. of the expenses needed 
to carry on the affairs of the District. 

I am sure thut it was the object of the committee and its purpose 
to make this provision as broad as it could be made. 

The people of the District of Columbia shonld not of course be taxed 
to pay the expenses of the Supreme Court of the United States, which 
belongs to the United States exclusively, but the residue of the ex- 

nditures for courts of every description are expenditures for the 

istrict of Columbia. 

It was the object of the committee to divide all these expenses on 
the basis of £0 per cent. between the Federal Government and the 
District government. Iam not wedded to that feature of the bill, 
as I protested before. I am wedded to no feature of this bill. I take 
it only on the ground that, as a whole, I believe it is the best meas- 
ure that could be devised, but I say that when we come to consider 
the relations existing between the District of Columbia and the Gov- 
ernment I do not think the allowance made upon the basis of 50 per 
cent. will be found exorbitant. 

Ifit be the judgment of the House in its wisdom to reduce that 
estimate for the benefit of the Federal Treasury, I shall be content; 
but I must in common fairness say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Illinois as to what the ratio of payment has been, that no ratio has 
ever been agreed upon in the past, but I think, from the closest ap- 
proximations which we can make from the appropriations-made for 
the last year compared with the expenditure, it will be found that 
the basis suggested in this bill is a very close margin on the actual 
appropriations made by Congress. 

do not think that the Government would have fared much better 
had it been under the 50 par cent. basis, and the 2 during 
the last year, but it may be added, and I do it in all earnestness and 
sincerity, that however defective this bill may be the committee are 
entitled to credit for an honest effort in this direction, This bill may 
be essentially faulty, lacking in many provisions that the House in its 
wisdom may think essential, but I insist that the committee worked 
laboriously on this bill and it is the product of deliberations in which 
one member yielded on one point and another on another; this is the 
result of compromise on all sides and it comes to the House bearing 
the approva of every member of the committee, though some mem- 
bers of the committee reserve to themselves, as they should have 
os te 5747 to offer amendments to this, that, or the other feature 
of the bi 

There can be no question that it is desirable and that the people of 
the District of Columbia have a right to demand that some terms 
should be agreed on and some basis reached, some settlement had as to 
the amount of expenditures to be borne by the District of Columbia 
or to be borne by the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Iwill ask 
him to turn to page 2 of the bill, where, it is provided that the election 
and appointment of these three commissioners shall be upon the 3d 
day of April, 1878, and it provides for the terms of the three commis- 
sioners. What I desire to inquire of the gentleman is, whether the 
terms of these officers are all to expire at the same time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer to that question I say no. 

Mr. FINLEY. It seemed from examination of the provisions of the 
bill on the third page that it would require the terms of all three of 
these commissioners to expire on the same day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lexpected that question to be raised when we 
came to consider the details of the bill under the five-minute rule; 
but as the gentleman has asked me the question I will answer it now. 
The bill makes no provision which will terminate the services of the 
three commissioners at the same time. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman point to that provision ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not wish now to ocenpy the time of the 
House; but if the gentleman will take my assurance and wait until 


we come to consider the bill by sections, I will state to him that the 
bill provides that one commissioner shall go out of office every year. 


Mr. HUNTON. If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
will allow me, I will call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. FINLEY] to this provision of the bill: “The terms of said com- 
missioners so elected shall expire“ 

j a FINLEY. From what part of the bill is the gentleman read- 
in 

r. HUNTON. Iam reading from page 3 of the printed bill. I 
will read the proviso commencing on line 28, which is as follows: 

Provided, That at the first election of commissioners by the Senate and Honseof 
Representatives, as above provided, the terms of said commissioners so elected 
shall expire ma one year from the date of said election, and the other two years 
from the date of said election, the same to be determined by lot. 

Mr. FINLEY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I will say that is 
the very point that bothers me. If the gentleman will look at lines 
26, 27, 28, on the same page, he will find this provision : 

The said election or appointment to be made on the third Monday in the month 
of February, in which the term of such commissioners expire. 

ý Then on page 2 of the bill, at the commencement of the same sec- 
ion: 
> A on pb aby gt in the tt Font ake at Hon’ 1878, Lows * be 
elected ora in the manner er persons com- 
missioners of the District of Colambia. 

Now which is the right date ? : 

Mr. HUNTON. Ofcourse there cannot be two elections in the samo 
year; it must be a misprint, 

Mr. FINLEY. That is what I want to understand. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure my friend from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY 
will accept my assurance, which will only require him to wait unti 
we get to the five-minute debate upon amendments to this bill, that 
the provisions of the bill are framed so as to require that the terms 
of these commissioners sball be for three years each, the term of one 
commissioner to expire each year, and the necessary provision for the 
Se cya of the term of the first commissioner is provided for in the 

àll. 

There is but one point more to which I desire to call the attention of 
the House, and then I shall have done, It is the necessity of havin 
some basis of expenditure fixed between the Federal Treasury an 
the District treasury. How can a property-holder in the District of 
Columbia determine or gauge the value of his property to-day? Can 
he tell what tax it will be subjected to as long as he is left the victim 
of the whim and caprice of Congress? Session after session you 
make appropriations in your own discretion to aid in carrying on tho 
necessar: 8 of the government of this District. The prop- 
erty-holder does not know whether the . ee made by Con- 
1 will be 10 per cent. or 90 per cent. of the expenditures of the 

istrict. 

This condition of things unsettles values in the District. No value 
can be attached to a foot of real estate owned by a property-holder 
within the limits of this District, because the purchaser cannot tell 
what taxation he will be subjected to. The people of the District have 
a to demand that you shall fix this question permanently and 
finally. If you do not intend to bear more than 10 per cent, of the 
burden of taxation, then say so; if you will bear 50 per cent. of it, 
then say so. But whatever per cent. the Federal Government is to 
bear should be determined and fixed permanently, so that legitimate 
and permanent values may be established in this District. 

One appeal I make to this House in behalf of this bill. Take it 
and amend it as you may deem proper; put in such provisions as 
may suggest themselves to your discretion, and strike out such pro- 
visions as you are not disposed to adopt. But I beg Congress to pass 
some bill to establish some 5 form of government. 

I cannot believe it to be the duty of Congress, and I never will con- 
sent by my vote or voice, to make any appropriation to be disbursed 
for the support of the District until a permanent form of government 
has been agreed upon to be intrusted with the appropriations made 
by this Con We cannot afford to go into partnership with ù 
bankrupt. e cannot afford to pledge the Federal Treasury, which 
is for every dollar it N we cannot afford to go into an 
unlimited partnership with a treasury that is bankrupt, that is to- 
day laboring under a debt of twenty odd millions of dollars, unless 
there be some limitation put upon the terms of copartnership, or some 
limitation put Spee the power of those who are to be intrusted with 

e 


tho conduct of the affairs of this District. 
s ple of this District, no matter at whose hands, have already 
suffe 


enough. They have been pillaged and plundered and robbed 
Dy p agents selected by Congress, It is not their fault that $12,- 

„000 or $14,000,000 of the debt under which they now labor was 
fastened upon their shoulders. You must go back to your oid board 
of public works, to your board of andit, in whose selection the people 
of this District had no voice and no part. It is traceable to those 
agencies that the people of this District are to-day the victims of a 
debt that unai they never will be able to discharge. 

They are entitled to a settlement of this question. A permanent 
form of government for this District, in my 1 ought to be 
established in some shape before another dollar of money is voted by 
Congress for any District purpose. Pass this bill, if not in its pres- 
ent shape at least in some shape that will be satisfactory to Congress 
and give relief and protection to the people of the District. 
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DEATH OF HON. JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD, 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent to submit the resolutions 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, in regard to tho death of my col- 
league, Judge LEONARD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has learned with deep regret of the death of Hon. 


Joux Evwarns LEONARD, a Representative from tho State of Louisiana. 
Resolved, That tho House do now suspend the consideration of other business in 


order to respect to the memory of the lamented d 
Resolved. That in token of regard e of this louse do wear the usual 
badge of mourning for thirty days. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House do communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate of the United States. 
Resolved, That out of respect to the memory of the deceased this House do now 
ourn. 


adj : 
Mr. ELLIS. I desire to give notico that on Saturday, the 6th day 
of April, at two o’clock p. in., I shall ask the House to consider the 
resolutions just read. Inow move that tho House adjourn. 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourn 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petitions of the publishers of tke Chicago 
(Illinois) Pilot and of the Religio-Philosophical Journal, Chicago, 
Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BACON: The petition of Theodore S. Faxton and 53 others, 
apes imposing a tax on incomes—to the Committees of Ways and 

eans. 


a 

By Mr. EICKHOFF: The petition of Alfred G. Holcomb, for an 
extension of Jetters-patent for certain improvements in electro-mag- 
nets—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GARDNER: The petition of T. Worthington, for relief to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. x 

By Mr. GLOVER: The petition of citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, for the repeal of the law passed by the Legislative Assembly 
of the District of Columbia, entitled “An act to impose a license 
upon the trades, business, or profession carried on in the District of 
Columbia,” approved August 23, 1871—to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr.GOODE: Papers relating to the claim of Edward L. Young— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Fonr petitions cf citizens of Philadelphia and 
Germantown, Pennsylvania, against the passage of House bills num- 
hered 1899, 2032, or any other measure reviving the income tax—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERBERT: The petitions of citizens of Coneenh, Coving- 
ton, Butler, and Baldwin Counties, Alabama, that the proceeds of 
the sale of public lands be devoted to education—to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of the publisher of the Dover (Ten- 
nessee) Weekly Couricr, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of 33 citizens of Pennsylvania, en- 
gaged in the manufacture of hosiery, against a reduction of duties 
which 8 labor, and against the reimpdsition of the duties on 
tea and coffee —to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Benard J. Barr, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of R. F. Pettigrew and others, 
against the division of Dakota Territory on the one hundredth me- 
ridian, as proposed by the Saunders bill—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of citizens of Montana Territory, 
against the tax upon wood and lumber imposed by Government ofti- 
cials—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of citizens of Panola and La Fay- 
ette Counties, Mississippi, to re-establish a post-route from Elliott’s 
Mill to Taylor’s Depot, Mitississ issippi—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of manufacturers of tobacco pipes 
made of brier, and other fancy woods, cigar and cigarette tubes of the 
same, and mouth- pieces for the same of horn, bone, and rubber, against 
the change of the present duties on the same kind of foreign goods— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Daniel B. Warner and others, for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the channel of Salmon River, 
Connecticut—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. POLLARD: The petition of I. M. Gross and others, relative 
to the disposition of a portion of the public domain for the benetit of 
public schools—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By-Mr. REED: The petition of William W. Thomas and others, cit- 
izens of Portland, Maino, against the reimposition of the income tax— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCALES: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claim 
of F. C. Bulkley—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of J. H. Mullin and 192 
other citizens of Washington County, Pennsylvania, for the reduction 


of the salaries of all Government officials to what they were in 1861— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of Bonrne & Knowles, 


and of the Union Iron Works Company, Cleveland, Ohio, against any 
se reviving the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and 
eans, 

By Mr. WIGGINTON: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
8 from King’s River Post-Office, via Squaw Valley, Mill Creek, 

iger Camp, and Townsend, to Visalia, California—to the Commit: 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan : The petition of citizens of De- 
troit, Michigan, relative to the duty on building stone—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John P. Clark, relative to the enlture and 
preservation of the food-fishes of the great lakes—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 21, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SuxDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CORRECTION. 


Pt VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are now in 
order. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, upon the subject of petitions and 
memorials I desire the attention of the Senate while I read a short 
letter referring to a memorial recently laid before the Senate. It is 
headed “The Maritime Association of the Port of New York,” and is 
as follows: 
i New Tonx, March 20, 1878. 

DEAR Sin: On the 11th instant I had the honor to transmit to the Senate throngh 
the Vice-President an attested copy of the following resolution of the board of 
directors of this association, namely : 

“R That in the opinion of this board the transfer of the life-saving service 
from the control of the Treasury Department to the Navy Department would pro- 
mote its efficiency in saving life and on the t. 

The COXGRESSIONAL RECORD (No. 59, of the 14th instant) in reporting the same, 
on page 4, states that tho resolution e e the transfer. 

I am directed by the president to request ‘ou will kindly cause the RECORD 
to be corrected, as it places us upon the wrong Ade of the question. 


Tours, very respectfully, 
F. W. H Secretary. 

Hon. Aanox A. SARGEST, W 

United States Senator from California, 

Mr. President, I observe by the New York papers of that date that 
the same error was made, I sup by the inadvertence of the Sec- 
retary in stating the contents of the memorial. There isno way now 
of correcting the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD except by the publication 
of this communication, which I ask may be done in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Z. T. Hoyt and others, 
citizens of South Greenfield, New York, praying for the appointment 
of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholie liquor traffic; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of A. H. Smith and others, citizens 
of the State of New York, remonstrating against the proposed trans- 
fer of the life-saving service from the reasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of physicians of the city of New York. 
praying for an e Fe to complete the catalogue of subjects of 


the National Medical Library at Washington; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. CONKLING. I present sundry petitions signed by citizens of 


New York, residing in various localities, praying for a change in tho 
pension laws, so that soldiers who contracted ase in the line of 
duty during the late war and were discharged, may be allowed the 
same bounty as those disch by reason of wounds, &c. I move 
the reference of these petitions to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was ed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a memorial signed by a number of citi- 
zens of the city of Utica, in the State of New York, whom I know, 
and know something of the value of their judgment, remonstrating 
against the reimposition in any form of the income tax. I move the 
reference of this memorial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of the pastors of the colored 
churches of Lexington, Kentucky, in behalf of their people, praying 
for the passage of the bill (S. No. 844) authorizing the payment of 
bounties to the heirs of soldiers who were enlisted as “ slaves ;” which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of D. D. Thompson and others, 
citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, and the petition of D. N. 
Felt and others, citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, pray- 
ing the passage of an act authorizing the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company to vacate its present depot and the streets and avenues 
occupied by it, and adopt some other and less objectionable route to 
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= city 5 which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
olumbia. 

He also presented the petition of G. H. C. Coffin, the treasurer of 
the Epiphany church of the city of Washington, 21885 5 a cer- 
tain tax which that church paid under an act of 1874 be refunded, 
as other churches did not pay the tax; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, BRUCE presented the petition of E. H. Parkinson and others, 
of the Garrett Biblical Institute of Evanston, Illinois, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. HOAR presented the memorial of Ward P. Hunt and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the passage of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of O. J. Smith, éditor of the 
Daily Express, at Terre Haute, Indiana, in favor of the abolition of 
the tariff on type; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE- SIDENT presented a petition of citizens of the 
United States, praying forthe appointment of a commission of inquiry 
883 the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of Charles O. Allibone, 
United States Navy, praying that he may be restored to his re 
rank in the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial of I. J. Rogers and others, 
citizens of Franklin County, Alabama, a oe the resolutions 
adopted by the educational convention held at Atlanta, Georgia, on 
February 6, 1878, in favor of the passage of the bills now pending in 
Congress proposing to raise from the sales of public lands and other 
sources a fund to be distributed among the several States in aid of 
popular education; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 878) to disapprove and annul an act of the 
1 Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, passed on tho 
18th of January, 1878, by a two-thirds vote of both houses over the 
veto of the governor of said Territory, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

REVISION OF THE PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred a resolution to print copies of Senate bill No. 300 for the 
use of the Committee on Patents, reported it without amendment, 
= it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as fol- 

ows: 

Resolved, That 500 copies of Senate bill No. 300, to amend the statutes in relation 
ta pae and E OA TPE be printed for the uso of the Com- 


mittee on 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 971) ting a pension to William Leibig; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by uvanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 972) for the relief of cortain soldiers of the 
Eighth Cavalry Missouri State Militia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 973) for the relief of Charles 
O. Allibone; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 974) to confirm to the city of Chi i 
Illinois, the title to certain lands; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move to take up the resolution presented by my- 
self yesterday in reference to debate on appropriation bills. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That du the presont session it shall be in order at any time, pend- 
ing an api to move to confine debate on amendments thereto to five 
minutes by any Senator on the pending motion, and such motion shall be decided 
without debate. 

Mr, SARGENT, I think the resolution ought not to apply to the 
pending amendment on House bill No. 3102, 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill not to move iton the pending amend- 
ment, and I think no one else will. 

Mr. SARGENT. The pending amendment or amendments relating 
to that subject. : 

Mr. WINDOM. Or any amendment on that subject. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I t to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations that the same subject may come up 
again on future 1 bills and can be further debated then; 
but as long as this bill is pending perhaps tho five-minute rule ought 
to be applied to it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly I think we may be able to say all we 


want to say in the next two or three days on this bill upon that sub- 


ject. Still, if gentlemen desire to keep the debate open on some 
other bill, I shall not object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to the chairman to agree 
that the rule shall not apply to the bill now pending, instead of say- 
ing to pending amendments. 

Mr. WINDOM. That was as I understood the proposition. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3972) fixing the fees of clerks of the United States 
district and circuit courts; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3973) fixing compensation of United States mar- 
shals and deputies, and for other purposes. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. President, I rise to a personal explanation. I 
wish to detain the Senate a moment to call attention to a publication 
in a New York paper of yesterday’s date. I have long since deter- 
mined not to respond to any of the charges circulating in the news- 
papers, usually instigated by persons interested in the defamation of 
myself or others on this floor. 

his paper endeavors to show that I had some ulterior object in 
offering the amendment I did to the bill extending the time of the 
Hot Springs commission. 

= amendment, as the RECORD will show, is in the following 
words: 

That the superintendent of the Hot Springs reservation is hereby authorized to 
lease sites upon the Hot Springs Mountain reservation, with the necessary inci- 
dental privileges for furnishing baths and water to visitors and residents, and that 
the Hot Springs Mountain Water- Working Morey weed a company duly incorporated 
under the laws of the State of Arkansas, shall have the right to construct a reser- 
voir upou some suitable point of the Hot Springs Mountain for the purpose of sup- 
plying the citizens and visitors with cold water; and said company shall also have 
the right to lay suitable pipes to and from said reservoir and the streets and 
alleys of the Hot Springs on, under such restrictions and regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. = 

Thus it will be seen that this amendment simply authorized the 
superintendent of the Hot Springs reservation, under such restric- 
tions and conditions as the Secre of the Interior might prescribe, 
to lease ground on the reservation for the erection of suitable bath- 
houses for the accommodation of the public; and it further author- 
ized a water company to build a reservoir on Hot Springs Mountain 
and to distribute cold water and to lay water-pipes along tho streets. 
There was no other privilege granted or intended to be granted to 
anybody under it. 

Now, sir, there were two or three individuals hanging around the 
corridors of this Capitol who had the welfare of the people of Hot 
Springs so much at heart that 9 052 forthwith telegraphed to the cit- 
izens of that town, as Iam credibly informed, that a huge fraud had 
been perpetrated upon them by me, in this: that I had so amended 
the committee’s bill that a certain water company would take imme- 
diate possession of all the fifty-seven hot springs on the reservation 
aud monopolize the hot water for all time to come. Whereupon the 
people, acting under the false and malicious representation of these 
men, were naturally and properly aroused, and telegraphed their pro- 
tests against any such ae becoming a law. 

The amendment I offered is an absolute necessity to enable those 

who visit this watering place to enjoy its valuable medicinal advau- 
tages. The recent fire destroyed, as Iam informed and believe, all of the 
bath-houses but two. There were a very large number there, but all 
were destroyed except two. The Secretary of the Interior had de- 
cided within the last month that under existing law he could not lease 
ground for bath-houses or for any other purpose; and unless the thou- 
sands of people who con te at Hot Springs for the benefit of 
their health get along with two small bath- ho instead of twenty 
or * as there ought to be, they would lose the benofits which they 
seek. 
I had received, as I believe other Senators had, many letters urging 
the necessity of this power to lease being laced in the hands of the 
Secre of the Interior, and I urged it use I considered it my 
duty to do it. 

Now, in regard to the water company, I was informed by promi- 
nent citizens of Arkansas now in Washington that a company had 
been formed for the purpose of supplying the city with cold water 
from a beantiful mountain stream supplied by some of the finest springs 
in the world, which runs abont two miles from the town and imme- 
diately back of Hot Springs Mountain; that this company ee 
to erect expensive water-works powerful enough to force the water 
to the summit of Hot Springs Mountain, six or seven hundred feet 
high, where they wanted the privilege of building a distributing res- 
ervoir, and as this mountain was specifically reserved by the act of 
March 3, 1878, this grant from the United States became necessary. 
The only thing they asked and all the bill grants is theright to build 
a reservoir on this mountain for cold water, and it seemed to me then 
and it seems to me now that if these people have a large sum of money 
to expend under the laws of the State of Arkansas, subject to the ap- 
proval and supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, to furnish a 
small place like Hot Springs with water-works, they should be per- 
mitted to do so. The bill gives them no right whatever, remote, con- 
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tingent, or possible, to touch the water in any one of the hot springs. 
Ifit did, I believe I should be as swift as any citizen of that town to 
protest aguinst its passage. 

Iam in receipt of telegrams and letters, some of which are addressed 
to the delegation in Congress from Arkansas, signed by a very large 
number of the most prominent citizens of Hot Springs, in which they 
say: 


Our protest against your amendment to the Hot S. bill was based on news- 


T rts and false telegrams. The amendment as itappearsin the CONGRES- 
— — meets our cordial approval and we hope it become a law, 


I also have received letters from Ex-Senator Cragin, in which he 
says that the amendment is not only approved by the citizens but 
that all agree it ought to be passed. The following is an extract from 
a recent letter: 

There was a great ferment here day before yesterday. The press dispatches to 
the Saint Louis und Little Rock pincers so muddled pen amendment 90 seemed 
that it ted to the Hot Springs Mountain Company the org og of the hot 
water, &. I knew it was a mistake and told everybody so, but the fever had to 
havearun. All sorts of dispatches were sent to Washington, as I understand, 
and I fear delayed action in the House. The real facts came yesterday, and this 
morning the Rxconb came, and I do not hear any objection now to the bill as it 
passed the Senate. Of course, I do not know the objects of the Hot Sp Mount- 
ain Company, but I suppose it is to supply the town with cold water, which seems 
7 2 — * * * 


* * 
A. H. CRAGIN. 


This, as I said, comes from the leading citizens of the place, and I 
do not believe there is an intelligent man in the State of Arkansas 
who, upon an examination of the facts, will not heartily approve what 
I esteemed it my duty to do in this matter, For more than a year I 
devoted the most of my time and expended no small sum of money 
investigating the condition of affairs upon the Hot Springs reserva- 
tion: ascertaining the equitable . of the squatters living there, 
devising a plan for their relief and the permanent settlement of a 
question which had been litigated in the various courts of the State 
and nation for upward of half a century. As a result of that inves- 
tigation I prepared a bill which became a law last March, after thor- 
ough discussion in this body and some severe criticism, The adjust- 
ment of the diflicult and delicate questions arising under that law has 
been proceeded ir bI a commission appointed by the President, and 
I believe I am justified in saying that all persons affected by it, many 
of whom opposed it bitterly, are now 8765 g satisfied that their 
rights, equitable and legal, are fully pro by it, and that they 
uro being dealt with upon the broadest principles of equal and exact 
justice to all and special rights or privileges to none. 

Considering, therefore, Mr. President, my connection with this qnes- 
tion since I have occupied a seat upon this floor and the results which 
have so far been obtained, I cannot help but express the opinion that 
the people of Hot Springs would have acted with more wisdom had 
they received the official RECORD, showing the precise wording of the 
amendment I offered, before expressing an opinion upon it. 

‘But, Mr, President, this story as it appears in the newspapers, like 
others which have recently appeared in which my name was „is 
a miserable and baseless falschood from beginning to end. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had . the following 
e Senate: 


bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
A bill (H. R. No. stg to provide for deficiencies in the ca 
tions for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 3987) to regulate the advertising of mail-lettings. 


TERRITORY OF LINCOLN, 


Mr. CHAFFEE, I move to take 1 Paved consideration the bill (S. 
No. 144) to establish the Territory of coln and to provide a tem- 
porary government therefor. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert; 


That all that part of the territory of the United States described as follows: 
commencing at a point where the forty-third parallel of north latitude intersects 
with the twenty-third meridian of longitude west from the city of Washington; 
thence following a due westerly course aog said forty-third parallel to its inter- 
section with the twenty-eighth meridian of longitude west from the city of Wash- 
ington; thence north along said twenty-cighth meridian of longitude to the British 
Possessions on the forty-ninth 8 of north latitude; thence easterly along said 
forty-ninth lel to the said twenty-third meridian; thence south along said 
twenty-third meridian to the place of commencement, 

3 into a temporary government by the name of the Territory of Lincoln. 
2. That the said Territory of Lincoln, and the several officers thereof, shall 
be invested with all the rights, powers, and privileges, and shall be subject to all 
the regulations, restrictions, and provisions contained in chapter 1 of title 23 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, ex as is herein otherwise provided, 

Sec. 3. The Legislative Assembly of said Territory shall consist of a council and 
a house of representatives. The council shall consist of nine members, which may 
be increased to thirteen, having the qualifications of voters in said Territory. The 
house of representatives shall consist of thirteen members, which may be increased 
to twenty-seven, possessing the same qualifications as are hereia prescribed for 
members of the council. The first session of the Legislature may be extended to 
sixty days, and thereafter shall be limited to forty days. 

Sec. 4. That a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United States, to 
serve during each Con of the United States, may be elected by the voters of 
said Territory qualified to elect members of tho Legislative Assembly, who shall 
bo entitled to the same rights and privileges as are exercised and pa A et by the 
Delegates from the several other Territories in tho said House of Representatives. 


be, and the same is hereby, 


Sec. 5. That when the land in said Territory shall be surveyed, under the dirce- 


tion of the Government of the United States, preparatory to b. ng the same into 
aries, erties aes 36 ie each omamy — d Territory — i nei sod the same 
are hereby, reservi e purpose a) to schoo! o State or 
Staten bereatise to he erected sat of thease. . 

Sec. 6. That the President of the United States, by and with the consent of the 
Senate, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to oro a surveyor-general for 

„Who shall locate his office at such p as the Secretary of the 

shall, from time to time, direct, and whose duties, powers, obligations 
papot Nues; compensation, and allowances for clerk hire, ofico rent, fuel, and 
incidental expenses shall be the same as those of the Territory of Montana, under 
tho direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and such instractions as he, from 
time to time, may deem advisable to give him. - é 

Sec. 7. That section 1850 of chapter 1 of title 23 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the words “ex- 
cept in the Territories of Colorado, Dakota, Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. There is a report from the committee which I 
should like to have read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ciar- 
FEE on the 28th of February: 


The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred the bill (S. 144) to estab- 
lish the Territory of Lincoln and establish a temporary ah bere therefor, have 
bad the same under consideration and beg leave to submit the following report, 
with the accompanying bill as a substituto: 

Tho bill proposes to establish a Territory extending from the forty-third to the 
forty-ninth degrees of north latitude and from the twenty-third to the twenty- 
eighth degrees of poor age west from Washington, forming a paralle three 
hundred miles in width from east to west by three hundred and sixty miles in 
length from north to south, and containing about 108,000 square miles. 

The Territory is formed by taking one . each in longitude from the Terri- 
tories of Montana and Wyoming and four degrees from that of Dakota, leaving 
i i Vaca miles in Montana, 90,943 equare miles in Wyoming, and 78,132 square 
miles 


covery of gold and the su 
now 2845 form a new Terri 


Yellowstone, Little M „ Heart, Cannon Ball, Grand Moreau, Big Chexenn 
— ap many others, — a very extensive and fertile country capable o 
sustaining a 


ized society, In 
ut gold and silver 


an Wyoming, Idaho, or 


Your committee find that over $2,000,000 of gold was — 5 from the placer 
mines in the Black Hills in 1876, and that between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000 was 
derived all sources in that country in 1877. Since the beginning of the year 
1877 forty-five gold-quartz mills, with a yg cone, of eight hundred and twenty 
stamps, and one silver-smel mill have erected and are now protitably 
employed there, and that six o gold-quartz mills, with a capacity of four hun- 
dred and five stamps, are in process of erection, and it is confidently estimated by 
— who have in that country, witnessed its settlement and the 

evelopment of its mines, that not less than $10,000,000 of the ous metals will 
be thrown upon the markets of our country from that locality during the t 
year; and your committee entertain the opinion from the evidence adduced that 
the product of the precious metals in that locality will in the near future rival, if 
it does not exceed, that of our older States and Territories. 


be greatly augmented by immigration during the present year. It coutains u vot- 
in, — as large whi th 


threo 
lodes have been discovered, claimed, and recorded, — . os which are 9 
the ore to the forty-five gold mills now erected and running, More tban one hun- 
re have large bodies of ore on the dump ready for milling as soon as mills can 
results to the owners. Within 


rocured, and a large proportion of tho remainder aro 

ducing auriferons ore with entirely satisfac! 
— ae region * 9 red silver < pe pave hows AVAA aod 
an man w oye e of ore for milling purposes. t 
one silver eit has been erected ; doubiless athens will be built daring the present 
season. Coal, iron, p „and lead have also been found, as well as petroleum 
and saline springs. ere are also within this meaty. miles large placer mines 
which hare der ear tti yielded abont one-half of the gold product of this country. 
Along this mineral region more than twenty thriving towns havo sprung into exist- 
ence, where all kinds of business are profitably being carried on. Danks, hotels, 
stores, and many kinds of manufactories usnally found in western cities and towns, 
are not wanting in the settlements of the Black Hills. Churches and school-houses 
already exist in considerable number and are being rapidly provided to meot the 
wants of the population. In short, this region is rapidly becoming the permanent 
home of a prosperous and enterprising people, whose industries are of a diversitied 
character and who will not bo dcpendent upon the production of the precious met- 
als alone for their sustenance, 

It is an extremely well watered and timbered country, and Professor Walter P. 
Jenney, in his report upon the agricultural character, climate, and resources of tho 
Black Hills, made to the Secretary of the Interior under date of April 20, 1576, 


says: 
That in this eg sete the Black Hills are unequaled by any region in the great 
West. * * * A heavy forest covers a greater portion of this area, the trees 
wing thickly r anil attaining full size, not only on the rich bottom-lands 
Bat ou the tops of the level limestone mesas; and the steep, rocky ridges aro 


ng developed, pro- 
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clothed with pine of size to their very crests. * * * Often. in sinking pros- 

cting-pits along the valk ys in search of gold, the soil would be found to be a 
Plack, peaty loam, from two to three feet in thickness; snd frequently in the bot- 
tom-lands the soil was four feet in depth, resting on a gravelly subsoil. * * + 
In the valleys of Spring and Rapid Creeks are extensive bottom. lands, which would 
be excellent for fai ming purposes did not the underlying gravel contain fold in 
quantities enflicient to cause it to be mined out in the next few years, to the ruin 
or serious detriment of the land. + Cavalry officers, herders, scouts, and 
miners all were united in their praise of the grazing. ‘California Joe,’ an expe- 
rienced miner and scout, said of the valley of Spring Creck: 1 bere's gold from 
the grass-roots down, but there's more go} the grass-roots up; and no mat- 
ter how rich the gold-placers in the Black Hills may prove to be, the great business 
in thjs region in the future will be stock-raising and dairy-farming. * * * The 
Norway pine, black and white aputa oak, elm, aspen, birch, ash, and other trees 
are found in hills; and we are told that it was because of the density of the 
forest that they received the name of the Black Hills, by which they are known 
in the Indian dialect.” 

As a winter-grazing country that moa surrounding the Black Hills and extend- 
ing northwardly to the Missouri and Yellowstone Rivers is most excellent. The 

sses are of the same character as those found in New Mexico, Colorado, and 
yoming, and retain their nutritive qualities as well in winter as during the sum- 
mer months. 

Referring to the map, it will be seen that this country is isolated from all other 
settlements of civilized men; that a broad:tract of land known as the Sioux Indian 
reservation separates it from the white settlements in Southeastern Dakota; that 
the present and 3 traveled route from Deadwood to Yankton, the capital of 
Dakota, is via either Cheyenne or Sidney on the Union Pacific Railroad, thence to 
Omaha, and from the last-named place up the Missouri River, a distance necessary 
to be traveled of between nine hundred and one thousand miles. 

It will also be observed that the le residing at and in the vicinity of Bis- 
marck, to enable them to visit the capital during the close of navigation on the 
Missouri River, (which is about one-half of the time,) bave to travel eastward to 
Fargo and Saint Paul, in Minnesota, thence to Sioux City. Iowa, and up the Mis- 
souri River Valley to Yankton, a distance of between eight hundred and nine hun- 
dred miles. Visits to the exccutive, legislative, and judicial departments of the 
Territory can only be made at creat expense and loss of valuable time. At least 
ten days is required for an exchange of corr ence between the capital and the 
Black Hills. This is a cause of loss ao inconvenience to the people living 
in the latter locality, they being compelled to communicate with the officers of the 
e Abe neck he 3 eee king final of mining 

t is nece: to tho surveyor- making surv: 
claims preparatory to obtaining parents thereto from the United States. 

It is necessary to communicate with the secretary of the Territory in order to 
perfect an incorporation under the general statute of the Territory and for other 


mrposes. 
p It is necessary that the executive sbould at all times be reasonably accessible, in 
e ree he may be consulted on subjects involving the welfare and prosperity of 

e people, 

litiganta who may choose to appeal from the decisions of the district court to 

the supreme court of the Territory must necessarily, in person or by attorney, 
visit Yankton to attend its sessions. 

Members of the Legisla' 


of grave importarce and interests of great pecuniary an and it is cael ae 
vil causes now pending an 


be great damage done to litigants as well as embarrassing delay in the settlement 
F 7 


temporary governments ee of our citizens out into the 
frontier in sufficient numbers to justify it and develop sufficient interest to require 
it. The additional expense to the Government under the present system is trifling 


com to the benefits of local government toa l number of our citizens who 
inbabit these Territorics. The tional wealth added tothe nation overbalances 
the cost of such governments, and in this instance the character of the country and 


thé magnitude of its mining interests, as well as the prospective agricultural in- 
terest and the imperative necessity of the situation selon trom n 


distance 
aoe its present capital, justify an independent as provided by this 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I do not wish to make any remarks on the bill. 
I hope we shall have a vote. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I supposed the Senator from Colorado held the 
floor. If he does not design to say anything on the bill, 1 desire to 
enter my protest against it as a member of the committee, and very 
briefly to state some reasons why I think it should not pass. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I did not propose to make any remarks on this 
bill unless there were objections to it. If the Senator has any objec- 
tions to the bill and desires to state them, I am willing to yield for 
that Ee and I will endeavor to answer them after he concludes, 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, I shall not occupy the attention 
of the Senate long. Asa member of the Committee on Territorics I 
was opposed to the creation of this Territory. 1 was not aware that 
this report was to be taken up for consideration to-day, and there- 
fore I am not as well prepared to state my objections and to give the 
reasons why I think the bill onght not to pass as I otherwise should 
have been. At all events it is entirely with the Senate whether the 
matter shall be proceeded with. 

I think we are organizing Territories too rapidly when we take into 
consideration the population that is in them. By the terms of this 
bill it is pro to 8 6757 this Territory from the Territories of 
Wyoming, Montana, and Dakota, taking about half of Dakota, but 
the part of Dakota that is taken is entirely nninhabited except the 
Black Hills country. As far as the population of the proposed Terri- 
_ tory is concerned, the greater part is in and around what is known 
as the Black Hills country. According to the Congressional Directory 
which 1 have before me, and which is as good a way of getting at it 


as any other, I find that the Territory of Wyoming cast at the last 
election for Delegate 6,624 votes for the candidates of both parties; 
that the Territory of Montana cast for both candidates 6,807 votes; 
that the Territory of Dakota cast 8,612; so that in all three of these 
Territories there were only about 21,000 or 22,000 votes cast. Every 
one who has lived in these Territories or who has been in them—and 
it is a fact that will not be denied by any gentleman—knows that 
when you come to estimate the population in the Territories or in 
the newly settled States, the proportion is not as five people to one 
voter as it is in the old States, that nearly all the inhabitants of these 
newly settled Territories are adults; nearly all of them are voters. 
There are few women, no children; there are scarcely any minors 


ere, 

So when I say that there are but 21,000 voters in these three Terri- 
tories I have given you a pretty approximate estimate of the number 
of inhabitants in all of them. Certainly it is not five to one; but if 
you even put it at two to one, it only makes the population of all 
three of these Territories some forty-odd thousand. 

Now it is proposed out of that number of people in three Territo- 
ries to organize another Territory, which would give us four Terri- 
tories witha robin population according to the last election that was 
held for territorial Delegates of about twenty-one or twenty-two 
thousand. Think of it! In four Territories a voting population of 
twenty-one or twenty-two thousand! It cannot be that this new 
Territory has its due proportion of this population, but dividing them 
equally, there would only be a voting population of five or six thou- 
sand in the Territory proposed to be o ized. The Territory of 
Dakota furnishes nearly one-half the territory of this new Territo 
and it is uninhabited, I may say, with the exception of the Blac 
Hills region. 

When we take into consideration the expense of keeping up these 
territorial governments, which must be done by the General Govern- 
ment, I say that to organize a Territory with even ten or twelve 
thousand people in it, or fifteen thousand, is not hae peep but I do 
not think eee ave can satisfy the Senate by any data they have be- 
fore them that there is an 5 of fifteen thousand people there. 
I think there cannot be within the proposed limits over ten thousand 
people, all told. I feel under these circumstances that the expense 
is too great for the Government to enter upon this business at this 
time. If this Territory is organized, it must have a governor, three 
judges of a Seprene court, a territorial Legislatnre, a United States 
marshal, a collector of internal revenue, a United States district at- 
torney ; and all these expenses come out of the whole people of the 
United States. Then I suppose this year or next winter there will 
be an appropriation asked for of $5,000 for a law-library, and then 
they have got to have an appropriation for surveying the lines of the 
new Territory. Now I think that when we take into consideration 
the expense that must necessarily be incurred in the organization and 
in the formation and in the keeping up of this new Territory, it is too 
expensive for the good that is to be derived therefrom by the people. 

was utterly unable to see in the committee, from the arguments 
adduced before the committee, the necessity for the organization of 
this proposed Territory. I know, as it was a fact developed before 
the committee, that there is opposition by the territorial Delegates to 
the passage of this bill and the taking away of portions of their Ter- 
ritories. Those people who have been out west and have been in this 
mining country will appreciate the fact I am about to state. We do 
not know whether the population at the Black Hills—for it is nearly 
all centered at the Black Hille—which is to-day said to be abont five 
or six thousand, will be there twelve months from to-day. It may 
not then be one-third that number. The mining population is tran- 
sitory and it may be all gone to-morrow. There are counties in the 
State of California that at the first discovery of gold there had forty 
thousand or fifty thousand inhabitants that to-day have not ten 
thousand. The county of Colorado in the State of California at one 
time, where the mining first originated, had the largest population of 
any county in the State, not excepting San Francisco, and yet to-day 
there is not one-fourth or one-fifth of the people in the county of Col- 
orado that were there then. So it isin all mining countries; the pop- 
ulation is shifting. Take what is known as the White Pine country 
in the State of Nevada, where a few years ago there was a popula- 
tion of twenty thousand people. To-day I do not presume there are 
four thousand there. It may be the same way with the Black Hills. 
I say, Mr. President, that when in this day Senators speak of econ- 
omy, when the people all over the country are demanding an econom- 
ical administration of the national affairs, we should hesitate before 
wo enter upon this, as I regard it, useless expenditure of the people's 
recone! that, instead of incurring additional expense, we should re- 
trench. 

Mr. President, I for one am in favor of liberal legislation always 
for the people of the new States and of the Territories and giving 
them, as far as we can, self-government and assistance in every way, 
I voted the other day for the bill making an appropriation of $5,000 
for a law-library for the Territory for which it was asked, but I be- 
lieve this is going too far and we should call a halt and think upon 
this matter before we act. 

8 given these facts, it is for the Senate to do as it may deem 
t 


Mr. PADDOCK. I chonld like to ask the Senator a question before 
he sits down. I understand the Senator to make a serious objection 
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to the passage of this bill because there is not sufficient population 
in the proposed Territory. I should like to inquire of him what Ter- 
ritory that has been organized during the past sweety years, at the 
date of the passage of the bill for its organization, had a red re pop- 
ulation than he is satisfied and I understand admits that this Ter- 
ritory has now. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I can give the Senator one. The Territory of 
Utah had a great deal er population. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to state that, so far as the State in which 
I live was concerned, when the act was passed authorizing the organ- 
ization of the Territory out of which afterward the State was formed, 
there were not two hundred people in it, and to-day there are three 
hundred and fifty thousand at least. When the Territory of Dakota 
was organized, I doubt if there were one hundred people in it. The 
same is eee true of the Territory of Wyoming. It was almost 
true, I think, of Colorado. The element of population does not figure 
so largely in the matter of the organization of Territories as certain 
other conditions which this proposed Territory possesses in an emi- 
nent degree. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The Senator asked me a question. These peo- 
ple are already in an organized Territory; these people sg et 
a government ; these people already have a Legislature; they dy 
have jud Take the three Territories from which you are going 
to take this new Territory, and they have three governors, three 
Legislatures, three supreme courts, three United States marshals; 
they are already organized. 

Mr, PADDOCK. So had all the other territorial organizations. 
Wyoming was in the Territory of Nebraska, Dakota was in the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota at first, and so on. All these new Territories that 
were organized were at the date of the passage of their acts of organ- 
ization in some Territory, under some territorial organization. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will try and answer the Senator’s question 
now. He asked me what Territory had a larger population when 
organized. The Territory of California had an infinitely larger pop- 
ulation; the Territory of bad a great deal! population; 
the Territory of Utah had a great deal ater pulation ; the Terri- 
tory of Colorado, so well represented on this floor now, had a a 
population; the Territory of Kansas had a great deal larger popula- 
tion; the Territory of New Mexico had a great deal 8 5 popu ation ; 
the Territory of Nevada had a larger population. The Territory of 
Nevada was taken off the Territory of Utah, of which it was then a 
part, and it had a irga population than either of these Territories. 
There has been scarcely any Territory that did not have a larger 
ulation than this when organized. But suppose all that the Senator 
from Nebraska says is true; because we have heretofore organized 
Territories with a very small population, is that any reason we should 
7 8 — this? 

hen Oregon was organized as a Territory, it was organized with 
a small population, but larger than this, and there was some reason 
for that; it was right that it should be done. It was very distant 
from other organized governments. It was a long way from Califor- 
nia; it wasa ong way from Missonri, then our most western State. 
It ought to have had an organized government at some time, and ata 
very early period; but these people are not in that condition. They 
are surrounded on all sides by other organized Territories or States 
and have railroad or water communication. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. This is a pretty important bill. Ido not ask to 
consume further time of the Senate to-day, but I desire to say that 
at the earliest possible moment I shall call it up again at the rar 
first opportunity I can, and then I shail state the reasons why I thi 
the Territory ought to be organized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consideration of 
the unfinished business. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 
Mr. HEREFORD. Iask leave to offer the following resolution : 


„ nln act, ag 3 of 
the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and redeem and cancel the 
3 e to the Finance Committee of the Senate on Novem. 

Be it resol That said committee be required to report said bill to the Senate 
within one week, together with their action thereon, if any shall have been had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire present action 
on the resolution? 

Mr. HEREFORD. If there is no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to this resolution? 

Mr. MORRILL. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution 
goes over, under the rule. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Imoye that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. WITHERS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (8. No. 802) establishing post-roads in the several 
States and Territories; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Officcs and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
The bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appro- 


riations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
une 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other pu was rea 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. No. Se to regulate the advertising of mail-lettings, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 18th instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 876) in aid of 
a polar expedition designed by James Gordon Bennett. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROADS, : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (8. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 

he VICE-P. ENT. Upon this bill the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask that immediately after the conclusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Colorado the Senate proceed to consider 
the ae coe bill which was under consideration yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To this the Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if seems to me that the matter sub- 
mitted to the Senate by the respective bills of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and the Railroad Committee presents two important proposi- 
tions, One may be considered a legal proposition and the other a 
business proposition. I pro this morning, in the brief time that 
I shall detain the Senate, to speak upon the legal proposition only. 

Senate bill No. 15 was reported by the Judiciary Committee not as 
an original bill, but as an amendment to the act of 1862 and the act 
of 1864, and is entitled “An act to alter and amend,” &c. 

With the bill the committee submit a report, apparently with a 
twofold object. 

First. To show that the railroad companies mentioned in the bill 
are able to comply with the conditions sought to be enforced. 

Secondly. To prove the power of Congress to pass the bill. 

With the question of the ability of the companies to comply with 
the demands in the bill I shall have nothing to say, as I am not suf- 


P- | ficiently advised to ee an opinion on that subject. The Supreme 


Court of the United States, as well as the various State courts, have 
so frequently declared that an act creating a corporation was a con- 
tract between the State and the corporation, that it is not necessary 
to cite authorities on that point. 

To 3 then, what the contract is between the Government 
and the rail corporations, we must examine the act of 1362 and 
the act of 1864. These two acts haying the same object must be con- 
sidered ther as one act in determining what the terms and condi- 
tions of the contract are, and what obligation the Government is 
under to respect the contract it has made. 

. vs. Railroad Company, 16 Wall., 603.) 

tis conceded by tho friends of this bill that the acts of 1862 and 1864 
create a contract; but it is said that Congress may now change that 
contract without the consent of the corporation: first, because the 
General Government may impair the obligation by virtue of its sov- 
ereignty or repeal any act of a former Congress and, secondly, because 
the power to alter, amend, and repeal the statute creating the cor- 
poration was reserved to ae 

It is said that the constitutional prohibition touching the obliga- 
tions of contracts is not binding on Congress, because it was expressly 
confined to the States. 

This is true if the right to impair the obligation of a contract is 
an attribute of sovereignty, requisite and essential to the exercise of 
sovereign power on the part of the General Government. But if it 
is not essential to the exercise of sovereign power, it may be well 
doubted whether the General Government such power. 

If the power resided in the State, and the State surrendered it to 
the General Government, its exercise cannot be questioned. But was 
it surrendered io the General Government? Was the prohibition any- 
thing more than an agreement on the part of the States to forbear to 
exercise this power? Where does the General Government derive its 
pore to 5b the obligation of a contract? Not by grant from tho 

tates; not by necessary implication, on account of the refusal of the 
States to exercise it; not because it is necessary to the exerciso of 
any of the powers conferred on the General Government, directly or 
by implication. All the things prohibited to the States are allowed 
to Congress if the things prohibited come within the purview of the 
express or dd powers granted. (Metropolitan Bank rs. Van Dyke, 
27 N. Y. R., 418.) 

This power to impair the obligation of a contract is not among the 
enumerated powers. 

In the same section in which the States are prohibited from im- 
pairing the obligations of a contract, they are also prohibited from 
making treaties, coining money, emitting bills of credit, or granting 
letters of marque and reprisal. All of these are among the enume- 
rated powers of Congress, and all of these are necessary to the exist- 
ence of sovereign power. 


. 
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If the prohibition to the States of itself alone implies that power, 
it were useless to enumerate powers so necessary to the existence of 
a nation, 

I will admit that the prohibition to tho States to exercise any 
powers that may be necessary and essential to the maintenance of 


the Government and to the carrying out of the 
creation must be held to confer that power on 
ment, as such power must reside somewhere. y 

The right to impair the obligation of a contract means, when putin 
the language of a layman, the right to take the property of the indi- 
vidual and appropriate it by the State. Itis the taking of pro rty 
without compensation ; and although it may be taken with the decla- 
ration that it is taken for the good of the many, yet it is not less ob- 
jectionable to the owner on that account. The exercise of the power 
to impair the obligation of a contract is not less repugnant to our ideas 
of justice when exercised by the General Government than when ex- 
ercised by a State. 

The Constitution declares in “poe terms that private property 
cannot be taken for public use, without just compensation. e tak- 
ing of private property for public use is an exercise of power com- 
mon toall nations, The States were not willing to allow the exercise 
of this power, so essential to the carrying on of a Government, unless 
it was with the express stipulation that just compensation should be 
so made, The Supreme Court of the United States has declared that 
this referred to the right of eminent domain only. The right of 
eminent domain was not surrendered by the States and it still resides 
in the States. (Barron vs. Mayor of Baltimore, 7 Peters, 243-7.) 

Aguin, it is declared in the Constitution that no person shall be de- 
prived of his Property “ without due process of law.” This provision 
of the Constitution has been so often commented on by the courts 
that its meaning is not in doubt. 

I do not contend that either of these prohibitions last referred to 
in terms denies to the General Government the right to impair the ob- 
ligations of contracts, but I deny that such power was ever conferred 
on the General Government, aud the exercise of that power is incon- 
sistent with the rules of natural justice recognized in these consti- 
tutional restrictions; and it is not possible to suppose that it was 
intended to concede to the General Government power in all respects 
as repugnant to natural justice as those prohibited and which could 
not be necessary to exercise to discharge any functions of govern- 
ment. 

Not an acre of land belonging to these companies can be taken for 
public use without just compensation; yet it is said we may arbitra- 
rily change the contract between them and the Government and de- 
stroy more property than the value of all the lands these companies 
own, apa, power to do such gross injustice is one derived by impli- 
cation only. 

That there are property rights in this contract between the Govern- 
ment and these corporations will not be denied. If we change the 
contract so as to reduce the value of such property rights, we have, 
within the very letter of the law, impaired the obligation of the con- 
tract and have deprived these companies of their property without 
due process of law. 

It is a power not safe to intrust to any body of men. A govern- 
ment that claims the right to take the citizens’ property under a plea 
of public good, without just compensation, will not be wanting in ex- 
cuse for such proceedings; and in the language of Madison, 

It will be seen, too, that one legislative interference is but the first link in along 


chain of repetitions, every subsequent interference being naturally produced b; 
the effects of the 8 No. 44. aR x 


Can it then be said that the refusal of the State to exercise that 
power conferred it on Congress? ; 
It was not understood at the time of the proposing of this amend- 
ment against impairing the obligation of contracts (1789) that the 
sower denied to the States would be claimed by Congress, and James 
adison, in the Federalist, speaking of the prohibition used the fol- 
lowing language: 
Bills of attainder, ex post facto law: 


and laws impairing the obli 
tracts are con to the first principles of the social compact and 
ciple of sound tion. 


e two former are expressly prohibited by the declarations prefixed to some of 
the State constitutions, and all of them are prohibited by the spirit and scope of 
their fundamental character. 

Our own experience has tanght us, nevertheless, that additional fences against 
these dan ought not to be emitted. 5 5 properly, therefore, have the conven- 
tion this constitutional bulwark in favor of porma security and private 
rights. -Tbe sober peuple of America are weary of the fluctuating or pe 
has directed the public councils. They have seen with regret and gna that 

personal rights be- 


sudden changes and legislative interferences in cases affectin; 
camo jobs in the hands of ente sono and influential speculators and snares to 
the more industrious and less informed part of the Wer t They have seen, 
too, that cne legislative interference is but the first link in a long chain of ti- 
tions, every subsequent interference being naturally provoked by the eifects of the 
N They very rightly infer, therefore, that some thorough reform is want- 
g. which will banish speculations on public eee re Ban gencral prudence 
and industry, and give aregular course to the business of ety.—Federalist, No. 44. 


It is true Madison was here speaking of limitation on the States, 
but the objections urged against the exercise of that power by States 
applies equally against its exercise by the General Government. 

It was contended, in a case that came before the Supreme Court of 
the United States in 1810, that the provision touching the impairing 
of the obligation of a contract did not apply to the action of a State 
in impairing its own contract; that it only prohibited the State from 


eat p of its 
e General Govern- 


ion of con- 
vory prin- 


passing laws to impair contracts between individuals. The court, by 
Chief-Justice Marshall, said: 

What motive then for implying, in words which import a general prohibition to 
impair the obligation of contracts, an exception in favor of the ri het to impair the 
pica. a ets those contracts into which the State may enter.—Fletcher ru. Peck, 6 


Applying that reasoning to this case, why now insist the States shall 
not authorize the impairing of the obligation of contracts, and shail 
not do if when it is a party to the contract, (because such impairing 
of the obligation of contracts is contrary to natural justice,) yet im- 
plying an authority on the part of the General Government to do this 
same thing? Is it less objectionable when exercised by the General 
Government than when exercised by the States? 

The Supreme Court of the United States (1815) declared that the 
exercise of such power by a legislative body was contrary to the 
Wi of natural justice. 

In the case of Tenett et. al. rs. Taylor et. al., 9 Cranch, pages 50 and 
51, the court lays down the rule that should govern a legislative body 
with reference to logislative contracts. 

The act in question was passed before the adoption of the consti- 
tional prohibition against the impairing of contracts. The act, hav- 
ing passed before the adoption of the Constitution, could not be held 
void under it if it was legal at the time of its adoption. The reason- 
ing of the court in that case will apply to this. The court says: 


If the Legislature possessed the authority tomake auch a grant and confirmation, 
it is very clear to our minds that it vested an indefeasible and irrevocable title. 
We have no knowledge of an authority or principle which could support the doe- 
trine that a legislative grant is reyocabic in its own nature and held only durante 
bene placito. Such a doctrine would uproot the very foundations of almost all the 
land titles in Virginia, and is utterly incovsistent with a great and fundamental 
principle of a republican government, the right of the citizens to the free enjoyment 
of their property legally acquired. 

A private corporation created by the Legislature may lose its franchises by a mis- 
user or a non-user of them; and they may be resumed by the Government under a 
a ag judgment upon a guo warranto to ascertain and enforce the forfeiture. 

his is the common law of the land and is a tacit condition annexed to the crea- 
tion of every such corporation. 

Upon a change of government, too, it may be admitted that such exclusive priv- 
fleges attached toa parats corpo: ation asare inconsistent with the new 88 
may be abolished. In respect also to public corporations which exist only for public 
Re such as counties, towns, cities, &c., the Legislature may, under proper 

imitations, have a right to change, modify. enlarge, or restrain them, securing, 
however, tho property for the uses of those for whom and at whose expense it was 
originally purchased. Dut that the Legislature can repeal statutes creating private 
corporations or confirming to them property already acquired under the faith of 
previous laws, and by such repeal can vest the property of such corporations ex- 
clusiyely in the State or dispose of the same to such purposes as they may please, 
without the consent or default of the corporators, we are not prepared to admit; 
and we think ourselves standing upon the principles of natural justice, npon tho 
fundamental laws of every free government, upon the spirit and letter of the Con. 
stitution of the United States, and upon the decisions of most respectabie jud.cial 
tribunals in resisting such a doctrine. 


The Supreme Court of the United States said nearly fifty years ago— 


That a government can scarcely be deemed free where the rights of private prop- 
erty are left solely dependent — the will of a legislative body without any re- 
straint. The fundamental maxims of a freo government seem to require that the 
rights of personal liberty and private property should be held ponds 


Again the court says: 


The people ought not to be presumed to with rights so vital to their secur- 
ity and well-being without strong and t pali ent of such an intention.— 
on vs. et al, 2 Peters, (57. 


_And the court further declared that the power now contended re- 
sides in Congress to be repugnant to the common principles of justico 
and civil liberty. (Wilkinson vs. Leland, 2 Peters. wake 

The Supreme Court in a recent case, speaking of the limitation on 
Legislatures with reference to the rights of property, used the fol- 
lowing language : 

It must be conceded that there are such rights in every free government beyond 
the control of the state, A government which ized no such rights, which 
held the lives, the liberty, and the property of its citizens subject at all times to 
the absolute disposition and unlimited control of oven the most democratic deposi- 
tory of power, is after all but a despotism. Itis true it is a nied N of the many— 
of the majority, I you choose to call it so—but it is none the a despotism. It 
may well be doubted if a man is to hold all that he is accustomed to call his own, 
all in which he bas placed his happiness, and the security of which is essential to 
that happiness, under the unlimited dominion of others, whether it is not wiser 


that this power shoul| be exercised by one man than 


by many. 

The theory of our Government, State and national, is opposa] to the deposit of un- 
limited power anxwhero. The executive, thelogislative, and the judicial branches 
of these governments are all of limited and defined powers. There are limitations 
on such power which grow out of the essential nature of all free governments, im- 
pied reservations of individual rights without which the social compact could uot 
exist and which are respected by all governments entitled to the name. Loan 
Association vs. Topeka, 20 Wall., 662. 

The claim now made that Congress may impair the obligation of 
contracts because there is no prohibition in the Constitution was, I 
believe, first made in this body in connection with these corporations. 
I do not remember to have heard of such a claim here until since the 
railroad legislation has been before Congress. It is songht to justify 
it on the grounds of the vast amount of money that will be due the 
Government when the secon! mortgage now held by the Government 
on the road shall mature. 

In determining the power of the Government to pursue a certain 
course, it is immaterial what the amount involved may be, and the 
exercise by Congress of a power clearly not given it by the Constitu- 
tion, so utterly repngnant to the American ideas of a government of 
law, cannot be justitied on the ground that the Government may be 
the loser in dollars and cents if this doubtful and dangerous power is 
not exercised. 
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Such claims of unlimited power of such a character on the part of 
Congress onght not to be heard in the Senate of the United States 
without calling out a vigorous protest against it, and it ought not to 
be less vigorous because the exercise of such power is proposed against 
the rights of two companies against which great 1 exists. 

An illegal attack on the least reputable citizen is not less culpable 
than it would be if made on the best, and if such an attack is made on 
the rights of those who are ee under prejudices and in disre- 
pute among the people, it is more likely to succeed than if made 
against the rights of those who are enjoying popular favor; but the 
wrong perpetrated is alike in its consequences in either case. Neither 
should the cry of public good to be accomplished or of public rights 
to be secured be an inducement to Congress to exercise power of a 
doubtful character except in cases of national peril. 

There never was a violation of constitutional law or individual 
rights by legislative action that did not find its excuse in the cry that 
the public good demanded it. This has been the pes of despots and 
the excuse of tyrants for the exercise of despotic and tyrannical power, 
and it is as dangerous when heard in the Halls of the Congress of the 

_ United States as when uttered by a kingly despot. 

Public and pae E pr will be safe only when executive, legis- 
lative, and judicial conduct shall be governed by the strict rules of law. 

The impairing of contracts is not the exercise of sovereign power; 
is not necessary either to the securing of wealth to the nation or happi- 
ness to the people, and is allowed by no code of morals. The exercise 
of this power by a Government in its dealings with its own people or 
with other nations would render its name a by-word and reproach 
among the nations of the earth; it would deserve and receive the 
execration of all peoples governed by the principle of natural justice. 

While the committee that reported this bill contended for an un- 
limited power on the part of the General Government over corpora- 
tions of its creation and corporations to which it has given its aid, 
yet it is said that it is not necessary to the power of Congress over 
this subject that such should be the law, as the committee finds in 
section 18 of the act of 1862 and section 22 of the act of 1864 ample 
power to alter, amend, or repeal these acts, It is said by the com- 
mittee in the report submitted with the bill— 

That the provision of the two acts are so inseparably interwoven that they 
eee tuting, for the purpose of interpre- 

a one 

This I believe, as before stated, is correct, and I so understand the 
Supreme Court of the United States to hold in Prescott vs. The Kan- 
sas Pacific Railway Company, 16 Wallace, page 603. 

If this is so, then section 18 of the act of 1862 and section 22 of the 
act of 1864 must be considered together. Section 18 of the act of 
1862 is as follows: 

That whenever it appears that the net earnings of the entire road and tole- 
graph, including the amount allowed for services rendered for the United States, 
after deducting all expenditures, including repairs and the furnishing, running, 
and managing of said road, shall exceed 10 per cent. upon its cost, exclusive of the 
5 per cent. to be paid to the United States, Congress way reduce the rates of fare 
thereon, if unreasonable in amount, and may fix and establish the samo hy law. 
And the better to accomplish the object of this act, namely, to promote the public 
interest and welfare by the construction of said rai and telegraph line, and 
keeping the same in working order, and to secure to the Governnicnt at all times 
{ary and siber purpose, Congre may, at any time baring due yepard tor the 
tary, and othe or 
rights of said e named herein, dad to, alter, Debi repeal this act. 

The twenty-second section of the act of 1864 is as follows: 

That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

If the two acts are to be taken together for purpose of interpreta- 
tion, there is no difference between section 18 and section 22, and the 
power to alter, amend, or repeal reserved in section 22 must be con- 
sidered with the same restriction put on the power in section 18. If 
this is the last expression of the legislative will, the legislative will 
must be determined as well by the act of 1262 as the act of 1864. 
Section 18 is not repealed either in words or by implication. Some 
portions of the act of 1862 are expressly repealed, as a portion of 
section 17 aud other parts are amended, by striking out; others by 
striking out and inserting. If section 22 in the act of 1864 had not 
been inserted, the power of Congress would be the same tbat it now 
is, on the subject, derived from section 18 of the act of 1862 and con- 
trolled by the condition therein imposed, on which Congress might 
alter, amend, or repeal this act. Thatis, the better to accomplish the 
object of this act, namely, to promote the public interest by construc- 
tion of the road, &., Congress declared under what circumstances it 
would interfere und gave an assurance that, if it was compelled to in- 
terfere on account of default of the companies and the failure to 
secure through these companies the object of the act, it would so in- 
terfere having due * aesa for the right of said companies. I do not 
think the words “ having due regard to the rights of said companies ” 
in any wise change the legal effect of the provision. Congress could 
not alter, amend, or repeal the acts withont having due regard for 
the rights of the companies, unless, as it is now claimed, Congress is 
not controlled by want of power or restricted by principles of natural 
justice from impairing the obbeations of contracts when the majority 
may, pader excitement, prejudice, or a mistaken idea of duty, see fit 
go to do. 

These companies have built their railroads as required in this act, 
have furnished the Goyernment all the benefits it was to receive, and 
not being in default, it is now proposed to materially chango the con- 
tract and compel these companies to assume burdens that were not 


contemplated at the time of the of the acts of 1862 and 1864. 
iev 1 


And if these companies shall believe that the Congress of the United 
States lacks the power to make a change in these contracts under 
which they built these railroads and shall resist such attempt and 
shall persist in it for six months, they shall forfeit all rights, privi- 
leges, grants, and franchises derived or obtained from the United 
States, and such forfeiture shall be judicially enforced. 

The bill is harsh in its character, and does not proceed on the prin- 
ciple expressed in section 18, of having due regard for the interest of 
the companies. _It is said that the companies are now able to pay the 
interest on the debt, that is a paramount lien to that of the United 
States, and pay interest on its income bonds, land-grant bonds, sink- 
ing-fund bonds, as well as provide the amount proposed to be set apart 
as a sinking fund. And it is provided in this bill that if by reason 
of the falling off of the business it shall be found that the 75 per 
cent. of the net earnings, as in the bill defined, shall not be sufficient 
to pay the interest on the paramount lien, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may remit somuch of the 25 per cent. as is necessary to pay inter- 
est on the paramount lien, which on the part of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company amounts to $27,237,000; all other indebtedness of 
this company is reported by the Judiciary Committee to be, exclusive 
of the Government debt, $24,053,000, which is bearing interest, and 
the most of it at 8 per cent. The committee say we may lay out of 
view the land-grant bonds, amounting to about $7,500,000, because the 
land granted to the companies will pay that debt. This will still 
leave about $16,500,000 of interest-bearing debts to be paid. 

No provision is made in the bill in case the receipts of the compa- 
nies should so decrease that the interest on these debts cannot be 


paid. 

It is then the avowed object of this bill, if it is necessary so to do 
to secure the amount provided for in this bill as a sinking fund, to 
take every dollar of net earnings, (as such carnings are defined in the 
bill,) except so much as may be necessary to pay interest on the first- 
mortgage bonds, These great companies must be managed, their 
business carried on, their debts paid; yet under certain contingencies 
the Government might absorb all the net earnings except what is 
n to pay the interest on the first-mortgage bonds, and the 
stockholders for their care and attention receiving nothing at all. 
Who believes, with this interpretation of the law, the roads would 
ever have been built? It is said there is no danger that the compa- 
nies cannot pay all their interest and reduce their debt. This may 
be tho case now, but when the Northern Pacific, Texas Pacific, and 
Canadian Railroads shall have stretched their lines to the Pacific 
Ocean, does any one suppose the present condition of these companies 
is any guidance of what their condition will then be? Have theso 
companies made default in their contracts in any particular?’ Why 
then adopt a policy toward them that may and in all probability 
will at no distant day greatly embarrass them in their management 
and care of their property? 

The inconsistency of the provisions of the fifth section, when con- 
sidered in connection with the first section, has been fully exposed 
by the honorable Senator from Oregon. But the purpose and object 
of this bill is shown by the provision in section 5, that is, that all of 
the earnings of the companies not required to pay interest on its 
first-mortgage bonds an 3 expenses shall be taken by the 
Government. Section 5 is meaningless in this bill except as it shows 
the intent of the advocates of the bill on this point. 

But the inconsistency of section 5 with the provisions of section 1 
is not greater than the inconsistency of the advocates of the bill that 
Congress has the power to change the contract, that the contract 
ought to be changed, yet that the bill does not change it. It is 
claimed a new rule is made for determining what the 5 per cent. 
due the Government is under the original act, but that that does not 
change the old rule. It is also said by more than one advocate of 
the bill, as I understand, that the proposed legislation does not make 
a debt due in twenty years and upward due now. It only makes 
the companies hoard its earnings in the power of the Government, to 
hold the earnings of the companies until the Government debt is due, 
and that it is no parans until the maturity of the debt, 

The subtlety of that reasoning is too great for the average mind. 
I confess that I am unable to see the legal difference in the proposi- 
tion than it would be if the Government demanded the present worth 
of its debt, computing its interest of 5 per cent. What would we 
say to a law that authorized the holders of a note due in ten years to 
demand of the maker the deposit with him of a sufficient sum of 
money to pay the debt at the maturity of the note? The principle is 
not different, whether he demand it all at once or year by year. 

Disguise it as we may, the attempt is made to make the companies 
pay in part a debt that is not due, to og a debt duo at the end of 
thirty years into one payment in half-yearly installments, Can that 
be done and not destroy vested rights of the companies? And does 
the claim of the Government to do this find support in any prin- 
ciple declared in any of the cases cited by the advocates of this bill, 
not even excepting the legal-tender cases? I think not. 

It is not a modification of charter rights, within any rule laid down 
by the Supreme Court; it is a simple attempt to change a contract 
made at the time of the granting the corporate power to one com- 
pany, but entirely distinct from the corporate franchises or powers, 
and in the ease of the other companies a contract made with a cor- 
poration not the creation of Congress at all. 
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As to the Central Pacific, then, it isa plain case of a change of 
contract, in no wise connected either in its character or by the terms 
of its creation with the charter of the cupang 

It is admitted by a distinguished Senator who has spoken on this 
subject that the companies have furnished all the facilities to the 
Government for transportation, &c., that they agreed to; but he 
says, “unless there is some provision for the payment of the debt 
due the Government, the Government will be in er of losing an 
essential benefit contemplated by the act.” If by this it is meant 
that the Government might Jose its debt, the proposition may be cor- 
rect, but if it is meant, as I suppose it is by what follows, the use of 
the road to the Government might be lost to the Government, I do 
not see the force of the statement. In connection with this he says: 

When the bonds mature the companies would, to say the least, be in danger of 
insolvency, and the future use of their respective roads for Government purposes 
put in jeopardy, 

How would the insolvency of tbe companies put the use of the 
roads by the Governmentin jeopardy? If the is sold on the first- 
mortgage bonds, income bonds, or any other debt, it is sold subject to 
the rights of the Government; no purchaser can take it stripped of 
that burden. Its franchise cannot be surrendered or extinguished, 
except with the Government consent. 

That it is to be used for the benefit of the Government in transpor- 
tation of mails and troops, is so firmly interwoven into the web and 
woof of the charters, that the right to so use it can be taken awa: 
only by Government consent. Its term of existence continues wit 
that of the Government. The Government may by itsinsolvency lose 
its debt, and nothing more can be lost. This claim that the benefits 
of the act will be lost to the Government if the debt is, then, is not 
well founded in law and fact. Is it not the excuse set up to satisfy 
the legislative conscience for such an nnusual exercise of power? 
The committee say if there was doubt about the power of Con 
when the former report was made, it has been entirely removed by the 
subsequent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
cite a number of cases in 4 Otto. The first case cited is the case of 
Munn vs. III. That case only determines that when private property 
is apes to an use it is subject to public regulations. (See Munn 
ts. III., page 138. 

It fo pe the rule laid down by Lord Hale, that when private prop- 
erty is affected with public interest, it ceases so far as that interest is 
concerned to be private property, and becomes liable to be regulated 
with reference to that public use to which the owner has dedicated 
it. The rule is not new nor strange in the English courts. 

In the case of Chicago, Burlington and Quincey Railroad Company 
vs. Iowa, referred to by the committee, the court decided the case on 
the same principle as Munn vrs, III. In the case of Peik vs. Chicago, 
&c., Railway Company, the court says: 

When property bas been clothed witha public interest, the slature may fix 
the limits to tha which shall in law beremnenthe for its Senet One 178. i 

The other cases cited by the committee in its report were decided 
on the same 33 And if the attempt was now made in the bill 
reported by the Judiciary Committee to regulate the rates of freight 
or porenges fares, or any other thing that was directly connected 
with its use by the public as a railroad, then the authorities cited 
would bear on the subject; but pe of that kind is attempted in 
the bill. It is simply an attempt to collect adebt, and it may be said 
itis a new way to collect not an old debt, but a debt not yet due. 

A consideration of the cases cited from 4 Otto will convince any one 
who will examine them with care that no principle is there established 
that can be invoked in aid of this bill. On the contrary, the care 
taken by the court to expressly state the ground on which these stat- 
utes, allin character alike, were sustained make these cases authority 
against the exercise of the power in the way now proposed. 

In the case of Munn rs. III., page 126, the court says: 

When, therefore, one devotes his property to a uso in which the public has an 


interest, he in effect ts to the public an interest in that use, and must submit 
— . by the public for the common good, to the extent of the interest 
created. 


He may withdraw bis t by discontinuing its but so long as he maintains 
the use, he must submit f that sontrol. strani, * 


8 the use of the railroad and its appurtenances, but how can it 
be said to apply to a debt not yet due and now proposed to bol to be due? 
The case of Chicago, &., Railway Company vs. Iowa was decided, 
as declared by the court, on the principle laid down in the case of Munn 
vs. Illinois; yet in the course of reasoning the court says, on page 162: 
eee alae hy the company to call on the Legislature to fix perma- 


nently the limit — J and make it a part of the charter, and, it it was refused, 
to abstain from building the road. If that had been done, the charter might bave 


presented a contract against future legislative interference. 

Not one of the cases cited by the committee in the report submitted 
sustains the principle here sought to be applied, neither does the case 
of Shields vs. Ohio. All of these cases, as before said, stripped of all 
unnecessary words, determine only that property that by consent of 
its owner is clothed with a public interest, because of its public use, 
ceases to be private property only, and is subject to regulation in 
the interest of the public, to whose use the owner has devoted it. 

lf it be an elevator, designed to be used by the public for the 
convenience of the public and the gain of its owner, the rates of stor- 
age, &c., may be fixed by law, if the owner is not reasonable in his 

H ; 


rges. 
If it be a railroad, carrying passengers and freight for the conven- 
jence and benefit of the public and gain to its owner, the public has 


such an interest in its use that it ceases to be private property only, and 
is subject to public regulation with reference to such use and such use 
only; and it is immaterial whether the owner is an individual, a cor- 
poration, or an association of individuals: it is the character of the 
property and the business to which the owner devotes it, and not the 
character of the owner, that determines whether it is subject to public 
regulation or not. 

This is all the cases referred to have decided, and I submit these 
cases go the extreme verge of the law governing that kind of prop- 
erty, and it may be well doubted whether a less liberal policy toward 
id her would not in the end have been subservient to the public 
E 


There is danger that the Legislatures of tho land, State and na- 
tional, may yield to the claims so recently mado and that yet sound 
so strangely in our ears, that the owners of property have not the 
nen to use it as they see fit so long as their use is not injurious to 
others. 

We cannot but view with alarm the tendency of the times to de- 
mand le tive contro] over interests that, until recently, have been 
regarded as purely private in their character. Day by day, as a na- 
tion, we appear to depart further and further from the fundamental 
ideas of government Jaid down by the founders of our system of gov- 
ernment. Every step in the wrong direction makes it easy to take 
another. The p ents that do not quite cover the point in hand 
will be made by ingenuity of reasoning to do so. Thus one error 
makes way for many more to follow. If an illustration of the truth 
of this is needed, it can be found in application of the case of the 
legal-tender cases to the principle on which the legislation on this 
bill is proposed. A case that at the most received only a bare ma- 
jority of the court, a case that was declared to have decided on the 
exercise of the extraordinary powers of Congress, called into exercise 


gress | by the emergency of a great civil war and falling within the rule I 


have mentioned—that is, that it may be proper to exercise doubtful 
powers in case of national peril—is now cited to justify Congress to 
exercise a power of doubtful character in a matter involving only a 
question of dollars and cents. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio says that is the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, and that is enough for him. The decision of the Supreme 
Court cro BB aly Congress from exercising doubtful powers, but 
it cannot be a justification for the exercise of a power that Congress 
might well think was not warranted by law. 

t is said that the words “to alter, amend, and repeal” are in them- 
selves sufficient to jastify the proposed legislation. There must bo 
some limit to the meaning of the words “alter, amend, and repeal.” 
The Supreme Court has so held in the case of Holyoke Co. rs. Lyman, 
15 Wallace, 522, and declare that such subsequent legislation must 
not impair vested rights. 

The court, in Miller rs. The State, 15 Wallace, 498, in defining what 
the power was under such reservation, say “almost any change may 
be made in furtherance of the object of the grant.“ In furtherance of 
the object of the grant is a subject concerning which the public has 
an interest as well as the corporation. 

But, as before stated, this is not a proposition to change the acts in 
furtherance of the grant. Whether the money be paid or lost in no 
wise affects the use of ak phen by the Government or the public. 
The principle to be applied in the passage of the bill is not diiferent 
from what it would be if the proposition was to compel the compa- 
nies to create a sinking fund for the payment of first-mortgage bonds, 
or any other debt of the companies. If the principal object is to col- 
lect the Government mortgage let us at once declare the Government 
debt is the first-mortgage debt and the first to be paid. 

The rights of the first-mortgage bondholders to have immunity from 
the destruction of their abd is not greater than the rights of the 
stockholders and other bondholders. If the income bondholder and 
sinking-fund bondholder took the bonds with the notice that the 
Government might change its contract so as to make the bonds 
worthless, the first-mortgage bondholder must have had the same 
notice. 

It is easy by taking a few sentences here and a few there from the 
opinions of courts, to support the declaration so broadly made that 
the reserved power is practically without limit. Yet I believe no 
case, when carefally considered, will be found to support such a 
theory. The Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Hol- 
yoke Company rs. Eyman, 15 Wallace, 500, and Miller vs. The State, 15 
Wallace, 493, declared there was a limit to the power. So said the 
supreme court of Massachusetts in 13 Gray, 239. 

ease of Tomlinson rs. Jessup, 15 Wallace, has been cited as sup- 
porting the doctrine of unlimited power over the charter of a corpo- 
ration. This claim cannot be supported, Tho controversy in that 
case grew out of an attempt to tax the property of a railway com- 
pany contrary, as it was asserted, to the provisions of its charter, and 
was decided on other and different principles. 

A question of similar character was presented to the Supreme Court 
and recently decided. I refer to the case of Farrington vs. Tennessee, 
not yet reported. In the charter it was provided that the company— 
a bank—should pay a certain tax “in lien of all other taxes.“ The 
State of Tenuessee claimed the right to tax the bank in another and 
different manner. The Supreme Court, after a careful consideration 
of all of the principles involved jn the case, declared that the words 
“in lieu of all other taxes” must be construed to create a contract 
on the part of the State, which the State could not annul. 
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In view of the recent disposition on the part of courts and Legisla- 
tures to disregard the provisions of legislative contracts, this decision 
is one of great importance, It weakens greatly the force of the case 
of Tomlinson rs. Jessup, and puts the court in harmony with the old 
veg es ee Jersey vs. Wilson, 7 Cranch, 164; Jefferson vs. Skelly, 1 

ac 

And this decision is not in conflict with the cases before mentioned, 
that determine that private 1 is affected with a publie interest 
because of its use by the public, and is subject to public regulation. 

The court takes occasion to comment on the value of contracts to 
the civilization and prosperity of a community, and Icommend that 
case to the advocates of unlimited con onal power over con- 
tracts. 

The reservation to alter, amend, or repeal, then, is not without its 
limit, as the Supreme Court has said, but it is said the Legislature 
may determine what the limit is. Not so. The Supreme Court fix the 
limit, and that must govern the legislative actions. In Holyoke Com- 
pany vs. Lyman, the court say: 

Vested rights, it is conceded, cannot be destroyed or im under such a re- 
served power, but it is clear that the power may be exercised, and to almost any 
sighte of ino prtilo sod of tha oorsernicnn; or to premmots tos bgph rarata 
ofthe affairs of the corporation. 


Before that decision was rendered, the court had said in the case of 
Miller vs. The State, in speaking of the power under the words “alter, 
amend, and repeal :” 

Power to legislate founded npon such a reservation is certainly not without limit, 
bat it may safely be affirmed that it reserves to the Legislature the authority to 
make any alteration or amendment in a charter granted subject to it that will not 
defeat or substantially impair the object of the grant or any rights which have 
vested under it w. the Legislature may deem neceasary 10 secure either the 
object of the grantor any other public right not expressly granted away by the 


It must not defeat or impair the object of the grant nor any rights 
which have vested under it which may be necessary, &c., to secure 
the object of the grant, or any other rights not granted away by the 
charter. Then it does 1 that there may be rights in a charter 
expressly granted away by the charter, and as to these there is no 
power to amend them. 

The questions presented for our consideration are questions of law 
under the condition of things now 8 7 We have nothing to 
do with the question of wisdom or folly of tho Congress that created 
one of these companies and ted aid to the other. We ought to 
be able to act without prejudice or partiality in the interest of the 
Government and the companies under the law as we believe it exists. 
No extraneous circumstances should influence us either in determin- 
ing what is right and just or what is the law. 

have heard in the course of the debate these companies charac- 
terized as“ arbitrary, despotic corporations.” I know there has been 
an effort made, through the press at least, to create the opinion that 
these companies are great, rich, domineering bodies, ready and willing 
to corrupt Congress or other public bodies if necessary to secure their 
ends. I do not propose to defend these companies against attacks 
made here or elsewhere. If we cannot act on the question here pro- 
posed without taking into consideration matters of that character, 
and considering as we determine the Jaw whether it is law to be ap- 
plied because the companies are bloated corporations and not because 
the principle of natural justice, honesty, and fair dealing combine to 
‘influence such a course, it will furnish additional evidence that a 
legislative body which is but the reflex of the public mind is an 
unsafe body to intrust with the rights of property without restric- 


tion. 

Mx. CHRISTIANCY. I wish, for the purpose of knowing exactly 
the position of the Senator from Colorado, to pnt to him one ques- 
tion. Suppose the acts of 1862 and 1864 had, after making all the 
general provisions now in those acts, expressly farther provided that 
Congress reserved iho right after, say, five years from the passage of 
the act, to require payment of an annual interest on the loan made 
to the companies or to require the companies to establish a sinking 
fund, describing it specially as it is described in this Judiciary Com- 
mittee bill, does the Senator from Colorado insist that Congress could 
not under such cireumstances exercise such reserved rights? 

Mr. TELLER, I never have taken any such position. I say that 
if in these charters Congress had expressly provided for such a pro- 
vision as that, it would have been proper. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Mr. President. 

Mr. SARGENT. I believe it was the order of the Senate that on 
the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from Colorado the Senate 
should resume the consideration of the appropriation bill which was 
under discussion yesterday. 

Mr. MCDONALD. That I understand to be the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. IxcaIIs in the chair.) The 
Chair understands that to be the order of the Senate, and that the 
Senator from Indiana takes the floor upon the sinking-fund bill, to be 
heard when its consideration is resumed. 

Mr. McDONALD. Ves, sir. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. No. 2507) 
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making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, insisted 
upon by the Senate, and insisted upon its amendment tothe fourteenth 
amendment of the Senate tó the said bill, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had ap inted Mr. J. 3 of Kentucky, Mr. 
HIESTER CLYMER of Pennsylvania, and Mr. A. HERR SMITHOf Penn- 
sylyania, managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message of the 
President of the United States, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate of the 11th instant, information relative to the selection 
of M. Maurice Delfosse, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary from Belgium as the third commissioner under the twent, 
third article of the treaty of Washington on the question of the fish- 
eries; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASSES, ETC, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (II R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to employ temporary clerks, and making appropriation for the 
same; also making appropriations for detectin on public 
lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
of [Mr. Beck] to the amen t of the Committee on Appropriations 
to the second section of the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want, before the discussion commences on the 
little amendment now panang today; to appeal to the Senate to re- 
main here until we finish this bill. I think we ought not to adjourn 
until it is completed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, the few observations that 
I propose to address to the Senate will be confined to section No. 2 of 
the bill. To the other provisions of the bill I have no objection 
whatever, and I shall give them a hearty and cordial support; but I 
propose to give to the Senate my reasons for opposing the second 
section. 

A great deal has been said here in regard to the public lands. 
There has been much discussion, and I have learned a deal from 
it; but the great point after all is what authority exists under the 
laws of the Uni States, as they now stand, for the action of the 
Secretary of the Interior in regard to trespasses upon the public 
lands, aud to whom we are about to appropriate money. Au appro- 
priation of $20,000 is here proposed, and it isa very remarkable appro- 
priation when we come to look at the languagé of the bill: 

For diagrams, furniture, and repairs in the General Land Office, miscellaneous 
items, including two of the city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and preserved for 
the use of the office; for the actual expenscs of clerks detailed to 3 


frandulent land-entries, trespasses on the public lands, and cases of 
conduct, and for advertising and telegraphing, the sum of $20,000. 


And then follows the proviso, about which much can be said: 


Provided, That all moneys heretofore and that shall hereafter be collected for 
depredations upon the public lands shall be covered in the Treasury of the United 
States as other moneys received from the sale of public lands. 


Under this appropriation the Secretary of the Interior may use all 
this money for ono or the other of these purposes, We are not told 
how much he wants for miscellaneous items; we are not told how 
much he wants for repairs in the General Land Office; we are not 
told how much he wants for expenses of clerks to be detailed to in- 
vestigate fraudulent land entries, or how much he wants to pay 
clerks who may be detailed to investigate trespasses; but you aro 
asked for an appropriation in rs Bilge will give this officer a vast 
discretionary power in the use of this money. 

At the last Congress, I think, an appropriation of $6,000 was made 
to enable the rece} Sen of the Interior to investigate trespasses on 
the public lands. I infer from the language of this bill that he has 
pone beyond the sum given him for that purpose, and it is proposed, 

suppose, to make it up by a deficiency appropriation. Now, sir, 1 
am opposed to that. I am op to any officer of the Government 
expending more money than the law gave him for any given purpose, 
and I shall not vote for any such provision as this, couched in these 
general terms and without any designation of the precise and specific 
purposes for which this money is to be expended. Under tho bill the 
Secretary of the Interior can take the whole of this money to pay 
clerks detailed to investigate trespasses, he can take the whole of it 
for the purpose of repairs in the Land Office, or he can take the whole 
of it for the purpose of investigating fraudulent land titles. Lask the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who isso distinguished 
for his intelligence, if this is the way appropriations of the pnblic 
money are usually made. I know that it is a House bill, but still it 
has passed through a very intelligent committee of this body. I had 
occasion the other day to look into the appropriation of last year, and 
I found that the sum set a for investigation into trespasses was 
specifically confined to $6,000. I should like to know why the same 
rule was not followed this year. 

Mr. WINDOM. I beg the pardon of the Senator from Florida. I 
was engaged in conversation with the Senator on my left and did not 
hear his question. If he will be kind cnongh to repeat it, I will an- 
swer if I can. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I asked the Senator from Minnesota if it 
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was usual to appropriate money in Congress in this way in an appro- 
priation bill: 

furnit d in the General Land Office, miscellaneou 
wan two Nee to be filed, bound, and preserved for 


For 
items, 
the use of the office; for the actual expenses of clerks detailed to investigate fraudu- 
lent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and cases of official misconduct, 
and for advertising and telegraphing, the sum of $20,000. 


I said awhile ago that the appropriations made hitherto for these 


st ae were ific. 
r. WINDOM. It is not unusual to group a number of items of 
that character. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I know it is where they bear some re- 
semblance to each other, but there is very little in common between 
repairs in the Land Office and on the public lands. 

r. WINDOM. I should say that the House had grouped items 
somewhat dissimilar in their character. The Committee on Appro- 
priations did not think it l to remodel the bill in that e 
ticular. If I were framing the bill myself 1 should not group them 
as they are 1 in that section. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Coming to the proviso, it is an attempt 
in ee to repeal an existing law, and violates one of the rules of 
the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does the Senator mean the first proviso ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, 

Mr. WINDOM. I donot so understand it. The objeet of that pro- 
viso is to settle ay eee which has been raised by persons who claim 
a moiety of the fines that may be collected. 

Mr. SARGENT. From the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. WINDOM. As that question has been raised frequently at the 
Land Office and in the Interior Department, this proviso would settle 
it; and of that we were informed. 

Mr.SARGENT. Will my colleague on the committee please inform 
ae W cas those moieties were not collected by the Secretary of the 

av 

Me WINDOM. I do not know. 

Mr. SARGENT. The statement, as I understand, before the com- 
mittee was that the exercise of this power was by the Secretary of 
the Navy where the money was collected and paid to the persons who 
came forward and clai the moiety, 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not understand that the moieties have been 
paid. I think the information given to the committee was that no 
moieties had been paid. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not of late. 

Mr. WINDOM. No, not of late; and the purpose was to settle the 
question when it should come up hereafter. 

Mr. SARGENT. That was the avowed purpose. 

Mr. WINDOM. That was the avowed purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The law as it now stands is to be found in 
section 4751 of the Revised Statutes, and I will read it so that the Sen- 
ate will see the point: 

All FEFFCCCCbCb T A 
and 2463, title “ The Public Lands,” shall be for, recovered, distelbated, and 
accounted for, under the directions of the Secretary of the Navy, and shall be 
over, one-half to the informers, if any, be oote where seized, and the other 
to the Secretary of the Navy for the use of Navy pension fund; and the Secre- 
FCC on such terms and condition as he 
deems proper, by an order in writing, any fine, penalty, or forfeitures so incurred. 

It will be observed by the Senate that this section covers eve 
provision in the Revised Statutes relating to public lands. I wi 
show in a few moments that the Secretary of the Interior himself in 
his communication to the Attorney-General relies upon the authority 
of one of the sections referred to in the section I have read as a justi- 
fication for his proceeding in some of the States of the South in re- 

rd to timber depredations. Every dollar of money which can arise 

m prosecutions of persons who have eee trespass on the 
public lands under the section | have read is to go into the Navy 
fund; bat by this appropriation bill that section is to be repealed 
and the fund is to be diverted and covered into the Treasury gen- 
erally. Is not this general legislation f 

Mr. WINDOM. In answer to the honorable Senator from Florida 
I will say it is general legislation, but it is general legislation over 
which the Senate and its rules have no control whatever. It came 
to us in the bill from the House. We have no power to strike it ont 
because it is general legislation. We have not attempted to do that 
in cases of this character. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Then I understand the Senator from Min- 
nesota to say that when general legislation is incorporated into an 
appropriation bill and comes here, although it is in violation of the 

es of this body, the Senate has no pte, e to strike it out. Is 
that the Seuator’s position! 

Mr. WINDOM. I did not mean to be so understood. We certainly 
have the right to vote to strike it out, but what I meant te say was 
that it does not fall under the rules of the Senate, and it is properly 
in the bill so far as the rules of the Senate are concerned. Sen- 
ate is at liberty to strike it out if it chogses todo so, of course, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator admits that this is general 
legislation. 

Mr. WINDOM, I do. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is one reason why I cannot vote for 
this section of the bill. I know that general legislation has been 
incorporated into appropriation bills heretofore, but it is not a sound 
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s | channel in which this fund shall 


principle, and I will not vote to sustain it in this bill. Here is a law 
on the statute-book, the section which I have read, prescribing the 
„ and here is a proposition that it 
shall g into the generally, and not into the Navy fund. 
In the discussions that have taken place here we have been told 
that no change has taken place in the policy of the Interior Depart- 
ment respecting trespasses on the public lands; that the present officer 
in charge of that Department is simply pursuing the law; that he is 
following in the footsteps of his ecessor in that high office, doing 
nothing more and nothing less. Now, sir, I controvert that position. 
I deny that that is true. I say that the present Secretary has inau- 
ted a new policy, so to speak, and one which is not supported by 
aw, a policy which has a very detrimental effect upon a large 
oo of the people of this country. What has been the policy 
of this Government with respect to the public lands? We know that 
it has always been liberal. We know that it has always been just. 
In the arguments that have been made by Senators on this floor, a 
great fundamental principle has been overlooked which controls the 
whole argument. We have been told that the Government of the 
United States has the same rights as individuals; that it can go into 
local tribunals and assert its rights and vindicate its rights the same 
as a citizen, and that it would be unjust to deny to it the remedies 
that are open to individuals. It ought not to be forgotten that while 
the Government of the United States has all the rights of individu- 
als. it has something that individuals do not possess. It has a great 
sovereign power of legislation under which, at any time, it can secure 
to itself any remedy that may be necessary to carry out the great 
urposes of the Government. An individual is compelled to accept 
ust such remedies as the law has given; but the Government is not 
in that predicament. A government can secure to itself remedies for 
the redress of its wrongs, and the citizen will be bound to respect 
them. Hence, we have been told here that the Government can go 
into the States and avail itself of the local laws of the States when 
the general statutes of the United States give the Government no 
remedy. I dispute that Baby ition. I say that when you want to 
know what the policy of vernment is in t to any matter, 
you cannot go beyond the statutes of the United States to ascertain 
it; and when you find no remedy there, when you find the laws of 
the Union deficient, it is not for the officers of the Government to 
take up the State statutes to enable them to do an act which the laws 
of the United States give them no power to do. 
In all the prosecutions that have taken place, I would say in the 
33 that have taken place in the South, officers of the Land 
ent and of the Attorney-General's Office have gone into the 
Federal courts under State statutes, without anything behind them in 
the laws of the United States to sustain their p ings. They did 
not confine themselves even to common-law remedies, which, in some 
cases I am free to admit, the Government may avail itself of, bat they 
relied upon local laws to furnish remedies against individuals sus- 
asap of having at some time in their lives purchased timber in good 
aith that had been taken from the public lands. 
Now, sir, we have laws on the statute-book ; we have the express 
will of Congress indicated on this subject, and it is embodied in the 


general laws. These laws give a criminal remedy, so tos against 
any person who shall cut or carry away from the public lands any 
growing timber, and authorize a verdict in treble and im- 


prisonment to be imposed upon the offending party for such violations 
of law. These laws say nothing about any civil remedy; they sa 
nothing about an action of trover or detinue or replevin, althoug 
the Government had full authority to say, if it thought proper, that 
such actions should be instituted. When we look at the general laws 
of the country in torevenue controlling the Treasury Depart- 
ment, we find actions of debt prescribed there against individuals 
who may violate the laws and criminal remedies prescribed also for 
their violation. Hence when we come to ascertain what has been the 
policy of the Government in regard to matters of this kind, we can- 
not go outside of the legislation of Con on the subject. 

Sir, I undertake to say, from some little personal experience on this 
subject, not in to taking timber, but in regard to the timber 
business, (for I live in a country where this business is very exten- 
sively carried on and I know something of its details,) that up to the 
time the present Secretary of the Interior came into office such a 
thing was never heard of as a seizure of lumber in the hands of any 
man who purchased logs in the open market. I have known of prose- 
cutions in the Federal courts under this law, instituted by the judi- 
cial officers of the Government, in which individuals were convicted 
of having taken and cut timber on the public lands; but I have never 
known in the past any attempt or effort being made to follow the pro- 
ceeds of the logs that were removed from the public lands into the 
hands of bona fide purchasers for value in civil suits. This thing is 
entirely new. The laws of the United States are silent on the sub- 
ject and give no such remedy. 

I know that Mr. Commissioner Hendricks when he was in office, in 
1855 I think, issued a circular to agents, under which they were in- 
vested with authority to look into trespasses upon the public lands 
and to settle with parties who might have innocently depredated 
upon them, and to receive money for the Government. t was 
done. But this wholesale system of seizing mills with hundreds of 
thousands of feet of lumber at them, on the pretense that the lo; 
out of which the lumber was manufactured came from the public 
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lands is entirely new; at least it is new in that section of the coun- 
try from which I come; and it has been impossible to carry out this 
system, as I said awhile ago, without de from those principles 
of law which I contend ought to control in this business, 

When the district attorney, acting under the instructions of the 
Secretary of the Interior and his agents, went to ferret out men who 
had sawed boards and manufactured logs into lumber, they found 
they had no remedy except under the State laws in replevin; and 
the proceedings in Aea ppi, the State of my honorable friend to 
my left, 1 LAMAR] were in replevin under the State law of Mis- 
sissippi. It may be said in reply to this, as I have heard said here, 
that the Government ought to have the same rights as an individual. 
It not only has the same rights, but it has greater rights; and when- 
ever the ae of the United States wants to enlarge the powers 
of these officers, wants to change this policy, wants to give a specific 
remedy, it has the power to do so, and it is not for Mr. Schurz or Mr. 
Devens or any other officer of the Government to go down there and 
invoke State statutes which I claim are in opposition to the policy 
of the Government in regard to this matter. 

Chief-Justice Marshall, in the great case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, when 
it was said that the United States had passed no laws carrying out 
the power given to it in the Constitution to regulate commerce, re- 
plied how? It was said, I think by Mr. Emmett, at the bar that there 
was nothing on the statute-book that indicated that Congress had 
exercised the power which the Constitution reposed in it over the 
subject of commerce. The Chief-Justice’s masterly reply was that 
the suhject was regulated when it was let alone, and for aught he 
knew the very failure to pass a law on the subject was a part of its 
policy. The same argument applies here when it must be admitted, 
as all Senators will have to do, net a has power under its 
legislative authority to pass any law that is necessary to give a com- 

lete remedy to its officers in such cases; and when we find that it 
‘aa not, when we find that it has confined those remedies simply to 
criminal prosecutions, am I not justified in saying, and in invoking in 
my support the practice of the Government hitherto, that it was not 
the intention of this Government to authorize the Attorney-General 
or the Secretary of the Interior to harass and persecute and oppress 
ee bodies of men en in honest industry by suits founded en- 
ti upon local laws of a civil character; and, as the Senator from 
Mississi pi has said, having availed themselves of the local laws, 
the; to comply with their provisions I know they did this in 
my State. They obtained from the Federal court a writ of replevin; 
not a writ of replevin at common law, which can only issue, as law- 
yers know, against a who has been guilty of an unlawful tak- 
ing, but which, m by the various statutes, extends now to 
ee detention. They obtained it without any bond or security 
whatever, upon the mere affidavit of a stranger sent there to prowl 
about and to harass the people. 

The affidavits which have been taken in the cases in Mississippi 


areastounding. One gentleman went from Washington City, accord- 
ing to the record, and put in an affidavit that all the lumber at cer- 
tain mills, all the logs in certain s had been removed from the 


paaie lands, and under the State replevin law instituted suits in the 
ederal court. 

I know that the Constitution vests in the President authority to 
pels By the laws, in its own appropriate lan to see that they 
are faithfully executed, and the of the Executive Departments 
are the aids which the law farnishes him with to enable him to ac- 
complish that great purpose. 

Reference has been made here time and again to the obnoxious 
law which is complained of, and I have heard it said why not repeal 
the law. What law are we to repeal? What law is there now on 
the statute-book that furnishes authority to the Secretary of the 
Interior to do what this bill proposes to give him means todo? I 
know that he has fallen back upon several sections of the Revised 
Statutes as the foundation of his authority on this subject. In his 
letter to the Attorney-General under date of November 9, 1877, he 
says: 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith copies of telegrams received from 
Special Agents Carter and Bartley, dated the 6th and 7th instant 3 in 
re ation to the seizure of tng ah Sager of timber, cut from the public lands, by 
the marshal of the southern of Mississippi, and of the contemplated seiz- 
ure of a quantity of charcoal— 

Good heavens! Charcoal! Do Senators here know anything of the 
charcoal business, how that is carried on, and by whom— 


charcoal and manufactured from timber taken from the public lands. 
Mr. Bartley requests that the collector of customs for said district be instructed 
the honorable of the Treasury not to clear any vessel loaded with 


ber, lumber, or turpentine against the objections of the s agents, 
Permit me to call your attention to the bat saseran of 2 of me Revised 
e master, 


Statutes, in relation to the forfeitures and ‘ties imposed 

owner, or consignee of any vessel who 8 ely takes on 

from lands which had been reserved or purch as provided in the procedis sec- 
tion, withont proper authority, and pogua that you will instruct the United States 
district attorney for said district to take such steps as may be necessary to protect 
the interests of the United States in the premises. 


He refers to section 2462 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as authority for his interference. I should like to know what 
authority that section gives him to open his mouth in the matter. 
We are living, I supposed, under a Government of laws and not of 
men; no man will go further to support it than I will; but be relies 


now upon astatnte of the United States and he invokes it. Now I 
will read the section to which he refers, section 2462: 

If the master, owner, or consignee of any vessel shall knowingly take on board 
any timber cut on lands which have been reserved or purchased as in the preceding 
section prescribed, without proper authority, and for the use of the Navy of the 
United States; or shall take on board avy live-oak or red-cedar timber cut on any 
other lands of the United States, with intent to transport the same to any port or 
place within the United States, or to export the same to any foreign country, the 
vessel on board of which the same shall be taken, transported, or se th 
her tackle, apparel, and furniture, be wholly forfeited to the United States. and the 
captain or master of such vessel wherein the same was exported to any foreign 
country against the provisions of this section shall forfeit and pay to the United 
States a sum not exceeding 31,000. 

That is section 2462, Section 2463 and section 2461 relate to the 
same subject-matter, the preservation of the timber of the United 
States on the public lands. But I will draw the attention of the Sen- 
ate to section 4751 of the same code which specially says that the 
authority to carry out the law as embodied in all these sections shall 
rest with the Secretary of the Navy. Section 4751 is in these words: 


All penalties and forfeitures incurred under the provisions of sections 2461 and 


The very section that the Secretary of the Interior designated in 
his letter to the Attorney-General as giving him authority— 
aud 2463, title “ The Public Lands,“ shall be sued for, recovered, distributed, and 
accounted for under the directions of the Secretary of the Navy, eth age died ox 
over, one-half to the informers, if any, or captors, where se and the other 
to the Secretary of the Navy for the use of the Navy pension fund; and the Secre- 
is authorized to mitigate, in whole or in on such terms and conditions as 
he deems proper, by an order in writing, any fine, penalty, or forfeiture so incurred. 


Now, sir, I say it is to be presumed that we are living under a Gov- 
ernment of laws, and every one of the provisions of the Revised Stat- 
utes which provides for prosecutions with respect to trespasses on the 
public lands is embodied in these sections that I have read, and the 
authority to enforce them has under the wisdom of Congress been 
reposed in the Secretary of the Navy, and that section gives him 
power to remit, to modify, or abrogate altogether any penal sentence 
that may be im upon any poor delinquent who may have vio- 
lated the provisions of the law. 

Sir, let me put this question: Suppose a citizen of my State had 
actually committed a crime, suppose he had committed the offense 
denounced in this statute, and he wanted to get u remission of the 
penalty or a modification of the sentence, would it not be an anomaly 
to say that the Secretary of the Interior, arrogating to himself all the 
power conferred by these laws, is not to be consulted at all in the 
matter, and, after havin e on and used the public money to em- 
ploy agents and to detail clerks to ferret out these trespasses and to 

ring about these convictions, the Navy Department is to be appealed 
to under the law for a remission of the sentence and the Interior De- 
partment cannot be consulted at all? That is the practical result of 
the thing, and this appropriation bill eee to give this officer 
$20,000 to be used in his discretion for the purpose of discharging a 
duty which under the laws of the United States has been devolved 
upon another Cabinet officer. 

But that is not all, Mr. President. The statutes of the United 
States to which I have referred are e aterm, and they speak 
of trees and timber cut upon the pania lan We find nothing said 
in these statutes about charcoal ; but, in reading over the correspond- 
ence between the Secre of the Interior and the Attorney-General 
and the Secretary of the Treasury and the local agents in the States 
of the South, we find that charcoal has become an important com- 
modity, and that it had to be seized in the pao of the poor un- 
fortunate men who were compelled by their necessities to manufact- 
ure it for a living. Any man who knows anything of the charcoal 
business knows how it is manufactured; that it is manufactured by 
poor, unfortunate men driven to it by necessity; not by corporation 
not by individuals commanding targe capital, but by poor colo 
men and poor white men, who, as a dernier ressort for a living, sometimes 
go to that distasteful work for the purpose of supporting themselves 
and their suffering families. There is not an instance within my 
egies where charcoal was ever manufactured on a large scale. 
My friend from North Carolina knows something of that business, 
and I should like to know from him how it is carried on in his State. 
I can speak for Florida, and I say I have never known an instance 
where that article was manufactured except by poor individuals 
driven to it by necessity and who carried it around the streets, cov- 
ered all over with smut and dirt, indicating the humble character of 
their calling. And this is the business that the Government of the 
United States or one of its high officers has thought proper to go into. 

A good deal of what I have said in regard to charcoal applies to 
turpentine. Turpentine is not manufactured from timber taken from 
the public lands; no removal of timber is necessary for that | eed gre 
as everybody knows. The statute of the United States con the 
remedy to cases of cutting and removing timber, and the policy of 
the Government has not gone any further; but in this letter to the 
Attorney-General the Secretary says: 

The contem: seizures of æ quantity of charcoal and turpentine manufact- 
ured from timber taken from the public lands. 

The trees are scored, we know, by poor men, that a little turpentine 
may run occasionally on the corner of asection. That has never been 
considered any grave crime in this free and t country. I ho 
to God the time will never come when it will be so regarded. The 
statutes say nothing about charcoal or turpentine; y speak of 
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timber removed from the public lands; and where the Secretary under 
authority to prevent the cutting of timber gets authority to seize 
charcoal in the hands of the poor unfortunate individuals who may 
be compelled by necessity to resort to the manufacture of that com- 
modity, is beyond my comprehension. But I have shown by these 
statutes that whatever authority has here been conferred has not 
been given to that officer, and that the Secretary of the Navy, whether 
wisely or unwisely, is the only officer to-day that has power to en- 
force and carry out the sections of the Revised Statutes which I have 
read, 2461, 2462, and 2463; and if there is any authority anywhere for 
the Secretary of the Interior to enforce these sections of this code, I 
ask Senators to point it out. No, sir; it cannot be found; and I have 
shown here by the correspondence from the Secretary himself that 
one of these sections has been relied upon by him as giving authority 
for his 3 

Congress has legislated on this subject. It has power under the 
Constitution to make rules and regulations ing the public 
lands; it has exercised its will upon the subject, and the law officers 
who are intrusted with the execution of the laws must take these 
laws as they find them and them out in faith, and when 
they do that I shall be found standing side by side with them; but I 
do say, Mr. President, that while the legislation may be imperfect as 
it now stands, I see no authority for the Interior Department to de- 
tail clerks to go into my State and to pry into the business of citi- 
zens, to act the part of spies and informers, and to institute prosecu- 
tions against my people. When Con in its wisdom thinks proper 
to enact legislation of that kind I s acquiesce, but I say, as the 
road be stands, the legislation of Congress furnishes no authority 
for it. 

Whercyou want to know what the laws are in reference to the col- 
lection of the customs revenues, you do not go outside the statute- 
book of the United States; you do not go to the State laws to give 
your remedies to enforce the demands of the Government for the money 
due to it from the citizen either for imposts or internal revenue. 


the ws to furnish a re { to enforce the power with respect 
to bankruptcy, because Congress has legislated upon the subject to 
the extent that it thought proper. Why should you then disregard 
the laws that you find on the statute-book in reference to the preser- 
vation of timber on the public lands and say that these laws do not 
furnish an adequate remedy, but we will avail ourselves of civil rem- 
edies given by the laws of the State, and we will go to work and har- 
erx Wee in suits under the authority of the local laws of the 
tates 

Mr. President, 3 under this system have not been barred 
by any statute of limitations. Where is it going to stop? The citi- 
zen who went on under the old system and who had compromised 
fairly and honestly with the Government may be ex: tonew suits 
under the — one. Where, I ask, is the authority for it? 

I would have no objection to the Government taking proper steps 
to preserve every stick of timber now growing on the public domain ; 
but let it be done in a reasonable and proper way; let the Lig 
officer of the Government acting under its laws tell the citizen “ No 
matter what you may have done in the past, no matter what immu- 
nity you may have enjoyed for trespasses hitherto committed, from 
this day forward if you violate these laws you shall be prosecuted 
according to their letter and spirit.“ To that no man could possibly 
object; but after they had gone on for years under a mild, under a 
liberal, under a generous policy which made proper allowance for the 
shortcomings of le in this we are all at once brought 
under a new system by the present of the Interior Department 
and the whole past is to be raked up and vestiges of the last ten years 
or more are to be raked up and prosecutions in trover, and in replevin, 
and in trespass, are to be carried on to recover damages from a people 
who have a bard struggle to live. I say, Mr. President, it is not 
right; it is not weer e 3 $ : a 

y, sir, just look at the position of the people with respect to 
public domain in the five timber States of the Bonth. There are but 
tive States in the South that have any timber worth 2 of. The 

at State of Georgia is nearly all cultivated. re is no public 
and there. The State of Texas owns its own public lands; but Mis- 
sissippi, Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, and Arkansas have large bodies 
of lands that are utterly unfit for agricultural purposes. Those lan 
under a very unwise policy, were tied up in 1866 so that one foot o 
them could not be obtained unless the individual making application 
for entry could swear that it was for agricultural p 

The case of Montana bas been refe to and I complain of nothing 
that bas been said in behalf of that people; but I say that the situa- 
tion of the people in the five States to which I have alluded is ve 
little different from that of the pee le of Montana, because they a 
need wood, they all need fire, and under the laws of the United States 
as they now stand not one foot of the public lands in those States can 
be obtained by the citizen unless he goes and swears that he wants 
it for agricultural purposes. The lands from which the timber is said 
to have been taken are utterly unfit for such purposes. 

In an argument which I addressed to the Senate a few years ago to 
try to induce it to adopt a law to restore those lands to market and 
give the setiler an opportunity of purchasing them, I showed that 
millions of acres in my State and Alabama and Louisiana were not 
fit for agricultural purposes, and that while the Government could 


2 ing you all the remedy that you want. You do not go to | causes, 
tate 


close the forests there under its strong hand the citizen was not per- 
mitted to acquire title to an inch of them unless he took an oath which 
stated a falsehood, that they were fit for pu of agriculture. They 
stand in that situation y, because the law that passed in 1876 has 
not been put into operation for want of money to employ the clerks 
to make out the lists required by its provisions preparatory to their 
being offered for sale in accordance with an amendment which I well 
know the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] intro- 
duced. We wanted to give these people an opportanity to purchase 
those Jands; we wanted to put them upon terms of equality with the 
lands in the States of the West. It was not done. It has not been 
done yet, while these forests are lying there so that not one citizen 
asp there and buy an acre of them to-day, and if he euts a cord of 
wood off them he runs the risk of being prosecuted by the head of the 
Interior Department. 

One would suppose from what we have heard here that these lands 
were open to purchase, and that the people in my section prefer to 
steal the timber rather than buy it. I deny it. Why. sir, I well 
remember what no less a man than the great und Burke said in 
regard to the niggardly policy which was pursued by the British Gov- 
ernment toward these colonies when they were struggling for their 
independence. It will be remembered that harsh measures were rec- 
ommended by the men who wanted to crush out the spirit of liberty 
on this continent, and they recommended that the government should 
refuse to make any more grants of land to the people, and they 
would thus cut off population and power here in order that they 
might seug out the spirit of liberty. What did that great man 
Burke tell the British Parliament when such a policy was spoken of ? 
He admitted in his great speech that t. been committed 
at that early day by the colonists, and he stated to his friends in Par- 
liament that they would continue, whether the crown continued to 
make grants of Jand or not. Speaking of the plans of the ministry 
to crush out the colonies, he said: 

to the spirit as inconvenient by removing the 
think pager ks aayetematie proceoding CPF d — ay 


of the vate lists without mate 
3 E 
your grants, what would be the 1 The people 


would occupy without ta. They have already so occu in man ces. 
‘You cemuot station PERAS tn every part of thene denekts. 2 2 Anode ten 


which they were disowned; would become hordes of Engl 
jng down apom your unfortified frontiers a fierce and 

These were the words of wisdom from a statesman, king of the 
policy of hoarding the public domain when it was t tened as a 
means of oppression to crush out the spirit of liberty among this 
people. That has been the policy pursned of late years in to 
the public lands of the South. Indiscriminately these lands were 
reserved from sale, without regard to their fitness or unfitness for 
cultivation, and the citizen has not been permitted to buy an acre of 
them, however much he might need it for purposes of comfort or con- 
venience. It will be time enough, then, to apply penalties when we 
2 up this domain and give the people an opportunity to purchase 

e lands, as they desire to do. 

I will add, however, Mr. President, in this connection, to show the 
exaggerations that have been indulged in in respect to the depreda- 
tions on these lands, in consequence of misrepresentations made by 
men without character who have been sent there, that for years 
vious to the war those lands were nothing but the dregs of the 
public domain. Under the graduation law they were open to pur- 
chase for twelve and a half cents an acre, and ies of them 
were purchased up, and the best part of them were given to railroad 
companies. When the war came on I think there were thousands of 
acres of those lands opon to entry at twelve and a half cents an aere, 
and they were of such a worthless character that they were not pur- 
chased ; hence they cannot be of the great value some now attach to 
them. But, nevertheless, under the changed condition of things in 
the South, many men now would be willing to buy them if they had 
the opportunity. While I favor the appropriation which this bill 
makes to enable the Secretary to carry out the provisions of the laws 
of 1876, putting these lands in the market, I shall not vote for sec- 
tion 2 of this bill, which gives him authority to harass and oppress 
men who are engaged in the lawful business and who may occasion- 
Aliy purchase in good faith a stick of timber taken from the public 

omain. e 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this bill has already consumed very 
much time, but I consider it my duty, as well to the constituency Lin 
part represent as to the right administration of the law of the land, 
to bestow some attention upon the provisions of section 2of this bill, 
and I do so with a view of availing myself of an opportunity of in- 
forming the Senate as to the real attitude of this timber question, so 
far as the people of the Gulf coast are concerned, for I discover that 
the Senate has been misinformed upon that question. I discover 
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further that a large portion of this misinformation comes from one of 
the heads of the De ts of this Government. Whether the 
Secretary of the Interior believes his reports, of course I have no right 
to question; but that he has relied upon statements of men who are 
not worthy of trust, and that he has refused to hear representations 
brought to his attention directly by men who are worthy of trust and 
have come in numbers from the South to present this question to his 
consideration and attention, I very well know. 

This bill originated in the House of Representatives as an ap 
priation bill. I understand, as well from what appears on the face 
of the bill as from some statements which have been made here, that 
it is an appropriation for deficiencies. Since it has reached the Sen- 
ate it has grown two s in the direction of becoming a general 
and very important law in reference to public lands and the timber 
growing thereupon. The first of these stages was presented in the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. The next is pre- 
sented in the amendment now offered to the report of the committee 


by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.] I will look at it first as 


an appropriation for deficiencies. It is a very remarkable bill in one 
respect so far as the appropriation feature is concerned, in this, that 
it allows the sum of 820,000 to be employed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, as follows: 

For ms, furniture, and repairs in the General Land Office; miscellaneous 
items, including two of the city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and preserved for 
the use of the office; for the expenses of clerks detailed to investigate fraud- 
ulent land entries, on the publio lands, and cases of official misconduct, 
and for advertising and telegraphing, the sum of $20,000. 


It would be supposed on the first view of this second section of the 
bill that it was intended to enable the Secretary of the Interior further 
to ute and bring to justice men who are trespassing on the pub- 
lic lands. Such is not the true view of this bill; such is not the pur- 
pose by any means. The purpose, as expressed in the bill, and the 
only p to which the Secretary of the Interior can apply the 
money after we shall have voted it to him connected with timber on 
the public lands, is to pay “clerks detailed to investigate frandulent 
land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and cases of official mis- 
conduct.“ So far for the application of this subject as concerns any- 
thing connected with timber on the public lands. The appropria- 


tion is merely to pay clerks detailed their actual nses for the 
investigation of fraudulent land entries, if there be any, “trespassers 
on the public lands, and cases of official misconduct.” That relates 


to the past. How does it happen that the Secretary of the Interior, 
- who has never had a right, I presume, to make a complaint that the 
Congress of the United States has not afforded him money enough to 
earry on the rightful duties of his office, comes here now to have a 
deficiency supplied, and asks an appropriation of $20,000, not to be 
appropriated specifically to particular items of expenses that have 
been and are to be incurred, but sandwiched between expenses of 
various kinds, leaving to him the option, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Florida, to take the whole $20,000 and apply it to any one 
of these various items su in this bill as he may see proper and 
in that proportion that he may think best. 

This second section shows simply that the Secre of the Interior 
has created a deficiency to the extent of $20,000, and it does not show 
the particulars in which that deficiency has occurred. It may have 
occurred in one or another of a dozen different exercises of authority 
which he may have under different statutes of the United States, It 
was his duty, when he came before the House of Representatives and 
presented his demand for deficiencies in the supply of money to carry 
on the Interior Department, to have specified the particular items 
upon which a deficiency existed; but so far as we know he has never 
done so. The Senate is to-day unadvised as to what has occasioned 
this deficiency, as to whom the money will be paid in the event of 
its being appropriated by Congress. 

Now what are we to do with a case of thiskind? Vote it blindly? 
No, Mr. President; I would vote money very confidingly to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior if it were not for the fact that in all that bas 
concerned his conduct in reference to the alleged trespasses on the 
public lands it has been evasive, and I must say uncandid. First he 
started by assuming that authority which the Senator from Florida 
has so clearly proven that he never possessed, to take under his juris- 
diction this subject of tre upon the public lands, to appoint 
his agents in Washington City and send them through the country to 

y and raid upon people in the name and under the authority of the 
laws of the different States applied under the acts of Congress to the 
judicial proceedings in the Federal courts. He started out for the 
ro of exercising a jurisdiction that the law never conferred upon 

im, and after he had become advised, because I know personally 
that he was advised that his agents had abused and violated even the 
assumed authority under which they pretended to act, and that he 
shut his eyes to all review of their conduct, and his ears to all clamor 
made in reference to them. And yet he comes before the Congress 
of the United States and undertakes to float this $20,000 appropria- 
tion bill through under the pretense that it is for general purposes, 
the principal of which are named, but the real purpose is the one that 
I have designated. 

So, sir, the agents of the Interior Department of the United States 
who have been performing these unlawful acts in the Southern States 
have up to this time, as Jam informed, received their pay out of the 
Attorney-General’s appropriation. They have gone to the marshals 


in the South, and they have taken that money which Congress had 
appropriated for the purpose of paying the legal expenses of this 
Government, and wi vedo’ woe that money to this raid—I can- 


not call it anything e the Interior Department upon the 

ple along the Gulf of Mexico. Now they want that deticiency . 
plied. Mr. President, when a Secretary of the Interior or any other 
officer at the head of a department of this Government creates a 
deficiency knowingly contrary to the statutes, as he must read them 
and as every man is bound to read them and interpret them for him- 
self, and he comes to Congress for the pu of mene that defi- 
ciency supplied, he onght at least to have the grace to tell us the par- 
ticular use that he intends to apply the money to. 

In order to justify this illega nf safe ey of money, in order to 
justify this deficiency which now to be ped 2 what plea is 
offered in behalf of the Secretary of the Interior? Not that the stat- 
utes of the United States authorize this conduct; not that the laws 
of the States where he proceeded to try to enforce this pene against 
the people of the South authorized or justified his conduct, but that 
these men whose property he has taken were timber-thieves; in other 
words, by characterizing them in advance with an epithet which it 
is thought would destroy their character before the American people, 
he asks Congress to adopt the spirit in which he makes the accusa- 
tion, and to vote money to support what I denounce as an unjust 
accusation against the people toward whose property these proceed- 
ings have been directed. 

r. President, there is no doubt at all that the public lands in the 
South as well as the public lands in the West have been raided upon 
to a certain extent, bat there is great exaggeration in „ to the 
extent of it. It is impossible that the men who are informing the 
Secretary of the Interior, who were sent down to look out this sub- 
ject among the people of the South, can have made correct reports 
when they say that more than 70 per cent. of the timber sawed b; 
lumbermen in the South was drawn from the public lands. The trut 
is—and that truth was made i eta to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior in my paron by maps laid before him—that less than 8 per 
cent. (I said on a former day less than 7 per cent. I believe, and I 
will correct it now by saying more acurately less than 8 per cent.) of 
the lands within ordinary wagon-haul of the rivers where these seiz- 
ures were made were public lands, and the rest of them are private 
lands taken up under grants from the Spanish Government; grants 
from the United States, swamp-lands that were located under the 
laws of the United States, and private entries. 

The agent who was sent from Washington City to Mississippi to 
ee ne this matter makes a report of this kind to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and thereupon he refuses to hear all evidence on the 
subject, Gentlemen go before him with the proofs, lay the maps down 
before him, and tell him that his agents are deceiving him, and tell 
him further that they are defrauding the people and the Government 
also, and he gives not the slightest credence to their statements and 
will not stop toinvestigate them. Ishould think it was a proper duty 
on the part of the Secretary of the Interior, when he was informed 
that his agents were abusing the law, when he was informed that they 
were misrepresenting the people among whom they were operating, 
when he was informed that their clamor was false, to stop to consider 
and listen and attend to the complaints of the people as well as to the 
complaints of the agents. 

Now, mark, Mr, President, how this matter has proceeded. A bill 
originated in the other House, was l, and came to this House, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, for the purpose of 
porong for the holding a special term of the circuit court of the 

nited States at Scranton, Mississippi, for the speedy trial of a large 
number of cases brought by one Carter as the agent of the Govern- 
ment, in the nature of writs of sequestration, and afterward writs of 
replevin, to recover the logs that were alleged to bave been taken 
from the public lands. When the Judiciary Committee came in with 
their report, without the Senate having made such a request at all, 
we found that the Secretary of the Interior had furnished voluntary 
information in the form of a letter to the chairman of the committee, 
which was brought in with the re He commenced his vindica- 
tion in advance before that committee, The Senate passed the bill, 
as the Honse had done, by a large majority—I believe by a majority 
equivalent to two-thirds of the body. That bill did not become a law 
because the President saw proper to veto it. It has not yet reached 
the Senate in order that it might undergo a reconsideration; but when 
the Secretary of the Interior found that the conduct of his agents was 
about to be investigated speedily before a judge of a circuit court of 
the United States, he volunteered to interfere with the action of Con- 
gress, trying to break down a Jaw before Congress had an opportunity 
to it 


hen this matter comes to us again in the form of an appropria- 
tion which he asks for the purpose of paying the deficiencies in the 
Treasury which have been created by his acts, we find again that he 
is represented on the floor of the Senate and that an issue is made 
here between the Secretary of the Interior on the one part and the 
people on the other, the former being characterized as an eminent 
patriot and the latter as a pack of thieves. That is the way the issue 
is presented to the Senate of the United States. 
he very deficiency that is sought to be paid for here consists in 
two items so far as they apply to the people of Alabama and Missis- 
sippi, and they are the bringing of certain suits which have been 
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dismissed, and the bringing of certain other suits which must neces- 
sarily be dismissed. t is what we are about te pay for. The 
suits which were brought in the first instance were brought under a 
form of action which one of these men who went out from Washing- 
ton City found to be convenient enough in the State of Louisiana to 
force certain people there to a favorable compromise with him. He 
brought his writ of sequestration from Lonisiana to Mississippi and 
set it on foot in that State. His name is Carter, a man who is digni- 
fied with very frequent references in the reports of the Secretary of 
the Interiur. I have a copy of the warrant of seizure which was issued 
in the case in Mississippi, and will read it, as follows: 

In the circuit court of the United States for the southern district of Mississippi, 

fifth judicial circuit. 

The President of the United States to the marshal of the southern district of Missis- 

Wh it by the ites or tha Usted States by Luke Lea, 

ereas jon 0 op 
attorney of the United States Ran who prosecutod for and on behalf 
of the said United States, filed in our said circuit court on the Ist day of Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1877, that the following-named persons, John Manning, David E. Berry, 
Ruben Pander, and others whose names are at present unknown to said petitioner 
unlawfully have and hold in their possession in said district and within the jurisdic- 
tion of said court, a large number of pino and other l lumber, charcoal, turpen- 
tine, and other property of said petitioners, all of which has been unlawfully cut, 
extracted, or taken from the of said petitioners. You are therefore hereby 
commanded to take into your possession and safely keep until the further orders 
of this court all the sai and other logs, lumber, tw tine, charcoal, and 
other p so cut or taken from lands of the said United States and now in the 
possat of said defendants, or any of these above set forth, or other persons 
olding for or on their account, and en this writ with your doings thereon 
before our said circuit court on the first Monday in May next. 

Witness the Hon. M. R. Waite, Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and the seal of our said circuit court this Ist day of November, A. D. 1877, 
and one hundred and first year of the Independence of tho United States. 

GEO. T. SWAIN, Clerk. 
By J. M. MCKEE, Deputy Clerk. 

That writ was based on the petition, verified by affidavit, of a gen- 
tleman who swore as if he understood the whole subject, and in ref- 
erence to him I must say it was perfectly obvious he could not have 
known the facts that he stated in his affidavit. It was physically 
impossible. There we had that peculiar writ issued, and that is one 
of the things the United States Government is expected to pay for; 
that is a deficiency created by the action of the Interior De ment. 
When he had no right to take any action whatever, even lawful action, 
he takes unlawful action and he comes to ns and asks us to pay these 

mts he has sent out. When he asks me for my vote to tax the people 
of my State for the purpose of paving for an unlawful raid upon their 
rights, unlawful because of the want of authority at its best, and 
even more so when we come to consider the form of the procedure, 
I must say to the Secretary of the Interior “ Before you create a defi- 
ciency by conduct of this sort you must read the statutes of the 
United States, consult the law.” I cannot vote a sum of money fora 
subject that rather demands the investigation of a committee than 
the indorsement of the Senate through an appropriation. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] on eee gave to us 
a very clear and full and candid and lawyer-like statement of the 
condition of the cases in that State. After this party, this Mr. Carter, 
had gone down there and seized property in Louisiana and had satis- 
fied himself fully out of the spoils he could gain there; after he had 
created what he considered a large fund for the use of the Interior 
Department by the seizure of logs which were left to dam up the 
different avenues so that nobody else could get logs to market, then 
he leaves Louisiana and leaves the men who, the Senator from Louisi- 
ana tells us, have been destroyed in their business by his out us 
conduct, goes to Mississippi and continues his depredations there. 
Not only so, but as the associate of a man whose name in my State 
is the very synonym of infamy, one Hester, from this city, he is now 
preparing an additional raid upon the people of Florida. 

Not only so, but with a further associate, a man by the name of 
McCormick, whose conduct to the people of Alabama I dare not men- 
tion in this presence, even upon the floor of the Senate, as an agent of 
the Government of the United States, they are continuing to maraud 
upon our people, and they send back telegrams, which are brought to 
the attention of the Senate of the United States, alleging that these 
people are timber thieves, men who have purchased saw-mills, neither 
one of which has cost them less than an ontlay of $15,000 or $20,000, 
and whose hands have been discharged, and whose business has been 
broken up, and whose ships, which come from the coast of Maine and 
elsewhere to take the lumber coastwise and to foreign ports, have 
been discharged and sent back without cargoes, why have lost hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars by these unlawful seizures. These 
agents of the Interior Department go down to the coast and send 
back their reports by telegraph and otherwise that they are warring 
oe lumber thieves, and ask the Secretary of the Interior to violate 
the law of the land to sustain them in their unlawful procedure. I 
cannot vote for an appropriation that has such purposes to serve. 
I must object to it, Mr. President; and the Senate cannot vote upon 
this question now without seeing definitely and plainly the issue 
that is presented. 

After these sequestration writs had been issued and seizures had 
been made under them, it was discovered (but not discovered, how- 
ever, until a judge of the circuit court of the United States had pro- 
nounced the sentence) that they were totally void; and then the next 
resort was to the writ of replevin, which the Senator from Florida 
has shown to the Senate by the statute-laws of the United States is 
an inapplicable writ in Mississippi, because it is a statutory writ pro- 


vided for a statutory action peculiar to the laws of 5 They 
do not proceed under the common-law writ of replevin. they did 
they could not go one inch in their action after the papers were read 
to the judge, but they undertook to adopt the local statute of Missis- 
sippi and to apply that to the laws of the United States and harass 
the people of Mississippi. 

I need not argue further than that Senator has done the impossi- 
bility of success in any legal tribunal in actions based upon such a pro- 
cedure as that. But there stand thewrits. Now what next has taken 
place? The Secretary of the Interior seems to have found himself 
in circumstances of great embarrassment and he seems to have needed 
friends very much. He and Mr. Carter and McCormick and Hester 
must have the support not merely of the Congress of the United 
States, but they find it necessary, in order to seize the turpentine 
extracted from the trees, and the charcoal burned from the lumber 
and timber, and the boards which have been sawed in the saw-mills, 
that they must have another order, and when I read that I think it 
will be to the astonishment of the Senate. This is the order issued 
by Mr. Secretary Sherman: 

Harris R. Hurst, 
Collector of Customs, Shieldsborough, Mississippi, 


Sm: It having been reported to this t that vessels from ports 
in your district laden with timber, 5 the of depre- 
dations upon the public lands, in violation of section 2461, Re Statutes, you 


are hereby directed to refuse clearance to all vessels to whose departure from ports 
or e your district objection shall be made by Messrs. Carter and Bartley; 
and you will aid such officers as far as may consistently be done by the vigilant 
enforcement of the provisions of section 2462, Revised Statutes. 

JOHN ann 
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Here is an embargo laid upon a port by an order of the Secretary 
of the Treasury at the instance of Mr. Carter, this same person who 
seems to have the entire control and management of the depart- 
ments of this Government here in all that relates to timber scizures. 
A telegram sent over the wires by this person is quite sufficient te 
set all the Government here in action oe the people, but no re- 
monstrance and no 14 55 for mercy is sufficient to get them to delay 
for one moment and have an investigation by proper persons. How 
long is this embargo to last ? Says the Secretary of the Treasury: “Of 
course, during the will and pleasure of Mr. Carter and Mr. Bartley.” 
Upon whose demand is it to be instituted? The demand of Mr. Car- 
ter and Mr. Bartley as the order declares, They are put in possession 
of a port down there where a large numberof vessels come and go and 
carry on a very large lucrative commerce between the people of that 
country and the rest of the coast of the United States. For the pur- 
pose of aiding in that outrage upon the law, for it is nothing else, which 
has its origin in an assumption of authority, and its whole enforce- 
ment 88 illegal and void procedure, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is e upon to embargo a port in the South. And he readily 
yields his assent. 

Mr. Carter, who ships his carriages and horses back and forth in 
railway trains from New Orleans to Pascagoula for the pu of 
riding four miles to visit the saw-mills that he levies upon and seizes, 
can very well afford, I suppose, to sustain that expense when he has 
got an entire in his possession. I do not see why he might not 
make very valuable arrangements, (backed by those beautiful char- 
acters, Hester and McCormick, ) with the ship-owners and lumbermen 
and all persons concerned in trade, traffic, and commerce, so that after 
he had put an embargo upon a port there he might let it up for a con- 
sideration. It is a happy time for Mr. Carter in the South. The 
United States Government, represented in all the majesty of its laws 
in the person of Mr. Carter, Mr, Hester, and Mr. McCormick, is doin 
a thriving business down there embargoing ports in order to seize AMA 
confiscate turpentine, charcoal, and boards made out of the logs that 
are presumed to havo been cut from the public lands. 

is is no overdrawn picture. While itis enough to make a man 
shudder to think of the cruel exactions made on the people in the 
Northwest in reference to stumpage for the very fire-wood which they 
burn on their hearth-stones, I think there is some consideration also 
due to the sufferings of men who already have lost, I have no doubt, 
2 eee of dollars by Prue teak 3 My 
iend, the Senator from Mississippi x told the Senate 
the other day that his a had iat handed» of thousands 
of dollars samay by these invasions of their rights. I challenge 
the Secretary of the Interior or any oue else to deny the proposition. 
Proof is at hand. 

After these proceedings had been instituted, a novel method of seiz- 
ure was set on foot. A man by the name of rie A deputy United 
States marshal in Mississippi, directs to Richard G. Ryder, esq., an 
order, as follows: 

You are hereby appointed and constituted United States marshal— 


Mark you, now, a deputy United States marshal appoints another 
deputy United States marshal. 

You are hereby appointed and constituted United States marshal, k over 
one hundred thousand logs of pine and other timber and a large lot of lumber, 
charcoal, turpentine, and other property of the United States being now lying on the 
Pascagoula River and its branches and tributaries, and on the land adjacent thereto, 
seized in the above suit, which you will safely hold until further ordera. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL'S OFFICE, 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT a spor ys i sank 
2 0 J. J. GAINSY, 
Deputy United States Marshal, Southwest of Mississippi. 
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A deputy marshal of the United States appoints another deputy 
marshal, and stations him upon a draw-bridge which crosses the Pas- 
eagoula River, where the tide comes in, where ships pass through, 
with a double-barreled shot-gun to enforce the embargo on that port, 
and furnishes him withthe paper above copied as the authority under 
which he shall act. It appears, therefore, that this deputy marshal 
has seized all the logs, one hundred thousand or more in number, lying 
at Pascagoula, and along the banks of the Pascagoula River, and upon 
the land adjacent thereto, some of pine and some of oak or other sorts 
of timber, and t ntine and charcoal extracted or made from the 
lands which are alleged to be Government lands, 

I do not know that I can present any argument against this appro- 
riation based on these facts in a more clear and distinct manner than 
y saying that these agen are to be paid, and that is what the 

$20,000 is wanted for. It is to make up deficiencies to pay these men 
for the expense that they have incurred and the services that they 
have rendered, I suppose, in reference to these illegal seizures of the 
property of the United States. My friend, the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. Evstis,] reminds me that they are clerks of the Interior 
Department, salaried clerks, who were sent down there for this pur- 
I think it is rather stretching matters to take a salaried clerk 
Washington City, one of that great horde of men of whom I must 
say that I hope to see the day that they will be disbanded and sent 
to some other duty, who stay about the Departments of this Govern- 
ment for the pu of performing the office of spies, sent out to the 
different parts of the United States and to the Territories to investi- 
gate the conduct of the ps 

I would remind the Senate that the Government of the United 
States, if it well considers its duty and the traditional love of the 

ple of the United States for their free institutions, can always 
tave a safer reliance upon the people over whom the laws are bein 
enforced for assistance in their enforcement than they can by hi 
spies and pimps, as they were well and properly called by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE, ] sent from this city for the purpose of 
looking into the affairs of the people. It is a better reliance for hon- 
est and faithful administration, and I think that the time has come 
when we had better reverse our policy, and when the Senate had bet- 
ter show some respect and some regard for the people in the different 
parts of the United States as the agencies for the administration of 
the law as well as for the supply continually of the power of the two 
Houses of Congress that make it. 

I have not denied that trespasses have been commited on the pub- 
lic lands in the South. I know that they have been committed upon 
the public lands in all quarters of the United States since this Gov- 
ernment was ordained and long before. I doubt if the time will ever 
arrive when even the Secretary of the Interior, armed with all the 

wer that he claims, shall be able to prevent those trespasses. 

eally I deny that the Government of the United States ought, 
through its officers, to undertake to go further or faster than the 
Congress of the United States has gone in giving permission to the 
Government to restrain these abuses, if you please to call them such. 

In the report of the 5 the Interior at this session of Con- 
gress the Commissioner of the General Land Office says as follows, on 
page 24: 

Assumin that th 
Sarena aan Se lands, the inquiry to what 
directed is now to be considered. 

That is an inquiry based upon the assumption, which the Commis- 
sioner argues out, that the laws are not quite satisfactory to carry into 
effect all the p which he has in reference to depredations upon 
the public lands. It seems that they had discovered the infirmity in 
the ne and instead of coming to Congress for an amendment of it 
they undertake to amend it by their own will. On page 25 the Com- 
missioner proceeds as follows: 

I would also respectfully suggest the of legislation authorizing seizure 
by the United States — — . A. ration sk timber cut from the public lands 

the United States without first resorting to the tedious of obtaining writs 
from the courts, and providing the me! of sale of timber that may be seized and 
the disposition of the proceeds. 

There are two points in that recommendation which are worthy 
of attention: first, it had been discovered by the Secretary of the 
Interior that the laws were entirely defective in the particulars in 
which he wants them amended; second, that the courts of justice, 
the tribunals ordained for the purpose of deciding between the Gov- 
ernment and the people, are too slow to furnish him the remedy 
which he desires against these pepe He suggests that the marshals 
of the United States shall have the power to seize property without 
writ and without warrant, and that the head of the Department 
shall then proceed to sell this stay aad convert it into money 
without any other authority, without the judgment of a court con- 
demning the pees: 

That very demand has been answered by the amendment proposed 
to be pa: into this appropriation bill by the Benator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Bxck. ] The Senator from Kentucky, by the amendment which 
he last offered, undertakes to get the Senate to vote this proposi- 
tion, whereas the laws as they stand and have stood heretofore, and 
whereas the laws as they were at the time this deficiency was created, 
did not authorize the seizure of logs or the seizure of property taken 
from re lands, when converted into other uses, we will now 
provide that any timber taken from the public lands shall be seized, 


e present laws are inadequate either for the sale or 
should future legislation 


ys the amendment of the Senator from 1 “ wherever found.” 
8 


It occurs to me that that is very stringent legislation on the subject 
of timber cut from anybody’s land. Ihave always understood that 
even a 2 might acquire a title sub modo to a piece of timber 
after he taken it from pnblic land and converted it, if you please, 
into a bureau, or had made it into boards and nailed it upon his house. 
Would the Senator from Kentucky like to send a marshal of the 
United States, with or without a writ, to take the mast out of a shi 
where it had been planted after it had been barked and sapped ree) 
trimmed off, upon the pretense or the fact, if you please, that it had 
been cut from the public lands? Yet the amendment would cover a 
case of that kind. ould you follow the boards to a man’s residence 
and tear the roof off of it because the timber out of which the shin- 
gles were made came from the public land? 

Yet the amendment includes that. It seems to assert that a party 
cannot convert the property; he cannot change its nature. The tur- 

mtine and charcoal cannot be changed by distillation and by barn- 

ng so as to escape the vigilance of an officer of the United States 
Government. We have lived now for a great many years under the 
United States Government without it ever having entered into the 
head of anybody that it was necessary to pass a law of this kind, 
changing the law in England and in America in reference to the con- 
verting of property taken from anybody’s land. 

We have lived a long time without any such attempt as this. It 
is not necessary in order to confer upon the Secretary of the Interior 
that power which he demands in his report to follow the people with 
persecuting writs that he shall have authority to go and seize the 
timber cut from the public land wherever it may be found. What 
becomes of that feature of the Constitution that e a man’s 
property against unlawful searches and seizures, and protects it also 
against any seizure except by due process of law, if Congress can 
authorize seizures like this? 

I think that no man can justly claim that these people, against 
whom so much epithet and abuse has been heard upon the floor of 
the Senate, do not stand upon just as high ground as any other citi- 
zens of the United States who have received benefits from public 
land. Here are thousands of men who herd their cattle upon the 
pastures of the West. If you pass this law, I soppan the next step 
will be tò go and seize all the beef-cattle and all the sheep that are 
pa upon the publie lands. What shall we do with those men who 

ave gone into the mines and dug gold and silver out of them? Can 
we extend our policy, this harsh policy of the Government, at this 
time, so as to include all the fruits of all the raids upon all public 
property? If not, why single out a certain class of men and make 
them the victims of this new and special legislation ? 

It is unjust and not required by the state of affairs that exists now, 
for the plunder of the public lands is no greater under this admin- 
istration than it has been under every administration from General 
Washington’s down to the present. We have heard none of this vir- 
tuous indignation exp and none of this tirade of epithets against 
other people. But men who are as honest as their accusers are called 
thieves and plunderers. I resent the imputation as an insult against 
the people. A government that understood the theories of the 
American system and had a proper appreciation of the American peo- 
ple would not undertake to characterize them in this way or to pur- 
sue them in this unjustifiable manner. I object to it, and I hope that 
the Senate will signalize its objection to this kind of procedure by 
pics e part of the appropriation which I shall move to strike 
out of the bill when such an amendment shall be in order. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I think that, whatever else may 
result from this debate, one good at least may be expected to follow. 
It demonstrates the necessity for some wise and systematic legisla- 
tion covering this entire subject. My only or principal regret is that 
the subject, in my judgment, has not been approached in the spirit 
which would be most likely to extract from it the highest and best 
result in that direction, 

It is my purpose to express some views upon the ee which I 
shall endeavor to do divested of every personal feeling. I have no 
representative interest in the matter, other than that which belougs 
to every one charged with the duty and the trust, so far as in him 
lies, of protecting the public interests. Although my avocations in 
life have not brought me, as they have many Senators, into personal 
or professional contact with questions arising out of the publig lands 
nevertheless I have with some attention considered what I have looked 
upon as a great and growing evil, and that is the wasteful destruction 
of our publie forests. That Iam not alone in my apprehensions as 
to the future of that subject, that I only have felt and to some extent 
participated in a general public sentiment looking to some measures 
which shall preserve for future generations, for the benefit of the 
climate, and the soil, and the country and the future inhabitants of 
it, that which we have enjoyed ourselves, is manifest from the fact 
that during the present session propositions have been made in the 
way of legislation looking to that subject and going to the extent, if 
I understand one of those measures correctly, of appointing a commis- 
sion to go abroad and gather from the experience of older countries 
fruitful and profitable ideas for our own practice on the question of 
forests. My interest in that question led me to consider the matters 
which have been discussed upon this bill and in anticipation of it; 
and we certainly, at least by reason of the arguments which have 
been thus far 3 to the Senate, have reached the conclusion 
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that some legislation upon this subject is a present necessity which 
ought not longer to be postponed. 
hat, Mr. President, are the evils for which and against which we 
ought to provide? They are of two kinds. One is the evil of an 
extravagant, wasteful, indiscriminate depredation upon the public 
timber lands. From what I have already remarked, it will be observed 
that I look upon that evil, not so much in the light of the actual pecu- 
niary loss to the Government of the United Sta Ki the loss of the 
market value of the timber taken, as I do in the light of its perma- 
nent effect the climate and soil of the country. The other evil 
is the one which has been most prominently brought forth in this 
debate, that in certain sections of our Territories, where the public 
timbered lands are not surveyed and not offered for sale, the settlers 
who are invited into those Territories have no means now provided 
by law for obtaining, even by purchase, the necessary fuel for their 
own comfort, the necessary lumber for their houses or for the pur- 
of carrying on the great mining business in which they must 
be engaged. We ought to direct our attention in the legislation we 
ropose to both those things and to recognize those separate and divis- 
ible interests. 

What is the actual state of the law? Senators tell us that there 
is no law on the subject; that there is an utter void and want of all 
legislative authority on the part of any executive officer represent- 
ing the Government to protect its rights and its interests in its grow- 
ing trees. Other Senators tell us there was such a law, but because 
it has never been enforced it has become obsolete, and that now by 
executive action to give it renewed force and vitality is oppressive, 
unjust, and reprehensible. Other gentlemen admit that there are 
provisions of the law, but they say they confer authority upon another 
officer than that one who has been active and energetic in the execu- 
tion of these 8 ; that it was the business of the Secretary of 
the Navy, and not of the Secretary of the Interior, to enforce these 
provisions of the law. 

Strangest of all, the burden of complaint of some Senators is that 
the United States have gone into some of the States and actually put 
in force against citizens of those States the very laws of the States 
themselves in which sey dwell, the laws by themselves, un- 
der whose jurisdiction they live, enacted for the express p of 
preserving, protecting, and securing individual rights in the State in 
which they live, and to the individual citizens of those States and to 
all other individual citizens of every other State, but in respect to 
which alone of all other litigants the United States of America is an 
outlaw. It is vainly all against this Administration that it has 
actually invoked for the protection of the rights of the United States 
in Florida, in Alabama, and in Mississippi the statutes of Florida 
and Alabama and Mississippi! 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 
The complaint is that while the Government has invoked those stat- 
utes it has refused to comply with their most essential provisions, in- 
tended for the security and protection of the people. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. But these suits are brought in courts sitting 
in those States, and if the action has been illegal the presumption is 
that the plaintiff will take a non-suit or have judgment rendered 

inst him. I know not in what particular those laws, binding upon 
others, have been evaded by the United States, unless it be one which 
was mentioned the other day, that when the United States became 
piane in an action of replevin, it did not give a bond and security 
or costs and damages. Now, what is the law? Let us begin at the 
beginning. Let us commence at the foundation. I take it that the 
United States own the public lands, that these lands are the property 
of the United States, ey have the legal title to them; they have 
the equitable title; they have the beneficial ownership; they have 
every interest known to jurisprudence which can by possibility be 
involved in an estate in lands. That involves the right of ownership 
to the center of the earth, usque ad celum, and includes all growing 
timber. The growing timber is part of the realty until it is dissev- 
ered. When severed it becomes personalty, and if unlawfully severed 
the party who does it is a trespasser, and acquires no title by bis own 
wrong; and that property taken by him from those lands still belongs 
to the Government, in his hands, in the hands of whomsoever may 
afterward obtain it; and not only the timber itself, the lumber made 
ont of it, but so long as it remains in specie and capable of identifica- 
tion it may be followed, pursued, retaken, unless—and here I am 
controverting the doctrine announced by the Senator from Florida— 
unless in that State a log has become a negotiable security, so that 
the title of a bona fide holder for a e consideration is good 

inst the original owner. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator will excuse me; I did not say 
that that was the law of Florida. I recognize the right of the owner 
of personal property to recover it wherever it may be found, in the 
hands of a bona fide purchaser or in the hands of an original wrong- 
doer. The common law exists there, and we have got no market- 
overt by which the title to personal property can be divested. But 
‘I was speaking of bd ene of the Government up to within a recent 
time, and I said it had not been its habit or custom to follow prop- 
-erty in this way into the hands of a bona fide purchaser until now. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I understood the Senator to be arguing the 
proposition of law that these proceedings were illegal, that they were 
unwarranted, that there was no justification by statute or by common 
law, and as I understood him he put it on the ground that whereas 


there are specific provisions of the statutes of the United States 


authorizing criminal prosecution the original wrong-doer, to 
be punished by fine and imprisonment, the United States could not 
by civil process enforce its proprietary righta, much less as against a 
subsequent purchaser for value in aith and without notice. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I hope the Senator will excuse me, but his 
remark calls for a little explanation. I will repeat now what I said 
in my argument a while ago, that the local laws of Florida and espe- 
cially the laws of replevin, which the Government officers invoked 
there, in my judgment, do not give to the Government of the United 
States a remedy in those cases, for the reason that the 3 
himself. No person can avail himself of the benefits of the local law 
with respect to replevin unless he gives a bond to protect the interests 
of the defendant before the writ issues. Now, when you admit that 
the Government cannot be required to give that bon 
that the remedy of statutory replevin is not applicable. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I do not propose to argue any question of local 
law with the Senator from Florida as to his own State. If he is right, 
if the actions at law m in the name of the United States in Flor- 
ida have been misconceived, if there is no law of procedure authoriz- 
ing the steps which have been taken, then the judgment in those 
courts must be against the United States, and no wrong is done in 
contemplation of law. 

. Will the Senator from Ohio let me ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Les, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand his proposition. Does he say 
that the Government of the United States may maintain an action 
of replevin under the local laws of a State without giving bond? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I did not say rag! on the subject. I ex- 

ressly said I declined to give any opinion on the local laws of Florida. 
at I mean to maintain is that under the laws of Florida the United 
States suing as to rights either local there or against a defendant 
found there, has at least as much right as a citizen of Florida or a 
citizen of any other State of the United States, a right as a 2 
holder to pursue the remedy given by the law of Florida in the courts 
of the United States administering law in its favor. I said that 
in reply to what I understood to be the indignant exclamations of 
Senators on the other side of this Chamber that one of the foul out- 
rages that had been committed to the oppression of those citizens 
whom they represented was that the very laws under which they 
live, which they helped to make, which they maintained, have been 
invoked against them! 

Mr. WITHERS. I should like for my own information as well as 
that of others around me to ask the Senator what remedy have the 
parties in this case where no security or bond has been given for dam- 
ages? Suppose they non-snit the e eee what remedy then 
has the party for damages for this illegal procedure ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The same right which by the general law of 
the whole country every defendant against whom an action has been 
brought by the United States and who has succeeded against the 
United States has—no more and no less. 

Mr. WITHERS. Iam not sufficiently familiar with the laws to 
know what that is, and I should like really to know if there be a 
remedy of which the party can avail himself with certainty to com- 
pensate bim for the loss and damage incident to this illegal proced- 
ure, in the event it proves to be ille; 

Mr. SARGENT. By suit or otherwise ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Mey ei! I know of is one of two. If 
the action has been illegal he aright of action against the indi- 
vidual persons who have put the process in motion ; or he has an 
appeal to Congress. 

Mr. WITHERS. The remedy of the individual person, the Gov- 
ernment not having given any security nor filed any bond, would 
e be a very uncertain and precarious one. en he has to 
come to Congress by petition or claim and take the chances of getting 
a special bill for his benefit, I presume. That is the point I wan 
to get at. : 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I will ask the Senator, in reply, what remedy 
has a defendant in whose favor a judgment has been rendered, where 
the action has been brought to his detriment, even maliciously, by a 
plaintiff who proves to be execution- proof? i 

Mr. WITHERS. I understand the point is made that the local law, 
under which the United States . there, requires, before any 
party shall obtain the benefit of that law or 0 under it, that 
certain things shall be done; to wit, a bond shall be given, with se- 
curity for costs and damages; and that the United States in these 
cases does not do. I am really anxious for information on this sub- 
ject, to know whether an adequate remedy exists. 

r. MATTHEWS. I have already said that if the steps taken in 
the name and on behalf of the United States have not been justified 


I say it shows 


by the law, then I suppose the court will dismiss the proceeding. 
aie dee nisin Certainly; but that does not answer the other 
question. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. It answers the question by giving him the 
9 

Mr. HERS. That does not meet the point upon which I wanted 
information. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Ohio said that where an agent 
has instituted these proceedings without authority of law and con- 
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trary to law he ought to be paid for his services. This bill proposes 
to appropriate money to pay such a man for his services in instituting 
these illegal oe 

Mr. MATTHEWS, t us see about that. I suppose that all legal 
proceedings that have been instituted in those States have been done 
under the direction of the Department of Justice, 

Mr. MORGAN. That is quite a mistake, I think. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I understand that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior—and the fact is disclosed by his report and the report of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office—submitted this matter, 
and there is where it belongs, to the Department of Justice. It is 
simply the case of any other prosecution, civil or criminal, instituted 
in the name of the United States by its authorized offcer, and it 
stands on no different ground, and the defendants are in no worse 

redicament than defendants in any other case in which the United 
Plates is a plaintiff. As owner of shin property, the United States 
has a right, by its authorized officers agents, to go and take it, 
without process of law, wherever they may find it, into whosesoever 
hands it has come, provided they can doit without committing a breach 
of the peace. The ordinary right of recaption prevails which belongs 
to the owner of a Virginia horse, when he finds him in the hands—I 
will call no hard names—of a man to whom it does not belong. 
The owner has a right to go and take it by the bridle and bit and 
lead it off, if he can do it without committing a breach of the peace ; 
and in every State where the common law prevails the right of recap- 
tion prevails with it until changed by statute. 

Now let us go one step further. What do our statutes show? Sec- 
tion 453 of the Revised Statutes declares that— 


The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall perform, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, all executive duties appertaining to the surveyin 
and sale of the public lands of the United States, or in any wise res; he: 
public lands, and also such as relate to private claims of lands, and of 
patents for all agents of land under the authority of the Government. 

Is it an “executive duty” “in anywise respecting the public 
lands” to see that they are not divested of their growing timber 
If it is, then it belongs to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, under the direction of the Secre of the Interior. The three 
sections of the Revised Statutes which have been carried forward 
from the original act of 1831 do not in anywise impair or impin 
upon the jurisdiction of this officer, except that the tary of the 

avy is e with criminal prosecutions for the collection of the 
fines im by one of those sections. But every other executive 
duty appertaining to the public lands or in anywise ting them 
is vi by the law in the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
subject to the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. If it be not 
so, and that jurisdiction does not embrace the right to detect and to 
prevent and to repair the losses of the public timber, then no officer 
of the United States Government has any such power, and the Gov- 
ernment is without the means to help itself. 

But it is said that this law is obsolete, that it has been allowed to 

w into disuse, that whatever rights the United States Government 
fad under it it has lost by rfon-user, and that prescription has grown 
up against the 33 of the Government, in behalf of the 

Te who inhabit the Territories in the neighborhood of the public 

ands; and that proposition it was sought to prove by ok other 
statutes which had become obsolete. The fact is that up to the year 
1872, year after year and every year, either through special agents or 
through the receivers and registers of the land offices or through the 
surveyor-general of the land office, every Secretary of the Interior 
had in some mode and measure and to a certain d. „according to 
his own discretion, put in force these identical rights. Since 1872, I 
believe every year without an exception, an annual appropriation has 
been made by the Congress of the United States to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to do the very thing that the present Secretary 
of the Interior is charged with dereliction of duty in attempting to 
do, that is, enforcing these statutes, this law, these rights. 

As I understand, Mr. President, the real gist of the accusation 
against the present incumbent of that office is not that which we 
are accustomed to hear in re to the holders of public offices, that 
they are lax and easy and blind to the public interests, siding against 
the Government, but that according to the proportion of his own 
sense of duty, and with the intent and for purpose of putting 
into execution the law as he understood it and was apprised of as 
existing, for enforcing the rights of the United States under it, for 
zeal overmuch, for too much consideration for the public interest, he 
is arraigned as oppressive to individ as being un-American. I 
thought it was one of the most cheri maxims and principles of 
our recent American political life at least that the way to secure the 
abrogation and re of odious and unjust laws was rigidly to en- 
force them; that the executive officer was not charged with discre- 
tion; he had no right to look into the merits of the statute; he was 
bound to execute it, to enforce it, to put it in motion, to carry it 
through to its legitimate results. A recent President, not now in 
office, been eulogized justly for the expression of the sentiment 
that it was the duty of the executive officer to enforce the law; that 
by its strict and rigid enforcement its odious and unjust features 
would be brought out most saliently, and in that way public opinion 
would be aroused and stimulated to its correction. Now, what do we 
have? The spectacle of an executive officer, charged by law with 
all executive duty pertaining to this subject, seeking according to 


the precedents of his office to perform his duty, held up to reproba- 
tion for executing the law. 

Mr, TELLER. I should like to ask a question, if the Senator will 
submit to an interruption. Does the Senator from Ohio think that 
it was a proper execution of this law to compel the settlers on the 
eee e lands in the Territories, or even in the distant States, to 
refrain from cutting timber on the public land? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I do not know that any instance of that sort 
has occurred. What I do know is this 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask another question, then, and 
that is, if the report sent here by the Secretary of the Interior does 
not show that the timber cut in Montana was on unsurseyed land f 
That is what it does show. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I presumeit was cut on unsurveyedland. That 
is one of the very defects in the law; one which we ought to remedy 
this afternoon, if we can, so as to render that legal which to-day is 
illegal, and not to abuse the Secretary of the Interior for executing 
the law as it stands. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator. another question, and that 
is, if he is not aware that in 1853, in the seventh circuit in the district 
of Michigan, the circuit court held that the law of 1831 did not apply 
to unsurveyed lands, but a 8 entirely to naval reservations and 
surveyed public lands, and if he is aware of any case in the Supreme 
Sear se any other circuit court where that decision has been over- 
ru 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I know that in the ninth volume of Howard’s 
reports the Supreme Court of the United States, upon a certificate of 
division between the circuit judges, held that under the act of 1831 
an indictment would lie against the defendant for taking the trees 
and timber from any public lands. 

Mr. TELLER. I would ask the Senator if that was not a case as 
to surveyed public lands? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I do not know. 

Mr. TELLER. Further, is not the case to which I have referred 


? | two or three years later than the case in ninth Howard? That is the 


fact. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Whether thecircuit court for that district could 
overrule the Supreme Conrt of the United States is a question that I 
do not think needs to be answered, although its decision may be more 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to say that the case in 
9 Howard does not decide as to any lands; it decides as to “any 
timber.“ Whether it was naval timber, timber for ship-building, or 
other timber, that was the bone of controversy in thatcase. The case 
in 6 McLean I do not believe (for I have looked diligently) has been 
overruled or questioned in any United States court. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. But, Mr. President, I think I have reason for 
believing thata vast amount of unnecessary sympathy has been wasted 
upon these unknown sufferers, I hold in my hand, in respect to the 
very case in Montana to which gentlemen have referred, a copy of a 
letter, which I will read to show what the practice of the present 
Secretary was in that case and what has been the practical effect of 
what he has done: 

HELENA, MONTANA TERRITORY, 
March 2, 1878. 

Sim: Your endeavors to the Government timber-lands in this Territ 
from the wholesale de formerly committed, and still intended, must 
will call forth warm expressions of will and approbation from all honorable 
men, who have their country’s best interests at heart. 

Hence this letter, which is intended to inform you, notwithstanding the state- 
ments that have gone forward from this place in the interests of ies who 

cord-wood is now sold at ee 


ceessfully contradicted that since the 8 in co 
have met with a check by the imposition of the tax of $1 per cord the small 
dealers have Sept ap the supplies with wood obtained from the dry and fallen tim- 
ber. which has tofore been allowed to rot on the a. all persons hitherto 
disdaining to use what has proved ta be a very useful material. Therefore it is 
somewhat startling to learn that pay interests are suffering from your efforts to 
save the timber growing on the public lands. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Hon. Cart Scuurz, 

Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. C. 

Whether he is a Prussian by birth or not I cannot say. 

Mr. TELLER. I judge from his letter that he is one of the Secre- 
tary’s agents there. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I understand him to be one of the oldest citi- 
zens of Montana Territory ; in business a banker. If the gentleman 
knows him, he knows that he is not an agent, does he nut, of the See- 
retary of the Interior? 

Mr. TELLER. Ithink I know him. I will not say positively, but 
I think he is A gontioman who once resided in Colorado, and went ` 
from there to Utah, and from there to Montana, $ 

Mr. MATTHEWS. My information is, and I spoke only from infor- 
mation dorived from others, that he is an old citizen living in Montana 
Territory, engaged there in business as a banker, and not connected 
as agent or otherwise with the Interior De ent. 

Ne BLAINE, Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him a ques- 
n 

Mr. MATTHEWS. It will not interrupt me disagreeably. 

Mr. BLAINE. I want to know if the Senator from Ohio can tell 
(for the correspondent in Montana does not) what prevented these 
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ple bringing in this dead-wood timber and underselling the specu- 
ators before, What was the inhibition? Where did the particular 
difficulty exist upon their bringing thisin atany time? Did the Sec- 
retary’s policy proclaim an act of emancipation there that allowed 
men to go out and bring in the dead-wood timber, or did they not 
have that privilege ever since the Territory was settled ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I respectfully refer my friend the Senator from 
Maine to Mr. Nowlan. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. Nowlan fails to explain that point. 

e or eran isla The Senator can by correspondence ascertain 
t fact. 

Mr. BLAINE. Not in time for this debate. I observe my friend 
from Ohio does not vouchsafe any explanation. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I am not a frontiersman; I have no constitu- 
ents engaged in the business of manufacturing lumber taken from 
the public lands, and therefore I do not speak as an expert. 

Mr. BLAINE. The gentleman, however, cannot fail to see the utter 
absurdity of Mr. Nowlan’s statement, 

Mr. MATTHEWS. We do not look at the matter precisely from 
the same stand-point. 

Mr. SARGENT. How long is it since the citizens of the Senator’s 
State ceased that business? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. In Montana? 

Mr. SARGENT. No, the citizens of Ohio. You say you do not 
represent such a constitnency. What was the practice in Ohio for 
years and years during its first settlement ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. e practice certainly had ceased before I was 
born, and my information by tradition is that the people there bought 
their Jand and then cut the timber on it, 

Mr. SARGENT. It may be that they were particularly virtuons 
there; but the Senator will admit that they had the opportunity of 
buying the land there under the Government policy. In Montana 
they have not that privilege; and therefore we object that this is a 
3 them. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, we must not be misled by these 
appeals in regard to the poor widows and people whose fuel it is said 
has been taken crackling from under their pots, nor these impas- 
sioned utterances in behalf of the poor, begrimed, charcoal-burner. 
It is the cry of the rich saw-mill-owner that comes up from the land, 
the gentlemen spoken of by the Senators when they say they have 
lost their hundreds of thousands of dollars. How did they come to 
lose hundreds of thousands of dollars? By packing timber on their 

. backs or on the backs of mules and horses or in ox-teams from the 
ublic lands? Or was it that class described in this letter of Mr. 
Yowlan, speculators in cord-wood and in timber and in lumber? Why. 

Mr. President, going now from Montana to that land of porpora 
youth, where Ponce De Leon discovered his spring, and whence 
springs my friend the Senator from that State, the State of Florida, is 
it not a fact that the principal and most profitable industries that are 
carried on there are carried on by dealers in lumber taken from the 
public lands without permission and without pay ? 

Be 9 of Florida. Does the Senator refer to the State of 

ori 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I do. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say that that is not the case. I live at 
a point where the lumber business is carried on more extensively 
than in any other part of the South; and I will say to the Senator 
from Ohio that the gentlemen engaged in that business are men of 
the highest character from the western and northern parts of the 
Union, many of them known to gentlemen on this floor. There are 
the Robinsons of Wisconsin, there is Mr. Conn, whom my friend from 
New Hampshire knows; men of that class own the largest milling 
establishments in my section, They have bought up large quanti- 
ties of land in an honest way, and they carry on their business with 
their own means and for an arp and I have never known 
it laid to their charge that they en a stick of timber from the 
public lands. 

Now, allow me one moment further. I know that in some cases poor 
individuals driven at times by necessity have cut logs from the public 
domain and have carried them to these mills; I am aware that the 
doctrine caveat emptor applies; but it is very difficult to carry it out in 
such cases. Logs have nothing by which they can be identified. A 
man comes to a mill with a raft of logs, and if the mill-owner exer- 
cises the greatest powers of discrimination it is impossible for him 
to tell whence they came. The ostensible owner will represent 
them as his; that is done in every-day life, like a man who goes to 
market with one hundred bushels of wheat; no merchant pretends to 
ask him whether he owns the land upon which it was cultivated. He 
goes up to a boom and he says, “ I have a hundred logs; I want money 

or them.“ The mill-owner pays the market value. I know it has 
been represented to the Department here that they purchase them for 
a small sum. It is not the case 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

_Mr. MATTHEWS. Has the gentleman got through with his ques- 
tion? [Laughter.] That is my question. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Well, in discussing a question when m 
State is referred to, I feel called upon to explain the manner in whi 
the business is done. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I hold in my hand 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to make an 
ai ee aor information ? 

r. MATTHEWS. If it is a parliamentary inquiry, certainly. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It is. Do I understand the letter of Mr. Nowlan 
to state that since the stumpage of 81 a cord has been charged set- 
tlers get their fire-wood cheaper? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I understood him to say something like that or 
words to that effect. i 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Then if the e should be increased to $5, 
why would they not get it still cheaper 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Perhaps the gentleman will move that as an 
amendment? [Langhter. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I should on that theory. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I am not indulging in theories; I am dealing 
with facts. I hoid in my hand now, as pertinent to the Pensacola 
question, a circular from the firm of Hyer Brothers, whom the Sena- 
tor from Florida may perhaps identify, dated the 28th of February, 
1878, showing clearances from the port of Pensacola of vessels laden 
with timber alone to Great Britain, Germany, Italy, Spain, France, 
Holland, Belgium, Norway, Cuba, Jamaica, Mexico, Central America, 
New Brunswick, Labrador, and coastwise. And now let me read upon 
that point an extract from an official report from one of these “spies,” 
these agents of the Department, these men whose character suffers 
because they are engaged in the protection of the interests of the Gov- 
ernment and in its employ, who are libeled here by other gentlemen 
in the employ of the same Government for doing the duty with which 
they are e pal A by their superiors, Referring to the business about 
Pensacola, which may or may not be verified by the knowledge of the 
Senator from that State, this report says: 

That within a radius of seventy-five miles of this placothe public lands have been 
8 of more timber than in the same radius in any other locality in the United 

He adds further : 


The harbor here admits vessels of the greatest tonnage ; innumerable creeks, 
rivers, bayous, bays, and sounds make a rnan quantity of timber accessible 
than at any other place on tho Gulf of Mexico, 

The custom-house records here show that during the last fiscal year ending June 
30, 1877. 857 vessels, with 6,626 sailors and a tonnage of 276,724. cleared from this 
place laden with 9,375,432 cubic feet of ship's 8 and range timber (hewn) and 
67,787,222 feet of sawed timber and lumber. The hewn are carried directly 
from the stump to the ships; 2,600 stevedores, 3,000 cutters and raftsmen, and 
6,820 seamen are annually employed in cutting, removing, and carrying abroad the 
pine forests of this locality. 


It may be, Mr. President, that not all of that comes from the pub- 
lic lands; but I think it quite possible that, owing to that peculiarity 
in property of this kind having no distinctive ear-marks, mistakes 
are sometimes made by the most patriotic citizens of Florida, partic- 
ularly those who come from Maine and other States of that kind, so 
that they are likely sometimes to get over the line of private inter- 
est which divides their porot from the property of the public. 

Mr. JONES, of Flori Will the Senator allow me a moment to 
ask him a question? oi 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Well, Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Who is the author of that report ? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I will answer that. It is Mr. Joseph G, Hester. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, 
but I shall have something to say about this when he gets through. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. That is a privilege which the Senator has with- 
out permission from me. 

Now, Mr. President, here are some statements that I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to, that are made by an officer of this 
Government who was not put into his office by the present Adminis- 
tration, that came down from that purer and better era of the Repub- 
lic. I do not know exactly when he was inducted into his office. I 
refer to the present Commissioner of the General Land Office, Gen- 
eral Williamson. In a public declaration made by him, and tele- 
graphed from this city to the press on the 15th of this month, among 
other things he makes these statements: 

The small pro of timber yet remaining on the public lands of the United 
States,“ General Williamson says, "is found upon the Pacific coast, on the Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts, upon Lake Superior and west of it, in the State of Minnesota and 
in the Territory of Dakota. All this timber is still g largely depredated upon. 
It is estimated that forty million dollars' worth of timber has been cut from the 
public lands and shipped out of the country within the last 3 years to such 
places as Japan, China, South America, the West Indies, and Enrope. On the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts the trade has been almost uninterrupted by any action 
of this Department for twenty years or moro, and lines of vessels havo be. h estab- 
lished between the European ports and the ports on those coasts to carry this tim- 
ber, while the greater part of all the timber shipped abroad from this country has 
come from the public lands. These depredations are going on to such an extent as 
to convince any person who investigates the matter nage thy the present rate of 
theft, the timber will soon be very scarce; that is to say, that all accessible timber 
will actually be cut off in the quarter of a century.” 

Farther he says: 

Concerning the cutting of live-oak the Commissioner said: “I am informed and 
believe that a large quactity of live-oak and ship-building timber has been cut 
from the naval reserves by trespassers, and then sold to the Government at large 
prices immediately after. I have also learned from continnal and current rumor, 
which I cannot, however, verify, that German, French, English, and Belgian con- 
suls have carried on a large commerce with their governments, and have engaged 
in shipping away live-oak and red-cedar taken from our naval reserves.” 

A gentleman from Alabama, who happened to be present and heard this state- 
ment by the Commissioner, said it had been common ramor for four years that the 
trade had been carried on with great activity, and that some consuls were engaged 
in the timber exportation. ; 


1946 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 21, 


General Williamson continued: When the Land Office made the seizures at 


aAscagol Mississippi, it immediately drew forth representations from the Bel- 
dome —.— dates ad interim. Te was — e 8 . 3 5 
i years Pascago' where he fo: 
3 — fal ene, — ia specialty is the — of timber, and 
which has at Pascagoula steam saw-mills and other establishments, and dis hes 
every year a large number of vessels laden with wood to bape! mak of Belgiam 
and ce. Special agents having visited Pascagoula, and called on Mr. De Smet, 
he told them that he had never taken part in illegal traffic, but that he had 
3 the wood which he sent to Europe, in faith, in open market, requir- 
ae Pa aiae lya papane sre rarapa Peg yg A a pn aat 
$s iy. D BeIN ADMA tod Gland all the wood that wae in bie caw-ailla 
and storehonses, lea: Mr. De Smet unable to load the vessels which he had in 
port, and threatened with haying to pay considerable sums by way of demurrage 
on dead freight to seventeen vessels which were expected; these damages being 
liable to amount to $85,000, and that a failure to fill his contracts may cause him a 
of $20,000. The chargé d'affaires made an appeal for the relief of Mr. De Smet. 
The vessels were subsequently released, but the ts had not exceeded their in- 
structions in making the seizures, for the timber, h possibl bought in good 
faith, was none the timber illegally taken from Government lands. 
And, Mr. President, in the whole of this outcry we have not heard 
one single solitary word of complaint rey ae against the State au- 
thorities of Mississippi and Alabama, and I understand the fact to be 
that the State authorities have made seizures partly of some of the 
very timber seized by the United States and for which 1 process 
is now out and legal proceedings are now reg taken from State 
lands, as they claim. Why are not those States arraigned for com- 
mitting these spoliations and this marauding and these depredations 
and this tyranny upon their citizens? Why are all the vials of indig- 
nation and wrath reserved for the Government of the United States 
in its efforts to protect its rights? 

Now, I think, Mr. ee bargs we ought not to be misled by any 
feeling in this matter, that what we ought to do should be done, and 
that we ought not to leave anything undone which should secure 
both the rights of the Government and the interests of the People, 
and I embrace in that those people for whom the gentlemen in their 
praise and eulogy shall not surpass or exceed me, who go ont in ad- 
vance of the tide of civilized society to pave the way for State goy- 
ernments which are to be planted in those fastuesses, in those rocks, 
in those forests; make the thing which now is illegal lawful by giv- 
ing authority to the Secretary of the Interior to provide for the local 
necessities and the actual wants of the inhabitants and settlers of the 
Territories on fair and equal terms, and then, having done that, arm 
him with full authority and plenary power under the law to enforce 
the law against every unauthorized and unlicensed depredator on the 
public domain. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire or intend to detain 
the Senate for any length of time. I have in my hand the sixth vol- 
ume of McLean’s circuit court reports, the reports of the seventh 
United States circuit. I had intended to this decision to the 
Senate some days since, but had been told that the case had been vir- 
tually overruled. Not knowing whether this was true or not, I did 

not read it. I have examined and failed to find or to find any person 
who knows that the case has ever been doubted in any of the United 
States courts. This action arose in Michigan, and the question there 
presented was as to the eg ate necessary in un indictment for 
cutting timber on the public lands, and the court in delivering its 
opinion used these words: 


The land law, for the punishment of this oe of does not em- 
brace the unsurveyed tracts of the public land. They ma such legislation, 
but it is not yet given. When the act of 1831 was l, the revenue arising from 


the land sales formed a prominent item in the Treasury, and was an important 
object 2 national solicitade. (United States vs. Schuler, 6 McLean, C. C. Reports, 
page 


There is the decision of the United States tircnit court that, so far 
as I know, (and I have made an effort to find,) is unquestioned any- 
where, that the unsurveyed lands upon which this Montana wood 
was cut, and upon which this Colorado wood was cut, of which com- 
plaint is made, were not embraced within the eg of this sec- 
tion. If this decision has been overruled, questioned, or doubted, the 
friends of this movement ought to produce the authority. 

Now I want to call the attention of the Senate to the difference in 
the treatment received by these people in the West from this present 
Administration and that which they received at the hands of the first 
republican administration. I find in the second message of Abraham 
Lincoln that he alluded to the Territories of Colorado and Dakota in 
the following terms: 


The Territories of Dakota, and Nevada, created by the last Congress, 
have been organized, and civil administration has been inaugurated therein under 
` auspices es} y gra g. when it is considered that the leaven of treason was 
— in some of these new countries when the Federal officers arrived 
ere. ` 


The abundant natural resources of these fe . with the security and pro- 
tection afforded by organized government, will doubtless invite to them a large 
immigration when peace shall restore the business of the country to its accustomed 


c 

I submit the resolutions of the Legislature of Colorado, which evidence the - 
otic spirit of the 2 of the Territory. So far the authority of the United States 
has been upheld l the Territories, as it is hoped it will bein the future. Icom- 
mend their interests and defense to the enlightened and generous care of Congress, 


In a subsequent portion, speaking of the very class of men who 
settled this country, he says: 


No men living are more worthy to be trasted than those who toil up from poverty ; 
none less inclined to take or touch aught which they have not honestly earned. 


T find that in his next annual message, the year following, he used 
the following language: 

The Territories of the United States, with unimportant exceptions, have re- 
maincd undisturbed by the civil war, and they are exhibiting such evidence of 
prosperity as justifies an expectation that some of them will soon bo in a condition 
to be as States and be coustitutionally admitted into the Federal Union. 

The ense mineral resources of somo of Territories ought to be devel- 
oped as rapidly as possible. Every step in that direction would have a tendency to 
Ee sah the revenues of the Government and diminish the burdens of the people. 
It is worthy of your serious consideration whether some extraordinary measures 
to promote that end cannot be adopted. 


Mr. President, that was the method in which the first republican 
administration treated these people in the West; that was the invi- 
tation given to the honest people to go out there. Now, compare 
it with the methods of treatment by the present Secretary of the 
Interior. In the one case the people were worthy and honest; no pub- 
lic land had then been surveyed in Colorado, not an acre of public 
land had been set apart so that it could be purchased at that time. 
When the President said that they are worthy of the confidence and 
the generous treatment of Congress; they were as much trespassers 
on the public land and violators of the property rights of the nation 
as they are to-day. Since then statute after statute has been enacted 
looking to the very invitation to people to go from the East to the 
West to occupy the unsurveyed mineral lands, and there is theopinion 
of a respectable court of the United States which says the law of 1831 
does not include that kind of land; and I submit that the Secretary 
must be more than vigilant who can under those circumstances find 
that his duty to the country compels him to despoil these honest set- 
tlers that the United States so repeatedly invited to settle on the 
pitt hey lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ix AIs in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment tothe amendment, which will be reported. 

The Cmzr CLERK. The amendment to the amendment is to add: 

From the Territory where the timber grew: And ided further, That in the 


event it shall be yer en from the Territory it shall be liable to seizure by United 
States authority wherever found, 


Mr. WITHERS. I ask for a division of the question. There are 
two distinct propositions here. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 
in regard to a report that was read by the Senator from Ohio in 
relation to timber depredations in and around Pensacola, where I 
reside, I stated in the course of the debate that it was the Jargest 
timber-exporting port in the South, and if it is eminent for anything 
it is eminent for the enterprise and thrift of its people. I had the 
report in a herpes and intended to make some observations upon it 
when I first had the floor, but the matter escaped me. I have no apolo- 
gies for this. The Senator from Ohio said that we had during the year 
1877 857 vessels with 6,826 sailors and a tonnage of 76,224 tons. I 
need not tell the Senator that the vessels were not ours. A portion 
of them belong to the American marine. I only wish that they were 
allof that class, but the greater number of them were foreign ships. 
Pensacola is an outlet, as far as timber is concerned, forthe t State 
of Alabama. It is the only harbor in the Gulf of Mexico by nature. 
I say this with no disposition to underrate other points or places, but 
it is conceded on all hands that it is the finest natural harbor in the 
Gulf of Mexico and facilities exist there for shipping timber that 
exist at no other pointon the Gulf. That accounts for our large com- 
merce. We are not the only beneficiaries of that commerce, It goes 
to benefit owners of vessels all over the Union. The State of Maine, 
the State of Massachusetts, everywhere that enterprise exists profits 
oy one enterprising people at Pensacola. It is not entirely a local 

ness. 

But in re; to this report, if this man pretends to say that the 
timber which loaded all these ships was taken from lands lying within 
a radius of seventy-five miles of Pensacola he has uttered a libel 
against the whole people of that country. I never saw this man; I 
have heard a t deal of him. I was anxious that an honest, up- 
right person should go there to investigate the alleged depredations 
upon the public domain. I know that men of the highest character 
from the West and the North have gone there and inyested hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in the pure of land to procure timber, 
which they have manufactured into lumber and shipped out to the 
poris of the United States and abroad. Men have come there from 

{assachusetts, from Chicago, from Wisconsin, and the principal gen- 
tlemen engaged in the lumber business at my port now are men 5 
those sections, against whose characters not a word can be said. We 
are proud of them there; we are glad that they have come among 
us. The Queills, of Chicago, are there, and have erected a mill for 
which they paid $200,000, I think. Tomy knowledge they bought u 
a large quantity of land to supply themselves with logs from whic 
to manufacture lumber. 

So with to other gentlemen who are known to Senators on 
this floor, is man goes down there and after afew days he under- 
takes to say that seven-tenths of the lumber and timber shipped from 
that port has eome from the public lands. I do not believe a word 
of it, from my personal knowledge of the business of that commu- 
nity. Whatever the Messrs. Hyer have said, to whose report allusion 
has been made by the Senator from Ohio, is true. I know them; I 
know them to be men of character; whatever they have stated can 
be relied n. The custom-house records, no doubt, speak the truth 
with — 1 to the quanity of lumber and timber shipped from that 
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rt; but from hundreds and hundreds of miles in the interior of Ala- 
Pane this timber comes. A radius of seventy-five miles! A glance 
at the map will show itis impossible that it should come from Florida, 
because twenty years ago the lands in that section of Florida were 
ent off; they were bought 12 rich men in other days; but the tim- 
ber that now loads ships at Pensacola comes from the State of 
Alabama, and not within a radius of seventy-five miles, as this man 
Hester has stated. It is impossible, I can say from my own personal 
knowledge of that country, that it should be so. 

He says there are twenty-eight hundred stevedores. We know what 
a stevedore is; that is an exaggeration for which no authority can be 
given. The Senator from Ohio possibly does not know as much about 
stevedores as I do. He knows a great deal more than I do about other 
matters, but I think I know more about stevedores than he does; 
and when he quotes the authority of Hester for saying there are 
twenty-eight hundred stevedores at the port of Pensacola, let me tell 
him there never was such an exaggerated statement uttered upon the 
floor of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. How many ships would that number of stevedores 
load mee As 7 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think they would load more than our 
bay could hold. A stevedore, 2 to our understanding of the 
term, means a man who supervises the loading of vessels. He makes 
a contract to load and employs laboring-men to work under him. I 
suppose this man refers to all the working hands, but evenif he were 
to extend it to the Jaboring-men who enga in loading vessels, 
twenty-eight hundred is a most exaggerated number. The popula- 
tion of our town altogether I suppose hardly exceeds five thousand, 
and twenty-eight hundred stevedores at the port of Pensacola is 
something astonishing to me. 

Then he has got down three thousand eee There is not 
a professional wood-chopper to my knowledge within the radius that 
he has mentioned. Of course this timber is cut; and how he ascer- 
tained in the short time he has been there the precise number of 
wood-choppers scattered over a country, I suppose two hundred miles 
or more in extent, I cannot say. Did he go to every man’s house 
and ascertain what business he was en din? How he could ap- 

roximate to three thousand wood-choppers is beyond my compre- 
ension but still he puts it down. 

Mr. BLAINE. What is the population of Pensacola? 

MreJONES, of Florida. Between five thousand and six thousand 
people. This timber passes down the river and is shipped from Pen- 
sacola, and the greater part of it comes from the adjoining State of 
Alabama. I cannot tell how many log-choppers there are in the 
State of Alabama; but I can tell very accurately the number of gen- 
tlomen engaged in the mill business in my section, and I will vouch 
for every one of them that he is a man of character who would not 
purchase a log if he knew it was the poparty of the Government. 

This man Hester went to Jacksonville in the first instance, and one 
of his first exploits was in seizing nearly all the lumber at the mill 
of Governor Drew of our 8 in a manufactured state. He swore 
out a wholesale affidavit there and seized the governor’s Inmber. It 
Was heralded over the country that the lumber of Governor Drew 
(who by the by is a New Hampshire man but a democrat whom 
we elevated to the office of governor) was seized at Jacksonville, 
Hester lay around there, I am informed, in disguise, and finally affi- 
davits were made and the governor’s lumber at Jacksonville was 
seized. When the Federal court met at Jacksonville the other month 
I found nothing said about it; I do not know whether the case was 
prosecuted, but I read the other day in our republican paper there 
that the governor was entirely exonerated and there was no ground 
whatever for the charges made in the first instance against him. 

There are other gentlemen here who know more about Hester than 
I do; but from what little I have seen of his report read by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, I do not believe a word of it except so far as it is 
supported by the records of the custom-honse. That part of it I think 
is true in regard to the number of ships, because he could not well 
err about that, and so of the number of seamen. There is a record 
kept of all those things there. But when he says there are twenty- 
eight hundred stevedores at the port of Pensacola, he has given me 
some information that I never had before. Of course all these men 
have to be grown; and out of a population of five thousand it would 
be impossible there could be that number of grown people. 

No, sir, this business as far as I have been able to learn has been 
carried on as it is at the t city of Quebec, and it ought to be put 
down to the credit of a Southern town that we have that many ves- 
sels there every year engaged in legitimate commercial enterprise. 
We have been competing with Canada; we have invited capital there 
from abroad; we have got it; and this great business, instead of bein 
complimented as it should be as showing the enterprising spirit o 
Americans, is branded as a great crime upon the representations of a 
man who has just gone there a few weeks ago under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior to spy out and ascertain what he could 
about the business of individuals. 

Mr. President, I am op to this whole system. I am in faver of 
the Government appointing local officers to take care of the interests 
of the Government in these lands. Let them appoint men identified 
with the 3 Ido not care what their politics may be; let 
them select men in Florida of republican positos; if you please, whom 


the people know, to look after the interests of the Government, as 


was done in the olden time; let them be on the spot, men in whom 
the people will have confidence, and there will be no trouble in that 
State. They will secure every interest that itis possible to secure ; 
and why send down there a roving stranger like this, with nothing 
in common with that people, to send back rated statements in 
re; to depredations upon the public lands within seventy-five 
miles of Pensacola, and some forty-seven miles from the State line of 
Alabama, and I know that in that country there is no timber what- 
ever er what is on railroad lands. 

Mr. MCCREERY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. I do 
not think we can possibly come to a conclusion on this subject to- 


night. 

Ar. CONOVER. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion that 
we may bare an executive session, 

Mr. WINDOM. I should like to inquire of the Senator if there are 
likely to be any more speeches on this bill. If not, I think we can 
finish it in fifteen minutes, 

Mr. MCCREERY. I do not think we can conclude it to-night. 

Mr. BECK. I know of two or three who wish to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. M. I gave notice this morning that I should ask the 
Senate to “sit it ont ;” but business is not so pressing as to make 
that absolutely necessary. If there are two or three more speeches 
to be made, I shall not object to an adjournment, 

Mr. McDONALD. What will be the unfinished business to-morrow 
after the morning hour, if we adjourn now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the railroad 
funding bill was informally laid aside with the unanimous under- 
standing that it should be resumed at the expiration of the morning 
hour to-morrow as the unfinished business of to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. I sug, to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that this bill be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will not resist the motion to adjourn if it be un- 
derstood that at the close of the remarks of the Senator from Indiana 
to-morrow this bill may be taken up again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that under- 
standing? The Chair hears none, and at the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Indiana to-morrow on the funding bill 
the appropriation bill now before the Senate will be resumed. The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREERY ] moves that the Senate ad- 


journ. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Task the Senator to yield for a motion to go into 
executive session. 

eee OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
vie 

Mr. McCREERY. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at five o’clock and eleven minutes 
p: m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 21, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to make a personal explanation. In 
the debate yesterday on the deficiency appropriation bill I made the 
following statement, which I think should be in some respect cor- 
rected: 

At the beginning of this session the Secre of the Navy, on 29 of his 
report. referred to this indebtedness in the following —— wee 

The indebtedness of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, as ascertained up 
to March 1, 1877, was, upon bills in requisition of betel paymasters, $185,680 ; 
accrued bills not drawn 558.71 ; for labor at navy-yards, $27,949.76," &. 

Basing my action on that report and ha been furnished with a careful state- 
ment from the Secretary of the Navy, I laid this matter before the Committee on 
Appropriations at our extra session. 

I simply want to say from information I have since received that I 
did not lay the statement referred to before the Committee on Appro- 

riations at the extra session; but about the 10th of last December, 
ong before any action was taken by the committee. 

I am obliged to the Committee on Appropriations and to their clerk 
for courteously furnishing me with the authentic statement which I 
filed with the committee at that time. When the previous deficiency 
bill before the holidays came up in this House I asked to have inserted 
the following amendment: 

For indebtedness to March 31, 1877, for labor at the following navy. yards: Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, New York, and League Island, $27,949.70. 

I also sent to the committee a statement from the Navy Depart- 
ment, which I will incorporate as a part of my remarks, showing the 
indebtedness to March 31, 1877, for labor at the various navy-yards— 
Brooklyn, Portsmouth, and League Island navy-yards. 
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These documents will present the facts as I desire honest people to 
understand them: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 10, 1877. 
Sm: I have the bonor to yap nacho be e receipt of your letter of the gth instant. 
uesting a statement of the indeb' of the Bureau of Construction and Re- 
pate to March 31, 1877, for labor at the various navy-yards, amounting to $27,949.75. 
n in question is herewith inclosed. 
ery respecti 
Hi s R. W, THOMPSON, 
Hon. S. 8. Cox, f 14 
House 
naa Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, December 10, 1877. 
Statement of indebtedness to March 31, 1877, for labor at the following-named navy- 


Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 581 44 | This amount was expended on ac- 
* count of United States steamships 
Enterprise, Sabine, and current ex- 


21, 183 26 This amount was expended on ac- 
count of United States steamships 
ton, Nina, Catalpa, and cur- 
rent yard expenses. 

1,185 66 This amount was expended on ac- 
count of L nited States steamships 
————| Quinnebaug, Jason, Glance, Poto- 
27,949 75 | mac, and current yard expenses. 


The appropriation for construction and repair for the fiscal year ending 
T 


June 30, 
1877, was so nearly exhausted as to render it impracticable to pay these rolls and 


to keep other necessary current expenses, 

This information was sent to the committee in time for its action. 
Finding that the committee did not take action at the time, I moved 
my amendment to pay the workingman. Failing in that I wrote to 
the chairman [Mr. ATKINS] asking him to look at this paper, and 
saying to him: 

See the of the Navy's as to this and move it as an amend- 
ment on ere n * 

The conference failed to regard this item. I have no complaint to 
make of Sag ore) but no one should charge me with lack of vigi- 
lance, especially those who come in weeks afterward to take it 
for my work. 

The chairman of the Appropriations Committee, I think, never pro- 
posed my amendment in the conference committee. It was not put 
on that deficieucy bill. During the holiday vacation I wrote to him 
from New York to ascertain the reason for the failure. He said he 
was doing his best. Many weeks long after this, the gentleman who 
represents the Brooklyn district [Mr. CHITTENDEN ] appeared before 
the committee. I am entirely willing he shall have all the credit he 
deserves. But I desire to keep my own little record for vigilance and 
veracity perfect before this House; and any loose statements made 
goeta by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOsTER] or by my col- 

cague [Mr Hewitt ] will go for nothing in the face of the recorded 
facts which I present from the record of the Committee on Appro- 
priations That is all I have to say. 

Mr. FOSTER. I rise to a personal explanation. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to add that when I moved my 
amendment to the deficiency bill it was cut out by a point of order, 
a circumstance which I had iy oar and of which I am now re- 
minded br the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT. ] 

Mr. FOSTER. Ido not know 1 agg about that. I would not 
do the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] any injustice. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You did yesterday. 

Mr FOSTER. The tleman yesterday attacked the Committee 
on Appropriations, and now undertakes to justify himself for what 
I charged yesterday as a neglect of duty on his part. I find by the 
record that the communication to which he has referred as having 
been presented by him to the committee contains nothing that was not 
in the report of the Secretary of the Navy, which was before the com- 
mittee at the time his communication was reeeived. His communi- 
cation was not received in regular order, although it was handed to 
the chairman of the committee. i 

Mr. COX, of New York. I found it on file in your committee-room. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not wish to deprive the gentleman from New 
York or any other gentleman of any credit to which he is entitled in 
this matter; but in defense of the Committee on Appropriations I 
desire to say that although the committee have not in all cases acted 
as promptly as in my judgment they should have done, yet in this 
matter they did act at the earliest possible moment after receiving 

the accredited information which was ne The action of the 
committee in this case is due mainly to the importunity of the gentle- 
man from Brooklyn, [Mr. CHITTENDEN, } and to the gentleman’s col- 
league, [Mr. HEWITT, ] a member of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Without divulging anything that happened in the committee, I think 
I can say that but for the gentleman’s colleague who is upon the com- 
mittee, the appropriation would not now have beenmade. Thegentle- 
man from New York who has addressed the House this morning did 


not, to my knowledge, appear before the committee; he did not u 
this matter as did his two colleagues; he contented himself with wt 
mitting the statement to which he has referred. I have no doubt he 
did what he thought his duty in the premises; but tho other two 
oe did press the appropriation with great force and perti- 
nacity. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand the gentleman from Ohio to 
acquit me of any negligence or laches in this matter. Long before 
any gentleman of the committee or my colleague from the Brooklyn 
district had taken any action in this case, I pressed the appropriation 
upon the committee in all seemly ways. If it was a just matter it 
should have been attended to promptly, as soon as the committee had 
the necessary information before them. 

I cannot understand why my friend from Ohio, when I made no 
charge of negligence on the part of the committee, but simply wanted 
to know where the trouble came from, should have charged me with 
being derelict in my duty to my constituents, I did my whole work. 
The gentleman knows it. It is ungracious in him now to intimate 
that I failed while others who came late succeeded. If the appropria- 
tion was right, why did not the committee to it promptly ? 
Why did it require all this talk, all this importunity of other people? 
Early in December I laid before the committee a formal stutement 
from the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. FOSTER. That information was presented to the committee 
before the gentleman presented it—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. The communication as presented by me 
is now m file in your committee. But why did not the committee 
act on it 

Mr. FOSTER. And so was the report of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I begged the committee, after this propo- 
sition failed in the House, to take it into the conference; but it was 
not done. I would not charge negligence on the part of the commit- 
tee, but one thing is sure: I never failed to do my part in connec- 
tion with this business. This is all I rose to say. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1920 and House 
bill No. 3462, a bill (H. R. No. 3988) to organize the life-saving service; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. Š 

HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. WRIGHT, by unanimons consent, moved that the bill (H. R. No. 
110) to supplement the act entitled “An act to seenre homesteads to 
actual settlers on the public domain,” approved May 20, 1862, be re- 
printed, as the copies on file were exhausted. 

The motion was to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. DURHAM. I move that the House insist on its amendment 

i to by the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2507) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and agrce to the con- 
ference asked on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as the managers of said conference on 
the part of the House, Mr. DURHAM, Mr. CLYMER, and Mr, SMITH of 
Pennsylvania. 

POSTAL SAVING DEPOSITORY. 

Mr. WADDELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported a bill (H. R. No, 3989) to 
establish a postal saving depository as a branch of the Post-Ottice 
Department, and to aid in refunding the interest-bearing indebted- 
ness of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed and recommitted, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider, 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI, 

Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, presented a joint resolution of 
the ture of Mississippi, memorializing Congress in relation to 
a public building for the useof the Federal courts and offices at Jack- 
son, Mississippi; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

DES MOINES RAPIDS CANAL. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, by unanimous consent, introduced the follow- 
ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions: 

Resolved, That the sum of $13,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be 
3 out of the Treasury, from money not otherwise appropriated, to pay 

current expenses of operating and managing the Des Moines Rapids Canal un 
i River, until the Ist day of 


the U Mississi July, 1878, the samo to be subject 
to the demands of the Secretary of War. 


MILITARY COMMITTEE TESTIMONY. 

Mr. MAISH. I move, by unanimous consent, to print certain testi- 
mony taken before the Committee on Military Affairs and reports 
furnished in relation to the military establishment. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that to print all the testimony taken before the 
Committee on Military Affairs! 

Mr. MAISH. It is, as well as certain reports furnished in relation 
to the military establishment. It does not, however, include the print- 
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ing of answers to interrogatories propounded by the committee to 
oflicers of the tig 

Mr. CONGER. If it prints all the testimony taken before the com- 

` mittee I have no objection. 

Mr. MAISH. It includes all the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee, as well as teports furnished in relation to the military estab- 
lishment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EUROPEAN SHIPS OF WAR. 


Mr. BALLOU, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
following concurrent resolution from the Senate, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass: 

Ix SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
February 18, 1878. 

Resolved by the Senate, (the Hi Representatives, concurring therein,) That 
there be printed 1,000 — — of rnc Rar edition of the report of Chief 8 
King on European ships of war, for the use of the Navy t. 

The resolution was concurred in. ; 

Mr. BALLOU moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was concurred in; and also moved that the notion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


Mr. CUTLER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Agri- 
pertome pr peti o following resolution; which, under the law, was 
refe to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Hi eee ) That there be printed 300,000 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1877 ; 224,090 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, 56,000 copies for the use of the 
ate, and 20,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 


MEXICAN TROUBLES, 


Mr. SCHLEICHER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported the following resolution ; which, under 
the law, was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have a map 
printed to accompany their report on the Mexican troubles. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION. 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3990) to provide for the organization of the Mississippi River improve- 
ment commission, and for the correction, permanent location, and 
deepening of the channel, and the improvement of the navigation 
of said Mississippi River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLYMER. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
a of the Whole for the consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I desire to know if it is intended that the con- 
sideration of the naval appropriation bill shall dispense with the 
morning hour. 3 

The SPEAKER. Itis, 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Ido not think it onght tò be dispensed with. 

Mr. HENDEE. Doesnotthe special order, the consideration of the 
bill providing a permanent form of government for the District of 
Columbia, come up as unfinished business ? 

The SPEAKER. It would come up as unfinished business, but it 
was made subject to the consideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. HENDEE. Certainly; but after the consideration of the Dis- 
trict bill was once commenced I ask whether then it can be displaced 
by appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the spirit of the understanding 
was that the consideration of the bill providing a permanent form of 

vernment for the District should be made subject to appropriation 

ills whenever the House should be asked to consider them. 

Mr. CONGER. Can the morning hour be set aside? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour can be interrupted at any rate 
by the unfinished business, even if the Committee on Appropriations 
did not move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole. If the House should decide not to proceed with the naval 
appropriation bill then the Chair would be compelled to ize the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] on the unfinished business, 
so that the morning hour would be excluded at any rate. 

Mr. HENDEE. I do not wish to antagonize the appropriation bill, 
because that would be against the understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. CLYMER. Pending the motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole I desire to make a request for unani- 
mous consent that, during the consideration of the bill in committee, 
the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations be permitted to occupy 
a seat on the floor. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLYMER. And now I desire to ask that all general debate 
upon this bill be limited to such brief period as will be n for 
myself to make an explanation of the provisions of the bill not ex- 
ceeding twenty minutes. 

Mr. FORT. In other words, that the general debate shall be lim- 
ited to the gentleman’s own speech ? 


Mr. CONGER. I suggest that the gentleman allow forty minutes, 

e 25 if any gentleman wishes to reply he may have the opportunity 
0 80. 

Mr. CLYMER. Iwill pores the gentleman there will be no occa- 
sion to reply. There will be no political allusion in what I have to say. 

The motion to limit debate to twenty minutes was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was then agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and proceeded 
to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3822) mexe Be det pear: for the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, , and for other pur- 


poses. 

705 CLYMER. Task that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLYMER. I felt justified, Mr. Chairman, in asking that all 
general discussion upon the naval appropriation bill might be limited 
to such brief statement as should be made by myself, explanatory of 
its general provisions, by reason of the fact that the bill as it is pre- 
sented to the Committee of the Whole has the unanimous support of 
the Committee on Appropriations ; and we trust that with that unani- 
mous recommendation it will occupy but a very short time for this 
committee to agree to the bill and report it to the House for final 


passage. i 

The estimates submitted by the Department for the ensuing fiscal 
year amount to $167233,234.40. The amount recommended to be ap- 
ie ape the bill is $14,048,684, being less than the estimates by 

550.40. 

For the pu s of comparison, I will confine myself to the ap 
priations ale for the fiseal year ending on the 30th of June last. 
The ye Poaceae made for that year for the support of the Navy 
were as follows: First, an appropriation by the ar act of June 
30, 1876, of $12,939,790.90; by the deficiency act of 3d h, 1877, there 
was added to that amount for that fiscal year the sum cf $1,000,000; 
then there was an amendment to that deficiency act of March 3, 1877, 
which is known as the Whitthorne amendment, providing for the 
difference between furlough and W Se ho pay to be paid to the 
officers on the active list who had been furlonghed by the Secreta 
of the Navy by reason of the deficiency in the amount appropria 
for pay for that fiscal year. It has been ascertained at the Navy De- 
partment that those differences amounted to the sum of $227,183.43. 
Then, sir, by the deficiency act of November 21, 1877, there was a sum 


ay Sa SH 7 sale ely cab arpa 
. BLOUNT. Is my colleague speaking of the amount for pay or 


of the whole bill? 
Mr. CLYMER. I am speaking of the whole bill. I wish to show 
fiscal year, 


what was appropriated for the 4 
5 BLOUNT. You are now speaking about the appropriation for 
a 
j Mr. CLYMER. I was saying that a portion of this relates to pay. 
Of this sum of $1,691,907.74 there was a sum of $1,446,688.16 appro- 
priated for pay for the deficiency of that year, as was alleged. 

There is another amount of $150,000 appropriated for miscellaneous 
claims arising for arrears of pay. There are $50,000 appropriated for 
amounts due to the naval hospitals, and there is a sum of $4,826.65 
appropriated for deficiencies in the pay of the Marine Corps, and for 
the pay of the enlisted men for the same period $40,392.93, e 
a total of appropriations for the fiscal year ending the 30th day 
June last of 8151, 858,882.07. 3 

By this bill we propose to a 8 Kr r as I have before said, 
$14,486,484, being a reduction of 5 „198.70 upon the appropriation 
for the fiscal year ending June 30 next. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is not a part of these appropriations designed to 
cover deficiencies for former Vea 7 

Mr. CLYMER. Oh, yes; I have already stated that, and I wish to 
say distinctly that that is the case. A large portion of the appropria- 
tions made for the year 1877 were for years prior to that year; but un- 
der the mode in which the accounts are kept in the Depart- 
ment it appears to be impossible to know what portion of these 
amounts went to the different years. 

So much for the poen statement of the bili. Now, then, with 
reference to the bill itself in its details, I would say that the former 
practice of the House was to appropriate a sum in gross for the pay 
of the officers and men of the Navy, amounting usually to from 
$6,500,000 to $7,500,000. This was a source of great complaint, giving 
rise to suspicions which may have been unfounded. Certainly it was 
a bad practice, because it was putting at the command of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy a fund in gross for which there never were rendered 
any such accurate statement and accounts as to its expenditure as are 
required if or and good management are to be maintained in the 


eres 

do not propose to reopen the past on this subject. That may come 
— 7 at another time and under other circumstances; but it is the desire 
of the Committee on Appropriations to settle this vexed question of 
pay, and how to do it was the difficulty where we only had vague 
estimates as to the amount; but finally we obtained from the Depart- 
ment a statement of the exact amount or nearly so, what it costs to 
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pay the officers on the active list, on shore duty, and on the retired list | fifteen 


two specified periods of time: first, for one year prior to the Ist 
day of January, 1877, and, next, for the year ending January 1, 1878. 
We had two such statements before us, and I have the one pre 


for the year ending on the Ist day of January, 1878, in my hand, and >; 


upon that we have based the calculation as to the amount which will 
be due for the pay of all the officers of the several grades engaged in 
the different kinds of duty to be performed during the ensuing year. 

In order that the committee may understand the matter I take one 
class of officers, those known as rear-admirals. It will be seen by 
the bill that we ap poe for nine rear-admirals $50,000. How 
was that arrived at e found that during the year ending on the 
Ist of January last there were five rear-admirals receiving sea pay 
amounting to $30,000, and there were four rear-admirals who were 
receiving eee 1 $20,000; therefore the nine 
rear-admirals received together $50,000; and so with reference to all 
the other grades of officers, For instance, there are twenty-four com- 
modores. One wasreceiving, during the year ending January 1, 1878, 
sea-pay, sixteen were receiving other-duty pay, and seven were receiv- 
ing waiting-orderspay. We took the amount of pay received 
for these various kinds of service and appropriated that amount for 
that number and grade of officers for the ensuing year, basing it 
upon the general result of the last year. 

Now if there is to be precisely the same number of officers drawing 
sea pay, the same number drawing other-duty pay, and the same 
number receiving leave-of-absence pay, we could have arrived at the 
amount with mathematical accuracy; but the number of officers em- 
poma in these various grades of service will vary each year, and 

ence we had to proyide for any changes in the number employed or 
in the character of service rendered, and that we do, Mr. Chairman, 
by providing a variable clause which is to be found on page 5 of the 
bill, which provides: 

For clerks to fleet- tors of clerks at i i na’ 
yards, and Ae Lae men enlisting un el Poe. 
change and mileage, and for the payment of any such officers as may be in service 
¢ither u . during the year ending June 30, 1879, in ex- 
cess of the numbers for each class provided for in-this act, and for any increase of 
pay arising from different duty, as the needs of the service may require, $525,000. 


In the judgment of the committee this sum of $525,000, which is thus 
placed in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy to pay the fleet-pay- 
masters, paymasters of vessels, clerks at inspections, navy-yards, extra 
pay, exchange, and mileage, will be sufficient to pay, in addition, for 
any ine number of officers in the several grades and for any 
higher order of duty which may be performed by them in the coming 
year over what was rendered in the t year. So, Mr. Chairman, 
in reference to this pay we endeavored to ascertain with reasonable 
certainty what will be the pay of the Navy in the coming year, and 
I conceive that our conclusions ought to be satisfactory to this com- 
mittee and to the 4 o 

This subject of pay will hereafter have no mystery about it. There 
are a certain number of officers in our Navy on the active list and a 
certain number on the retired list. For them a certain amount is 
required, and that amount we have endeavored to appropriate with 
that reasonable accuracy which legislation should always attempt. 

We have furthermore provided in this bill that hereafter there shall 
be no appointments from civil life as secretaries of admirals or clerks 
of captains and commodores, This will introduce a needed reform 
in the naval service ; and those duties will be performed by the junior 
officers specified more acceptably we trust and believe than they can 

performed by civilians. That will lessen the e for secre- 
taries and clerks in the Navy by more than $20,000 a year. 

In regard to the two great bureaus of the Navy, the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair and the Bureau of Steam Engineering, we have 
eee 23 Foin an that poe of he money appropriated to them 
8 in the payment of any otherthan the ex itures 
to be incurred under this bill. 1 n a 

We have made reductions in the cost of the Marine Corps from what 
it was last year. So, too, as to the naval school at Annapolis, reduc- 
tions are made in the expenses of its maintenance. 

1 have endeavored thus briefly to explain the general scope of this 
bill. When we come to consider the bill by hs under the 
five-minute rule, I will be glad to explain any provision in it which 
may not be apparent on its face. Trusting that the committee will 
believe that those who have this bill in and who have ma- 
tured it have done what they could to subserve the purpose of wise 
economy and to prevent abuses in the Navy Department, if any have 
heretofore existed, I now call for the reading of the bill by para- 


graphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired, and 
the bill will now be read by paragraphs for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
aint to be maid pos aon 3 Teeny oot Pose Aa —.— for 
ge service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1679, for 


lieutenants, ; one hundred masters, $169,800; 
; Sixty-one midshipmen, $53,£00; fourteen medical directors, 


medical ; surgeons, $140,600; fifty-two past assistant 
surgeons, $101,000; forty-four assistant surgeons, $62,100; fs vo pay direct 
800 ; pa inspectors, $46,000; fifty 3 $147,600; thirty 
assistant paymasters, $56,000; nineteen assistant paymasters, 829,600 ; sixty-nine 
chief engineers, 200 ; ety-seven passed — ae engineers, $188,600; fifty- 
six assistant engineers, $79,600; twenty-four chaplains, $52,000; twelve professors 
ma 400; ten naval constructors, $33,400; five assistant naval con- 


one acting ensign, $1,200; three acting assistant surgeons, 
acting lente paisa $26,600 ; in all $3,698,750. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to strike out the latter portion of the 
paragraph just read, commencing with the words, “ one acting ensign, 
81.200, &e. It will be observed by the committee that the officers 
I propose by my amendment to strike out constitute what is called 
the volunteer navy, except the first officer of the volunteer navy whom 
I propose by my amendment to leave in the service. 

n submitting this proposition to the committee I wish to call at- 
tention to the recommendation of the present Secretary of the Navy, 
that there is no use for this number of officers. I will state to the 
committee that, in oy tee and I think that is the judgment of 
the Secretary of the Navy, there is ample provision among the regu- 
lar officers of the Navy for all the services which may be required. 
Of the officers whom I propose to strike out by my amendment, nine- 
teen of them are assistant and three acting assistant surgeons. They 
are not necessary to the service, are not demanded by the service. 
They were intended to be a remnant of the officers who were on duty 
during the war. 

The fact really is that a number of these officers have been ap- 
pve since the war and do not constitute a part of what was the 

avy during the war. So long as the provision of the statutes con- 
tinnes which authorizes the appointment of these volunteer officers, 
the Secretary of the Navy, if he chooses, may from year to year con- 
stantly add to this branch of the service. As there is really no neces- 
sity for oom officers, I do not think it is wise to provide for their 
payment. 

Having said this much upon the amendment which I bave offered, 
I desire to express my regret that I was not present at the opening 
of the general debate upon this bill. It has been my purpose to have 
said 1 upon the subject of 3 in the pay of the Navy. 
I had in to call the attention of the House and of the country 
to the fact that for the pay of the Navy during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1876, there has been appropriated over $9,000,000. Yet upon 
the face of this bill, according to the gentleman who has re rted it, 
the actual pay of the Navy amounts to only about $7,100, From 
some cause or in some way $2,000,000 has been consumed for that 
fiscal year which was not really demanded for the pay of the Navy. 

Inasmuch, however, as this subject will come before the House in 
another form I will reserve my remarks upon it for that occasion. 
oer submit my amendment to the action of the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I desire to ask 
him whether the Committee on Naval Affairs has prepared a bill to 
muster out of service the officers covered by the amendment he has 
now offered here? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Will the gentleman move an amendment 
and then give me his time ? 

Mr. C S. Very well; I will do so. I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] has not yet been exhausted. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I wanted time to reply fully to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS.) I will state that the matter to which 
he refers has not been finally acted upun by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, but is now being considered by them. I willstate further to 
the Committee of the Whole that the Committee on Naval Affairs is 
considering the entire subject of reducing both the number and the 
pay of the officers of the Navy. i 

Mr. CALKINS. One further suggestion, which is, that this appro- 
priation bill be allowed to stand as it is, because it specifically appro- 

riates money to pay these officers. Whenever the Committee on 
Raval Affairs shall make provision to muster any of these officers out 
of service then the appropriation for their pay will cease. I su 
to the gentleman to allow this appropriation bill to stand as it is, 
and if the money is not required the residue will be covered into the 
Treasury. 

One . further. I believe that all these matters, such as the 
reduction of the pay or the number of naval officers, ought to come 
from the appropriate committees charged with the consideration of 
the particular subject. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. In order that the committee may fully under- 
stand me, I beg to say that I shall not with any degree of pertinacity 
insist upon the amendment which I now propose. My main object 
has been to bring the subject to the attention of the Committee of 
the Whole, and to indicate that in the judgment at least of myself 
and probably of others this appropriation is unnecessary ; and that 
as this volunteer navy exists merely by the will of Congress, if we 


should determine to cut off the pay of those who compose it they 


would necessarily be mustered out of service. 
Mr. FINLEY. In order to make an inquiry of the gentleman having 
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ch of this bill, I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
I find in lines 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 provision for the pay of lieuten- 
ants and midshipmen. According to a rough estimate which I have 
made, the amount here appropriated would make the pay of midship- 
men about $816 and that of lieutenants $2,208. By reference to the 
Navy Register, I find that ope pay of lieutenants as now provided by 
law is $2,400 while at sea, $2,000 on shore duty, and $1,600 while wait- 
ing orders; and the pay of a midshipman is $1,000 at sea, $800 on shore 
duty, and 8000 while waiting orders. I would suppose from the read - 
ing of this bill that it reduces the pay of both lieutenants and mid- 
shipmen. If so, I oppose it, because I think the pay of these officers 
is small enough now and should not be reduced. I desire to inquire 
of the gentleman from Peunsylvania whether this bill does or does 
not make a reduction of their pay. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Chairman, it was next to im ible for me to 
hear what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY) has said; but I 
will say for his satisfaction that, as to the pay of these several classes 
of officers, we propose to appropriate for the coming year precisely 
the same amount that the same grade of officers received during the 
last year. We do not interfere with the question of pay at all. t 
year there were sixty-one midshipmen, forty-three of whom were 
earning sea pay, that is $1,000 a year, while eighteen of them were on 
waiting orders, at $600 a year, to which they are entitled by law. We 
aggregated this amount of pay, making in all $53,800 for sixty-one mid- 

pmen. Dividing this amount by sixty-one, there would be appar- 
ently for each less than the full legal pay of a midshipman; but it is 
to be borne in mind that while a certain number will receive sea pay, 
others will only receive leave pay or waiting-orders pay. Under the 
clause at the end of this section, if there should be a larger number 
on sea pay than heretofore, the Secretary of the Navy will be able to 
make up the difference, while if there should be a smaller number, of 
course a part of the sum here appropriated will remain in the Treas- 


i FINLEY. In short, under this bill the pay of these officers will 
be the same that it now is. 

Got CLYMER. Just the same. I trust I have made that matter 
clear. 

In reply to the remarks of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WHIT- 
THORNE] in regard to the volunteer Navy, I will say that the thin 
least desired by the Committee on ign use e in bringing this bi 
before the Committee of the Whole for consideration was to como 
in conflict with the Committee on Naval Affairs. It was our re 
desire to act in concert and harmony with them. My friend, the 
chairman of the committee, will bear me witness that on more than 
one occasion I begged, if his committee had any legislation to pro- 

with reference to the pay of the Navy or its organization or the 
reduction of its force, that they would mature their bill and have it 
passed; and that if matured and passed it would be our pleasure to 
consult the wish of the House in that regard, and we would report 
appropriations accordingly. 
me say to gentlemen who may wish to change the pay of any 
of these officers, or to reduce their number, or strike out entirely the 
officers of any grade, that in my judgment this is not the proper time 
or place for urging any such measure. If this bill made, as of old, a 
gross race gpg for the Navy, something of that kind might 
advisable; but as we make in this bill specific appropriations for 
each class of officers, if we should hereafter by law abolish any of 
these officers or reduce their pay, the money we now propose to a 
pene could not be diverted to any other p because it is 
ere appropriated specifically. My friend from Tennessee will agree 
with me in this remark. Hence I say to him and to the Committee 
of the Whole that there is no necessity for a change in these respects. 
We have followed the law literally ; and if it should be changed, the 
money here appropriated cannot be used for any other purposé and 
no detriment to the T. can ensue, 

I appeal to the Committee of the Whole to pass this bill in the form 
presented by the Committee on Appropriations, who have given to it 
their best judgment and labor, extending through months in order to 
perfect its details; and I venture to su that possibly gentlemen 
who have not looked over the whole bill and do not understand all 
its details cannot by isolated and independent amendments do any- 
thing to perfect it or to conduce to the general efficiency or economy 
of the service. 

[ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, I renew it for the purpose of saying I take 
great pleasure indeed in commending the pentema from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CLYMER] for the style and method he has pursued in re- 
porting this bill to the House. It is a step in the right direction, and 
I trust it will be followed in other bills. It will tend to protect and 
guard the public service. 

My main pu in moving the amendment was to say to the House 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs, while they have matured no plan 
and I am not authorized to say they will take any steps toward a re- 
duction of the number of officers or their pay—yet that it is the pur- 
pose at least of a part, if not all, of the committee to harmonize if 
possible the pay of the Navy with the pay of the Army, doing justice 
to the officers on one hand and the public on the other. Our purpose 
is, or at least, Mr. Chairman, it is mine, to look to the necessities of 
the service on the one hand and its economic demands on tho other. 


The House can be assured this subject is not being neglected by that 
committee. What will be the result of its labors in reference to the 
propositions now before it I am not, I repeat, anthorized at present 
to speak. I am not pertinacious in reference to the amendment I 
have submitted, as I have only presented it, as I have already stated, 
for the purpose of making the present explanation. I withdraw the 
amendment to the amendment, as well as the amendment itself. 

Mr. DANFORD. The subject has never been before the general 
committee. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. That is true; it is before a subcommittee 
which has not yet reported to the full committee. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I move to amend by striking out in 
lines 20 and 21 “sixty-one midshipmen, $53,800,” and in lieu thereof 
to insert “sixty-one midshipmen, $41,600; and that the pay of mid- 
shipmen after the 30th day of June next shall be: $800 sea pay, $600 
on shore duty, and $500 on leave or waiting orders.” 

There is no disposition, Mr. Chairman, on my part to antagonize 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania having this bill in charge. The 
subject-matter of pay has been thoroughly investigated by the mem- 
bers of our committee, although no action has been taken. My only 
purpose is to advocate saving to the United States Government wher- 
ever it can be done while inflicting injury on no party in the service. 
It is admitted by all the officers with whom I have conversed, both 
line and staff, men of experience and whose recommendations are 
entitled to credit, that $1,000 is an excessive compensation for these 
young men. They have no wives or children; they have no occasion 

or the use of money, and having this large pay at their disposal gives 
them an opportunity to indulge in recreations not at all creditable to 
the service, It would be a real benefit if this amendment were 
adopted, and it would result in saving to the Government at least 
$25,000 sane 

Mr. BANNING. I wish to ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. BANNING. How much of a reduction will this amendment 
make in the case of each midshipman? h 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. About $2,000. 

Mr, FINLEY. Let me inquire of the gentleman from New York 
whether it is not true that midshipmen are required to purchase every- 
thing, expensive clothing and everything t 1275 may need for their 
use, and whether or not six or eight hundred dollars would barely 
enable them to provide themselves with those articles ? 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. The gentleman asks me whether I am 
not aware these midshipmen are not subjected to heavy expenses in 
the purchase of clothing, &c. I will state to him that it costs no 
more for these midshipmen at sea than for cadet midshipmen at the 
Naval Academy, and there never yet has been any complaint of the 
scantiness of compensation of the latter officers. 

I will say further, Mr. Chairman, that these young men do have 
the ability, after supplying themselves with clothing, to indulge in 
a great many luxuries, especially when their vessels happen to be 
abroad at short stations, and I have been advised, I repeat, by the 
best line and staff officers of the Navy, commandants of fleets, and 
also of vessels, that this would be a genuine reform resulting in real 
advantage not only to the young men themselves, but to ies 
concerned. I therefore press the amendment and hope it will meet 
with the favor of the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did ha committee agree to it? 

Mr. GOODE. I think not. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I will state I did submit the proposi- 
tion to the Committee on Naval Affairs yesterday, when the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. GOODE] was not present, and there was no 
objection made to it. 

. CLYMER. The gentleman from Georgia has anticipated me 
in asking the question whether in offering this amendment the gen- 
tleman from New York does it in accordance with any action of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I stated I had not the explicit author- 
ity of the committee. But I will now add I did submit this proposi- 
tion to the committee, and it met with favor, or encountered no objec- 
tion at the time. 

Mr. CLYMER. I quite sympathize with the gentleman from New 
York in his efforts to reduce EA po) but I am quite satistied 
that ought to come by a general bill, and if it comes by a general 
bill the amount we reduced it by would not be likely to go to any 
other 15 7855 
Mr. LIS, of New Tork. The less we appropriate the less taxes 
we will have to raise. 

Mr. CLYMER. I do not wish to make any reflections on the Naval 
Committee, but I think it should have presented us some matured 
plan as to pay. Since it has not done so, I trast the House will in 
this matter adhere to what has been done, and carefully done, by the 
Committee on Appropriations. I am quite satisfied that we have 
followed the law accurately, and if the committee will sustain us 
they will be more likely to do what is best for the public service than 
by making changes in this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I am very much obliged to the gentle- 
man for the high standard he has erected for the Naval Committee. 
We have endeavored to do our duty as far as we understood it. So 
far as this amendment is concerned, it is complete in itself; and it 
occurs to me that the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself coincides 
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with me in the proposition, inasmuch as he has offered no reasons 


why it should not be adopted. 


Mr. FINLEY. I desire to.eay just a word on the amendment of the 


gentleman from New York. I think the reduction ought not to be 


made. A midshipman in the navy corresponds in rank to a second 
lieutenant in the Army, The pay of a second lieutenant in the Army 


is about $1,400 a year. The pay of a midshipman, as the law now 
stands, is $1,C00 a year while at sea, $200 while on shore duty, and 
$600 on leave while waiting orders. The gentleman from New York 
purposes to reduce the sea pay to $800, the pay while on shore dut 

to $600, and the pay while on leave awaiting orders to $500. I thin 


that the present sum paid to midshipmen is little enough. They are 


sent to the Naval Academy, and they are fitted for the position of an 
officer in the service. When they graduate at the Naval Academy 
they become midshipmen. It may be a number of years before they 


rise higher in rank. They are unfitted for any other duties, and I | fu 


think the present pay of $1,000 while at sea or $800 while on shore 
duty, is little enongh. They have to buy all their clothes and equi 
ments out of that money. I think the amendment should not prevail. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I have a great deal of sympathy with the disposi- 


tion to reduce the pay of the Navy. I believe we have too many offi- 


cers, and we ought to get rid of some of them. I believe, further, 
that the pay of the officers of the Navy might be very well reduced, 
bat I hope when we undertake the net 
broader basis than this: that out of all the officers of the Navy we 
should find nobody except a few boys whose pay we want to reduce 
on the idea that they have not get wives yet and do not behave very 
well when they are abroad. I do 
of investigation. If we are to have reform let it be a thorough reform 
that will commend itself to the country. I think this is simply tri- 
fling with the question. I do not mean to reflect on the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; I have a very great respect for every one of those 
gentlemen. But, as has been already stated, the Committee on Appro- 
riationsin seeking from the Committee on Naval Affairssome reforms 
in regard to the pay of the Navy sought some complete and thorough 
reform. We sought to ascertain whether or not they had release 
to propose. But nothing has been made known to us, and, I think 
may say, nothing has been matured by that committee except per- 
haps this little matter in tomidshipmen. And I do hope that 
sort of change will not be ingrafted on this bill. 

Mr. D RD. In reference to the su ion made by the mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee from New York, [Mr. WIIIIs, I that this 
matter was talked of in committee at its last meeting, on yesterday 
morning, and met with no oppenem I wish to say it was not dis- 
cussed and was not determined upon as a proper reduction. I would 
suggest to my colleague that this is not the proper place to make 
the reduction. Let the appropriation be mude as heretofore, and if 
the law is chan as su by him, with the approval of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, then it can do no harm here. I suggest 
to the gentleman to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I listened with a great deal of inter- 
est to my friend from Georgia, [Mr. BLount.] I was very much im- 
pressed with his ificent idea of economy. In other words, if we 
can only have a saving here and a saving there,if we can only cut 
off this branch and that branch, that will not do. If youare to have 
economy you must have it on a thorough, well-digested system, and 
that system must originate in the brain of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. 

Now, sir, in proposing this amendment I was actuated only by a 
sense of duty. I believed that whenever a saving could be effected 
without doing injury either to the officers concerned or to the nation, 
it was our duty to effect that saving. The gentleman presumes that 
the whole work of the Naval Committee has been concentrated on 
this simple question whether or not the pay of midshipmen should be 
reduced per annum. If his patience is equal to his statesman- 
ship then he will probably learn before this measure becomes a law 
that there are other amendments which will be offered, amendments 
which, if adopted by this committee and become the law, will lead 
to a saving of $1 per annum; but “sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof.“ Weare simply discussing this one proposition: whether 
these midshipmen receive more money than their necessities required. 
Now, I say as a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs that I 
have conscientiously examined this question, and the testimony is 
uniform that these boys receive an amount of money in excess of 
their needs and that it leads to their demoralization and to the injury 
of the service. 

Mr. CLYMER. I appeal to the gentleman to withdraw his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I cannot. 

Mr, CLYMER. Then I ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire to say one word on this 
question. I think that my co e-from New York [Mr. WILLIs] 
is in danger of being treated a little harshly. If as Representatives 
here we intend to be great economists, we must begin sumewhere. 
I remember a clergyman once who undertook to preach against sin 
in a certain community. He picked out a particular sin, and one 
Sunday he preached against it. The next day he was notified by his 
parishioners that they were a ip e and sensitive people and 
could not bear his preaching on t subject. The next Sunday he 


on we will begin it on a 


not propose, sir, to go into that sort 


picked out another sin and preached against that, and received the 
same notification. Then it occurred to him to preach asermon against 
the Scribes and Pharisees, because they had no friends in the com- 
munity. 

Now my friend from New York [Mr. WIL IIS] has preached us a ser- 
mon against the Scribes and Pharisees in this case. These midship- 
men have no wives and they have no influence in society, They can- 
not vote any more than can the “heathen Chinee,” who is so often 
referred to by a certain member of Congress. They are a good sub- 
ject to begin on in the acquisition of a character for economy. Let 
us give the boys a threshing. I am for it. 

r. WILLIS, of New York. I wish my friend and colleague from 
New York to understand that they have a friend; that these midship- 
men are neither Scribes nor Pharisees, I only wish to exercise over 
3 paternal care, and I do not want them to have an excess of 


n 
Mr. CLYMER. Let us have a vote, 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WILLIS, of New 
York, and it was not . 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I move now to amend the same para- 
graph by striking out in line 38 the words “ twenty-four,” and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof “fourteen ;” also to strike out in line 39 the 
words “ $52,000,” and to insert in lieu thereof “ $25,000;” so that it 
will read, “fourteen chaplains, $25,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, I wish it distinctly understood that in moving this 
amendment, which involves a decrease in the number of chaplains in 
the Navy, I do not do it with any view of offending my ecclesiastical 
friend from New York, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ] or with any view of criti- 
cising the action of the Committee on Appropriations, but in the in- 
vestigation of this question I have heard it disc by those emi- 
nently qualified to judge, by the highest officers of the Navy. I have 
been told that there is a surplusage of chaplains in the service. 
{Laughter.] I am told that their duties are not generally confined to 
divinity, to the salvation of souls; that there are some few in the Navy 
who are worthy of their high calling. Nor do Imake the motion with a 
view of bringing that office into disrepute, but simply in view of 
reform and economy, as I before said, where no injury can accrue 
either to the service or to the officers concerned. 

I now move the amendment before stated. 

Mr. HANNA, I would like to ask the gentleman how he hopes for 
reform in the Navy if he deprives the Navy of the means of e? 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Iam in favor of progress, enlighten- 
ment, and Christianity, like my friend from In a. 

Mr. GOODE. I think my friend from New York must be mistaken 
upon the subject of chaplains, I happen to know that in the com- 
react: Sas which I come there is no chaplain of the Navy to per- 
form the service usually required of chaplains, I know that the sick 
are visited by ministers of the Gospel living in the community and 
that the d are buried by them. Their services are freely given 
when they are called upon, but there is no chaplain in the Navy to 
perform these duties. 

This is the number provided by law, and I submit that the course 
already adopted in regard to the other amendments should prevail 
here. Let the pay stand on the basis already provided by law, and 
let the number remain the same until some change is recommended 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The question was taken upon the amendment offered by Mr. WiL- 
IIS, of New York, and it was not . 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I now move to strike out in lines 
46 and 47, “ forty-three mates, $31,700,” and insert in lieu thereof: 
1 30th day of June next the rate of mate shall be abolished in the 

avy. 
ane 1 Does that come from the Committee on Naval 

‘airs 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. No, it comes from me. 

Here is an opportunity to cut down expenses, and I expect the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which is so zealous and ambitious in the 
interest of economy, to co-operate with me both by vote and voice. 

This amendment will effect a saving of $30,000 annually. In the 
British navy this rate of mate is utterly unknown; and in the bet- 
ter days of the American Navy there was no such rate as mate. The 
duties of a midshipman and the duties of a mate are very nearly 
identical. The question with us now is how we can utilize the lar; 
number graduating yearly at Annapolis; how their services can 
protitably employ Here isa method: do away with these forty-three 
mates, needless officers costing the Goverument without occasion or 


necessity $31,000 annually. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I do not desire to be placed in a false position by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. WILIIs, ] nor do I believe that he desigus 


to place that committee in a false position. 

. WILLIS, of New York. I stated distinctly that I moved this 
amendment on my own responsibility, actuated by my own sense of 
nas that nobody else is responsible for it. 

r. CRITTENDEN. It is not upon that point that I desire to 
address the committee at this time. The eee says that ho 
believes he will receive the co-operation of the committees. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Their votes. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. When the proper time comes I think he will 
find that the committee will co-operate with him in making reduc- 
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tions; but I do not believe we can accomplish anything now by mak- 
ing this effort at independent fighting, individually, upon the work 
of a regular committee of this Honse before we have determined 
what we will do. Whenever the time comes, I tell the gentleman 
that I will co-operate with him fully, cheerfully, and actively in mak- 
ing these reductions. But Iam unwilling to be placed myself or to 
have our committee placed in a position here where we will be shot 
down every time we present ourselves before the House. 

Mr. DANFORD. It is not the Committee on Naval Affairs, but the 
gentleman from New York. $ 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York: And I am willing to be shot down in 
performing my duty. A ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. The bill now under consideration 
by the Committee of the Whole is a bill appropriating money for thé 
compensation of officers in accordance with provisions of existin 
law. The Committee on Naval Affairs has before it the subject o 
reducing the pay of the naval officers, and also of making reductions 
in certain ranks of the Navy. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. WIIIIS] is chairman of a sub- 
committee having this whole subject in charge and under considera- 
tion. We of the Saval Committee have thus far had none of the ben- 
efits of his investigation. For my part 1 would prefer that the gen- 
tleman would give the Committee on Naval Affairs information of the 
results of his investigations into this subject, and not introduce his 
amendments here without giving us time to consider them. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I did present all these propositions to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs yesterday. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. But the committee has considered 


none of them. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Iam aware of that; but the gentle- 
man will also understand that we are now most unexpectedly called 
upon to consider the naval appropriation bill. 3 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. While I might ultimately agree 
to the propositions of the gentleman from New York, I do not consider 
this is the time or the place to consider them. This is a bill appro- 

riating for the pay of officers according to provisions of existing 

W. enever the Committee on Naval Affairs shall, after consid- 
eration of the subject, see proper to report in favor of searing aut 
any of these officers, then it will be time for us to act. I shall there- 
fore vote against this amendment, reserving to myself the right to 
vote for a similar proposition when so instructed. 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIS, of New York, was not to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

That on and after the passage of this act there shall be no appointments made 
from civil life of secretaries or clerks to commanders of sq! s nor of clerks 
to commanders of vessels; and a line officer not above the grade of lieutenant shall 
be detailed to perform the duties of secretary, and one not above the of 
222 culign te pectoras aiaia chek iva captain; commantier 
a t 
or 6 afloat... 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to strike out the paragraph just read; and 
I haye but a word or two to say upon that proposition. I have said 
very many times on this floor, and I repeat it again, that I have no 
disposition to antagonize the Committee on Appropriations. But it 
does seem to me that the House must check that committee some- 
where. The matter embraced in this Paragraph belongs properly to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs; it is peculiarly within the duties of 
that committee; that is what the committee is for. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Permit me to say to the gentleman that we 
have virtually agreed in the Committee on Naval Affairs in favor of 
this clause, and we have no objection to it at all. 

Mr. CALKINS. But I have, and I think the House has. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. You referred to our Naval Committee. 

Mr, CALKINS. Yes; I want the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
report their proposition to the House in such a form that we can act 
upon it independently of the appropriation bill. 

There is another objection which I have to this proposition, and 
which is well known to all officers who have ever served in the Navy 
or the Army. No soldier and no subaltern or under-officer should be 
employed in this kind of service. It tends to degrade the officer so 
employed; it is all wrong, and that is my objection to it. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I think the Committee on Appropria- 
tions are entitled to great credit for the introduction of what may be 
justly called a reform in this respect. This proposition if it becomes 
a law will effect a saving of $40,500 per annum. The duties of sec- 
retaries of commandants of squadrons and of clerks of commanders 
of vessels are very slight; and there is not the least doubt but what 
those services can be efficiently performed by SiH porsona designated 
in this clause, and furthermore, the character of this service does not 


in any wise, as stated by my friend from Indiana, [Mr. CALxINS, ] 
nie fare from the dignity of st officers. Itis an honorable service, 
and 1 hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. CLYMER. I am much gratified that the action of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in this regard meets the approbation of my 
friend from New York, [Mr. WIIIIs.] When we pro this new 
legislation, we did it first in the interest as we believed of the morale 
of the service, and secondly in the interest of economy. We all know 
(there is no use in disguising the fact) that the secretaryships and 
clerkships in the Navy are generally given to persons because they hap- 

to be relatives of some particular officer. I will not say that there 
is no exception to this rule; but certainly those who fill these places 
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are not always best suited for the positions either by habits, educa- 
tion, or an Oe By the adoption of this legislation we shall 
eliminate from the service an element which has always been destruc- 
tive to the general harmony of the ward-room. 

In the next place, if we assign these duties to the younger officers 
of the Navy, we accustom them to that sort of staff duty which will 
admirably assist in fitting them for the higher executive duties which 
they may be called upon to perform as they advance in the service. 
This duty, instead of being degrading, is improving to the officer who 
performs it. Besides, in case of emergency—an epidemic for in- 
stance—there will always be in the ward-room some one performing 
this duty as clerk or secretary who is fitted to orm naval duty, 
while a mere civilian, knowing nothing about salt water, might leave 
at any time. Under the provision we propose, these duties will be 
performed by officers regularly attached to the Navy and always 
amenable to naval law. Besides, the change here proposed 
result in no inconsiderable saving of money, as stated by the gentle- 
man from New York. I submit, therefore, that this legislation should 
commend itself to the judgment of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LATHROP. What pay do these clerks now receive? Is it 
fixed by law? 

Mr. CLYMER. Secretaries to admirals receive $2,500. 

Mr. LATHROP. Will these petty officers receive extra pay for 
performing the duty of clerks? 

Mr. CLYMER. They will get only the pay belonging to their rank, 
the difference being between shore-duty pay or waiting-erders pay 
which they may now be receiving, and sea pay which they will re- 
ceive while performing service in this capacity. 

Mr. LATHROP. Does the bill provide that they shall receive no 
additional pay ? 

Mr. CLYMER. Such a provision is unnecessary, because officers of 
this kind ordered to — duties which take them afloat receive 
simply the sea pay of their rank, while if performing duty in port 
they would receive shore-duty pay. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move a formal amendment to strike out the last 
word. Ido not wish to be ve de in regard to this matter, but it 
seems to me that this kind of legislation ought to sto somewhere. I 
submit that our various committees ch specifically with certain 
duties ought to present the results of their labor in a substantive form 
to the House, and that appropriation bills should not be loaded down 
with legislation of this sort. In my judgment it is all wine Itis 
true I am a young member, and do not know as much about legisla- 
tion as my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER; 
but it has always appeared to me that legislation of this sort graf 
upon an appropriation bill is wrong and should not be 2 
I do not say this in any partisan view; but measures of this kind in 
my judgment should come before the House from the appropriate 
committees ch with the special subject-matter. a 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. In addition to what I have already said, I 
wish to remark that this bill, taken as a whole, pleases me very 
much. As to the particular provision now under consideration, the 
Government of the United States pays a number of officers who under 
existing regulations are without employment, who, in other words, 
render no service for the salaries which the Government pays them. 
It is 3 by the bill that these officers shall be assigned to duty 
not degrading in its character, not demoralizing in its tendency. 
This duty is now performed by respectable gentlemen. I assume 
that they are respectable gentlemen, for in a great number of cases 
they are the sons or other relatives of the commanding officers. If 
our officers now agp AS can without 1 to themselves 
or demoralization to the service be assigned to the performance of 
these duties, I hold it to be 9 and proper to do so. While 
I agree with my friend from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] in his protest 
against the absorption by the Committee on Appropriations of the 
1 of other committees, yet inasmuch as this provision comes 

ere in accordance with custom, and appears on its own merits en- 
tirely proper I feel constrained to support it. 

Mr. C YS withdrew his pro forma amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The question then recurring on the original amendment of Mr. 
CALKINS, it was not to. 

Mr. HANNA. Allow me to whether it would not be well, 
out of abundant caution, to insert in line 116 these words: 
ee such line officers so detailed shall not receive any excess of pay for such 


Mr. CLYMER. Such a provision would be a matter of superero- 

tion. An officer in the Navy cannot receive any other pay than 
that attached to his gme 

Mr. HANNA. Well, if the gentleman is satisfied that there can be 
no such extra allowance, I will not press the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For con mt expenses of the Navy Department, namely: For rent and furni- 
ture of buildings and offices not in 3 8 55 courts-martial and 
courts of inquiry, boards of investigation, examining boards, with clerks’ and wit- 


nesses’ fees, an: traveling e and costs ; stationery and recording ; expenses 
eee me at the age cities, 8 ie furniture, 


one r ant yan y en for Saper ye beta cor 
; ' fees and cost of suits; commissions, 

FCE eee from 
shipwrecks ; quarantine expenses; care and tion of the dead; reports, 


1954 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 21, 


professional investigation, and information from abroad ; and all other emergencies 
expenses 


d extraordina: t ho: ab but impossible to be antici- 
an Fp ry 3 arising at home or abroad, but impossi an 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to amend by adding at the close of 


the paragraph just read the following: 


Provided, That hereafter all contracts for, and purchases of, coal. clothing, pro- 
visions, and supplies of whatever kind, on foreign stations, shall be made only 
after public advertisement, inviting sealed proposals for the same, by the com- 
mander of a squadron or of a Pet des the case may be, and, where oe advertise- 
ment is not practicable, then by inviting sealed proposals in writing from regular 
dealers in the commodities to be purchased, to the exclusion of middle men. The 
commander of a squadron or of a ship shall Sopon a board to pass upon these pro- 

C 


anil to accept the lowest responsible bidder, All bids and papers connected y 
with shall be immediately transmitted to the Secretary of the Navy and filed 
in the Department. 


Mr. HALE. I must make a point of order on this proposition. I 
do not wish to see this bill embarrassed by any new legislation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman wishes to offer the proposition 
at all, he had better withdraw it and offer it in connection with the 
paragraph relating to the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, which 
would be the appropriate place, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the point of order 
must be sustained 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ask the Chair to withhold his decision for 
amoment. First, let me say a word in response to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT. ] 

The reason I propose the amendment at the end of this section is 
that part of the contingent expenses are for all other emergencies and 
extraordinary expenses arising at home or abroad. I cannot attach 
it to recruiting, or to steam-engineering, or to any one of the general 
heads. Therefore I select this place for it. 

I come now to the point of order. The gentleman says it chan 
existing law. Allow me to say that my friend from Maine is proba- 
bly mistaken there. Recently my attention has been called to this 
fact, and I call the attention of my colleague on the committee from 
Indiana to what I am about to state. In reference to a gentleman 
commanding a ship off the South American coast, Commander Kirk- 
land, the question was raised whether he could exercise the authority 
intended to be conferred by this section or made the duty of officers. 
Charges were preferred against him, and he was ordered home to be 
court-martialed for exercising authority like that here contemplated. 
When he reached home there happened to be a change of administra- 
tion, and instead of being court-martialed he was placed in command 
of the ship Supply, now engaged in ing over to France American 

intended for exhibition at the Paris exposition. In this in- 
stance he asserted the right and duty as contemplated by this section 
to make purchases for his vessel, and thereby saved the sum of 8600 
to the Government of the United States. I cannot refer to the spe- 
cific naval regulation which he indicated as the ground of his action, 
but there is such a regulation under existing law giving discretion to 
the commander of a squadron or vessel to exercise or not this author- 
ity. That being under existing law, or a regulation of the Navy 
under existing law, I propose in this amendment, instead of leaving 
it a matter of discretion with the officer, to make it a positive duty 
on his part. I therefore assume, Mr. Chairman, if it is an existing 
law submitting it to his discretion, it is pertinent, and no change such 
as intended in the rule, when I make it positive. 

eu HALE. I think after that admission I need not argue the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is undoubtedly new legis- 
lation, and, whether it reduces expenditures or not, is matter of argu- 
ment, and can only be certainly determined by experience, and there- 
fore the point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the civil establishments of the several navy- $150,000. And the Secre- 
tary of the Navy is horeby directed to institute a rigid inquiry into the present 
system of the civil establishments of the different bureaus of the several navy- 
yards, to the end that the civil force employed therein may be consolidated and 


reduced at least one-half from the existing complement, and to make report thereon 
to Congress at its next regular 


Mr. HUNTON. I move to strike ont the last word. I do so, Mr. 
Chairman, for the purpose of asking my friend from Pennsylvania 
having charge of this bill to explain to me and the House why the 
necessity exists for so much larger appropriation for this item than 
was made during the last session of Con . At the last session the 
$150 Fa SRRI was 885,000 and now it is proposed to appropriate 

50,000. 


Là 

Mr. CLYMER. I thank the gentleman from Virginia for his ques- 
tion, as it enables me to explain to the committee the pending propo- 
sition. The civil establishments at the various navy-yards in differ- 
ent parts of the country have been the subject of anxious inquiry on 
tho part of the Committee on Appropriations. It is not generally 
understood, and I believe it is scarcely credible, that while there are 
in the Navy Department eight distinct bureaus there are also in each 
one of the navy-yards a clerk, usually a foreman, and generally sev- 
eral writers, representing each one of those bureaus. It is not only 
in my judgment, but in the unanimous judgment of the Committee 
on Appropriations, a monstrous abuse which has grown up and now 
continues, and for which no one now in power is responsible, During 
the last and prior fiscal years we appropriated for the payment of 
that civil force in the different navy-yards $85,000. It was grossly 


and totally inadequate for the purpose, and the present Secretary of 
the Navy has shown us of that amount from the Ist of July to the 
Ist of January, one-half of the present fiscal year, he had expended of 
the $85,000 appropriated nearly the whole amount with the exeeption 
of some $2,000, and that in order to pay this force, reduced as it could 
be under the existing law, he will require a deficiency of $70,000 for 
the remaining portion of the present fiscal year, It did not seem 
wise to the committee to appropriate a sum manifestly inadequate to 
the purpose for which it was intended, and on the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy we appropriated in this bill $150,000, 
which is about $20,000 less than the service is to cost for this fiscal 

ear. 

My friend from Virginia will observe also in this connection that 
while we make an appropriation of $150,000 we charge the Secre 
of the Navy with the duty of examining and reporting how this civil 
service at the navy-yards can be consolidated and reduced so it may 
not cost more than one-half of the stm here appropriated. We have 
done the best thing we could. We have to deal with existing facts. 
We have to pay bills which are due under the law, and therefore wo 
have 57 in this bill only the sum sufficient to carry out the 
law. I trust he is answered. 

Mr. HUNTON. Not entirely. It seems to me that this inquiry 
directed to be made by the Secretary of the Navy to correct the abuse 
of the civil establishments in the various navy-yards which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania says has grown up under former adminis- 
trations of the Government might possibly have been conducted by 
the Committee on Appropriations, so that the expenditure might be 
reduced in the next weal year instead of the fiscal year following. 

Mr. CLYMER. I will say that by Jaw as well as by practice these 
different bureaus in the nayy-yards have these civil establishments. 
I believe they are in many respects useless, but we had no power to 
reduce them. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
one question. Am I to understand that these civil establishments 
are independent of the Navy Department proper? 

Mr.CLYMER. Oh, certainly. I will present to the House and have 
published as part of my remarks a statement showing the number of 
persons employed in the civil establishments in the nhavy-xards. 

Mr.BLOUNT. I move to strike out the last word in order that I 
may make a statement in connection with the inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Virginia,[{Mr.Hunton.] The fixing of the amount of ap- 
propriation at $30,000, which as has been stated produced a deficiency, 
occurred in this way: during the first session of the Forty-fourth 
Congress the amount was reduced on the idea that we proposed to 
dispose of a portion of the navy-yards. Operations were suspended 
at quite a number of them, and the Secretary of the Navy thought 
that 880,000 was ample for the purpose. When we came to prepare 
the second bill the Secretary of the Navy thought $80,000 was sufti- 
cient, and the committee accepted that opinien and ingrafted it on 
the bill. It turned out, however, on this particular item the Secre- 
tary of the Navy was mistaken. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to state particularly in behalf of 
the inquiry directed to be made under this bill by the Secretary of 
the Navy that in my judgment if that inquiry is made fairly, as I 
have no question it will be by the Bearer, and the facts presented 
to the House, very great economy can be brought about; not only 
economy in the expense of the civil establishments but economy in 
the purchases and disbursements of public property. Just now in 
the management of the different yards of the country each one of the 
bureaus, or departments, as they are called, of the yards, has its sepa- 
rate officers, its separate employés, its separate machine-shops, its 
separate establishments, when, with anything like prudent 
ment or economy these could be consolidated and the number of civil 
employés reduced. The number of purchases aud the quantities to 
be purchased can also be materially diminished. And in this way, if 
this inquiry is properly responded to, instead of saving by the thou- 
sand you can save by the million to this country. And that I am in- 
formed 125 happened to know is the opinion of the present Secretary 
of the Navy. 

Mr. CLYMER. For the information of the committee and of the 
country I desire to state that the employés in these civil establish- 
ments consist of nineteen draughtsman, sixty-one clerks, sixty-four 
writers, and seven messengers—one hundred and fifty-one persons in 
all—at a cost of $181,594.50. That was the exact number of persons 
employed on the Ist day of January last and the exact cost. 

And, I will say just here, I do not know that the naval authorities 
are any more to blame for this excessive number of employés than 
are we politicians. The fact is that wherever there is a nayy-yard 
in this country there is a member of Congress, or there are perhaps 
more than one member of Congress outside of that navy-yard, who are 
interested in having somebody shoved upon it as a writer, a draughts- 
man, or in some other capacity; not because these peoplé will be of 
any use to the Department, but because they are of some use to some 
politician who wishes to run the Department, Ido not charge any 
one in particular in this matter. It is a common vice of this day and 
generation. But if we can come back to something like the purity 
in political morals that we profess to have had a hundred years ago 
possibly we can aid the Secretary of the Navy very largely in making 
this reform. 

The pro forma amendments were withdrawn. 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
paragraph: 

For the torpedo corps, namely: For labor, $15,000; material, $10,000; freightand 
express c $500. general 4 85 and sea-wall, $5,000 ; instruction and general 
torpedo experiments, $14,500 ; in all, $45,000. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. ; 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Insert atthe end of the paragraph the 8 

And hereafter officers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy shall be admitted to the 
classes of instruction in torpedo tactics at the station at Newport and the machine- 
shop for the manufacture and repair of torpedoes at said station shall be under the 


supervision and in charge of a chief engineer of the Navy, subject, however, tothe 
direction of the officer in charge of said station. 


Mr. CLYMER. I reserve the point of order, meanwhile desiring 
to hear the gentleman from Massachusetts explain what is the object 
of his amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. In a very few words I will ex- 

lain the object of the amendment. Heretofore the torpedo station 
Bas been in charge of the ordnance officers of the Navy. In 1869, 
when the station was established, torpedoes mainly consisted of fixed 
mines or floating torpedoes of the character of explosive shells, To- 
day the torpedo system has advanced to such a stage that ! and 
costly machinery is sometimes required to carry it out. This is sim- 
ply a proposition to direct the 2 Corps of the Navy to be in- 
structed in the use of torpedoes and in the manufacture of machinery. 
The amendinent also provides that a chief engineer of the Navy shall 
have charge of that department in the torpedo division. Now, I un- 
derstand, a civilian from outside is employed to discharge that duty. 

Mr. CLYMER. Before insisting upon the point of order, I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Harris] whether he 
has consulted with Admiral Jeffers, who has charge of this subject. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I have not had the opportunity. 

Mr. CLYMER. Then I shall insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I will say that the matter was 
brought to the attention of the Committee on Naval Affairs on Tues- 
day morning, at its last meeting, and it was considered and I was 
instructed, or rather authorized, to offer this amendment. 

Mr. CLYMER. I will merely say that in insisting upon the point 
of order I do it because I believe in so doing I am serving the public 
interest. Certainly a proposition of this kind should not be presented 
here without the sanction of Admiral Jeffers, who has had ch: of 
this branch of the public service since its inception. Ithink the best 
way to ban of it to-day is to insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. IS, of Massachusetts. I desire to say that if the Ord- 
nance Department of the Government desired to keep this subject 
under its own control I should object. I think the time bas arrived 
when engineers, officers of our Navy, should be instructed in the whole 
of naval art. And let me say that when the —_ powers of pave 
are now spending hundreds of thousands of dollars to perfect the 
torpedo machinery, it is time that the naval engineers of the United 
States should be thoroughly instructed in that branch of naval war- 
fare, and for that E ai I offer this amendment. 

Mr. WHITTHORN 2. I desire to say a word upon the point of 
order. This amendment is in the line of economy. It proposes that 
instead of employing a civilian for the discharge of this particular 
duty connected with the naval service we shall have an officer of the 
Navy detailed for that service. In making this provision we of 
course per jee with the service of a civilian, and it is therefore in 
the line o neey 

Mr, CLYMER. Isit manifest from the reading of the amendment 
that it would lead to a reduction of expenditures? It does not seem 
so to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that the last clause of the amendment provides 
that the Chief Engineer of the Navy shall have charge of the machine- 
shops instead of a civilian. 


Mr. HANNA. I desire to make one suggestion. If the effect of this | had 


amendment is to enlarge the scope or sphere of education of our na- 
val officers by the same man who has now charge of their education 
in regard to other branches of the service it seems to me that it has 
a tendency to reduce expenditures. It does not provide for a new 
teacher, but that the officer who now has charge of furnishing a cer- 
tain class of instruction shall impart instructions also in another 
branch and therefore it is in spirit at least in the direction of re- 
trenchment and economy. 

Mr. CLYMER. Does the Chair sustain the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels bound to sustain the point, and 
rules the amendment out of order. 

Mr. CLYMER. Then I have nothing more to say. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 
For nece repairs of naval laboratory, hospi and a dages, d: 
Toads, wharten Oak ouses, steam-heating plane orig iiewalky tenors 8 — 

farms, cemeteries, furniture, headmarks for graves, $20,000. 

Mr. GOODE. I desire to inquire of the gentleman who has charge 
of this bill what the estimate of the Navy artment was for these 
items? I make the inquiry because I know that at one of these hos- 
pitals at least there is a very great need for repairs. 

Mr. CLYMER. The total estimate of the Department was $51,200. 


I have from the Surgeon-General a statement that although this 
amount will not enable him to make all the repairs he would wish to 
make at the several hospitals of the country, he thinks it will be suf- 
ficient for those that are absolutely necessary. I have no doubt the 
hospital to which my friend from Virginia alludes, which I presume 
is the one at Norfolk, is specially interested in tlfisapropriation. We 
have not appropriated for any one hospital specifically. Dr. Greer is 
of the opinion, as I have said, that while he could not do all he yould 
like to do with this appropriation, yet he will be able to get along 
with the sum here appropriated, and hence we propose to appropriate 
that amount. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 


For preservation of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; purchase of materials 
and stores of all kinds; labor in navy-yards and on foreign stations ; rvation 
of materials; purchase of tools; wear, tear, and re of vessels and for 
general care and protection of the Navy in the line of construction and repair; in- 
cidental exp-nses, namely, advertising and foreign postage, $1,500,000: i 
That no portion of the sum hereby appropriated shall be used in the payment 
any other than the expenditures legally to be incurred under this appropriation. 

Mr. DANFORD. I move to amend that clanse in line 358 by strik- 
ing out the word “one” and inserting the word “two,” so as to make 
the amount $2,500,000 instead of $1,500,000. I would-ask the gentle- 
man who has charge of this bill what the estimate of the Depart- 
ment was for this bureau? 

Mr. CLYMER. The estimate of the Department was $2,500,000. 

Mr. DANFORD. I desire just to say one word. We have, by the 
2 of the Secretary of the Navy, now in process of construc- 
tion at least five ships of war, and in the provision made in this bill 
for the Bureau of Construction and Repair, by the committee, I pre- 
sume that it is proposed that those 8 shall remain in their present 
condition for another year; that in reducing the estimate of the Sec- 
retary from $2,500,000 to $1,500,000 it is not expected to make any 
p whatever on those vessels, 

ow it does seem to me thatit is bad economy to permit these ves- 
sels to remain upon the stocks for another year without work being 
done upon them. We have none too many vessels in the American 
Navy at present. We are represented, for instance, in the Asiatic 
squadron, in a region where we are attempting to introduce our com- 
merce, by only seven vessels of war flying the American flag, while 
Great Britain is represented by a squadron of more than forty vessels. 
Weare attempting to introduce our commerce and trade into the South 
American countries, and we are represented in our Sonth American 
squadron by only three vessels of war flying the flag of our conntry. 

If we expect to increase our commerce we must increase our Navy; 
we must be represented in those countries by some evidences of the 
power of the General Government. In my judgment it is good econ- 
omy, it is in the line of real economy, to carry on the work upon 
these vessels now in process of construction, rather than to permit 
bre to lie on the stocks for another year without any work upon 
them. 

Mr. CLYMER. I rise to oppose the amendment, and I do it for rea- 
sons which I will state. For the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1877, 
we actually appropriated for this purpose $1,750,000; by implication 
$200,000 in addition was granted. If anybody desires to know how, I 
willexplain. Therefore the exact amount of pae atthe disposal of 
the Bureau of Construction and Repair for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1877, was $1,950,000, by direct and constructive appropriation. 

Now, sir, this Bureau of Construction and Repair and the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering are the two bureaus of the Navy, which are in a 
deplorable and di ful condition. I use these words advisedly 
and meaning them in their widest scope. 

The deficiency indebtedness of the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair on the Ist day of July last was $1,436,156.23. Between the 3d 
and 10th days of March last, that interval which exists when an old 
administration goes out and a new one comes in, there were made by 
the late Secretary of the Navy under this Bureau of Construction and 
Repair, contracts amounting to $2,133,642, for which no 5 

been made, and for which there was no warrant of law. Those 
contracts were suspended by the present Secretary of the Navy so 
soon as he came into office. Therefore the constructive indebtedness 
of that bureau is $3,539,798.23. 

There is this astounding fact in connection with the appropriations 
which we made last year for this bureau, amounting to $1,950,000 ; 
that for lumber alone the sum of $560,052.75 was paid, and among the 
deficiency items of the same year there are bills for lumber amount- 
ing to $279,823.31, which are unpaid; thus showing that during the 
year ending on the last day of June, 1877, lumber was purchased to 
the amount of $839,076.06. 

This was done notwithstanding the fact that in the last Congress 
in debate here and elsewhere it was confessed that at that time we 
had more lumber than was necessary for the wants of the American 
Navy for ten years tocome. Nearly one-third of the money really 
appropriated last year for the Bureau of Construction and Repair was 
applied to the purchase of lumber that was not needed, although dur- 
ing that very fiscal year we had appropriated the sum of $200,000 to 
preserve the lumber theretofore purchased, which was rotting in the 
several navy-yards of this country. 

Mr. GOODE. And is rotting now. 

Mr. CLYMER. Yes, and is rotting to-day. I say that no honest 
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man can look at this account and feel otherwise than that an outrage 
and a wrong have been committed by some one for some p $ 
and I will not name either the man or the 33 but leave the 
committee and the country to judge whom I mean and to what I 
allude. Isay that if the money appropriated last year had been legit- 
imately app 
those unfinished men-of-war spoken of by my friend from Ohio, [ Mr. 
Danrdrp.] As to these vessels being of any special benefit to the com- 
merce of this country, I disa with that gentleman. They are iron- 
clads of the la size and to be mounted with guns of the heav- 
iest caliber. en finished they will be admirable and effective for 
defense; but with them we can never venture to sea, and with them 
we can never show our flag in the far-off corners of the earth, which 
seems to be so desirable to him and others. 

I believe that this whole system of ci, iron-clads is a mis- 
take, and that it will be so proved. I believe that the future Navy 
of this country should consist of a fleet of vessels which shall be so 
lightly armored that with sufficient power they will be as fleet as 
any clipper ships, I believe that with a sufficient number of such 
vessels, say twenty or thirty, we will be more powerful to strike a 
blow at any nation which may attack us than we will be if we go on 
constracting Bent iron-clads to the extent of millions of tonnage. 

What we want in the future is enough of fast clipper ships to 
enable us either to attack or show our heels, so that if we are at war 
with England or with any other power we can strike a blow at their 
commerce, which is their life-blood. England can afford to lose any 
number of iron-clads; but let the American Navy, consisting of ves- 
‘sels like the Alabama, for instance, strike her upon every sea where 
her commerce floats, and we will bring her to terms more quickly 
than if we should sink all the iron-clads in her navy. 

Therefore I am not particularly anxious that any great sum of 
money shall be appropriated to finish these t iron-clads now on 
the stocks. I am satisfied that the amount which we ee to give 
this year to the Bureau of Construction and Repair will be amply 
sufficient for the actual repair of all the vessels of our Navy. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLYMER. I want one minute more. 

Mr. BANKS. Go on; there is no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will take the floor and yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLYMER. For the necessary We of the vessels of our Navy, 
I have, after connection with Commodore Easby, who has charge of 
the bureau, arrived at the conclusion that the sum named will be suffi- 
cient. I will say for the information of the committee that there is 

t doubt whether we should finish these iron-clads or not. One of 
them, the Puritan, which was intended to be the monster ship of her 
kind afloat, has been discovered, by a commissioner appointed by the 

Secretary of the Navy, to be so y constructed that when launched 
she will be so little above the water that she will be useless, and that 
she must be cut in two and lengthened so as to give her greater dis- 

lacement, or her turrets must be decreased in size so as to decrease 
er weight and thus raise her out of the water. 

sa HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Of what vessel is the gentleman 
8 ng. 

Piir, CLYMER. The Puritan. And so it may be with the other 
vessels, We propose not to appropriate another dollar for finishing 
these vessels until there has been a survey and a report in re to 
each of them by a commission to be appointed by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mi. CALKINS. How much have these vessels cost ? 

Mr. CLYMER. I cannot tell yon; but I will say that during the 
last eight years, from 1869 down to and 2 y the fiscal year 
1877, there has been appropriated to the Bureau of Construction and 
Repairs the enormous sum of $43,180,000. 

. CALKINS. Where has that money gone? 

Mr. CLYMER. He isa wiser man than I am who can tell where 
this enormous sum has gone. During the same period there was ap- 
propriated to the Bureau of Steam Engineering $13,937,500. These 
two bureaus, under which all our v are constructed and kept in 
order, have, during the last eight years, spent $57,117,500. In view of 
this profuse expenditure of money with so little to show for it in the 
way of vessels of war, is it not time for us to determine that, if we 
are to go on with the construction of naval vessels, it shall be done 
under specific legislative enactment ? 

ur 'ALKINS. What have we to show now for all this expendi- 
ture 

Mr. CLYMER. We have a lot of hulks scattered upon the oceans 
of the earth, which are discreditable to us as a nation. 

Mr. MCCOOK. In what respect are they discreditable ? 

Mr. CLYMER. In strength,in armament, in speed, in almost every- 
thing that goes to make up a creditable navy. 

Mr.McCOOK. Can the gentleman name one vessel in our squadrons 
that is discreditable to the Navy ? 

Mr. CLYMER. Yes, sir. Take the e ppkn. for instance; I 
do not know where she is now; but I have the report here. 

Mr. McCOOK. If our Navy is in a discreditable condition, we 
would like to hear about it. 

Mr. CLYMER. It is in a discreditable condition, according to the 
confession of officers of the Navy themselves. 

Mr. McCOOK. I have never heard of that. 


Mr. CLYMER. My friend should read the testimony of Admiral 
Porter taken before the Naval Committee. 

Mr. McCOOK. Admiral Porter is too good a sailor to stand before 
any committee of this House and draw invidious comparisons between 
the Navy of the United States and that of any other government on 


ed a vast amount of work might have been done upon | earth 


Mr.CLYMER. Evidently the gentleman has not read the testimony. 

Mr. McCOOK. I have talked with sailors as good as he. 

Mr. HAYES. Do the committee recommend that these vessels shall 
be finished? 

Mr. CLYMER. Only on condition that after a survey and exam- 
eer a board of officers shall report that it is advisable to finish 
em. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to mp to one observation of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. He said a few moments ago, in reply to a remark 
of mine, that I must be a wiser man than he if I could tell where 
this money had all gone. I only want to reply that the gentleman 
has a reputation through the country as the “ great congressional 
explorer,” and if he cannot tell where the money has gone I give it 


up. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I desire to call attention to the 
fact that these iron-clads now on the stocks and awaiting further ap- 
propriations for their completion are old vessels; that is to say they 
were originally wooden vessels, most of which served the conntry in 
time of war, and which are now being rebuilt wholly of iron, frames 
and all, I am not sure, but I think the expenditures upon them have 
not exceeded $3,000,000 since their keels were laid under coutract, as 
they were about to be built of iron. When the gentleman talks of 
the immense cost of these vessels and speaks of $40,000,000 havin 
been expended by the Government in this direction, I think it we 
for the House to understand that the vessels are being rebuilt of 
iron, and when finished will be new vessels, not old ones—new in 
every particular, They are the only large vessels formidable for coast 
defense which this Government will possess. 

1 would not finish them unless they were to be valuable and useful 
vessels for that purpose. It seems to me, in view of the fact we have 
no iron-clad vessel to compare at all with the vessels of the other 
powers, it is well for us to consider whether they should not be fin- 
ished. We have fifteen light-draught monitors, but no heavy ones. 

Mr, BANKS. The formal amendment I understand is withdrawn 
and I renew it. I wish to say a word, Mr. Chairman, not upon the 
condition of the Navy but the manner in which its work is done, for 
upon that I have spoken many times in this Honse. One cause of 
the expense of the Navy and of the very large amount expended to 
little account is the manner in which our navy-yards are at present 
organized. There are in every navy-yard in the country six or eight 
small navy-yards, as each one of the bureaus in the Navy Depart- 
ment has a distinct and sepais representative in each one of the 
navy-yards, and there are different kinds of work going on under 
these different bureaus in the same navy-yard. It has been the cause 
of the most wasteful expenditure of the public money, and on that 
account ae, more than it should cost and more than it costs any 
other ship-bnilders in the world to construct our vessels. This is one 
of the things the Naval Committee should change or we can never 
reduce our PATATE to that sum which is expended by other govern- 
ments or 82 15 mlders. 

Mr. CL R. Let me say to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
we have attempted to provide in this very bill for that very thing, 
but when the subject was under consideration in committee he was 
not present. 

Mr. BANKS. Iam speaking of the cause of the large expenditure 
on the part of the Government in our navy-yards. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania asked a moment ago where all this money has 
gone. I reply, without attributing fraud to any one or to any officer 
of the Government, that an immense proportion of it has gone to 
these independent and separate bureaus, in the way in which they 
have been carried on, each one considering itself to be independent 
and separate from every other bureau, each purchasing its machinery 
and material and keeping up a separate and distinct equipment of 
men and clerks. Such a system, as a matter of course, results in det- 
riment to the economical administration of our navy-yards. That is 
one cause of the oa expenditure. 

Now I have heard this same speech made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania this morning for nearly thirty years. It is always 
made by the party out of power, and the expenditures and the con- 
duct of the Ad Department are always defended by the party in 

wer. When the Oregon question came up the Navy was attacked 
in precisely the same way in which it has this morning by the 

entleman from Pennsylvania, and was defended on that occasion by 
Colonel Benton, whose speech was circulated all over the country. 
It was defended on that occasion precisely upon the statement of 
facts which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has offered to-day in 
his attack upon our naval establishment. When we were entering 
into the controversy with Great Britain in regard to Oregon the Gov- 
ernment was then censured because it was not in a condition to go 
to war in case it was forced upon us, and Colonel Benton defended 
the Government by stating that it had on hand all the materials, 
although not in form yet ready to put in the shape of vessels. I be- 
lieve the best eee a government like ours can make is to 
have on hand the means of building vessels, with navy-yards prop- 
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erly organized for the purpose; to have the materials ready at hand 
to be put together at a moment's notice in case war should break ont 
and vessels should be needed in defense of the country. 

Therefore when the gentleman has stated as an objection the large 
accumulation of materials on hand to enter into the construction of 
vessels he has stated the very best defense of the Navy Department 
made now or heretofore. But, sir, I do not rise for the purpose of 
making an apology for anybody or to condemn anybody, but to say 
thatin my Pl fa A it is necessary in order that the Government may 
have economical work done at all these navy-yards, to provide for 
-their reorganization in reference especially to manner and means by 
which the work is to be done, as well as to secure capable and honest 
men in their management. i 

[Here the hammer as t 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. reference to the last remark made by the 

ntleman from Massachusetts, that reorganization of the navy-yards 
is necessary, let me state I had the honor a while ago to speak ona 
proposition emanating from this committee in that regard. Formy- 
self I will also state that I have introduced for the consideration of 
this House a bill looking directly to that object. I appreciate the 
difficulties the gentleman has stated—no one more than myself appre- 
ciates those difficulties—but there remains behind and beyond all the 
Seeker has stated the patent fact alleged by the gentleman from 

ennsylvapia, that the immense expenditures made are not alone for 
yards and docks, not alone for the Bureau of Steam Engineering, but 
333 for construction and repairs, the latter amounting, and 

speak in round numbers, since 1869 to over $60,000,000 in money. 
In addition to all that millions upon millions of property have been 
bartered and exchanged, and when my friend from Pi lvania 
states he could not tell what has become of it, I will only add that 
no one can find ont what has become of it, because no one can tell in 
what manner and by what means this immense proportion of prop- 
erty has been di of. When, however, the committees of the 
House charged with the investigation into those subjects submit their 
reports, we may then have brought to the knowledge of the House a 
precise statement of the disposition of all that property. 
But what, sir, is the condition of the American Navy to-day? When 
Admiral Porter and other officers spoke of its condition during the 
last Congress, and it was not a flattering one, I dare say it will be 
officially shown to this House those gentlemen even then drew a rose- 
colored picture of the Navy and that it is worse off than they stated. 
Right here, and pertinent to this very question, I hold in my hand a 
statement of facts brought out in the report of the board of survey 
to complete the Benicia. It was alleged some $60,000 was necessary 
to complete that vessel at Mare Island. When they went to that 
vessel and examined her timbers they found that at the bottom of 
the vessel it was of the character of the pieces I hold in my hand, 
[holding up several decayed pieces of wood 

And to-day they have to suspend work. Although I venture tosay 
the report made by the chief constructor estimated an amount of prob- 
ably $60,000 to complete the Benicia, yet it is now to-day or within 
the last three weeks discovered that it will take three times, four 
times, five times that amount to complete and perfect that ship. In 
that condition of things, and when one or two boarda have reported 
that the Paritan was so badly designed—and that reflects not so much 
on the constractor as it may on the officers of the Navy Department— 
that when she was about to be launched recently, the oflicers deter- 
mined she could not float, and a second board was called, which deter- 
mined on certain alterations being made by which she might be fitted 
for the public service. With these facts I submit to you and to the 
House that we ought not to ee any sum of money beyond 
that which is actually demanded by the present necessities of the 
service until a full, fair, honest review and survey.of the condition 
of the Navy can be had and made. 

And I will state, according to my private information, the present 
heads of Departments, under the order of the Secretary of the Navy, 
are determined to make that survey, and whatever the real facts and 
the real truth may be about the condition of the Navy they are de- 
termined the country shall know it. And in view of the facts to 
which I have incidentally referred, I say the truth ought to be known 
by the country before we appropriate any large sum of money for 
this purpose. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that for one I believe in maintainin 
as perfect and as complete and as efficient a Navy as the commercia 
and industrial interests and the honor of the United States may de- 
mand; and I trust if I shall do nothing else as an humble member of 
this House, I will in my efforts in that direction do something for the 
public good. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

_ Mr. BANKS. Ido not rise, Mr. Chairman, to throw any obstacle 
in the way of any investigation as to the past career of the Navy or 
its present condition. That, however, is rather the work for an in- 
vestigating committee than an appropriation committee. What we 
look for from the Appropriations Committee is what is necessary for 
the future. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE.. That is all Iwas doing. I was stating what 
was the work of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. BANKS. We want to know from the Appropriations Commit- 
tee what is necessary for the future. Now, in the present condition 
of the world, of which this country is certainly an important part, 


there is nothing more self-evident than that we should be ready to 
take such a position as we might be required to take; and if the 
time is not distant when we shall be obliged on the seas of the world 


to defend our flag and our maritime rights we should at least be pre- 
paring for that. 

Now I do not see in this bill any preparation or anything that looks 
to a preparation of that kind. If there is anything discreditable in 
the management of the Navy Department I see it in this proposition 
to appropriate $1,000,000 for the use of the Navy for the repair of its 
ships and the carrying on of its work for the ensuing year. That is 
not such an appropriation as the Navy ought to require. 

And then in regard to the condition of the Navy, have the gentle- 
men no testimony to cite except that of Admiral Porter? Is every 
gentleman of the Naval Committee limited to a repetition of what 
Admiral Porter has said in to the condition of the Navy? 
And does the gentleman from Tennessee and other gentlemen af that 
committee not remember what was said by Admiral Porter when he 
was en in the defense of this country to the officer of the Arm 
with whom he was every day and every hour in confidential au 
friendly intercourse? And does not the gentleman and every other 
gentleman know that the opinions of the Admiral were not accepted 
by the country as true in that regard! 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Thirty or forty of the most distinguished 
officers of the United States Navy concur in that opinion, commenc- 
ing wih Commodore Nichols, Commander Meade, and others. 

. BANKS. I do not undertake to dispute anything said by any- 
body in regard to the condition of the Navy. I ask that these gen- 
tlemen give us something that is adequate to the preparation of this 
country for naval service for this year and for years to come; and I 
do not think this sum of $1,000,000 is sufficient for that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I renew the amendment. 

While I am perfectly willing. to support the bill as reported by the 
committee, I should be very gaa to see an additional appropriation 
made for this purpose. But I do not rise especially to discuss that 
question. I want to say this: while tlemen may hurl back and 
forth on this floor accusations against the past or present ini 
tration of the Navy, I want to the attention of the House to the 
fact that if the American Navy is in a bad condition, and it certainly 
is, it is the Congress of the United States upon whom the blame must 
fall, from 1868 down to this hour. In 1868, when Secretary Welles 
made his report toward the close of his administration, he warned 
Congress and the country that without special action and a special 
appropriation the American Navy must degenerate and go ont of 
existence, and since that day there never has been a special appro- 
priation by Congress except to build eight small sloops of war, none 
of which exceed five hundred tons, I believe. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Except the Trenton. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. The Trenton was built ont of the 

neral appropriation. And the Congress of the United States will 

ave to wake up very soon and recognize the fact that we have no 
Navy worthy of the name, and we never can have until we adopt 
some policy and some system by which from year to year we can 
spend certain specific sums of money upon new vessels made in 
accordance with the present system of the art of naval architecture. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The question being taken on Mr. Daxronb's amendment, it was 
not a to, 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

Naval Academy: 

For pay of 2 and others: For two professors, (heads of departments,) 
namely, one of drawing and one of modern languages, at $2,500 each, $5,000 ; three 
a namely, one of physics, (assistant,) one of chemistry, and one of Span- 

ish, at $2,200 each ; seven assistant professors, namely, four of French, two of Eng- 

lish studies, history, and laws, and one of drawing, at $1,800 each; swordmaster, 
at $1,500, and two assistants, at $1,000 cach ; boxing-master and gymnast, at $1,200; 
and assistant librarian, at $1,400; three clerks to Superintendent, at $1,200, $1,000, 
and $800 respectively; one clerk to commandant of cadets, $1,000; one clerk to 
paymaster, $1,000; one apothecary, $750; one baker, $600; one messman, $228 ; one 
cook, $325.50; one messenger to Superintendent, $600; one armorer, $529.50; one 
gunner's mate, $469.50; and one quarter-gunner, $409.50; one cockswain, $469.50; 
one seaman in the department of, seamanship, one seaman in the department of 
astronomy, and one seaman in the department of physics and chemistry, at 89.50 
each; one bandmaster, $523; twenty-one first-class musicians, at $48 each ; seven 
second-class musicians, at $300 each ; in all, $50,718. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise for the purpose of obtaining a little informa- 
tion. I would like to make an inquiry of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. I find a provision in line 401, “ one seaman in the . mri 
ment of astronomy.” Do they sail much in that department? While 
Iam about it I should like also to know what is the reason that there 
is a provision made for “one seaman in the department of physics 
and chemistry.” Cannot one seaman attend both to the astronomy 
and chemistry ? 

Mr. CLYMER. The object of that provision is to enable the de- 

artment to employ an ordinary seaman who may be employed at a 
lowes rate than if they employod some outsider. They, of course, 
appoint some intelligent seaman. 

Mr. BUTLER. They detail a seaman? 

Mr. CLYMER. They detail him; but they pay him additional pay 
for = 8 of this 5 2 Rage ep ee 80 
explained by who has ¢ Nav emy. 

Mr. BUTLER. All nal aye 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For pay of employés in the department of steam-enginery : For machinist, at $3 
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per day; one machinist, one blacksmith, one boiler-maker, one pattern-maker, one 
molder, at $2.50 per diem each; and two at $1.50 per diem each, $6,752.50. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to amend that paragraph by striking 
out in line 436 the words “three dollars” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words“ three dollars and fifty cents.” Also, to strike out in line 
438 “two dollars and fifty cents” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
three dollars.” Also, in line 439 to strike out “$1.50” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ two dollars.” 

The C Those amendments will be considered sepa- 
rately, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will state that the object of my amend- 
ments is this: if I am correctly informed it will simply put the pay 
back to what it now is. This is really a reduction proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that being the case I beg leave to 
submit to the committee that these machinists and other mechanics 
are really instructors employed to instruct the cadets. My friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLymMER] has no doubt been in machine- 


7 5 
r. CLYMER. I have. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. If he has, he knows that these parties em- 

ployed there are the instructors of the boys who are oe educated 

‘or the engineer department of the Navy. They go as do the officers 
to these mechanics and call upon them to work, to show how the 
machinery operates and how it is made. These mechanics while so 
employed are worthy of the pay they have heretofore received under 
the law, that being their peculiar office or duty. I would like to 
arrest the attention of my friend from Iowa, [Mr. PRICE,] who spoke 
yesterday for the laboring-men, to this question. I do not think that 
while we are resisting propositions of reductions or reform of pay that 
we should attempt to cut down here where the laborer is interested. 

Mr. CLYMER, I will merely state that this pa ph is based 
upon the same scale of reduction 3 7 85 5 to all preceding appropria- 
tions in this bill. It was thought but just and right that if all the 
Government establishments were to be reduced in their expenditures, 
it was only reasonable that there should be such reduction in the 
w of mechanics in this department as is warranted by the con- 
dition of the affairs of the country and the fall in prices generally. 
These gentlemen cannot command any higher wages in the first ma- 
chine-shops of the country, and I believe that they are satisfied with 
the scale of wages which it is proposed to give them; some at $2.50 a 
day and some at $1.50 a day. The man who gets $2.50 a day is satis- 
fied with it. Of course it would not displease him if we raised it to 
the old rate. The fact appeals to his common sense that there must 
be a reduction, and this is not an excessive reduction. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say one word upon this question, if it is 
not too late. 

Mr. CLYMER. I have no objection at all, of course. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not know that the proposition reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations is correct or not, butif it is a reduction 
of pay below that which the ordinary mechanic gets it is not good 
nollie for the Government to make it. 

Mr. CLYMER. I would suggest to the gentleman that it is not as 
low as mechanics of the same grade receive outside. It is higher, as 
I have already stated. 

Mr. BANKS. It is higher? 

Mr. CLYMER. Yes. 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly it is good policy for the Government to 
employ the best men it can obtain and keep them in employment. 

Mr. CLYMER. I quite agree with the gentleman as to that. 

Mr. BANKS. This is one of the reforms that should be made in the 
service of the Government. It should employ in its shops the best 
mechanics on the face of the earth and keep them in employment and 
it should pay them good wages, but not excessive wages. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The pay paid to these mechanics now is 
under the wages paid to the same class of employés at the different 
navy-yards of the country, and I venture to submit to the House that 
the positions of these men is quite as important as that of those em- 
pors in the navy-yards who receive from. $3 to $5 a day, a foreman 
For instance. 

Mr. BANKS. That is true. i 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. These men, in addition to doing mechanical 
duties, have to show these young boys the machinery; how the dif- 
ferent materials are made, and how the machinery is worked. 

Mr. BANKS. It is good policy for the Government to pay these 
men well, and this is a good time for the Government to expend this 
money. Whoever may be responsible for the present condition of the 
country, there can be no question that it is a most unhappy condition; 
that there are many thousands and hundreds of thousands of laborers 
out of employment. Business is depressed everywhere, and employ- 
ment is difficult, if not impossible, to be obtained. This is a time 
when the Government should put good men at work in this branch 
of the service, where their employment is absolutely indispensable for 
the good of the service. I hope the committee will sustain the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CLYMER. This clause is precisely similar to other clauses in 
regard to other departments, and I hope it will not bechanged. We 
have in this clanse fixed the rate of wages higher than is paid else- 
where in the country for the same kind of service. It . no 
good purpose to increase the rate; it will not help the institution one 
ota; it will help nobody, and will be simply an expression of tho 


crude idea of giving more w. than these men should receive, a 
mere 1 X. I trust the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. ITTHORNE. Let the question be taken on all my amend- 
ments together. 

1 8 was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 39, 
noes 76. 

No further count being called for, the amendments were not agreed 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


For expenses of the Board of Visitors to the Naval $ gere, 
That each member of the Board of V. . 8 isht cen 
Per ans = Kare inir be pins by fee 93 direct route n — * tho 

a rei n receive xpenses uring 
— — — N 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to strike ont the proviso in the para- 
graph just read. I understand that this proviso is not at all in har- 
mony with the provision relating to visitors to West Point. We have 
passed the West Point Military Academy bill, and there is no such 
1 in that bill regulating the mileage and per diem of the 

of Visitors. 

Mr. CLYMER. I beg pardon of the 
the same provision in the West Point 
from that. 

Mr. DURHAM. Thad charge of the West Point bill, and I will 
state to the gentleman that this provision is precisely the same as the 
one in the West Point bill. ; 

Mr. CLYMER. And it is a wise provision. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will ask a vote on my amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr, CALKINS. I move toamend the paragraph just read by strik- 
ing out “eight” and inserting “five” before the word “cents” in the 
clause relating to mileage. 

Mr. CLYMER. Ihave no objection to that. [After a pause,] Still I 
think it would be an undue discrimination between the two national 
institutions if one Board of Visitors should receive eight cents a mile 
mileage and the other only five cents. It is a small amount, and there 
is even a smaller number of visitors to the Naval Academy than to the 
West Point Academy. I hope the clause will remain as it is, 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. CALKINS, and 
it was not a to; upon a division, ayes 12, noes not counted. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

Marine Corps: 
For pay of officers of the Marine Corps, as follows: One colonel commandant, 
panied r ot $4500; Sia haaay 771 ono rg Pry ana in- 
A nartermaster, ymaster, ; four m N one 
assistant quarte , $2,700; twenty-one captains, $49,140; 9 a first lleuten- 
rt $54,750; twenty-one second lieutenants, $29,540; one brigadicr-general, (re. 
tired list,) $4,125; one lieutenant-colonel, (retired list,) $3,000 ; three majors, (retired 
list,) $7,500; one assistant quartermaster, (retired list.] $2,100; three captains, (re- 
tired list.) $4,455; one first lieutenant, (re Ust.) $1,125 ; two second lieutenants, 
(retired list,) $2,100; one leader of the band, $948; one sergeant-major, one quar- 
hundred sad forty norgeants, ELAN one lrandred and elehie corporate, S8 00: 
thi: miusicians. 89,986; ninety-six ‘drummers and fifers’ $17,136. yeaa het 
five hundred privates, $270,000; ten clerks and two m 
8 Bae te n 
shall be b int 


that grade shall be rest to his place in the 
shall be made to the grade of captamn until the num 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to strike out the last paragraph of the 
clause just read, as follows: 

And that no more promotions shall be made to the grade of captain until the 
number is reduced to twenty. 

I desire to say that I am prepared to vote for all necessary reduc- 
tions of the foree whenever the committee which has charge of the 
subject shall come in here with a precise statement, so that it may be 
properly discussed. I would ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
why it 1s that paanan are to be cut off as here proposed ? 

Mr. CLY . I will explain to the gentleman. By the present 
law the number of captains in the Marine Corps is limited to twenty. 
The committee propose that one of the quartermasters now employed 
shall be reduced to the rank of captain, and that will increase the 
number of captains to twenty-one. By law the number of captains 
is limited to twenty, and we therefore provide that there shall be no 
more promotions to the eof area until the number is reduced 
to twenty. Ithink with that explanation the gentleman will not 
insist upon his amendment, 

Mr. CALKINS. With that explanation I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For provisions, (for the Marine Corps,) $78,000. 5 

Mr. BUTLER. Can the gentleman in charge of this bill tell me 
what is the value of the ration in the marine service ? 

Mr. CLYMER. It is twenty-three cents, the same as the Army 
ration. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For forage for public horses and horses belonging to field and staff officers, $4,000. 


Mr. BUTLER. What occasion has a Marine Corps officer for a 
horse? They usually command men who serve on rd ships or 
together navy-yards, where there are never more than a hundred 


ntleman; there is precisely 
ill; this provision is copied 


ther. What occasion has a Marine Corps officer for a horse? 
r. WILLIS, of New York. There are horse marines. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. CLYMER. Yes, to start with, they are horse marines, as is well 
known. But really, as the gentleman knows, the marines are em- 


ployed at the different navy-yards of the country chiefly, rather than 
at sea. They are constantly on duty, and the officers are mounte:l. 
They are a sort of Government police. We know that there are a 
large number of this Marine Corps in town here, and they are by law 
allowed a certain number of horses and forage. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to say this: an Army officer has his horse 
while he is employed on staff duty and while he is here in the city, 
because, as the General of the Army says, he must be ready to go into 
the field at once, and to go mounted if required. Now, if the marines 
are called upon to “ go into the field,” that means to go on board ship, 
and the horses are left behind, [Laughter.] I know there are a 
brigadier-general and a colonel and lientenant-colonels and staff offi- 
cers of the Marine Corps. Now, there never were more than six or 
seven hundred marines together, even during the war, when they 
were called together in a battalion. There is no occasion for a brig- 
adier-geueral of marines, and in my judgment there is no occasion at 
all that can possibly be stated for horses for marine officers. Even 
if they are mounted police, they police nothing on earth but a navy- 
yard, which does not contain more than ten acres, And yet it is pro- 
pored here to appropriate $4,000 for forage for public horses and 

orses belonging to the officers of the Marine Corps. Now, four 
thousand dollars’ worth of hay and grain ought to keep a great many 
horses. I venture to say that there are not five horses in use by the 
Marine Corps, except as carriage-horses for pleasure pu s. Lam 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of proceeding with the 
consideration of the bill granting pensions to certain soldiers of the 
Mexican and other wars. < 

Mr. WILSON. I understand that the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. HENDEE] is willing that the House shall take up this afternoon 
the bill which I proposed to take up yesterday, to distribute the award 
of the Mexican mixed commission. 

Mr. HENDEE. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON I 
has stated to me that the bill to which he refers is very important; 
and I have assented that he shall bring it up, provided the bill for 
the formation of a District government does not lose its place; other- 
wise I prefer to goon. If the House is willing to give the gentleman 
from West Virginia the remainder of this afternoon, I have no objec- 
tion; but I do not assent to the bill of the gentleman frem Alabama 
being taken up in place of the District bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, 
there were—ayes 78, noes 101. 

Mr. WILSON called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, Henper, and Mr. Hewrrr of Ala- 
bama, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 109. 

Mr. ELLIS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
97, nays 118, not voting 76 ; as follows: 


not strenuous about this matter; but I do not want our friends on YRAS—9. 

the other side to insist that they are 8 out all the economy Aiken, Elam Ligon, Slemons, 

that is practicable when they propose in their bill an expenditure of | Banning, lis, Luttrell, Smith, William E. 
this kind. Bell, Felton, ana Southard, 

Mr. CLYMER. Has my friend from Massachusetts any amendment nem 7 Meck Boares, 
to offer? If he has and will show tliat it should be adopted, it will | Plount, F Manning, Springer, 
be flohig aren ow to the Committee on Appropriations. Boone, Martin, Stenger, 

. BUTLER. I yoted just now to ee certain e of laborers | Bright, Mayham, Throckm: 
fifty cents more per day than the bill proposes; but gentlemen on Cage John W. S Neoni PA he ucagi BW 
the other side voted me down by what was substantially a party | Caldwell, W. P. Goode, Morrison, 8 
vote. I only want to call attention now to the fact that the addi- | Carlisle, Gunter, Muldrow, Vance, 
tional fifty cents a day for those poor laborers would not amount to bo ery r Ct ge Muller, Waddell, 
so much as it costs to feed one of these horses for one of these officers. | Clarke of Kentucky FC Wales’ 
I have said all I wish to say. I have done my duty, and the com- | Clymer, "Hartzell ” Ben, e Whitthorne, 
mittee will do theirs. Cobb, Henry, Reagan, Wiggin 

Mr. CLYMER. The amount appropriated for this item last year | Collins, D Rey Williams, Jere N 
was $5,000. I required these officers to present their accounts, which | Crittenden, * Robbins, vaen 
showed that they had spent for this purpose during the last year only | Culberson, House, Roberts, Wright, 
3 an all that the pal ga en 2 spend. There- Pibrell- ee Robert Yeates. 

ore, instead of appropriatin „000, as was done last year, we pro- , 

pose in this bill ihe triate only 4,000, I have done all that 1 Se F 

could in this matter. If the gentleman wishes to offer an amend- NAYS—118. 

ment, and can show it ought to be adopted, I will assent to it. We} Alärich Dataa Rice, William W 
have made already a reduction of 20 per cent. Bacon, Davis, Horace Jones, John S. Ro ba Milton & 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. Bagley, Deering, yes, Ryan, 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the committee rise and report the bill | Baker, John H. . Denison, r Sampson, 
to the House. eon William H. Doky Relgntag, Sepp, * 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will allow this | Banks, Dwight, Killinger, D 
bill to be laid aside, so that the Committee of the Whole may go on | Bayne, es, Landers, Smith, A. Herr 
with the bill granting pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican and | Bicknell, een Lathrop, Starin, 
other wars. Bouck, tt, Freon Saane John W 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire that we shall get through this bill in the | Bragg, Evans, I. Newton Loring, Stone, Joseph C. 
a 4 and must insist on my motion. Brena tea 3 Thog D 

e motion was agreed to. ohn 1 . N 

The committee 9 rose; and the Speaker having resumed 5 ET . — — A 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole | Buriick, A eal, Townsend, M. I. 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. | Batler, Hanna, Oliver, Van Vi 
No. 3822) making appropriations for the naval service for the year 9 pate ONeill, g 
ending June 30, 1879, nnd for other pu and had directed him Campbell Harris. Benj. W. e Warner 
to report the same without amendment, and with a recommendation | Cannon, ; Haskell, Patterson, G. W. Watson, 
that it pass. Claflin, Hayes, Peddie, Welch, 

The bill was ordered to be en d for a third reading; and being | Clark, 123 alt 1 
engrossed, was accordingly the third time, and passed. 88 Honders Pound Williams, Richard . 

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | Covert, Hewitt, Abram S. Price, Willits, 
possed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the or . omsiien 83 guma i Wren. 
table. pa, 

; Cutler, Hungerford, Reed, 
The latter motion was agreed to. t 
NOT VOTING— 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Acklen, po, Jorgensen, Rice, Americus V. 

Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | Atkins, Davis, Joseph J, Kelley, Rol.inson, George D. 
that the comntitteo had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 83 t Beni oe Etana 8 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: Blair 9 Evins, Sohn H. Keane Sel jellies 

An act (H. R. No.3721) to remove the political disabilities of Robert | Bland, Ewing, Lapham, Sexton, ` 
H. Chilton. Boyd, Freeman, Marsh, Sinnickson, 

Mr. RAINEY, rom the same committee, reported that the com- | Browne, Gugel Naas Sen 
mittee had exan ined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of | Bundy, Ganse, McMahon, Swann, 
the following tiile; when the Speaker signed the same: Bureba Gibson, or. 

Joint resoluticn (S. No. 21) filling an existing vacancy in the Board | Cabell, Harris, John T. Morgan, Veeder, 
of Regents of tlie Smithsonian Institution. 85 Bad wonton Williains, AS. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. Caswell, H er, Patterson, T. M. Williams, Andrew 

Mr. HENDEE. I call for the regular order, with the view of having ptr vt A penne . — wis ri a 
the House resume the consideration of the unfinished business, the | Cook Hunter, Pridemore, Wi 
bill for the establishment of a permanent form of government for the | Cox, Samuel S. Jones, Frank Pugh, 


District of Columbia. 


` Young. 
So the House refused to go into Committee of the Whole. 
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the vote, 

Mr. C of Kentucky, said: My colleague, Mr. MCKENZIE, 
is paired with Mr. BUNDY. If present, Mr. MCKENZIE would vote 
“ay” and Mr. BUNDY would vote “ no.” 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired generally with Mr. HUNTER. If he were 
here, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. Ross, is paired with Mr. 


Warre, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. STEELE. My co! Mr. Davis, who is absent by leave of 
the House, if present, would vote in the affirmative. 


Mr. FINLEY. My colleague, Mr. EWING, is paired with the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. Watson. If he were here, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am informed that my colleague, Mr. ATKINS, is 
detained at his room by illness. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague, Mr. STEPHENS, is paired with Mr. 
CHITTENDEN, of New York. 

Mr. FULLER. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. SEXTON, who 
would vote in the negative, while I would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. McCOOK. I am paired with Mr. EvIxs, of South Carolina. If 
he were here, he would vote “ ay” and I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. BOYD. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. KNAPP. 

Mr. PAGE moved the reading of the names be dispensed with. 

The motion was a l to. 


Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, who is absent on ac- 
count of sickness, is paired with Mr. PuGu, of New Jersey. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. EDEN. I move the House do now adjourn. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report on the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River, at or near Lexington, Mis- 
souri; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ISSUE OF ARMS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report on House 
bill No. 3679, to amend joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to issue arms, approved July 3, 1876 ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


BOIS BLANC RESERVATION, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, recommending the transfer of the 
Bois Blanc reservation to the Interior Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BELL, by unanimous consent, presented the memorial of 5,000 
citizens of Georgia, in favor of the distribution of the proceeds of the 
public lands among the several States for educational purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


SALE OF WATERVLIET ARSENAL. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, presented the following resolutions; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD : 


STATE OF NEW YORK. 
Is SENATE, 
Albany, March 18, 1878, 

Whereas a bill has been reported in the House of Representatives for the sale 
and dis of the United States arsenal known as the Watervliet Arsenal, estab- 
lished during the war of 1812 and sinco used for the manufacture and storage of 
arms and other mili equipments ; and 

Whereas by said bill it is proposed to abandon said arsenal as a military work- 
shop and storehouse, to the serious detriment of the General Government and 

ially of the State of New York: Therefore, 

Tesolved, (if the recat concur,) That we do er protest against the pro- 
posed measure as inexpedient and unjust on the part of the Federal Union and de- 
dg = the interests and pursuits of a large class of citizens of the State of 

ew Yor! 

Resolved, Wear Assembly concur,) That the Senators and Representatives from 
the State of New York in the Congress of the United States are respectfully re- 

nested to urge an amendment to said bill which will preserve the Watervliet 
7FFFCCCCCCCCC((((((( e N 

i concur,) a copy © foregoing preamble res- 
olutions be immediately transmitted to each Senator and Representative from this 
Stata 45 Congress of the United States. 
y order. 


JOHN W. VROOMAN, Olerk. 
IS ASSEMBLY, March 18, 1878. 
Concurred in without amendment. 
By order. 
EDWD. M. JOHNSON, Clerk. 


JOHN A. SUTTER. 
On motion of Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, leaye was 
nted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of John A. Sutter, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, was 


granted leave of absence for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce d is hereby, granted lea 
sth during, tie seasons of the Boasa. . . ta 

CORRECTION. * 

Mr. MONEY. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to correct the RECORD. I was 
not correctly reported in my remarks yesterday on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the bill to regulate the 
advertising of mail-lettings. I am made to say that a witness before 
the committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads said he had a con- 
tract with the Postmaster-General in violation of law. I did not so 
state, but that was my own deduction. I stated that and did not 
say it was stated by the witness. The figures are also reported incor- 
rectly. I am reported as having said $333,000 when I said $233,000. 
The report is incorrect in other matters, and I was not fully reported. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. t 


Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw his 
motion to adjourn—— 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the ar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDEN. I am g Lit to to withdraw the motion that the 
House may take up and dispose of the bill which the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILsoN ] has charge of. If the House is disposed 
to wait for that purpose I shall not object. 

The question being taken on Mr. EDEN’s motion, there were—ayes 
131, noes 35. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. ‘ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

Bythe SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of ees Penn- 
sylvania, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER, of New York: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
New York, opposing the sale of the Watervliet Arsenal—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLISS: The petition of John A. Nexon, F. K. Smith, Alex. 
McCue, William H. Hazzard, Thomas McCoun, A. H. Daggett, E. 
Baldwin, and others, citizens of Brooklyn, New York, against a re- 
vival of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of Fulton County, 
Ohio, that the duties on wool may not be reduced—to the same com- 
mittee. . 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petitions of tho clergymen of 
tbe several denominations of the city of San Francisco, California, 
and of the owners, shipmasters, and others interested in coasters and 
the coasting trade of the Pacific coast, against the passage of Mr. 
McCoor’s bill (H. R. No. 2488) amending the shipping act of 1872— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Thomas McFarland, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of the publishers of the follow- 
ing named newspapers in Minnesota: The Chatfield Democrat; the 
Le Roy Independent; the Windom Reporter; the Post, Blue Earth 
City; the Winona Herald; the Worthington Advance; the Winnebago 
City Press; the Weekly Union, Mankato ; the Minnesota Beobachter, 
Mankato; the Mantonville Express; the Albert Lea Enterprise; the 
Republican, Preston, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania: The petitions of workingmen of 
Pottstown and vicinity, and of Norristown, Pennsylvania, against 
any reduction in the present tariff—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade rela- 
tive to the tariff—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade, relative to the 
Union Pacific Railroad, favoring the bill introduced in the Senate by 
Mr. THURMAN relating to said road—to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of citizens of Cherokee County, 
Alabama, that the proceeds of the sales of the public lands be distrib- 
uted among the several States for educational purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HARTZELL: The petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cairo, Illinois, for the passage of the bill introduced in the Senate by 
Senator COCKRELL, providing for the appointment of a commission to 
devise plans for the survey and improvement of the Mississippi River 
and for the protection of such lands bordering on it as are now sub- 
ject to inundation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of citizens of New 
York, in favor of a daty on stereotype and electrotype plates—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JACOBS: The petition of the publisher of the Walla Walla 
(Washington Territory) Watchman, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the same committee. $ 
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By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of 32 citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
-sylyania, against the reimposition of the income tax—to the same 
h Mr KIDDER: Th petition of W. B doth 

y Mr. : The on; ot Genego W- Reems apa osnan 
for a land office at Jamestown, in Dakota Territory—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. f 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of citizens of Tuske Alabama, for 
the distribution of the . of the sales of public lands among 
the several States in aid of popular education—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. LORING: The petitions of William W. Carey and others, 
of Colerain, Massachusetts, and of C. W. Weaver and others, for an 
act authorizing the transmission of living bees by mail—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

ald Mr. MCCOOK : The petition of George E. Ward, for an increase 
0 
tition of the publishers of the Demo- 


ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. POLLARD: The 

-crat and North Missourian, Gallatin, Missouri, for the abolition of the 

duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD : The petitions of E. Rosemond and 1,000 other 
citizens of New cary a and of M. C. Deardoff and 300 other 
citizens of Canal Dover, Ohio, against any reduction of the duty on 
salt and coal—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. L. Stevens and 100 other citizens of Lick- 
ing County, Ohio, against any reduction of the tariff on wools—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. Mathews, of Zanesville, Ohio, and other 
individuals and firms in the United States e in the manufact- 
ure of paper, for the abolition of the duty on jute butts—to the same 

committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON : The petition of Mary E. Purnell, for 
relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of D. N. Dunsmore and 83 
other citizens of Fleming, Washington County; of James Love and 
26 other citizens of Marshfield, Athens County; and of John Smith and 
155 other citizens of Meigs County, Ohio, against any change in the 
present duty on wool and woolen goods—to the Committee of Ways 
-and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of A. H. Adams and 
-other citizens of Detroit, Michigan, against reviving the income tax— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Pearce, Park & Co., that they be 
refunded taxes on rope and bagging collected from them at Memphis, 
Tennessee, by United States officials—to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 22, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
‘from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of En- 
gines recommending that an appropriation be made for continuing 

e examinations required by section 4 of the act of March 3, 1875, in 
connection with the construction of jetties at the South Pass of the 
Mississippi River; whch was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, for the use of the Committees on Appropriations 
-of the Senate and House of Representatives, a copy of a report of the 
Chief of Ordnance in relation to the clerical force of his office ; which 
was 5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the memorial of John A. Nexsen and oth- 
ers, citizens of Brooklyn, New York, remonstrating against the p 
of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. EATON presented the memorial of Hon. J. L. Houston and 
others, business men of Thompsonville, Connecticut, remonstrating 
against the passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Boger Averill and others, citi- 
zens of Danbury, Connecticut, praying that Congress will so amend 
the pension laws as to give promi recognition to the claims of many 

nsioners who are sufterers, as they allege, by an unwise limitation 

w; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG presented the memorial of the Saint Louis Bolt 
and Iron Company of Missouri, and others, remonstrating against 
the passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present joint resolutions of the two houses of 
the Legislature of the State of New York touching an arsenal, which 
I ask may be read, under the rules of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be reported at 


le 
e resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, as follows: 


STATE OF NEW YORK. 


Is SENATE, 
Albany, March 18, 1878. 

Whereas a bill has been reported in the House of 
and of the United States arsenal known as the Watervleit Arsenal, estab- 
lished during the war of 1812 and ever since used for the manufacture and storage 
of arms and other military equipments ; and 

Whereas by said billit is proposed to abandon said arsenal as a military work- 
shop and storehouse, to the serious detriment of the General Government and 

Lede (if he Assembly concur,) That do earnestly protest against the pro 

concur, we 

posed measure as inexpedient and unjust on the of Federal nion and de- 
primacy 8 and pursuits of a very class of citizens of the State 
of New York. 


Resolved, (if the Assembly concur, 
olution be immediately transmitted to each Senator and Representative from this 
State in the Congress of the United States, 


By order. 
JOHN W. VROOMAN, Olerk. 
In ASSEMBLY, March 18, 1878. 
Passed without amendment. 
By order. 


EDWD, M. JOHNSON, Clerk. 


Mr. CONKLING. I beg also to present a memorial signed by a 
large number of citizens residing in Troy, New York, and coming from 
all the walks of busy life, apparently, remonstrating, for very cogent 
reasons, which they assign, against the reimposition of the tax known 
as the income tax. I move its reference to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER presented a petition of colored citizens of the United 
States, male and female, praying for an appropriation by Congress to 
enable them to emigrate to some foreign country; which was referred 
to the Commit tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of Sidney Clay and others, citizens 
of Kentucky, praying for the repeal of the bankrupt law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. BECK. I present a resolution of the Legislature of 3 
in relation to the tax on distilled spirits, which I ask may be 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: y 
Resolution in relation to extending the time for paying the tax on distilled spirits. 

Whereas the depressed financial condition of the country renders it impossible 
for distillers to realize their products at this time, except at a ruinous saori- 
fice, and an exaction of tax upon such manufactures while there is no sale for 
them will not only have the effect of bankrupting the distillers, but of creating 
egy m loss and distress throughout the entire business community, resulting 
ultimately ak p= A negro loss to the Government itself: Therefore, 

Ba it resolved by General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Ki „That 
the Congress of the United States be, and it is hereby, e to ex- 
tend the time for s internal revenue tax on spirits in bond; aud that our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby earnestly requested to vote 
for and use all honorable efforts to secure the immediate passage of such a law. 
JJC 

N ED. W. TURNER, 


ouse 
s JNO. C. 


Mr. WHITE presented the petition of Joseph Straus & Brother and 
others, citizens of Baltimore, Maryland, consumers of vinegar, pray- 
ing for a reduction of the duty on that article, with a statement of 
facts in relation thereto; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. DENNIS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Maryland, in favor of granting pensions to the survivors of the sol- 
diers of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ‘ 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I presenta petition of 65 citizens of York County. 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of a law for the equalization of 
the bounty to soldiers. It is very short, and as it is one of a great 
many that have been presented, I should like to have it read from 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read, in the absence of objec- 
tion. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, as follows: A 
To the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States of America: 

The un ed, citizens of the county of York, State of Nebraska, e 
show that the law which deprives soldiers in the war of 1861 to 1865 of the who! 
or a part of the bounty promised them at enlistment by the United States, if dis- 

for disease contracted in the service, is manifestly t and partial in 
its letter and spirit; for in its operation a man disc for the loss of his little 
finger or other g wound is entitled to $200 United States bounty, while a 
faithful soldier who served cighteen or twenty months and contracted small-pox, 
measles, diseases of the lungs, or other disease involving loss of health, along sick- 
ness, blindness, or other permanent disability and a premature death, was dis- 

without or but apes of the promised bounty. Wherefore wo petition 

ur honorable y to amend the law so that all men who were for a 

isease contracted in the service of the United States and in the line of duty 
shall be paid the same bounty they wonld be entitled to if discharged for wounds. 
And we will ever pray. 


1962 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 22, 


Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of C. A. H. Adams and 46 others, 
citizens of Detroit, Mongan, remonstrating against the passage of 
os. 


either of the House bills 1899 or 2032, or of any other measure 
ee the income tax; which was referred to the Committee on 
inanes. 

Mr. CHRISTIAN C presented the memorial of W. J. Waterman and 
33 others, business men of Detroit, Michigan, remonstrating inst 
the passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was ee 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DORSEY presented the petition of Liberty Bartlett, R. L. Dodge, 
and Andrew Hunter, trustees, and Otes Patten, superintendent of 
the Arkansas Institute for the Education of the Blind, praying for 
the passage of an act by Congress to provide for the education of the 
blind; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GROVER presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Asto- 
ria, Oregon, in favor of an appropriation for the construction of locks 
and canal at the Cascade rapids of the Columbia River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of H. L. Pelouze & Son and 
others, 8 stereotypers, 3 booksellers, engravers, 
&c., of Richmond, Virginia, praying that a duty of thirty cents per 

mnd be levied upon all stereotype and electrotype plates imported 
into the United States, and that the duty on printers’ type be retained 
for the purpose of protecting American printers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of L. W. Faulkner and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the passage of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of Helen E. Sutherland, Mrs. M. C. 
Smith, J. A. Sutherland, John Mathcurow, and others, citizens of 
Elmwood, Peoria County, Illinois, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several States from 
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the memorial of M. B. 
Priestley and 56 others, citizens of Northumberland, Pennsylvania; 
the memorial of Henry Disston & Son and 22 others, citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania; the memorial of J. S. Atterbury and 50 others, 
citizens of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; the memorial of Frederick W. 
Kramer and 102 others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; the 
memorial of William H. Hiney and 43 others, citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania; the memorial of James E. Cooper and 43 others, 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; and the memorial of Samuel 
Bancroft and 86 ot 27 0 citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against the passage of any act imposing a tax on in- 
comes; which ee 8 to the Cen di FREMA 

He also presented the memorial of W. C. Evans and 124 others, cit- 
izens, ship-owners, and mariners of Erie, Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the ies transfer of the life-saving service from the 
eee to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, in favor of an rf iy enka by Congress to en- 
able the 8 oe Board to place the Courtenay automatic buo 
in such harbors or in other positions as in its judgment may be n 
sary ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, approving the action of the national expert con- 
vention in opposing that part of the Wood tariff bill which repeals 
the navigation laws; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a bill providing that all pen- 
sions which have been or may hereafter be granted and applications 
filed prior to January 1, 1880, shall commence from the date of death 
or discharge of such soldier, and for the payment of arrears of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 1948) granting a pension to Bridget T. Hop- 
per, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 762) granting a pension to John 8. Hall, of West Virginia, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Claims; which was to. 

He also, from the sime committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of John Wallace, of Tallahassee, Florida, praying for a pension, 
reported adversely thereon, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 142) granting a pension to George McCoy, re 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONOVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 292) for the relief of Assistant Engineer 
Howard D. Potts, United States Navy, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 


Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 360) in relation to docketing jndgments 
recovered in the courts of the United States to make them a lien on 
real estate, reported adversely thereon ; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom was referred the resolution of the Senate of Jan- 
uary 15, 1878, directing the Secretary of the Senate to pay to John 
Ray and William L. McMillen, the compensation and mileage of Sen- 
ators for the unexpired term of William P. Kellogg in the Forty- 
second to report it with an amendment. I move that the 
report lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 975) for the relief of Eugene 
C. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 976) for the relief of General Thomas J. 
Wood; which was read twice by its title, and with the accompany- 
ing memorial referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 977) to abolish the board of police commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 978) granting a pension to 
Hiram M. Kuhn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MERRIMON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 979) in relation to the payment of taxes 
and assessments in the city of Washington, District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DENNIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 980) for the relief of Charles Collins; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

AMENDMENTS TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. MERRIMON, and Mr. WITHERS submitted 
amendments intended to be pro by them to the bill (S. No. 802) 
establishing post-roads in the several States and Territories; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 23, noes 


13. 


BENJAMIN NOYES, 

Mr. EATON, I offer the following resolution: 

Whereas it is alleged that Benjamin Norea, a citizen of the United States and of 
the State of Connecticut, was, on the 11th day of March, 1878, in the city of Wash- 
ington, arrested and imprisoned without duo process of law, in violation of the 
rights of thecitizen, and while so suffering from this illegal arrest and imprisonment 
his kidnapers took from his person valuable papers ant property and refused and 
den‘ed him the privilege of consulting with friends or counsel: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire 
into the subject-matter of this resolution and to report thereon, and that the com- 
mittee be empowered to send for persons and papers, and to employ a stenographer 
should it be necessary. 

I should like to have the resolution considered now if possible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand the inquiry to be for objection to 
the resolution, but for objection to the consideration of it. I desire 
to object to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not. 

Mr. EATON. I hope there will be no opposition to this resolution. 
Iwill state very briefly what I suppose to be the facts in this case. 
Mr. Noyes, of Connecticut, is the president of a certain insurance com- 

any. There has been difficulty between him and the authorities of 

ew Jersey with re to his conduct in connection with an insurance 
company which is located in the State of New Jersey. Mr. Noyes is 
said to be a fugitive from justice from that State. It is not necessary 
for me to discuss the question whether he be a fugitive from the State 
of New Jersey or not. Governor McClellan, for whom I entertain a 
very high regard, personally and politically, felt it to be his duty to 
issue a requisition demanding at the hands of the authorities of this 
District the body of Benjamin Noyes. Noyes was here in attendance 
hefore a committee with regard to certain insurance matters with 
which he is connected in the District of Columbia, a committee the 
chairman of which is my friend the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. IN- 
GALLS. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Dorsry.] 

Mr. EATON. I mean that the Senator from Kansas is the chair- 
man of the subcommittee before which subcommittee Mr. Noyes, as E 
understand, had appeared or was to appear. 
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Mr. CONKLING. Under process? Under summons? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. 

Mr. EATON. I suppose not. He was here attending to this busi- 
ness. Governor McClellan, as I am informed, issued a requisition to 
take his person, demanding it from the authorities of the District. I 
will not speak upon that matter. Doubtless Governor McClellan 
supposed that it was proper for him to issue that requisition. 1 will 
not now combat that opinion, but I desire to say that hours before 
that requisition was received in this District, eleven hours before a 
warrant was issued by the authority of this District having the mat- 
ter in charge, this man was arrested, kidnaped, imprisoned, and when 
he asked to be shown the papers 1 which he was arrested a pair 
of handcuffs was shown him as the authority to arrest him—here 
under the very shadow of the Capitol! 

Mr. MERRIMON. When was that? 

Mr. EATON. On Monday, the lith of March. All I ask is that 
the Senate Judiciary Committee shall take this matter into consid- 
eration; and if the facts are as I believe them to be, I have no doubt 
that the honorable gentleman who is chief executive of the State of 
New Jersey will see to it that there shall be no such outrage as this 

rpetrated under the cover of a requisition from him. But let the 
Renate first look to this matter. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator from what jurisdiction 
= 175 making the arrest purported to come? Were they local 
officers 

Mr. EATON. They were local officers of this District. 

Mr. CONKLING. And had no precept of any court? 

Mr. EATON. I have a newspaper report of the arrest, and I will 
read a word or two from that. The Newark Journal of last Wednes- 
day gives an interview had with Mr. Abeel, the prosecuting officer of 
some county or town in New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Essex County. 

Mr. EATON. Essex County. In that interview he states that— 

Learning that Mr. Noyes was in Washin 0 l to 
watch his movement: — to notiſy him at gency poke ie the 8 
east, it being his intention to have Mr. Noves arrested on the train while passing 
through New Jersey. He was at first afraid to send a requisition to Washington, 
for fear that Mr. Noyes would get out a writ of habeas corpus, and thus 

ture. * At * — coming to the opinion that Mr. Noyes would remain 
in Washington for some time, he d ... ach ES A a 
sition, and sent word to his detectives in Washington to arrest Noyes Tu 

; which was done shortly before O arrival there. 
was carried out s0 72 — that Mr. Noyes was on 
ark, before he y time to realize his situation. 

That is said to be an interview between a reporter for the Newark 
Journal and the prosecuting officer in New Jersey, 

Mr. CONKLING. Was Noyes indicted in a national court? 

Mr. EATON. No. 

Mr. CONKLING. Was it a municipal court? 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Noyes’s body was required once, I may state, 
from the authorities of Connecticut. Governor Hubbard gave him 
up to the authorities of New Jersey. He was taken there, gave bonds 
for an appearance at a future day, and never went back. Those are 
the facts in the case. : 

Mr. INGALLS. He forfeited his bail ? : 

Mr. EATON, He was again demanded from the governor of Con- 
necticut, one of the best lawyers in this country, and he refused to 
surrender him again on the ground that he had once surrendered him 
and New Jersey chose to let him escape and he was not to be played 
with in that way. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I un- 
derstood the Senator to say that this man was arrested in point of 
fact here in the District before the governor of New Jersey had 
issued his requisition ? 

Mr. EATON. No. 

Mr. DAWES. Not before? 

Mr. EATON. Not before the governor had issued the requisition. 

Mr. DAWES. Before it reached here? 

Mr. EATON. Before it reached here, as I am informed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut a 
question. Did not Mr. Noyes forfeit his bail in the State of New 
Jersey? 

Mr. EATON. He did so. 

Mr. McPHERSON. He was put under bail in the sum of 85,000, I 
think, by the authorities of New Jersey and forfeited his bail, and 
since then there has been an effort on the ps of the authorities of 
New Jersey to get him back into the State 

Mr. EATON. There has been. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As to this case I know nothin 
not heard of it until yesterday morning, except as I 
in the pa Charges are preferred against Mr, Abeel, the authority 
in New Jersey. Ido not know but that itis perfectly correct and 
proper that those charges should be made, but I would desire, if not 
inconsistent, that this resolution be laid over for one day, to enable 
we to ascertain something in reference to the facts connected with 

© Case. 

Mr. EATON. Of course if my friend objects the resolution will go 
over, but my friend will do me the justice to say that yesterday 
morning I showed him the resolution, saying that I would offer it 
yesterday. But I did not offer it until this morning, so that really 
my friend, the Senator from New Jersey, has had a day te examine 
into this matter. I find no fault with the action of Governor Me- 


the train, en route for New- 


of it. Ihad 
seen it stated 
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Clellan. Ido not even say that I think he erred in issuing this requi- 
sition. That is another matter entirely. I say the liberty of the 
citizen has been assailed here in this capital. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In answer to the Senator from Connecticut I 
desire to state that I have made the best effort I could since he showed 
me the resolution yesterday to ascertain the facts in this case, but I 
have been unable to get such information as would be n to 
enable me to present the matter properly before the Senate. I un- 
derstand that the Senator from Connecticut does not charge upon 
General McClellan any irregularity of proceeding in any shape or 
form, but he does charge evidently, from the newspaper article which 
he has read, some irregularity in respect to the prosecuting officer in 
the city of Newark. As suck facts may be brought out L shall not 
undertake to shield the prosecuting officer if he has been guilty, but 
at the same time it is due to him that the facts be correctly stated 
and that the resolution be not passed in the absence of a knowledge 
of the facts. 

Mr. EATON, The resolution is true. Nobody can doubt that. What 
the Newark Journal says with regard to an interview with the prose- 
cuting officer in New Jersey, I know nothing about. This man was 
arrested here, as the deputy sergeant-at · arms just told me, at half- 
past twelve o’clock at night. His room was broken into, and he was 
arrested in bed by these men, without any authority. Now, then, let 
the resolution go to the Senate Judiciary Committee; let the committee 
look at this matter; and hereafter, if my friend gets any information 
from New Jersey that will exculpate the prosecuting officer from the 
charge which the Newark Journal, a paper in his own State, makes, 
so be it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iprefer that the resolution go over for one day. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr President, I hope the Senator from Connecticut, 
having made his statement, will not insist that the Senate shall take 
further action at the present time. AsIunderstand the allegation of 
the Senator from Connecticut, it is simply that, notice having been 
given to the police authorities of this District that a requisition had 
issued from the governor of New Jersey to arrest a man as a fugitive 
from justice, they arrested him and detained him until the arrival of 
the reqnisition. That, I suppose, is the universal practice in all the 
, àt any rate a very general practice. The fur- 
ther allegation is that the officers ing the arrest accompanied it 
with sone circumstances of cruelty, denying the party the privilege 
of consulting counsel and friends, and sequestrating the papers which 
they found upon him. If that be true, it seems to me that it is not 
a fit subject for investigation by the Senate; that the Senate has no 
jurisdiction over it. Can it be claimed that it is the duty of the Senate 
to investigate in the case of every citizen, however humble, (and of 
course the more humble the citizen the greater his right to appeal to 
the Senate, if it be the duty of the Senate to make such investigation,) 
the propriety of the conduct of every police officer who makes an 


arrest! 

It is not alleged that there has been any want of legal redress. It 
is not alleged that on a suit being brought against tliese officers the 
courts have failed or will fail to punish the officers in full damages. 
It is not alleged that on an application to the superior officer or to 
the . or removing authority, on proper case being made out 
on such an application, there is a failure to deal with the officer so 
offending. Now until some such alle ation as that be made, which 
involves the necessity of general legislation on the part of the Sen- 
ate or of a use of its impeaching power on the part of the House of 
Representatives, it seems to me the Senate ought not to be called 
upon to take action like this. This resolution involves this principle: 
that whenever any citizen in the District of Columbia or in any Ter- 
ritory of the United States complains that a police officer who arrests 
him in anticipation of a requisition is guilty of cruel or offensive orim- 
proper conduct, the Senate, withont waiting for an application for 
redress to the courts or to the proper executive authority, shall pro- 
ceed to inquire into the circumstances. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I do not look at this matter precisely 
as the honorable Senator from Massachusetts does, possibly because 
I represent a State a little lower down in latitude, from which comes 
the individual who I think has been abused. I have not alleged 
anything. My friend says that this alleges that this man was arrested 
after a requisition was issued. No such thing is alleged. He was 
arrested here in this capital without warrant of law, imprisoned 
without warrant of law, and carried out of this District without war- 
rant of law; for I undertake to say this: that when kidnaping is 
the origin of the transaction everything that follows it is wrong and 
illegal. Everything that follows a wansaction of this character is 
wrong and illegal, because it is based on a erime itself. I say it is 
the duty of the Senate to look to this matter. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts says that if this princi- 
ple is carried out everywhere, in any Territory of the United States, 
upon the perpetration of a similar outrage, the Senate or the House 
of Representatives may be called upon to interfere. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to make 
an inquiry of him? Sup instead of being arrested and detained 
illegally for six hours and then carried out of this District without 
warrant of law, the man bad been murdered under circumstances of 
great outrage, would the Senator have come in here and demanded 
an investigation by the Senate unless it had first ap that on 
an application to the proper legal tribunals the crime had failed to 
receive proper attention? 
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Mr. EATON. Very certainly I would not; and I beg to say that 
there are a great many other things that I would not have done. 


This is not one of those things. Here a man is arrested in violation 
of law, absolutely in violation of law. He is not murdered either; 
he is alive; he is taken out from under the very Dome of the Capitol 
illegally, and carried away illegally, for I hold that the action of the 
court eleven hours after the kidnaping was in itself illegal. The 
act of pean Paps makes the whole of this matter not only illegal 
but intolerable to a freeman. This man is in jail in Newark now; he 
cannot come here unless he is called for. I desire action to be taken 
so that the executive of New Jersey may know exactly under what 
circumstances his requisition was used; and when it is taken anthor- 
itatively by the Senate of the United States it will have its effect. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I infer that this resolution is to 
go over until to-morrow with the Senator's consent. 

Mr. EATON. If it is objected to it must go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection does not take it over. Its 
-consideration was entertained by unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. EATON. I do not wish it to go over; but I will let it go over 
until Monday if my friend requires it. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, I do not ask it; but I suggest to the Senator 
that it would be better to let it go over to Monday. 

Mr. EATON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 

CANADIAN PROPELLER EAST. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I ask the Senate to take u 
think will occupy but a moment. It is the bill (S. No. 120) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an Ameri- 
ean register to the 5 East by the name of Kent. 

Mr. HEREFORD. DoI understand that the morning hour has been 
announced as past? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. 

Mr. HEREFORD. There is a matter I have up in the morning 
hour that I should like to have considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. About twenty minutes remain of the 
morning hour. y 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the Senator from West Virginia in one 
moment will allow this bill to pass. Itis a matter that will take 
but a moment of time and is very important to some citizens of the 


a bill which I 


State of New York who bought at judicial sale a vessel which, along eg, 


with her tackle, apparel, and furniture, had been libeled for a co 
lision. Without an American register this vessel bought at public 
and judicial vendue is useless to those who own her and have paid 
their money for her. The bill is simply to remove the technical dif- 
ficulty which stands in their way ; and I will add that the bill has 
remained in committee a good while in order that all the evidence 
needed might be supplied. In less time than I have occupied the bill 
could have been acted on. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 120) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an American register 
to the Canadian-built propeller East by the name of Kent. The pre- 
amble recites that the Canadian-built propeller East has been con- 
demned and sold pursuant to a decree of the district court of the 
United States forthe northern district of New York, in admiralty, 
and was purchased at the sale and is now owned by George D. Sey- 
mour, Isaac L. Seymour, and George Hall, citizens of the United 
States, residing at Ogdensburgh, New York, The bill directs the 
Secretary of the T to issue an American register or enroll- 
ment to the Canadian-built propeller East, owned by George D. Sey- 
mour, Isaac L. Seymour, and George Hall, by the name of the Kent, 
to which the name of the propeller East is changed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT, 

Mr. HOAR. I ask consent to call up Senate bill No. 501. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I think there is matter which comes up in the 
morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia objects 
to rp op the bill. 

Mr. H FORD. I introduced yesterday a resolution which comes 
up in the morning hour instructing the Committee on Finance to 
report what is known as the bill to repeal the resumption act. 

r. HOAR. I inquire if that comes iy 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that it may come up 
under the head of “concurrent and other resolutions.” The Chair 
announced that order of business which was the pending order when 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] introduced his resolution. 
The resolution called for by the Senator from West Virginia will be 


si syn 

he Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Whereas House bill No. 805, A bill to repeal all that part of the act approved 

January 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which authorized the Secretary of 

the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and redeem and cancel the = 

back currency,” was referred to the Finance Committee of the Senate on Novem- 


ber 26, 1877: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That said committee be required to said bill to the Senate 


within one week, together with their action thereon, if any shall have been had. 
Mr. MORRILL. Can that resolution come up without a vote of 
the Senate ? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itcan. It comes up under the order of 
“concurrent and other resolutions,” and the question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the resolution ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I think the unfinished business is 
the Pacific Railroad bill, upon which the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
McDona.p] is entitled to the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, That comes up at one o'clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. But fifteen minutes of time are now to intervene 
for the discussion of this resolution. I would ask the honorable 
Senator who has it in „as we have but that time, to let it go 
over and take it up at some time that suits him early next week. I 
do not desire to comment upon the merits of the resolution at all, 
but simply to say that it is unusual in its character. Ido not mean 
to say that it is not proper to be adopted at this time, but merely 
that it will give rise to some discussion. There is scarcely time for 
the Senator himself to proceed, if he desires to state his reasons, 
which would occupy probably more time than the few minutes that 
remain now of the morning hour. I ask him, therefore, if he will con- 
sent to have it go over until some early day next week, as the resolu- 
tion cannot pass without some discussion. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from West Virginia will allow me 
to do so, I will call up a little deficiency bill, not the one we have 
been in the woods so long about, but another one that will not take 
over ten minutes, I think, and will just about fill up the time between 
now and one o'clock. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I have no objection to accommodating the 
Senator form Delaware as well as the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose my request is in order if this order is not 
insisted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator from 
Massachusetts when nothing is penne: 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will state, Mr. President, that I desire to ac- 
commodate both of the Senators. I have no disposition to press this 
matter prematurely upon the attention of the Senate, but I must say 
that I 3 early action upon it one way or the other. It is true 
that we have only ten minutes in the morning hour to consider it, 
and I do not know but what several Senators may desire to discuss 
it. If it is agreeable to the Senate to fix on next Tuesday, immedi- 
ately after the morning hour, for taking up this resolution and dis- 

ing of it, I will very cheerfully consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from West Virginia that on Tuesday next after the morn- 
A Foe this resolution may be taken up ? 

r. MORRILL. I hardly think the Senator from West Virginia 
will ask to have this made the special order. Of course he can call 
roe in any time he pleases. It is not necessary to make it a special 
order. 

Mr. HEREFORD. But it can be called up now only in the morn- 
hour. It is now in the niorning hour. 

r. HOAR. Will it not hold its present place and its present right 
if it goes over now ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has no right except to be called up in 
the remainder of the morning hour. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I do not think itis asking too much for the con- 
sideration of this resolution that it be made the special order when 
we take into consideration that this bill went to the Finance Com- 
mittee fourmonths ago; November 26 it went to this Committee. I 
desire to accommodate all the various Senators. Iam perfectly will- 
ing to fix some hour on Tuesday, to make it the special order if gen- 
tlemen desire to discuss it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion that 
this resolution be made the special order for Tuesday next? 

Mr. MORRILL. I object to that. I desire to say to the Senatot 
from West Virginia that although the bill to which he refers has been 
a long time before the committee, yet as he is aware a bill of para- 
mount importance absorbed the attention of the committee and of the 
Senate until a very recent time. Since the passage of the silver bill, 
the time of the committee I think has been occupied with due dili- 
gence. I believe that we have had three meetings of the committee 
the present week, and only the day before yesterday we had the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury before us on this special subject and the matter 
to which he refers was considered for the entire time of the meeting 
of the committee, and a report of the doings of the committee was 
laid upon the desk last evening for the reading not only of the com- 
mittee but of every member of the Senate. I hardly think that the 
report of what the Secretary of the Treasury so ably submitted has yet 
been read by the members of the Senate, and before action upon this 
matter I think it will be found that the statements of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the tables he submitted will be valuable to every 
Senator. I therefore hope that the Senator from West Virginia will be 
content to let this resolution lie over for the present and wait until 
the Senate have had time fairly to understand the merits of the ques- 
tion. It certainly would be rather rough usage upon the Committee 
on Finance to discharge them from the consideration of this subject 
if they have in fact been diligent in relation to this particular subject 
as well as to all others, as I think they have been, and as I think every 
member of the Committee on Finance will testify. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will let the matter go over for this morning, 
not to lose its place, and I shall try to bring it up on Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over. 


in 
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JOHN C. BIRDSELL’S PATENT. - 


Mr. HOAR. I now ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 501) 
for the relief of John C. Birdsell. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think that had better go over. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a very brief report. I think the bill will 
encounter no o ition whatever if the report is read. 

Mr. SaULSBURT. I will hear the report, but I do not want to 
waive any right to object to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESID . The report will be read. / 

Mr. WITHERS. For information. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hoar 
on the 4th instant: 

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 501) for the 
relief of John C. Birdsell, have considered the same and heard evidence in support 
thereof, and report that the same ought to . 

They find the following facts establish: by the evidence: 

First. The invention is one of great public N It has cheapened the cost of 
clover-seed from one to two dollars a bushel, and thereby greatly increased the use 

of a most valuable method of fertilizing. 

Second. The inventor has failed to receive any considerable reward for his inven- 
tion. He has been compelled during nearly the whole life of his t to eontend 
with a erful and wealthy combination, over whom his final vic was achieved 
by the Judg ent in his favor of the Supreme Court of the United States, rendered 
in April, 1874. T fire. 

Third. The extension of the patent not, to any great degree, and probabl; 
not at all, operate as a tax upon the public. The machine patented is 8 
and costly, requiring for its construction nsive works and machinery. It will 
be afforded to the public more perfectly and as cheaply by the petitioner if, in the 
necessary iture for its construction, he ean be secure of the exclusive right 
to the manufacture, . 

The bill authorizes the Commissioner to extend the patent only in case he shall 
find, on hearing, that the said Birdsell, without fault or neglect on his has 
failed to obtain from the use or sale of his invention or discov 
remuneration for the time, ingenuity, and expense bestowed upon i 
duction of it into use, — that it is just and „ having d 
public interests, that the term of the patent should be extended. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, this is a unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and it is a very peculiar case. I think on under- 
senna no gentleman, however opposed he may be as a general 
rule to the extension of patents, will object to it. I will state that 
the application for this extension, without any opposition whatever, 
came from an agricultural region in the Northwest, in which usually 
there is very t objection to such extensions. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, Ichould like to understand the Senator. I pro- 
pose to object to the present consideration of the bill. If he desires 
to make an explanation I have no objection. 

wR HOAR. If the Senator will withhold his objection until I can 
explain—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps there will be no objection to my completing 
this very brief statement, that will take but three or * minutes, 
before taking up the railroad bill. 

The VI CEP IDENT, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to state that this invention is an inven- 
tion for the separation of clover-seed from the stalk, and the effect of 
it has been to cheapen clover-seed from one to two dollars a bushel, 
and the result of that has been to cheapen an N valuable 
fertilizer which is of very great value, especially in parts of the coun- 
try where other fertilizers are impossible to be obtained by reason of 
their great cost or the great expense of transportation. The clover 
is sowed and when the crop is got to a sufficient size, it is plowed 
in, and makes a most valuable fertilizer. This machine is a combi- 
nation that does by a very large machine filling a great part of a 
room and worked by horse-power movements which were done by 
five or six different machines, threshing out and separating from the 
chaff, and producing in a form of complete fitness for sowing the 
clover-seed from the hull. It requires very costly machinery to build 
the machine. This gentleman was encountered during the whole 
life of his patent up to the year 1874 (when there was a final decis- 
ion of Judge Swayne, emphatically declaring the great value and 
importance of the machine and vindicating the petitioners right to 
it) by a very powerful and hostile combination; it cost him nearly 
$150,000 for the vindication of his patent and preparing himself to 
introduce it, and in addition to that he had some other losses by fire, 
which are not important, however, to this consideration. 

In the judgment of the committee the publie will get this machine 
as cheaply if the patent is extended, for the reason that the peti- 
tioner can afford to perfect and prepare the costly and accurate ma- 
chinery required for its construction and for making machines of the 
most perfect character if he is assured of the exclusive right for seven 
years longer, whereas if the construction of the machine be left to 
general competition during that time the public will be likely to get 
a less perfect machine and there will be less care taken in its intro- 
duction. Under these circumstances the committee, not dis to 
grant extensions of patents, thought that it would be a benefit to the 
public and that justice to the petitioner, who has in this very great 
public benefit expended so large a sum the loss of which would 
amount to his absolute ruin, requires that the patent should be ex- 
tended for this short time. 

Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, representing an agricultural com- 
munity, I feel compelled to object to the passage of this bill extend- 
ing the privileges of this patent. It is a class of patents beyond all 
cies which I oppose the extension of, for the reason that owing to 


the numerous patents which exist with regard to all the important 
agricultural implements, the cost of these implements has been en- 
hanced to such a degree that none but communities possessing con- 
siderable means can avail themselves of them. Nor can I conceive 


how it is ible to reconcile two of the conflicting statements in the 
report, which seem to me at least to be conflicting. One is that by 
the operation of this invention the cost of clover-seed has been re- 
du from four to two dollars, and yet the inventor has not been 
able to realize any profit. It appears to me that if the invention has. 
been so extensively used as to reduce the price of clover-seed 50 per 
cent., this invention must have caused necessarily a large compensa- 
tion to the proprietor. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will permit me to inform him 

Mr. WITHERS. I am not through. 

~~ F The Senator from Indiana calls for the 

ar order. 
. McDONALD. If this bill elicits discussion I shall have to ask 
for the order. ' ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. g 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to say something in behalf of this meas- 
ure myself, if it is to meet with opposition, as the party for whose 
benefit the extension is asked is a constituent of mine. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The regular order is demanded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No, 3822) making ra gota ip tap for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the House had concurred in the 
resolution of the Senate for the printing of 1,000 copies of the second 
edition of the report of Chief Engineer King on European ships of 
war, for the use of the Navy Department. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

A bill (H. R. No, 3721) to remove the political disabilities of Robert 
H. Chilton ; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 21) filling an existing vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appro- 
riations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
Sans 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
5 THE PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and dmend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 

approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon this bill the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. McDonatp] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, on the Ist day of July, 1862, Con- 
gress an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes.” By the first section of that act the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company was incorporated, with authority to 
construct a road or roads from the Missouri River to the western 
boundary of the Territory of Nevada. The third section ofAhe act 
granted to this corporation the alternate sections of land for five 
miles on each side of the line of their proposed road, reserving all 
mineral lands. 

By the fifth section it was provided that subsidy bonds should be 
issued by the United States to the amount of $16,000 per mile upon 
the completion of each section of forty consecutive miles of the road, 
and to secure the repayment to the United States of the amount of 
said bonds so issued and delivered to said company, together with all 
interest paid by the United States thereon, the issue of said bonds. 
and the delivery to the company was declared ipso facto to constitute 
a first mortgage upon the line of the road and its property. 

The sixth section stated expressly that “the grants aforesaid are 
made upon the condition that said ef should pay said bonds 
at maturity and should keep szid railroad and telegraph line in 
repair,” &c. It also provided that “all compensation for services. 
rendered for the Government and 5 per cent, of the net earnings of 
said road should annually be applied to the . of said bonds 
and interest until the Whole amount is fully paid.“ 

Under the ninth section the Central Pacific Railroad ere 
California, a corporation existing under the laws of the State of Cal- 
ifornia, was authorized to construct a railroad and telegraph line from. 
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the Pacific coast to the eastern boundary of California upon the same 
terms and conditions as those extended to the Union Pacific; and by 
the tenth section the Central Pacific Company was authorized to 
extend its line eastward from the east line of the State of California 
until it formed a junction with the Union Pacific. 

The eleventh increases the amount of subsidy bonds to three times 
the quantity provided for in section 5, for three hundred miles of 
said road, being one hundred and fifty miles of the line constructed 
by the Union Pacific Railroad Company and one hundred and fifty 
miles of the line constructed by the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and authorizes the delivery of said bonds upon the construction 
of twenty consecutive miles; and between the sections last named of 
one hun and fifty miles each the amount of bonds issued should 
be double the amount per mile of those authorized under the fifth sec- 
tion to be issued ; to be delivered also upon the construction of every 
twenty consecutive miles. f 

In the eighteenth the power of Congress to reduce and regulate fares 
under certain circumstances is affirmed, and the right is reserved to 
alter, amend, or repeal the act when at any time it may become nec- 

to better accomplish the objects therein named. 

It is conceded, Mr. President, that under this act no particular 
action was taken by the railroad companies, and that for two years 
this remained almost a naked grant or offer for the organization of 
these ard a and for the construction of the road therein provided. 
On the day of July, 1864, an amendatory act was passed. It 
was declared to be an amendment to the act of July 1, 1872, e e 
very great changes, extending very great additional privileges an 
bounties to these railroad companies. 

The first section of that act reorganized the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, provided for a different capitalization, and almost formed 
a new company. 

By the fourth section the land grant was increased from alternate 
sections for five miles on each side of the road to alternate sections 
for ten miles on each side of the road, and the term “ mineral Jands” 
was defined not to embrace iron and coal lands, so that the reserva- 
tion in section 3 in reference to the original land grant was modified 
so as to grant to these companies all lands upon which there might 
be iron ore or coal. 

The act of 1862 had provided that the whole transportation account 
should be credited up in favor of the Government as it accrued until 
the whole of the interest and of the principal of the bonds loaned to 
the companies should be repaid; but by the fifth section of the act 
of 1864 it was provided that only one-half of the Government business 
should be so applied. 

Section 7 of the act of 1864 also repealed so much of the seven- 
teenth section of the act of 1862 as e for the reservation by 
the Government of a portion of the bonds to be issued in aid of the 
construction of the road. 

Section 8 authorized a portion of the bonds to be delivered to the 
Central Pacific as the work progressed and before the final comple- 
tion of the divisions to which they applied. 

Section 10 authorized the issuance by the companies of first-mortgage 
bonds of like tenor and date with those issued by the Government 
to the companies and of equal amount, and provided that they should 
constitute a first lien superior to that of the Government upon the 
property of the companies, It also changed the provisions in refer- 
ence to the delivery of these bonds so as to deliver to the companies 
their quota of bonds for each twenty miles of the line that might be 
completed. Section 16 authorized the consolidation of companies and 
extended the same rights to the consolidated companies as were 
granted to the original companies; and then the amendatory act closed 
with the twenty-second section, by which the power was reserved 
to Congress to at any time without any limitation “alter, amend, or 
repeal this act.” 

t is known, of course, that under this last act connected with the 
rights aud privileges that had been conferred in the first, these rail- 
road companies did construct a road from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean, a line nineteen hundred miles long; that of this line 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company constructed one thousand and 
forty miles, or rather they constructed abont eleven hundred miles 
extending to Promontory Point, but by a subsequent act of Congress 
adjusting the questions between the Central and the Union Pacific, 
the Central Pacific paid the Union Pacific for that portion of the line 
west of Ogden, and the junction was made at Ogden in the valley of 
Salt Lake; so that the present line of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company terminating at that point is about one thousand and forty 
miles, the length of the line of the Central Pacific, including the 
Western Pacific with which it is consolidated, is eight hundred and 
8 miles, extending from Ogden to the Pacitic coast. 

The fifth section of the act of 1862 contemplated aid in the way of 
bonds to the extent of 816,000 per mile, and by the eleventh section, 
as applied to that portion of the road lying between the Rocky 
Mountain range and the Sierra Nevada Mountains, double that. The 
amount of subsidy bonds were given, and for three hundred miles of 
the road, being that portion over the Rocky Mountains and Sierra 
Nevadas, treble the amount. Under these ts the railroad com- 

anies received from the United States, the Union Pacific Railroad 
ompany on a length of one thousand and forty miles, subsidy bonds 
amounting ‘to $27,236,512, an average amount per mile of 5189. 
The Central Pacific, including the Western Pacific, for a length of 


said bonds at maturity, and 


eight hundred and.sixty miles, received subsidy bonds amounting to 
$27,855,680, being an average amount of $32,390 per mile. These sub- 
sidies were not gifts; they were aids, aids that were to be repaid to 
the Government, and in regard to that the language of the act is 
very explicit, Section 5 provides: 

And to secure the re ent to the Un 
the amount of sald bonda yo issued FVV 


all interest thereon which shall have been paid by the United States, the i 
said bonds and delivery to the company shall: aie fate constitute a 3 


on the whole line of the railroad and 1a e together with the rolling-stock. 


fixtares, and rty of ev kind an 
which said — way be 3 


And then again in the sixth section: 


That the grants aforesaid are made upon condition that said company shall pa; 
shall keep said railroad and tel h line in rebate 


escription, and in consideration of 


and use, and shall at all times transmit dispatches over sai ph line, and 
transport mails, troops, and munitions of war, supplies, and © stores upon 
said railroad for the Government, whenever required to do so by any department 


thereof, 
So that in each of these sections the first obligation imposed upon 


the companies was the repayment of the loans. The Government had 


granted to the companies lands, first alternate sections on each side 


of the line for five miles, and then doubling that, reserving in the 


first instance all mineral lands and then releasing from that reserva- 
tion the coal and iron Jands that might be within the limits of the 


grant. These were donations; these lands were given to the compa- 


nies; but the loan of the Government credit in the issuance of the 
bonds was a loan to be repaid; and the stipulation for its repayment 
stands ahead of all other conditions. There were provisions made in 
these acts for repayment to a certain extent. Five per cent. of the 
net earnings was to be applied as it accrued to the payment of the 
interest and principal of this debt; also one-half of the Government 
service was to be applied in the same way. These were to be made 
currently as any accrued, and then the Government held its claim, 
as modified by the act of 1862, as a second mortgage subordinate to 
a first equal in amount u the line of the road, all the property 
and rolling-stock owned by said companies and used in connection 
with said road. 

It seems to me the first inquiry to make is: Are the present provis- 
ions for the repayment of this debt sufficient? Has the debt been 
sufliciently provided for? For, if it has been sufficiently provided 
for and is now reasonably secured, no further exactions ought to be 
made. If in the laws as they stand the Government has provided a 
sufficient security, or if the provision for payment currently taken 
with the security makes this debt secure, then of course there ought 
to be no further legislation on the subject at this time. To deter- - 
mine that, let us see how the account stands between the United States 
and these companies and how it will stand when these bonds mature. 

I have 1 stated that the subsidy bonds received by the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company amounted to $27,236,512. Up to the 31st 
day of January, 1878, the United States had paid in semi-annual 
installments the interest that they were required to pay on the bonds 
loaned that company the sum of $15,969,801. The Goverment had 
received credit from the company on account of transportation 
$5,134,327. There were credits claimed, but not yet allowed, amounting 
to $2,899,652. So that of credits allowed and claimed there are 
$3,033,969, leaving, however, for interest paid, interest which the Gov- 
ernment has not been reimbursed, the sum of $7,935,822. The Govern- 
ment pays annually in semi-annual payments interest upon the subsidy 
bonds held by this company $1,634,190. Now, if we credit the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company with the most that we can expect to realize 
currently under existing laws, taking the 5 per cent. and the one-half 
of the Government transportation, it will not 72 7 1457 8634, 190; 
so that each year the Government will pay out 81,000, 000 in interest over 
und above what she receives back upon the application of the eredits 
under existing laws. These bonds have now about twenty-two years 
to run, so that in the year 1900 this interest account for money actu- 
ally paid by the Government over and above reimbursements will 
amount to 822,000,000 in addition to that which is already in arrear. 
If you add that to the amount now due, which is $35,172,333, you have 
the sum of $55,172,333, and that without computing interesteto the 
Government or the interest that she has paid, or is to pay, on the. 
semi-annual installments due on her bonds loaned the company. If 
you count interest upon that, you would add the sum of $23,858,679, 
making a total debt in the year 1900 of $79,031,012. That would be 
$76,952 per mile. 

So stands the account between the United States and the Union 
Pacific. Let us see how it stands between the United States and the 
Central Pacific. That road, together with the Western Pacific, form- 
ing the line from Ogden to the Pacific coast, has received in subsidy 
bonds $27,855,680, as before stated. On the 31st of Qctober, 1877, the 
latest date to which we have any data on this subject, the interest 
that had accured on these bonds and been paid by the Government, 
over and above what she had been reimbursed by crediting the 5 per 
cent. of net earnings and one-half of Government service, amounted 
to $12,519,447 for the Central Pacific and $988,891 for the Western 
Pacific, making an aggregate of 813,508,338. Now if we credit the 
amount of interest which the Government pays upon these bonds 
annually $1,671,340, with the probable credits, under existing laws, 
putting them up at „ point which the Present data before us 
will authorize, say $500,000 per annum, being the5 per cent. of net earn- 
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ingsand one-half the Governmentservice, it willleave the United States 
as paying out annually $1,171,340 more than she receives. That paid 
for twenty-two years up to 1900 would amount to $25,709,480. Add that 
to the present deticiency and you have the debt at that time $67,133,493, 
without counting the interest in favor of the Government for the 
interest she has to pay semi-annually; but if you give her credit for 
that you must add the sum $28,630,415, making the debt, interest 
und principal, in the year 1900 against the Central Pacific Company 
$95,763,913. That is $111,350 per mile. 

Now, Mr. President, let us bring these totals together and see how 
this account stands. The debt in the year 1900 will be: 


Union Pacific, without interest. $55, 172, 333 
Central and Western Paci v4 67, 133, 498 
Making an aggregate 62 122, 305, 831 


If youadd interest on the interest which the Government will have 
paid during that time, you swell this sum to $174,794,925, and this is 
the least that will fully reimburse the United States for her outlay 
in the premises. 

So stands the account, Mr. President, between the railroad compa- 
nies and the United States in reference to the subsidy bonds, after 
making application of all that the law at present provides forthe pay- 
ment of current interest and principal of the bonds when they become 
due, Are the securities held by the United States sufficient to meet 
that? Will avy person contend that these roads, with the equipment 
that may be upon them at that time, will be a sufficient security to 
pay this enormous debt and discharge the first-mortgage bonds rest- 
ing upon them fer an equal amount of principal? In the statement 
made beforethe Judiciary Committee when these questions were under- 

ing investigation there, Mr. Huntington, the vice-president of the 
Rental Pacific Railroad, very frankly said it would not. In fact, he 
said that if the continued depreciation of property should go on, it 
was doubtful whether the property would be worth the first-mort- 
gage bonds, much less the claim of the United States increased by the 
amount of interest that she is compelled to pay. Therefore it seems 
to me that the first proposition must be settled in the negative; that 
is, that the present provisicus for the payment of this debt and the 
securities taken for that pu are insuflicient. 

Ihave been asked the question whether the Government had a right 
to charge interest upon the interest which she has semi-annually to 
pay. Generally interest is not payable unless there is an agreement 
to pay interest; but it isas Jawiul at common law to contract for the 
ase of money as it is for anything else. Statutes declare that no more 
than so much shall be taken. Moralists have spoken against the laws 
of usury; but still immemorially a usance for money, a price to be 
paid for its use, has been as much a matter of agreement between par- 
fies as for the use of any other kind of property. 

Was there an agreement to pay interest or an agreement that should 
bind these companies to pay interest on the payments which the Goy- 
ernment has made? In 1 Otto, the Supreme Court decided that the 
companies were not bound to pay the interest paid by the Govern- 
ment until the bonds mature, giving, I think, a rather undue impor- 
tance to the language of the sixth section of the act of 1862; but still 
that is the decision; it does not decide, nor is there any implication 
from that decision that I can see, that these companies are not required 
to make the United States whole. Their obligation is to pay these 
bonds and the interest thereon whichshall have been paid by the United 
States. When does this payment of interest become a debt, a debt 
„against these railroad companies? When the United States pays it. 
‘Whenever the United States is called upon to pay and does pay upon 
the bonds that she delivered to them a semi-annual installment of in- 
terest, immediately upon that payment it becomes a debt against 
those companies in whose favor it has been paid, a debt which under 
the decision of the Supreme Court they are not required to discharge 
until the principal of the bonds shall become due; but still it is a 
debt in presenti. What was the understanding of the parties in re- 
gard to that debt and how was it to be reckoned between them? We 
can understand a foot deal of that by turning to the tenth section of 
the act of 1864. This section is the one which authorized the issu- 
-ance of a first-mortgage bond as it has been called, and I read it in 
connection with this question of interest, to show what the intent 
and pu of the parties must have been at that time, and what 
was in the mind of Congress when this provision was placed there. 
It is as follows: 

That section 5 of said act be so modified and amended that the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, the Central Pacific Railroad Company, and any other compan; 
authorized to papa in the construction of said Toa may, on the completion 
of each section of said road, as provided in this act and the act to which this act is 
an amendment, issue their first-mort bonds on their tive railroad and 
telegraph lines to an amount not ex the amount of the bonds of the United 
States, and of even tenor and date, time of maturity, rate and character of interest 
with the bouds authorized to be issued to said railroad companies respectively. 

“Of even tenor and date” of the bonds we were to deliver to them 
-of like character as to interest. When the railroad companies issued 
these first-mortgage bonds and stipulated as they did in the bonds to 
pay interest upon them semi-annually and have so paid it, I ask if it 
Was not expected that they should in like manner pay or provide 
for the interest due on the bonds loaned them by the Government, 
-and if the payment of the interest as well as the principal should be 
deferred until the bonds matured that the companies should make the 

Government whole? How else could the Government be fully reim- 


bursed for all the interest she had paid, thereby paying her interest 
on the money thus advanced by her? Take this whole legislation 
together, consider this in the nature of a Joan as it was, for the boun- 
ties were out of other means, and you can view it in no other light 
than an agreement of the parties that whenever the United States 
paid out money for these railroad companies at that instant the obli- 
pasion to repay it should begin on the part of the railroad companies. 

ey might solve it then or they might wait until the bonds were 
due; but was it in the apprehension or in the contemplation of those 
who passed the act that the Government should lay out of the money 
so paid without any interest a period of thirty years? There can be 
no question that they would be responsible for interest on their own 
bonds or coupons after they became due. Do they not hold this loan 
from the United States on the same terms? Is not the reimbursement 
to be made to the United States as it is to their other bond creditors, 
or are these bond creditors to be considered the favorite parties in the 
Appropr ation of the income and revenues of this property? 

ut, Mr. President, it is not ni in determining the question 

before the Senate to settle that point now or te attempt to give an 
particular construction to the statutes that have already been ee 
on that subject; for it is evident that without that the securities 
now held by the United States and the application of credits she is 
entitled to claim under existing law will not meet even the princi- 
pal of the debt, without ing up anything at all for interest. 

The next important question is whether we have power to make 
additional provisions for the payment of this debt. In the original 
act there was a power reserved by the eighteenth section, a power 
that has been said to be special and limited; yet, as it embraces the 
whole subject and gave discretionary power to Con to act in 
the premises, it is very difficult to see why it should be insisted that 
there was a want of power under that. But it is not necessary to 
place this question there, for the last section of the act of 1864 is 
without limit. The amendatory act of 1864, which took away from 
the United States her first lien upon this property in favor of first- 
mortgage bondholders to an amount equal to her own debt and 
allowed these companies to pledge the property for that purpose, did 
not conclude until it had reserved full and ample power in the United 
States over the subject. I shall not discuss this question of power 
upon abstract questions of the authority of a sovereign, nor how 
much power the United States may possess over the subject of con- 
tracts not being embraced in the inhibition in the Constitution di- 
rected against the States. I shall put it upon no ground of that 
kind. I believe the Federal Government to be one of limited powers. 
I believe in the tenth section of the amendments, which declares that 
the powers not granted to the Federal Government in the Constitution 
do not exist in the Federal Government, and it is not necessary that 
inhibitions against States and State constitutions and State legisla- 
tive authority should be leveled at it, for it must look to the charter 
of its own authority for the power that it exercises. But it would be 
very difficult to show that the United States possessed power to create 
that which they could not control. If there is a want of power here, 
it might extend further back and show that Congress had no power 
to confer these franchises, these rights and privileges at all; and 
therefore we can recall them all. The enactment of these laws may 
have been an exercise of an authority not granted and therefore void; 
but I shall consider it the right of the Government to do what the bill 

TO upon these acts themselyes and the two sections to which 
have referred. 

It has been admitted by those who have opposed the bill submitted 
by the Judiciary Committee that these two acts now constitute one ; 
that the act of 1864 being amendatory of the act of 1862 they are 
blended and become one act; but, says the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] who has presented a substitute for this bill, to 
which I shall call attention after a while, the twenty-second section is 
but a naked power, and you must therefore go to the eighteenth sec- 
tion of the act of 1862 for specifications of that power. In other words, 
the general terms of the repealing act of 1564 are to be controlled by 
the previous legislation on the subject. A naked power to repeal or 
alter or amend is certainly a novelty; but that it should be controlled 
by the provisions in a former law is a new canon of construction to me, 
especially when you take this fact into consideration: that in this act 
of 1864 large bounties were given to these railroad companies in excess 
of those provided in the act of 1862; great advantages were extended 
to them, and then the power to mortgage the very property upon 
which we were taking our lien for an amount equal to the debt we 


y | were creating against these companies, and then to say that when we 
ng 97 pa 


reserved the right to alter, amend, or repeal, without limitation or 
qualification, must be carried back to the act of 1862 for a limita- 
tion upon that Fore would be to give to the companies all of the 
increased benefits of the act of 1864 freed from any of its restraints. 

Again, it is said that the authority to alter, amend, or repeal ex- 
tends to nothing but what are termed franchise naa In my opin- 
ion, Mr. President, it extends to every benefit that these railroad 
companies have received at the hands of the United States; so far as 
it is necessary to control and ate those benefits for the public 
welfare or for the security of the United States, I do not contend 
that the rights of third parties are to be affected, but I say that these 
debtor companies, who owe us these moneys and who have obligated 
themselves, under the laws and by the receipt of the moneys, to re- 
pay them, cannot be heard to say, when we have reserved a right to 
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alter, amend, or repeal the law, that this right shall not apply to such 


amendatory laws as may ben to secure repayment of money, 
such as the exaction of additional securities for that purpose. 

But again, it has been said that, if this specific power had been 
reserved for further assurance or something of that kind, then it 
might be exercised; but, because the power is general, therefore it 
cannot be made to reach specific things. I have always understood, 
Mr. President, that the greater included the less. Specifications can- 
not enlarge general powers. Specifications may sometimes, where 
they N in connection with general powers, direct and con- 
trol them, but they cannot give 9 powers that may not be em- 
braced by a general authority. When you constitute one your at- 
torney in fact, you may make him your attorney for all purposes; 
you may make that power of attorney general, to act for > ble in your 
name and stead in all matters relating to your affairs. You are not 
required to make it specific; and, if you make it general, it will cover 
any act which might be done or performed under the most minute 
specifications of hy are b 

So, Mr. President, it seems to me that upon the very face of these 
laws the right and power reserved in Con to alter, amend, or 
repeal may be exercised, and in my opinion ought to be whenever it is 
necessary either to secure the ends connected with this enterprise so 
far as the public interest is concerned, or to secure the repayment of 
the moneys that we have loaned the companies. This the Congress 
of the United States, as the guardian of both interests, must do. It 
is not money given, it is not a donation made, but it is 2 loan, and 
we are as Duk bound to protect that and to see that it is repaid 
again, ifit can be, out of the property or the income arising from it 
or from the parties who have obligated themselves to make it good, 
as we are to see that this public service is not interfered with or 
neglected. 

admit that this power ought to be exercised judiciously, fairly, 
and properly; that there onght to be such additional and further 
ntees or such further assurance as it is in the power of these 
companies to perform. I would not vote for a measure that I did not 
believe was within the 2 f of these companies. But what would 
be right and just; what kind of measures would we have a right to 
resort to as between us and the debtor companies? I lay down this 
proposition, that any provision would be just that did no more than 
withhold present dividends from stockholders, if necessary to secure 
the repayment of the loan. In my opinion, the stockholders of these 
companies have no right to dividends while that loan is in jeopardy. 
What right have they to enrich themselves by the income of this 
road, by dividing it as dividends on their stock, while these bonds 
and the interest we are paying semi-annually on them are every day 
being put in jeopardy, thus taking the money earned by the property 
created by the aid of the Joan to enrich themselves instead of using 
it to provide for its repayment? 

The bill submitted by the Judiciary Committee is far inside of that 
proposition. The statistics that are embraced in the report made by 
the committee accompanying the bill show that all we require at 
their hands to provide for and secure the ultimate parna of the 
debt will still leave out of the annual receipts of the companies a 
surplus to be divided among the stockholders of from 4 to 6 per cent. 
on the value of their stock, which is more than one out of a hundred 
of the railroads of the country are able todo. If there was a neces- 
sity for it we could say they should receive nothing. They are debtor 
companies. The stockholders represent the companies; they have 
no right to dividends while the debts of the pripens are unpro- 
viđed for. But as it is not necessary the bill under consideration 
does not propose to place so heavy a burden on them; while it pro- 
vides for the payment of the debt it leaves them ample means, and 
should, in my opinion, receive the approval of the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, a substitute has been proposed for the bill 
under consideration. It comes here as a substitutefor the bill reported 
by the Committee on Railroads, reported by my distinguished friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. Marrnzws.] I wish to consider that bill for a short 
time. Thereisno misunderstanding its provisions; itis perfectly plain. 
There is not the slightest ambiguity about it. It proposes to make an 
adjustment with these railroads at present, closing the account under 
the present laws on the Ist of October, 1878, and crediting up what 
the Government may then be entitled to, and from that time en until 
the year 1900 cach of the companies are required to pay into the 
Treasury of the United States $1,000,000 per annum in semi-annual 
payments, and in the year 1900 these semi-annual payments with the 

terests accrued on them and compounded every six months shall 


be credited on the amount due from the railroad companies to the | $22, 


United States, excluding interest on the sums paid by the United 
States as interest, but providing for the payment of interest on the 
bonds where any of them are overdue at that time, and then the 
balance remaining to be divided into fifty semi-annual payments 
extending over a period of twenty-five years. 

These are the main features of the substitute. It is offered as a 
proposition to the railroad companies for their acceptance, to be valid 
as a law provided they accept it, to be of no valne if they do not 
accept it. My first objection to it is that it is a solemn admission of 
a want of power in the Government to provide for the payment of 
the loan except by the consent of the companies. It solemnly admits 
that the reservations of power contained in the acts of 1862 and 1864 
give us no authority, however apparent it may be that the securities 


we hold are insufficient, to make any provision forthe payment of the 
loan out of current receipts, or to provide a sinking fund ont of such 
receipts unless the companies will toit. I shall never assent 
to that proposition in any legislation that may come up here in regard 
to these or other corporations of a similar kind where such powers are 
reserved. I shall attempt to exercise those powers here as I believe 
the public interest may require; and if it shall ever be determined 
that we have no authority to legislate in that way, that determina- 
tion will have to be made in another and co-ordinate department of 
this Government. I shall not surrender at the very beginning the 
right to control such corporations as these whenever it may be found 
necessary to protect the people or the creditors of the corporations. 
I shall not at the very beginning declare that our hands are bound 
and that we can do nothing for the protection of money we have 
loaned them but such acts as they are willing to consent to. 

My second objection to it is, that it puts all present payments the- 
companies are bound to make under existing laws at compound in- 
terest, and that the compound interest that would accrue on such 
payments would amount to about $23,858,679. In this calculation, I 
assume that these companies would paan under the present law a 
sum equal to about $1,000,000 a year; that is, that the 5 per cent. of 
net earnings and the one-half of the Government transportation ac- 
count for the two companies would amount to about $1,000,000 per- 
year—the amount would. in all probability, be much more, Thesub- 
stitute of Senator MATTHEWS, on which I am now commenting, pro- 
poses that these sums shall no longer be applied currently, but that: 
they shall become a part of the $2,000,000 a year that these com- 
panies are to pay after the 1st of next October 81,000, 000 from each 
company. So that from that time forward these sums that are now 
to be applied currently will be at compound interest, and if they 
amount to no more than the sum as I have stated, the interest will be- 
eqnal to 823,858,679. 

Mr. BUTLER. For both companies, or one? 


Mr. McDONALD, For both companies, It is compound interest 
on $1,000,000 a year, which is the aggregate of what I suppose the- 


two 8 will pay in under the present law. A bonus of nearl 
$24,000,000 for accepting a proposition which is to tie up our hands. 
for all time. 

Then it gives the companies compound interest on all payments 
that they will make in addition, tbat is for the additional million that 
they are to pay per annum; they are also to have compound interest 
at 6 per cent., and that is $23,853,679 more; so that the total interest 
credit that will be given these two companies in the year 1900 will. 
be $47,717,358 in interest on $22,000,000 paid, in addition to the 
amount they would pay under the present Jaw for which they would 
draw no interest, 

This bill also provides that they are to have four months in which. 
to determine to accept the proposition. It will take them four hours 
to decide that question. I have no belief that this bill would become 
inoperative if we should pass it, by reason of their refusal to accept 
it; and thereforo it is necessary for us to consider very carefully the- 
question before we begin by tying up our hands by solemnly admit- 
ting that we have no authority at all to make any change except by 
the consent of the companies, however necessary it may be, on ac- 
count of the insufficiency of the security we now hold, rendered insuf- 
ficient by the act of 1864, by authorizing the placing over the prop- 
erty a first lien to an amonnt equal to that which we ourselves hold. 

I have had a calculation made to show the amount of credits these 
companies would be entitled to in the year 1900, when we come to 
apply the sinking fund this substitute provides, and to extend the 
time for the balance that might remain due over this period of twenty- 
five years. Ifthe Union Pacific Company should pay in its million a 
year, beginning on the Ist of October next, and coutinuing that for- 
twenty-two years, say $500,000 semi-annually, the interest computed. 
on this sum every six months and added to the principal would make 
the first payment of $500,000 when it came to be credited up at the end 
of twenty years amount to $1,835,686, and their whole credit, inter- 
est and principal, on the $22,000,000 in the twenty-two years would 
amount to $45,858,679.88. The Central Pacific Railroad Company 
would be entitled to an equal credit on the same terms and for the 
same class of payments, so that you would have these two companies 
credited in the year 1900 with an gate sum of $91,717,359, and 
for that they would have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
during the twenty-two years $44,000,000. Under the present law 
one-half of that sum would have to be paid without interest, so that 
these companies would be credited with $47,717,359 as interest for 
000,000 . 

Mr. THURMAN. More than half. 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, more than half; but Iam putting it at 
that so that I may do no injustice to the companies. This is pie i 
osition, and it is very much like this, Mr. President: If I owed you. 
$10,000, secured by bond and mortgage, and I should say to you: „The- 
security that you have is not goods it will not be worth the money 
when it becomes due, Iam deriving large incomes from the mortgage 
property, but that I want to keep. I will now give you a thousand 
dollars and you keep it and charge yourself with compound interest 
on it until it amounts to $10,000, and then yon would have your pay- 
ment. 

Mr. President, I have no belief at all that this proposition will meet 
with any great favor in the Senate. I believe fully and firmly in our 
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right to exercise the power that we are seeking to exercise in this 
case, and I believe, as the proper trustees and guardians of the public 
interest, it is our duty to do it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe it was understood the appropriation bill 
should be in order immediately upon the conclusion of the speech of 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. It is understood, however, that the railroad 
Dill is to be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) That 
is the understanding. ; 

Mr. MERRIMON. I desire to submit some remarks upon the pend- 
ing bill, and would be glad to have the opportunity to do so when 
the Senate shall take the bill under consideration again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina 
ae on the funding bill when it shall again come before 

e Senate. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASSES, ETC. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ temporary elerks, and making appropriation for 
the same; also makin ei oe ie? r. for detecting trespass on public 
1 and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. BECK to the amendment of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to the second section of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, 1 want to say a very few words before 
the vote is taken. I shall endeavor to avoid entering into any con- 
trov about the conduct of the Secre of the Interior or any 
other officer of the Government. Their conduct is a matter for their 
political friends to pass upon. I desire to say what I am abont to 
say because it seems to me that the amendment offered by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate and the amendment to that 
amendment offered by me have been very much misusderstood by 
Senators, especially by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] in 
his speech yesterday, which I hold in my hand. I read his lan- 
gnage: 

This bill originated in tho House of tatives as ana riation bill. I 
understand, —.— from what 3 of the bill an from some state- 
ments which have been made bere, that it is an appropriation for deficiencies, 
Since it has reached the Sc nate it has grown two sgain the direction of becoming 
a general and very im t law in reference to public lands and the timber grow- 
ing thereupon. The first of these stages was ted in the amendment of the 


Committee on A ions. The next is presented in the amendment now offered 
to the report of committee by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK ] 


Again, further on, speaking of illegal 3 which he as- 
sorts we are seeking to make, he says that the amendment offered by 
me is an extremely harsh and unusual one; that it is seeking to make 
provisions = orea Leyte ee err 3 of Petete; and im- 
poses great hardshi n the people which ought not to be imposed 
upon them. I think the Senator has totally ä the scope 
und meaning of both the amendment of the Senate Committee on 
eee and of that offered by me. Senators will observe that 
that portion of the section which makes ap ropriations for the 
purposes complained of came from the House o Representatives; and 
expressly dec what the $20,000 shall be appropriated for. All 
that the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate did was to add a 
proviso limiting the use of that sum of money in certain important 
heres Iwill read the Senate amendment. The House, as said, 
1 their bill, which we did not undertake to alter, made a provision 
of $20,000 for a number of items, not I think very properly expressed, 
among other things: 


eee eee 9 
passes on c lands, and cases of official m m r advertising 

— the sum of $20,000. č . 
The Senate committee added this: 


eee That where wood and timber lands in the Territories of 
the United States are not surveyed and offered for sale in Fae po subdivisions, con- 
venient of access, no money herein appropriated shall be te collect any charge 
for wood or timber cut on the public pally fa the Territories of the United States, 
for the use of actual settlers in the Territories, and not for export. 


To which I move to add: 

From the Territory where the timber : And ided further, 
event itshall be exported from the Territory, it shali be liable to eee 
States authority found. 

Now, it must be obvious to any gentleman who reads the bill that 
the 8 of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate was 
not to extend the power of the Secretary of the Interior, not to op- 
press anybody, not toaid or encourage him in sending his agents over 
the country for the purpose of harassing the people, but it was for the 
express purpose of preventing anything of that sort from being done 
that the proviso was inse: at the end of this section by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate. It was inserted at the in- 
stance of the especial friends of the men who had been using the timber 
growing on the public lands of the United States; and it was confined 
solely to the Territories of the United States where the lands were 
unsurveyed and where the actual settlers were not allowed to pur- 
chase them. My amendment is limited solely to that class of cases 
in the Territories, not reaching the States of Alabama, Florida, Arkan- 
sus, or any o ized State, or any portion of the country where the 

d has been surveyed and can be purchased. 7 
Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question! 
Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator whether he thinks it proper leg- 
islation to make a distinction between timber taken from public 
lands in the Territories and timber taken from the public lands in 
the States, so that the Government may proceed by seizure without 
warrant or right against timber cut from lands in the Territories 
while it will not proceed in the same way against timber cut from 
lands in the States ? 

Mr. BECK. I think it is proper legislation. We were not endeav- 
oring to enact new laws, which is an improper thing to do in an ap- 
propriation bill if it can be avoided. But great hardship had ensued 
and had been complained of by the people of the Territories because 
the wood-lands could not be purchased. The lands being unsurveyed, 
and therefore not in market, the settlers were unable to pure 
them, and as they were obliged to have buildings and obliged to have 
fire-wood, and as they could not upon any terms purchase the timber 
from the Government of the United States, we sought to modify the 
hardship as we have done under those circumstances; but we did not 
see fit to legislate further in an appropriation bill, and a deficiency 
bill at that. The lands have been surveyed and the surveyed lands 
can be purchased in the different States of this Union; therefore we 
would not nens so as to cover all the ponie lands outside of the 
Territories, tis the ground of complaint? 

How are other portions of the United States injured if we sips 
this proviso in order to obviatea t hardship that is Ler ype, ia y 
upon the people of the Territories, who are not allowed to buy tim- 
ber Jand. In what respect, Lask, are other people injured because we 
do not see fit or do not think it proper to legislate further? We leave 
the law to stand as it is so far as others are concerned. Is it an im- 
rat thing to afford relief to men settled in the Territories of the 

nited States who are obliged to have wood and cannot buy it, to 

ive them the right to take timber belonging to the United States 

or their own use, for firewood or for fencing, and because we do, 
under those conditions, are we to be blamed because we do not enact 
a general law and allow everybody all over the United States in all 
the States where the Jands have been surveyed and are in market and 
can be bought to have the same privilege? It seems to me that itis 
unjust-to make c against the committee when all we have done 
has been done in a spirit of pe liberality, perhaps exceeding what 
can be defended on strictly legal grounds. 

Surely there can be no complaint against the committee that we 
did not gointo general legislation and limited our action by the press- 
ing necessity. We have a Committee on Public Lands, composed of 
very able men and some of them very much interested in behalf of 
these gentlemen who are said to be oppressed, Mr. OGLESBY, of Ili- 
nois, is the chairman, and Messrs. PADDOCK, BOOTH, CHAFFEE, PLUMB, 
McDoxarnp, Joxxs of Florida, GROVER, and GARLAND constitute that 
committee. If there is any defect in the existing laws or if i fur- 
ther relief ought to be given, let the Committee on Public Lands 
a proper bill and I will go as far as who goes the farthest to prevent 
the actual settler from being injured or imposed upon anywhere. But 
the Committee on io.) ia dee ought not to be charged, nor ought 
I as a member, in endeavoring to guard the property of the United 
States in the Territories and still try to give some relief, to be e 
with being hostile to all the other people of the United States who 
want to use public timber, because we do not feel at liberty to change 
existing laws in order to increase their privileges. Everything that 
was done by the Senate committee was done for the purpose of giving 
relief and not for the popoe of oppression. Theamendment that 
I suggest is an eminently properone. I had at one time thought that 
we ought to prevent persons in the Territories from selling our tim- 
ber, but at the suggestion of the Senator from Maine and others who 
were interested on the side of the settlers, showing the hardship that 
the miner or blacksmith or mechanic might suffer by reason of the 
fact that he could not hire men or go himself without leaving his busi- 
ness to get the wood or timber necessary for his own use, I struck 
that limitation out and limited the operation of the amendment only 
to export from the Territory where the timber grew. Irather think I 
carried the right to use timber further than I ought, certainly it goes 
to the very verge of proper concession when the right is limited to a 
prohibition to export it from the Territory where the timber grew. 

Ought not that limitation to be placed there? Those lands ee 
to the United States. All that grows upon them belongs to the Uni 
States. If we are seeking to protect the settler and propose to tell 
the Secretary of the Interior, tell the Commissioner of the Land Office, 
and tell the officers of the Government that until legislation is had 
whereby those ple can buy timber from the public lands of the 
United States they shall not be prevented from taking it for their own 
use, ought we not to say “ You shall not export it to other countries, 
States, or Territories; you shall not go upon the lands of the United 
States and cut its timber for the purpose of merchandise abroad; you 
may have it for all the uses in your own Territory and among your 
own people.” That is surely license enough. We propies to say to 
them, for example, “ Yon shall not go into Washington Territory and 
export the timber therefrom to California; you shall not go into ono 
Territory and export it to another; the lands of the United States 
shall not be raided upon for that purpose.” That is all that my amend- 
ment pro 

The Senator from Alabama says that I would follow timber taken 
from the public land wherever found, even if made into bureans and 
if used by persons who had bought it from persons at second or third 
hand. That is a strained construction of this provision; I say that 
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we shall follow that property if it is exported. Ido not propose to 
say that our officers shall seize all the other property a man has who is 
in ion of the timber taken from public lands, but when the 
timber is cut and is carried off or exported to other States and Ter- 
ritories and the proper officer of the United States tinds that timber, 
he shall have the right to seize it, That is said by the Senator from 
Alabama to be new law, It is as old as the common law of England. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. MatrHews] very well stated the propo- 
sition yesterday. If my horse is stolen I can follow him and take 
him no matter who has him if I can do so peaceably. No trespasser 
and no purchaser from a tres can deprive the original owner 
of his p and prevent him from taking it peaceably. There 
have been hog thieves in Kentucky, Alabama, and elsewhere, as well 
as log thieves, if there are such things as log thieves, and I use that 
word respectfully, because of the profound respect for these men, 
although timber has been stolen in large quantities, and in many 
States and Territories, or the Commissioner of the Land Office makes 
a false report, which nobody believes. He at least is a reliable olficer. 
We all know that timber has been stolen, and stolen in large quan- 
tities. I say there have been hog thieves as well as log thieves, and 
a good many of them in the States represented by the gentleman 
from Alabama and myself. If we should pass a law that a man whose 
hog was stolen may follow the thief and seize his property wherever 
he finds it, would anybody object, would it be any ment to say 
to the Senate that is an extremely hard law; you might follow the 
hog to some poor man’s breakfast table where it had been cut into 
and take it from the starving family of the man who bad 
bought it. That is not the spirit of this law at all, that is not the 
object of my amendment. We have to pass statutes in a general form. 
The spirit as well as the letter of the law we pass must be looked to, the 
familiar illustration given to schoolboys of the law that a man should 
be hung whoshed blood on thestreets of the city, still nobody imagined 
that they would hang a doctor who bled a man to save his life, and 
nobody supposes we are going to hunt down the bureans made from 
timber taken from the public lands. But the United States officers 
cannot be constantly watching at.every point where timber may be 
taken away from the Territory and men go into the Territories for 
the purpose of speculation and carry it either to other States or to for- 
eign countries, some discretion must be given, some general power 
conferred, and when we find that is done our officers onght to have a 
right to seize it, as a private individual would have a right to seize 
his own property, subject to such regulations and upon sach terms 
as the Department of Justice or the Attorney-General may prescribe. 
That I think is surely right. Yet that is the subject of serious com- 
laint. 
s I do not propose to discuss the question to any great extent. It 
seems to me a plain proposition; we have by an amendment done no 
harm to the people of the Southern States. I will go as far as the 
Senator from Alabama in stopping all the oppressions of the Federal 
officers.. I know something of the insolence of office. I know some- 
thing of the spies that have been sent there for the last twelve years, 
from the time they to seize the cotton and to seize everythin 
they felt like seizing in that country down to the present time, 
have no doubt there is great hardship and unjustifiable oppression 
practiced upon those people by the spies, pimps, and agents of this 
8 and that it ought to be stopped and that legislation 
ought to be enacted to stop it and stop it effectually. I would not 
keep a spy in the employ of this Government if I could avoid it. I 
despise and loathe the whole foul crew. I would not believe one of 
them on oath. They are necessarily thieves, liars, and scoundrels 
from their yery occupation. Mr. President, the man who goes to 
your house or mine and pretends to be our friend, enjoys our hospi- 
tality, and then secks to destroy us, ought not to be employed except 
in cases of great exigency by any government. If we are to have 
timber agents in the States of the South, I would employ a responsi- 
ble agent; known to be such, who publicly went about and guarded 
the property and told the men all around what was the United States 
property and what was not and took legal steps to punish violators 
of law. I would limit the seizures to the ey of the United 
States that was taken, and I would punish Dice who took it as I 
would pnnish wrong-doers for anything at but I would not give 
spies, pimps, or informers any compensation, if I could possibly hel 
it. I have no donbt the present Secretary of the Interior fonnd a 
lot on hand when he came into office, and he may hays peen com- 
to use them, We have had them here for a long time, often 
employed in most disreputable ways. I need not speak abont the 
safe burglary in Washington; I need not cite dozens of eases where 
these spies have been proved to be men of the most infamous chár- 
acter. I do hope the Committee on Publie Lands will devise some 
means that will be just alike to the Government and to the citizen 
and that will give citizens all the rights that properly should be given 
to them and at the same time protect the United States in all their 
rights, and have the laws execnted fairly, openly, without any secret 
spies or underhand informers. But in an appropriation bill we ean- 
not change the law, at least we ought not. If a change is to be say 
whatever it is, let the proper conimittce, the Committee on Publi 


Lands, bring in a bill for that purpose and I will vote with them for ! 


anything that is liberal and just. I do insist that wê onglit not as a 
Committee on Appropriations, nor ought I as a member of that com- 
mittee, to be held S Base the Senate or the country as seeking to 
pass or enforce any harsh legislation when we have simply sought to 


relieve the people of the Territories, under very peculiar conditions, 
from what may be oppressive action by the Secretary of the Iuterior 
and his assistants under existing laws. Becanse we have nut gone 
further when we could not well go further in this bill to give relief 
for the great wrongs that have been done all over these Southern 
States, surely that is no proper objection to this bill, for it is in the 
direction that gentlemen desire as far as it goes. 

I called attention the other day when I was up to the fact that in 
the very next section we make a provision giving to the Secretary 
$25,000 to publish lists of all the public lands in the States of Arkun- 
sas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida that were with- 
drawn from sale in 1800 and were partially restored one year ago, 
but the lists for which have not 45 been made out, and where men 
may now become trespassers withont knowing it. We are, throngh 
the appropriation of $25,000, empowering the Secretary and directing 
him to proceed at once and make out those lists and make them pub- 
lic, so that no man can be mistaken as to what are the lands of the 
United States and what are lands of private individuals, and to give 
them absolute power to buy these lands at any price that may be 
fixed when they can find them. They are not debarred from buy- 
ing them now, as I understand it. That done, there cau be no con- 
flict and no difficulty if men are reasonably honest. I would appoint 
public agents, men well known, who would guard those people and 
the Government alike. I would protect all men against spies and 
informers, and the wrongs that they have done. I would not allow, 
if a purchaser had bonght from a trespasser, all the property of that 
pure to be taken from him if he was not guilty of intentional 
wrong. I would give the United States the right to take the specifie 
property where it was showed conclusively to be their own. 

I would not sanction any of the severe measures that seem to be 
used by the present Secre of the Interior everywhere, in order 
even to the property of the United States. 

I only desjre further to remark that the amendment I offered not 
only has the sanction of leading friends of the settlers, but it would 
have been offered by one of them if I had not offered to do it. I did 
not offer it in the spirit in which the Senator from Alabama seems to 
think I did, to give power to the Secretary or to the agents of the 
Government arbitrarily to interfere with and seize indiscriminately 
allthe property they might find even down to the bureaus made from 
wood taken from t jo ponle lands in any place, no matter through 
how many hands it passed. I looked to the public interests and 
sought to prevent hardship. As long as we have public property we 
must guard itin some way. When we undertake to protect our citizens 
we must protect them carefully. The privileges that we have given 
to the people of the Territories does not injure anybody outside of 
them, and if it helps them and protects them to the extent that we 
think we can help them without detriment to the country and keep 
them from being oppressed by any orders from the Secretary of the 
Interior or his subordinates, we have done him and them good serv- 
ice. I assure the Senator from Alabama and the Senate that so far 
from my purpose being to do aay hing by the amendment 1 offered 
that would in any way bring any trouble upon his people or upon the 
people of the Southern States or that would sanction anything that 
any of the spies or agents sent among them, many of whom I believe 
have made Steen’ statements, or if they have not they will 
whenever required, for the purpose of oppressing that people, I will 
go as far for their relief as any southern Senator would desire. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in what I said in reference to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kentacky I made not the 
slightest allusion to any hostility toward the people of Alabama, or 
the South, or of any other part of the United States. I am satisfied 
now, after hearing his explanation of his amendment, that I had mis- 
understood what Ta intended by it; yet I am not satisfied upon u 
just interpretation of tho language of the amendment tbat the posi- 
tion I have taken in regard to it is not correct. I wonld suggest to 
the Senator that he make a slight alteration in the language of the 
ameudment so as to limit the effect of it to the Territories of the United 
States, and not to the territory or lands upon which the timber may 
have been grown. 

MERE 2 5 is 110 5 ps 5 do net egies ean by 

ibility a to anything else, but I will strike out “Territory 
K A tenet ay e Territories of the United States; ” so as to exclude 
every State and to conform with that idea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky modifies 
his amendment to the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the way he has stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. That correction relieves the subject from any per- 
sonal or local interest it has, so far as the people of the State that I 
represent are concerned. The other proposition involved in the argu- 
inst which I would mako 


ment and algo in the amendment is one 
objection simply ag an innovation upon the law of the United States, 
not that it affects the people whom I represent here at all. Lam quite 


willing, jf the geytiemen representing those who live in the Territo- 

es or whose Baltes re adjacent thereto are willing to take the 
amendment as it hy is changed, that they should do so without ob- 
jection on my part, Ido object, however, to the statement of the law 
which authorizes any minjsterigl officer of the United States Govern- 
ment, without warrant, to seize the timber, even of the United States, 
cut from the publie lands, in the hands of gn honest, bona fide holder. 

The Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Matriews,] followed by the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck, I has brought in the {I\nstration of a horse 
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taken by theft from the possession of the owner, and it has been 
asserted here that the owner may go and take that horse wherever he 
wer ene ae Tat he may do updat ine 8 law, itin the 

ing of the horse, he is not guilty of a breach of the peace; I grant 
you that; bat suppose the horse has died and his hide has been put 
upon a trunk, would either of the Senators contend that the owner 
ol the horse would have a right to go and seize the trunk in order 
to get the hide of the horse back ? Bearcely eo, 1 think. There is a 
point beyond which the right to a specific article of 5 
go. I grant that when you sever a tree from the freehold it be- 
comes personal pro and becomes the subject of an action of 
detinue or of an action of trover for its conversion; but it does not 
follow because that is the fact that the owner of the tree as it stood 
upon the soil may follow that timber wherever he may find it, after 
it has been split into rails or sawed into boards, or after it has been 
hewn into a square piece of timber or into a spar or mast. It does not 
follow that he has that sort of specific pro in the article con- 
verted by the person in whose possession it is which enables him to 

o and seize it at pleasure, in the possession of whomsoever he may 

dit, I do not understand that to be the law at all. 

There is a doctrine that a wrong-doer may so far convert property 
to his own uses and purposes as that he acquires a special and par- 
ticular pro in it, and that law, it seems to me, would apply 
very forcibly to many acts of trespass committed x the public 
domain, to one of which I will now, for the sake of illustration, call 
the attention of the Senate. In the State of Alabama, upon the 
high hills of the Alabama River, there grow forests of magnificent 
pine trees, the like of which, I e pr is not to be found anywhere 
else on the continent. They are of great value for masts. Men en- 
gaged in the transportation of spars to foreign countries will travel 
two hundred or three hundred miles into the interior, and go upon 
the lands belonging to private owners and pay them from $2 to $5 
for a tree of that kind standing upon the soil. They will cut it down; 
they will square it into some form—octagonal, I believe, is the usual 
form—strip it of all the sap and limbs, getting the greatest possible 
length, and they will contrive to get it into a stream of water that 
will float it to the Bay of Mobile. After it has arrived there, that 
stick of timber is worth $100 in gold. It is worth $2, or $4, or $5, as 
the case may 8 where it stands on the soil of the p etor of 
the land, and it is worth a hundred dollars when you get it to Mo- 
bile. All that additional worth has been added to it by the amount 
of work that has been done upon it and the transportation, and 
then the difficulty of finding such spars at any port of the United 
States for sale. I do not understand that the Government of the 
United States, in a case of that sort, ought to be authorized to 
and seize the spar at its value in the Mobile Bay of a hundred dol- 
lars because it was worth $? or $5 upon the public lands, and that 
under such a seizure as that it should be enabled to realize for itself 
the value of all the labor that has been put upon it in preparing the 
1 and floating it down from where it was cut to the Bay of 

0 

„ Sup A in oe hands of 17 
ori ising eae ving this iti value in consequence 
the labor he has put upon it :? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a case to which the amendment does not 
alone apply. The amendment is a general license to seize wherever 
found and in whosesoever hands it may be found. That is my objec- 
tion to the amendment, 

There is another feature of the amendment which I would not dis- 
cuss at all except merely for the pn of replying to that portion 
of the argument of the tor from Kentucky, which I think is quite 
objectionable. The right of seizure, as it is understood in the law, is 
a different thing altogether from the mere right to take possession 
of one’s property found in the possession of another without com- 
mistig. a trespass, This is the taking of a man’s property back, 
which is not a seizure, A seizure means the exercise of compulsory 
legal authority, in the name of and by the power of the Government 

inst a certain piece of property for the purpose of enforcing the 
right of the Government thereupon. That is what a seizure means 
and that is the word that is used in the amendment to the bill. I ob- 
ject to any marshal of the United States, without a warrant, without 
some authority of a court, without an afidavit having been made, 
deciding that a y’s property can be relieved from the condition 
which the Constitution undertakes to protect it in, against unlawful 
seizure. I object that any man shall go without a warrant and cause 
what the Constitution denominates an unlawful seizure of property, 
merely because it may have been taken from the public domain. 

There are instances of that kind I know in the revenug law. I 
understand that, but it never has been considered ne to apply 
these powers to any other than the recognized courts of United 
States, so far as I remember, and that, as suggested vee Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Eustis, ] is by special statute.. We have pro- 
posed here, as I remarked yesterday, for the first time a special stat- 
ute to authorize a marshal of the United States to make a seizure of 
property cut from the public domain, without reference, as I think, 
to its improved value, and without reference also, as I understand 
the amendment, to the person in whose possession it may be found, or 
the rights of such person. That is my reason for objecting to the 
— I remarked yesterday, and 1 repeat the remark, not in 
any spiris of censoriousness toward the committee, and particularly 


not toward the Senator from Sey that the Secretary of the 
Interior had been demanding additional legislation from Congress, 
thereby conceding that the laws as they stood were not sufficient to 
justify the action that he has hitherto taken. It was to call attention 
to that part of the case that I made the allusion that I did yesterday. 

There is another very remarkable part of this bill which I did not 
advert to yesterday, which has been necessary all the time to justify 
the Secre of the Interior in the course which he has taken. 

What is that? It is that the money after it shall have been real- 
ized from the sale of timber seized in the name of the Government 
shall find some place to go. Under the law as it stands there is no 
method of accounting for that money. There is no provision to cover 
it into the Treasury. When it goes into the pocket of one of these 

ies, or agents, he may hold it there so far as the Government of the 
United States is concerned, asI think; butif heis bound to surrender 
it to the Secretary of the Interior, who gave him the directions to col- 
lect it, it is beyond question that there is no law up to this time which 
authorizes the Secretary of the Interior or any other officer of the 
Government to cover that money into the Treasury. Then there isa 
provision which is also inserted in this bill as amended by the com- 
mittee in regard to that, so that the whole action, not of the commit- 
tee but of the Secretary of the Interior, is an after-thought to justify 
an illegal action in reference to the public lands and the timber grow- 
ing thereon. The point I make on him is this, that he calls upon us 
here at this time to vote an at mio to pay the agents of the 
Government to do that which the very bill that is offered here con- 
fessed that he had no right to do. He has taken from the Secretary 
of the Navy that money which was the proceeds of timber cut from 
the public lands and has undertaken to divert it into the Department 
of the Interior for the purpose of paying, I suppose, the agents of that 
Department, who make the seizures. ‘That is all wrong, and the fact 
that they have found it necessary to make these three es in fur- 
ther justification by law of that which had no justification at the time 
it was done, satisfies me more clearly than ever that the Secretary of 
the Interior had no foundation in law on which to stand when he éom- 
menced to do those things for the doing of which he now asks us to 
as es agents. ' 

„BECK. The Senator is mistaken in saying that we are attempt- 
ing now to pay those agents. All the men who did the damage the 
Senator complains of have been paid long ago. This bill is to pro- 
vide, as expressed on the face of it, “for the actual expenses of clerks 
detailed to investigate fraudulent land entries, trespasses on the pub- 
lic lands, and cases of official miscondact, and for advertising and 
telegraphing.“ It is not to pay anybody for trespasses heretofore 
committed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state to the Senator that the words “from 
this time on” are not in the bill. 

Mr. BECK. But there is no panes I can assure the Senator, that 
itisto pay for what has been done, but it is from this time on tothe 
close of the fiscal year to make provision for guarding the publio 
open That is the meaning of the language. 

. WITHERS. Itis designed to appropriate the money now for 
the rest of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Kentucky if this is not a 
deficiency bill, and if it was not so understood by the committee? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly it is a deticiency bill, because from this time 
to the end of the fiscal year there is no money in the Treasury to pay 
these items. It is a deficiency, but not to pay men who have hereto- 
fore done work. The agents the Senator complains of got their money 


long ago. 

Me. MORGAN. I have not been so informed. On the contrary, my 
information has been that they have not been paid. 

Mr. BECK. That is the information we had from the Department, 
that they are not behind in any contract that they have made. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to state what I under- 
stand yrs ARa, I per pp that the — some 
money which ha n appropria Congress to t w Depart- 
ment of the Government, and which I think has been improperly 
diverted for the purpose of paying these timber agents. The Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] said that these were salaried officers 
who were sent from this city. I do not know myself about that; 
but if they are detailed clerks I understand they have been paid their 
salarics here for all the services they have performed, or at least they 
ought to have been paid. But I am informed upon authority that I 
think altogether credible that the money which these men have used 
in paying the expenses of this agency, as they call it through the 
country down there, has been derived so far from the appropriations 
to the Law Department of the Government. 

Mr. BECK. I hope, if any big appropriation has been had, the 
committee cha: with the expenditures of these different Depart- 
ments will make it apparent to the Senate. I only want to add that 
the | pile reas of my amendment, that in the event of export from 
the Territory of the United States where the timber grew it should 
be liable to seizure by the United States, means, as the Senator from 
Alabama contends it ought to mean, seizure in accordance with law 
and under the provisions of law, and not without right and withont 
warrant, and by anybody who chooses to doit. It is done now af 
course like all other seizures under the authority of the Attorney- 
General, the head of the Department of Justice. That is all I have 
to say. i 
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Mr. BLAINE. I rise to say that I entirely concur in the amend- 
ment to the amendment, because it was on consultation with myself 
that tho Senator from ey offered it. I entirely concur with 
him as to its appropriateness and its fitness, and it guards the pend- 
ing amendment from all possible misconstruction. I think it very 
essential to the completeness of the amendment that the amendment 
to the amendment should be adopted. I are there will be no objec- 
tion to the amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
3 

Mr. C CY. Ishould like to have the attention of the 
Senator from Kentucky one moment upon the language of his amend- 
ment. It is confined, as I understand it, to the Territories of the 
United States. So far I a; with the Senator. I exactly with 
the object that he is seeking to attain; but I wish to call his atten- 
tion to one ambiguity which I think is in the bill or will be with the 
present language. It makes everything turn upon the fact whether 
the timber was cut for a certain purpose. Let me put an instance. 
A man is employed to cut timber for a legitimate p It gets 
into the hands of others and they export it. Does it come within the 
language of this act? Not if it was cut for some other purpose. I 
think, therefore, that should receive some correction. 

Mr. BECK, That is a very nice distinction. I hardly think the 
amendment is subject to that criticism. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It would be a very difficult thing practically 
to enforce a law standing in those terms. 

Mr. BECK. I do not care about any particular words if the chair- 
man of the committee or the Senator fom Maine or the Senator from 
Michigan will s an alteration. 

Mr. BLAINE, I think, if the Senator will permit me, I can answer 
the point. This is only to give to actual settlers in the Territories 
the right to go upon unsurveyed lands that are not offered for sale. 
There is no other priv iog of cutting timber whatever. The very 
fact of export of timber from unsurveyed lands in the Territories 
would of itself be prima facie, and absolute proof, for that matter, 
that it was illegitimate. This is a privilege granted kt 1 to the 
actual settler within the Territories, and is so limited by the words; 
as the Senator from Michigan will see. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. the Senator from Maine will look at the 
language he will see better what I mean. Suppose I have a vessel 
there en in the export trade. 

Mr. B . It is pretty hard to get one up in Montana. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is true, but it is not so in Washington 
Territory, and Washington Territory is one which needs as much pro- 
tection or more protection on that ground than any other. Now, I 
have a vessel on the coast of Washington Territory and I load it with 
lumber, with trees, for instance, or timber, anything in any shape 


bronght there, and they undertake to seize that timber; I come in 
and prove that that timber was not cut for any such but that 
it was cut for a legitimate purpose and that some perverted 


that purpose and brought the timber to me. Should I come within 

the act? Was the timber cut for this illegitimate purpose? Not at 

all. It was cut * le Saree 5 ‘pos Be has bese kor to 

another t is that idea whi ish to pro t. 
Mr. BLAINE. 


Let the second proviso be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Clerk will read the proviso of 
the amendment to the amendment, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And further, That in the event it shall be exported from the Territories 
SE pae VALRA TIGA, it shall be liable to seizure by United States authority where- 
ever 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. “It;” that is, the timber cut for exportation. 
It makes everything turn upon the purpose for which the timber was 
originally cut, and that is my objection to the amendment to the 
amendment as it now stands. If the Senator appreciates the point 
of my suggestion, I will take the tronble to see precisely how the 

could be ed, and it is easily enough done, I presume. 
gu in lieu of the word “it,” the words “ any timber cut 
on the public lands,” so as to read : 

And That in the event that any timber cut on the public lands 
„ Territories et the United States it shall be liable to 
seizure by United States authority wherever found. 

Mr. BLAINE. Very well, I will accept that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
modify the amendment to the amendment as rig: apie 7 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CT. That is to accomplish very object the 
Senator desires. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Kentue 
exact point aimed at and meets the techni 
ator from Michi raised. 

Mr. BECK. Very well, I will accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sqnestion reents on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not want to detain the Senate a moment. I 
do not see the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] in his seat. 

Mr. HAMLIN and others. Oh, let us yote! 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam willing to yote. Let us haye a yote on the 
question, z 


will see that covers the 
objection that the Sen- 
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Mr. KERNAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
oat LLISON. Lask that the amendment be now reported as it 

ads. 

ira 5 OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as 
amen 

The CHIEF CLERK. As modified, the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations reads: 


subdivisions, con- 
to collect any charge 
in the Territories of the United States 


tories of the United States where the timber grew: And provided further, That 
in the event that any timber cut on the Sai be expetned from the 


Territories of the United States it shall be eto seizure by United States author- 
ity wherever found. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 42, nays 
4; as follows: 


YEAS—42. 
Allison, Conover, Herefi Morrill, 
Anthony, Dawes, po Rollins, 

Dennis, Jones of Nevada, — — 

Bailey, Dorsey, wi bury, 
Beck, Eaton, 5 Spencer, 
Blaine, Eustis, Matthewa, Toller, 
Butler, Garland, $ Whyte, 
Cameron of Pa., Gordon, McC 2 Windom, 
Chaffee, Grover, Koin Withers. 
Coke, Harris,” 1,” 

NAYS—4. 
Bayard, Cameron of Wis, Kernan, Wadleigh. 

ABSENT—30. 
M Ran 
Barnum, Fon 1 e 
Bru Hill, Morgan, 
— Hoar, Oglesby, Thurman, 
Fade Fone Phd, Wallace” 
Davis of Ilinois, Jones of Plum 
Davis of W. Va, Kellogg. Banden, 
So the amendment was to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
after line 27 of section 3 to insert: 

For salaries and of coll of internal being a defi for 
3 MAE EEE 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the same section, after line 31 to 
insert : 


That the of War eee Gf wr ae Dned Ne- 
ord and pension di of the -General's Office, during the of the 
resent fiscal year, the following clerks and laborers in ad to the 


already provided by law, namely: One clerk of class four; one clerk of class 
three; two clerks of class two; twenty-eight clerks of class one ; and two laborers, 


at $720 each; and the sum of $11, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose. 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert after line 31 of section 3: 

For railway mail agents and postal clerks, $20,000. 

That is in exact accordance with the recommendation of the Post- 
master contained in his report for last year, and I have his 
letter of this date reiterating the necessity of the appropriation and 
3 that it is necessary, partly for service now e provided 
for partly for service which is constantly being required by the 
extension of railroad and steamboat service. The letter which I have 
is of the date of to-day, in which he says: 

The necessity set forth in this still exists, and it is actually necessary that some 


be made for the service on new railroad and steamboat routes that aro 
Se ee There are a number of routes at present upon which 
should be placed. 


I will state that in my State and in the State of Nebraska and the 
State of Missouri the necessity already exists for the expenditure of 
a considerable portion of this money, and there is an actual delay in 
the distribution of the mails by reason of insufficient facilities for 
that purpose ; and this necessity is increasing by reason of the large 
immigration now going into that couutry. 

Mr, WINDOM. I have examined the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas and personally have no objection to it; but it 
is due to the Senate to say that it is an amendment that has not been 
examined by the Committee on 2 I only speak for my 
individual self and I have no more information about it than the 
Senator from Kansas has given to the Senate. I think it ought to 
pee myself, but it has not been before any committee and I feel it 

ue to the Senate to say that I do not raise any point of order. 

Mr. WHYTE. I raise the objection. I object to the introduction 
of this amendment. It has not gone to any committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule 287 

Mr. ITE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator hold that this is 
a general = 2 oh ai maaan billy =. 

r, WH . It strikes me so. 
HAMPIN: I notice that the chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads is not in his seat, I take occasion to say 


that, from information which that committee have, there can be no 
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earthly doubt that the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas should be adopted by this body if you propose to give the 
people in Texas and other western States the facilities of mails upon 
railroads that already have been constructed. If you propose to con- 
strnet roads in your new countries and then give the people no ben- 
efits of mail facilities on them, very well, If you want to do that you 
will adopt the amendment ; if not, not. 

Mr. HERS. I have no objection whatever to an appropriation 
being made sufficient to supply this service; but I must confess that 
I have some objections to 3 this amendment into this 
bill, for the following reasons: the Postmaster-General has not inti- 
mated to the Appropriation Committee that any necessity existed for 
such an apppope ret at this time. There is another deficiency bill 
pending, to which this amendment can be offered. It will then be 
ref to the Committee on Appropriations, who can examine into 
the matter and decide whether in their opinion it is or is not a judi- 
cious one. I object toamendments of this important character being 
put upon the reports of the Appropriation Committee, when that 
committee itself no intimation of the necessity of such an appro- 
priation from the official at the head of the De nt. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to add further that the Committee on Appro- 
2 always gives the heads of Departments a chance to come 

fore it, and whenever they do come the chairman appoints a sub- 
committee to examine them ; and the Postmaster-General having kept 
away from the House and Senate, he ought not to ask us now to put 
this item here until we get a chance to consider it, to go upon this 
bill with the various items which have been carefull N examined. If 
he has been derelict in his duty he ought to wait until another appro- 

riation bill, say the deficiency bill, comes up, when he can be heard, 
Thie business is especially under the charge of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I think that committee ought to have a chance 
to see to it before it passes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Kansas sus- 
pend for a moment? The Senator from Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] has 
made objection to this amendment upon the ground that it is a pro 
osition to increase the appropriations in a general appropriation bill, 
and therefore under Rule 28 should lie over. In the opinion of the 
present occupant of the chair this is not a general asi erring bill 
within the meaning of that rule. The Chair will therefore be con- 
ee rule against the point of order made by the Senator from 

ryland. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that the Postmaster-General has 
neglected his duty, in fact I think he has not; but if he has neglected 
his duty, that certainly is no reason, as the Senator from Kentucky 
will cheerfully admit, I have no doubt, why the Senators on this floor 
having the interests of their constituents and their section of country 
in charge should be cut off from proposing here what they believe 
those interests require. 

There has been for months a condition of things existing in my 
State, and I am informed also in Texas and other western States, that 
is absolutely disgraceful. Mails are carried past statious repeatedly, 
backward and forward, because the agents on the trains are not suffi- 
cient in number to distribute them at those places. Mails carried on 
one line of road which traverses the entire length of my State, are 
carried to Kansas City, in Missouri, and dumped out there to remain 
twenty-four hours frequently, they cannot be distributed on 
the train. This state of things has existed for months. To the ap- 

we have made to the Department the answer always is “there 

s no money, and consequently we cannot increase the service.” At 

the same time there are new railroads which have recently been built 

upon which there is no mail service whatever, and there are entire 

trains on lines traversing hundreds of miles of that State on which 
there are no areon 

It is stated that we may offer this proposition as an amendment to 
a subsequent appropriation bill; and so we may, no doubt, but I sub- 
mit that this is one of those things which requires immediate atten- 
tion, and it ought to receive the consideration of the Senate now. 
The Postmaster-General at great length called the attention of the 
House of Re ntatives to it. It is embodied in his printed report 
besides, to which all Senators have had access; and ane, it 
ought not to be considered a new quest ion. 

or the of anticipating the ohjection which bas been 
I had obta a letter from him to-day, reiterating the existence of 
this necessity. It is one of those things which is upon the Depart- 
ment now; it is not for the future, not for the next fiscal year, but 
for to-day, and it is an evil which has been pressing upon our people 
constantly for months and which is being accent by the access to 
that section of Sirvan f of a very large and constantly increasing im- 
migration. The burden of the service to-day will be its absolute 
stoppage to-morrow almost. For that reason I think the amendment 
1 to prevail and prevail now. 

r. M I trust the objection made by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to the consideration of this amendment offered by the Senator 
from Kansas will not be pressed. If it be true that the Postmaster- 
General has neglected his duty ue not going before the Committee 
on Appropriations, about which I have nothing to say, is that a good 
reason why the people are to suffer by reason of that negligence, if 
it appear to the satisfaction of the Senate that the appropriation is 
right in itself? 


Now, Mr. President, I have this to say in support of what the Sen- 
ator from Kansas has said, and I state it in the presence of the chair- 
man of that committee, that to my knowledge in the State which I 
in part represent there is need for this appropriation, because there 


are continually increasing railroad facilities; railroads are being 
built all the time, and as those roads are built there is necessarily a 
need for more agents, The amount that is asked by the Senator from 
Kansas is certainly a very reasonable amount, and is necessary in the 
new States where railroads, as they are in Kansas and in Texas, are 
constantly being made and where the e is 80 1 in- 


2. — y immigration, in my State at the rate of three hundred 
usand a ú 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will adopt the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Kansas. I like to see men sticklers to 
the Constitation and to the law; but I think that some members of 
the 1 Committee and my good friends on my right and 
left . WITHERS and Mr. Beck] are sticking a little too close. If 
the Postmaster-General has not made out this estimate and submitted 
it to the Committee on Appropriations, that is no reason why the 
Senate should impose hardships upon the people of the West. Asnew 
railroads are being opened mail facilities should be placed on these 
routes, and we need this appropriation to give the people the proper 
mail facilities. Shall they be deprived of them by the objection of 
the members of the Appropriation Committee because, forsooth, the 
Postmaster-General has not made a formal estimate sufficient to them 
of the amount needed to carry out the existing regulations of con- 
tract? I 7 5 the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. WITHERS. I would say in reply that I have not known on 
this floor any Senator who was a stickler for the examination 
by a committee of any matters of which his committee takes cogni- 
zance than i friend on my left, [Mr. COCKRELL. ] 

Mr. EATON. Es 3 ving the expenditure of money. 

Mr. WITHERS. apec 3 involving the expenditure of $10, but 
when it comes to $40,000 for his people 

Mr. COCKRELL. Twenty thousand dollars, 

Mr. WITHERS. Then he wishes the Senate to take action = 875 
the statement of a single member of the Senate upon a deficiency bill 
which has had the matured and careful consideration of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, before which the official in c of this De- 
partment not either presented himself or sent any intimation of 
the necessity of the existence of such an appropriation. Now if the 
Senate are willing to adopt that principle and relieve the Committee 
on Appropriations of the necessity of examining and investigating 
all pro appropriations, be it so; but if they are to examine and 
scrutinize the items that go into these bills, the amendment ought 
not to tory without a reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia one 
question. Ishould like to know if the Secretary of the Interior came 
before that committee with a list of items of appropriation for the 
various objects provided for in section 2? 

Mr. WITHERS, The Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office were both before the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very glad the committee had information as 
to the items of that appropriation, and I should like to see them. 

Mr. BECK. I only want to say that there was no information 
before the Committee on Appropriations in regard to this matter, and 
there is no detailed statement of where this money is going to be 
sued and how it is going to be used; and I do not suppose the Sena- 
tor from Missouri or anybody else can tell us how it is going to be 
applied; It cannot be a deficiency. We gave the Postmaster-Gen- 

last fall $500,000 for what is called star service and other things. 
He may want to establish new routes, but that is not a deficiency in 
suy prope: sense, and there can be no se hardship in waiting until 
another bill comes up and the committee can examine it. I agree 
with the Senator from Virginia that if we are going to be of any 
service at all as a Committee on Appropriations it would be well for 
the Senate not to take these matters out of our hands when we have 
shown a di ition to examine them at all, There may be estimates 
in the hands of Senators for this object, but none were laid before the 
Committee on Appropriations that I ever heard of, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I can appreciate what both the Senator from Vir- 
ginia and the Senator from Kentucky have said. There is a yery 
great propriety in submitting these ee to the appropriate 
committee, and I think I am not very swift in 1 at any timo 
to change that proper course of action; but while I am in favor of 
it, I think cases may arise where that rule may be well varied, and 
where the Senate may not demand that it shall be implicitly followed. 
I think this is one of those cases. 

It is true, as I understand from members of the committee, that the 
estimates have not been submitted to that committee ; but when the 
Senator from Virginia says that this amendment is proposed only 
upon the declaration of a Senator here he errs; he errs very greatly. 
I hold in my hand the estimate which the Postmaster-General did 
submit to the House Committee on Appropriations. They did not see 
fit to include it in the bill; but that is no reason why we should not 
include that appropriation if it be right in our {ndgment, nor would 
it have been any reason why our Committee on Appropriations in this 
body should have excluded it. 

Mr. WITHERS. I hope the Senator does not understand me when 
I allude to the Appropriation Committee to include the Appropriation 
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Committee of the House. I only said “before the Appropriation Com- 
mittee,” designing to confine the application of my remarks to the 
committee of this body. ‘ 

Mr. HAMLIN. Oh, no; I understood the Senator clearly, I under- 
stand they did not have it there; but I am now answering the decla- 
ration of the Senator when he said that it was supported only by the 
declaration of a Senator here. 

Mr. WITHERS, Offered simply by a Senator. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Offered, and I think he said supported, in that way; 
that was my im on; I thought that was the scope of the Sena- 
tor’s remar ow I say that it was directly submitted to the House 
Committee on Appropriations, as appears by a statement I Lave from 
the e Department; and then again comes a letter 
of the Postmaster-General to-day to the Senator from Kansas, and I 
will again read it so that there shall be no misunderstanding about it: 

In answer to your inquiry I would say that a letter, accompanied by statement 
of the general superintendent of railway mail service, was transmitted to the chair- 
man onse Committee on 6 

The necessity set forth in this exists, and it is actually necessary that some 

rovision be made for the service on new railroad and steamboat routes that aro 
Being constantly established. There are anumber of routes at present upon which 
service should be placed. 


And turning to the estimate which he refers to I find the precise 
sum of $20,000 is named as the sum which he submitted to the House 
of Representatives. I have less interest probably than any other 
Senator here—— 1 

Mr. WITHERS. I would ask the Senator from Maine whether it 
would not be just as easy for the Postmaster-General to have sub- 
mitted that communication to the committee who had proper . 5 
zance of this whole question and at the proper time in order that they 
might consider it. 

r. HAMLIN. I think that the Postmaster-General might have 
communicated it in duplicate; but if he did not do it, and we have 
obtained from the House the facts, and the letter of the Postmaster- 
General has been submitted to the Senate showing that he did so 
make a recommendation to one branch, I think it ought to answer, 
and I think that Senators ought not to object to this matter. But 
I want to say what I was about to utter when I was interrupted. 
that I have no earthly interest in this. There is not a rod of road 
in Maine, I doubt if t are fifty rods in all of New England, that 
will be benefited by this; but I do know and the Senator from Texas 
knows that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads last 1 
had all the information before it showing the routes that would re- 
quire this service both in transmitting mails and postal agents to take 
care of the mails, and we struggled to accomplish precisely what we 
then saw and now see necessary and what the Postmaster-General 
tells us ought to be done. 

Now, I make the prediction that, if the Postmaster-General had 
transmitted to the mittee on eee eee. here the very com- 
munication which he made to the House, there would not have been 
a division in that committee as to the propriety of the P? tion. 
Then is it not rather too technical and making the point a little too 
fine to e this amendment? The appropriations expended will go 
nearly all into the West and Southwest. I do not care where they 
go; they are necessary for the convenience of the people; and for 
that reason I am for the amendment, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to ask the Senator one question, if the 
recommendation is made for particular railroads in the West ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It issimply a general proposition to place in the 
disposal of the Post master-General $20,000 to supply the necessities 
where they may arise ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. I think that is going a little in advance of 
what is right. If there is a necessity and that necessity is pointed 
out by the Postmaster-General, I conceive that it would o duty 
of the Senate to make the proper appropriation to meet that neces- 
sity; but here is a general proposition to place at his disposal the 
sum of $20,000 to meet the exigencies of the service as they may arise. 
We do not know where that money is to be expended, We ought to 
have a specific statement of the service poper to be performed. I 
am willing to vote all that the Post-Office Department requires in 
order to supply the demands of the West or any other section of the 
country; but 1 want to know that the exigency exists before 1 vote 
money into the hands of the Postmaster-General; I want to know 
that there is a necessity and where that necessity exists. 

Mr. BECK. I only want to say in answer to the Senator from 
Maine that the very fact that the Postmaster-General did go with a 
general estimate of this character to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House and that that committee and the House refused to 
es what he wanted made it his imperative duty, if he desired to 

ave the appropriation made, to come to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the Senate and state the facts. Having been defeated in 
the House and having failed to show any merit in what he claimed, 
so far as the House could discern. it, and then failing to come before 
the Appropriations Committee of the Senate, whose duty it would have 
been and whose pleasure it would have been to investigate the merits 
of the proposition, it does not seem to me to be good legislation for 
him to send it in here now in this general form when he knows it can 
be investigated within two weeks on another bill which is now pend- 
ing in the other House. 


Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the objection which I made to the 


consideration of this proposition was twofold. Supposing when I 
first looked at the bill that it was i cme appropriation bill, I made 
the objection which occurs under Rule 28. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. Iso hold, and I made that point, but the Chair ruled 
that the question was not properly raised, and co nently, without 
taking any a 4 I bowed to the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit that matter 
to the Senate, if it is desired. 

Mr. WHYTE. I do not care about it now. It struck me that this 
was a general appropriation bill, and that therefore this amendment 
ought to go to the committee. The debate has shown conclusively 
the reason of that rule and the propriety of that rule. It hasshown 
conclusively that this whole subject ought to be investigated by the 
committee and ought to be reported upon by the committee, and the 
very fact that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
LMr. HAMLIN] has developed that it was before the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House of resentatives, and turned down 
there, shows that it ought to be investigated here before it is acted 

pon by the general y of the Senate. 

Mr. ident, this bill came from the House appropriating $111,000 
as I 3 navi > ue “none The nergy 1 
put upon it more, and now it is proposed to put on $20,000 addi- 
Honal, thus doubling the whole amount of the eppropriation which 
came here 8 a deficiency appropriation to make up some 
little bien had been left in the regular appropriation bills. 

Mr. M. I want to say to the Senator, if he will allow me, 
that he need not feel alarmed with reference to that point, because 
for some time past we have received daily a deficiency bill from the 
House, or nearly so. This is the fourth, I think, and we have two 
other deficiency bills still waiting, so that if we should happen to 
add a little to this bill it might prevent a fifth deficiency bill coming 
in this week. k 

Mr. WHYTE. We had better take them in homeopathic doses and 
not crowd the medicine too strongly upon the public stomach. The 
pene are crying out for economy; the people are crying out for re- 

uction of expensesin all the Departments of the Government; they 
are crying out to stop this immense drain upon their pockets when 
trade is so stagnant and they are unable to recuperate from the panic 
of a few years past. 

Mr. WINDOM. Is it the impression of the Senator from Maryland 
that it reduces the burdens of the people to divide the sums n 
into several bee e bills rather than put them all in one? 

Mr. WHYTE. No, it docs not. It only does what has been done 
by the legislation of the past—deceive the people. That is all. 

Mr. WINDOM. For that very reason, because we do not want to 
deceive them, we preferred to put it all in one if we could. 

Mr. WHYTE. is $20,000 is stuck upon this bill to go back to the 
House where it has already been rejected by the committee to create 
difficulty, as it certainly will, in the passage of this bill, for which a 
present necessity seems to exist or else it would not be presented to 
the two Houses, In this bill the House an appropriation of 
$6,500 for temporary clerks in the Treasury Department. The Senate 

ine it to $20,000, three times as much as there appears a 
necessity for so far as the House of Representatives is concerned. 
Every section of the three sections in this bill has had an amendment 
put upon it by the committee of the Senate, and now we popoe to 
put an additional amendment of $20,000 increasing it to duuble the 
amount of the whole a priation as it came from the House, I, for 
one, cannot vote for ft an appropriation. 

Mr. PLUMB. I appreciate all that the Senator from Maryland says 
about the propriety of economy, but I submit respectfully to him, as 
to the Senate, that this is not the place to begin. If we are to have 
a postal service at all, we ought to have such a one as will answer 
the of the people. It will not answer to have a postal serv- 
ice that does not deliver letters, even though it may carry them, and 
it will not answer to have this service shortened in upon or eliminated 
from entire lines of railroad, simply for the purpose of enlarging it 
perhaps upon other lines. That cannot be justified upon Bay pre 
tense of economy. As long as we are to have the service at all, it 
ought to be ample to meet the requirements of the business and other 
interests of the country connected with the postal service. 

The Postmaster-General in this case did not write this letter to me 
because he ially desired to do so, but because I solicited him to 
do it. I been watching this performance in the House for some 
time, moved thereto by the representations that were made from my 
State in regard to the shortcoming of the service and by the repre- 
sentations of the Post-Office Department that that shortcoming was 
due to the lack of money; and when I ascertained yesterday only, 
for the first time, that the House had rejected it, I submitted the 
matter to a member of the Appropriation Committee of this body, 
8 bringin Fi propecty Tate tts boty: e e 
the means T] re tbis y, a letter explain- 
ing the necessity 4 pont led On my application the letter was 
weihen, and the letter embraced not merely a letter of the superin- 
tendent of the railway mail-service upon the same subject but also 
the exhibit which the Postmaster-General had previously made to 
the House committee. 

The objection which the Senator from Delaware makes is that this 
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appropriation is to be made in bulk, and not forcertain specific service, 
and consequently, I suppose, he is fearful that it may be diverted from 
the special service for which it is n . Lwill state to him that 
it appears in the appropriation bills that Congress has always appro- 
priated in bulk for this service. We find that last year the appro- 

ation for railway post-office clerks was $1,225,000, in bulk, leaving 
it to the Postmaster-General, as I have no doubt is entirely proper, 
to distribute that service. 


I have spoken of the lack which exists in the West, of which I | Be 
have ample personal knowledge with reference to my own State and | Chaffee, 


which I know upon testimony of similar character exists in reference 
to Texas, Nebraska, and other Western States. There may be asim- 
ilar lack elsewhere; I do not say there is not. Lam only speaking of 
that which I know, and I say this has become a burden which it is im- 
possible should be longer borne with any kind of good nature on the 
ps of the people. I think, therefore, that this amendment should 

now rather than await its chance in some future appropria- 
tion bill and then be met with the same objection which we encounter 
now, that the House has already considered it and voted it down, as 
I have no doubt it would on another occasion. 

Mr. COKE. I hope the amendment will be adopted. I know that 
in the State that I in part represent on this floor there is t neces- 
sity for some such provision. There are four or five railroads now 
being and about to be constructed in Texas; the miles of railroad 
there are constantly being added to, The immigration to the State 
is very great, and the demand for additional railroad and mail facili- 
ties is constantly e I made application myself at the Post- 
Office Department but a short time or additional mail facilities, 
which are absolutely necessary but which cannot be granted 
there is no money appropriated for the purpose. 

Ithink the letter of the Postmaster-General ought to be conclusive 
on the subject. As was said by the Senator from Maine, if the Post- 
master-General had before the Committee on Appropriations 
and stated what he has written on that subject, there would be no 
doubt that this amendment would have appeared in the bill as re- 
ported. I cannot see that it makes any difference whether the letter 
goes before the committee or comes here before the fall Senate. The 
substance of the point is that the Postmaster-General deems the ap- 

ropriation necessary and he has certified that it is Doubt- 

ess the experience of members from the West concurs with my own 
experience as to the want of appropriations for mail facilities through- 
out the West derived from their applications for increased facilities 
at the Post-Office Department. 

The Senate seems to have passed a clause in this bill making an ap- 

ropriation for a pur, which, whatever may have been its original 

tention, has been shown by the discussion to have resulted in the 

eee pa of a large number of people in the South and West. I 
eard no one arise to say that economy demanded that that appro- 

priation be not made. I heard no objection to it on the score of econo- 
my; but when mail facilities are asked for the same people imme- 
diately we hear a great deal of talk about extravagance on the one 
side and economy on the other. 

Now, Mr. Presideut, this e is necessary. It is necessary 
to give the people mail facilities, I think much more essential to their 
well-being than is the appropriation already voted which sends spies 
and informers among them to stir up trouble. 

Mr. WITHERS. I wish mery to state, before the vote is taken, 
that I do not desire to be misunderstood in this matter.. My friends 
here have directed their remarks to the necessity of this measure, and 
by al ney sit those who oppose the adoption of the amendment are 
p aced in the position of opposing the extension of this service where 

t is greatly needed. Now, sir, I think my record here will show that 
no one in this body has been more liberal in voting appropriations 
for the extension of mail service and furnishing mail facilities than 
I have been; and there is no Senator who will continne to vote for 
them more cheerfully when they have been properly considered and 
reported upon. The refusal to adopt this amendment until it shall 
have been examined by a committee will not by any means deprive 
the constituents of my friend from Texas or from Colorado or from 
Kansas of the mail service which they so ardently desire and of the 
want of which they complain, but it will simply postpone, possibly 
for a week or ten days, the granting of this appropriation until the 
matter can be considered. r 

The fact that the Postmaster-General has sent this estimate and 
says it is needed, to be sure is something in its favor; but the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and the Senate of the United States have 
not been in the habit of taking the recommendations of any head of 
a 8 as conclusive evidence of the necessity of the appro- 
priations he asks, and in no single instance to my recollection have 
ne aes as much money as was estimated for by the heads of the 
v 


us n 

But, sir, I have stood up for the right of the committee simply 
because I think that the rule of the Senate apon the subject is a good 
rule, that it works beneficially ; but if the chairman of the commit- 
tee, who has the duties of this committee more Le, Sy ly in ch 
and of course is mainly responsible for them, is willing to waive the 
whole right of the committee in re to the question, it certainly 
would be improper, perhaps, for other members of the committee to 
insist upon it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB. ] 

Mr. WHYTE called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and being taken resulted—yeas 34, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—H. 
Allison, Conover, Kellogg, Padd 
Anthony, Dawes, Kirkwood, Plumb, 
Blaine, Eustis, Lamar, 
tler, Grover, McMillan, Rollins, 
Cameron of Pa., Matthews, Saunders, 
Hoar, Maxey, Spencer, 
Cockrell a” Jones of Florida, M Teller 
ones 
Coke, ‘ones of Nevada, 
Bail Garland, we ede 
McDon Voorh 
Bayard, Harris, MaPhorenn, Whyte. 
Beck, Hill, Merrimon, Windom, 
Dennis, Kernan, Sa t, Withers. 
Eaton, McCreery, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—23. 
Armstrong, Conk Randolph, 
Barnum, Davis of Illinois, Hereford, Sharon, 
Booth, Davis of W. Va, Howe, Thurman, 
Bruce, . e Wadleigh, 
Burnside, Edmun, Oglesby, 
Cameron of Wis., Ferry, P v 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I move to strike out in the fifth and sixth lines, in 
the second section, the words “ trespassers on the public lands.“ 

The intention is to leave this appropriation of $20,000 to be applied 
for all the purposes stated in this section, with this single exception, 
and that is to pay the special agents of the Department who have 
been doing the things we have heard of. I for the yeas and 


nays, 

Mr. KERNAN. Does the Senator think that clause ought to be 
stricken out after the proviso that has been piy ou? Then [suppose 
a man can go and trespass on the-public lands anywhere he pleases, 
the dock-yards or anywhere else. It cannot be that he ought to do 
that, it seems to me, with great respect. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The proviso relates to the Territories. 

Mr. KERNAN. But we do not propose to let all the public lands in 
this city or elsewhere in the Union to be open to trespasses without 
investigating them. This is simply money appropriated to investi- 
gate trespasses on the public lands. Are you going to say the De- 
partments shall not investigate whether trespasses have been com- 
mitted on any land owned by the Government? This is not to pros- 
ecute, but rage to authorize the investigation of trespasses on the 
public land. I should think it would be carrying it very far to say 
to everybody, “ Wo refuse to give any money even to investigate a 
trespass, and it is really saying that everybody may trespass.” I 
trust that amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. SARGENT. The amendment of the Senator from Louisana is 
very natural. Iam not surprised that he offers it, and L felt some- 
what tempted myself to offer an amendment of that character. It 
only shows the effect of a cruel and unusual enforcement of laws al- 
most aie tthe I suppose it is actually necessary for the legitimate 
duties of the Interior Department that there shall be some investi- 
gation into fraudulent entries, trespasses upon the public lands, and 
the other objects mentioned in this item. The language used in this 
item is the same as that which has been used for a number of years 
past and Congress has appropriated it over and over again expecting 
that it would be used in a proper, reasonable, and humane manner, 
Congress, however, revolts at the oppression which, under the cover 
of law, has been practiced ; and therefore it is not surprising that iu- 
dividual Senators or even the Senate should inquire whether it is not 
worth while to repeal language which is strained to allow actions of 
that kind. Nevertheless, believing that it is necessary, that there 
are legitimate purposes for which this money can be applied, and that 
perhaps the rebuke which the Senate by an overwhelming vote has 
given will be sufficient to prevent such oppressions hereafter, I trust 
my friend from Louisiana will withdraw his amendment. 

r. MORGAN. I think the Senator from Louisiana is correct in 
insisting upon his amendment. This section 2 is a very remarkable 
section. Twenty thousand dollars is appropriated for what? First, 
“ for di Ho much of it for diagrams nobody knows. Then 
for “furniture.” How much for that? Then for “repairs in the 
General Land Office.“ How much for that? Then “miscellanevas 
items, Sep rey gee of the cit; ob ps E to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office.” That is the only designation. 
And then “for the actual expenses of clerks detailed to investigate 
fraudulent land entries.” 

I can understand very well how a clerk may be detailed to take 
into consideration the papers in the Department for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether fraudulent land entries have been made, or how 
it may be necessary that that clerk should be sent to another official 

narter, the land office in the Territory or district, to investigate 
ere whether fraudulent entries have been made. ; 

Now, following up the section, the next subject presented is “tres- 
passes on publie lands and cases of official misconduct.” 

Under this 3 the Department in Washington City 
can detail clerks for the purpose of investigating trespasses on the 
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ublic lands. It has been several times asserted that the persons who 
fare been engaged in this business are clerks detailed from the De- 
partments at Washington City,salaried clerks. I object to the policy 
of taking a salaried clerk in a Department in Washington City and 
sending fim out with a writ of inquiry, if you please, over the Ter- 
ritories of the United States to investigate trespasses on the public 
lands; and yet the Secretary of the Interior would have no authority 
for the employment of any other agent whatéver except clerks de- 
tailed from the office to make these investigations. If we are to have 
agents to investigate for the benefit of the Government trespasses on 
public lands, let us have agents to be designated for that p 
who are not men salaried already and who by the character of the 
duties they are to perform must necessarily perform them in the office 
in Washington City. 

The objection we have had all the time is not to the investigation 
of trespasses upon the public lands. You have got district attorneys 
and you have got your grand juries, and you have got your penal 
statutes, and they are statutes of tenergy, and they are executed 
always with decision and purpose by thecourts. These are the proper 
reliance of the United States Government for the protection of its 
interests in the public Jands. I have seen in a circuit court of the 
United States one man convicted and fined as much as $100 in Mobile, 
and sent to prison for sixty days, for hauling a lot of pine knots from 
the public lands; and it is not at all true that the courts are not efli- 
cient and not active and not energetic in enforcing the statutory 
laws, the penal laws of the land through the agency of grand juries 
and upon information in the circuit courts. What we object to is 
that you are authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to detail that 
force which ope eases in the Land Office or in the Interior 
De ent gton City to go abroad pode the country 
and make investigations of tres upon the public lands. 

The Senator from New York [ Mr. KERNAN] asks would you leave 
the Government entirely unprotected in this bill? Are not agents 
to be sent out to investigate trespasses on the public lands? Let us 
have also some other men sent out to investigate the efficiency of the 

blic service in a great many other respects. Let us send ont and 
lora te the consulates in China and elsewhere, about which com- 
plaint is made. Let us send agents from the Interior Department 
and investi all matters connected with the administration of the 
law, fraudulent patents and things of that sort. What we object to 
is the taking out of the Department at Washington City these men 
who ought to be retained here to perform their duties, and sending 
them abroad to make the investigation. 

Mr. President, what else arethey todo? Investigate “trespasses on 
the public lands and cases of official misconduct.” Let us understand 
how these clerks are to get power from Congress to do this thing. 
“Cases of official misconduct.” 

What cases of official misconduct? Does that part of this statute 
relate to misconduct in reference to the public lands? Does it relate 
to misconduct of the judges of the cireuit courts or the marsbals of the 
United States, or ju of the district courts, or any other officers 
in the United States Government? It is giving to the Secretary of 
the Interior the power to detail clerks ont of his Department to 
abroad over the land and make investigations in regard to all offic 
misconduct. I object that this is unhealthy legislation, and the Sen- 
ate of the United States, it occtrs to me, is not paying sufficient at- 
tention to the principles which onght to guide its action when, in 


obedience to this demand of the Secretary of the Interior, under a | jag 


great excitement about timber thieves, we are to break down all re- 


straints and get to work through the clerks of the Department here | minin 


to investigate everything that may occur in reference to official mis- 
conduct ghout the country. 

I should like to call the attention of the Senate to this proposition. 
How much is there in this preliminary part or in all of the second 
section of this bill that is advantageous to the public service when 
you come to strike — 5 2 came yey pane a po Is oe 
coun ing to perish for the want o iagrams expect the 
Sine cue aon iban they take care of, Then “ repairs in The Gen. 
eral Land Office.” Doubtless that is a very proper thing to be done 
and no doubt the committee are informed what the repairs needed 
are, but there ought to be some information in reference to this mat- 
ter of ha ale dag 

Mr. W M. If it be agreeable to the Senator, at that point I 
will give an answer to the question. The very question he has sug- 

to myself now was asked of the Commissioner of the General 

d Office when he was before the Committee on Appropriations. 
The question was discnssed in the committee as to whether the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana should be made, and the 
question was asked how much money would be required if two 
items were stricken out. The answer of the Commissioner was that, 
owing to the fire which had destroyed a large amount of their furni- 
ture, and the necessity for other miscellaneous items which had not 
been sufficiently appropriated for before, and for advertising, they 
needed the entire amount of money even if these items were stricken 


out. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I am quite willing to have these items stricken 
out and give the entire amount of money for the cementing ponines 
tions; but I do object to allowing the Secretary of the Interior to 
take this money and apply it to one purpose or the other. There is 
an emergency—so says the Senator, the chairman of the committee— 
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for having the Land Office re 


There is a public necessity for 
that. Let us recognize it and apply the money to it if there be. I 
say that there is no public necessity for detailing officers from the 
Interior Department to go all over the country to see if they cannot 
find men to prosecute unlawfully, as they have done heretofore, for 
trespasses upon the publie lands. That is my objection. We want 
to break down this 2 and the Senate of the United States, it 
occurs to me, would do well to stop and consider whether or not the 
system that has been hitherto pursued of detailing officers out of the 
Departments of the United States Government at Washington City 
to go abroad and take care of the interests of the United 
States throughout the entire length and breadth of States and Terri- 
tories had not better be stopped. When you have turned them loose 
with this carte blanche that you give to them here to investigate cases 
of official misconduct, we shall have prowlers going around to all the 
eustom-houses, Lens paths er judicial establishments of the coun- 
try and askiug questions whether the judges, the postmasters, and the 
revenue officers are 2 their official duties correctly. 

“Cases of official mi uct.” The Senate of the United States 
votes $20,000 to send clerks from the Interior De nt in Wash- 
ington City throughout the land to investigate cases of official mis- 
conduct without limiting the . to any particular class of 
officers or any particular allegation of misconduct. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not desire at this late period in 
the debate to detain the Senate by saying which will tend to revive 
the question that has been disc but I think it proper, before 
this question passes, to put upon record in connection with the debate 
what I conceive to be a very important piece of testimony in regard 
to the previous policy of the Government and the question as to the 
obsolete character of these laws. 

The Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] who addressed the Sen- 
ate so earnestly the other day addressed the House of Representatives 
December 22, 1869, during the administration of President Grant, in 
reJation to the very subject-matter which has excited the indignation 
of Senators and so much discussion at the present time, and I desire 
to call attention simply to the statement of that Senator, a person cer- 
tainly very well informed as to the habit and practice of the Govern- 
ment in to enforcing these laws which existed at that time and 
of which he complained as complaint has been made now. To his 
complaint Con at that time, as he has already stated, was alto- 

ther deaf. . SANGENT, the Senator from California, then a mem- 

of the House, said: 

Now, sir, there is another subject kindred in its nature to that of this bill to 
which 1 wish to ask the indulgence of the committee for a few minutes. The 
Sierra Nevada Mountains form the eastern boundary of California through a largo 
part of their course. These Sierras, at tho altitude of from three to seven thou- 
sand fect above the level of the sea, are subject to late and y frosts, which for- 
bid any hope of s0 that agriculture is and the lands thus situ- 
ated can never be set on by any communities for a enh ng They 
are simply not susceptible of cultivation. The mountain torrents which fall from 
their sides are so soon dried up in the gas to fwnish noreliable motive power 
for driving machinery. Yet these lands are valuable as timber lands. They are 
corered with some of the eee eX nap 

ines and sturdy oaks; but these lands come within the interd: of which 
fave already spoken, that lands which are not susceptible of cultivation cannot be 
surveyed or — <p into market. While you exclude these lands from the market 
laws ears old are revived and put in force against any person who makes use 
of the timber that else rots in the forest. And there were regulations under those 
laws almost before the youngest member of this House was born, the effect of which 


is to exclude any one from u ublic lands to cut timber for any pu 
em py tn All along the tote of the 8 Sierra Nevada Mountains are teens — vil- 


I ask the attention of my friend from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to this 
extract, if he will permit me to call him my friend. 
At this present time, as I learn by papers received from my district within the 


tree 
asaw-mill. It isan absolute necessity of existence there that those things 
should be done, and you provide no means by which they shall be done! ly. You 


nish with fines an tany one who takes those things which are abso- 
. on of the businsss of mining and to the con- 
d l the very existence of our towns throughout 
the repion the Sierra Nevada. 

Then he goes on: 

One feature of the existing system is worthy of notice. If the Government agents 
find s who have out the tices on a cortain plese of ground, thy go to them and 
ont 


tion exact from them r amount of money 
5 equal to twenty times the value of the best public lands in the 
* 


It is certainly bad for us to enforce in that la > 
3223 a country e conditions.” ho uk tinker weak 
to 
ble of cultivation, and where the surveys either or immediately followed 
new conditions in my own 
7 session, pages 318 and 319. 
Now, Mr. President, I cite that important authority, not in the least 
for the purpose of suggesting any contradiction on the part of the 
Senator from California in his present position with the position taken 


1878. 
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at that time, but I cite that high authority to these 
that the policy of preventing by the authority and efforts of the Gov- 
ernment the taking of timber by miners or other settlers for their 
necessary purposes from unsurveyed timber-lands was a policy at- 
tempted to be put in force at the time of which the Senator from 
California 3 and was a policy which had been put in force so 
much as to justify him in speaking of it as a set policy of the 
Government that ought to be chan 

Mr. SARGENT. Is the term “settled policy” used there f 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I think so. I should have to detain the Senate 
by searching through the sentences to see if that word is used; but 
that is my construction of the substance of the remark; at any rate 
that it was a policy and that it ought to be changed. 

Second, the jangnage which gave so much offense tomy friend from 
California which I uttered the other day, I might almost if I had 
seen this speech before I uttered it, be charged with plagiarism from 
the eloquent then Representative from California. e point which 
I made was that the law made these people criminals, and that on its 
being called to the attention of Congress it had not been altered, and 
that Congress, which had been deaf to such a condition of things, was 
the party in fault; not to utter any reproach upon the settler or the 
miner and to e him with being a criminal or a felon; but I said 
just what was said here almost in the same language, that the policy 
was not a new policy, that it had been acted upon or attempted to be 
acted upon, that it was the law, not the Secretary, which created 
whatever was criminal or illegal and which should attach to the act 
the character of criminality or illegality that existed, and the same 
things, collecting enormous stumpage “ twenty times the value of the 
best public lands in the United States,” said the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, 8 agents to inquire where little quantities of wood in 
the hands of the settler existed were e upon the then officer of 
the Government and were admitted by the honorable Senator to be 
a thing which the officer of the Government was then doing or attempt- 
ange o in accordance with the then existing provisions of law. 

. SARGENT. The Senator’s indu. in hunting up the old de- 
bate on this matter I certainly cannot object to; but it was not nec- 
essary for him to go so farto find the substance of the statement which 
he has read from that speech, because in the yey remarks which he 
thinks this is an answer to I myself reiterated the statement which 
he has there read, of course in a condensed form, and if he will allow 
me a moment 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I did not say I thought 
it was an answer to any remarks the Senator made; I said I did not 
cite it for any such prae: 

Mr. SARGENT. only object the Senator can have is to prove 
an inconsistency on my pas 

Mr. HOAR. Ob, no; the Senator from California, if he will pardon 
me, will permit me to state the object I have and the only one. I said, 
not so well as it is said here, but as well and as clearly as I could say, 
exactly what he says here in the speech before me, and I was 0 
with t indignation, when I said it, with meaning something that 
nobody will impute to the Senator from California, to wit, to make 
an offensive charge upon the settlers and the inhabitants of certain 
States, and I cite this language to the Senate simply as showing that 
one of the most earnest friends and defenders of the settlers said in 
1869 in regard to the policy of General Grant’s administration just in 
substance what I said the other day. That is the object. 

Mr. SARGENT. Now I think I understand. I said there that the 
laws made a certain use of timber criminal, but I did not say either 
in tone or temper in that speech in reference to my constituents or 
any other persons that they were criminals or plunderers, or any- 
thing of the kind; and the citation of the fact that I stated the 
effect of certain laws to be to make that criminal which was merely 
malum prohibitum does not show that in my view of the matter they 
were criminal acts at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. But the very statement, as I said before, contained 
there was contained in the remarks which I made the other day in 
the very speech to which the Senator refers. It is much more con- 
densed, because I had not my mind icularly directed to that sub- 
ject; but I find on 1908 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, during 
the debate of March 20, 1878, that I spoke as follows: 

The decision of the Supreme Court followed two 
The circulars from the Land Office several years ee eee eee 
ment of an attempt to re-enforce it which ceased suddenly. Those same circulars 
were issued on another occasion in the early history of my State, when I was a 
member of the Thirty-seventh C and ¥ called the attention then of the De. 
no method of defense in the matter. 

I had said in a previous speech that I called the attention of Con- 
gress to it and that a relief bill the body of which I was a 
member. I was not a member of this House then and I did not have 
an opportunity to call the attention of the members of it to the sub- 
ject. It passed the other House after a long debate, after a debate 
in which I was assailed by questions on all sides and had to explain 
to this member and to that member the position of our people who 
desired to on an hunest industry, and the effect of these laws 
upon them, and the attempt to revive the enforcement of them. The 
bill passed under those circumstances, I said further the otherday: 


Tho lands were unsurve: and if surveyed they could not buy th 
could not live without the timber. I said— * n 


itions: First, 


That was to the Department. Of course I here related only the 
substance of the conversation to show what I meant 
“There is the law, and I will try to get it repealed. Do you want to enforce that 
and depopulate my State? Do Ph want to Leak he pi . elaim where they 
use a flume? Do you want to deprive our people in winter of all the wood they 
have cut around their cabins for fireside use?” They said. No,“ and they 
re, attempting to enforce it against because they otherwise would have 

ed injustice. Except one or two frui attempts since the time it was 
enacted that law has never been enforced, and the policy of the Government has 
been to the contrary. 

Calling attention myself to the fact that while I was a member of 
Congress there was a sporadic attempt to enforce these laws, that on 
the representations made by myself—and I think I was seconded -by 
others of our delegation—at that time the Department ceased doing 
it because it was such an obvious injustice; and the House itself con- 
sidered it an obvious injustice an passed. a law in order to remedy 
the difficulty. 

In my remarks the other day referring to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] I intended to be very kind to him. I think he 
will find by reference to them that I did not anywhere arraign his 
motives or in fact even criticise his language. At the same time I 
had been just before inyolved in a controversy with his colleague, 
wherein age was used toward myself entirely unparliamentary ; 
but when speaking of “the Senator Massachusetts” the junior 
Senator may have sup I referred to him. I had no such inten- 
tion, forI recognized his manner upon the floor was gentlemanly 
and senatorial toward myself and my constituents. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the personal complaint which I had to 
make was that I was represented as I was in remarks which mine 
probably never would accompany, but which would go among a class 
of our citizens as much deserving respect and honor as any other— 
of course whoever may be attacked in this world by any man or by 
any prejudice, there is a charmed circle around the settlers ; no man 
ventures toattack them—but the complaint that [had tomake was that 
I was so represented when I uttered, as near as my style of expression 
can utter an idea which the Senator from California has conceived in 
resemblance to his style, precisely what he uttered eight years ago. 
That is all the personal complaint I have to make in the debate. But 
this speech of the Senator from California in 1869 stating acts of the 
same kind which are now charged against the present Secretary of 
the Interior was then an earnest reproof and attack of tho law, and 
not of the officer, and an appeal to Congress to change it, and it recog- 
nizes and asserts that a policy of the Government then prevailed 
which Con could exercise its authority to change, and to that 
appeal of the Senator from California Congress was deaf, and there- 
fore I say again that it is the law that is to blame. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts who 
has just addressed the Senate called my attention to his 1 ion, 
I suppose with a view of having me realize the fact that I taken 
exception to language thit he had used when I ought not to have 
done so. Now a man may say one thing and it may be very pleasant. 
He may say another thing identical almost in languago and convey 
a different meaning. The honorable Senator from Massachusetts is a 
great master of language, and he said in, it seemed to me, the most 
contemptuous manner when he referred to these people, that they 
were not simply 33 but they were felons. It was his manner 
as much as anything, perhaps, that irritated mo then, and perhaps I 
may have done him injustice. He may not haye meant to say they 
were plunderers. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will permit me. That was not what I 
said, I said the law makes them not potos but felons; but if 
the Senator will permit me, I will withdraw my manner. [Langhter.] 

Mr. TELLER. You cannot doit. [Langhter.] That is a matter 
which will not affect the outside, but it might possibly affect some- 
body in the Senate. Now if the Senator reads what he has read to 
show that this has been the custom in Colorado, I desire to say that 
in 1864 this same system of spying out was commenced there, suits 
were instituted, and indictments were found in the United States 
branch of the territorial court. As soon as the Government at Wash- 
ington were notified of it they disclaimed through the Interior De- 
partment and the Department of Justice auy attempt of that kind 
immediately, and no other attempt was made until the latter part of 
General Grant’s administration, perhaps three or four years ago, and 
then the attempt was renewed, and when the Secretary of the In- 
terior and Attorney-General had their attention called to it by the 
Delegate here they again dismissed the prosecutions. I am not aware 
that any man in Colorado has up to this hour ever paid a dollar of 
fine or a dollar of stumpage, and I do not much believe they ever 
intend to doit in our country. We do not mean to do it unless we 
are obliged to. 

Mr. WINDOM obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLAINE, I spp to the Senator to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Maine appeals to me for but a 
single moment, and as I hold the floor I will yield to him for a moment. 

. BLAINE. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] in thedebate 
yesterday read a very remarkable letter from a Mr. William Nowlan, 
a letter addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, and therefore fur- 
nished to the Senator, I suppose, to be read here. I need not read it 
over again. It was to communicate to the ere through the Senate 
the fact that wood had been made a great deal cheaper by the imposi- 
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tion of $1 a cord stumpage tax. I thought the statement was a very 
remarkable one; I only attempted to combat it bya question. But I am 
now told, as the honorable Senator has himself been told—it was told 
to both of us in common—that this very man, Mr. Nowlan, whose let- 
ter was read here as a reply to the remonstrance of five thousand 
citizens of that distant Territory, is the Secretary of the Interior’s 
agent there, and he puts on the guise of a citizen and writes to the 
Secretary to assure him that he has secured cheap fuel to that com- 
munity by putting $1 a cord stumpage on the wood. The Delegate 
assures me in so far as the statement goes that fuel has been cheaper 
there this winter that there is some truth in it, but he says it is er 
due to the interposition of Providence than to the of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. This has been in Montana, as ede extra- 
ordinarily mild winter, exceptionally so, beyond suyuta they have 
ever had in that latitude, and the consumption of fuel has not been 
so great and possibly the price is down for that reason. But I only 
rose to comment on the fact of bringing in the statement of the agent 
himself here to combat what the citizens of the Territory had said. 

One word more. Ishould like to hear the pending amendment read. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, Will the Senator allow me to make a remark? 

Mr. BLAINE. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe I hold the floor; but I will yield it to the 
Senator from Ohio for a moment. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. My information was that Mr. Nowlan was an 
old resident in the Territory of Montand, engaged in business there 
as banker. I am informed, as the Senator from Maine has correctly 
stated, to-day by the Del from that Territory, that he is the 
agent of the Secretary of the Interior in reference to these timber 
depredations; but I was not informed that he is not a permanent 
resident, a long-time resident, and engaged in business as a banker 
there. He is all I said he was, and more. If I had known yesterday 
what I know to-day, that he was the agent as well as a citizen there, 
I should have made that statement. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not doubt that at all. The Senator does not 
understand that I was reflecting on him? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No. 

Mr. BLAINE. But I thought it would have been due to entire 
candor on the of the Secretary of the Interior to acquaint the 
Senator from Ohio with that fact, because of course it does color the 
testimony very materially. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. It is due to the Secretary of the Interior to say 
that he did not give the information which I had in respect to Mr. 
Nowlan at all. 

Mr. BLAINE. The letter, however, was one addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 
ires MATTHEWS. The letter came from him; but my information 

id not. 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like to hear the pending amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will report the pending 
amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, lines 5 and 6, it is proposed to 
strike out the words “ on the public lands.” 

Mr. BLAINE. I think it is obviously open to objection to give an 
indefinite and unlimited power to detail clerks. It implies one of 
two things: that the ede has got a good many clerks that 
are not needed for directly clerical duty here, or that it has not got 
agents to do what this appropriation covers, Ido not want myself 
to vote in a way to imply that the Secretary of the Interior should 
not have a r appropriation, properly guarded, to prevent depre- 
dations upon the surveyed lands of the United States, and I do not 
intend to be put in that position. 

The point which I have made upon the Secretary of the Interior, 
and which the Committee on Appropriations indorsed, and which the 
Senate by a vote of 42 to 4 has indorsed, is that he shall not harry 
and worry and oppress the actual settlers in the Territories when they 
want from the unsurveyed lands the fuel that is necessary for their 
comfort. To go further than that and say that no provision whatever 
should be made to prevent depredations on the public lands that are 
surveyed, is not involved in the proposition that I have presented, 
nor in the position I have taken. Ido not know that this section as 
it stands is a wise one, but I do not myself intend to be placed by any 
act of omission or commission in the attitude that there shall not be 
in any proper and in all proper departments of the Government the 
full power to do all the things that are proper to be done to protect 
the public property. My issue was of an entirely different kind. 

. WINDOM. Now, Mr. President i 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish the Senator would allow me to say a 


word. 
Mr. WINDOM. Icannotresist the appeal of my friend from Mich 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I shall hereafter wish to reply to some things 


that have been said in this debate; but if the Senator from Minne- 
sota insists, I shall yield to him now after reading the dispatch in my 
hand, but before reading it I will state that I was at the office of the 
Secretary of the Interior this morning and saw there the dispatch of 
which this is a copy. This is from the United States attorney for 


Montana: 
(Dated) HELENA, Montana, March 21, 1878. 
(Received at N. E. cor. 14th st. and Penn. ave.. Wash'n, D. C., 10:26 p. m.) 
To Hon. Cart SCHURZ, Secretary, Washington, D. O. 
The settlers of Montana nor othors except speculators in wood and lumber have 


not been affected injuriously by the efforts of the Interior Department during the 
part year. Cord. wood cheaper than usual past winter. No mining operations have 
n ed by reason of your action. The prospects for business of all kinds 
in Montana were never better. , 
RS 1 

71 collect—Gov't. ere 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Minnesota has yielded to every- 
sre else. I wish to make a motion in the interest of peace and 

armony. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think I know too well what motion the Senator 
from Rhode Island is about to make, and I confess the Senate must 
have a sympathy with the motion which he would make. It is a 
motion to adjourn, I am very well aware from the fire I see in his 
eye. 3 We have been here now, Mr. President, for four 
days discussing this little proposition. I must sy that in twenty 
years’ experience in these two Houses of Congress I have never seen 
such a discussion grow out of so small a matter, and it does seem to 
me that the Senate is thoroughly tired, sick,and disgusted with the 
whole question. Now, I appeal to the Senate to take a vote on this 
e er I will not stop to argue it. I hope my friend from 

ode Island will not make a motion to adjourn, for if we sleep on 
this proposition one night more I apprehend we shall spend all day 
to-morrow discussing this same RO Let us get out of the 
woods before we adjourn to-night. We have been in the timber for 
the last four days, and I ap to the Senate to let us take a vote on 
this question and settle it. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I cannot, for one, consent to take a vote with- 
out an opportunity to reply to some arguments that have been made 
here this afternoon. 

Mr. WINDOM. Then I move to lay this amendment on the table. 

Several SENATORS. What amendment? 

Mr. WINDOM. The amendment of the Senator from Lonisiana. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will ask the Senator from Minnesota to let me 
ret aa my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to lay it on the table. I cannot yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion: is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 
oer ANTHONY. Pending this motion, I move that the Senate 

onrn. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WINDOM. Of course I have not the floor, and it is not in order 
to make an appeal, but I do er to the Senate most earnestly not 
to adjourn, but to finish this bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There will be a long debate. 

Biren PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to 
ourn. 
‘he motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONOVER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. : 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion to 
lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Eustis, ] upon which question the yeas and nays were called for. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I now move the following amendment to the 
second section, which I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Ohio proposes to strike out words which have been already in- 
serted. That is not now in order. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Then I will reserve it until the bill shall be 
reported to the Senate. 

r. WINDOM. On behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, I 
offer the following amendment, to come in after line 16 of section 1, 
under Treasury contingencies: 

For gas, drop-lights, and tubing, gas-burners, brackets, and globes, candles, lan- 
terns, and wicks, g a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Bet 585 ES, of Florida. I move to strike out the second section of 
the bill. 

Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in regard to this amend- 
ment of mine. In the discussion of this question yesterday, it was 
admitted by the chairman of the Appropriation Committee of the 
Senate, the Senator from Min that in this section there was a 
eee eee 3 to change the ee laws; in other words, 

under the of a priati ie money to enable the 

of the Interior detail 5 from the Land Office, an 

existing law of the United States was repealed. I intend now to 
make this issue before the Senate, so that hereafter, when the House 
of Representatives incorporates eral legislation into appropria- 
tion bills, we shall know precisely what we shall have pending. I 
pointed out, I think very clearly, that under the section of the Re- 
vised Statutes which I read all moneys arising from the prosecu- 
tions of assers on the public lands should go into the Navy pen- 
sion fund. This proviso in the second section of this bill says that 


1878. 
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hereafter it shall be diverted from that fund and be paid gencrally 
into the Treasury. | ; ; 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, what is the pending motion ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. My motion is to strike out the second sec- 
tion of the bill, including the proviso. 

Mr. WINDOM. The entire second section? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The entire second section. Here is what 
passed yesterday in debate: 

Mr. Joxxs, of Florida. Coming to the 30, it is an attempt in disguise to 

an existing law, and violates one of the rules of the Senate. 
. WISDOM. Focs the Senator mean the first proviso t 

Mr. Jones, of Florida, Yes. 

Mr. Wispom. I do not so understand it. The ohject of that proviso is to settle 
a question which has been raised by persons who e a moiety of the fines that 
may be collected. j 7 


* * * A 
Mr. Wixpom. In answer to the honorable Senator from Florida I will say it is 
eral legislation, but it is legislation over which the Senate and its rules 
fore no control 3 t sos to us in the bill Lp reer | emer * 
to strike it out because it is general legislation. e have pted 
that in cases of this character. 

Mr. Jones, of Florida, Then I understand the Senator from Minnesota to say 
that when general legislation is Incorporated into an ap opinon bill and comes 
here, although it is in violation of the rules of this body, te has no authority 
to strike it out. Is that the Senator's position! i 

Mr. Wixpom. I did not mean to be so understood. We certainly have the right 
to vote to strike it out, but what I meant to say was that it does not fall under the 
rules of the Senate, and it is properly in the bill so far as the rules of the Senate 
are concerned. The Senate is at liberty to strike it out if it chooses to do so, of 


course, 
Mr. Jones, of Florida, The Senator admits that this is general legislation. 
Mr. WWDOM. I do. 


Mr. President, since I have been in this body, I have heard a great 
deal said on this subject. I have heard discussions time and again 
denouncing this practice of incorporating general legislation into 
appropriation bills, and this is the attempt made here. I do not care 
whether this principle has been sustained in the House or not; so lon 
as I have the honor of a seat in this body I will not sanction it; an 
I es to have my vote recorded on that question. 

. WINDOM. Mr. President, in order to test the sense of the Sen- 
ate on that question, I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Florida on the table, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, and others called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONKLING. This is a motion to lay on the table, which is 
not debatable. As I wish to occupy but one minute, I ask no Sen- 
ator to object to my 62216 a word on that motion. 

The P ING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the Senator 


may proceed. 

Mr. CONKLING. If I heard, as I hope to hear from some Senator, 
a 8 to ee this 2 of 8000 2 0000 ee wiih 
might proper as, for example, or which, from the 
lights i N think ought to be quite enough, I should doubt, more 
than I doubt now, the wisdom of the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Florida. But if it be the 2 ape of the committee and a 
majority of the Senate to retain $2), as the proposed sum to be 
given for the 3 and unexpressed Noe r lurking abont this 
section of the bill, I shall vote to lay on the table the whole section, 
for I do not think any such sum as $20,000 ought to be committed to 
any such discretion or any such 8 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 

Senator from Minnesota to lay on the table the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida, which is to strike out the second section. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken resulted—yeas 
27, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Allison, Dawes, Kirk wood, 
Anthony, Eaton, Matthews, t, 
Bayard, Garland, McCreery, Saunders, 
Beck, Harris, Merrim ‘Thurman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Mitchell, Windom, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, o Withers. 
istiancy, Kernan, Plumb, 
NAYS—17. 
. Hereford, —— Sar 
Coke,” Johnston, Maxey, 
Conover, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
Eus Lamar, Spencer, 
ABSENT—32. 
Armstrong, Conklin; Hamlin, Patterson, 
Bailey, Davis 2 Illinois, Hill, Randolph. 
Blaine,” V 
ones 
Booth, Dorsey, Kellogg, egi d 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Wadleigh, 
Bu le, Ferry, Oglesby, allace, 
Cockrell, Grover, Paddock, Whyte. 
So the motion to lay on the table was to. 
Mr. TELLER. I move to amend the second section of the bill by 


striking out the word “twenty” in line 7 and inserting “ five;” soas 
to make the appropriation for diagrams, furniture, ree repairs in the 
General Land Office, &c., and actual expenses of clerks detailed to 
investigate fraudulent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, 
Ko., $5,000, instead of $20,000. 


Mr. WINDOM. That we may take a vote on that question and set- 
tle it at once, I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. SARGENT. That may not settle the question; it may take 
two votes. 

Mr.CONKLING. Why not vote squarely on the question of amount ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to voting squarely on the 
amount. I withdraw the motion, then, to lay the amendment on the 


table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota with- 
draws his motion to lay the amendment on the table. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Colorado to strike out 
“twenty” before “ thousand“ and insert “ five,” 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Before the question is put on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado, I wish to say a few words upon it. 

I have shown by my votes and by what I have said heretofore that 
I wish to be as liberal to the settlers upon the unsurveyed public 
lands as any man here; but when it comes to a question of trespass 
and the stealing of timber—for that is what it is—from the sur- 
veyed lands of the United States, my feelings are very different; I 
see no reason for liberality in that direction. I can see no difference 
in principle between ng from an individual and stealing from 
the Government. I state the proposition squarely: we have had the 
evidence here before us that a very large business is carried on in 
taking timber from the surveyed lands of the United States and 
exporting it from those lands in the Southern States. I do not mean 
to charge all the people of the Southern States with being knaves; 


I know they are not; but they are just like people in all the other 


States of the Union—there are some honest men among them, and 
there are some dishonest men among them. 

It was urged yesterday that here was a great public industry struck 
at; that it was a great industry in the Southern States. I will go as 
far in favor of the people of the Southern States as of any other sec- 
tion of the Union; but there is a certain kind of industry for which 
I have no 3 liking, and that is the taking of the property of 
other people or the property of the Government without paying for 
it. A great industry once grew up along the line of the two States 
of Michigan and Indiana, and it was carried on to a very great ex- 
tent. It was the business of stealing horses, taking them one 
State into the other and disposing of them at reduced rates, by which 
many farmers were enabled to obtain teams at a much less price than 
they otherwise would have paid. But the people of Indiana and the 
people of Michigan came to the conclusion that. it was best to iuter- 

ere with that branch of industry. They did interfere with it and 

prosecuted it most vigorously, but as in this case they did not esca 
unscathed. The officers of the law were not allowed to proceed with- 
out being attacked in more ways than one. Every effort made to put 
down that industry met with opposition, and it was according to the 
old maxim: 

No rogue e’er felt the halter draw 

With good opinion of the law. 


That is precisely the trouble here with these men who are living 
upon the p under of the public property. 

So much as to the object of this appropriation. It would be a mere 
bie to appropriate but $5,000 to protect the surveyed lands of the 

nited States. Every man must sve that it would be little more 
than sheer nonsense to make an appropriation of $5,000 for any such 
purpose. Even $20,000 is a small appropriation for that purpose, If 
we are to have any appropriation it ought to be sufficient to make 
the system efficient. It ought to be the same sum that now stands 
in the bill at least, and if changed at all in my opinion it ought to be 
more. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if this ap- 
propriation of $20,000 is not intended for the next three months only, 
until the expiration of the present fiscal year ! 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, It is intended to meet, I suppose, to somo 
extent the expense of 8 what has already been discovered, 
but it is essential for the protection of the lands of the Government 
that a sufficient sum should be appropriated to render the system effi- 
cient. I have not examined the matter to see whether the appropri- 
ation is entirely for the next three months. 

Me X E. It seems to me nas $20,000 for three months is a 
pretty large sum to appropriate for this purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL, I tink that an executive session is n „and 
therefore, in order to reach that object, I move to lay the pending 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SARGENT and Mr. WINDOM. Let us divide tirst. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Very well. 4 

The question being taken by a division, there were—ayes 26, noes 18. 

Mr. SPENCER, and Mr. JONES of Nevada, called for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If in order, I move that we now adjourn. It 
is apparent that we shall not finish this subject to-night. 

. WINDOM. I hope we shall not adjourn, and that the Senator 
from Delaware will not filibuster on swch a motion. 

ee Senate refused to adjourn; there being on a division—ayes 22, 
noes 26, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been called 
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for on the motion to lay the amendment of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] on the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the call for the yeas and nays 
has not been seconded by a sufficent number of Senators, the motion 
to lay on the table has prevailed. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out the word “twenty” before 
„thousand,“ in the seventh line of section 2, and to insert “ ten.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. SARGENT. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 


nays 26; as follows. 
e hia YEAS—25. 
Eaton, Matthews, Rollins, 
Anthony, Garland, McCreery, Saunders, 
Ba M W. 
Bayard, pas, ee! te indom, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Morrill, 
Ch x eman, Paddock, 
Dawes, Kirkwood, Plumb, 
NATS—28. 
A S Lamar, Sargent, 
B Eus Maxey, Spencer, 
Bailen, y H 5 X Donald, Thurn e 
e arman, 
Chaffee, * 2 ohns -> i itchell, Voorhees. 
Cockrell, ones of Flori Morgan, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
ABSENT—25. 
Bailey, Davis of W. V. Hoar, 
8 is, a Howe, Wadleigh, 
' Kellogg, allace, 
Bruce, — Oglesby, Whyte. 
. _ Grover, Randolph, 
Davis of Illinois, Saulsbury, 


to be so much objected to. 

Mr. TELLER. I will agree to that. 

Mr. BLAINE. All right. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I should like to inquire of the honorable Senator 
who has the bill in charge to what part of the section he means to 
apply the $15,000? 

Mr. WINDOM. Let it read: 

Fur furniture, and repairs in the General Land 
items, including two of the city newspapers, to be filed, bound, 
tho use of the office, and for ad and tel hing, the sum of $15,000. 

For the actual expenses of clerks detailed to invest! fraudulent land en 
trespasses on the public lands, and cases of official misconduct, $5,000. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 withdraw my amendment, with the understand- 
ing that the chairman of the committee offers the amendment which 
he has just stated. 

Mr. BLAINE. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will offer that amendment, then, if the Clerk will 
reduce it to writing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend that portion of thi 
second section so as to read: 

For diagrams, furniture, and repairs in the General Land a 

ding two of the city news to be an for 
8 afte 8 el l 
ny fraud 


the nse of the office, and for . 

For the actual expenses of clerks detailed to i ulent land eutrics, 
trespasses on the public lands, and cases of official misconduct, the sum of $5,000. 

Mr. CONOVER. Let the amendment be divided. I am willing to 
vote for the first proposition but not for the second. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division of the question is asked 
for, and it is divisible. All in favor of the first part of the proposi- 
tion will say “ ay those opposed, no.“ [Putting the question.] It 
is agreed to, The question now recurs on the last proposition, which 
is to insert $5,000 “for the actual expenses of clerks detailed to in- 
vestigate fraudulent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and 
cases of official misconduct.” [Putting the question.] The second part 
of the proposition is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I now propose the amendment which I was 
about to offer before when it was not in order. In section 2, com- 
mencing in line 14, I move to strike out the following words: 

No money herein a) riated shall be used to collect any charge for wood or 
timber ent on the public lands in the Territories of the United States for the use of 
actual settlers in the Territories, and not for export from the Territories of the 
United States where the timber grew. 

And in lieu of those words to insert: 

Secre! £ the Interior is authori. under suitable latons to license 
G or a Sod a timber oun Sach iene for the use of . settlers in the 
Territories in which said lands are situ and not for export from said Terri- 
tories, and to charge and collect for wood and timber so cut and used a reasonable 


miscellaneous 
‘or 


stum 


not exceeding twenty-five cents per cord for fuel and $1 per thousand 
feet umber, ; 
The second proviso would then read: 


LOE EE LON, That where wood and timber lands in the Territories of 
the United States are not surveyed and offered for sale in subdivisions, con- 
Secretary of the Interior is peer tenho tod 


venient of access, the 
lations, PA 

Mr. WINDOM. I rise toa 
eral ey ras and prohibited by the twenty-ninth rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I inquire whether the proviso is any more gen- 
eral legislation with that amendment added to it than it is without? 

Mr. WINDOM. I will answer the question with the ission of 
oe Coa The amendment reported by the committee is not general 

e; ion. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to tho Sen- 


ate— 

Mr. HOAR. The section makes a proviso that all moneys hereto- 
fore and that shall hereafter be collected for depredations upon the 
public lands shall be covered into the 33 of the United States 
as other money received from the sale of public lands. That is gen- 
eral legislation in relation to the matter. 

Mr. BLAINE, That came from the House. 

Mr. HOAR. It is in the bill. Now, when there is general legisla- 
tion relating to a certain subject-matter in the bill as to the disposi- 
tion of moneys received, you may add to that general legislation cer- 
tainly a proposition which shall diminish or increase those moneys 


received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the question is open 
to doubt and therefore will submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the argument of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts begs the whole questign. This proviso comes from the House. 
Of course it is not liable to a point of order for the simple reason that 
it comes from the House. Now the Senator from Ohio and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts say that you may entirely alter the law by 
another pora by which the money to come in may be increased 
or diminished. That would override your entire rule. That opens 
the whole subject wide. 

Mr. HOAR. My point is this, that when there comes from the 
House, and therefore is before the Senate, a proposition of general 
legislation, that proposition may be amended by anything germano 
to it. We are not obliged, in other words, to take every proposition 
of general legislation which comes from the House without the right 
to amend it. 

Mr. BLAINE. No, The Senator will see the distinction, I think, 
in a moment, The House sends a proposition here that all moneys 
received under existing laws shall be so devoted. It relates to tho 
disposition of moneys coming in under existing laws. But the Sen- 
ate goes on an entirely different branch of the subject, an utterly 
ungermane subject, and pro to change the laws that produce the 
money. The House provision is only as to the disposition of the 
money that comesin. If you open it to this and call this germane, 
there is no limit to it; you can go to any extent. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator himself see that a proposition 
which requires moneys that shall come from existing laws to be de- 
voted to a particular purpose or go in a particular way, is necessarily 
amendable by a proposition which so changes the law as to increase 
or diminish the amount of those moneys? In other words, Congress 
may donr money to go in one place to be raised in a certain way. 

„ BLAINE. I think the questions are wholly different. 

Mr. SARGENT. I rise to a question of order, that the question is 
not debatable. 8 

Mr. HOAR. It is debatable when submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I should like, with the permission of the Senate, 
to make a single remark. 


under suitable regu- 


int of order. The amendment is gen- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the Senator 
from Ohio can i 
Mr. SARGENT. On the question of order? 


Mr. MATTHEWS. On the question of order. I wish merely to state 
the point, not to argue it; I shall not take two minutes. My point 
is that I am amending the amendment of the Senate, which is gene- 
ral legislation. The amendment of the Senate changes the law in a 
general way by forbidding the application of a portion of the money 
appropria to a partic purpose. Now I propose to amend that 
proposition. 

. WINDOM. The distinetion has always been that 
direct how the money shall be used, and that is not general legisla- 
tion, is not so regarded. 

Mr. BLAINE. One single word more, with indulgence. If the 
Senator from Massachusetts be correct, I will illustrate by a point 
that he will understand. He has a bill pending to devote to educa- 
tional ae the proceeds of the public lands, the money that shall 
be derived from patents, and the money that shall come from the 
Pacific Railroad. Now, if the Senator’s point be correct, when his 
bill for an educational fund comes up it is perfectly in order in that 
bill to settle the whole land system of the United States, to change 
all the patent laws of the United States, and to settle the whole ques- 
tion of the Pacific Railroad, because they are all germane, The Sen- 
ator will see how wide that would spread. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the bill 


ou may 
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under consideration, by common consent, for the last two or three 
hours, has been tre as a general appropriation bill in all the mo- 
tions that have been submitted and the votes that have been taken. 
From that stand-point the Chair is very clearly of the opinion that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio is not in order at 
this time. The Chair, however, will submit the question to the 
Senate. ‘ 

Mr. SARGENT. Not necessarily, unless there is an appeal. 

Mr. WINDOM. There is no appeal from the decision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Everybody is satisfied. F 

The PRESIDING OFFI Very well; if there is no objection 
to the ruling it will stand. The amendment is out of order. The 
question, then, is on concurring in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CAPE FEAR HARBOR 


Mr. RANSOM submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the of War be directed to transmit to the Senate any 
information he may have in his Department in relation to the 
Cape Fear Harbor, in North Carolina, since the last report upon 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other N e was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORRILL, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session, the doors were reopened and (at five o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, March 22, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
INTRODUCTION OF CONTAGIOUS AND INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent that on to-morrow 
morning after the morning hour my colleague from Georgia [Mr. FEL- 
sire) feed be permitted to report from the Committee on Commerce 
a bill to prevent the introduction of . and infectious dis- 
eases into the United States. I ask this indulgence, Mr. Speaker, be- 
cause it is absolutely necessary that if any aid is to be extended by 
the Federal Government to the protection of our sea-ports it should 
be done at once, This House has learned through melanchol 
intelligence of the death of one of its members at Havana that yel- 
low fever is there; it has also broken out at ports in Brazil. It is 
therefore necessary that any means to be to should be resorted 
to at once. 

I desire to state also, if the House will permit this bill to come u 
to-morrow for consideration, I have amendments to offer which will 
be accepted by the Committee on Commerce, that I am sure will re- 
move ape objections in the mind of any gentleman on this floor against 
the bill. : 

Mr. HALE. The object of the bill is no doubt a very meritorious 
one; but there is a good deal of business pressing, and I think if this 
consent is given there should be an understanding as to the length of 
time the consideration of the bill is to occupy, and whether it will 
be taken at once into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. It will not require to be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It involves no or 

Mr. HALE. Is it intended that it shall be disposed of to-morrow : 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Yes, sir; it is intended that it shall be disposed 
of at once, and I am perfectly willing to have the time limited to one 
hour, if the gentleman so desires. 

Mr. HALE. With that understanding, I shall not object. 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. Will the 
proceeding with this bill by unanimous consent disturb the position 
of the District of Columbia bill? 

The SPEAKER, It will not; for that bill is still in the line of 
unfinished business, and if its consideration is interrupted from time 
to time, it must come up again when no other business intervenes by 
action of the House. 

Mr. HENDEE. Then I shall make no objection. 

2 SPEAKER. And the District bill would be before the morn- 
ing hour. 
r. COX, of New York. I hope there will be no objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Georgia. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


from Georgia? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. This matter has been sprang suddenly 
npon the House, and I am not pre to say whether I will oppose 

e bill or support it; but I would like time to confer with my con- 
stituents in Mobile, who would be affected by it. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I have amendments to propose, which I am 


satisfied will obviate any objection which the gen could have 
to the measure. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Does the bill interfere with the local boards of 
health or the State quarantine officers? 


Mr. HARTRIDGE. Not at all. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The bill of the gentleman from Georgia 
saves all the State regulations as to sanitary matters. It makes the 
Federal Government only subsidiary and auxiliary to the different 
State institutions for those matters. It preserves everything con- 
nected with our State institutions. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I do not insist on my objection. 

Mr. ITTNER. Is it proposed to limit the debate to one hour? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

There being no objection, the order requested by Mr. HARTRIDGE 
was made. 

FREE ENTRY OF WORKS OF ART. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous. consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3991) to provide for the free entry of articles imported for exhibition 
by societies established for the encouragement of the arts and scien 
and forother purposes; which was read a first and second time, ref 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, (by request,) by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 3992) to confirm a certain Jand claim 
in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SHIPMENT AND DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. CLAFLIN, by unanimpus consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3993) to repeal and amend certain acts pertaining to the shipment 
and discharge of seamen; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF COINAGE LAWS, 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, from the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, reported a bill (H. R. No. 3994) to amend the 
laws of the United States upon the subject of coinage, to perfect the 
double metallic standard of valne, to provide for issuing gold and 
silver bullion certificates on specified conditions, to retire certain sil- 
ver coins now in use, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask that the bill may be read at moat: 
Mr. HENDEE. If the bill is of any length I will have to call for 
the regular order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I merely report the bill to have it 
printed and recommitted. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to hear it read, but I do not insist on it. 
The bill was recommitted to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, also, by unanimons consent, from the 
Committee on Coinage, 5 and Measures, reported certain testi- 
mony upon the subject of the trade-dollar; which was recommitted 
and ordered to be printed. 


COINAGE OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous e hap rea resolutions of 
the Chamber of Commerce of the City of San Francisco, California, 
opposing the bill for abolishing the coinage of the trade-dollar. 
Ir. LUTTRELL. I ask that the resolutions be read. 
The resolutions werg read and referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, They are as follows: 
Sax Francisco, Mareh 21. 1878. 
Whereas a bill has been introduced into Congress to abolish the coinage of th 
trade-delist ; and ice 
Whereas a large amount of intelligent effort has been expended by merchants 
and bankers in introducing the trade-dollar into the circulation of C and the 
East Indies with a success far exceeding the most sanguine expectations, creatin, 
a large outlet for one of the most important products of the Pacitic coast, the said 
trade-dollar being preferred by about 2 per cent. premium to the Mexican dollar, 
though intrinsically worth only one-fifth of a cent more, and should the be 
to the Mexican mints the profitable of 
supplying the East e with this bullion ; and 
the confidence of the Oriental people in the issues of the United States 
mints has now been gained, to the great advantage of the commercial and mining 
interests of this country : 
Be it resolved, As the sense of the chamber, that it would indicate instability 
and ficklcness of financial policy on the of our Government now to abandon a 
therefore the proposed legislation would 


. and ange that they ase thelr Infiuence to defest the DIE 
t they use influence 
y JAMES C. PATRICK, 
President. 
Hesry MEL, 
Secretary Chamber of Commerce, 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST, FLORIDA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3995) to provide for the construction of a en building in the cit 
of Key West, in the State of Florida; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL FUND OF FLORIDA, 


Mr. DAVIDSON also presented a joint ete eels the Legis 
ture of Flori ing Congress to authorize the Legislature of Flor- 
ida to eee seminary fund and the agricultural-college fund 
into the common-school fund of said State; which was ref to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


HOMESTEAD LAWS, 


Mr. WARD, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3996) supplementary to the homestead laws of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent to submit for considera- 
tion at this time a resolution, which, in my judgment, concerns each 
individual member of the House. f 

The resolution was read, as follows : 


Resolved, That the architect of the Capitol extension is hereby directed to further 
put up escape-pipes from the sewerage pipes leading from the House, for the pur- 
ee preventing the poisonous gases from entering and corrupting the atinos- 
phere. 

Mr. MILLS. LIobject. This is Friday, and I do not want anything 
to interfere with private bills. 

Mr. WRIGHT. You object, whether it concerns you or not. 

Mr. MILLS, I object. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. WRIGHT said: I understand that the objection has been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I renew the objection. I think this matter can 
afford to take the usual course and be referred to a committee, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WRIGHT] object to the resolution being referred to the Committec on 
Ventilation of the Hall? 

Mr. WRIGHT. If it is referred to the Committee on Ventilation 
it will go into a pigeon-hole. 

The SPEAKER. Not necessarily so. 

Mr. WRIGHT. And the very men who now object to it will not 
be alive to answer to their names, if we do not do something. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to its consideration at this 
time. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS, 


Mr. ERRETT. Some time since I introduced, by request, a joint 
resolution to appoint a manager of the National Home for Disabled 
Soldiers. I was led to understand that there was an actual vacancy 
in that board, and that this was merely to supply it. Since then I 
have learned that the managers hold their places until their suc- 
cessors are appointed, and that the joiut resolution introduced, unwit- 
tingly, by me, instead of simply supplying a vacancy actually made 
one by 3 one of my own constituents (General J. S. Negley) 
whom I sincere 7 desire should be retained. As this joint resolution 
placed me in a false position towards one of my constituents, I ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to withdrawit. The gentleman 
who induced me to offer it in good faith can easily have it reintro- 
duced. If I had known the actual bearing of the resolution I would 
not have introduced it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to content himself with 
the explanation, which is a very proper one. The joint resolution 
has been received by the House and referred to a committee. 


POST-OFFICE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. WADDELL, I ask unanimous consent that the subcommittee 
of the Post-Office and Post-Roads, en, in investigating the Post- 
Office Department, have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I object. 

i La aca Does it require unanimous consent to give that 
anthority 

The SPEAKER. It does, at this time. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour begins at twenty-five minutes past twelve o’clock, and the first 
business in order is the call of committees for reports of a private na- 
ture. Thecall rests with the Committee on Commerce, 


STEAMSHIP LINE TO LIBERIA, 


Mr. REAGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port back House bill No. 3808 to establish a line of mail and emigrant 
steam and sailing vessels between certain ports of the United States 
and Liberia, Africa; and to move that the committee be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Commit- 
ted on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 


Mr. EDEN, Is that a private bill? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not. 


BARATARIA SHIP-CANAL, 


Mr. REAGAN, Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back, with a favorable recommendation, House bill No. 3978 to 
authorize the Barataria Ship-Canal Company to construct and oper-. 
ate a poh from New Orleans to the Gulf of Mexico, through the 
lands and waters of the United States, and to grant to said company 
the right of way for that purpose, 

Mr. EDEN. Is that a private bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Barataria -corpora 
the State of ——— by 1 . 
April 2, 1877, be, and the same is hereby, ted the right of way throngh the lands 
and waters of the United States, to enable said com 
a ship-canal from a point at or near the city of New Orleans to the Gulf of 
through the Barataria Bay, in the State of Louisiana, with and authority to 
construct and maintain all necessary harbors, locks, dams, dikes, levees, and piers: 
Provi The same shall in no manner interfere with or affect the usual ordi- 
eee. 

provided further, ‘That Bayou Villars shall not be closed by said 


Seo. 2. That in the tion of mili or naval stores, or munitions 
of war of the United States, such rates of toll only shall be e as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War; and that the tolls or tonnage charges of said 
company shall not exceed $1 per ton on the tonnage measurement of any vessel for 
the round trip through said canal, or half said sum for less than the round trip; 
and not e twenty-five cents for cach passenger through said canal either 
way: Provided, That vessels of five tons burd: n and less shall be exempt from tolls 
for the use of said canal when they do not pass through the locks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the practice hith- 
erto has been to consider as private bills such as are “for the interest 
of individuals, public companies, or corporations, a parish, city, or 
county, or other locality, * * * for the particular benefit of a 
person or persons, and conferring certain privileges upon a ic-, 
ular corporation.” The Clerk will read from the Journal of the last 
Congress, Friday, February 16, 1877. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Mr. Thomas L. Jones, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. No. 4456) to authorize William A. Downer 
and others to construct a ship-canal at the head of Lake George, Florida, 
the same with amendments. 

Mr. Enry made the point of order that the said bill, being ono of a public nature, 


was not in order under this call. 

The Speaker sustained the point of order, on the ground that the bill was general 
in its enactment, providing as it did for the collection of tolls from the public and 
fot tho aiteanna of individuals violating its provisions in the courts of the 

D 


So the bill was not received. 


The SPEAKER. The bill upon which the Speaker then ruled was 
general in its effect, providing for the collection of tolls from the peo- 
ple of the United States, and further provided for the punishment 
of offenders in the United States courts. The Speaker then held that 
such a bill was a public bill. The Chair would inquire whether this 
bill embraces any such features. 

Mr. REAGAN. The bill does not embrace any provision for the 
punishment of offenses; it merely extends the right of way to a 
private corporation chartered by the State of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. Does not the bill provide for the collection ot 
tolls from the people of the United States? 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me say one word before the Chair decides the 
question. Every bill that comes before the House for the building 
of a bridge authorizes the levying of tolls, and yet they are uniformly 
considered to be perasa bills. Certainly there is no legislation of 
any State or no official decision of any court that holds such a com- 
pany or corporation to be public, in the distinction between what is 
publie and what is private. This bill relates alone to the affairs of 
a private corporation. While it authorizes the levying of tolls it 
provides for no remedial measure at all. These are provided for in 
the statute of the State of Louisiana, under which the corporation 
holds it charter. 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand the law to go to the extent claimed 
by the gentleman from Texas. A bill incorporating a company that 
deals with the rights of the public in transit over rivers or over 
land, in any way affecting the rights of the people, has generally 
been held, I believe, by the Speaker to be a public bill. And it is very 
beneficial that the ruling has been made, 

The SPEAKER. Such a bill as this is printed among the public 
bills, and the Chair thinks is a publie bill. 

ma REAGAN, pia bill nase mt ee ere eying 171 ps or 

resc it; it simply gives the right of way through the public lands 
to a certain company 3 i the State of 2 

Mr. CLYMER. Does it not authorize the levying of tolls? 

Mr, REAGAN. It does not extend the anthority to levy tolls; it 
simply piac a limitation upon the levying of tolls. 

The SPEAKER. It affects the rights of the people generally by the 
collection of tolls in transit. The bill does not suffer by being de- 
clared a public bill; on the contrary, it has four days in the week upon 
which it can be reported instead of one. - 

Mr. ROBERTS. It does not authorize the collection of tolls what - 
ever. It merely places a limitation on the tolls authorized by the 
statute of the State of Louisiana to be collected. I desire to the 


ote ts the Gull of Mieti 


said canal: And 
canal company. 
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attention of the Chair to this passage on page 284 of the Manual, where 
it says: 

It has been the practice in Parliament, and also in Congress, to consider as private 
such as are for the interest of individuals, public companies, or corporations, a 
parish, city, or county, or other locality.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already had that read; but 
he does not believe that that portion of the rule operates in this case, 
for the reason that this bill provides a law in reference to levying tolls 
which are to be paid by the people indiscriminately. 

Mr. ELLIS. I would ask that the Clerk read that section of the 
bill which limits the power to collect tolls. 

The Clerk again read the second section of the bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, by close attention to the language 
of that section it will be observed that it does not confer power, but 
ey limits the power conferred by a statute of the State of Loui- 

ana. 

The SPEAKER. It confirms power, but places a limitation on that 


wer. 
ins ELLIS. I beg the pardon of the Chair. The original statute 
of the State of Louisiana incorporating this company gave it power to 
charge tolls, and now the General Government comes in granting the 
right of way and limiting the amount of tolls to be collected. 
he SPEAKER. But it confirms the right of the company, under 
ed statute of the State of Louisiana, to levy tolls, with a restrictive 
eature. 
Mr. CLYMER. Does not the bill give the company the right of way 


through the public lands ? 
Mr E . Yes, sir. 
Mr. CLYMER. din consideration of that right of way do we 


not limit the amount of tolls that may be charged My the company? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules this to be a public act. 

Mr. YOUNG. If the Chair will allow me, I desire to say that this 
is in no sense a public act, and I trust that the S er will listen to 
me for a moment before ruling that it is, for it is a very important 
measure and no obstruction should be thrown in the way of its pas- 


now. : l 
"fho SPEAKER. The Chair is entirely willing to listen to any gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. YOUNG. I do not want to trouble the Speaker or the House 
very, long, but. simply desire to state one or two facts in connection 
with this bill. The company which asks this franchise at the hands 
of Congress has been incorporated by the Legislature of the State of 
Louisiana as a private corporation, and they propose to construct a 
private work. They do not propose to interfere in any way with the 
navigable waters of the United States, if indeed there are any such 
between the city of New Orleans and the point in the Gulf of Mexico 
which it is proposed to reach by this canal. They have certain powers 
and privileges and this clause in the bill in relation to tolls is mere 
verbiage, limiting the power to confirm by the Legislature of Loni- 
siana, and might just as well be stricken out, as Congress is only asked 
to tthe right of way and it does not thereby become a public 

ighway. 
r. CLYMER. Could this canal be constructed without the assent 
of the United States being given for it to pass through the publiclands? 

Mr. YOUNG. I think that there are no public of any value 
at present through which it will pass. 

Mr. CLYMER. There the gentleman differs from the gentleman 
from Louisiana [ Mr. EL TAS] who stated expressly that there are public 
lands through which they desire the right of way. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
YounG] the Chair will say that it may be quite true, as the gentle- 
man remarks, that the clause in question might be stricken out, and 
then the point of order would not prevail against the bill. But that 
clause now stands as a part of the bill, and the Chair must rule upon it. 
If this were not a public act, then there would be no necessity, through 
the ageney of Federal legislation, to give power to a corporation 
created by a State. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The Chair has decided that this is a public bill, 
and I object to any further debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is a public bill, and it 
will be returned to the gentleman who presents it. 


ROBERT COWLES. 


Mr. SAPP, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1528, a bill (H. R. No. 3997) for the relief of 
Robert Cowles ; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SAPP, I ask for the immediate consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read. t 

Mr. EDEN. I think that this bill is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire 

The SPEAKER. The hep of order will be reserved. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the gentleman who reports this bill to allow 
me to move to strike out the preamble, which is in fact a report and 
should not appear on our statute- book after it has served its purpose 
in informing us why we 12 17 0 pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the su jon as to the pre- 
amble a very proper one. But the gentleman from Illinois makes a 
point of order, which takes priority of the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER.] The point is, as the Chair 
understands, that this bill proposes to dispose of the property of the 


United States, and should, under the rule, have its first consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. EDEN. Is there any report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. There is no written report. 

Mr. SAPP. I will state for the information of the gentleman from 
Illinois 

Mr. EDEN. I am pretty well informed on these cases. 

Mr. SAPP, I am iad to hear it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There is no doubt that this bill ought 


to 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred, under the rule, to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. SAPP. The Committee on Public Lands have directed me to 
report back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 699) to restore 
certain lands in Iowa to settlement under the homestead law, and 
for other pupo. The committee recommend the passage of the 
bill as amen: 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is this a private bill? 

Mr. PRICE. It is for the benefit of private individuals whom a 
railroad company is now seeking to oust from the lands which they 
occupy. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understand that it is a public bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is general in its character. The Chair 
rules that it is a public bill. 

Mr. SAPP. It is intended to apply to certain settlers in my dis- 
trict, and in one county only of the district. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the intention of 
the bill is; he can only rule upon what appears on its face. The 
Chair thinks that it is general in its character, and, the point being 
raised, cannot be reported during the morning hour of Friday. 


LAKE NEAR COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA, 


Mr. SAPP, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2157) to t to the cor- 
porate authorities of the city of Council Bluffs, in the State of Iowa, 
for public uses, a certain lake or bayou situated near said city. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I make the point that this bill must go to the 
Private Calendar, as it disposes of public property. 

Mr. SPP. I do not ask for its present consideration. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HENRY GEE. 


Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, from the Committee on Publie Lands, re- 
ported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 3623) for the 
relief of Henry Gee. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDEN, I reserve a point of ordor until the report is read, 

The report was read, 

Mr. CUMMINGS.. It seems to me that this bill is subject to the 
same point of order that has already been made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] with reference to other bills. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia. I think the point comes too late. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. No gentleman can raiso 
a point of order on a bill till he knows what it is; therefore the read- 
ing of the bill cannot cut off the right to make the point of order. 
Besides, the point was reserved by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
EpEN.] The Chair rules that as the bill proposes to dispose of pub- 
ne property it must go to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 

alendar. 

The bill was referred accordingly, and the accompanying re 
ordered to be printed. ezi ier e 

JANE CLARK AND OTHERS. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1962) 
for the relief of Jane Clark, Margaret A. Jack, Christine Anderson, 
and Mary Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas, under the ruling and advice of the officers of the United States land 
office at Fort Dodge, Iowa, Jane Clark was pe mitted to enter lots 3 and 4, in seg- 
tion 2, township &8 north, range 32 west; and A. Jack was permitted to 
enter the west half of the northeast quarter of section 20, township 89 north, range 
zi west; and Christine Anderson was permitted to enter the east half of the south- 
east quarter of section 14, township 89 nortn, range 32 west; and Mary Johnson 
was permitted to enter the southwest quarter of the northwest quartor and the 
northwest . the southwest quarter of section 8, township 89 north, range 
32 west, all in the district of lands subject to entry at said office, which entries 
were made in due form, under the homestead iaws of the United States; and 

Whereas each of said persons moved upon the tract of land so entered by her, and 
continued toreside upon and improve the same, and bas complied in all respects 
with Lap Foo ponte of the homestead laws vf the United States, and has made 
due proof of such compliance, as required by law, to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office ; and 

Whereas each of said persons, at the date of her entry, was a married woman, 
whose husband was living, and was therefore not entitled to make such entry, for 
which reason alone the final proof in the case of each of said entries was rejected 
and the entry mention : Therefore, 

Be it by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress ase: mbled, That the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to restore said entries, and approve and 
carry tho same to patent in the usual manner; and that each cf said persons shall 
hold the laud so patented to her, with the like exemptions as provided by the home- 
stead laws of the United States, 
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Mr. EDEN. I ask for the reading of the report, and meanwhile | and I think the bill should have its first consideration in the Com- 


reserve the right to make a point of order. 
Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. There is no written report accom- 
nying the bill; but I send to the Clerk to be read a letter from the 
9 of the General Land Office, which sets forth the facts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 3, 1877. 

Err: In reference to your letter of October 21, 1877, relative to special legislation 
required to confirm certain homestead entries in Iowa, I have the honor to state 
that after farther correspondence with the local land at Des Moines and care- 
T this office, the following cases in point 
are : 

No. 2724. Jane Clark, lots 3 and 4, section 2, township 88, range 32. 

as SEER. MASERA 2 TOOK, eee ROE AE MESES GRESIE, Sree Om SONARIA 

ran, A 
S 0. 08 a earn RC east half of southeast quarter, section 14, town- 
ran 
0. 2958. Johnson, southwest quarter of northwest quarter, and north - 
west quarter of southwest quarter, section 8 township 89, range 32. 

The above entries were made at the then Fort Dodge land office, and the original 
papers in each case showing the party to be over twenty-one years of age and a citi- 
zen of the United States, the entries were k postaa upon the tract-books and the 
pa were placed among the files in this office. 

r the expi the five years allowed by law the final proof disclosed 
the fact that t married women at the time of making said entri 
and their husbands fed exhansted 


sequently can appears tha 


the parties that had the | 
The prof in eac cave, showing ll compliance with the law as reg resi 


and improvements, no valid adverse claim appearing, I the 
local officers at Des Moines, July 30, 1577, that the entries above referred to would 
be allowed to remain suspended until after the next regular session of Congress, 
in order that the parties, should they so choose, might petition that body for relief, 
na there wae no lew enabling this offiee to act in the matter. 


Vi T espectfully * 
zd J. A. WILLIAMSON, 


Hon. ADDISON OLIVER, 
House of Representatives. 

17 8 e of Colorado. I ask for the present consideration 
of t i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I move to amend the preamble by 
striking out the words “Christine Anderson,” in line 7, and inserting 
in lieu thereof “Justina Peterson in her maiden name Justina An- 


derson ;” and further in the title by striking out “Christine Ander- | be 


son” and inserting “ Justina Peterson.” 

Mr. DUNNELL. Might not that bill be amended so as to avoid the 
four or five whereases? ; 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The bill is in the form recom- 
mended by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, I am per- 
fectly willing, however, to submit a motion to strike out the preamble 
and, with the amendment to the title I have proposed, to further 
amend by inserting in the yaan fo the bill the names of the bene- 
ficiaries and description of the land they are permitted to enter. 
Aiea was no objection, and the amendments were agreed to accord- 

y. 

he bili, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
une; — being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an ; 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


KINSEY B. CECIL, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 564) to confirm the title to certain 
lands in Platte County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued 
therefor to Kinsey B. 

The preamble recites that Smith did, on the 9th day of 
Apn, D. 1862, make eniry at the United States land office at Boon- 
ville, in the State of Missouri, of the following-described land situated 
in the county of Platte, in said State of Missouri, to wit: the north- 
east fractional quarter and the southeast fractional quarter, (west of 
Bee Creek,) section 31, township 53, range 35, containing nineteen 
and fifty-two hundredths acres, per cash certificate numbered 38378, 
dated April 9, 1862; that Joseph Meyer did, on the said 9th day of 
April, 1862, make 2 at the said United States land office at Boon- 
ville, Missouri, of the following-described land, to wit: the northwest 
fractional quarter of the northeast fractional quarter, (west of Bee 
Creek,) section 31, township 53, range 35, containing one and seventy- 
three hundredths acres, per cash certificate numbered 38377, dated 
April 9, A. D. 1862; and that the purchase money for said fractions 
of land is still retained by the Government of the United States, and 
said lands have long since e into the hands of innocent pur- 
chasers, who have occupied the same, paid taxes, and made valuable 
improvements thereon, having had no notice that said entries had 
been canceled until recently. 

The bill then provides that the above-described entries be, and the 
same are, confirmed; and that patents are thereby authorized to be 
issued for said described lands to Kinsey B. Cecil, the assignee of 
said George Smith and Joseph Meyer. 

Mr. EDEN. There may be some other rights involved in that land, 


ecil, with the recommendation that it do pass. | K 


mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman will hear me for a 
moment, I think I ean explain the matter to his satisfaction. 

Mr. EDEN. There may be other rights concerned as well as the 
rights of these parties. 

. FRANKLIN. Let me say a word. 

Mr. EDEN. I reserve the point of order. 
_ Mr. FRANKLIN. I think no goog reason can be assigned for send- 
ing this bill to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 8 will consent to its 
present consideration. The Committee on Public Lands agreed to 
report it at the last Congress, but for want of time did not get it be- 
fore the House. It now comes here by unanimous report, as I under- 
stand, of that committee. The amount of land involved is only about 
twenty acres, 

The circumstances, as detailed in the bill itself, are simply these: 

Smith and Joseph Meyer on the 9th of April, 1862, made entry 

at the land office, Boonville, Missouri, of these two fractional quarters 
of land, 8 in the aggregate to twenty acres and some hun- 
dredths. The entries were suspended because the land in question 
was not subject to private entry at that date. 

The land was paid for, and the Government to-day has the money, 
although the entries have been canceled. This action is merely for 


rmed | the purpose of confirming title and N patents to be issued. 


I ask the Clerk to read a from the Co oner of the General 
Land Office. 

Mr. EDEN. If it be true that these parties purchased this land 
from the Government and paid their money for it, and there is no 
adverse claim, I do not see why their rights cannot be adjudicated 
without coming to Congress. t is the way it strikes me, 

The SPEAKER. That gors to the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. EDEN. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Lask again that the Clerk read a letter from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, which fully lains the 
whole case and shows that it can be considered now as well as at any 
future time. 

The courts cannot grant the relief sought; it must come from Con- 

If the point of order be insisted upon and the bill be referred 
to the Private Calendar, it will only have the effect to delay justice. 
It will only postpone to some future day of the session what should 
done now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
- Washington, D. C., August 15, 1876. 
Sm: Ihave the honor to acknowledge your letter of the 10th instant, inclosin 
. which the followin, Boonville, Missourk 


t x 

19.52 acres, by George Smith, April 9, 1862, por cash certificate, No. 38318. And you 
“A e objections Go the eee iid wily La xeply I 

ed because the tracts in 


ently only subject to pre- m 
entries of Meyer and Smith There is evitentiy an error in description in Smith's 
entry, No. 36278; M s entry of northwest northeast 


fractional one-fourth of 
Creek) was made April 5, 1862. Smith's eutry 
was made four days r, and includes the tract entered by Meyer. But the arena 
of Smith's entry (namely, 19.52 acres) is the area of the southwest l one- 
fourth of northeast fractional one-fourth and southeast fractional one-fourth, (west 
of Bee Creek.) and hence the latter is probably a correct: description of the land 
which Smith intended to enter. I return herewith House bill No. 3096 80 currected 


as to relicve the entries, a8 ted in the bill of conflict. 

This office has no know of the transfer of title of the tracts to K B. Cecil, 
except as set forth in tho bill’ hence on this point can express no opinion; but I 

now of no substantial objection to the entries when relieved of the con- 
8 =e 

Sy z U. J. BAXTER, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. Joxn R. GOODIN, 
House of 


Mr. EDEN. Iinsist on the point of order, as there seems to be 
some conflict in reference tò this land. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair correctly understands the facts, (and 
if he does not he hopes the gentleman in charge of the bill will cor- 
rect him,) this was publie property, and the Government of the United 
States parted with its ownership on receiving what was considered 
an equitable price therefor; but subsequently individuals got into 
controversy t the Tines, and therefore the Chair thinks it does 
not, if these alleged facts are correct, come within the rule as involv- 
ing the Government in any interest whatever in the land. 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. The Chair is in error, and Iwill state 
the facts. The title is in the Government, but the equitable 
title is clearly in these pure because the Government through 
its agent permitted the land to be entered for value and now retains 


that money. 

The reason why the entry was not was because these lands 
had been formerly reserved from sale. And after they had been put 
upon the market they had never been offered at public sale, and un- 


der the law they could not be. They could not be entered at private 
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Government permitted this entry to be made. It was made in 1862, 
and the Government has had the money ever since. These parties 
have been in possession and made improvements. The parties, Smith 
and Meyer, have sold their interest to Cecil. There is an abstract of 
the title certified by the proper officers of the court in Boone County, 
Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is much obliged to the gentleman from 
Alabama for his frank correction of the statement made by the Chair. 
The Chair su that the legal title had parted from the United 
States. But if the legal title rests still in the United States, then the 
Chair must rule upon that fact and cannot ize a technicality 
nor the equity involved. The Chair rules, therefore, that, the legal 
title being in the United States, he must sustain the point of order, 
and that the bill must go into Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. Am I to 
understand that no bill can be acted upon to-day by which money is 
appropriated ? 

e SPEAKER. The bills reported to-day must in the first place 
be bills of a private nature. And then if they contain appropriations 
of money or property of the United States they are liable to the point 
of order requiring reference to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WRIGHT. And public bills cannot be reported to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. Public bills cannot. 


JOSEPH SHARPE. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 2414) for the 
relief of Joseph Sharpe, and moved that the committee be disch 
from the further consideration of the same, and that it be refe to 
the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JEREMIAH DARLING. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tenn also, from the same committee, 
reported back the application for the relief of Jeremiah Darling, and 
moved that the committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HEIRS OF JAMES T, JOHNSON, 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, also, from the same committeo, 
reported back the bill (m R. No. an the relief of the legal heirs 
and representatives of James T. Johnson, deceased, of Carrollton, 
Mississippi, and moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same; and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HENRY ELLING, 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 3025) for the relief of Henry Elling, 
of Virginia City, Montana, and moyed that the committee be dis- 

from the further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


W. M. VAN BENSCHOTEN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, also, from the same committee, re- 

rted back, with an adverse recommendation, the petition of W.M. 

se Benschoten and others, and moved that the same be laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a report in writing ? 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires a report in writing in all cases 
of adverse reports. The gentleman will supply the report. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. I will do so. 

The petition was laid on the table, end the report ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN R. NICHOLS. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, also, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, the bill (H. R. No. 246) for the relief of John R. Nichols, 
late postmaster at Athens, Georgia, and the same was referred to the 
Committee of the Whale on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY AND DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ATKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3998) to provide for a more economic and accurate survey and dis- 
posal of the public lands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SYSTEM OF CONSTRUCTING PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. ATKINS also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

Be it resolved by the House of reg e (the Senate 
Senate and House Committees on Public Buildings and G 


Frocting public buildings, with a view of ascertainin, reporting to the tw 
Houses ares Sy or otherwise, such changes in the same as will, int r 
judgment, promote efficiency and economy in this branch of the public service. 
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sale until they had been so offered—offered at public sale. But the 
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IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGATION OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. HARTZELL. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time 
for reference to the Committee on Commerce the petition of over 
eighteen hundred citizens of the’ city of Cairo, in the State of Mli- 
nois, and others interested in the navigation of the Mississippi River, 
recommending the passage of the bill recently introducedin the Sen- 
ate by Senator COCKRELL, providing for the appointment of a com- 
mission to devise DIAR for the survey and {improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and for the protection of such lands bordering on the 
same as are now subject to inundation. I ask also that the petition 
be read at the desk and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BREWER. _I object to it being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARTZELL. It is a petition of not more than a dozen lines 
and has reference to the improvement of the Mississippi River. I 
toge the gentleman will not object. 

r. BREWER. Ifthe petition isso short I withdraw the objec- 
tion. 

The petition was read, and was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. It is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


The eye gees your petitioners, citizens of the State of Illinois, and others 
interested in the navigation of the Mississippi River, recognizing the improvement 
of said river as of great national importance, and believing that the bill introduced 
by Senator COCKRELL providing for the appointment of a under whose 
supervision the survey of the river and construction of the works for said improve- 
ment shall be carried on, will effectually provide the means for said 33 
1 request that your paan Ery bodies will, without delay, enact sai 


to a law, with a view to as y removal of the vous burdens new im- 

by the uncertainties and of the na on of said river and to a 
speedy protection of such portions of the great valley of the Mississippi as are 
now subject to inundation. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER, It has. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENDEE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. If the 
House refuses to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar will not the special order of the House come up as unfinished 
business? 

The SPEAKER. The preference on Fridays is for private business; 
but if the House refuses to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar there would not be anything else before the House 
and the House would take up public business. 

5 And that business would be the Distriet of Colum- 
ia 

The SPEAKER. Les, sir. 

Mr. HENDEE. I would inquire if this is objection Ers A: 

The SPEAKER. Thisday being the fourth Friday of the month, 
it is objection day. 

Mr. MILLS. Does it require a two-third vote to carry the motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar? 

he SPEAKER, No; the House has a right by a majority vote to 
select the business it will proceed with. 

The question was taken on Mr. Bricut’s motion; and it was 


agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, (Mr. MILLS in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar and will proceed with the business on the Private 
Calendar where it was left off when the committee was last in session. 

Mr. BRIGHT, I would call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that this is objection day and the call must be commenced where the 
committee left off on the last objection day. 

The C . The Chair so holds, 


* ABRAM v. MILLER, 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1625) granting a pension to Abram V. Miller, late a lieutenant in 
Company E of the One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, reported from t mmittee on Invalid 
Pensions by Mr. Mackry. 

The bills directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the sion 
laws, the name of Abram V. Miller, late first lieutenant of Company E, 
One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
to date from the 17th day of January, 1875. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JANE D, COTTEN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
710) granting a pension to Jane D. Cotten. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Jane D. Cotten, dependent mother of Major William 
H. Cotten, of the Eleventh Regiment Lonisiana Volunteer Infantry, 
who was mortally wounded on the 7th day of June, A. D. 1863, at the 
battle of Milliken’s Bend. 

Mr. FORT. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows : 

It appears from the evidence submitted that the petitioner is the mother of Will- 
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iam H. Cotten, who was a major in the Eleventh Regiment Louisiana Volunteer 
Infantry. Major Cotten was wounded at the battle of Milliken’s Bond, on the 7th 
and 


arrived at the age of sixteen years the same year, when its pension also ceased. 
—— 8 's entering the Army, and also 
y to the support of the petitioner and his wife 
at which he was stati 


other testimony equally strong, submitted in of the 
tioner, shows 98 
at tho time Fe eee e By the general law she is 


ho committee therefore . tho bill with a favorable recommendation, and 
ask the passage of the same. t 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
RUTH ISABELLE NAYLOR. 


The néxt business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No 
3105) granting a pension to Ruth Isabelle Naylor, widow of Captain 
Charles Naylor, of the Second Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers 
in the Mexican war, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions by Mr. MACKEY. 7 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of a laws, the 
name of Ruth Isabelle Naylor, widow of Charles Naylor, late a cap- 
tain of Company F of the Second Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, in the war with Mexico, at the rate of $20 per month, the amount 
of ion paid her late husband. 

here being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
DANIEL W. MARTIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3106) granting a pan to Daniel W. Martin, a private in Company 
A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. MACKEY. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Daniel W. Martin, a private in Company A, Fifty-seventh 

iment Ohio Volunteers. 
here being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
DANIEL CLARY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
503) granting a pension to Daniel Clary, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Daniel Clary, a private in Company F, Fourth Ilinois 
Volunteers, in the Mexican war, and to pay him a pension not exceed- 
ing 816 a month, to take effect from and after the of this act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JAMES B. GILLESPIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
522) granting a pension to James B. Gillespie, late captain Company 
I, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 
po eens from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. HEWITT, o 


bama. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of James B. Gilles ie, late egan of Company I in the One 
hundred and twentieth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers, to 
take effect from and after the e of this act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

LEMUEL L. LAWRENCE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
524) granting a pension to Lemuel L. Lawrence, late second lieuten- 
ant ener B in the Sixth Regiment Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the 83 L. eres a 2555 5 of 
Compan the Sixt iment of Illinois Cava olun to 
take effect from and after * of this act. 150 iin 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to House. 

LOUISA J. GUTHRIE. . 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3107) ting a pension to Louisa J. Guthrie and others; reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-rell, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension- 
laws, the name of Louisa J. Guthrie, widow of the late Captain John 


Julius Guthrie, superintendent of life-saving stations in the sixth 
life-saving district, who lost his life by drowning in attempting to 
render assistance to the crew of the United States ship of war Huron, 
wrecked on the coast of North Carolina, and pay her a pension from 
and after the of this act, as now provided by law for the 
widow of a d captain of the Navy. 

_Section 2 directs the Secretary of iia Taiao to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the names of Ellen Saxton, widow of the late James Saxton; Celia 
Bell, widow of the late Stephen Bell; and Roxana Walker, widow 
of the late Willis Walker, all of whose said late husbands volunteered 
to assist the late Captain John Julius Guthrie, and were drowned 
while attempting to render assistance to the crew of the Huron as 
aforesaid, and Py them, the said widows, the pensions provided by 
law for the widows of deceased seamen in the United States Navy, 
from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the reading of the report in that case. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The subject of this brief memoir was born in a State prolific in brave men, hav- 
ing first seen the ht in W. North Carolina, where his father, Dr. J. W. 
Guthrie, resided. early education was carefully directed, and, we bell 
parry apguiron at the university at Chapel Hill In 1833 he was appointed a 


terranean, where 
9 n under the command of Commodore Patterson. Tho 
name o t oficer will readily be recalled by those who were intimate with the 
lamented Guthrie, and the im on made on his youthiul mind is explained by 
the fact that he traveled with the commodore’s y through a t part of 
Emoe; and in their company made a journey to the Holy Land. his return 
from Europe he was ordered (1832) to join the frigate Columbia, Commodore Read, 
and in her sailed from this port for C At the expiration of three years he re- 
turned to the United States and his examination with credit. In 1840 he was 
married in Portsmonth to Miss Louisa J. Spratley, who survives him. He then 
served in the Pennsylvania, (receiving-ship,) the steamer Poinsett, Macedonian, 
sloop of war Warren, steamer Huron, the ka-hye, (commanded by Lieutenant 
‘Arthur Sinclair, OTA E O E 
So hy Rei pi (1069) $o the Mith ater Sb ogee here the celebrated 
Jack Davis.) In vessel Guthrie sailed for the Gulf of Mexico, where he served 
through the Mexican war, his vessel performing varied and arduous services as a 
member of the blockading era Cruz. 

At the end of the war he returned to the United States, and after a short time of 
service was ordered to the frigate Brandywine, destined for the Brazils, where he 
spent three 8 1 peer — — 9 oe sq n He 
was again ordered station, (1852, while engaged a o trans- 
lated a his of Brazil, the MS. of w ch Was Tash of Osa, while tor roai Go the 

his return to the United States he was ordered to report to Com- 
modore (then Lieutenant) Maury, where he remained two years in the full enjoy- 
ment of the confidence and affection of the great man who that breach 
of the public service. When detached from the O) 


Bigelow (1 
ae a E S E T EE Daa owe pect ttn akon 
than previously recorded, for it was Anglo-French war oc- 
curred, in which, at ihe Barrier eee eee had 


been wantonly fired on by the infuriated for this 
having been refused, the gallant afterward an Admiral, got the Plymou 
and Levant into position, and under a heavy fire from their ies landed a force 


been well and skillfully constructed by to the best 
methods then known to military men. 
he arrived at Boston, in the Lorina soa wae panoa the 
"leave. During this time he presented the flag he had cap- 
maitre State, which had voted him a sword of 
honor for his ese peered fein the assanlt by which they were carried. 
oes oe routine service, we resume the of his eventful 
life on the of war under Commander Alfred Taylor, under 
orders from Philadelphia for Africa. e cruising along that desolate and tor- 
rid coast information was received that a large ship ited with nine hundred 
slaves was up the Congo River, and that her captain, a notoriously daring man, was 
resolved never to be ca An expedition was at once fitted out nst this 
mov D humanity, and Lieutenant Guthrie, then the executive officer of the Sara- 
toga, havin picked the officers and men of the detachment, undertook the desper- 
ate ent In this he was successful. The slaves were liberated in Liberia, 
and Lieutenant Guthrie brought the slaver Nightingale to the United States as a 
prize. He reached New York in J uly, 1561, found the bie pea convulsed h; 
civil war. Here he met his old friend Captain Foote, who said to him, “Guthrie, 
2 will remain in the service.“ To which our dead friend made the charac- 
teristic answer, “I shall do that which my conscience jda me, as I under- 
stand my duty.“ I know you will.“ was Foote's reply, and this was all that passed 
Swen those brave seamen and life-long friends on the mournful topic of Guth- 

e's tion. 

His caries during our late unhappy war was varied; and itis a fact well known 
to his friends that had he chosen to serve a Liverpool firm, which made him large 
offers to command a private blockade-runner, he could have amassed a fortune. 
After the war his lot was a hard one, but he bore it like a hero; better than that, 
he bore it like a good Christian, for he was a devout and pious man. Tho tincture 
of classical learning which be had acquired in his youth os him a foundation on 
which he laboriously built until his accomplishments as a linguist were remarkable. 
Among his intimate friends, with whom he felt that he conld talk with freedom, 
he frequently embellished his conversations with elegant allusions borrowed from 
the ancient classics, and his learning was as solid as it was unostentatious. It was 
a rule of action with him te study some special branch of his profession, or some 

or both, whenever at sea; and his mind was thus ched with copious 
information a great variety of subjects, while we believe he read six or seven 
languages an ko at least two besides his own. He had served in the Mediter- 
ranean, in the West Indies, on the Spanish Main, on the coast of Africa, in the 
East Indies, on the Coast Survey, at the Observatory, afloat and ashore; and all 
who knew him can testify to his many noble qualities of head and heart. About 
two years ago he was appointed as paymaster to the life-saving stations along our 
eee. coast, and he rarely visited this city without showing his frank and 
manly features in the office of the Landmark. 

He entered on his duties with enthusiasm; and on the ill-fated day when ho met 
a seaman's fate he showed that he was fit to lead men by the force of ex- 
ample and to inspire them with confidence by his heroic bearing. present 
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writer knew him intimately for many years, and during many a long talk and b. 
close observation learned . know him well, S peri O were 
as he was 


pri 
our old friend died in obedience to a sense of duty, as defined for him by that inter- 
nal monitor which was the needle by which he shaped his course on the sea of lif 
from his youth up to the ill-starred when he perished on the dreary coast 
ais native State. 

By a strange fatality, our lamented friend met his death near the spot where his 
maternal er, William McDaniel, perished years ago on his at- 
tempted return from the d of Cuba. 

And now that the lamented Guthrie has been laid in his honored 
by the tears of old shipmates and a multitude of friends, we should 
for those he has left behind him. 

AX APPEAL TO THE VIRGINIA AND NORTH CAROLINA DELEGATIONS. 

And here, at the end of this meager and inadequate bi hy, in which we have 
done but seanty justice to the dead, we may mention with: he that the col- 
lector of this port, Major Braxton, has, in obedience to a just and noble impulse, 
written to Mr. GOODE to invoke his nid in securing from Congress some adequate 

rovision for the family left destitute dha ve ape ag which Captain Guthrie lost 
life. Not only some provision for them, but also for the lies of his humble 
companions in the perilous and fatal adventure in which he lost his life. We are 
also informed that naval officers of high rank are deeply interested in the fate of 
this application, and we sincerely trust that the Virginia and North Carolina dele- 
1 2 will unite in urging this measure upon Con And it seems to us that 
self-sacrificing intrepidity is still valued, or heroic example still esteemed among 
men, some provision for his family must be made with generous alacrity and be- 
nevolence so prompt as to be almost spontaneous in its expression. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
HUGH B. MAKIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2 granting a pension to Hugh B. Makin, late private of Company 
A, Eighth Regiment United States Volunteers, reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Hewirr, of Alabama. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Hugh B. Makin, late private of Company A, Eighth - 
ment United States Volunteers. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I call forthe reading of the report in that case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The petitioner made application in 1874, in due form, to the Commissioner of 
1 fox a oe. alleging disability by reason of disease of heart 
contracted in the line of his duty asa soldier. This application was finally rejected 
on the alleged ground that the disability was from a disease 88 
his enlistment. The evidence submitted clearly establishes that he was d 
from the service on account of i and that he is still afflicted with the 
same to such an extent as to incapacitate him from obtaining sustenance by manual 
labor, The only question of any doubt presented by his petition is whether or not 
his disease of the heart was contracted prior to his enlistment. 

The petitioner proves isan witnesses that he enlisted and served, in the 

an 


ve, followed 
ve some care 


early part of the war, regiment for nearly one year; that d 
the time he was in said ment he was in good health and entire} free of h 
disease, and that he was d from the regiment last aforesaid not on account 


of any disease, but for the want of proper physical development. 

It is proved by Dr. Moses Porter that he knew petitioner prior to his enlistment, 
and that he was his physician previous to enlistment, and that he examined him 
at the time of his enlistment and found no disease of the heart or any other organ. 
This witness, it will be remem! TTC 
shal’s office, fourth district of Michigan. Ho was sel: by the Government to 
examine recruits for service, and the Government would not be heard to say that 


cian and surgeon in actual prac- 
in Michigan, says, under oath, 
his sustenance 8 


he was an incompetent surgeon. 

Dr. D. A. ee is certified to be a ph 
tice and of repu standing in the professi 
“that Hugh B. Makin is disabled from obtainin, 
and that upon ‘al examination it appears his disability was incurred in the 
service of the United States.” This examination was on 29th day of March, 


1576. 

In addition to this, the petitioner kt gle Puig officers and comrades that he was 
sound free from disease of the heart up to the execution of Mrs. Surratt and 
others, when he was attacked while on duty, in attendance upon said exe- 
ution, with palpitation of the heart. © petitioner himself swears that he was 
free from heart-disease up to said execution of Mrs. Surratt. The certificate of 
discharge states that he was discharged on account of heart-disease. 

In rebuttal of all this testimony is the simple statement made by the su in 
the certificate of dis: that petitioner said he had suffered with heart 
prior to his enlistment. It must be remembered that neither the alleged state- 
ment nor the certificate of the surgeon is made under the sanctity of an oath. 

This statement is rebutted by the petitioner's testimony under oath. It may be 
said that his testimony is in his own interest, and is not entitled to as much weight 
as his statement certitied to by the surgeon. In answer to this it might and can 
very correctly be said that his statement to the surgeon was also e in his in- 
3 hat it was made as inducement for the discharge there can be scarcely 
a doubt. 


Tho committee are satisfied that the petitioner is entitled to a pension, and they 
report the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. : 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
DANIEL COMPTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
127) for the relief of Daniel Compton, of Troy, Bradford County, 
hae ylvania, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by 

. WALSH. : 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Daniel Compton, late a sergeant in Company B, of the One hundred 
and seventy-ninth Regiment of New York Infantry Volunteers, on 


if | at Fort Albany, Arlington H 


the 8 subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 85 


That Daniel Compton enlisted in the One hundred and seventy. 
New York Volunteers, Company B, on the 28th of March, 1864, and 9 


-ninth Regiment 


dise on the 8th of Ji 1865; that on the morning of 3 
hts, the soldier was in the line of ae gn Lh os 


tehing 
tents, fitting up camp-ground, and aligning the streets, using a o for 
„ a pistol, which he had, 8 
E and disc al 


ant for meritorious services Ma: 1865. He was a 
of sound physical health when he entered the service, bat 
ices es Sab whan pease et pr dar siar e ee The wound caused atro- 
phy ¢ muscles and impaired flexion of joint. He suffers almost constant pain 
m hip to knee, and the leg is so injured itis of no use to him, and he is unable 


to follow his trade or make a rt. Pistols are not furnished to infantry and 
neither have ever been prohibited. ee eee cap- 
tain, Martin V. , to carry for him until he could it home, he having re- 
ceived a new one. His claim for m was rejected because he did not receive 


rej 

trument furnished him by the Government. 
But it was neither unlawful nor negligent for him to have the pistol, and he was 
in the discharge of his duty when it accidentally sl went off, and in- 
jured him ; and your committee think the ground of n entirely too technical, 
and consider the 


soldier, on broad and su grounds, entitled to a pension, 


and recommend the passage of the bill for that purpose. 
No ghlecson being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 5 
MARGARET KENAH. 


4 ity next business on the Private ee ya owt ee No, 
109) granting a pension to Margaret Kenah, widow of Patrick Ke 
late a private, Company D, First United States Artillery, repo 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. WALSH. 

The bill was objected to by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 


MARY M’NAMARA. 


e next business on the 3 beten Was 1 5 eat 0. 
3110) granting a pension to cNamara, repo m the Com- 
3 Invalid Pensions by Mr. WALSH. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension- 
laws, the name of Mary McNamara, dependent mother of Lewis Mack, 
late seaman in the United States Navy. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JULIA WATKINS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, No. 
3111) granting a pension to Julia Watkins, widow of Thomas H. Wat- 
kins, late 5 of 3 B, Purnell ion, Maryland, reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. WALSH, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Julia Watkins, widow of Thomas H. Watkins, late cap- 
tain Company B, Purnell Legion, Maryland, to take effect from and 
after the passage of this act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


HENRIETTA STRINGHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3112) granting a pension to Henrietta Stringham, widow of Rear- 
Admiral Silas H. Stringham, deceased, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions by Mr. WALsH. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Henrietta Stringham, widow of Rear-Admiral Silas H. 
Stringham, deceased, late of the United States pots 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JONATHAN R. TILMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
439) granting a pension to Jonathan R. Tilman, reported, with an 
amendment, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RIDDLE., 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-xoll the name of Jonathan R. Tilman, assistant surgeon of the 
Sixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and that he be allowed a pen- 
sion from the 6th day of March, 1862. 

The amendment was to strike out the words “the 6th day of Mare 
1862,” and to insert in lieu thereof the words “ the passage of this act.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Jonathan R. Tilman alleges that he was an assistant surgeon of the Sixtieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers, from March 20, 1862, until June 20, 1862, and, while 
in the line of his duty during said period, from exposure, he contracted coxalgia, 


or hi 

o Richard Owen, 5 85 eee of the Sixtieth = 2 Indiana eee U 
Tilman Was, a. © organization Q: 8 regiment, a and com- 

missioned by Governor O. P, Morton assistant surgeon of the . and that, 

in the early formation of said regiment, there was not among them a full knowl- 

edge og the necessary formalities to make their acts conformable to mili 

law. Hence it happened that Dr. although commissioned 6th March, 


the wound from any weapon or 
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and doing duty three months before he was in tated by ill-health, was never 
re ly mustered into the United States ce He left a 9 
and devoted faithfully to the care of the sick at Camp Morton, Indiana, 
and was prostrated by disease, sent home, and has remained a cripple, incapable 
ever since of active duty, in consequence of the disease incurred in the diskarge 
of his duty as assistant surgeon. 
Dr. M. J. Bray, late surgeon of said ent, swears that Dr. Tilman rendered 
2 e 3 eee in po 1 ese 2 after n Leg 
oh he went, by deponent’s orders, dianapolis, and performed duty 
Camp Morton, rendering medical services to a large number of prisoners; that 
erysipelas prevailed among the prisoners as an epidemic, and, r a month or 
more of ex , he contracted said disease, which fell in his right hip, and he is 
now, and always will be, a cripple. Dr. W. W. Slaughter swears that he was ap- 
inted the successor of Dr. an, who had been prostrated by disease and sent 
3 being no longer able to serve as assistant surgeon of said regiment ; that he 
was intimately acquainted with him before his connection with the Army, and 
knows that he was a sound and active man, and he verily believes that it was the 
sy texto Prange Panag ee on in EOR . 
our committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and report back bill H. R. 
No. 439 with an amendment, and recommend the passage of the same. 


There being no objection, the amendment was to; and the 
bill, as amended, was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JOHN B. TUCKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No 
506) granting a pension to John B. Tucker, reported adversely from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RIDDLE, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the adverse 
report of the Committee on Pensions. 

. BREWER. I object to the bill bong considered at this time. 

Objection being made, the bill was p over. 

' MRS. JULIA H. rorrxx. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2519) for the relief of Mrs. Julia H. Totten, widow of James Totten, 
late lieutenant-colonel and assistant inspector-general United States 


Army, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Pow- | toom, 
ERS. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Mrs. Julia H. Totten, widow of James Totten, late lieutenant- 
colonel and assistant inspector-general, United States Army, and pay 
her a pension of $30 a month from and after the of this act. 

There . no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WILLIAM A. MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
97) granting a pension to William A. Miller, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SIX XICRKSON. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
William A. Miller, late a private in Company K of the Twenty-fourth 
Regiment of New York Cavalry Volunteers, on the pension-roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


SAMUEL B. ROBERTSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1055) granting a pension to Samuel B. Robertson, reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SINNICKSON. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Samuel B. Robertson, late a second lieutenant 
Company B, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


MRS. EMILY H. LYFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3113) ting a pension to Mrs. Emily H. Lyford, reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SIN xIcRSON. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to allow, from the date 
of the passage of the act, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, to Mrs, Emily H. Lyford, widowed mother of 
William O. Lyford, late second lieutenant in the Fifth Regiment 
of New Hampshire Volunteers, the pension of a second lieutenant of 
infantry, in lieu of the pension now received by her. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

It appears from the testimony filed in this case that William O. Lyford, the son 
of the petitioner, enlisted in the service of the United States June 4, 1861, and was 
made corporal in Company F, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers; was 
discharged September 4, 1861, and re-enlisted October 23 of the same year, and was 
mustered in as sergeant of Company B. Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teers. On November 10, 1862, he was promoted, and mustered in as second lieuten- 
ant of the same r aa November 6, 1863, he was honorably dise! on 
account of physical disability, and about two weeks after he died of chronic diar- 
rhea. His mother, now eighty-two years of age, poor, and dependent u; him for 
support, was granted a pension, but, as there seems to have been some doubt in the 
mind of the examiner as to when he was mustered in as lieutenant, she only receives 
sergeant’s pension. She now asks for the pension of first lieutenant. It seems by 
the evidence that the soldier was actually promoted to a first lieutenancy in Octo- 
ber, 1862, and served in such position, but was never mustered in with such rank, 
but it is very clear that he was mustered in as second lieutenant. The report of the 
Adjutant-General, on file in the case, expressly states that the shows that 
he was mustered in as second lieutenant, to date from November 10,1862. He served 
a year after such muster, and the committee are clearly of the opinion that his 


mother is entitled to the pension of a second lieutenant. They therefore rt 
the accompanying bill as a substitute for House bill No. 1886, and recommend itn 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee rose informally, and Mr. EDEN took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. . 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the Honse that the Senate had d and requested the 
concurrence of the House in a bill of thé following title: 

A bill (S. No. 120) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue an American register to the Canadian-built propeller 
East by the name of Kent. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


EDWIN F. LEWIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2173) granting a pension to Edwin F. Lewis, late acting second assist- 
ant engineer, United States Navy, reported from the Committe on 
Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the Navy 
e See subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

ws, the name of Edwin F. Lewis, of Wells, in the State of Vermont, 
late acting second assistant engineer, United States Navy. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

That the said Lewis was appointed in the naval service of the United States on 
the 13th day of A: e eee e me Waa ro 
ror 9 — on the 24th day of September, 1865; that while on board the United 
States steamer Fahkee, on the 16th of May, 1864, at the port of Fernandina, in the 
State of Florida, by overexertion in wor! the engine in the overheated engine- 


he was taken with hemoptysis, or oe of blood from the lungs. His 


duty had been for a long tim been obliged to stand six- 
hour watches, alternately, 3 of rg ten of — epli who were 
capable of taking watch. In mence of this disease he was unable 


h rge. disability still continues, ċans- 
ing great weakness and trembling of the lungs, with occasional returns of bleeding. 
Previous to the attack before stated the said Lewis had been constantly and ac 
ively on duty for thirty-three months, without being sick or having been off on 
leave of absence. On the 3d of 2 1878, Dr. H. Streeter, of Wells, Ver- 
mont, made a thorough examination of Lewis, and he swears he found him sufferin 
from disease of the heart and also from frequent attacks of bleeding from the lungs, 
which disease he has had ever since he came home from the Navy. 


Lewis made 
ted on the ground that the statute of limitations run upon it. 
aree a E eee eee are of opinion that the bill 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WILLIAM HAFFORD. ` 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1975) to amend an act granting a pension to William Hafford, of South 
Yarmouth, Massachusetts, approved May 8, 1874, reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the Navy 

nsion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

ae the name of William Hafford, of South Yarmouth, Massachu- 
set 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

THOMAS W. BROWN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
531) restoring the name of Thomas W. Brown to the pension-roll, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Secretary to restore to the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Thomas W. Brown, late of Company C, Thirty-fourth Illinois Volun- 
teers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 

DUDLEY A. FISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
300) for the relief of Dudley A. Fish, of Bucyrus, Ohio, reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Dudley A. Fish, late a captain in the One hundred and forty-ninth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WILLIAM H. SHULTIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No, 
1809) granting a pension to William H. Shultis, late of Compan K, 
Fourteenth imeht New York Volunteers, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
William H. Shultis, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment New 
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York Volunteers, on the pension- roll, subject to the provisions of the 
pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. i 

MARY MARTIN. 

The next business on ian ue 8 a m bill cs, i No. 
344) granting a pension rtin, mother by adoption of James 
R. Martin, Tate a private in Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, re- 
pores with amendments from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by 

. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Mary Martin, mother by adoption of James R. 
Martin, late a private in Company —, Regiment Vermont Vol- 
unteers. 

The amendments were to insert “I” after the word“ Company,” 
and “Fifth” before the word “ Regiment.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. t the report be read. 

The report was read. 

Objection being made by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, the bill was 
passed over. 


ISABELLA CASSIDY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2028) granting a pension to Isabella Cassidy, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Isabella Cassidy, dependent mother of George H. 
ees late a lieutenant in the Sixteenth Regiment Virginia Cay- 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
CHARLES H. DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3114) providing for an increase of pranan to Charles H. Day, fe- 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Commissioner of Pensions to issue to Charles H. 
Day, late first lieutenant of Company I of the Second Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteers, a certificate for pension at the rate of $24 per 
month from and after the passage of the act. i 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

ELIZABETH J. TOTTEN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3115) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Totten, widow of the late 
Commodore Benjamin J. Totten, United States Navy, reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Elizabeth J. Totten, widow of the late Commodore Benja- 
min J. Totten, United States Navy. d 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 

MARIA B. CRAIG. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3116) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria B. Craig, reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

The bill provides that the pension heretofore ted to Mrs, Maria 
B. Craig, widow of Henry K. Craig, late Chief of Ordnance of the 
Army of the United States, shall be increased from the sum of $25 
to the sum of $30 per month, that rte. ts pension according to the 
rank of the said Henry K. Craig at the date of his death, to take 
effect from the passage of the act. 

Mr. JOYCE. I move to amend the bill by striking out “$30” and 
inserting “$50.” I believe that in all the other cases of this charac- 
ter we have granted a pension at the rate of 850 a month. This is 
certainly a very . Soe 8 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JOYCE. I move the amendment I have indicated: 

Mr. BRIGHT. Is amendment in order to-day? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sundry bills have been considered to-day, to 
which the Committee on Invalid Pensions have reported amendments, 
and the Committee of the Whole have considered those amendments. 
Amendments are in order, but debate is not. 

The amendment of Mr. Joycr was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill, as amended, was laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 

ABRAHAM ALSTEAD. . 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, No. 
849) for the relief of Abraham Alstead, late a second lientenant of 
Company A of the Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RAINEY. 

e bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to in- 
crease the rank for which Abraham Alstead, late of Company A of 
the Fifty-fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, is now pen- 
sioned, on account of the disability resulting from a shot wound 
received at the battle of Pocotaligo, South Carolina, October 22, 1862, 
from a sergeant to that of a second lieutenant. 


The following amendment reported by the committee was adopted: 


Strike out at the end of the bill the following: 

Provided, That the provisions and benefits conferred by this act shall take 
effect from the date at which said pension for the rank of sergeant was originally 
allowed by the ioner of P. ns; 

And insert the following: 

This act to take effect immediately after its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill, as amended, was laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 


A. M. TINSLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1044) granting a pension to A, M. Tinsley, of Trousdale County, Ten- 
nessee, late of the First Regiment Tennessee Volunteers in the Mexi- 
7 war; reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. 

AINEY. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of A. M. Tinsley, late of the First Regiment 
of Tennessee Volunteers in the Mexican war. 

Mr. BREWER called for the reading of the report; which was read, 
as follows: 

3 Ear Committee on Ihvalid Pensions t to whom were referred the bit E — Ho. 
an a pension Alfred A 
: eres ne tie Ban Beato have had the same under eration, 
and make the followin, rt: 
That the said ‘Alfred : Tinsley, a native of Hartsville, Trousdale County, Ten- 


n enlisted in May or June, 1846, in Company F, First Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer regen l Colonel W. B. Campbell commanding, and served during one 

ear, receiving an honorable discharge in April or May, 1847, at New Orleans, Lou- 
ofthe 


tember 25, 1846, while in Mexico, he was attacked by a rheumatic affection 
Monterey to Ciera the duration 


ees, hips, and ankles, He spp nd ent ona long march from 
and sufferings of which induced a second at- 
tack, from which he has never recovered. 


This case has received due attention at the hands of your committee, who, entirely 
satisfied of its merit, report favorably thereon, and recommend the passage of the 


bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

SUSAN L. WATSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3117) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson, widow of Adolphus E. 
Watson, late pay director in the naval service of the United States, 

rted from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RAIN Ex. 
he bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
ension laws, the name of Susan L. Watson, widow of Adolphus E. 
Watson, late pay director in the naval service of the United States. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WILLIAM TRUETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
387) for the relief of William Truett, late of Company H, Fifth Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. METOALFE. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to re- 
place the name of William Truett, late private Company H, Fifth 

giment Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers, on the pen- 
sion-rolls of the United States, and to pay him his pension the same 
as if his name bad never been dropped therefrom. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

SAMUEL L. PAINE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 

3118) granting a pension to Samuel L. Paine, late a private in Com- 
any D, Ninth Regiment of Maine Volunteers, reported from the 
Jommittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. METCALFE. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
5 laws, the name of Samuel L. Paine, late a private in Company 

„Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2655) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Com- 
any to extend its road into the Territory of Dakota to the village of 
Rises Falls, reported from the Committee on Railways and Canals 
by Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. EDEN. A Senate bill on this same subject has been sent to the 
House; and to that I think there will be no objection. But I do object 
to this bill. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said: The bill (H. R. No. 2655) to authorize the 
Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Company to extend its road 
into the Territory of Dakota to the village of Sioux Falls was objected 
to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] a few moments ago. 
I understand the gentleman does not object to the provisions of the 
Senate bill on the same subject which has come to this House. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the text of the Senate bill be 
substituted for the House bill. 
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Mr. EDEN. I withdraw my objection for the purpose indicated 
by the gentleman from Missouri, [| Mr. CRITTENDEN. } 


There being no objection, the b 
as to read as follows: 
Be it enacted, de., That said Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Com 


hereby au and empowered to survey, locate, construct, furnish, pas me he 
road from the west line of the State of Minnesota to and into the 


(H. R. No. 2655) was amended so 


and immunities 


set forth, and may have and ex the same fully and effectually within the Ter- 
ey 1 Dakota. 


That the said Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Company be, and is 
hereby, empowered to enter upon, take, and hold any lands or premises 
that may be necessary or proper for the construction and working of said road 
within said Territory of Dakota, not exceeding in width one hundred feet on each 
side of the line of its railroad, unless a greater width be required for the purpose 
of excavation or 5 9 P snow, 7 55 in d cases not 
exceeding two hundred $ any or may be necessary 
and proper for turnouts, standing places for cars, station houses, shops, or 
other structures or inelosures req or convenient in the construction and oper- 
ation of said read. And in case the owners of such lands and premises and the 
said company cannot agree as to the value of the premises taken or to be taken for 
the use of said road, as aforesaid, said company may proceed to condemn the same 
and PE E title thereto in the way and ing to the mode established by the 
laws of the Territory of Dakota. 

Sec, 3. That the said company is authorized to accept to its own use any grant, 
donation, or aid which may be granted to or conferred upon it by any ration, 
body-politic, person, or persons; and said corporation is authorized to hold, enjoy, 
and use, with full power of tion, such grant, donation, or aid, to its own 
benefit, for the purpose aforesaid. And any bonds, 5 which under 
the laws or authority of the laws of said Territory may have voted or granted 
company for the construction of a from the west line of 
Minnesota to or into said village of Sioux Falls by any 3 2 village, or 
other gene m or political division or corporation of and within r 
erred to said Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad Company, its 


cers of such county, towa; village, or other m 
tion of and within saii 
ful for the proper ongan of such county, town, yilla 
division to grant, ee and deliver the said bonds or aid directly and in 
the first instance to sai 


te. 

lect, for th e e 
for the ani over reasonal 

fare and 5 not 9 rate established for like service by the 

3 of Minnesota over that portion of said railroad which lies within that 


Sec. 5. 5 and be sued in any of the courts of the United 
States within said Territory, upon any cause of pen dag contract, or liability aris- 
ing under any law of the ted States or of the Territory, or any act done or 
omitted within said Territory; and in such action process may be served upon any 
officer or agent of said vows Eireann within said Territory. And such com- 
pany shall constantly keep an officer or agent at Sioux Falls, in the Territory, upon 


whom may be served. 3 

Sec. 6. Said com shall commence the construction of said road from the west 
line of the State of Minnesota within one year after the date of the passage of this 

and have the same fully completed, with cars running thereon, as far as the 

of Sioux Falls, in Dakota Territory, within one year thereafter. 
Sec. 7. Said corporation shall hereafter be subject, so far as relates to that por- 
tion of its road within the limits of Dakota, to all laws and regulations made by 
the territorial Legislature of Dakota or its successors. 

Sxc. S. This act shall be in force from and after its e; and Congress re- 
serves the right at any time to alter, amend, or repeal 


There being no objection, the bill, as amended, was laid aside to be 
reported fayorably to the House. 


JOHN I. THOMAS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3119) for the relief of John I. Thomas, reported from the Committee 
of Claims by Mr. BRIGHT. j 

The bill was read. It directs the Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post-Office Department to credit John I. Thomas, postmaster at Han- 
cock, in Washington County, Maryland, in his account as such post- 
master, with the sum of $12, being agg The money-order funds mailed 
by him to the postmasterat Baltimore, Maryland, and burned together 
with the mail-car en route on the night of the 7th of January, 1875, 
at Benning’s Station, on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, between 
bowen tere and Baltimore. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

DAVID G. BURNETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
671 for the relief of the heirs of David G. Burnett, reported from the 
Committee of Claims by Mr. Bricut. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the legal representatives of David G. Burnett, deceased, late of 
the State of Texas, out of any money not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $1,500 for timber taken from his lands in said State by the 
United States troops stationed at Fort Lincoln, Texas, during the fall 
and winter of the year 1849, for building A porpora: 

Mr. BREWER called for the reading of the report; which was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 671) for the 


Src. 4. That said com 


.| favorably to 


The bill proposes to, pay to the legal representatives of David G. Burnett, de- 


ceased, the sum of $1,500 for timber taken from his lands by the United States 
sS FFG tho fall and winter for 
m pw f 


This claim seems to have been first presented by David G. Burnett, now deceased, 
in the shape of a memorial to the Thirty-fifth Congress, in 1858, which wasreferred 


ry 
-General (Jesup) to the egos! — War ee dated Feb- 


United States pe stationed in that State for several years past, which are con- 
sidered just, but which there is no authority to Sp He recommends that appli- 
cation be made to the Committee of Ways and Means to add to the bill for de- 
ficiencies a sum sufficient to pay the claims already 
resented within the year. Secretary of War accompanies this letter, which 
forwards to the Committee of Ways and Means, with a request“ that the sum 
mentioned therein intended to meet certain claims of citizens of Texas for wood 
and timber cut on their lands for the use of the troops of the United States sta- 
tioned in that State be added to the bill for deficiencies now pending.” 
from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, directing the proper accounting officer of the to have the claim 
of D. G. Burnett, for t 


ted and such as may be 


on the original presentation of the claim, fully establish the 
fact that timber from the lands of D. G. Burnett was used in buildings for United 
States troops at Fort Lincoln, in Texas, and to an amount greater that named 
in the bill. As this timber has never been paia for and the price thereof is justly 
due, the committee report back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
e House. 


ELIZABETH B. CUSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, was the bill (H. R. No. 
3120) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Custer, reported from the Com- 
mittee of Claims by Mr. DICKEY. : 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Elizabeth B. Custer, widow of the late General George A. Custer, 
the sum of $3,000, out of any money in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, being in full settlement for all claim 
against the United States for money paid out of the estate of her 
father to the United States for an e claim by the Government 
against her father's estate on account of suretyship on the bond of 
one Levi S. Humphrys, United States marshal of Michigan, in the 
year 1845. 

Mr. BREWER called for the reading of the report; which was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee of Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Elizabeth B. 


Custer, y ras í 

Elizabeth B. Custer is the widow of the late General George A. Custer, and the 
only heir of the late David S. Bacon, formerly of Michigan. 

In January, 1845, one Levi S. Humphrys, then of Monroe, Mi: was N 
ae United States marshal for the district of Michigan, and the said Da 

, With Charles M. Humphrys, Lewis Darrah, J. G. Thursbee, V. Mann, 
and W. V. Studdiford, all of Monroe, Michigan, became sureties on the bond of 
said Levi S. Humphrys as such United States marshal. 

On the 18th of May, 1866, the said David S. Bacon died, and his estate was in the 
course of settlement according to the laws of the State of Michigan. 

The time provided by law for 1 against the estate expired on the 2d 
of January, 1867, but by an order of the probate court the time was extended six 
3 making the entire time for filing claims one year from the granting of 

About three months after this time had expired the United States district attor- 
a district made a motion in the probate court for an order to open the 

d estate and allow him to Sin 8 Conte nqerent Se see estate for for- 
feiture and default” on said marshal's bon: 

This motion was denied brins probate court, and on an application for man- 
damus the supreme court of Michigan sustained the probate court. (16 Mich. R., 


p. 204.) 
In 3 proceedings were commenced in the district court, at 2 
by the said district attorney, and the executor was enjoined from settling 
estate. Thereupon the said district attorney began asuit at law, claiming that the 
said Humphrys, United States marshal, had, in October, 1843, misappropriated 
funds to the amount of $3,353.79, and was defaulter to that extent, 

The United States district court having ruled that the statute of limitations did 
not run against the Government in such cases, the decease of all the parties inter- 
ested and the long lapse of time making it difficult or impossible to procure evi- 
dence, the executor, by advice of counsel, comprom the case by the paymentof 
$3,000 and costs and fees amounting to $510.34. This was paid in April. 1869. 

By examination into the account of said marshal, at the office of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury Department, it is found that $2,130.05 of the said claim was a “sus- 
pended account,” and that the residue, $1,253.74, had from time to time, during the 
years 1844 and 1845, been disallowed in small items. A large portion of said claim 
against the said marshal consisted of small items for orecenarges: witneas-fees, 
expenses in traveling. jury-allowances, &c. 

There does not appear at any time to have been any effort to bring the account 
of said marshal toa settlement, but it remained 3 and unsettled for a period of 
twenty-one to twenty-two years, when it was raked up by the district attorney, 
= 9 estate of Bacon harassed by it until the compromise, as above stated, was 
effec 

The marshal and co-sureties had all in the mean time died and their estates set- 
tled or had become insolvent, thus preventing all opportunity for contribution. 

The committee are therefore of opinion that, by reason of the extraordinary de- 
lay of the Government in bringing account to a settlement, the 8 
to be reimbursed by granting the relief prayed for, and accordingly report a 
for that purpose recommend its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 
E. J. GURLEY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 


— 


* 
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§58) for the relief of E. J. Gurley, of McLennan County, Texas, re- 
ported from the Committee of Claims by Mr. DICKEY. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, called for the reading of the report; 
which was read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object to the bill. 

Objection being made, the bill was passed over. 


JOSEPHINE C. OWEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1243) for the relief of Josephine C. Owen, postmaster at Randolph, 
New York, reported from the Committee of Claims by Mr. DICKEY. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDEN called for the reading of the report; which was read. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to the bill, 

Objection being made, the bill was passed over. 


JAMES D. HOLMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
290) for the relief of James D. Holman, reported from the Commit- 
tee of Claims by Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDEN. I shall be constrained to object to this bill. I am 
satisfied that if the claimant is entitled to anything the bill appro- 
priates too large a sum. 

Objection g made, the bill was passed over. 


NUMIS H. COVERDALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3121) for the relief of Numis H. Coverdale, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, by Mr. of Massachusetts. 

The bill was read. It that there be paid to Numis H. Cov- 
erdale, ont of any money not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$6,715, being the balance of the amount of money reserved on pay- 
ments made to him on behalf of his contracts of July 27, 1863, and 
March 29, 1864. 

y 155 EDEN called for the reading of the report; which was read, as 
ollows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3121) 
for the relief of Numis H. Coverdale, submit the following re; : 

It appears from tho evidence submitted to the committee that Numis H. Cover- 
dale, a citizen of Delaware, in the years 1963 and 1864 made two contracts with the 
Navy Department for N f ek White, oak ship. lumber at the navy- yards at Phil- 
adelphia, Pe Ivania, and klyn, New Yor! 

to deliver at the 


s first of these contracts, dated July 27, 1863, he agreed 
Philadelphia navy-yard the following classes and quantities of lumber, and at the 


following prices, namely: 
Class No. 1, 1,147,000 feet white-oak plank, at $56.60 per thousand . .. . $64,805 50 
Class No. 4, 40,000 cubic feet whi plank-stock, at 49 cents per foot. 19, 600 00 


Total for Philadelphia yard. l 84, 405 50 
By that contract he also agreed to deliver at the ree at Brooklyn, New York: 
500,000 feet of white-oak Doro $63 per thousand .................... 
Ey a second contract, rch 29, 1864, he contracted to deliver 
at the said Brooklyn navy- the following, namely : 
500,000 feet white-oak plank, at $63 per thousanade 222.. 31, 500 00 
50,000 cubic feet white-oak plank-stock, at 65 cents per cubic foot.... 32,500 00 
// . TA 95, 500 00 


In obedience to a custom of the Department, established to protect the Govern- 
ment against loss in case of default by the contractor, 20 per cent. of the contract 
price was withheld until fulfillment and final settlement, and the Government, in 
case of default, reserved the right to purchase any deficiency of the contract quan- 
tity in open market, g the excess of price, if any, and all to the 
contractor, deducting the amount from the reservation, where forfeiture was not 
insisted upon. 

Df the quantity for the Philadelphia yard 
Mr. Coverdale delivered the amount of 


Pr CONROE SOF foe 


which arose from a difference in the measurement, and was not deemed worthy of 
complaint by the Department. 
delivered at Brooklyn, 


But the quantity required by his contract to be 


MEW A K C $95, 500 00 
He only delivered the amount o 2 cesses eeeeeeeeeeeeee , 297 93 
e , e savurdused steascen nas 89, 502 07 

For the amount delivered as above, to wit: 
A ode crepe padenwdaed cocessbaaaceepcensdsauocannsabscey 82, 523 77 
And at Brooklyn..........-..-.-. SSA 5,907 93 
F 74 cparnalindopabatnunasysathrdseCucsahideneee 521 70 
TIS MU PRIN: docs A ⁵ ⁵(̃ . ͤ ß A E AA 20 817 22 
Leaving a reservation of 20 per cent., amounting to 17, 704 48 


in the hands of the United States. 

In July, 1864, Mr. Coverdale was unable to deliver the lumber at the Brooklyn 
yard, for reasons hereafter stated, as fast as the requirements of the Government 

emanded. Finding himself unable to get trans tion from the Delaware to 
New York for the lumber which he had secured there, he went to New York and 
made arrangements to deliver Susquehanna oak to the full amount of his contract, 
but the naval authorities refused to t it, and required him to furnish Dela- 
ware oak, and would receive no other. He declared inability to comply with 
this requirement, and he was treated as in default. The authorities purchased 
— a i to fill the contract at an excess over Mr. Coverdale's contract price 
9 tO A 

Thus matters stood until the summer of 1866, when he applied to the department 
for a settlement and to close the contract. oe 

In consideration of the fact that he had delivered at the Philadel potne sub- 
stantially all he had contracted for, and all the Department req i view, 
probably, of the great hardship of this case, it was finally arranged to treat that as 


a contract, and as if it had been fulfilled, and to pay him the reservation 
on the og prt mee lumber, a amounted 
supply 0 ency at Broo! 

sum was accordingly pald, an 
Navy was justified, under the law, in ordering 
dale from this arran t was a loss of the reservation on the lumber delivered by 
him at Brooklyn, $1,199.58, and the excess deducted as above, $5,519.57, ora total 


719.15. 
since July, 1864. 


E 


‘his balance Mr. Coverdale now seeks to recover, with interest 
There can be no justice in his demand if his default was the result of his own neg- 
lect, inability to purchase or deliver the lumber by reason of scarcity, lack of 
capital, or change in market price, which made it financially as well for him to fail 
and suffer the default as to fulfill. In respect to all these contingencies he took 
the risk, and if he failed he has not an equitable claim on the Treasury. 

But Mr. Coverdale asserts that none of these for his default are the real 
ones, and asserts, and offers evidence to prove, that the Government itself, by aets 
made p and necessary by the exigencies of war, deprived him of the means 
of delivering the lumber he had purchased and baara forshi ton the Dela- 
cere pert of it then being in process of loading, and delayed until the au- 
thorities at Haat Lan order to carry — work which at that time brooked no 

pure! 


y, Were jus elsewhere. 
JJ. T 
reason why he sho: eprived o n to 
therefore SAS the balance of the AA; KÀ; with the loss of interest 
since 1864, amounts to a sum which, for a man in humble and- moderate circum- 
stances as he seems to have been, may amount to ruin, should not new be 


paid him. 
The deficiency in lumber at Brooklyn consisted of— 


gE 


White-oak plank, feet 53 968, 168 

White-oak plank-stock, cubic feet e 43, 858 

Nl 1 

1 . by the testimony of Abel J. Barrett and William M. Shakspeare that 
0 


contracted with them for about one million feet of plank and plänk- stock; 
that the same was on hand in their yards at Wilmington, e and at Dover, 
Delaware. He also shows that he had chartered two vessels which were to trans- 
port said lumber to the navy-yard at Brooklyn; that one of them was loading and 
the other ready and waiting for a chance to load when the Government interfered 
and broke up his plans, and made execution im ible. This he asserts and offers 
evidence to prove was the condition of his affairs on the 10th of July, 1864, and your 
8 see no cause to doubt the truth of the evidence by which bo offers to 
ve 

hat then occurred is a matter of history, and cannot admit of doubt. On that 
day—July 10, 1864—the confederate forces made a raid into Maryland and cut the 
communications between Havre de Grace and Baltimore, in consequence of which 
pega steamers, schooners, sloops, Co., all available vessels at Havre do Grace and 
at Wilmington, and other points on the Delaware, were seized by the United States 
by order of General Wallace. Those seized at Wilmington were ordered around 
to Havre de Grace, where it was supposed they would be required for the trans- 
portation of troops and supplies to Baltimore. 

The two 8 which engaged to transport Mr. Coverdale's lumber were 
among the number thus taken, the one which was partially loaded having her cargo 
removed that she might go to Havre de Grace. 

The fact of the — 5 of vessels at Wilmington at this time and for this 
pose is established beyond all doubt by evidence furnished by the War 

The letters of C. W. Gallagher and Granville Worrell, annexed hereto, 
at the request of the committee, leave no room for doubt on this point. 

The letters of Edward Wilman, the officer who made the seizure, to R. D. Mus- 
sey, esq., attorney of Mr. Coverdale, supported by his affidavit to the same facts, 
5 ap 5 the evid furnished by the War De t, that 

t appears , from the ence y tho War that many 
vessels were seized at the time, and that the Government paid for their use, the 
vouchers for which payments are on file. 

The vessels, being castern vessels, when released by the Government did not 
again go to the Delaware; freights wero dificult to get; and once broken np, he 
could not in the time he had comply with the pressing demand at the navy-yard, and 
he seems to have had no alternative but to default on his contract. Sue ng the 
case, your committee think it would be manifest injustice and flagrant violation of 
that good faith which a just government always manifests toward the citizen to 
make him suffer the loss thas inflicted. 

The committee therefore recommend the ge of the bill for the amount of 
the reservation, withont interest, being the sum of $6,719.15. 


ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER’S OFFICE, 
Wilmington, Delaware, October 21, 1864. 

GesxnaL: I have the honor to transmit herewith report and accompanying 
papers relating to the seizure of steamers, schooners, sloops, Co., at Havre de 
Grace, Maryland, and Wiltain Delaware, by order of Major-General Wallace, 
in July last. Also, letter of Lieutenant Granville Worrell, acting post-quarter- 
master at Havre de Grace. 

Some of the papers have once before been forwarded to your office by Captain C. 
R. Tyler, assistant quartermaster, late at this place, and were retarned to him 
with instructions that the officer in whose charge the boats were should make up 
pee report and furnish the information necessary to a proper settlement of the 
claims. 

Captain Tyler has been relioved from duty here, and Lieutenant Worrell is out 
of the service, and lam instructed by Licutenant-Colonel Bliss, chief quartermaster 
Eighth Army Corps, to forward the report and papers connected with these claims 
as made up by Lieutenant Worrell, with estimate of funds for their payment. 

These boats were seized and ordered to Perryvillo and Havro de Grace, Mary 
land, and daring the rebel raid in July last, when the railroad communication be- 
tween Havro de Grace and Baltimore was suspended and it was thought that they 
would be needed for the transportation of troops and stores to the latter place. 
Some of them, it appears, were so employed, while others wero released immedi- 
ately on their arrival at Havre de Grace. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


par- 
ent. 


8 bre GALLAGHER, 
ptain and Assistant Quartermaster. 
General M. C. Mure 


8, 
Quartermaster-General, U. 8. A., Washington, D. C. 


. WILMIXGTON, DELAWARE, September 10, 1864. 

Grxxual;: I have the honor to transmit herewith report of steamers, steam-tugs 
schooners, &c., seized and held for Government service at Havre de Grace, i 
land, and Wilmington, Delaware, by order of Major-General Wallace, in the mon 
of July, 1864. The steamer Lancaster and all the tugs were constantly employed 
during the time charged. In the absence of any agreement, as to price per day, I 
have entered in the report such an amount as seemed just and right. 

The schooners and sloops, except the schooncr Home, rendered no service, but 
were detained and held for service if required. Those ordered from Wilmington 
by Major H. B. Judd were released immediately on their arrival at Havre de Grace. 

Their owners claim pay for the time occupied in going from and returning to 
Wilmington, as also the amounts paid by them for toll and tonnage through the 
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ee ere eee The steamer Lancaster and tug Whitaker fur. 
their own coal; the other tugs are charged with the several amounts stated 


in my certificates. 
It is that I should add that these accounts were referred by Lieutenant- 
chief quartermaster hth Army Corps, to Captain C. R. Tyler, 
assistant quartermaster at this settlement, and as Captain Tyler had 


accompanying j 
Tho eons to which I bonus (Seventh Delaware) was mustered out of service 
on the 13th of August last, it being a thirty-days’ regiment. During my thirty 
days" re I was acting post-quartermaster at Havre de Grace, Maryland. 


GRANVILLE WORRELL, 
Assistant Quartermaster Seventh Delaware Volunteers 


and Assistant Quartermaster of Post. 
General M. C. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster-General, U. S. A., Washington, D. C. 


Custom-Hovse, BALTIMORE, MD., SURVEYOR'S OFFICE, 
June 20, 1876. 


I knew Mr. Coverdale. He was a worthy, loyal man. I regret to learn he was 
a igu EË by 85 official starry ages SN 
am, sir, very respectfully, your o servan 
EDWIN WILMER, 
393 Druid Hill Avenue, Baltimore City, Maryland, 

R. D. Mussey, esq. 

Before the Naval Committee of the House of Representatives. Í 
In the matter of the claim of Numis H. Coverdale, 
Crry OF BALTIMORE, State of Maryland, ss: 

Before me, John W. Taylor, a justice of the peace of the State of Maryland, in 
and for the city aforesaid, this 26th day of January, A. D. 1878, personally appeared 
Edwin Wilmer, who, e gts duly sworn, deposes says: 

Boe Meee Wilmer; I am fifty-eight years of age, and reside in 

Second. I am acquainted with Numis H. Coverdale, the claimant, and knew him 
in Delaware during the late war. Ile is a worthy, loyal man, entirely trustworthy, 
and entire confidence may be placed in his statements. 

Third. In 1864 I was on duty in the State of Delaware at Wilmington in the 
service of the United States as provost-marshal. 

Fourth. In July of that year, under orders from my military superior, impressed 
for the service of the War Department a considerable number of vessels. This 
was at the time, I of the so-called “ Gilmore raid,” and my orders were to 
im all vessels then lying within my jurisdiction that could pass through the 

ware and Chesapeake Canal, I executed those orders, taking all such vessels 
then at Wilmington, New Castle, and Delaware City. I kept a record of them, 
the names of the owners and masters, as far as I coald obtain 
them, which record was in the rs of my office, and went, I suppose, with the 
m when the office was discontinued. 


they were chartered to load for the Government, and that some of them were at the 
yard of the Messrs, Barrett & Co. 
EDWIN WILMER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of January, A. D. 1878, at Bal- 
timore, Maryland. 
JOHN W. TAYLOR, 
Justice of the Peace. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 


favorably to the House. 
ASA WEEKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3122) to compensate Asa Weeks for his labor and expenses in per- 
fecting torpedoes, torpedo-machinery, and the art of torpedo warfare 
for the sole and exclusive benefit of the United States, and for other 


u 
X . HARRIS, of Massachusetts. That will be objected to. It is 
not yet ready for action, and let it be passed for the present. 

The bill was passed over. 


ANDREW J. WORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3283) for the relief of Andrew J. Worth. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Andrew J. Worth, of San Francisco, California, 
the sum of $2,833.38, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, in full of all claims or demands against the United 
States on account of funds received by the collector of customs at 
San Francisco, California, from the clerk of the United States district 
court for the district of California, on the 22d day of December, 1863, 
on account of judgment of condemnation against the schooner Caro- 
line E. Foot, which judgment was lawfully remitted by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the 16th day of January, 1864. 

The report submitted by Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, was read, as follows: 

On the 12th day of December, 1861, a libel was filed in the United States district 
court of San Francisco for the district of California against the schooner Caroline 
E. Foot, of which Andrew J. Worth, of San Francisco, was the sole owner. Said 
vessel was appraised at $6,000, and the full appraised value was paid ‘into court on 
the 16th day of May, 1663. On the 18th day of April, 1863, judgment of condemna- 
tion was rend: by said court against the vessel. On the 16th of June, 1863, 
Worth petitioned the Secretary of the Treasury for remission, submitting a state- 
ment of facts with his petition. Thereupon the court ordered a stay of execution 
until the action of the Secretary of the Treasury could be had on the application 
for remission or until further orders of the court. 


On the 22d day of December, 1863, the court vacated the previous order staying 
execution, and ordered the money paid to the collector of in compliance 
with the decree of condemnation. On the 14th day of January, 1864, Salmon P. 

the „issued his warrant of remission. Of this 


was 
Treasury when issu 
filed it in court and eee TA pum eats be toed 
among the records of the office of the United States district attorney at San Fran- 
cisco. On the 23d day of December, 1863, the collector of customs one moiety 
of the 8 and share alike, to himself, the surveyor, and naval officer of 
the port. Government moiety was not actually paid into the Treasury until 
after the warrant of remission had been issued by the Secretary. Soon after this 
transaction Worth went to sea and did not return to San Francisco to remain an 
time 9 755 1876, 1 that a 8 remission had been issued in his 
case by the Secretary Treasury, and, on inquiring by counsel at the Treasw 
Department here, learned that Sock gas the fact and . — a certilled copy ot 


e same, 

By the conditions imposed in the warrant Worth wasto pay a fine of 8100 and all 
costs of the proceedings. As soou as he received the copy of the warrant of remis- 
sion he caused the same to be presented to the court and tendered the fine of 8100 
and costs in open court, and asked for an order of the court vacating the last order 
directing the money to be paid to the collector of customs, which was denied. He 
then appealed to the Secretary of the torefund the money. Upon investi- 
aoe t appeared that the facts as above set forth were sustained by the records 
n the Treasury Department, but the Secretary of the Treasury decided that he had 
5 to pay 1 erie an act 5 e Fined 

pon the question of the power of the Secre to remit fin 
feitures, the Su 70 teat 
vs. Morris, reported in 10 Wheaton, at page 285. Say: 

It is not competent for any other tribunal, collaterally, to call in question the com- 
petency of the evidence or its sufficiency to procure the remission. The Secretary 
of the Treasury ia, by the law, made the exclusive judge of these facts, and there is 
no spon from his decision. The law declares that on receiving such statement he 
shall have power to mitigate or remit such fine, forfeiture, or penalty, or remove such 
disability or any part thereof if, in his opinion, the same shall have been incurred 
without willful negligence, orany intention of fraud in the person or persons incur- 
ring the same, The facts are submitted to the Secretary for the sole purpose of en- 
abling him to form an opinion whether there was willful negligence or intentional 
frand in the transaction ; and the correctness of his conclusion therefrom no one can 
question. Itisa ache submitted to his sound discretion.” 

This case was decided at the February term, 1825, and has been re-aflirmed from 
that time until the present in very many decisions. In the same decision, at page 
295, the court say: 

“No vested rights of informers or custom-house officers are violated in either 
case. These ts are conditional, and subordinate to the power of remission, 
and nig provided for in the terms and conditions upon which the remission is 
gran 

* * * * * * * 


The condemnation does no more than to determine that question, so far as re- 
spora the rights of those officers, for the condemnation is not to them, but to the 

nited States; theyare no parties tothe judgment, and their rights must depend 
upon and be governed and controlled by the acts of Co: which create and 
regulate such rights; and by these acts, those rights, in the opinion of the court, 
do not become fixed and absolute by the condemnation, but are subject to the power 
of remission by the Secretary of the Treasury, until the money arising from the 
forfeiture is received by the collector for distribution.” 

It was clearty within the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to remit the 
forfeiture in this case, and the judgment of remission is binding upon the Govern- 
ment. It appears from the facts in the case that the court directed the distribution 
of the money after the warrant of remission had been issued and without knowl- 
edge of the issuance of the warrant, and the sum which remained after the pay- 
ment of the costs, namely, $5,766.75, was distributed as follows: To the United 
States, $2,883.38; to the collector of the port, $961.12; naval officer, $962.12; and to 
the surveyor, $961.12, In the judgment of your committee tho petitioner, Andrew 
J. Worth, is entitled to have refunded to him the sum which was paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, and submit herewith to the House a bill for his 
relief, and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


JAMES JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3284) for the relief of James Johnson, late collector of the port of 
Savannah. 

The bill was read. The first section provides that the residue of 
the claim of the United States against James Johnson, late collector 
of the port of Savannah, in the State of Georgia, for moneys found 
dus from him on the adjustment of his accounts as such collector b 
the Secretary of the Treasury, be, and the same is hereby, 8 

The second section authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to balance the account of the said James Johnson by entering a 
memorandum of this release. 

The report submitted by Mr. Harrripce from the Committee on 
the Judiciary was read, as follows: 


That said James Johnson was 9 collector of said port and entered upon 
the discharge of the duties of such office on the Ist day of October, A. D, 18/6. 
That at the time one R. W. Woodbridge had the office in charge, as deputy collector, 
and was a person well qualified, both by his integrity and capacity, to discharge the 
duties of such position. He was nominated therefor by said collector, which nom- 
ination was approved, and he held such position until about the Ist of January. 
A. D. 1867, On the 8th day of November, A. D. 1866, the said collector was directed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to dispense with the services of all his subordi- 
nates unable to take the oath required by the act of July 2, 1862. 

The said Woodbridge had been in the confederate army, and therefore could not 


take such oath. 

Finding it difficult, if not impossible, to find a competent person in Savannah 
who could take such oath, the tion of said Secre was not at once complied 
with, and on the 22d day of the same month tho direction was repeated, and said 
collector instructed to discharge said deputy and report to the Department at the 
earliest practicable moment; that thereupon he was discharged as above . 
and said collector was left without a deputy. But as he was unable to manage 
office himself, and could not at that time procure the services of a competent per- 
son, ho retained said Woodbridge, promising to pay him himself, and he ed 
until about the 1st day of May, A. D. 1867. 

About the last of April of said year, George B. Wellman was recommended by 
the special agent of the Treasury ent and by officials in the custom-house 
at Boston, where he had been for several years, and also had the 3 
of the custom-house at Hilton Head, South Carolina, as a suitable person 


ties, and for- 


preme Court of the United States in the case of The United States 
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such office of di ty collector ; and we find that said person was nominated by the 
m which was duly approved, and such deputy took the control of the 
receipts and disbursements of said office until the Ist of May, A. D. 1969, when said 
collector was superseded. 

That upon the adjustment of his accounts with the United States there was found 
against said collector a balance of about $11,500, which money was embezzled by 
said deputy, George B. Wellman, and is still due the Government, excepting the sum 
of $2,000 paid thereon by said collector. That about two years ago the said Well- 
man died insolvent, without paying any part of such sum of money so taken by 


him. 

That he also ges to said deputy collector so removed the sum of $1,396.47 for his 
services as such deputy, 8 by the Treasury Department on the ground 
that the Congress had not made any provision for compensation to officers who were 
unable to take the oath required by Jaw. And your committee find that there was 
no law authorizing or 1 collector to take a bond from his deputy. 

Your committee, believii t under the circumstances of this case it would be 
unjust to compel the memorialist to pay the balance of said claim so existing against 
him in favor of the United States, recommend the passage of theaccompanying bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JOHN T. ARMSTRONG. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 

3285) for the relief of John T. Armstrong, of Virginia. 
Objected to by Mr. BRAGG. 


AMELIA A. H. RICHARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3286) for the relief of Amelia A. H. Richards, of Virginia. 
Objected to by Mr. BRAGG. 


GIBBES & CO., CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 


1406) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., Charleston, South Carolina. 

Objected to by Mr. CONGER and Mr. Hayes. 

Mr. PAGE moved the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee 33 rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MILLS reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and had directed 
him to report sundry bills to the House with the recommendation they 
do pass, some with and some without amendment. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar were severally read a first and second time, 
ordered to be en and read a third time, and, being engrossed, 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed; and the motion to 
5 the vote by which each bill was passed was laid on the 
table: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1625) 1 & ion to Abram V, Miller, late 
a lieutenant in Company E of the Bne hundred and eighty-fourth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 710) granting a pension to Jane D. Cotten; 

A bill 15 H. No. g granting a peonon to Ruth Isabelle Naylor, 
widow of Captain Charles Naylor, of the Second Regiment of Penn; 
sylvania Volunteers in the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3106) granting a pension to Daniel W. Martin, a 
private in et A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 503) granting a pension to Daniel Clary; 

A bill (H. R. No. 522) granting a pension to James B. Gillespie, late 
captain Company I, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 524) ting a pension to Lemuel L. Lawrence, 
late second lieutenant Company B in the Sixth Regiment Illinois 
Cavalry Volunteers ; 

Ke bill (H. R. No. 3107) granting a pension to Lonisa J. Guthrie and 
others ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3108) granting a pension to Hugh B. Makin, late 
private of Company A, Eighth Regiment United States Volunteers ; 

A bill (I. R. No. 127) for the relief of Daniel Compton, of Troy, 
Bradford County, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3110) granting a pension to Mary McNamara ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3111) granting a pension to Julia Watkins, widow, 
7 aeons H. Watkins, late captain of Company B, Purnell Legion, 

aryiand ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3112) granting a pension to Henrietta Stringham 
Mee ie 

A bill (H. R. No. 2519) for the relief of Mrs. Julia H. Totten, widow 
of James Totten, late lieutenant-colonel and assistant inspector-gen- 
eral, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. No. 97) granting a pension to William A. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) granting a pension to Samuel B, Robertson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3113) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily H. Lyford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2173) granting a pension to Edwin F. Lewis, late 
acting second assistant engineer, United States Navy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1975) to amend an act granting a pension to Will- 
iam Hafford, of South Yarmouth, Massachusetts, approved May 8, 


1874; 

A bill (H. R. No. 531) restoring the name of Thomas W. Brown to 
the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 300) for the relief of Dudley A. Fish, of Bucyrus, 


io; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1809) granting a pension to William H. Shulti 
late of Company K. Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteers ; A 


A bill (H. R. No. 2028) granting a pension to Isabella Cassidy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3114) eine. for an increase of pensionto Charles 
H. Day; 

‘A bul (H. R. No. 3115) granting a pension to Elizabeth Totten, 
widow of Commodore Benjamin J. Totten ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1044) granting a pension to A. M. Tinsley, of Trous- 
dale County, Tennessee, late of the First Regiment Tennessee Volun- 


. teers in the Mexican war; 


A bill (H.R. No. 3117) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson, widow 
of Adolphus E. Watson, late pay-director in the naval service of the 
United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 387) for the relief of William Truett, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Tennessee Cavalry United States Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3118) granting a pension to Samuel L. Paine, late 
a private in Company D, Ninth Regiment of Maine Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3119) for the relief of John I. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 671) for the relief of the heirs of David G. Bur- 
nett; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3120) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Custer; 

A bill Cr R. No. 3121) for the relief of Numis H. Coverdale; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3283) for the relief of Andrew J. Worth; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3284) for the relief of James Johnson, late col- 
lector of the port of Savannah. 


JONATHAN R. TILMAN. 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole, with an 
amendment, was the bill (H. R. No. 439) granting a pension to Jona- 
than R. Tilman. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out in the seventh and 1. lines the words the 6th day of March, 1862,” 
and insert in lieu thereof “after the passage of this act.” 0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


MRS. MARIA B. CRAIG. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole, with an 
amendment, was the bill (H. R. No. 3116) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Maria B. Craig. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike out 830 and insert 850.“ 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not know on whose motion this 
amendment was made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. JOYCE.) 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Lonly know that this bill was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and that they having investi- 
gated the case a; to recommend that a pension of $30 should be 
given to this widow. The general law fixes the amount of pension 
which is to be given to persons who are disabled in the Army accord- 
ing to their rank, and it fixes the amount of pension which is to be 

iven to widows of officers and men who die in the service or who die 
rom wounds received or disease contracted in the service. This is 
fixed by the general law; and it seems to me that unless there is 
some special reason wh this widow should have more than is given 
ordinarily under your law to other widows this amendment ought 


not to be adopted. 
Mr. EDEN. I rise to a question of order. Is debate in order on 
i day? 
he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is, in the House. This is a 


report of the Committee of the Whole. 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the general law is wrong, it ought 
to be amended and made to apply to all alike. If it is right, then 
there ought not to be exceptions made on behalf of special favorites. 
Congress ought not to show favoritism. Now, sir, I think the law 
pensioning men who are disabled in the service and pensioning the 
widows of officers and men who died in the service or from wounds 
received or disease contracted in the service is a good and wise law, 
and ought to be enforced, and I am totally opposed to favoritism being 
shown here or anywhere else. If there is any good reason why this 
widow should be made an exception to the general law, it is not 
stated in the report made by this committee. It was not shown before 
the committee. The committee granted an increase of $5 because they 
thought that this widow ought to have the pension which would have 
been given to an officer of the highest rank which this officer held at 
any time. The general law gives the pension according to the rank 
the officer held at the time he contracted the disease or received the 
wound; but for some special reason in this case the committee saw 
proper to increase the args and give it to this widow according to 
the highest rank he held at any time, which was the time of his death, 
the pension for that rank being $30. 

Mr. WAIT. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Is any rea- 
son stated in the report of the committee why the increase should be 
made? Were there any special circumstances in this case which made 
it different from the other cases reported by the committee where the 
ordinary practice under the law was followed ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The only reason given is that this 
officer entered the service many years ago; that he was in the war 
of 1812; that he was on the staff of General Taylor during the Mexi- 
can war; that he was, I believe, in the Florida war. 
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But the report does not show that he performed any extraordinary 


service in any of these wars, and, Mr. Speak 
the distinction is to be made at all, it ought not to be made in the 
interest of regular Army officers who are educated at the expense of 
the Government and adopt service in the Army from choice of their 
profession. If any distinction is to be made, let it be made in favor 
of the widows of your volunteer officers who have entered the mili- 
tary service not for a profession but for a patriotic purpose. I hope, 
sir, this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. JOYCE. I proposed this amendment in the committee to in- 
crease the on to this widow from $30 to $50. I think that if gen- 
tlemen will look at the report which has been made in this case they 
will have very little doubt about the reasonableness of this amend- 
ment. It seems that the husband of this widow, General Craig, en- 
tered the military service in 1812; that he served in the campaign of 
1813, and became a captain of pone and afterward major of ord- 
nance. While on inspection duty.on the coasts of the Gulf of Mexico 
and the Atlantic during the summer and fall of 1845 he contracted a 
disease which, by exposure and hard duty in the field during the war 
with Mexico, became chronic, From December, 1845, to July, 1847, 
he served as chief of ordnance on the staff of General Zachary Taylor 
during the war with Mexico. 

Now, sir, he served then on the staff of General Taylor as a major, 
and that being his rank of course when his widow was granted a pen- 
sion she was granted a pension according to the rank of her husband 
at the time he contracted the disease of which he died, and the law 
gave her a pension of $25 a month. It has been the constant practice, 
as I understand, of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and its action 
in this respect has been sanctioned by this House, to give the widows 
of officers who have held staff appointments a 2 higher than 
that according to the rank of the officer. This been done in nu- 
merous instances, and I may state, if I should not be disclosing the 
secrets of the committee, that a case of that kind was on this very day 
adopted by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

r. HEWITT, of Alabama. Not by my vote. 

Mr. JOYCE. Ithink we have been in the habit of doing it fre- 
quentl uy | the present session of Congress. 

er) RIDD May I interrùpt the gentleman to ask him a ques- 
tion 


Mr. JOYCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the instances 
he refers to as occurring in the committee this morning were not the 
only ones that have occurred during this Congress ? 

Mr. JOYCE. I had the impression they were not. But whether 
they were or not the committee have been accustomed to grant these 
pensions of $50 a month to widows whose husbands held these staff 
appointments. Now, if there ever was a case in the world where a 
widow was entitled, in consequence of the lant services of her 
husband, to a pension of 850 a month, I think that this old lady is 
entitledtoit. Sheis almost gone and cannot ibly live many years 
longer in the ordinary course of nature, and I am inclined to believe 
now that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] whois always 
so gallant on these occasions will retract some of his opposition to 
this bill and allow it to pass. Every member who has read the report 
or has listened to the statements that have been made in reference to 
this case must see that this is one of the most meritorious cases that 
has been presented to Congress. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to inquire of my friend from 
Vermont whether there was anything in the nature of the services 
rendered by the husband of this lady that rendered it proper that a 
diffent pension should be 1 to this lady than is granted to line 
officers of the same grade 

Mr. JOYCE. I would say, what of course is well known to the gen- 
tleman himself, that when an officer is detailed on staff duty of 
course his promotion is stopped, while the line officer, who is em- 
ployed in the line, can be constantly promoted; but when a man takes 
a position as a staff officer his promotion stops there, and while he 
is perhaps performing the duty of Lah ean Sti or even of major- 
general, he may at the same time only hold the rank of major or 
colonel. 

Mr. HAYES. I would ask the gentleman whether he knows any- 
thing of the circumstances of this lady; whether she is dependent 
entirely upon this pension for her support or not. 

Mr. JOYCE. I only know, sir, from hearsay in regard to that mat- 
ter; but I think my colleagne on the committee, the gentleman from 
1 [Mr. Warsa, ] will perhaps be able to state something in 

to it. i 
. WALSH. I hope that the amendment that the committee 
adopted to this bill will be accepted by the House. I do not think 
that any more meritorious case can come before the House than this 
case of the widow of General Craig. Her husband was one of the 
most faithful officers, as his military record shows, ever in the service 
of the Government of the United States. 

He devoted his life to the service of the Government in the line of 
his profession. He died poor, as most of these military officers do, 
and he left an old widow, now living in Washington, as I am informed 
by gentlemen in the military profession who know her. She is about 
eighty years of age and is poor and dependent. She cannot live very 
long or be a burden on the Government very long. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] says that she ought 


er, it seems to me thatif 


not to have any more pension than the rate fixed by the general law; 
but the idea of the general law was to give to the widow of every 
officer who died without regard to his merits, Every such widow is 
entitled to the pension which her husband’s rank would entitle her 
to, whether it be the lowest grade or the highest, without regard to- 
the question as to whether the husband has rendered valuable services. 
to the Government or not. The law was never intended to prohibit 
the Congress of the United States from increasing pensions in any 
case, or to lay down any rule to prevent them from tin, nsions 
ata er rate in cases where the merits of the Was 8 
entitle the widow to a higher pension. 

Iam informed by gentlemen who profess to be familiar with the 
subject, although I cannot state it as a positive fact, because I have 
not examined the law nor have I been acquainted with the persons 
who have held the positions of Chiefs of Bureaus in the military 
establishment, but I am informed by men in the military service, and 
they generally keep themselves well posted, that it has been the uni- 
versal rule of Con to grant to the widow of a man who held the 

ition as the chief of a bureau in the mili service a pension of 
$0 a month, the amount asked here. General Craig was Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance for many years. He was so at the breaking out 
of the last war and so continued until he was disabled by long and 
faithful service, and now we have his old widow in this city in want. 
And I say that it would be a disgrace to the American Congress to say 
that she should be tied down by the general law while higher pensions 
are paid to the widows of officers who have not performed the same 
duties that her husband did. 


Why, sir, bills are reported every day almost from the Committee, 


on Pensions giving higher pensions than what the general law grants. 
I reported to-day two such bills; one in favor of the widow of Gen- 
eral Lovell, a gallant officer whose widow now lives in Kentucky, and 
another in the case of Major Anderson, of Fort Sumter renown, in- 
. the pension of his widow to $50 a month. 
Sir, the reports from the Committee on Pensions are filled with such 
and your statute-books are covered with such cases, and I do 
not think that the House could have a case more deserving than the 
one now before it, and I hope, therefore, that this paltry and con- 
temptible economy will not be practiced in this case of the poor old 
widow of this faithful and gallant officer. 

Mr. FRYE. With the permission of the gentleman, I should like to 
interject one word in his remarks. And it is this, that since I have 
been in Congress I have not the shadow of a doubt but that there 
have been at least a dozen just such cases as this and in no one of 
them has there been a pension of less than $50 a month, and this is. 
the first time I ever heard an objection made to paying the widow of 
an officer of this rank a pension of $50 a month. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I feel that it is my duty to reply to 
the remark made by the gentleman from Maine, tr. FrYe.] I have 
only to say that if I am the first to make this objection, I will not 
shirk the responsibility. I will go as far as the gentleman from 
Maine or any other man in this House for the relief and protection of 
the widow of a soldier and of the disabled soldier. Iam in favor, 
however, of doing it by general law, of passing laws that will operate 
upon all alike, and that make no exceptions. 

I would like to know what there was in the service of this man 
that should make him an exception to all the rest of your officers. 
The gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. WALSH] says that he was a faith- 
ful officer. If he had not been a faithful officer his widow would not 
have been entitled to any pension, for the law does not pension widows 
of officers who have not been faithful. The law bestows pensions 
only upon those who have been disabled or have lost their lives in 
the performance of their duty. 

The only objection I make to this amendment is one of principle; 
it is 5 in principle, and Congress ought not to sanction it. 
cause we have been doing it heretofore is no reason why it should be 
continued. It is time to stop it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I sympathize entirely with the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hewrrr.] As this bilt 
came from the Committee on Pensions, I understand, it was a com- 
promise between what the law now allows and what was claimed by 
this woman. She wanted $50 a month. The highest pension allowed 
under the general law, for total disability, to majors in the United 
States Army is 825 a month. There are hundreds of majors in the 
United States to-day who have suffered total disability while in active 
service in the late war, and who are now put off with pensions of 
only $25a month. Lieutenant-colonels and other officers of higher 
grade are receiving but $30 a month. 

I understand that the Committee on Pensions, after careful consid- 
eration, reported this bill for $30 a month as a compromise. I have 
yet heard no reason presented to this House which would justify me 
in going beyond the deliberate judgment of the Committee on Pen- 
sions. I think it is unfair to make a discrimination in favor of this. 
woman when there are hundreds of our officers throughout the country, 
who rendered marked and conspicuous service to the country, who 
are put off with a petty allowance of $25a month. Ishall vote against 
the report of the Committee of the Whole, and in favor of the report 
of the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole was agreed to, 
upon a division—ayes 85, noes 53. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed 


Me JOYCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ABRAHAM ALSTEAD. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with an 
amendment was the bill (H. R. No. 849) for the relief of Abraham 
Alstead, late a second lieutenant of Company A of the Fifty-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

he amendment was to strike out the following: 
Provided, That the provisions and benefits conferred by this act shall take effect 


from the date at which said pension for the rank of sergeant was originally allowed 
by the Commissioner of Pensions. x 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following : 

This act to take effect immediately after its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

WORTHINGTON AND SIOUX FALLS RAILROAD, 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole with an 
amendment was the bill (H. R. No. 2655) to authorize the Worthing- 
ton and Sioux Falls Railroad Company to extend its road into the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota to the village of Sioux Falls. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, This bill was amended in Committee of the 
Whole so as to make it correspond precisely with Senate bill No. 528, 
which is now before the Committee on Railways and Canals. I ask 
unanimous consent that that committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the Senate bill, and that the same be considered 
by the House at this time and passed instead of the House bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. Let the Senate bill be read. 

The Clerk read the bill in part. [For the bill see proceedings in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Is not the Clerk now reading the 
same bill that was read in Committee of the Whole! 

The SPEAKER. It is the same bill, but the Committee of the 
Whole had no power to discharge a committee of this House from the 
cosh ease of any bill which was before it. The Clerk will read 

ule 48. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consideration 
. —— Gprewith, any other bi 
or ate pending before the House. eee uf 

The SPEAKER. This Senate bill is now before the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, and only by unanimous consent can that com- 
mittee at this time be discharged from its further consideration, so 
as to place the bill in possession of the House in order to be passed 
instead of the House bill, J 

Mr. MORRISON. Iwill not insist upon the further reading of the 
bill if other gentlemen are satisfied. 

No objection being made, the Committee on Railways and Canals 
was discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 528, 
and the same was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I move that when the House adjourns 

it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the gentleman will not press that motion 
until I can move to reconsider the various votes by which bills re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole have been passed, and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, the latter motion made by Mr. BRIGHT 
was to. 

TheSPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] that: when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. : 

Mr. WILSON. I understand that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] withdraws that motion. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. And I renew it. 

The question was taken upon the motion as renewed by Mr. CLARK, 
of Missouri; and upon a division there were—ayes 101, noes 46. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. CONGER and Mr. WILSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 16 in the affirma- 
tive; not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the motion was a to. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I very much desired to get an oppor- 


| 
tunity to say a word before the House made the order for adjourn- 


ment over. I dislike to trespass upon the time of the House, but I 
ask as a matter of justice a right that some day next week may be 
fixed for Rice ae of the Mexican award bill. 

The SP. The bill to which the gentleman refers is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and can be reached at any time by a motion to 

into Committee of the Whole. The committee, if they favor the 

ill, can lay aside every other bill until this is reached. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. The gentleman himself voteé 
against considering this bill yesterday afternoon. 


JETTIES AT SOUTH PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Chief of Engineers, recommending an appro- 

riation for continuing the examination of the jetties at the South 
ass of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
* INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN IDAHO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of the General of the Army on 
House Bill No. 2904, to provide for ascertaining and reporting ex- 
penses incurred by the Territory of Idaho and the people thereof in 
defending themselves from attacks and hostilities of the Nez Percé 
Indians in the year 1877, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

CLERICAL FORCE IN ORDNANCE BUREAU. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Ordnance rela- 
tive to the clerical force of his bureau ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
The following request was read : 


Mr. SPRINGER asks leave for withdrawal of papers accompanying House bill No. 
2348, paises oes to Mrs. Mary E. Owen, reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with Rule 164, this request will be 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the committee that. 
has last had the subject under consideration. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
_ By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 
o Mr. HUNGERFORD, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness; 
To Mr. Sparks, for one week, on account of illness; and 
To Mr. Witson until Wednesday next. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
printed in the RECORD remarks on the bill of Mr. SPRINGER, to author- 
ize the coinage of gold and silver upon the same terms and to permit 
r thereof in the Treasury for the same purposes; upon which 
bill a motion to suspend the rules and pass the same was pending at 
the adjournment on Monday last. [See Appendix.] 


PRORATING ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. CHALMERS. The Committee on the Pacific Railroad have 
adopted a resolution which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the subcommittee having in charge House bill 
No. 2608 be authorized by the committee to mt the bill and report of a major- 
ity of the subcommittee, and ask that the House order the same to be printed for 
the convenience of the committee and to have it recommitted. 

Mr. CHALMERS. In accordance with the instruction of the com- 
mittee, as contained in the resolution just read, Lask to report asub- 
stitute for House bill No. 2608, that it may be printed with the accom- 
panying report and recommitted. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No, 3999) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,” 
approved July 2, 1864; and also to amend the act of Congress a 
proved June 20, 1874, entitled “An act making additions to the fif- 
teenth section of the act approved July 2, 1864, entitled ‘An act to 
amend an act entitled“ An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacitie Ocean, and 
to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862,“ and for other purposes, 
was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed with the 
accompanying report, and recommitted, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

CHANGE OF A VESSEL’S NAME. 

On motion of Mr. JAMES, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
120) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
an American register to the Canadian-built propeller East by the 
name of Kent was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, not to be- 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 
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POSTAL RAILWAY SERVICE. 

Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced & bill (H. R. No. 
4000) to reorganize the system of superintendents and assistant mapen 
intendents of railway service and special agents of the Post-Office 
Department; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 


printed. i 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now 
ourm. 
“aire motion was to; and eder e. (at four o’clock and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. AIKEN: Petitions from citizens of Abbeville, Aiken, An- 
derson, Barnwell, Beaufort, Horry, Kershaw, Lancaster, Laurens, 
Marion, Newberry, Oconee, Orangeburg, Pickens, Richland, Spar- 
tanburgh, Sumter, Union, Williamsb , and York Counties, South 
Carolina, for the creation of a fand from the sales of the public 
lands and other sources to be distributed among the several States 
ia = of popular education—to the Committee on Education and 

r. 


By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: The petition of citizens of 
wero ee County, Kentucky, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Missouri: The petition of Thomas J. Edwards 
and others, of Saline County, Missouri, for pensions for the surviving 
soldiers of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of J. Ratliff and others, of Randolph County, 
Missouri, for the creation of a fund from the sales of the public Jan 
and other sources to be distributed among the several States in aid 
of ular education—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

y Mr. COX, of New York: The petitions of Edwin Shaffer and 
Norman Thurston, for the equalization of bounties—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. D. ORD: The petition of John N. Haverfield and 80 
other citizens of Harrison, Ohio, against the reduction of the tariff 
on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, California, communicated by telegraph, op- 
Rosing the bill providing for the abolition of the coinage of trade- 

ollars—to the Committee on Coinage, ees and Measures. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, that the commercial interests of the country 
would be greatly subserved by speedy action on the tariff and inter- 
nal revenue bills; that the frequency of presidential elections are 
detrimental to the material interests of the country, and that six 
years should be the presidential term of office—to the Committee of 
Ways aud Means. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, commending the effort of Congress to obtain payment of the 
vast sums due and accruing from the Union and Pacific and Central 
Pacific Railroads, and declaring that no extension of time should be 
given these roads beyond the date of the maturity of their bonds— 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of E. W. Moore, W. H. Barry, 
and 50 other citizens of New Era, Michigan, against the reduction of 
the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ITTNER: The petition of employés of zine works, Vulcan 
iron and steel works, and Iron Mountain machine-shop, in the city 
of Saint Louis, Missouri, against the passage of the tariff billi—to the 


same committee, 
By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of the publisher of the 
lition of the duty on type—to 


Monroe (Alabama) Journal, for the a 
: The petition of George W. 


the same committee. 

By Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire 
Blunt and 16 other underwriters of New York, that suitable appro- 
priations be made for Courtney’s automatic buoy—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Yankton County, Dakota Territory 
against the bill creating the Territory of Lincoln by the dividing of 
Dakota on the one hundredth meridian—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, the petition of Peter Cooper and 130 other citizens of New 
York, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and Boston, . ef any measure re- 
viving the income tax to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of a committee of the type-founders of the United 
States, against the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of George G. Lougee and 40 other citizens of New 
Hampshire, against the transfer of the life-saying service to the Navy 
. the Committee on Commerce. 

„the petition of Charles O. True and 60 other citizens of Min- 
nesota, that certain sections of lands granted by act of Con of 
July 4, 1866, for railroad purposes, be declared forfeited to the United 
8 and opened to settlement as are other public lands to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of Ohio, against 


r teduction of the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Perley P. Roberts, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of citizens of Pembina County, Da- 
kota, against the Saunders bill for the creation of Lincoln Territory— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 2 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of Mariah A. Mann, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Thomas Toomy, formerly a pri- 
vate Company A, Sixty-ninth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers, for 
ms removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, the petition of employés of the Fairmount Woolen Mills of 
piacere Pennsylvania, against any reduction of the tariff and 
against the reimposition of the tax on tea and coffee—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. i 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, recommending 
an appropriation for a more general introduction of the Courtenay 
automatic buoy inimportant harbors—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, indorsing the 
action of the national convention of the United States export trade, 
which recommended liberal expenditures in mail tra rtation upon 
American steamship lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PEDDIE: The petition of merchants, manufacturers, and 
bankers of Newark, New Jersey, against the revival of the income 
tax, as being unjust, odious, and inquisitorial in its character—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, joint resolutions of the State of New Jersey, against trans- 
ferring the life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Pa relating to the pension claim of George 
W. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: The petition of William C. Doak, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The petition of E. M. Morgan and 20 other 
citizens of Champaign County, of E. J. Hiatt and 80 other citizens of 
Morgan County, and of R. P. Moore and 30 other citizens of Licking 
County, Ohio, against the reduction of the tariffon wool—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of J. H. Wade, Henry 
Chisholm, H. B. Payne, and 101 others, against reviving the income 
tax—to the same committee. . 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York : The petition of citizens of Rens- 
selaer County, New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WALKER: The petition of printers and others, relative to 
the tariff on electrot; printing plates—to the same committee. 

Alse, memorial of the southern educational convention relative to 
the distribution of the sales of the public lands for educational pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of the Board of Trade of Omaha, 
Nebraska, for the establishment and maintenance of ocean steamship 
lines between the United States and foreign ports—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of William H. But- 
ler, Jeremiah Godfrey, and other citizens of Detroit, Michigan, against 
e income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WILSON: The ane of Thomas Donaldson and 150 
others, of West Virginia and Ohio, against reducing the duties on 
wool—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 25, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
teeak Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
roved. 

z THE LATE KING OF ITALY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secreiary of State, transmitting a note from Baron Blanc, 
envoy extraordi and minister plenipotentiary of His Majesty the 
King of Italy, relative to the funeral o nies on the occasion of the 
death of King Victor Emmanuel II; which were ordered to lie upon 
the table, and were read, as follows: 

Washington, March W 1678. 
To the PRESIDENT of the Senate. 


Sm: Pursuant to the nest of Baron Blanc, envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of His esty the King of Italy, I communicate a translation of 
a note of the 4th instant, addressed by the baron to this department, hak a esp. 
the gratification of his sovereign with the participation of the various branches oi 
this Government in the obsequies of the late King Victor Emmanuel II. and with 
the t generally shown in this country upon demise of that monarch. 

have the honor to be sir, your obedient servant, 
WM. M. EVARTS. 


1878. 


[Inclosure.—Translation of a note from Baron Blanc.] 
LEGATION OF ITALY IX THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, March 4, 1878. 

Mn. SECRETARY or STATE: I am instructed to convey through you the expression 
of the gratitude of His Majesty the King, my august sovereign, to His Excellency 
the President of the United States for his presence at the funeral service that was 
held at Washington in memory of King Victor Emanuel II. 

T have also received instructions to inform you how Sores, my government has 
been touched by the part taken in the ceremony by the inet, the Senate, the 
pee st Representatives, the Supreme Court, the Army, the Navy, and other dis- 

nguished bodies. 

The private testimonies have also been highly appreciated which have been ren- 


dered by the American people on this painful occasion to the Italian nation, and 


which have been shown in so lofty a form, sacr omen, in a beautiful poem by 
Mr. Bayard Taylor, which has been in the hands of His pe aa 

These noble manifestations of sympathy with the grief that has afflicted the royal 
family and the Italian nation have met with an echo of gratitude and affection in 
Italy, and the exchange of such sentiments cannot fail to draw still closer the 


bonds which unite the two countries. 
yon, Mr. of State, if you would be pleased to 


xpression of thanks to the presiding officers of both Houses of Con- 
gress, to the officers of the Army and Navy, and to the other dignitaries whom I 
cannot address directly. 

Lavail myself of this occasion to renew to you, Mr. Secretary of State, the expres- 
sion of my very high consideration. 

BLANC. 

His Excellency WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 

Secretary of State, de. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. F. KING, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. Nö. 97) granting a pension to William A. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. No, 127) for the relief of Daniel Compton, of Troy, 
Bradford County, Pennsylvania; 

5 bill (H. R. No. 300) for the relief of Dudley A. Fish, of Bucyrus, 
hio; 

A bill (H. R. No. 387) for the relief of William Truett, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Tennessee Cavziry, United States Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 439) granting a pension to Jonathan R. Tilman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 503) granting a pension to Daniel Clary; 

A bill (H. R. No. 522) granting a pension to James B. Gillespie, late 
captain Company I, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinois 
Infan Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 524) ting a pension to Lemuel L. Lawrence, 
late second lieutenant 


‘company B, in the Sixth Regiment IIlinois 
Cavalry Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. No. 531) restoring the name of Thomas W. Brown to 
the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. No. 671) for the relief of the heirs of David G. Bur- 
nett ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 710) granting a pension to Jane D. Cotten; 

A bill (H. R. No. 849) for the relief of Abraham Alstead, late a sec- 
ond lieutenant of Company A of the Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsyl- 


vania Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1044) ting a pension to A. M. Tinsley, of Trous- 
dale County, Tennessee, late of the First Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teers, in the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) granting a pension to Samuel B. Robertson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1625) granting a pension to Abram V. Miller, late 
a lieutenant in Company E, of the One Hundred and eighty-fourth 

iment of Pennsylvania Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1809) ee pension to William H. Shultis, 
late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1962) for the relief of Jane Clark, Margaret A. 
Jack, Justina Peterson, and Mary Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1975) to amend an act granting a pension to Will- 
an Hafford, of South Yarmouth, Massachusetts, approved May 8, 

A bill (H. R. No, 2028) granting a pension to Isabella Cassidy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2173) granting a pension to Edwin F. Lewis, late 
acting second assistant engineer, United States Navy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2519) for the relief of Mrs. Julia H. Totten, widow 
of James Totten, late lieutenant-colonel and assistant inspector-gen- 
eral, United States Army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3105) granting a 8 to Ruth Isabelle Naylor, 
widow of Captain Charles Naylor, of the Second Regiment of Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers in the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3106) ting a pension to Daniel W. Martin, a 
private in n A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3107) granting a pension to Louisa J. Guthrie and 
others ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3100) aera a pension to Hugh B. Makin, late 
private of Company A, Eighth Regiment United States Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3110) granting a pension to Mary McNamara; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3111) granting a pension to Julia Watkins, widow 
Sarvionds H. Watkins, late captain of Company B, Purnell Legion, 

and; 

A bill Hes R. No. 3112) granting a pension to Henrietta Stringham, 
widow of Rear-Admiral Silas H. Stringham, deceased ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 3113) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily H. Ly- 


ford; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3114) providing for an increase of pension to 


Charles H. Day; 
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States; which was referred to the Committee on 
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A bill (H. R. No. 3115) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Totten, 
widow of the late Commodore Benjamin J. Totten, United States 


Navy; 
$ 75 bill (H. R. No. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria 

Craig; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3117) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson, widow 
of Adolphus E. Watson, late pay-director in the naval service of the 
United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3118) ting a pension to Samuel L. Paine, late 
a private in Company D, Ninth Regiment of Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3119) for the relief of John I. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3120) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Custer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3121) for the relief of Numis H. Coverdale; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3233) for the relief of Andrew J. Worth ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3284) for the relief of James Johnson, late collector 
of the port of Savannah. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
8 No. 528) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls Railroad 

ompany to extend its road into the Territory of Dakota to the vil- 
lage of Sioux Falls. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MORRILL presented the memorial of Charles Derogi J. A. 

Page, B. F. Fifield, and others, citizens of Montpelier and Washing- 

ton County, Vermont, remonstrating against the passage of any act 

sap a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance, 

Mr. BECK presented the memorial of William H. Saunders and - 
others, citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, remonstrating against the 
passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Theodore Schwartz & Co. and 
others, bankers of Louisville, Kentucky, praying for the passage of a 
law extending the time for the payment of the internal-revenue tax 
on spirits in bond; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ae 5 I present a sonst the General FE 
sembly of Virginia, urging the re of the law imposing a 10 per 
cent. tax on the issues of State banks. As the resolution 4 short, I 
ask that it be Dee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported at length, no objec- 
tion being made. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Finance and read, 
as follows: 

Joint resolution in relation to the tax of 10 t. im by the United States 
on national and State * 2 

Approved March 14, 1878. 

Whereas the United States Government when it declared that every national 
banking association, State bank, or State banking association shall pay a tax of 10 
pa cent. on the amount of notes of any person, or of any State or State 

king association, used for circulation and paid out by them, interposed an ob- 
stacle practically insurmountable to the use of a certain form of credit by the 
States, heretofore found eminently beneficial by them in times of financial depres- 
sion, or where there was a deficiency of capital necessary for the prosecution of 
the 2 industries and production of the people of a State; now, therefore, it 
would seem to behoove the said Government to remove so much of said tax, by a 
repeal of so much of said law as is applicable to the issue of notes by a bank char- 
tered and established by a State for the aid and benefit of its people: Therefore, 

1. Resolved, That the eral Assembly of Virginia doth hereby ask and recom- 
mend a repeal of the same, or so much thereof as prevents her from establishing a 
State bank for the relief of her le without incarring a tax which would inca- 
pacitate it from transacting a fair and legitimate business. 

2. Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our Representa- 
tives be requested, to use their efforts to secure a repeal of so much of the law as 
is herein requested. 

3. Resolved, That the governor be requested to transmit a copy of this preamble 
and these resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present the petition of S. M. Fuller and a large 
number of other citizens of the city of New York, praying for the 
enactment of a law extending the time to three years for the payment 
of the internal-revenue tax upon spirits in bond, stating very briefly 
their reasons why such a measure would give great relief. ‘The par- 
ties cannot sell because of the present state of the market, caused by 
the inability to pay taxes on whisky now in bond. I move the refer- 
ence of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of Georgine Thomas, widow of 
the late Charles Thomas, brigadier-general United States Army, pray- 
ing for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e.also presented the memorial of G. H. Hoyt and others, citizens. 
of Stamford, Connecticut, remonstrating against the passage of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of 
the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, recommending the memorial of the na- 
tional convention of the United States export trade in favor of the 
establishment of an ocean mail and steamship service in direct com- 
munication with Mexico, South and Central America, Japan, China, 
and Australia; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Edward Sheehan and others, 

rinters, stereotypers, electrotypers, &c., of Cincinnati, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law levying a duty of thirty cents per pound 
on all stereotype and electrotype plates 5 into the United 

ance. 


He also presented the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth K. Whitman and 
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others, praying for an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily Stanley for 
services rendered by her sons during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the memorial of John P. Sanburn and 
80 others, citizens of Newport, Rhode Island, and the memorial of 
‘Thomas Co; all and 48 others, ee eee apai of 
Newport, Rhode Island, remonstrating against the proposed transfer 
of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Isaac P. Rodman and others, 
widows of Rhode Island officers who served in the late war, praying 
for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Gustavus J. Orr, of Georgia, and 
others, citizens of the United States, praying that an equitable por- 
tion of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands may be turned 
over to the properly constituted authorities of the several Southern 
States for educational purposes ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented the memorial of Samuel Osborn, jr., and 127 
others, merchants, vessel-owners, masters of vessels, &c., of Martha’s 
Vineyard, Massachusetts, remonstrating against the proposed trans- 
fer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Felton & Son and others, mer- 
chants cod business men of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for the 

of an act extending the time for the payment of the internal- 
revenue tax upon spirits in bond; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. TheAmerican Postal Micro-Cabinet Club, of Troy, 
New York, have sent me a memorial to the Senate. This memoria 
begs admission to the mails of the harmless objects, as they denomi- 
nate them, mounted on glass slides and securely pucked in wooden 
boxes. I move its reference to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONKLIN G. I present also the petition of McKinney & Phelps, 
of Binghamton, New York, praying the passage of a law providing 
for the redemption and retirement of the silver three-cent piece, of 
which these petitioners do not speak in terms of respect. I move the 
reference of their petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the memorial of al number of cit- 
izens of Brooklyn, New York, remonstrating earnestly, and as I think 
with very excellent reason, against the reimposition of the income 
tax. I move the reference of their memorial to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of Colonel Aaron Brown 
and others, citizens of Fayette, Iowa, praying for the passage of a 
law for the equalization of bounties; which was refe to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. HOWE presented the petition of the First Congregational church 
of Clinton, Wisconsin, signed by the pastor, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John Kelly and others, citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying an amendment to the homestead law, so as to 
allow any honorably discharged soldier, being a legal citizen of the 
United States, to select by himself or agent one hundred and sixty 
acres of Government land upon the conditions therein named; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginie presented the memorial of Rufus 
Maxwell, giving his views on the finance question; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I present the memorial of a public meeting held 
at Goldsborough, North Carolina, bya large number of respectable 
people of the counties of Craven, Lenoir, Wayne, and Johnson, to 
take into consideration the improvement of the Neuse River, near 
Hatteras Inlet, the Neuse and Trent Rivers and their tributaries, and 
praying Congress to make an appropriation for the improvement of 
the navigation of those rivers. I move the reference of this memo- 
rial to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MERRIMON presented the petition of James B. Hughes and 
others, citizens of New Berne, North Carolina, praying for an appro- 

riation by Con for the improvement of the navigation of the 

Neuse River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WHYTE. I am instructed to present to the Senate resolu- 
tions of the General Assembly of Maryland in regard to the bill 
granting pensions to the soldiers, sailors, and marines now surviv- 

ng who participated in the war with Mexico in 1846, 1847, and 1848. 
I desire to say that if it is the intention of Congress to recognize 
the survivors of ee army by granting pensions to them, 
the time is-short, for death is decimating their ranks most rapidly. 
In my own city where the association of the veterans of the Mexican 
war exists, but one hundred and fifty members survive; sixteen died 
last year, and two have died since the 1st of January this year. There- 
fore, I that this matter may receive the immediate attention of 
the proper committee, the Committee on Pensions. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask that the resolutions be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be reported at the request of 
the Senator from Maryland, in the absence of objection. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved by the te and house of delegates of the 
Senators in Congres be and ey Af oar a Re intra ced, So 

, to vot gress 

the e of the. walters, pat a and aan who served 


nd, That our 
resentatives 


ting pensions to 

in the war with 
Mexico in the years 1846, 1847, and 1848, and that they use all honorable means to 
pass the same into a law. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to each of our Senators and 
Representatives. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of Jacob Brandt, jr., owner of 
the steamer Pocahontas, praying the passage of a bill transferring his 
case to the Court of Claims and giving that court jurisdiction to 
ae upon the claim; which was referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of John B. Nelson and others, 
workingmen of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, engaged in the mannfact- 
ure of woolen and cotton goods, remonstrating against a reduction 
of the duties on foreign imports and against the reimposition of the 
war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of R. S. Hays and others, citizens 
of Pittsburgh, tee Eee tot the memorial of J. G. West and others, 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; the memorial of Edward S. 
Handy and others, citizens of P iladelphia, Pennsylvania; the memo- 
rial of G. E. Ludwig and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, and the memorial of T. B. Butcher and others, citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the p of any act 
imposing a tax on incomes ; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of a public meeting at Allentown, 
Pennsylvania, rue against any change in the tariff duties; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade 
against the proposed changes in the tariff laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mary Lavallette, widow of Admi- 
ral E. A. F. Lavallette, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the passage of a law by Congress to provide that all pen- 
sions which have been or may hereafter be granted, on application 
filed prior to ere 1, 1880, shall commence from the date of the 
death or discharge of such soldier, and for the payment of arrears of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry Baker and others, citi- 
zens of Erie, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the proposed trans- 
fer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment; which was ordered to lie upon the table. 

He also presented two memorials of the National Convention of the 
United States export trade, in favor of the establishment of an ocean 
mail steamship service in direct communication with Mexico, South 
and Central America, Japan, China, and Australia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SARGENT. L present a memorial to the California Delegation, 
being a telegram of several hundred words from the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, sent in view of the. bill now pending in Con- 
gress to repeal the legislation authorizing the coinage of the trade- 
dollar. This memorial shows the success which this coin has met with 
in China, excluding the Mexican dollar, being of great facility to the 
commerce of the United States and especially to the Pacific coast, and 
affording an outlet for the greatest production of silver of the Pacific 
coast. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of citizens of Charleston County, 
South Carolina; a petition of citizens of Greenville County, South Car- 
olina; a petition of citizens of Fairfield County, South Carolina; a 
petition of citizens of Darlington County, South Carolina; a peti- 
tion of citizens of Chester County, South Carolina; a petition of citi- - 
zens of Chesterfield County, South Carolia; and a petition of citizens 
of Colleton County, Sonth Carolina, praying that an equitable portion 
of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands may be turned over 
to the properly constituted authorities of the several Southern States 
for educational purposes; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I present a memorial of the Omaha Board of 
Trade and others, citizens of Nebraska, in favor of the passage of a 
law providing for and granting aid, in the way of compensation, for 
ocean mail steamship service, between the United States and Mexico, 
South and Central America, and other foreign countries. I had sup- 

d that the memorial should go to the Committee on Commerce, 

ut I understand that there is a bill relating to that subject in the 

hands of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. For that rea- 

son I move the reference of this memorial to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 


agreed 
Mr. BOOTH presented resolutions of the Legislature of California, 
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in favor of the passage of a law reserving the fresh waters upon the 
ublic lands of the United States for the and common use of the 

inhabitants of the State or Territory where the same are situated ; 

which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. r 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of California, 

ainst any change in the present rate of duty on imported wines ; 
which was referred to the Committee en Finance. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of California, 
in favor of the abolition of the duty on imported grain-bags, burlaps, 
gunny-bags, or gunny-cloth, or its reduction to 15 per cent. ad valor- 
em; which was referred so the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented a memorial of the city council of 
the city of Cairo, Illinois, in favor of an appropriation by Congress 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 


ments. 

Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 600) in relation to certificates 
of assessment for special improvements in the District of Columbia, 
reported it with amendments, accompanied by a letter from the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, relating to the same subject ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives to the bill (S. No. 349) to authorize the commissioners. of the 
District of Columbia to refund a certain tax erroneously collected, 
reported them with the recommendation that tho Senate agree to 
the same. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 180) to provide for a building 
for the use of the post-office, the United States circuit and district 
courts, and other Government offices at Topeka, Kansas, reported it 
-with amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on the District of Columbia have 
thad the bill (S. No. 694) to incorporate the National Security Life- 
Insurance Company of Washington, District of Columbia, under con- 
sideration, and I am directed to report it with sundry modifications 
in the nature of a substitute. I move that the amendment be printed 

„and the bill recommitted to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. EUSTIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
-to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No, 3712) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Kansas, in the State of Mis- 
-souri, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WINDOM (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 981) for the relief of Howell 
H. Trask ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 982) for the relief of the late 
George Plunkett, ps hora United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 983) for the relief of such members of the 
Menomonee tribe of Indians as may desire to become citizens of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 984) for the relief of William H. Merritt; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Publio Lands. 

Mr. BARNUM (by request) asked, and by unanimons consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 985) to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to audit certain claims against 
the District, and for funding the same; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WALLACE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 986) for the relief of William 
S. Morris, William S. Mann, Charles A. Oakman, George W. Hillman, 
the Union Transfer Company, all of Philadelphia; the Union Trans- 
fer Company of Baltimore, Maryland, and John R. Graham, late of 
Philadelphia, now of Washington, District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 987) granting a pension to 
Alfred Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 988) to reserve the waters of all lakes, rivers, 
and streams upon the public lands from sale, and to dedicate the 
same to the common use of the inhabitants; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 989) for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands and to provide for the repayment of certain fees and commis- 
sions paid on void entries of public lands; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 990) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Jones, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO BILL, 
Mr. WALLACE submitted an amendment intended to be pro: 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal all that part of the act 
approved January 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which au- 
thorized the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of United States 
bonds, and redeem and cancel the greenback currency; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


BILL RECOMMITTED, 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill (S. No. 501) for the relief of John 
C. Birdsell be taken from the Calendar and recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. The reasun for the motion is that a person inter- 
ested in opposition to the bill, has given notice of a desire to be heard 
to a member of the committee. - 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL, 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. On the 2ist instant I introduced a bill (S. 
No. 974) to confirm to the city of Chicago, Illinois, the title to certain 
lands that was referred to the Judiciary Committee. It should have 
been referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on the Judiciary will be 
discharged from its further consideration and it will be referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

ASSISTANT IN SENATE FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following resolution, and ask its con- 
sideration at the present time: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to detail some suitable person, 
now employed about the Capitol, to assist the superintendent of the folding-room 


in getting ont books and documents and attending to such other duty as said super- 
intendent shall direct. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What is the necessity for such a 
resolution ? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is merely to detail some one, who is now em- 
ployed about the Capitol, to assist the superintendent of the folding 
room, and he very badly needs such assistance, as everybody knows 
who has business with him. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Probably the resolution had better 

over. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think if the Senator will examine it he will see 
that 0 be = objection to it. 5 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be reported again. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. E j 

Mr. MORRILL. I rather think that the resolntion is necessary, 
and I hope that it will pass. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to know ifit is n to pass a 
resolution to induce the Sergeant-at-Arms to do such a thing as that. 
If it is necessary I am ready to vote for it. I only want to know what 
the duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms would be without the passage of 
such a resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely say that I understand all the funds 
which have been used heretofore for the employment of persons in 
that branch of the service are exhausted. 

Mr. DAWES. Then as it is not proposed to appropriate any money 
I snppose the Sergeant-at-Arms could direct the employés about the 
Capitol without a resolution of the Senate. If that is not so, the 
duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms should be defined by law. s 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by nnanimons consent, and agreed to: 

That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to deliver to the com- 
missioners of claims five copies of the second volume of the reports of said com- 


missioners upon disallowed claims, said copies to be for the use of the said 
sioners and their office. 


REASSESSMENT OF PROPERTY. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 2371) to amend the act entitled “An act for 
the support of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other p x 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to amend the 
twelfth section of the act named, approved March 3, 1877, sosthat the 
assessors appointed under it, or their successors in office, shall, before 
the Ist day of July, 1878, under the direction of the superintendent of 
assessments and taxes of the District, assess the value of all the real 
and ponon property in the District liable to taxation thereunder, 
and shall state the same in separate books, to be kept in a systematic 
manner; and such value for taxation is to be the true value in the 
lawful money of the United States of the property so assessed. The 


2000 


assessed value is to have reference to the date of the Ist day of June, 
1878, except as to stock in trade, which shall be the average value of 
the stock of merchandise or other articles kept on hand during the 
year ending June 30, 1878. The assessors, between the Ist day of July, 
1878, and the 20th day of July, 1878, are to hold daily sessions for the 

of equalizing the assessments theretofore made by them, and 
for the purpose of hearing and determining any and all appeals from 
the valuations theretofore made by them. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire, in accordance with the instructions of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, to move to strike ont in 
the tenth line of the first section of the bill the word “July” and to 
insert August;“ and also in the twenty-third line of the same sec- 
tion, and in the eatin! Miya line, to strike out “July” and insert 
August,“ allowing the assessors one month more time than the 
period named in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CONGRESSIONAL CONTINGENT FUNDS. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for a deficiency in the 
miscellaneous fund of the Hoase of le resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates 830,000 to 
meet the miscellaneous expenses of the House of Representatives, to 
be disbursed by the Clerk of the House. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the following: 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated. out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to meet the contingent ex- 
penses of the Senate, namely: 

Fe eran BO eee bela 
tive act for the 8 ne floss] your, a i 7575 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act to provide for defi- 
ciencies in the miscellaneous fund of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives.” 

WARREN MITCHELL. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Warren Mitchell. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Warren Mitchell, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury derived from the proceeds of captured and abandoned property, 
$128,692.22, being the proceeds of cotton taken from him at Savannah, 
Georgia, which have been paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are two reports: a report of the commit- 
tee and a minority report. 

Mr. e 8 ow was the bill reported, favorably or ad- 
versely 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Adversely by the majority, The bill 
was introduced, on the basis of the minority report, on leave. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The report of the committee is adverse to the 
bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask that the majority and minority reports both 


be read. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that the report of the com- 
mittee—that is. the majority report—be first read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The majority report will be first read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. MCMILLAN, from 
the Committee on Claims, on the 6th instant. 


JUDGE W. R. WHITTAKER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate by prior assignment proceeds to the consideration of the reso- 
lution introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Howx.] 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Howe on the 
20th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform the Senate whether W. R. Whittaker, who recently presided in 
the superior criminal court of the parish of Orleans, was formerly employed either 
in the internal-revenue service or as assistant treasurer at New Orleans ; if so, dur- 
ing 8 of time; whether in either of said capacities the said Whittaker 
is a deffulter to the United States, and to what amount, and under what circum- 
stances; whether logal proceedings have been taken against said Whittaker, either 
civil or criminal, and with what result; whether such peenu are still pending, 
or, if discontinued, when they were discontinued, and by whose direction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate agree to 
the resolution; upon which question the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Howe] is entitled to the floor. i 

Mr. I am of course willing that our friend from Wis- 
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consin shall be heard, but I wish it distinctly understood that the 
funding bill is laid aside only informally, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, during the past year we have seen here 
and everywhere throughout the country small but active squads of 
political inquisitors busy with the work of assorting the republican 
party, gathering into hallowed garners all those who avow themselves 
supporters of “the President’s policy,’ and pouring unquenchable fire 
upon all the rest. Poles have been set up at all the cross-roads, 
inscribed with the President's policy“ have been suspended from 
them, and the self-appointed inquisitors have lurked in convenient 
jungles to detect who did and who did not uncover under the flag. 

It has happened to me to be advertised quite beyond the pale of my 
own modest seeking as an opponent of the “President's policy.” To 
the doctors of the inquisition it seems no longer a question of moment 
whether one be a republican ora democrat. The absorbing question 
is, does he support the “President's policy” or does he not? 

Sir, I have had no wish to conceal any opinion of mine which the 
public was interested to know. Nevertheless, I have not hitherto 
answered to this accusation. I did not like to plead “guilty,” for I 
hoped I was innocent, and I did not like to plead “not guilty” for I 
feared I might be guilty. I had withheld no honest effort to elect 
Mr. Hayes. It must of necessity pain me to be found not in accord 
with his views ; and it must pain me still more to find he was not in 
accord with mine. My uncertainty arose notfrom the fact that I was 
1 of my own policy, but because I was not sure I understood 

is. 5 

My own policy is a very simple one and may be briefly stated. 
Toward the States of the South my policy has been identical with 
the policy I have held toward the States of the North. I demand 
only that every legally ana elector in every State, South or 
North, democrat or republican, black or white, shall be permitted, 
undisturbed by force and unawed by fear, to vote at all elections at 
the place prescribed by law and nowhere else, just once, and no more 
than once; that every vote so cast shall be honestly counted, and 
that every person chosen by such votes to any office shall be freely 
inducted into it. That is my southern policy and the whole of it. 
The very head and front of my offending against the South hath this 
extent, no more. 

It was that same sentiment which, as I understand, animated the 
Cincinnati convention, when it declared, in 1876, “it to be the solemn 
obligation of the legislative and executive departments of the Gov- 
ernment to put into immediate and vigorous exercise all their con- 
stitutional powers for removing any just causes of discontent on the 
part of any class, and for securing to every American citizen com- 
plete liberty and exact equality in the exercise of all civil, political, 
and public rights. To this end we imperatively demand a Congress 
and a Chief Executive whose courage and fidelity to these duties shall 
not falter until these results are placed beyond dispute or recall.” 

And it was this same sentiment which, as I understand, inspired 
the President when in his letter of acceptance he said: 

What the South most needs is peace; and depends upon the su 
of the law. There can be no enduring peace if the pecan rights of 1 — 
portion of the people are habitually garded. 

Of course I did not like to believe that the President would aban- 
don any part of this policy. so reasonable in itself and so explicitly 
proclaimed both by himself and by the convention which placed him 
in nomination. 

Concerning the civil service my policy is not a bit more complicated. 
I would have that service administered by the best men attainable, 
and I believe a republican President should, as the Cincinnati conven- 
tion declared, select republicans for all“ those places where ely ie 
and vigor of administration require its policy to be represented.” 
believe, as the President dectared in his inaugural address, that, once 
commissioned, “ the officer should be secure in his tenure as long ag 
his personal character remains untarnished and the performance of 
his duties satisfactory.” Such was the command of the tenure-of- 
office act. I struggled for that enactment under the administration 
of President Johnson and I struggled just as hard against its repeal 
under the administration of President Grant. 

On the 29th of March, 1869, I spoke against the repeal of the act, 
concluding my remarks in these words: 

If you see ut this mod the books, which is now 
the Senate, = thateopeal eee by ne House, 1 n 
to dissent from both; and I will wait for my vindication until the present occupant 
of the office shall retire from it, and in the course of years, hereafter, you may 
see — momen once more occupied by a man like unto him who has recently 
reti 


Am I about to witness my own vindication ? 

This is the whole of my civil-service policy. 

Until I listened to the message which the President sent to us upon 
the opening of this session of Congress, I was not quite sure whether 
he was or was not in accord with these views. He was elected by a 
party 90 per cent. of which, I am confident, hold precisely these views, 
and do not propose to abandon them, whoever may counsel such aban- 
donment. Still, some things had happened since his inauguration not 
at all in harmony with the policies I have indicated. He had selected 
for his Cabinet one man who was not a republican but a democrat. 
Still the individual was so well known to me and I believed so implic- 
itly in the moderation of his opinions, in the justness of his senti- 
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ments, and the integrity of his character that, if I could not have ad- 
vised his selection, I could not and did not complain of it. 

He had selected one other, who, although not a democrat, was yet 
not a republican; who was equally at home with all parties and in 
all places. By turns he had been everywhere aud had espoused and 
deserted every party. He spoke like an oracle, and his facile speech 
could be fitted to the vicissitudes of parties as readily as a double- 
faced satin can be turned to hide the accidents of society. His 
critiques upon his political associates always gave him popularity 
with his political opponents; and he resembled the prophets in never 
being without honor, except where he happened to reside. Incon- 
stant in everything else, he has been constant to his trade: that of 
politics. He entered upon that before he was of age, and he has pur- 
sued it since without variableness or shadow of turning. His first 
enterprise was to revolutionize the government under which he was 
born. That failed and he fled. He was for a short time a lawyerin 
Wisconsin, but without clients. He was a minister at Madrid, but 
did not reconstruct the diplomacy of the world. He was a major- 
general, but perverse history refused to record hisvictories. He Was a 
newspaper correspondent, and was not unsuccessful. Hewasan editor 
in Detroit, and was not successful. He was transplanted into Mis- 
souri, and the generous republicans of that State bore him into this 
Senate. That elevation did not prove fatal to him; but his party died, 
and died not in spite of him, but because of him, aud under blows 
which he inflicted. 

Having outraged one party and not yet received absolution from 
the other, he denounced both as machines, Having failed as a dealer 
in legitimate politics, he turned his attention to the contraband arti- 
cle. In 1872 he helped to lead Horace Greeley and B. Gratz Brown 
to the Baltimore market; and taught the democracy of that year they 
should call nothing common or unclean if it promised “to beat Grant.” 
For six years he traduced the republican party, probably throughout 
Tae States, with more rhetoric, and in more languages than any man 

iving. 

Upon that illustrious captain who from the 4th of July, 1863, to the 
4th of March, 1877, led the republican party; who always led his 
party to victory and always lifted his country to renown; at whose 
approach, but recently, the eastern continent stood up and uncov- 
ered, he threw more mud than any dredge, not worked by steam, ever 
threw in the same time. 

He did not fail to learn wisdom from experience. In 1872 he found 
it was not easy to make the country accept his candidate, but it did 
not follow that he could not make the country’s candidate accept 
him. Soin 1876 he convened his disciples once more in the city of 
New York. That he might be sure of society he is said to have 
selected them all himself. He admitted to that convention only “by 
card.” To that assembly he revealed the doctrine, quite new in the 
science of politics, that the true reformer would judge parties not by 
measures but by men; that platforms were “ worn-out clap-trap ;” 
that the reformers were indifferent alike to all platforms, but were 
determined to have for the Presidency no man “ whose very name is 
not conclusive evidence of the most uncompromising determination 
of the American people to make this a pure Government once more.” 

He vouchsafed no hint to the country where such a man was to be 
found. He was himself placed at the head of a committee to deter- 
mine which one of the political parties happened to stumble upon 
that man. In due time the Cincinnati convention stumbled upon 
Rutherford B. Hayes, of Ohio. Some two weeks later the Saint Louis 
convention presented the name of Samuel J. Tilden. At length the 
country was cheered by the announcement that the committee of re- 
vision appointed in New York had discovered in the nominee of the 
Cincinnati convention that man “whose name was conclusive evi- 
dence of the most uncompromising determination of the American 
people to make this a pure Government once more.” 

And, by a happy coincidence, it seems the nominee of that conven- 
tion discovered in the chairman of the committee of revision, who had 
triumphed in no other business, the very man to master the varied 
and complicated interests committed to the Interior Department. I 
do not assert that these two discoveries held to each other the rela- 
tion of cause and effect. So far from knowing that, I do not even 
know, nor does the world know, which is the elder discovery. 

But Cabinet officers are understood to be ministers of the President 
rather than of the public; and looking upon these selections as mat- 
ters of taste, it was not difficult for a republican to acquiesce in them 
although quite difficult to commend them. The worst that could be 
said of either of these acts was that in matters where the President 
had eea om of choice he had made a bad choice or not the best choice 
possible. 

One other act was spen to graver criticism. In the selection of Sec- 
retaries and other subordinates, the President has great latitude for 
the exercise of discretion; but in the selection of governors of States 
he has no diseretion whatever. The people of the several States in 
the exercise of their own uncontrolled discretion select their own gov- 
ernors. Upon the President is charged the single duty of recognizing 
such governors as the people of the several States may from time to 
time make choice of. 

When the President was inaugurated, Stephen B. Packard was gov- 
ernor of Louisiana. Within sixty days after that inauguration he 
ceased to be governor. When he disappeared the will of Louisiana 
was subverted and trampled upon. Such an event is always matter 
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of sincere regret to all who respect republican institutions. But very 
few such events would be required to render republican institutions 
that by-word and that hissing on this continent which for centuries 
they have been ou the other. Contemporaneonsly with the disappear- 
ance of Governor Packard in Louisiana there be to be much talk, 
some applause, and more criticism of what was called the“ President's 
southern policy.” There was to my knowledge no authoritative 
definition of that policy. I was not myself prepared to believe it 
covered or aimed at such events as had transpired in Louisiana. 

I supposed Packard ceased to be governor of Louisiana because he 
could not help himself and because the President felt unable to help 
him. I could not believe the President was guided by policy, but by 
necessity, either actual or seeming. True, the newspapers re- 
ported that certain-gentlemen had been sent to Louisiana; sent, it 
was said, by the President. The newspa called them “commis- 
sioners.” But it was not said to whom the gentlemen were commis- 
sioned, and there was no authority of law for sending such commis- 
sioners to anybody in Louisiana. It seemed, therefore, more natural 
to infer that the so-called “commissioners” were merely personal 
friends of the President, invited to assist him in the performance of 
some duty imposed by law rather than ministers employed to develop 
anew and far-reaching policy. This inference was strengthened, and 
not weakened, by the report that the Secretary of State gave to the 
commissioners a letter of instructions, which appeared in the public 
prints; for the letter did not rt to emanate from the State De- 
partment, but simply from Washington, and it bore no oficial signa- 
ture whatever. 

It was hardly credible that if the President had resolved upon a 
definite policy to execute in Louisiana, his premier should hesitate 
to avow that policy officially: Moreover, it was noticeable that the 
Secretary nowhere told the commissioners that it was the President’s 
policy to hurl Mr. Packard from his office, or to let him be hurled 
from it. On the contrary, the letter informed the so-called commis- 
sioners that “upon assuming his office the President finds the situa- 
tion of affairs in Louisiana such as justly to demand”—what? Not 
any particular course of action, but simply “his prompt and solicit- 
ous attention.” “For,” it was 5 “this situation presents 
as one of its features the apparent intervention of the military power 
of the United States, in“ — What? Not in F legal or an ille- 
gal, an actual or a pretended government, but simply in “the domes- 
tie controversies which undoubtedly divide the opinions and disturb 
the harmony of the people of that State. This intervention arising 
during the term and by the authority of his predecessor throws no 
present duty upon the President except to examine and determine the 
real extent and form and effect to which intervention actually exists, 
and to decide as to the time, manner, and conditions which shall be 
observed in putting an end to it. 

Undoubtedly if the military power of the United States had inter- 
vened in purely domestic controversies in Louisiana it was quite 
proper, if not important, that the President should know why they 
intervened, how far they intervened, and upon what condition that 
intervention should be withdrawn. And the Secretary proceeded: 

It is in aid of his intelligent and prompt discharge of this duty that the Presi- 
dent has sec the services of this commission to supply by means of its exam- 
a conducted in the State of Louisiana, some information that may be perti- 
nen 

To what? Not to the execution of any well-defined policy, already 
resolved upon, but simply “to the circumspection and security of any 
measures he may resolve upon.” 

Seeking information pertinent to the circumspection and security 
of measures to be resolved upon is a very different thing from giving 
directions how to execute measures already resolved upon. 

It is true also that Governor Packard disappeared while those gen- 
tlemen were in Louisiana. That circumstance is indeed suspicious. 
It su ts the possibility that they might have been accessory to the 
fact. But, although suggestive, it is not conclusive inst the vis- 
itors. They reported the results of their visit to the ident. It 
is remarkable that while they did not deny their complicity with the 
deposition of a governor.they did not admit it. They did not seem 
even to be aware that a pid staged had been deposed. In their report 
hey speak at some length of the transmogrification which had been 
effected in the Legislature, and seemed quite sure reform had been 
achieved in that department of the government; but apparently they 
left the executive department precisely as they found it. They seem 
to have found two pretended governors, and, knowing there could be 
but one, recognized both—called both by their official titles. Accord- 
ing to their report each governor had a skeleton 8 with him. 
One had his skeleton at the State-house, where there ought to have 
been a living Legislature; and the other had his at another place, 
where there ought not to have been the shadow of a Legislature. 
There was not a quorum of both houses in either place. 

While those visitors were in Louisiana the work of reform so pros- 
pered that, instead of getting the Legislature all into the State-house, 
where it ought to have been, they got the legislative skeleton 
out of the State-house and united it to that other skeleton at Odd- 
Fellows’ Hall, where both the skeletons were equally offensive in the 
eye of the law. 

The visitors did not avow any direct agency in that work of transmog- 
rification. They did hint at such agency, when in their report they 
admit that on the 20th of April they suggested to the President “that 
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the immediate announcement of the time when the troops would be 
withdrawn to their barracks would be better for the peace of Louis- 
iana than the postponement of such an announcement to some distant 
day.” But while they told the President precisely how ERER, ally 
gainea senators and representatives had assembled at Odd- Fellows’ 

all, where no senator and no representative ought to have appeared, 
they did not intimate to the President what became of either of the 
pretended governors. 

Moreover, those gentlemen spent some three weeks in Louisiana. 
Their instructions were dated on the 2d of April, and their report on 
the 2ist of the same month. If it was their mission there to dispose 
of a pretended governor, they consumed quite too much time in the 
operation. Three hours should have been abundant for such a pur- 

If, on the contrary, it was their mission to depose an actual 
governor, they did not consume time enough. Under the constitu- 
tion of Lonisiana, four years are required for that purpose. 

I could not therefore see in all that transpired in Louisiana the 
development of a new policy for the republican party or the aban- 
donment of an old palsy. I saw only acquiescence in what seemed 
to be a disagreeable necessity. I thought the President acted, not 
with rashness, but with deliberation. 

If the act was applauded somewhat too much in one section of the 
country I felt that as a republican I could tolerate that. Repub- 
licans had not been surfeited with uf e from that section. It was 
not unnatural that democrats should manifest some gratification at 
the disappearance of a republican governor in Louisiana. They had 
made altogether too manifest their disposition to dispense even with 
a republican President for the United States. But I was not pre- 
pared to see the act advertised as one of the President’s choice, which 
every republican as well as every democrat was bound to approve. 

There is found in military history the record of more than one 
retreat which has been pronounced “ masterly;” and John Phenix 
improved upon the idea by boasting how he held his antagonist down 
by inserting his nose between the other’s teeth. Yet, in fact, retreats 
are never “ masterly,” and most combatants would prefer to let their 
antagonists stand up rather than to hold them down after the Phe- 
nix fashion. 

It was therefore matter of surprise, and of profound regret also, that 
I heard the President declare in his late annual message that “the 
discontinuance of the use ef the Army for the purpose of upholding 
local governments in two States of the Union was no less a constitu- 
tional duty and requirement, under the circumstances existing at the 
time, than it was a much-needed measure for the restoration of local 
self-government and the promotion of national harmony.” 

that be a correct definition of the President's southern policy, I 
am no longer in doubt as to whether | approve itor not. It is impos- 
sible that 1 should approve it, now or ever. It is a clear abandonment 
of one of the plainesf and most solemn duties charged upon the Pres- 
ident by the Constitution and the laws of the United States. By 
the Constitution it is provided that— 

The United States shall to every State in this Union a republican 
form of government, and protect each of them * * * on cation 
the Legislature, or of the executive (when the Legislature cannot be convened) 
against domestic violence. 

Such is the solemn tee made by the Constitution on behalf 
of the United States. It is clear and unambiguous, shall pro- 
tect each State against domestic violence, if called upon by the W sega 
or by the governor when the Legislature cannot be convened. The duty 
thus charged upon the United States was by Congress, more than 
eighty years ago, delegated to the President. By the act of 1795 the 

was authorized, in case of an insurrection in any State 
against the government thereof “to call forth such number of the 
militia of any other State or States * as he may judge suffi- 
cient to suppress such insurrection.” And by the act of 1807 the 
President was authorized to employ for the same purpose, “such a 
of the land or naval forces of the United States as shall be judged 


necessary. 

If, then, Packard was the governor of Louisiana, and if he asked 
the President to defend his authority against domestic violence, it 
was plainly his duty to eae pd the Army, and if need be the Navy, 
and if need be the militia of any of the States, or of all of the States, 
to uphold that local government. Self-government in a State is the 

vernment not of the strongest but of the greatest number. In the 

age of the President's inaugural, it must be a government 

which submits loyally and heartily to the Constitution and to the 
laws—the laws of the nation and the laws of the States themselves— 
accepting and obeying faithfully the whole Constitution as it is.” 

Preponderance of physical strength does not always coincide with 
preponderance of numbers. The bullies can often beat the ballots. 
And even when the a in a State are physically stronger than 
the minority, the President has no right to leave the majority to the 
chances of the encounter. The United States has teed the 
majority against those chances. Not an election has occurred in a 
northern State for many years which has not shown parties so evenly 
balanced as that if the minority had appealed to force it would have 
had a fair chance of success. 

Accident often controls the result of a battle. The result of a bat- 
tle has often decided the fate of a cause or of a dynasty. 

Every State is guaranteed by the Constitution against such chances; 
and, what is of infinitely more importance, against the expenditure of 


blood and treasure, inevitable if hostile parties in a State are left to 
fight for supremacy between themselves. The authority and the 
power of the United States thrown upon the right side of a contest 
within a State, not only insures the triumph of the right, but insures 


it at the least possible cost, often without any cost whatever. 

The predecessor of Governor Packard was in a single day driven by 
revolutionary force from the executive office; but a tele from 
the President reinstated him therein, and not a drop of blood was 
shed in the cause. 

When during the past summer the governor of West Virginia called 
on the President for national help against the labor riots, the latter 
did not leave the people of that State to govern themselves, but saved 
blood and treasure by throwing the national authority on the side of 
the local government. 

3 Evarts in his instructions to the Louisiana visitors suggests 

An attentive consideration of the conditions under which the Federal Constitu- 
tion and the acts of Congress provide aR savage oped gal er pf the Pres- 
ident in protection of a State domestic violence has satisfied the President 
that the use of this authority in determining or influencing disputed elections in 
a State is most carefully to be avoided. 

And he asserts that— 

Neither the constitutional provision nor the acts of Congress were formed with 
any such design. 

But if the President really came to any such conclusion he is un- 
happily at variance with the doctrine avowed by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, as expressed by Justice Story in the case of 
Martin rs. Mott, with the concurrence of the whole court; and with 
the doctrine avowed by the same court by Chief-Justice Taney in 
Luther rs. Borden, In the last case the court said: 

The power of deciding whether the exigency had arisen upon which the Govern- 
TTT 

2 ently 
he —ů deerme ne what body of men constitute the my re, and who ia the 
governor, before he can act. The fact that both parties the right of govern- 
ment cannot alter the case; for both cannot be entitled to it. If there is an armed 
conflict like the one of which we are speaking, it is a case of domestic violence, and 
one of the parties must be in insurrection against the lawful government; and the 
President must of necessity decide which is the government, and which party is 
unlawfully arrayed against it. 

There is the President’s duty twice written. Written in the text of 
an ancient law so plain that he who reads may understand; and 
written again in a judgment of the Supreme Court so plain that he 
who rans may read. en, therefore, the President abandoned the 
government of Louisiana to domestic violence, he surrendered the 
constitutional rights of a single State. But when he advertised that 
he would never interfere where the result of an election is disputed, 
he surrendered a national prerogative vital to our institutions. He 
abjured a constitutional duty essential toevery State. He e 
license to insurrection, He notified the minority in every State, wheu 
defeated by the ballot, to appeal to the bayonet; and he proclaimed 
in advance that the nation shall be neutral in the conflict. Even 
before this unparalleled desertion it was possible to be silent if so 


of | commanded in the interests of harmony; but when commanded by a 


garrulous faction, intent only upon executive patronage, to approve 
the monstrous wrong, I answer, not until I am prepared to forswear 
the Constitution of my country and my own constitution as well. 

Of course, if Packard was not elected governor of Louisiana then 
the Army of the United States ought not to have been employed to 
defend his poreon of the office. Then it was the constitutional 
duty of the ident to refuse the use of the Army for that purpose. 
But if the Constitution forbade the President to use the Army for the 
defense of Governor Packard, it forbade him to use the Army for any 
purpose whatever. If Mr. Packard was not elected governor of Lou- 
isiana nothing can be more certain than that Mr. Hayes was not 
elected President of the United States. Without the electoral vote 
of Louisiana the whole world knows that Mr. Hayes had not the 
votes in the electoral college necessary to constitute an election; and 
if Louisiana did not vote for Packard, the whole world knows that 
Louisiana did not vote for Hayes. Packard received nearly two thou- 
sand votes more than some of the Hayes electors. 

Under the Constitution the President had but one plain duty to 
discharge. That was to ascertain whether the constituted tribunals 
of Louisiana had declared Packard to be governor. If so, then to 
defend his authority to the extent of his ability when legally required 
so todo. If they had not so declared, then it was equally his duty, 
not merely to have withheld all support of Packard’s pretense, but 
to have given all required support to the claim of Packard’s rival. 
It was his duty to have done that, not merely on the 20th of April, 
but to have done it on the 4th of March, immediately upon his assum- 
ing the office of President; and if he found it his constitutional duty 
to require Packard to surrender his office, he should have also recog- 
nized the duty of surrendering his own. 

I do not mean to intimate a doubt that President Hayes was enti- 
tled to the vote of Lonisiana. It is my settled belief that Louisiana 
declared for him. But all I certainly know is that if Packard was not 
elected, President Hayes was not. If the latter is not a usurper Nich- 
olls is. I can see no possible escape from the conclusion either that 
the President has usurped his own office or that he has aided Gov- 
ernor Nicholls to usurp his. I can conceive how an apt politician, 
with handy convictions, trained to follow his wishes as the tides fol- 
low the moon, might fancy he believed either that Louisiana voted 
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for Tilden and Nicholls or for Hayes and Packard; but no human 
opinion is sufficiently pliant to believe that Hayes received the vote 
of Louisiana and that Packard did not. That result is simply im- 
ible. 

1 the difficulties by which the President was environed, that 
the Army was shrunken to a skeleton, that it was exhausted in its 
conflicts with savages in the Northwest, and that a democratic House 
had deliberately refused to appropriate money for its support except 
upon the condition that it should not be employed in defense of the gov- 
ernment of Louisiana, I felt no disposition to complain of his neglect. 
But when that neglect is paraded, not as a necessity but as a policy, 
and when I am required, upon my allegiance, not merely to excuse 
but to applaud it, I must decline. And I must be allowed to add that 
the path of duty was mapped out before the President, by the Con- 
stitution last March, quite as plainly as before President Buchanan 
in the winter of 1861; that his duty was less difficult of execution 
than was the duty charged upon Mr. Buchanan, and the desertion of 
the former was not less flagrant than that of the latter. 

It is attempted to justify the treatment of Louisiana as being a 
measure much needed for the “promotion of national harmony.“ I 
do not underrate the value of that great interest; but there is a price 
which we cannot afford to pay for national harmony. We cannot 
aftord to purchase it by the sacrifice of the constitutional rights of 
majorities. Upon the protection of those rights hangs the perpetuity 
of our institutions, When they are sacrificed the American system is 
gone, Besides, all our history has proved, if it proves anything, that 
national harmony cannot be secured by sacrificing right to wrong. 
It caunot be even promoted by such means. Prophecy is but another 
name for calculation, When we correctly comprehend the past it is 
not difficult to unfold the future; and if I have not misread the past, 
then I can most confidently predict that in the future national har- 
mony is not to be secured by disobedience to constitutional duty, nor 
by infidelity to “local self-government.” We have tried those meth- 
ods for nearly a century. 

When the convention assembled which framed our Constitution 
nothing more was intended than to amend the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, to patch up the compact between the States. They did not 
mean to create a new government, supreme over all the States. 

But after the convention assembled it very soon became apparent 
that in order to secure “a more efficient government” for the United 
States the several States must surrender sovereignty. 

For that measure, however, their constituents were not prepared. 
The States were reluctant to accept such a Constitution when it was 
offered to them, and hesitated long before they did accept it. In 
order to secure their compliance the friends of the Constitution indus- 
triously published the weakest interpretations of it. 

Immediately upon its adoption, those who had resisted it upon the 
plea that it deprived the States of sovereignty at once n to insist 
that the States were still sovereign in spite of the Constitution. To 
conciliate the opponents of the Constitution by a gradual renuncia- 
tion of its authority, was the work of the first administrations. 

The story is told of a hardy frontiersman who, when with his 
family he was pursued by wolves, directed his wife to check the 
pursuit by occasionally dropping a child out of the sleigh. That 
measure was successful, and the mother in narrating the adventure 
pouty remarked that though they lost all their children, yet by the 

7 of God she and her husband both reached home safely. 

The federal party was less triumphant. The pursuing republicans 
devoured every constitutional prerogative which the federalists re- 
nounced, and after twelve short years, despite the effulgence which 
the dying Washington left upon its head, they swallowed the federal 
party itself. 


On my first introduction to politics I found the nation cashiered. 
The federal authority had become a mere aid-de-camp to the soverei 


States. But still the national harmony was not established. The | 


sleuth-hounds of politics were even then sniffing along all our high- 
ways, eager to overtake and tear down some unfortunate who might 
have the smell of federalism upon his 1 Then the hunger 
for national harmony, which impels all sentimental statesmen, set 
before the country a new effort at conciliation. 

The cotton-gin had elevated slavery into a commanding interest. 
To conciliate it, to reconcile it to the Union, became the object of na- 
tional endeavor. Tle very year after I had cast my first ballot, Will- 
iam Slade, of Vermont, presented in the House of Representatives two 
petitions from constituents of his own, praying for the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia. He moved their reference to a 
select committee. On the 20th of December, 1837, he addressed the 
House upon his motion. 

The Con ional Globe has not preserved that speech, but it has 
preserved the narrative of a scene which transpired during its deliv- 
ery. A Representative from South Carolina interrupted the speaker 
with some Senter remarks not necessary to quote; and then the 
Globe proceeds: 

Mr. Slade again resumed his remarks; and, after proceeding for some time, en- 
tered into an argument touching the subject of slavery in the State of Virginia. 
Tle was about to read a paper on the same subject, whereupon 

Mr. Wise interposed, and said that the gentleman had been discussing the sub- 


ject of slavery in the South, slavery in the State of Virgi slavery in his dis- 
trict; and he now asked his colleagues to retire with him j that Hall. 


A stormy scene ensued which it might be instructive to read. Mr. 


Slade was rudely seated and silenced. Finally, Mr. Campbell, of Vir- 
ginia, gave notice that the Southern delegations were assembled in 
the room of the Committee on the District of Columbia,” and requested 
the presence of “ all gentlemen having slave-holding interests.” Then 
the House . 

On the next day Mr. Patton, of Virginia, asked leave to submit a 
resolution, in the following words: 

Resolved, That all petitions, memorials, and papers touching the abolition of 
slavery, or the buying or selling or transferring of slaves in a State, district, or 
Territory of the United States be laid on the table without being adopted, printed, 
read, or referred, and that no further action whatever shall be had thereon. 

pria rules were suspended to enable Mr. Patton to submit that res- 
olution. 

Mr. Patton said he had offered this resolution in the spirit of peace 
and harmony. “It involves,” said Mr. Patton, “so far as I am con- 
cerned, and so far as concerns some portion of the Representatives 
of the slave-holding States, a concession—a concession which we 
make for the sake of peace, harmony, and Union.” 

The resolutionwas Ne e to. One hundred and twenty-two mem- 
bers of the House voted for it; and but seventy-four voted against it. 

That was perhaps the most generous, if not the only “ concession” 
ever made by Mr. Patton and his friends“ for the sake of the Union.” 
They conceded to the people the right to make and sign petitions, but 
denied to their petitions all utterance, either by printing, by read- 
ing, or by reference. Petitions placed under haystacks would be 
guis as potential, and laid under floor carpets would be more useful. 

he representative of a State had been silenced and seated in the 
House for presuming to speak of slavery in Virginia. The champions 
of the commanding interest had been summoned from the floor of the 
House to a committee-room. On the demand of that conclave the 
House had solemnly renounced the right of petition, and sternly pro- 
hibited all debate “touching the interest of slavery.” 

Still national harmony was not restored, strange us it may seem. 
Further sacrifice was sought for and found. Having Pee tay the 
House against every possible assault which could weaken slavery, its 
champions began to look around tosee what could bedone tostren n 
that interest. 

For a quarter of a century a national ordinance had excluded slav- 
ery from the territory north of a certain latitude. New area must 
therefore be sought forit on the south, Texas wasannexed. Idonot 
stop to notice the methods by which that was effected ; I merely say 
that Texas was annexed, and by that acquisition 274,356 square miles 
of territory were acquired, almost equal to six States of the size of 
New York, In Texas slavery was already planted. Still national 
harmony was not secured. 

A war with Mexico was the price paid for Texas. As the result of 
that war we acquired 657,980 square miles more. Excluding Alaska, 
that is more than one-fifth of the whole area of the United States, 
and is all south of the line which under the act of 1820 marked the 
or ogi boundary of slavery. Still national harmony was not com- 
plete. 

A few cc later we made another acquisition from Mexico through 
what is known as the Gadsden purchase, consisting of 45,535 square 
miles. That is almost as large as New York. Under that treaty we 
disbursed to Mexico ten millions in cash. But that did not secure 
national repose, Still slavery cried for more room, and still the na- 
tion toiled at pacification. 

Then the Missouri compromise was abrogated. For nearly twenty- 
five years that great compact had confined slavery south of 36° 30/ 
north latitude. When the compact was annulled, slavery had free 
course to the north, as toward the south, subject only to the veto of 


the first occupants, or the “squatter sovereigns,” as they were called. 


Even then national harmony lingered. 

Then was F aloe that great exodus rarely equaled since the 
Israelites left Egypt, of Missourians who went out to help the squat- 
ters of Kansas to plant slavery on their soil. Even that did not har- 
monize the nation. 

It is true the dominant interest was not wholly insensible to this 
prolonged effort at conciliation. It was not conciliated at all, but for 
a time did seem to repose some confidence in the National Government, 

By the act of 1850, respecting persons escaping from service, the 
Government was temporarily promoted from aid-de-camp to the slave- 
holding interest, to the overseer of the same. Then the Army and the 
Navy of the United States, and the militia of the States, and every- 
body, everywhere, were organized in one grand slave-hunt. The 
national Constitution had declared that persons escaped from service 
should not be released thereby; and so the Government undertook to 
catch slaves and carry them back. If a mule escape from his owner 
and stray from one State into another, the man who would reclaim it 
must catch it for himself or with such help as he can employ for such 
purpose; and if the right of the claimant is disputed he must vindi- 
cate it before the courts of the State where the mule is found. But 
under the terms of that great act of conciliation if a citizen of Georgia 
made claim to a man in New York or Massachusetts the claim was not 
preferred to a court, but to a court commissioner—not necessarily to 
a regular court commissioner, but as well to a special one appointed 
for that special hearing. The court commissioner ordered any mar- 
shal or any man, or any number of men he might select, to catch the 
person claimed. The persons designated to aid the catching might 
order all citizens to assist. And if, when the man was seized, the 
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commissioner adjudged the claim good, he granted a certificate which 
authorized the claimant to remove the individual to his own State, 
in spite of all the courts, State or Federal, in the State where the 
man was found. And the commissioner was distinctly offered a 
bounty of $5 for deciding in favor of the claimant. If the claimant 
or any vagabond he might make his agent for the purpose would 
make an affidavit that he feared a rescue of the one arrested, then 
that officer making the arrest was required, with such assistance as 
he might select, to convey the y arrested from his own home to 
the home of the claimant. Still the dominant interest was not con- 
ciliated. It grew more and more discontented. J 

In 1831 the Legislature of Georgia adopted a series of resolutions, 
from the first of which I quote the following words: 

000 and the same is hereby, a; to be paid to 
ws rope wla sbat argast bring a pe ew b oopen 
3 or er of a 
priae published in Gatien of Boston and State of Massachusetts. 

On the 25th of January, 1842, Mr. John Quincy Adams, of Massa- 
chusetts, presented in the House of Representatives a petition ed 
by forty-six persons describing themselves as citizens of Haverhill, 
in the Commesonwealth of Massachusetts, praying Congress to adopt 
measures “peaceably to dissolve the Union of these States.” Mr. 
Adams moved the reference of the petition “to a select committee, 
with instractions to report an answer to the petitioners showing the 
reason why the prayer of it ought not to be ted.” For that 
offense an effort was made to visit the mover with the censure of the 
House; but after prosecuting the endeavor for some weeks it was 
abandoned. 

On the 2ist of March following, Joshua R. Giddings, of Ohio, moved 
in the Honse of Representatives a series of resolutions, the most fla- 
grant of which were in the following words: 

brig Carroll, on her late for New Or left 
. — of Pini the slave lawa of that State 8 
urisdiction over the persons on board said brig, and such persons became amena- 


e only to the laws of the United States. 
ved, That the persons on board the said shi: e eee ee pon te 


of rsonal liberty, olated no law of the Unii , incurred no legal penalty, 
and are justly lish to no punishment. 


For that offense Mr. Giddings was not only censured but denounced 
by a yote of the House. 7 5 

Two years later the State of Massachusetts feeling to complain that 
her citizens were seized and imprisoned in other States without being 
charged with any crime, authorized the governor, by a resolution of 
the Legislature, to select an agent to reside at the port of Charleston, 
South Carolina, for a term of time not to exceed one year, and I quote 
from the resolution a statement of the object in the following words: 


The agent selected by the governor of Massachusetts was Samuel 
Hear. . Hoar went to South Carolina, and on his arrival commu- 
nicated to the governor of that State the purpose of his mission. 
The governor referred his letter to the Lactate of the State, and 
thereupon the Legislature resolved : 

That the emissary sent by the State of Massachusetts to the State of South Car- 
olina, with the ayowed purpose of interfering with her institutions and disturb 
ce ine rea ieee 


And again: 

That his excellency the governor be requested to expel from our territory the 
said agent after die notes 8 that the Legislature will sustain the 
executive authority in any measure it may adopt for the purpose aforesaid. 

Mr. Hoar was accordingly expelled from the State of South Caro- 
lina. A distinguished son of that distinguished citizen of Massachu- 
setts thus driven from South Carolina now holds a seat upon this 
flocr. He is one of those who, as it is understood, now pursue the 
unreconciled democrats of the South with small dishes of patronage, 
believing in their speedy capture as fondly as the boys believe they 
will catch the birds whose flight they eagerly follow, if they can only 
sprinkle a little salt on their tails. 

When Jesus of Nazareth was thirty-one years of we are told 
he visited Capernaum. While there he was sent for to heal the serv- 
ant of a centurion, “sick ahd ready to die.” On his way to the 
house friends of the centurion met him, saying in the name of the 
centurion : 

I am not worthy that thou shouldest enter under my roof: 

Wherefore neither thought I myself worthy to come unto Thee: but say ina 
word, and my servant be healed. 


Says his biographer: 


When Jesus heard these things, He marveled at him and turned him about, and 
mena es that followed him, I say unto you, I have not found so great 
no, 


Manifestly Christ had not seen—possibly had not foreseen the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. Tbe faith of the Senator shames that of 
the centurion. ` 

On the 11th day of March, 1874, Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, 
died. In making announcement of that event to the Senate on the day 


following, the eloquent Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] 
said it was one which needs not to be announced, for its dark shadow 
rests gloomily upon this Chamber, and not only upon the Senate and 
capital, but upon the whole country; and the intelligence of which, 
borne on the mysterious wires that underlie the seas, has been car- 
ried to the remotest lands, and has aroused profoundest sympathy 
wherever humanity weeps for a friend, and wherever liberty deplores 
an advocate. 

Afterward, in commemorating the life and services of the deceased, 
the . pe Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LaMar] said, in another 

t 


place, that Mississippi regretted the death of Charles Sumner 

Not because of the splendor of his intellect, thoigh in him were extinguished 
one of the brightest ts which have illuminated the councils of the nation; not 
because of the high 


ture and asna scholarship, and the varied learning which 
his publie efforts as to justify the application 
to him of Johnson's felicitous expression. He attempted nothing that he did not 


career. 

In May, 1856, notwithstanding the enormous sacrifices which had 
been made to secure national harmony, that same Charles Sumner, 
whose death aroused profoundest sympathy throughout the world, 
whose moral traits Mississippi mourned; on the floor of the Senate 
Chamber, in the panoply of a Senator, bearing the commission of a 
sister State, was for parliamentary words uttered in parliamentary 
debate, by a Representative of South Carolina, beaten as only brutal 
men beat dogs. The Senate complained to the House of the conduct 
of its member, but the House refused to expel the member. A few 
years before, when Giddings moved some resolution which the House’ 
did not approve, that body expressed its sentiments in the following 


i unwarrantable, and deserving tho severe condemnation of the people of this 
and unwarran e severe 
country, and of this body in partioular. We 

That resolution passed by a vote of 125 in the affirmative and 69 
in the negative. But when a Senator was cruelly beaten on the floor 
of the Senate by a member of the House, all the House could say of 
the act was expressed in these terms: “ That this House hereby de- 
clares its disapprobation of the said act; and even that p the 
House by a vote of only 106 to 96. 

The member resi his seat, returned to his constituents, and by 
them was returned to the House again by a unanimous vote. It is 
perhaps the only act in history held by any constituent body of such 
transcendent merit as to secure the universal approval of every indi- 
vidual. But the applause of South Carolina did not stop with return- 


g | ing her Representative to the House. By the judicial tribunals of the 


District of Columbia he had been fined for his assault. When his 
constituents voted for the choice of his successor they not only voted 
for him but they deposited with their ballots the money required to 
pay his fine. Mr. Sumner was N by South Carolina as une- 
quivocally as Hoar was expelled by that State, Sonth Carolina 
3 bg beating and paid the penalty which the law imposed 
upon the 

So far in the effort to promote national harmony the right of peti- 
tion had been immolated, freedom of debate had been stifled empires 
had been acquired for the use of the dominant interest, millions had 
been disbursed, wars had been fought, an ancient covenant of repose 
had been broken, but after all harmony did not come. 

Now, grown fat by all it had fed on, intolerance burst all bounds 
and gave loose rein to its appetites. Hitherto a bounty had been 
offered for Mr. Garrison, but he was unquestionably an abolitionist 
and lived in Massachusetts; Martin Van Buren had been denied a 
renomination, but he had objected to the annexation of Texas; Gid- 
dings had been denounced by the House, of which he was a 
member, but he offered an obnoxious resolution ; Hoar had been 
banished and Sumner had been beaten, but the former hud attempted 
to take a census of his fellow-citizens who had been imprisoned with- 
out charge of crime and the latter had criticised the opinions of a 
brother Senator. Those were exceptional cases. Now, at last, other 
and conservative men were proscribed. John Sherman had com- 
mended an obnoxious book, and for that offense it was declared that 
his election as Speaker of the House would be “a burning, wither- 
ing, blistering curse and shame.” William H. Seward had hinted at 
the existence of a law in the universe higher than the Constitution 
of the United States, and for that offense it was declared that his 
election to the Presidency would be a cause for dissolving the Union. 
Stephen A. Douglas had been dropped from the head of a Senate 
committee because, as was explained by Mr. Jefferson Davis, “the 
Senator’s opinion upon the power of a territorial Legislature was 
deemed a sufficient cause, by the democracy, for not continuing hin) 
in the position of chairman of the Committee on Territories,” Repub- 
licanism was banished from the South. In the Carolinas, in Georgia, 
in Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, 5 
and Texas the presidential ticket bearing the names of A am Lin- 
coln and of my honorable friend did not receive a vote. 

And, finally, in 1860, the democratic party was shivered into frag- 
ments to make it possible to elect Lincoln to the Presidency. And 
when he was elected civil war was waged upon the Union to rebuke 
that election. 

In God’s own time the war ended ; ended, as we supposed, in a vic- 
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tory for that triple alliance between the Union, the Constitution, 
poet fos people of the United States. 

Then the American Sisyphus recommenced the labor of reconcil- 
iation. A broad amnesty redeemed from forfeiture, lives, estates, and 

litical privileges. A small number disqualified by the Constitution 
Kom holding Federal offices were referred to Con for the re- 
moval of that single disability ; and Congress speedily made known 
that to secure that removal it was only necessary to ask it. A large 
portion of those who make laws for the Union is composed of those 
who were but lately armed against its life. That element governs 
every State south of the Potomac. Republican governments in two 
States have been surrendered. From all those States but nine repub- 
licans now sit in the other Honse. In very many districts at the last 
election there was but the shadow of republican opposition seen. 
Only five republicans from the disaffected section now remain in the 
Senate. The republican majority here is already but nominal. If 
the opposition does not get possession before by a coup d'état, it will 
take it in a few brief months by election. 

While I am permitted to linger here, I ask of Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber to be merciful in the day of their final triumph; 
to remember then that the republican party only wrested the sword 
from their hands that they might grasp a scepter. Phalaris roasted 
the mechanic who made the brazen bull for him. We have rebuilt 
the Union which they destroyed. We have raised it to an exalted 
rank among the nations of the earth. We shall surrender it, at the 
bidding of the people, to their control; but we never designed it for 
an instrument of torture, and I hope they will be more tolerant than 
the 14 885 of Seeger Let them remember that in the minorit: 
to which we sin ere will be buried the remains of a party whic 
now stands crowned with great achievements, and even in the grave 
to which it goes will be instinct with great memories. Let them re- 
member that in the last two thousand years more than one Saviour 
has been crucified and buried. And let them not pin, that when a 
real Saviour is buried the very heaviest stones rolled against the 
sepulcher will not secure against a resurrection. 

ut still Sisyphus labors in vain, and still Sisyphus labors. Two 
more efforts were possible in the name of conciliation. One was to 
patronize democrats and the other to proscribe republicans. The 
first was undertaken early. Democrats have been selected for dis- 
trict attorneys, for marshals, for postmasters, and for other places 
at home and abroad. Not many,” it is said. My answer is, much 
too many or altogether too few. 

If the object is to seduce democrats into the republican party the 
President has appointed democrats quite too sparingly. Theshepherd 
who would have that flock follow him cannot hapo to get along with 
a very little salt. No an seaman would think of anchoring the 
Great Eastern to a skillet. Such anchorage would be insecure in a 
storm; and no wise statesman will believe that the democratic party 
can be made fast to Colonel Fitzsimmons. 

Lord Dundreary is not at all distinguished for ity; but even 
he discovered that the tail of the dog never waggles the dog; but, 
on the contrary, that the dog always waggles the tail. And there is 
reason to apprehend that the United States marshal for Georgia will 
not waggle the democratic party, but the democratic party will waggle 
the marshal. If the hope is to induce democrats to embrace the re- 
publican cause, he should deluge them with patronage. Republicans 
can dispense with post-oflices if they can perpetuate their principles. 
But if, on the contrary, the object is to persuade republicans to sur- 
render their principles; to make atonement for the last seventeen 
years; to learn to do what disaffection demands, not what discretion 
warrants; to mount guard on the white-line; to squander the pur- 
chase of the costliest struggle known to history; then he does well 
to appoint just democrats enough to stamp them with respectability, 
and to pour the balance of patronage upon such republicans as come 
to such a market. 

I commend the judgment of those Senators on the other side who 
so often protest they do not want democrats appointed to office. 
They are wise beyond their wont, when instead of asking for post- 
offices to reward their partisans, they lead republicans of their selec- 
tion to the White House to be consecrated to their service. 

What the purpose of these eccentric efforts actually is, of course, is 
not for me to say. What the effect is may be clearly seen. The 
8 party has disappeared in the South. In the North it is 
still visible; but even in the North its sentinels no longer make our 
hills resound with the old watch- words, and on the flag which droops 
from the Executive Mansion we no longer read the proud inscription 
which has hitherto inspired every true friend of the Republic between 
the two seas, and been a beacon of hope to millions beyond the seas, 
“Equal rights to American citizens;” but those other words “of 
delusion,” if not of folly, The pacification of the South.” 

And now, it seems, the last effort possible at conciliation is to be put 
forth. Republicans are to be proscribed. The newspapers, assuming 
to speak by authority, advertise that— 

It is the President's firm belief that the republican party cannot continue to 
exist as a national organization and maintain the spirit of hostility to the South 
that BLAINE, CONKLING, and their adherents would bave it do. 

Sir, I shall attempt no defense of Senators CONKLING apd BLAINE. 
I have an abiding faith that they are quite equal to tbeir own defense, 
But for many years I have been accustomed to vote with those Sena- 
tors; and may perhaps be taken for an adherent of theirs. I wish 


therefore to say for myself, that whoever accuses me of “hostility to 
the South” utters a wanton calumny. I have done but two things 
of which the South can complain, not one of which she ought to com- 
plain. I voted to emancipate all her slaves, and to enfranchise all 
her citizens. That is all. 

If any man connected with this Administration is prepared to de- 
nounce either of those as acts of hostility to the South it ought to 
be known. I know that both those acts were beneficent and not 
malevolent in intent. I firmly believe they were beneficent in effect. 
And I believe that the South will never assume that commanding po- 
sition in the industrial world to which her wonderful natural advan- 
tages entitle her until she submits to the guidance of nniversal eman- 
cipation, of universal enfranchisement, and universal culture. 

‘ormerly the South imported dogs from Cuba to hunt down her 
savage foes in the everglades of Florida. But when she would pull 
down an eminent citizen in the North, she always found a pack bred 
among ourselves ready to join in the chase. 

When the chief priests and elders sought witness against Jesus that 
they might put him to death, but found none “ at the last came two 
false witnesses and said, ‘This fellow sai:l I am able to destroy the 
Temple of God and to build it again in three days.’” So, when the 
South has oog for witnesses to silence Slade, to condemn Giddings 
or Sumner or Sherman or Douglass, or to exclude George W. Curtis 
from the lecture-room, she has found false witnesses among their own 
8 ready to swear that they were the enemies of the South. 

South can hardly be blamed for using such instruments when 
they crowd themselves upon her service, but I had hoped the breed 
was extinct. Is it possible a fresh litter has come upon the 
market? 

Mr. President, let no man say I do injustice to the purposes of the 
President. I am not discussing his purposes, but his acts. I under- 
stand that he avows himself still to be a republican and the friend 
of equal citizenship. It is not for me to dispute him, but it is for me 
to say that he has offended both republicanism and equal citizenshi 
as Samuel J. Tilden never would have offended them. Perhaps, h 
Mr. Tilden been made President, events would have transpired in 
South Carolina and Louisiana as they have transpired. Mr, Hampton 
would have been governor in the former State and Mr. Nicholls in the 
latter. So far the offense would have been precisely the same. But 
tbat would have been an offense not against republicanism, but against 
the republicans in those States. Mr. Tilden would have decided, per- 
haps, that Hampton and Nicholls were chosen governors of those 
States, and that, if so, they ought to be recognized; and even if not 
so, since he had jurisdiction of the question, the world would have 

uiesced in his decision. 

ut President Hayes never made such a decision, and dare not 
make it to-day. Mr. Tilden would have excluded Packard and Cham- 
berlain because he decided against their election. President Hayes 
excluded them because their election was disputed. The former 
would have given an erroneous judgment and would then have seen it 
executed. ident Hayes has abandoned the judgment-seat to the 
rifle clubs in those States—left them to make the decision which the 
Constitution and the courts command him to make; and, infinitely 
worse than that, has permitted proclamation to be made in his name 
that when the rifle-clubs choose to take the field in behalf of a ticket, 
that it is not necessary for them to elect their ticket, but only to dis- 
pute the election of the other. 

The President cannot deny the title of Governor Packard and de- 
fend his own. He cannot permit Packard to be ousted because he 
was not elected, and retain the Presidency himself, because the great 
commission decided he was elected. You, sir,if you know you do not 
own my farm, cannot honestly keep possession of it, although it be 
awarded to you by the judgment of the highest court in the land. 

And after all this prolonged effort at pacification, this outpourin 
of concession and ee the angel of peace still refuses to descen: 
upon us. Day after day the President sends the dove out over the 
angry floods, and night after night the bird returns w and leafless, 
In these very days that government which rules in Louisiana, which 
was born of presidential grace and not of popular choice, has signal- 
ized its ingratitude by an act not less insulting to the President than 
atrocious in itself. It has dared to accuse, to try, and to convict a 
member of the State board of returns of the crime of forging the elec- 
tion returns of Vernon Parish for 1876. 

Remember, sir, I do not complain because Anderson was tried for 
a political offense. If he is guilty of the offense charged I have not 
a syllable to urge in his defense. The point I make against the gov- 
ernment of Louisiana is that it prosecuted not in the name of public 
justice but of partisan malice ; that it prosecuted a man guiltless of 
the offense alleged against him, and known to be guiltless. 

Anderson is the victim not of mistake but of malice; not of per- 
sonal but of partisan malice. He was prosecuted by that same fell 
spirit of party spite which prompted Georgia forty years ago to offer 
$5,000 for the privilege of prosecuting Garrison and which twenty 
e ago made South Carolina clap her hands at the whipping of 

umner. 

Anderson stands convicted in a court commissioned by Governor 
1 who, in turn, stands practically commissioned by President 

Fes. 

Sir, I have tried that case myself. I propose now to make a brief 

statement of it to this grand inquest; and I shall be curious to see 
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if in this body there can be found one man bold enough to affirm 


Anderson’s guilt, 

The vote of Vernon Parish as given at the election of 1876 was 
returned at 647 for each of the democratic candidates, at 2 for some 
of the republican candidates, while for the other republicans on the 
ticket no votes were returned. That return was received by the offi- 
cers of the board, of whom Anderson was one. It was opened in the 

ce of 9 respectable committees representing both i aet 
ical parties. h committee copied and printed the return. There 
is no deed on the records of Washington City the contents of which 
are half so widely known as was the character of that return from 
Vernon Parish. 

But when the returns from the different parishes in the State were 
at tabulated and promulgated on the 5th of December, Vernon 
Parish appeared as having given 469 votes for each of the democratic 
candidates and 180 votes for those republicans who actually had 2 
votes, and 178 votes for those who actually received no votes, Thus 
the democratic vote of that parish was promulgated at 178 less, and 
the republican vote at 173 more than the vote actually returned. 

When the Senate subcommittee on Privileges and Elections reached 
New Orleans, about the isth of December, no one, not even the mem- 
bers or the clerks of the returning board, seemed to be aware of the 
manifest error in that statement. In answer to a call from the com- 
mittee the board submitted three certified tables; one showing the 
vote actually returned by the supervisors of parishes, another showing 
the number of votes rejected from count upon allegation of fraud or 
3 and a third showing the vote as finally adjusted and 

romulgat 
ki In the firat and last tables the vote of Vernon Parish was recorded 
as just stated. But from the second table it appeared that the board 
rejected from count, upon proof of intimidation, the vote of three 
polls or voting-precincts, numbered 1, 7, and 10, which had returned 
an aggregate of 179 democratic and no republican votes. Of course 
that table showed conclusively that in the promulgated vote the dem- 
ocratic vote should have been reduced 179 instead of 178, and the 
republican vote should not have been increased at all instead of be- 
increased 178. r 
saw the mistake; no one su it was anything more than 
a mistake, and no one could explain how the mistake occurred. I 
heard no suggestion of fraud or forgery in respect of that discrep- 
ancy, and, so far as I know, no witness was examined for the purpose 
of establishing a fraud. 

In February following, after the Senate and House committees had 
both returned to Washington City, the newspapers announced that 
one J. T. Littlefield had appeared in Washington upon the subpœna of 
the House committee and had produced there the original return from 
Vernon Parish, and had testified before the committee that he himself 
had altered the return by the direction of J. Madison Wells, the chair- 
man of the returning board. Thereupon Mr. Littlefield was hunted 
out and brought before the Senate committee. He was examined at 

at Jongin; The material points in his story were these: That he 

ad acted as a subclerk to the returning board; that he was em- 
ployed by the board at the instance of another clerk, being himself a 
stranger to the members of the board; that on Sunday evening, the 
3d of December, Mr. Wells brought to him the return from Vernon 
Parish; that it ap by that return that poll 2 of that parish had 
given 97 democratic votes and no republican votes; that poll No. 9 
in the same parish had given 81 democratic votes and no republican 
votes; that Mr. Wells directed him (Littlefield) in the presence of the 
other clerks to erase those figures from the democratic column and 
transfer them to the republican column; that he explained his pur- 
pose to be, to effect the election of a district attorney, a district judge, 
and if possible the State senator; that he named the ms in whose 
interest he directed the forgery and lest the clerk might forget the 
names he was directed to write them down; (as if votes transferred from 
Brown to Smith would not count for Smith unless the agent was spe- 
cially notified that such was the pu of the transfer; and as if they 
would cease to count for Smith if the agent should fail to remember 
his name ;) that with the aid of other clerks, he (Littlefield) made the 
alterations directed; that a day or two afterward Wells told him to 
destroy the altered returns; (as if the value of the forged instru- 
ment depended not upon the use but upon the destruction of it;) 
that he dia not destroy the paper but took it to his home; that after 
the committees of the Senate and House reached New Orleans, and 
commenced their investigations, Wells grew anxious about the forgery; 
that he to concert measures to cover it up; that attention had 
been called to the fact, either through the newspapers or by the Mor- 
rison commi that the republican vote in Vernon Parish had been 
raised by the addition of 178; that, thereupon, Wells directed him- 
self and another clerk, by the name of Davis, to find polls which cast 
“ about 178 democratic votes,” in order that the board might procure 
affidavits and reject those polls; that they found three polls which 
east in the aggregate 179 democratic votes; that thereupon Wells 
procured some affidavits impeaching those three polls, and on the 18th 
day of December handed them to Davis another clerk; that Davis 
said “this is about as good a thing as I ever saw,” or something like 
that, in a langhing sort of mar. And those polls wererejected ; that he 
was himself ashamed of the forgery, and resolved to conceal his share 
in it; that, accordingly, about the 19th of December, he revealed the 
crime to two men; that one of the two was his uncle, by the name of 


Spearing, a democrat, and the proprietor of a livery-stable in New 
Orleans, and the other was a republican from Iowa by the name of 
Gifford ; that Gifford desired to suppress the forged return, and wanted 
Littlefield to take it to Washington, where he expressed the opinion 
the Treasury would pay $100,000 for it; that Spearing desired not to 
suppress it, but to use it for the benefit of the democratic party; that 
he, Littlefield, was wholly opposed to Sood the paper; neverthe- 
less, on the same evening on which he made the revelation to Spear- 
ing and Gifford, he accompanied those gentlemen to a telegraph office, 
and helped Gifford to write a dispatch to a republican Senator in 
Washington, to call his attention to the t discovery; that the 
telegram did not arouse sufficiently the interest of the republican 
party; and thereupon, on the 24th of December, he placed the forged 
instrument in the hands of e bare in company with Spearing, 
he left New Orleans on Christmas Day for Saint Louis; that at Saint 


Louis they met one Murphy, a democratic lawyer, from the State of 
Towa, who had formerly in New Orleans; that the trio proceeded 
from Saint Louis to Springfield, Illinois, where they had an interview 
with Governor Palmer; t then and there such proceedings were 


had as led Spearing to return to New Orleans, while he, Littlefield, 
went on to Boston; that in a short time he received a tele from 
Spearing which brought Littlefield to New York; that in New York 
he met Spearing, who served upon him a subpœna which brought 
him te Washington as a witness before a committee of the House of 
Representatives. i 
ach was Littlefield’s story, twisted out of him by a three da 

examination. In challenging the judgment of the Senate upon the 
truth of this story I discard all the ord ph Seed by which the credit 
of a witness is usually tried. Littlefield tells a story of his own man- 
ner of life which plainly shows that if he never committed a felony 
he was not withheld by any moral restraints; and he admits that he 
has committed a felony, because he falsely altered a public record, at 
a mere invitation, and when ordered to destroy the instrument he 
5 it instead. But I waive all exceptions to his character. 

e is contradicted flatly by other witnesses. The clerks whom he 
accuses of having aided him in the forgery testify that they did not 
aid any such forgery, nor know of it until they heard him testify in 
Washington. The commissioner before whom the affidavits were 
sworn on which the polls in Vernon Parish were rejected swore that 
the affidavits were taken weeks before the vote was promulgated, 
aud not, as Littlefield declared, weeks afterward. Gifford and Gov- 
ernor Palmer contradict him. And the recordsof the board show that 
at the very time Littlefield says he was altering the return of Vernon 
Parish, by transposing the democratic vote to the republican side, un- 
der the direction of Wells, the board had excluded three other polls 
from count on allegation of misconduct. But I waive all these con- 
tradictons. 

He also contradicts himself, and states, retracts, affirms, denies, 
reaffirms, and redenies to an extent rarely if ever witnessed. But I 
waive all those self-contradictions. Either one of these tests applied 
to a plausible story would discredit it with any impartial jury. Pask 
the Senate to waive all this, and to consider the story told by Little- 
field as told by one of good repute, told coherently, and standing 
without contradiction ; and then I challenge the most credulous Sen- 
ator on this floor to say he believes it; and I challenge the most in- 
genious man who hears me to invent one single tint of improbability 
with which Littlefield has not embellished his monstrous falsehood. 

You are asked by him to believe that Wells claimed the authority 
to exclude from count the vote of any poll, or any parish, if fraud or 
intimidation were proved against it; that if such proof were not ten- 
dered he could manufacture it; that he had in fact excluded the votes 
of many polls and of some whole parishes; that by such methods he 
had produced ap t rities RESENS variety of candidates, 
from presidential electors down to parish jud who had in fact 
been defeated ; that on Sunday night, the 3d of December, he formed 
the purpose of achieving the election of some minor officers in Ver- 
non Parish; that just then his right hand forgot its cunning: the art 
of excluding votes from count perished in Louisiana; that accord- 
ingly he resorted to a new expedient: instead of simply refusing to 
count the votes returned, he resolved to erase the votes from the re- 
turns, and not only to erase democratic votes actually returned, but 
to write in republican votes which never were returned; he resolved 
to falsify a paper, the true character of which was in print, and was 
better known to both political parties in New Orleans than is the 
Declaration of Independence. And the incredible does not stop there. 
When he had resolved upon a forgery which could by no possibility 
escape detection, he did not do it himself but charged the duty upon 
a clerk, and selected for that delicate trust the one clerk in his em- 
ploy least known to him and with whom he had no personal relations. 

And the incredible does not stop there. When he had resolved that 
the instrument should be destroyed, he did not himself destroy it 
For that simple piece of rascality he emplo an agent, and he em- 
ployed the same agent, a stranger of whom he knew only that he was 
a Villain, but in whom he seemed to confide so recklessly as not even 
to see whether the paper was destroyed or not. In fine, you have the 
picture of one villain employing another in his rascality, from no sort 
of necessity, but with that simple and artless faith which the nun 
reposes in the novice. And the incredible does not end there; it had 
searcely begun. Wells’s method in trating bis forgery was ra- 
tional compared with his method of hiding it. en he committed 
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tten his old trick of exclusion. When he 

would hide that crime the memory of that trick recurred to him. He 

had never thought to defeat the democrats of Vernon Parish as it is 

claimed he defeated the democrats all over the State, just by refusi 

to count their zom but he erased their votes from the return an 
u 


his forgery he had for 


then wrote in re ican votes. 

Having done that, he attempted toexplain both the decrease of the 
democratic vote and the increase of the republican vote by the trick 
of exclusion. But even that expedient is not more insane than the 
method by which, according to Littlefield, he pursued it. Two weeks 
before Wells had pointed Littlefield to polls 2 and 9 and said, “ Trans- 
pose the democratic votes at these polls to the republican side.” That 
reduced the democratic vote and increased the republican vote just 
178. So much Wells remembered, according to the narrative; but he 
forgot where he found the 178 votes; so he did not tell Littlefield to 
find the polls which he altered, but to find polls which gave “ about 
178 votes.“ And Littlefield and Davis, just as oblivious as Wells, 
never thought of the altered polls, but selected three other polls, 
which did not return 178 democratic votes but did return 179. And 
more marvelous still, it did not occur to Littlefield while inventing 
his monstrous fiction that when Wells told him to search for polls 
returning about 178 votes he must have sup there was no pos- 
sible place where he could find them. Wells supposed that every 

aper which showed the vote of the several Rel in that parish had 
Senn destroyed. According to Littlefield he stood by when the 
commissioner's statement of precinct votes was thrown into the fire. 
He had directed Littlefield to destroy the supervisors statement. 
He supposed that had been destroyed, and so the last paper in which 
he could find the required precinct vote had perished. 

Such is a rough outline of that lie by which a Louisiana court has 
slain Anderson. I do not understand that Littlefield was actually 
sworn upon the trial of Anderson. On the contrary I understand the 
court employed Littlefield’s invention but did not employ him. 

I said not only that Anderson was innocent but that he was known 
to be innocent. In proof of that knowledge I offer no evidence but 
this: that Littlefield told his story last February before the Senate 
subcommittee on Privileges and Elections; that it did not secure the 
respect of a passing notice in the report of either the majority or the 
minority of that committee; that if it was ever believed in Louisi- 
ana it was believed then; but Anderson was not prosecuted till late 
in the summer. He was holding an important trust under the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. Either Louisiana permitted him to 
go at large and hold that trust, believing him to be guilty, during 
the spring and summer, or she prosecuted him in the autumn believ- 
ing him to be innocent. 

Anderson’s conviction has been reversed by the supreme court of 
the State, I have not seen the text of the opinion given by that 
court, but I understand the court to have held that the return from 
Vernon Parish was not a record within the meaning of the Louisiana 
statute. I believe it was a record, and I decline to urge that judg- 
ment either as evidence that Anderson was innocent or that he was 
known to be innocent. I rest my defense of Anderson solely upon 
the ground that he had no more to do with altering the return from 
Vernon than any man who died last century. I believe the district 
court outraged the body of truth to procure a conviction, and I believe 
the ose Face court outraged the body of Louisiana law to save Gov- 
ernor Nicholls from the responsibility of either pardoning Anderson 
or refusing to pardon him. 


If anything can add to the ghastliness of this satire upon justice, 


I t that addition will be supplied by the answer to the pending 
resolution. Unless I am misinformed, that answer will show that W. 
R. Whittaker sat upon the bench while Anderson stood in the crimi- 
nal dock; that Whittaker denied bail to Anderson; that Whittaker 
perched himself on Littlefield’s lie and sent Anderson to the peniten- 
tiary ; that Whittaker, by the se of Andrew Johnson, was for- 
— assistant treasurer of the United States at New Orleans; that 
as such he was a defaulter to the Government in the sum of more 
than half a million of dollars, when he sent Anderson to prison; 
that Whittaker had been under indictment for that heavy embezzle- 
ment, but that on the 19th of April last, just as Nicholls took the office 
which Packard ought to have, the indictment against Whittaker was 
nolprossed, and he was permitted to send Anderson to the peniten- 
tiary, where he ought to be himself. 

Should these facts appear, I fancy the farce will becomplete. Then 
we shall see the returning board of Louisiana giving judgment for 
President Hayes, and for the Legislature which gave judgment for 
Governor Packard. We shall see President Hayes taking his high 
office under that judgment; we shall see him sending a commission 
to New Orleans to decoy that Legislature from the support of Packard 
at the state-house to the service of Nicholls at Odd-Fellows’ Hall; 
we shall see him in the name of conciliation withdraw the national 
authority trom the protection of the lawful government of Louisiana; 
we shall see him signal the advance of Nicholls at the head of an 
insurgent foree; we shall see Whittaker, cleansed from his embezzle- 
ment in the blood of this new atonement, clothed in the judicial 
ermine, throned upon the judgment seat, equipped with Littlefield’s 
tumid lie, fling chains upon those under whose decree the President 
himself holds. 

When that farce is unrolled before the President I think he will be 
able to understand that the millennium has not yet arrived, and that 


if he really means to conciliate the South he will have to get up and 
do something. 
Of the civil service, of its abuses and its reform, I have but little 


to say 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Wisconsin passes from the 
point he is just making, I should like to inquire whether it is not his 
information that Whittaker was tried for this offense some eight years 
ago and acquitted upon the merits, and that the indictment which 
was nolp ayear ago in April was merely a second indictment 
which was drawn to prevent doubts in pleadings, which is very often 
the case. There having been two indictments for the same fact, one 
stating the offense in one way and the other in another, Whittaker 
was tried eight years ago on the first and acquitted on the merits, and 
it was the second only which was cleared out of the way eight years 
afterward. 

Mr. HOWE. It is due to truth to say that I have such information, 
and I have no reason to question its accuracy. I have information, 
which I consider official, that the defalcation actually existed. 

Mr. HOAR. I dare say. 

Mr. HOWE. The answer to the resolution I hope will explain how 
he happened to be acquitted upon that trial. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no information on the question of Whittaker's 
guilt or innocence at all, but I am informed that the question of his 

ilt or innocence was tried exe | in the administration of President 

irant, and that he was acquitted; that when the present Attorney- 
General came into office, within a week or two of his assuming his 
office there came from the subordinate officer in Lonisiana a request 
what shall be done with this indictment and with a number of others 
against other pios and that the Attorney-General replied referrin 
the question to the district attorney and to the gentleman who h 
been specially employed by General Grant’s administration to con- 
duet the prosecution, saying that the indictment No. 2 should be nol- 
prossed or not at their discretion. They thereupon reported that it 
would be impossible to obtain conviction, and this, with sundry other 
criminal prosecutions of the same kind, was swept off the docket. 
And I understand that that action was taken by the Attorney-General 
in the ordinary course of his administrative duties without any con- 
sultation with the President or with anybody else. 

Mr. HOWE. I have made no charge against anybody in reference 
to this transaction unless it be by implication against Judge Whit- 
taker. The resolution calls for information which will make it very 
clear whether the statements jast recited by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts prove Whittaker’s innocence or the guilt of those who 
prosecuted him. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not rise with the view of making any suggestion 
in regard to the question of Whittaker’s guilt or innocence. Ihave 
no information or opinion about that; I never heard of him until 
lately; but it seemed to me that the statement which was made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin would have the effect of inducing the 
audience and the country to believe that he thought the nolla pros. 
of Whittaker had something to do with the political events which 


he was describing. 

Mr. HOWE. f should not be surprised if that turned out to be tho 
fact. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. That is exactly what I meant. 

Mr. HOWE. That would not overwhelm me wish astonishment. 

Mr. President, the idea has been widely disseminated that the Pres- 
ident is struggling to reform the civil service and that republican 
Senators and eee, were endeavoring to defeat that reform. 
A friend wrote me a few days since from Wisconsin, saying that he 
“regretted to see the republican Senators opposing the reform of the 
e An eminent statesman from Kentucky recently made 
a pilgrimage to Boston in the interest of civil-service reform. There, 
in sight of that great monument which marks the spot where immac- 
ulate valor died for immortal truth, he dared to say: 

The cause of reform in the hands of brave men will not be put down or defeated 
by the scoffs and derision of its enemies. 

I asked my friend to tell me what those reforms were which the 
Senate opposed. He replied, as every truthful man must, that he did 
“not know,” Ishould Tike to ask this apostle to the Bostonians who 
those enemies of reform are against whose derision he has to incite 
brave men! i 

Sir, if any man in or out of the White House fancies that he favors 
a better administration of the civil service than I do, the sooner he 
dismisses that delusion the sooner he will give one evidence of sanity, 
In spite of all this vociferous prate about a reform of the civil service, 
no man has formulated it, no man has defined it. I donot know what 
they mean by it. The President did issue an order forbidding those 
employed in the civil service from acting on political committees or 
in political conventions, Is that what is meant by reform of the civil 
service? If so, the President has already abandoned it, or I am mis- 
informed; or if he still believes that means reform, he is the only mau 
in the United States who does believe it. That is not reform. That 
istyranny. Tyranny which no predecessor of his ever attempted and 
no successor will venture to imitate. Undoubtedly the first obliga- 
tion of a public officer is to discharge his official duties. If he neg- 
lects to do that he ought to be removed. But if he does that, then 
the President who removes him because he attends a political or 
religious meeting, or because he acts upon a political committee, or 
is trustee of a church, uses the power of removal, not to regulate the 
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official conduct of the incumbent, but to control his personal conduct. 
That is tyranny, no matter by 5 

Once it was industriously advertised that public officers should not 
be removed during their official terms without cause. As y re- 
marked, I believe in that rule. I have myself adhered to it. But 
the President has flagrantly violated it. That surely cannot be what 
is meant by reform of the civil service. 

Latterly it has been suggested that the great reform consisted in 
making appointments to office regardless of the advice of Senators 
and Representatives from the States, and so smashing the machine. 
In some conspicuous cases the very reverse has been done. What 
the rule is upon this or upon any point touching appointments it is 
not given to finite intelligence to know. But I have four remarks to 
make upon this last suggestion. 

First. All Presidents have been, all Presidents must be, and Presi- 
dent Hayes is guided by some advice; and that advice does come and 
will come from one or the other of three sources. Either it will be 
supplied by those whom the several States have selected for their 
representatives or by those who have not been, but aspire to be, 
chosen as representatives, or it will come from office-brokers who 
have no political aspirations, but do a strictly cash business. 

Second. When any President will absolutely relieve representa- 
tives from all responsibility for that multitude who want office and 
do not get it, he will shield them from that service which most im- 
pairs their usefulness and imperils their continuance of their employ- 
ments. 

Third. When any President will take upon himself the sole responsi- 
bility for all men whom he does and all others whom he does not ap- 

int, he will not need to pledge himself against a second term. The 

t man ever born could not achieve a second term under such a load. 

Fourth. Whether the people will have an improved civil service 
when its agents are selected upon the advice of those not in Congress 
depends upon whether the people send their best men to Congress or 
keep them at home. a 

It is said that Senators“ dictate” to the President. I deny the as- 
sertion. It is not true. It is conspicuously untrue. Not many years 
since nearly the whole Senate advised President Lincoln to change a 
member of his Cabinet. President Lincoln was never remarkable for 
obstinacy of opinion, yet he did not comply with the advice of the 
Senate. And even in these times of unbridled mendacity I would like 
to see the man bold enough to assert that any Senator or any combina- 
tion of Senators ever dictated the course of ident Grant. Should 
a man ever be called to the Presidency so pusillanimous that he can- 
not discriminate between advice and dictation, the sooner he quits the 
White House and lets himself for a coachman the sooner he will let 
himself to that calling for which his temper best fits him. 

Mr. President, the republican party bas achieved something in its 
time, something which needs not to be repented of. It battled for 
freedom in the Territories against slavery; for Union against disun- 
ion; for emancipation . hondage ; for enfranchisement against 
disfranchisement; for the equal rights of citizens against the privi- 
leges of caste; for the reign of law against the domination of the 
Ku Klux and the White League; for human progress against a stag- 
nant or reactionary conservatism. The conflict has been fearful, but 
the triumph has been pra This generation may have forgotten 
this work, but history recorded it, and the future will not fail to 
sppiana it. I see its authority totters—totters perhaps to its fall. 

ith unruffled temper I await the final judgment of the le. 

Foreseeing what numbers would seek admission to the Romish 
church after the accession of James II, a distinguished lady of the 
court early joined that communion. When asked why she did so, she 
explained that she disliked to travel in a crowd, and as she saw so 
many were soon going to Rome she thought she would precede them. 
I shall notimitate her wisdom. Prudent republicans who think defeat 
is the last serra which can befall them may do well to avoid it by 
taking refuge in the camp of the enemy. But as for myself, I pro- 

to stay at home and do not much fear a crowd. I fear d 
more than defeat, and shall not consent to see our historic temples 
turned into old junk-shops where pinchbeck virtue is sold by mock 
auctioneers. 

But must, then, political strife be perpetual? Shall we never have 
pone No, never, while human opinion is free and is not accordant. 

ever, until justice is everywhere the supreme law. Never, until the 
lowest and the blackest of God’s children finds the pursuit of happi- 
ness as free from legal obstruction as the highest and the whitest 
finds it. Never, until the sweat of a man, however humble, as much 
concerns the State as the sweat of a dollar, no matter how precious 
the metal of which the dollar is coined. Four thonsand years of 
history prove that peace upon other terms than these is a delusiop 
and a snare. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles,and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 97) granting a pension to William A. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. No. 127) for the relief of Daniel Compton, of Troy, 
Bradford County, Pennsylvania; 


0 4 bill (H. R. No. 300) for the relief of Dudley A. Fish, of Bucyrus, 
io; 
A bin (H. R. No. 387) for the relief of William Truett, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. No. 439) granting a pension to Jonathan R. Tilman; 
A bill (H. R. No. 503) granting a pension to Daniel 8 


A bill (H. R. No. 522) granting a pension to James B. Gillespie, late 
captain Company I, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers ; 3 

A bill (H. R. No. 524) granting a ponpon to Lemuel L. Lawrence, 
late second lieutenant Company B in the Sixth Regiment Ilinois 
Cavalry Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 831) restoring the name of Thomas W. Brown to 
the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 710) granting a pension to Jane D. Cotten; 

A bill (H. R. No. 849) for the relief of Abraham Alstead, late a sec- 
ond lientenant of Company A of the Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1044) granting a pension to A. M. Tinsley, of 
Trousdale County, Tennessee, late of the First Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteers in the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) granting a pension to Samuel B. Robertson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1625) ting a pension to Abram V. Miller, late 
a lieutenant in Company E of the One hundred and eighty-fourth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers ; 

bill (H. R. No, 1809) granting a pension to William H. Shultis, 
late of 7 K, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1975) to amend an act granting a pension to Will- 
iam Hafford, of South Yarmouth, Massachusetts, approved May, 1874; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2028) granting a pension to Isabella Cassidy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2173) granting a pension to Edwin F. Lewis, late 
acting second assistant engineer United States Navy ; 

A bill (H, R. No. 2519) for the relief of Mrs. Julia H. Totten, widow 
of James Totten, late lieutenant-colonel and assistant inspector-gen- 
eral, United States Army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3105) granting a pension to Ruth Isabelle Naylor, 
widow of Captain Charles Naylor, of the Second Regiment of Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers in the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. No. SiS) penny a pension to Daniel W. Martin, a 

ifty- 


private in eh ay! seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3107) granting a pension to Louisa J. Guthrie and 
others ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 3108) granting a pension to Hugh B. Makin, late 
private of Company A, Eighth Regiment United States Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3110) granting a pension to Mary McNamara ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3111) granting a pension to Julia Watkins, widow 
3 rary H. Watkins, late captain Company B, Purnell Legion, 

ary ; 

A bill 11 R. No. 3112) a t pennon to Henrietta Stringham, 
widow of Rear-Admiral Sias H. Stringham, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3113) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily H. Lyford; 
HS bill (H. R. No. 3114) providing for an increase of pension to Charles 

. Day; 

A vill (H. R. No. 3115) grantioga 72 to Elizabeth Totten, widow 
of the late Commodore Benj . Totten, United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3116) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria 
B. Craig; 

A bill H. R. No. 3117) granting a pension to Susan L. Watson, 
widow of Adolphus E. Watson, late pay director in the naval service 
of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3118) ting a pension to Samuel L. Paine, late 
a private in Company D, Ninth Regiment of Maine Volunteers. 

The followin biis from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 671) for the relief of the heirs of David G. Bur- 


nett ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3175 for the relief of John I. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3120) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Custer; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3284) for the relief of James Johnson, late collector 
of the port of Savannah. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1962) for the relief of Jane Clark, . A. 
Jack, Justina Peterson, and Mary Johnson was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No, 3121) for the relief of Numis H. Coverdale was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3283) for the relief of Andrew J. Worth was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed a resolution 
for the appointment of a special committee of six Representatives and 
three Senators to meet the body of Hon, John Edwards Leonard, late 
a Representative from the State of Louisiana, upon its arrival at New 
York and escort it to the place of interment at West Chester, Penn- 
sylvania, and that Mr. E. J. ELLIS of Louisiana, Mr. N. MULLER of 

ew York, Mr. THOMAS TURNER of Kentucky, Mr. J. H. STEWART of 
Minnesota, Mr. W. H. CALKINS of Indiana, and Mr. WILLIAM Warp of 
ee had been appointed the committee on the part of the 

ouse, 


1878. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After two hours and ten minutes spent in executive session the doors 
were reopened, and (at five o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) the 
Senate eee 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 25, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 

The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to employ temporary clerks and making an appro- 
priation for the same; also making appropriations for detecting tres- 
pass on public lands and for bringing into market public lands in 
certain States, and for other purposes, with amendments in which 
concurrence was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty minutes past 
twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the business in order is the 
call of States and Territories, commencing with the State of Maine, 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to Au 
propriate committees. Under this call joint resolutions and memori 
of State and territorial Legislatures are in order. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent, 
without regard to the expiration of the hour, that the call of the 
States be continued until all who desire may have an opportunity to 
introduce bills and joint resolutions for reference. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


HANNAH A. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4001) granting a pension to 
Hannah A. Richardson, widow of Alanson Kitteridge, late a private 
in the Fourth Vermont Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. ' 

DONATION OF CANNON. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4002 
donating a condemned cannon and cannon-balls to Post No. 145, Gran 
Army of the Republic, district of Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEERS UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4003) to amend section 
1392 of the Revised Statutes and toc the manner of the appoint- 
ment of assistant engineers in the United States Navy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SALMON RIVER, CONNECTICUT. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4004) seeking on ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the channel of Salmon River in 
the State of Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WATERVLIET ARSENAL, NEW YORK. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, presented a joint resolution of the Legi 
lature of the State of New York, relative to the sale of Watervliet 
Arsenal; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. BACON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 143) concern- 
ing the revision of the tariff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT THOMAS BLAIR. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4005) for the relief of 
Lieutenant Thomas Blair, Fifteenth United States Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PATRICK H. JONES. 


Mr.McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4006) for the relief of 
Patrick H. Jones, of New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HINES. 

Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4007) for the relief 
of Private William Hines, ngs, yer F, Eighteenth United States In- 
fantry, who lost his trousers and blanket at Aiken, South Carolina ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER A. ALLENDORF. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4008 
for the relief of Peter A. Allendorf; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN N. BONESTEEL AND JAMES T. CONKLIN. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4009) for the relief 
of John N. Bonesteel and James T. Conklin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SIMON REINHART. 


Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4010) for the 
relief of Simon Reinhart; which was read a first and second time, 
5 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OLD POST-OFFICE SITE, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4011) to 
convey to the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York certain 
lands in the city of New York for the consideration of $200,000; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF MANASQUAN RIVER. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4012) making an appropria- 
tion for the survey of Manasquan River, New Jersey ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR CEMETERY. 

Mr. SINNICKSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4013) donating con- 
demned cannon to Lyon Post No. 10, Grand Army of the Republic, to 
be pen in a lot in Siloam Cemetery, Vineland, New Jersey, to be 
held as a free burial-place for ex-soldiers, sailors, and marines; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. HOWARD WILLETTS. 

Mr. SINNICKSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4014) 2 
pension to J. Howard Willetts, late colonel Twelfth New Jersey Vol- 
unteers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREE ENTRY OF WORKS OF ART. 


Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4015) to provide for the 
free entry of articles imported by societies established for the encour- 
ment of the arts and sciences or purchased by such societies at 

e late international exhibition; which was a first and second 
time. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill may be read. ; 

The bill was read in extenso, and was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT B. MAXWELL. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4016) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert B. Maxwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BERNARD BRADY. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4017) 8 pension 
to Bernard Brady, pace ee Be Fourth Regiment United States In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BISTELINE. 

Mr. STENGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4018) granting a pen- 
sion to William Bisteline; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH SHERK. 

Mr. KILLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No 4019) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Sherk; which was read a first and second time, 
reteriod to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN D. LONGAN, 

Mr. KILLINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4020) granting a 
pension to John D. Longan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to Ve 
printed. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF ROBERT GAMBLE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4021) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
names of the minor children of Robert Gamble upon the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. WALSH presented a joint resolution of the senate and honse 
of delegates of the State of Maryland, instructing the Seuators aud 
requesting the Representatives in Congress from that State to vo e 
for a bill now pending before Congress granting pensions to the sur- 
vivors of the soldiers, sailors, and marines who served in the war of 
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Mexico in the years 1846, 1847, 1848; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
DAVID 0. LAWS. 

Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4022) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of David O. Laws, deceased ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF URBANNA CREEK. 

Mr. DOUGLAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4023) providing for 
the removal of the bar at the mouth of Urbanna Creek, in Virginia ; 
which was read å first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

: TAX ON BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. DOUGLAS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Virginia, asking a repeal of the 10 per cent. tax on bank circulation 
other than that of national banks. ; 

Mr. HALE. Let that be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and was referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

BOUNDARY OF VIRGINIA AND MARYLAND. 

Mr. DOUGLAS also presented an act of the slature of Vir- 
ginia, accepting on the part of the State the award of the commis- 
sioners to ascertain the boundary line between Virginia and Maryland 
and asking all needful legislation on the part of Co to confirm 
the same; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

COURT TERM AT CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4024) to provide for the 
holding of a term of the district court of the United States at the 
city of Charlotte, North Carolina ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIANA METHODIST CHURCH, NORFOLK COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4025) for the relief of the 
Indiana Methodist church of Norfolk County, Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE INTEREST-BEARING BONDS. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4026) authorizing the issue of post-office bonds bearing interest 
at the rate of ninety cents on every hundred dollars for every three 
calendar months and redeemable on demand at any of the post-offices 
having the fonds on hand; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. . Lask that that bill may be read én extenso. 

The bill was read, and referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF THE DUTIES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, also, (by request) introduced a bill 
Ge R. No. 4027) to revise the duties of the Supreme Court of the 
nited States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANCH MINT AT MARIETTA, GEORGIA. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4028) to establish a branch 
of the Mint of the United States in Marietta, Georgia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

PEYTON FINLEY. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4029) to appropriate 
$121.51 to pay Peyton Finley, of Montgomery, Alabama, late receiver 
of public lands, the balance due him as such receiver and disbursing 
agent ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


REFUNDING OF TAXES. 


Mr. BANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4030) to amend section 
3309 of the Revised Statutes and to authorize the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to refund and pay back to distillers certain taxes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP GERBER. 


Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4031) granting a 
pension to Phillip Gerber; which was read a first and second time, 
N to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4032) to reorganize 
the Army of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A. E. MAGOFFIN. 

Mr. SOUTHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4033) for the relief of 
A. E. Magoffin; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I move that that bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


The SPEAKER. Is this a claim? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads has declined to pass upon claims of 
this description. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. They have already passed upon one claim pre- 
cisely like this. 

Mr. WADDELL. I will state for the information of the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
have determined, in view of the opinion expressed by a former At- 
torney-General, that where the loss of stamps or money in a post- 
office arises from burglary or fire they will not consider those cases, 
as the postmaster is, in contemplation of law, an insurer. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. But the committee has already passed upon 
claims of this character this session. 

L Mr. WADDELL. Yes; but they have determined hereafter not to 
o it. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The bill states that this money was stolen; but 
8 that it was a burglary, which fact is not embodied in 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred for the present to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA HEIST. 

Mr. EWING introduced a bill (H. R. No. o ting a on 
to Eliza Heist, mother of Thomas Heist, de 3 rivet Fiset 
Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. BOONE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 

State of Ken 8 in relation to extending the time for paying the tax 


on distilled spirits; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


IMPROVEMENT OF KENTUCKY AND OTHER RIVERS. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4035) appropriating 
money for the improvement of the n Licking, Bi Sandy, 
and Cumberland Rivers in Kentucky; which was a Ast and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAY OF ENLISTED MEN IN THE ARMY, 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. a) fixing the pay of 
certain enlisted men in the Army; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES M. THOMAS, 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill sie R. No. 4037) for the relief 
of James M. Thomas, late of Company C, Second Tennessee Mounted 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON GRUBB. 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4038) for the relief 
of Jackson Grubb, of McMinn County, Tennessee; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP LESTER. 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4039) for the relief of 
Philip Lester; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES RICHARDSON. 


Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4040) for the re- 
lief of James Richardson; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BICKNELL. I move that that bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs and printed. 

Mr. FINLEY. I submit that that bill ought to be referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. I know something about the case, and 
believe that to be the proper reference. 

Mr. BICKNELL. The bill has been once before the House in a 
beara Congress, and was then referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that it was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims during the last Con 

Mr. BICKNELL. Then let it go to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY S. WILLARD. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4041) granting a pension 
to Mary 8. Wi to take effect as of date January 1, 1866; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4042) to amend the internal- 
revenue laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. REYNOLDS. 


Mr, HARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4043) for the relief of 
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W. H. Reynolds, of eee, Diner which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the 
printed. 


mmittee of Claims, and ordered to be 


WILLIAM COAKLEY. 

Mr. HARRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4044) for the relief 
of William Coakley, of Chi , Illinois; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LONG. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4045) 
granting a pension to George W. Long, late of Company E, Fifty- 
second Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on-Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ILLINOIS RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. BOYD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4046) to authorize the State 
of Illinois to sell what are known as the Lake Front Gronnds, in Chi- 
cago, Illinois, and to use the proceeds on the Illinois River improve- 
ment, instead of on the Illinois and Michigan Canal, as is now required 
in the grant that was made of said lands by Congress to said State ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

T. A. AND A. C. WALKER. 


Mr. TIPTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4047) for the relief of T. 
Alonzo Walker and Augusta C. Walker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL HAZEL. 

Mr. HARTZELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4048) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Hazel, of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te 
be printed. 

DAVID 8. BOOTH. 

Mr. HARTZELL also introduced a bill S R. No. 4049) for the re- 
lief of David S. Booth, M. D., of Sparta, Randolph County, Illinois; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4050) to sur- 
vey and improve the Missouri River, at Cedar City, in Callaway 
County, Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB s. SHUMAN. 

Mr. FRANKLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4051) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob S. Shuman, late cansel Company H, Eleventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATION OF COLORED PEOPLE. 

Mr. GUNTER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4052) to aid 
the education and advancement of the colored people of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr, CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4053) supplementary to 
an act entitled“ An act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in 
the State of Arkansas,” approved March 3, 1877; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK CARLISLE. 

Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4054) for the relief of 
Frederick Carlisle, of Pontiac, Michigan ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DOG TAX IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4055) to 
create a revenue in the District of Columbia by levying a tax upon 
all dogs therein, to make such dogs personal 1 and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ANCLOTE, FLORIDA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4056) making Anclote, 
in the county of Hernando, in the State of Florida, a port of entry ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY POSTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4057) making 
an appropriation for the purpose of establishing two military posts in 
Texas, one on Pease River and one at or near Double Mountain, on 
the Brazos River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBSIDIARY SILVER COIN. 

Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4058) to regulate the 

value of subsidiary silver coin; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, W. and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. aus 


GEORGE A. DALEY. 


Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4059) for the relief of 
George A. Daley, of Texas ; which was read a first and second time. 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, an 
ordered to be printed. 

R. A. MORRIS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4060) for the 
relief of R. A. Morris, of Texas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT, COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 


Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4061) to establish a branch 
mint of the United States at Council Bluffs, in the State of Iowa; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT LOTS, BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4062) relinquish- 

ing the title which still remains in the United States to all lots or 

rtions of ground which lie within the limits of the present city of 

urlington, State of Iowa, to the said city of Burlington; which was 

read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD MIDDLETON. 


Mr. STONE, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4063) for the 
relief of Richard Middleton, of Keokuk, Iowa; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WHOLESOME VINEGAR. 

Mr. BURDICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4064) to encourage the 
manufacture of wholesome vin: ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNITED STATES NOTES, 

Mr. BURDICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4065) to amend sec- 
tion 3588 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
United States notes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. BURDICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4066) providing for 
and regulating the appointment of postmasters of the fourth and 
fifth classes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON IMPORTED WINES. 
Mr. LUTTRELL presented concurrent resolutions of the isla- 


ture of the State of California, opposing the reduction of the duty 
on 1 wines; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


DUTY ON GRAIN-BAGS AND BURLAPS. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also presented joint resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of California, in favor of abolishing the duty on grain- 
bags and burlaps; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

MISSION INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. No. 4067) 
to provide for the consolidation of the Mission Indians, of California ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRESH WATERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. WIGGINTON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, requesting Con to enact a law reserv- 
ing the fresh waters upon the public lands of the United States for 
the free and common use of the inhabitants of the State or Territory 
where the same are situated; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

PRESIDIO RESERVATION, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4068) author- 
izing the city and county of San Francisco to use the Presidio reser- 
vation as a park and highway; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF RAILROAD TRACKS IN WASHINGTON CITY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4069) 
requiring the removal of the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road from certain streets in the city of Washington, and for other 
p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ommittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, STANDING ROCK, DAKOTA. 


Mr. STEWART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. an to 
rovide for the establishment of an industrial educational school at 
Btanding Rock Indian agency, Dakota; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
. GEORGE W. WHITE. 

Mr. PHILLIPS introducd a bill (H. R. No. 4071) granting a pension 
to none W. White; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WATSON. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4072) granting a 
pension to William Watson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM TANNAHILL, 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4073) granting a 
pension to William Tannabill; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. PHILLIPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4074) authorizing 
the Adjutant-General of the Army of the United States to expun 
from the record of his office the ch of desertion wrongfully made 
against certain colored soldiers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EZRA O. NYE. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4075) granting a pension to 
Ezra O. Nye, Company K, Nineteenth Michigan Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM JAMESON AND LEWIS G. ABBOTT. 

Mr. JACOBS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4076) for the relief of 
William Jameson and Lewis G. Abbott, of Washington Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BISMARCK AND BLACK HILLS RAILROAD. 

Mr. KIDDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4077) to provide for the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Bismarck to the 
Black Hills, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. - 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF DANIEL CARROLL, DECEASED. 


Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4078) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 144) against the reduction of duties on imports; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN RENTZ. 
Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4079) for the relief of 
John Rentz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF PROVIDENCE RIVER, ETC. 

Mr. EAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4080) making an appropri- 
ation for the improvement of Providence River and N; tt Bay; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL STATION, PORT ROYAL HARBOR. 

Mr. AIKEN presented concurrent resolutions of the two houses of 
the Legislature of South Carolina, asking that Port — Harbor be 
made à permanent naval station; which were refe: to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

WILLIAM M. DILLON. 

Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4081) ting a 
pension to William M. Dillon, of Sterling, Illinois; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. FARDY. 

Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4082) for the relief of 
Emily J. Fardy, of Baltimore, Maryland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANN GILLIGAN. j 

Mr. QUINN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4083) granting a pension 
to Ann Gilligan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4084) for the improvement 
and protection of the Government property in the Cougressioual 
Cemetery, Washington, District of Columbia; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 8 Z 
PRIVATE RICHARD NICLAS. 
Mr. GLOVER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4085) for 


the relief of Private Ric Niclas, late Company C, Fourth Regi- 
ment United States Artillery; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
STATUTE OF LIMITATION IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Mr. GLOVER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4086) to regulate 
the application of the statute of limitations to criminal cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF DRAFTED MEN. 


Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4087) to amend an act for 
the relief of certain men; which was read a first and second 
aires 5 to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4088) for the economic 
and aceurate survey of the public lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE AND DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. ATKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4089) to provide for 
the more economic sale and disposal of the public lands; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY WADE. 


Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4090) granting a pension 
to Mary Wade, mother of Jennie Wade; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TRESPASSES ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PAGE. I ask unanimous consent to present at this time a me- 
morial signed by the governor and sandry other citizens of the State 
of California in reference to trespasses on the public lands, and I ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To Hon. A. A. 8 Hon. Newton Booth, United States Senators from Cal - 


We would further represent that when the grant was made to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company many of us were induced to take contracts for the supplying of 
ties, bridge-timber, and other timber and wood in the construction of 
that road ; that we were i that the act making the grant to the railroad 
company gave the privilege to said company and employés to take timber, wood, 
stone or other material for said construction from any of the public lands of the 
United States. Under contracts with this company some of us erected saw-mills 
and supplied the timber necessary for the construction of said road; that there was 
requ: and used in such construction, and in the rection of about forty miles of 
snow-sheds, an amount of timber estimated at about three hundred millions of feet; 
that there has been required to — said road in repair and to rebuild the snow- 
sheds an amount of timber ann Bax about twenty millions of feet; that all 


as to require 


in addition, six of feet — Besides this, Nevada 
not being a timber State, 1 lumber for the construction of towns 
in that State also came from the Sierra Nevadas. When, by the completion of 
the railroad, the —.— to cut timber on public lands for the purpose of construc- 
tion ceased, the un esr, aves and others interested in the lumber ade, epplies to 
our Representatives in gress for the passage of some act under which we might 
obtain title and pay the Government for these timber lands, so as to obtain suffi- 
cient quantity to continue our business and supply the necessitous demands of 

is section rn es We found that there was no way under the law to 
obtain title to timber except under the pre-emption and homestead laws, and 
these were understood as designed especially for settlers whose object is to culti- 
rate the land. But the soil at this great elevation in the Sierra Nevadas is unfitted 
for agricultural purposes, and is covered each year for more than six months by 
snow. An attempt, therefore, to take such lands under the pre-emption or home- 
stead law would bea delusion and a fraud, and a possible premium on perjury. 
We therefore petitioned our Representatives in Congress for the passage of some 
law by which title could be obtained legitimately to these lands, so that, as law- 
abiding and loyal . might pursue our occupations, build up our homes, 
establish churches and ls, and train our children in habits of industry, loy- 


1e and virtue. 

Il our efforts were in vain: No such law was passed. Still, being desirous of 
following our occupations, (the greater portion of the un‘ersigned being unfitted 
for any other,) some of us purchased portions of the odd-numbered sections of 
timber land granted to the railroad company, and supplied the annual demand from 
this resource. When the act known as the ‘soldiers’ additional homestead act 
was passed many of us, in good faith, invested in the purchase of these claims a 
great portion of cur means, nd caused the same to be located on the lands con- 
tained in even-numbered sections, which, in many cases, were lands adjoining those 


we had purchased from the railroad company. 
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After some months, when the 
reached the General Land Office at 
these claims learned to their dismay that most of 
they had been swindled out of the money invested in them. Those of us who are 


e nage fe these mom ere 
ashington, es making the locations 

em were fraudulent, and that 
lumbermen have also found that there bas been a grievous misapprehension as to the 
rights of pre-emptors and homestead settlers in the matter of cutting and removing 
timber from the lands on which they have settled. It is charged in some in- 
stances these settlers have cut and removed timber from these claims and sold the 


d and timber, and had the right to sell 
the same. We certainly acted in faith, and without any intention of violating 
any law of the United States. find, however, that under a strict construction 
of the law, and without a full knowledge of all the facts, the grand jury of the 
United States, sitting at San Francisco, has indicted some of us for cutting, and 
causing to be cut, and removing, and causing to be removed, timber from these 
lands of the United States. 

The indictments in these cases appear to be founded on section 2461 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and under section 4751 of the same statutes 
the severe pecuniary ties denounced by the former section are to be distrib- 
uted. one-half to the informer and the other half to the Navy pension fund. This 
inducement to the informer is believed to be at the bottom of this prosecu- 

on, and if permitted to further direct the action of the Government in these and 
other cases, must peerage ruin thousands of industri law-abidi people, 
for the benefit of a system of espionage foreign to the principles of our form o 


government. 

Now, although we had no knowledge of any violation of law, and certainly no in- 
tention to deal with parties that had committed trespass or violated the law, we are 
nevertheless, under these indictments, liable to imprisonment and to pa es ag- 
gregating a half million of dollars, and, in addition to this, subject to civil suits for 
the value of the timber cut. These indictments have paral all business in the 
mountains. If pressed it will stop the business of mining in Nevada, stop the con- 
straction of dwellings, mills, and other structures in the State of Nevada and Utah, 
and involve all classes in a general ruin. If title to timber lands on the Sierras 
cannot be obtained except by pre-emption, and the seeming perjury necessary to 
mens — as cult lands, this section of the Union must revert to its origi- 

state 9 


law. abi. g citizens, with wives an 
eerfully paying all . 
ernment of the United States, the State, and county, and readily contributing to the 
soppa of advancement of morals and the upholding 
of civilization, in good faith believing we were complying with the law and acting 
ig erge. wo have en in our various pursuits. 
eof us have in our means in faith and with a desire to acquire 
title to some of these timber lands, aud what is the result? We have been defranded 
out of most of the money so invested; we have been indicted for an viola- 
tion of law; ruin stares us in the face; the stigma of offenders against the laws of 
the United States threatens to attach to our names and to the names of our chil- 
dren. We donot know where to turn for relief from this great wrong but to you. 
eee aah mag e act to be im y for 
relief, not merely for us individually, but for this community and its importantin- 
torests, n in substance, that the open timber lands on the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains be duly segregated, and that those of us who may desire be allowed to 
bee the same at a reasonable price; that the parties indicted or subject to be 
nidicted for t on said lands may, upon any trial for such offense, whether 
civil or criminal, be allowed to show that they have entered and paid for such lands, 
and that the receipt of the proper officer of the Government showing geet dus 
shall be a bar to further proceedings, and such cases shall thereupon be dismissed. 

We further ask that in all (pred seas Gbr OSE, under the present laws of 
the United States, have so far intervened as to vest title in others than those who 
have committed trespass, that the parties committing such trespass shall be allowed 
to settle all liabilities by the payment to the Government of areasonable stumpage, 
not exceeding the 3 ce of the land. 

We further ask that in case such relief cannot be obtained from Congress you 
use your best exertion with the honorable Attorney-General of the United States 
to cause further proceedings to be su in these cases and the indictments 
dismissed, for the reason „ timber from the Government lands in 

and beneflt, and, like 


this section of the country was evidently for the public 
the taking of minerals p or to 1906, has been esced in for many years, and the 
severe measures now being taken and pro have been taken out warning 


or notice to the thousands of poopie settled upon the lands. 

And your petitioners, in duty bound, will ever pray. 

The undersigned, citizens of California, doing business in said State, and deep) 
interested in matters relating to its prosperity and the welfare of its — 
being intimately acquainted with the who have already been in and 
ee Taree oyal hea e itizens, respectfully urge that such measures 
should be immediately adopted in accordance with the prayer of this petition as 
will secure the Government and at the same time protect the accused and our 
citizens from present and further prosecutions and litigations, criminal or civil. 


THE LATE HON. JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to submit a communication from 
the Secretary of State; which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


Washington, March 22, 1878. 
Sm: Referring to the previous correspondence in regard to the death of the 
Hon, John Edwards 88 a member of Congress from I have now 
the honor to transmit herewith two copies of a ted the 15th instant, 
which has just been received from the consul-generalof the United States at Havana, 
containing the iculars of the illness and — of deceased. I will thank you 


+e gia the copies of the be transmitted to Mr. Leonard's 
77 have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Hon. S. J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
{Inclosure.—Dispatch No, 670, from the consul-general at Havana. ] 


Untrep STATES CONSULATE-GENERAL, 
Havana, March 15, 1878. 
Sm: It is with sorrow that I have to announce to the Department the death at 
Leonard, Congress from 


WM. M. EVARTS, 


this place of Hon. John Edwards member of the present 


+ 


the State of Louisiana. It occurred at the Hotel Telégrafo in this city at about 
one o'clock this mo i 

Mr. Leonard arrived here on the 4th instant in the steamer Columbus. He had 
previously advised me of his coming, and of the purely personal character of the 
affairs which had induced him to visit the island at this time. He brought with 
him letters of introduction to several prominent persons of the place, among them 
to General Jovellar. 

On Saturday last, at about noon, he called at the consulate to take leave of me, 
stating that he en his passage for New York by the steamer Columbas, 
(the same in which he arrived on the 4th,) to sail at fivep.m. LIarranged to go 
on board the steamer and there to take leave of him at about that hour. Upon 
meeting him on board he informed me that he learned that, owing to detention in 
the el of some freight, the steamer would not leave until the next (Sunday) 
morning, and that he had decided to go on shore again and spend a few hours with 
his friends. He came ashore with me and from my house sent a note to a Mr. Al- 
magro, who soon called for and the two went away together. Mr. Almagro 
informs me that he accompanied Mr. Leonard to the wharf, where they took leave 
of each other; that Mr. Leonard got into the boat, and that it put off in the direc- 
tion of the steamer. 

It now Fer that Mr. Leonard before reaching the steamer was taken with a 
chill, and 1 e he might become seriously ill, he determined to return to 
the hotel where he previously 2851 8 he took a room there and did not leave 
it until he was removed after death. It was not until late on Sunday evening that 
T learned that Mr. Leonard had not sailed as pea and that he was ill at tho 
hotel. I called at once and found him with fever and delirious; in this state he 
continued during the following day and Tuesday, with only lucid intervals. On 
bree there was to all appearance a marked improvement in his condition ; 
he was withont fever baat most of the day and lucid, but 8 the symp- 
toms became ng; still his physicians hoped they would be able to carry him 
over the fifth day, which is usually the critical time in yellow-fever cases ; at about 
— ig his ayapa were decidedly worse, and he sank rapidly and uncon- 
sciously for an hour or e und then ig mia 

It may be a satisfaction to the friends of the deceased to know that he received 
every possible care and the best of medical attendance throughout his sickness. I 
believe nothing that could contribute to_relieve his sufferings or to save his life 
was left undone or untried, (bet hse eee were in attendance, one or the other 
constantly. The American phy: of the place, Dr. Burgess, watched with him 
8 successive nights and was e at the time of his death. I gave 
him all the time I could possibly spare from my office, 

This morning I addressed the Department the following telegram : 

SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Washington: 


John Edwards Leonard, member of Congress from Louisiana, died this morn- 
ing of yellow fever. I have ordered his remains to be embalmed. Please advise 
* e or friends, and request instructions for me. I do not know their 


To which I have received the following reply: 
WASHINGTON, March 15, 1878. 


CCCJC0VG0VVVVCVW GAFAEL Aes A Fie 


SEWARD. 

The remains have been embalmed x Dr. Burgess, They are placed in a metallic 
case, and in this condition can be sent, without any risk, to the United States for 
interment whenever required; and being confident that his friends will soon 
require them I have arranged to have them deposited temporarily in one of the 
cemeteries of this a 

This event bas excited the liveliest 8 among all classes of this commu- 
nity. I may add, also, that the death o po ar yt a person by yellow fever at 
this season, and in one of tend gos ny hotels of the place, has caused great alarm 
among visitors from the United States, and by the steamers sailing this week many 

rsons will leave who otherwise would have remained from two to four weeks 


on . 
pga the honor to be, sir, res) ly, bedient 
very respectfully, Your MN NE S. HALL, 
Hon. F. W. SEWARD, ` ? 
on, F. , 
Assistant Secretary of State, Washington. 

The SPEAKER. The communication will be laid upon the table. 
The duplicate which accompanied it has been forwarded by the Chair 
to the father of the late Mr. Leonard, at West Chester, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ELLIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was read, considered, and unanimously adopted: 

Resolved by the Hi Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That ial 
joint prc doe of ux presentatives Ai three Senators — inted to meet 
the body of Hon, John Edwards Leonard, late a Representative o uisiana, upon 
its arrival at New York, and escort it to the place of interment at West Chester, 


Pennsylvania. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate this resolu- 
tion to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced as the committee under 
the . Mr. ELLIS of Louisiana, Mr. MULLER of 
New York, Mr. TURNER of Kentucky, Mr. Stewart of Minnesota, 
Mr. CaLK Ns of Indiana, and Mr. Warp of Pennsylvania. 


OBSEQUIES OF LATE KING OF ITALY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a communica- 
tion from the Secre of State, which will be read by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 22, 1878. 
Sm: Pursuant to the request of Baron Blanc, envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of his majesty the King of Italy, I communicate a translation of a 
note of the 4th instant, addressed by the baron to this Department, expressing the 
ification of his sovereign with the participation of the various branches of this 
vernment in the obseq of the late King Victor Emmanuel II. and with the 
regret 9 10 shown in this country upon the demise of that monarch. 
ve the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
WM. M. EVARTS, 


To the SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 
UInclosure.— Translation of a note from Baron Blanc.] 
LEGATION OF ITALY Ix THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, March 4, 1878. 

Mr. SECRETARY or STATE: I am instructed to convey through you the expres- 
sion of the tade of His Majesty the King, my august sovereign, to his Ex- 
cellency the ident of the United States, for his presence at the funeral service 
that was held at Washington, in memory of King Victor Emmanuel II. 
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I have also received instructions to inform you how deep! 


my government has 
been touched by the part taken in this ceremony by the C. the Senate, the 

House of Representatives, the Supreme Court, the Army, the Navy, and other dis- 
* tinguished bodies. 
The pares testimonies have also been highly appreciated which have been ren- 

y the American people on this pai occasion to the Italian nation, and 

which have been shown in so lofty a form, among others, in a beautiful poem by 
Mr. Bayard Taylor, which has been placed in the ds of His R 

These noble manifestations of sympathy with the grief that has the royal 
family and the Italian nation have met with an echo of tude and affection in 
Italy, and the exchange of such sentiments cannot fail to draw still closer the bonds 
which unite the two countries. 

Ishould be obliged to you, Mr. Secretary of State, if you would be pleased to 
transmit this expression of thanks to the presiding officers of both Houses of Con- 
gress, to the officers of the Army and Navy, and to the other dignitaries whom I 


cannot address directly. 
Tavail myself of e renew to you, Mr. Secretary of State, the ex- 
pression of my very high consideration. 
BLANC. 
His Excellency WILLIAM M. EVARTS, 
Secretary of State, &c. 


2 —9 communication was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 
DISABLED SOLDIERS OF THE LATE WAR. 

Mr. BUTLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4091) to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the will of the people in 
regard to the disabled soldiers of the late war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RECEIVERS IN EQUITY SUITS. 

Mr. BUTLER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4092) to authorize bondholders and other creditors to elect receiv- 
ers in suits in equity pending in courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ERRORS IN ASSESSMENT OF DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
Boston Board of Trade, of Massachusetts, praying for the passage of 
a law to establish an equitable rule for the correction of errors in the 
assessment of duties on imports; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

SECTION 5427 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FIELD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4093) to amend section 5427 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted a 
resolution in regard to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. GLOVER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- Atkins, 


lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department: : 
Resolved, That the Committee on bing Soap in the Treasury Department have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House. ai 
APPROPRIATION FOR TEMPORARY CLERKS, ETC. 


Mr. DURHAM. I ask that by unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 
No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the to employ tem- 

rary clerks and making an appropriation for the same; also mak- 
ing appropriations for detecting trespasses on the public lands and 
for bringing into market publie lands in certain States, and for other 
P with amendments by the Senate, be taken from e ope 
er’s table and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, that 
the bill and amendments be printed. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it in order to move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments? 

The SPEAKER. The bill can only be before the House by unani- 
mous consent at this time. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido not object. 

The SPEAKER. When the bill comes back the gentleman from 
Texas can make the motion he has indicated. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 
table, refi to the Committee on Appropriations, and, with the 
amendments of the Senate, ordered to be printed. 


COINAGE OF SILVER, 
Mr. GARFIELD. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business of | Davidson, 


Monday last, at the time when the Honse proceeded to consider Dis- 
trict of Columbia business. The House was dividing on the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] to suspend the rules 
and pass a bill introduced by that gentleman entitled “A bill to 
authorize the coinage of gold and silver upon the same terms, and to 

ermit the deposit thereof in the Treasury for the samé purposes.” 

he yeas and nays had been ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I desire to withdraw the motion and to submit in 
lieu of it the pee ree which I send to the desk. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I object to the withdrawal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not think the gentleman will object if he 
will hear the proposition read. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reading of the proposi- 
tion 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, and other members objected. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the order. 

Mr. EDEN. It is in order, I 8 to ask for the reading of the 
bill upon which we are to vote 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. EDEN. Then I call for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to suspend the rules, and pass the prop- 
osition which I ag co to offer. 

The SPEAKE Chair cannot recognize the gentleman to make 
another motion to suspend the rules, when he already has one motion 


pending. 

Mr. SPRIN GER. If gentlemen will hear the proposition, there will 
be no objection ; it is a proposition to bring the bill before the House 
for consideration, instead of to put it upon its passage. [Loud cries 


of “ Regular order! “] 
The bill was read, as follows: 


An act to authorize the coinage of ee e same terms, and to 
FTT e same purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in assembled, That any owner of silver bullion may d t the 
same at any of ee eee vo the 
same coined into silver dollars of the weet anie, Leoa troy; upon the 
same terms and conditions, and under the same provisions of law, so far as they may 
be applicable, that are provided in reference to the deposit of gold bullion and its 


coinage. 

Sec. 2. That section 254 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and section 
3 of “An actto authorize the of the standard silver and to restore its legal- 
tender character,” passed February 28, 1878, be so amended as to authorize and re- 
mire the Secretary of the Treasury to receive deposits of silver bullion at such 
and under such regulations as he may prescribe, and issue certificates there- 
or in the same denominations and under same regulations and provisions of 
law as certificates are issued for gold bullion and gold and silver coin ; and such 
silver certificates shall indicate and represent the value of the bullion 3 
in standard silver dollars, and shall have the same force and effect and be alike re- 
ceivable and reissued pe Government as any other coin certificates, and the 
silver bullion ited for or representing such certificates shall be retained in the 
Treasury for the pa tof thesameon demand: Provided, The owner of any gold 

or silver bullion, who shall hereafter deposit the same for the purpose of obtainin: 
certificates therefor, shall pay into the Treasury of the United States a sum - 
of such on at the mints of the United 
time to time by the Director of the Mint, 


gold and silver bullion 
to be determined by the Director of 
of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 


The question was taken upon Mr. SPRINGER’s motion that the rules 
be suspended and the bill passed; and there were—yeas 140, nays 102, 
not voting 49, as follows: 


YEAS—140. 

Deering, Hunter, Robertson, 
Baker, John H. Dibrell, Hun Robinson, Milton S. 

Dickey, Jones, James T. Ryan, 
Bell, a om Kelley, Sampson, 
Bicknell, Kenna, Sa) 
Blackburn, Eden, Killinger, Sayler, 
Bland, Ellis, Knott, Scales, 
Blount, Evans, James L. Ligon, Shelley, 
— Erie — gi, 

Finley, see 7 Smalls, 

t, Forney, Manning, Smith, William E. 
Brogden, Fort, Marsh, —.— 
Buckner, Fuller, Mayham, Steele, 

Butler, Garth, M Stone, Joseph C. 
Caldwell, John W. Gause, Metcalfe, Thom 
Caldwell, P. Giddings, Mills, $ . 
Calkins, Glover, — Ti a4 
Cannon, Goode, Tounsbend. 
Chalmers. Gunter, M W, Turner, 
Clarkof Hamilton, Oliver, Turney, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hanna, Page, Vance, 
Clark, Rush Harris, Henry R. Patterson, G. W. Waddell, 
Clymer, Patterson, T. M. Weich, 
Covb, Hartrid Phel te, Harry 
Collins, Phillips, White, Michael D. 
Cook, Haskell, Pollard, Whitthorne, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hayes, Pound, Wiggi son 
Cravens, Henkle, > W ere N. 
Crittenden, Henry, Willis, 8. 
Culberson, Herbert. y, Wren, 
i Hewitt, G. W. Rice, Americus V. Wright, 
Cutler, Hooker, ddle, Y 
House, Robbins, Young. 
NAYS—102. 
Aldrich, Burdick, Hewitt, Abram S. 
Bacon, — n, ee 12 
Cam c g 
Die ‘William H. Cantal," Field, James, 
Ball Chi X Foster, Jones, Frank 
Clafiin, Frye, Jones, Jobn 8. 
Ba: Cole, Gardner, Jorgensen, 
Bis Conger, Gartield, Joyce, 
Blair, Covert, Hale, Keifer, 
Brentano, Cox, Jacob D. Hardenbergh, Keightley, 
Brewer, Crapo, Harmer, Kete! 
Briggs, Danford. Harris, Benj. W. Landers, 
2 Davis, Horace Hart, La 8 
Burchard Denison, Hendee, Š 
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Lockwood, ei Walker, 

ri 7 on Smith, A. Herr Walsh, 

Peddie, Starin, Warner, 

Mekal Soman Stephens, Williams, A] heus S. 

Kinley, ow 5 
rho C 
Morrison, Reed." weeny Williams, Richard 
Morse, Rice, William W. Thernb Willis, Benjamin A. 
Maller, Ross, . — os Willits. 
Neal, Schleicher, Townsend, 
Norcross, i Wait, 

NOT VOTING—49. 

Ackl Hub! 

iken,” oe Hungerford, Sparks, 

be, Ellsworth, el, Strait, 

Benedict, Errett, 4 Tucker, 

88, Evans, I. Newton La Van Vorhes, 
D x Evins, John H M k, i 
Cabell, Gibson, Price, Williams, Andrew 
Cain, Harris, John T. Pridemore, 
Candler, Hatcher, Pugh, Wood. 
Caswell, Hazelton, Randolph, 
Clark, Alvah A. Henderson, Roberts, 
Davis, Joseph J Robinson, George D. 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not 
suspended. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SOUTHARD., I desire to state that my co e, Mr. VAN 
VoruHES, is absent and is paired with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
If he Were present, he would vote “no” and Mr. WILSON would vote 
“a ! 

Mr. ELLIS. My colleague, Mr. ACKLEN, is absent by leave of the 
House. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr, Buiss, is absent on important business. If present, he would 
vote “ no, 

d Mr. EDEN. My colleague, Mr. Sparks, is absent on important 
usiness. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I desire to state that I am paired with Mr. DWIGHT, 
of New York. If here, he would vote “no” and I should vote Cay.“ 

Mr. BOUCK. My colleagues, Mr. BRaca and Mr, CASWELL, have 
gone home and are paired. If present, Mr. BRadd would vote “ay” 
and Mr. CASWELL “no.” 

Mr. AIKEN. I am paired with Mr. WARD, of Pennsylvania. If he 
were present, he would vote “no” and I should vote“ = 2 

Mr. McCOOK. Iam paired on this question with Mr. EVINS, of 
South Carolina. If he were here, he would vote “ay” and I should 
vote “no.” 

Mr. DENISON. I desire to state that Mr. HATCHER is paired with 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. 

Mr. EVANS, of Indiana. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
SEXTON, is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. JAMES. I have been oe to announce that my coll e, 
Mr. Hiscock, is paired with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. If Mr. 
COCK were here, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to state that Mr. Dwiaut is paired with Mr. 
BRIDGES, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DUNNELL. My colleague, Mr. STRAIT, is absent and is paired 
with Mr. CLark, of New Jersey. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I am paired upon this question with Mr. 
Davis, of North Carolina. If he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. My colleague, Mr. MCKENZIE, is absent on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. HUNGER- 
FORD, is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon all political questions I am with Mr. 
Harris, of Virginia. I understand, however, that if he were here 
he would vote “ay ;” I therefore do vote “ay.” 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire tostate that my colleague, Mr. ERRETT, 
is absent jon account of important business. If present, he would 
vote “ay. 

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. W- 
SON, is paired with Mr. Van Vorues, of Ohio. If present, he would 
vote “ ay. 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. Davis, i paired with Mr, ELLS- 
WORTH. If he were here, he would vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


SUSPENSION OF SINKING FUND. 


Mr. GOODE. I move to suspend the rules and pass House bill No. 
2612, to suspend for five years the operation of the act requiring the 
payment or purchase annually of 1 per cent. of the debt of the United 
States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena e., That so much of section 3694, title 42, of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as requires the pi or payment of 1 cent. of the en- 
tire debt of the United States to be made each fiscal year, and which is required to 
be set apart as a sinking fund, be, and the same is hereby, suspended in tbs oponi 


tion for the od of five years from the 1st day of July, 1878. 
Sec. 2. acta and of acta 7 this act are 
hereby repealed. 


Mr. EDEN. Would it be in order to refer that bill to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means? 


The SPEAKER. It would not; the motion is to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

Mr. EDEN. I think it ought to go to that committee. 

Mr. GOODE. I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 56 in the affirmative ; 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 112, not 
voting 57; as follows: 


Deering, Hunter, Robinson, Milton S. 
Baker, John H Dib: Hunton, 
g. Dickey, Ittner, Sayler, 
Jones, James T. Scales, 
Bicknell, Dur! J . 
6 
vans, James enna, e 
Boone, Ewing, Killinger, Slemons, 
Bouck, Felton, Kimmel, Smitb, William E 
Bright, Finley, Ligon, Sou 
Browne, Fort, i Mackey, 1 y! 
ckner, „ Maish, hens, 
Butler, Fuller, Manning, Theos 
Caldwell, John W. Garth, Marsh, Townshend, R. W 
d Wiki Martin, y. 
Car! Gibson, McMahon, Vance, 
Chalmers, Giddings, Mills, Waddell, 
Clark of M lover, Money, W. 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Gunter, M « Warner, 
Clymer, Hamilton, Muldrow, White, Michael D 
Colina, Harrie Henry R. Olive a Wig tiene, 
ver, 
— Herren,” T. M. Wiftame . 8. 
Cox, mel 8. Hartri Williams, Jere N. 
Cravens, b Wood, 
Crittenden, Henkle, CA Wright, 
Culberson, Hewitt, G. W. Americus V. X. 
Cummings, Herbert, Rid Young. 
Davidson, Hooker, Robbins, 
Davis, Horace House, - Robertson, 
NAYS—112, 
Aldrich, Danford, Joyce, q 
Baes, Denison, 1 Pantin, 
ey, Dunnell, 2 ' Reed, 
Baker’ illiam H. Eames, K 7 Rice, William W. 
Ballon, Eden, Lathrop, 
Banks, Eickhoff, Lindsey, Ryan, 
Bayne, Field, Lockwood, app, 
E E a mgs 
ê, Wi nn 
Brent Garfield’ Me Smith, A. Herr 
rentano, e 
Brewer, ae, Mitchell, 8 
Brig, Hardenbergh, Monroe, 3 
Bundy, T, Morrison, Stewart, 
B $ Harris, Benj. W. Morse, Stone, John W. 
Burdick, Hart, Norcross, Stone, Joseph C 
Camp. Haskell, ONeill, son, 
Campbell. Hayes. Overton, Thornburg 
8 endes Patterson, G. W. . = ae 
itt en Peddie, 5 
Claflin, Henderson, Phel Wait, 
Clark, Rush H A Phillips, W: 
— Howitt Abram §. Pollard, white, Af 
nger, a Potter, illiams, C. G. 
Co Humphrey, Pound, Williams, James 
Cox, Jacob D. James, Powers, Williams, Richard 
Cra) Jones, Frank. Price, Willis, 
Cutler, Jones, John 8. Quinn, Willits. 
NOT VOTING—57. 
Ackil Dwight, ham. Ti 
Aken, Ela pe — Tucker, 
Errett, McCook, Van Vorhes, 
Evans, I. Newton McKenzie, Veeder, 
Boyd, Evins, John H. Neal, Walker, 
Freeman, ard, 
Cat Harris, John T. Pugh, Willan, Andrew 
a 00 
Calkins, Hiscoc Robinson, George D. Wilson, 
Candler, evera AET Sexton, Wren. 
Casw — Sparks, 
Clark, Alvah A. Strait, 
Davis, Joseph J. Landers, Swann, 
So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus- 
pended. 


During the call of the roll, the following announcements were 


e: 

Mr. SOUTHARD. My colleague, Mr. VAN VORHES, is absent and 
paired with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 

Mr. FINLEY. I have been requested to state that Mr. CALKINS, of 
Indiana, is paired with Mr. Ross, of New Jersey. 

Mr. STEELE. My colleague, Mr. Davis, is absent from the House. 
If pees he would vote “ ay.” 

r. WILLIS, of New York. My colleague, Mr. Briss, is paired with 
Mr. WIIIIs, of Kentucky. If they were present, Mr. BLiss would 
vote “no” and Mr. WILLIS would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BRIDGES. Iam paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York. If 
he were here, he would pronen vote “nos” I would vote“ ay.” 

Mr. LANDERS. Ou this question I am paired with Mr. ROBINSON, 
of Massachusetts. If present, he would vote “no” and I would vote 
“ay,” and had he been present at the time the vote was taken upon 
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the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] he would 
have voted “no.” 

Mr. AIKEN. I am paired with Mr. Warp, of Pennsylvania. I am 
told that if he were present he would vote “no;” I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I was not present before the last 
name on the roll was called ; I ask ission to vote. 

There was no objection, and Mr. WIIaus, of Wisconsin, an- 
nounced his vote in the negative. 


Mr. McCOOK. On some questions I am paired with Mr. Evuss, of | Ha 


South Carolina. I have no knowledge how he would vote on this 
subject; I would vote “no.” I was not present before the last name 
on the roll was called, and I ask permission to vote. 

The SPEAKER, That requires unanimous consent. 


Mr. BUTLER. I object. e gentleman has the advantage of the 1 


announcement he has made; I do not object to that. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Hiscock, of New York, is paired with Mr. CAND- 
LER, of Georgia. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Iam paired with Mr. Davis, of North Caro- 
lina. | If he were here, I think he would vote “ay ;” I should vote 
no. 

Mr. THOMPSON. My colleague, Mr. ERRETT, is absent on account 
of important business. 

Mr. SWANN. I was not present before the last name on the roll 
was called; I ask leave to vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. COVERT. My colleague, Mr. VEEDER, is necessarily absent 
from the House. If present, he would vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


BULLION CERTIFICATES, ETC. 


Mr. DURHAM. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows : 

That the Committee on Coi Wei and Measures be discharged 
from the further consideration of House Wor 8885 entitled “An act to amend 
the laws of the United States upon the subject of coinage, to ect the double 
metallic standard of value, to provide for issuing gold and silver bullion certifi- 
perpen aie eed tuo oid lll be sone tho epectal Oric ta the TUO se Tiare 

ani ouse on mrs- 
hae, April 4, next, immediately after the mornmg hour, and continued from day to 
day, subject to appropriation bills; that it be subject to amendment and debate 
but no member speak longer than thirty minutes, and the time shall be divided 
equally between those favoring and poe tage heey bill; and that at least one 
legislative day shall be allowed for the vote is taken upon the 
tinal passage of the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. The effect of this resolution, if adopted, will be, as I 
understand, to bring up this bill for consideration on a fixed day ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask that the latter part of the resolution be 

in read, so that the House may understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be again read in full. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that, even under a 
suspension of the rules, the House cannot suspend the rules for all 
the rest of the session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point. Two-thirds of 
the House have the power to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. For all the rest of the session by one vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that this resolution does 
that, but Se aa is for the House to determine, not the Chair. 

Mr. NEILL. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 69, noes 84. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I desire to state to the House that I 
think this proposition is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution, 

The SPEAKER said: In the opinion of the Chair two-thirds have 
not voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. DURHAM called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were orde 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for the reading of the bill 
referred to in the resolution, sothat we may understand what we are 
voting upon. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. The resolution has been twice 
read, and the yeas and nays have been ordered upon it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for the reading of the bill 
which it is pro to consider. 

The SPE It is not in order. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 96, not 
voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—142. 
Atkins, Butler, Eden, 
Baker, John H. Cain, Cox Kamuel 8. Ellis, 
Caldwell, John W. Cra Evans, James L. 

1, Cald W. Crittenden, Ewing, 
Bicknell, Cannon, ulberson, Felton, 
Blackburn, Carlisle, Cummings, Finley, 
Blount, Se lebt Cutler, Forney, 
Boone, Clark of Davidson, Fort, 
Bouck, Clarke of Kentucky, Deerin; Franklin, 
Boyd, 88 Rush Dare Fuller, 
Bright, * ickey, Garth, 
Browne, Cobb, Dou Gause, 
Bundy, Collins, Giddings, 


Glover, Killinger, Pollard, Steel 
e, Kimmel, s Price, 88 
Gunter, Knott, Rainey, Thompson, 
Hamilton, Ligon, Rea, BE 
Hanna, Lynde, Tipton, 
Harris, Henry R. key, Reilly, Townshend, R. W. 
Harrison, Maish, Rice, Americus V. Tucker, 
Hartridge, < 2 2 Turner, 
Haskell, Robertson, Vance’ 
yes, Mayham, Robinson, ton 8. Walker, 
Henderson, McMahon, Ryan, Walsh, 
Henkle, Me Sam 5 Whi 
Henry, Sapp. White, Michael D. 
erbert, Money, Sayler, Whi 8, 
Hewitt, G. W. Morgan, Scales, Wigginton, 
ooker, Morrison, Shallen! Will Jere N. 
H Muldrow, Shelley, Willis, Albert 8. 
Hunter, Oliver, Singleton, Wren, 
Hunton, Patterson, G. W. Slemons, Wright, 
Jones, Frank Patterson, T. M. Smith, William E. Young. 
Jones, James T. Phel thard, 
Phillips, Springer, 
NAYS—96. 
Aldrich, Cray Joyce, Ross, 
Dantoni, Horace Reign Smalle. 
Baker William H. — Smith, A. Herr 
Ballon, Dunnell, Starin, 
Banks, Eames, Lindsey, Stenger, 
Ba Eickhoff, Ste 
Bis Ellsworth, Loring, Stone, John W. 
Blair, Field, McGowan, X 
Brentano, Foster, McKinley, Thorn! 
— —.— Meurer M. I. 
> 
— — Garfield, Morse, Waddell, 
Bue Hardenbergh, Muller, ait, 
Burchard, = | * — eal, 8 
Burdi arris, Benj. 01 al 
Cam ton, Nell. Williams, A, 8. 
Cam Hendee, Williams, C. G. 
Chittenden, Hewitt, Abram 8. Peddie, Williams, James 
Claflin, Hump ni 5 Williams, Richard 
8 8 eee u. Willies, Benj. A. 
nger, am dolp! 
Covert, Ji aame John 8. Wood, 
Cox, Jacob D. Ji Rice, William W. Yeates. 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Acklen, Dwight, Kelley, Schleicher, 
Aiken, Elam, Knapp, 
— B EnO I. Newton Tanba Stoney Joseph C 
Bland, Evins, John H. Luttrell it, 
Bliss, Freeman, McCook, Van Vorhes, 
ah Gibson, McKenzie, eeder, 
Bri Hal Ward, 
Cabell, Harris, John T Pound, Welch, 
alkin emore, illiams, Andrew 
Candler, Hatcher, Pugh, Wilson. 
Clark, Alvah A Hubbell — 
U 
Davis, Joseph J. n Robinson, George D. 
So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the resolution was not 
to. 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. FINLEY. I desire to announce that the gentleman from Indi- 


ar Mr, CALKINS, is paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. 
88. 


Mr. EDEN. My colleague, Mr. Knapp, is absent by leave of the 
House. If present, he would vote “ay.” My colleague, Mr. SPARKS, 
who is absent on account of illness, would, if present, vote “ay.” 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague, Mr. Pod, is paired with the 
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Now York. My colleague, Mr. Bliss, is absent on 
important business. If present, he would vote “ no.” 


P 
Mr. LANDERS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, Mr. ROBINSON. If he were present, he would vote “no” and T 
should vote “ay.” 


Mr. MONROE. My colleague, Mr. Van VoRHEs is paired on this 
uestion with the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. WILSON. If 
. Wirsox were here, he would vote “ay” and Mr. VAN VORHES 
would vote “no.” 
Mr. EVANS, of Indiana. My colleague, Mr. SEXTON, is absent on 
leave. If here, he would vote “ay.” 
Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from New York, Mr. Hiscock, is paired 
with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. CANDLER. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I again announce the absence of my colleague, 
Mr. ERRETT, on account of important business. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


SURVIVORS OF MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. Lask unanimous consent to print in the 
RECORD some remarks touching the bill granting a pension to the 
survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. [See Ap- 


pendix. ] 
A. E. MAGOFFIN. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I introduced a bill this morning (H. R. No. 4033) 
for the relief of A. E. Magoffin, and since then have been informed by 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
that committee have adopted a rule not to consider any of that class 

f 


f 
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